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Mr. LAMBERT: The matter should be
left to the diseretion of the court.

The Premier: It is left to their discre-
tion.

Mr. LAMBERT: It will also be neees-
sary to define what the metropolitan area is.
Surely the court e¢an be eounted upon to
deal with a question of this sort.

The PREMIER: The provisions of this
tlause are neeessary and should be included.
There is nothing here that would not have to
be set up in the case of the city of Perth or
the town of Fremantle if the administering
authority did its duty. I do not know why
the member for North-East Fremantle wants
the paragraphs deleted. Would he have lesa
than these provisions? I hope the amend-
ment will not be ecarried.

Mr. LAMBERT: In countriea where
liquor is certainly controlled better than it
i3 here, they have what i3 called an hotel, the
licensee of which is permitted to dlspense
ligaor but must have what is ealled an hotel
attachment, which must be at least 100 feet
away from the place where liquor is sold. I
am speaking of South Ameﬂea, where a sine
qua non of a liquor license is that the living
and sleeping accommodation must be a eer-
tain distance away from the licensed pre-
mises. South Ameriea has the most advanced
liquor legislation in the world. Tn order io
approach the ideal, let us provide that the
sale of liquor here "shall be kept away from
the living and sleeping aceommodation. I
agree with the member for North-East Fre-
mantle that it is s mistaken idea to penalise
the man who intends to bwild premises by
paying to him, ‘“The test as to whether yon
shall have a lieense is whether you are pre-
pared to build 12 bedrooms.’’ If the man
builds only two rooms, then, so Jong as these
are all that is neded for the public require-
ments, he should pget his license. The bar
should not be poked in fromt of the nose of
a lodger at an hotel.

Progress reported.

House adjqurncd at 10.59 p.m.
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The PHESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.n., and read prayers.

QUESTION—WAR NEWS,

Hon. J. EWING: At yow reguest and on
your behalf, Mr, President, I desire to ask
the Minister for Education the following
question: Whether the Premier has received
any reliable news in connection with the pre-
sent war movement, and if so, will he give
the House as mueh information as he can?

The MINISTER FOR TDUCATION re-
plied: We have received nothing beyond
what has been published.

QUESTION—STATE SBAWMILLS.

Hon. A. BURVILL asked the Minister for
Education: 1, How many loads of timber
have been milled at the State Sawmills since
the works started, including that used for
public works? 2, What is the pereentage of
waste between timber treated in the round,
milled, and the finished produet? 3, What
royalty would have been paid by a permit
holder in respect of the timber referred to
in answer to question No. 1? 4, Has any
royalty or railway freight hbeen charged
against the State Sawmills? 5, What amount
of railway freight would have been payable
in respect to timber milled at the State Saw-
mills, and carried over the State railways, in-
cluding the 17 miles used for shunting? 6,
Is the forest cui by the State Sawmills taken
on a face or are only the best patches rcut
out? 7, Can the Minister explain why the
State Sawmills charge 1s. per dozen more for
fruit cases than the privately-owned mills?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: T think this question should take the
form of a motion for a return, as it will take
seme time to get out the infermation. How-
ever, if the hon. member will allow it to
stand over, I will answer it Iater on,

QUESTION—LICENSING ACT,
CUE OFFENCES,
Hen. T. MOORE (for Hon. J. W, Hickey)
asked the Minister for Education: 1, Has his
attention been drawn to a leading article in



&16 T

the ‘‘Murchison Times’’ of the 15th instant,
relating to the case in which two well-known
and highly respected citizens of Cue were
found, guilty of an offence against the Licens-
ing Act? 2, If so, does he consider that the
action taken by the police was justified and
in the best interests of law and order? Will
he take the necessary steps to prevent a re-
currence?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 1, The Minister’s attention had mot
been previously drawn to the article, but a
petition has been received by the Minister
accompanied by a eopy of the depositions
taken in the court. 2, The petition will be
considered on the evidence produced before
the court.

QUESTION—LOCOMOTIVE SPARK
ARRESTERS,

Hon. J. A, GREIG asked the Minister for
Education: Have all the locomotives ocn the
railways been fitted with the best spark
arresters obtainable, ready for next summer?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 149 locomotives have been equipped
with the best spark arrester known to the
department, and this work is still proceeding.
It is anticipated that all locomotives working
in the agricultural areas will be so equipped
by the summer season.

QUESTION-—NEWDEGATE, CLEARING.

Hon. J. A. GREIG asked the Minister for
EGueation: 1, Are the men clearing at New-
degate employed on contract or day work?
2, At what rates are they employed?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 1, The men at Newdegate are em-
ployed on contract felbng, trimming, and
stacking timber ready for burning. 2, A
maximum of £1 per acre.

BILL—LIGHT AND AIR ACT
AMENDMENT.

Report of Committee adopted,

MOTION—WATER SUPFLY DEPART-
MENT, BY-LAWS.

To Disallow.

Debate resumed from the 13th Sentember,
on the following motion by Hon. A.
Lovekin:—

That by-laws promulgated by the Metro-
politan Water Supply and Sewerage De-
partment, dated 24th March, 1922, and
numbered 7, 43, 52, 69, 93, 100, 105, 118,
125, 131, 132, be and are hereby disallowed.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South) [4.40]: I do
not intend to detain the House long in de-
bating the motion. I followed the Leader
of the House with some interest and I find
that some of the regulations are in the form
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in which they have appeared for a good many
years past. There are others, however, to
which that does not apply. I find that By-
law 52 has been altered and I think Mr,
Lovekin is to be commended on bringing this
question under the notice of the House. He
has every right to do so, and when regula-
tions such as thess have stood for so lomg,
and drastic alterations are then made to them,
those responsible for the alterations,
although not obliged by statute to do so,
would assist hon. members very materially
and remove a good deal of misconception if
they made a comprehensive survey of the
cansiderations leading to those alteations,
for presentation to the House. If that
were done, hon. members would see at once
what alterations had been made. Some valid
reason should be given for the alterations
that have been made and which are now under
review.

The Minister for Education:
alterations do you refert

Hon. J. CORNELL: I refer to alterations
generally that are made from time to time.
It is mot the practice of the department to
table a summary of alterations such as I
have referred to, but I throw it out as a hint
that if such a course were pursued, it would
save a good deal of discussion, partieularly
if sueh an epitome were presented to mem-
bers whenever any drastic alterations were
tmade. Hon. members are entitled to know
the reasons for these alterations. As it is
the Minister eomes along and asks leave to
lay on the Table of the Honse certain altera-
tions to by-laws or regulations. They may be
drastic alterations, and if one desires to find
out where the drastic alterations have been
made, they have to compare the new ones
with the ol regulations. Tt would require
a Philadelphia lawyer and a bush lawyer
combined to discover where the alterations
have oceurred in Some instances. At any
rate, if what I suggest were done, it would
be a great convenience to members. I am
well aware that By-law 52 has been in opera-
tion for many years, almost since, I believe,
the ineeption of the Coclgardie water scheme
on the goldfietdls. Jt provides that eonnec-
tions have tv be made by licensed plumbers,
That is a long time ago and I have heard no
scrions complaint from plumbers working
vnder it, nor vet have I heard any complaints
generally against that regulation. Yet we
find it has been altered. The old regulation
is to be found in No. 49 of the old by-laws.
The following words have heen inscerted in
the “new regulation: ‘‘or who within seven
days from the date tenders close withdraws
or varies any tender he may have lodged.’’
There is another oblization cast on the,
licensed plumber. Why these words have
been inserted T do not know, but I take it
Mr. Lovekin has a wvalid reason for asking
for the disallowance of the regulation. There
is a preat departure in the concluding words
of the regulation. The old regulation pro-
vided that any person removed from the list
o? liccnsed plumbers should not be readmitted

Te which
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until he has served the term of his suspension
or paid such fine as the Minister might deter-
mine. The new one states: ‘'Any person
who has been removed from the list shall not
be readmitted as a licensed water supply and
sanitary plumber or water supply plumber
until the term of his suspension has expired
or the Minister has directed his reiustate-
ment, '’

The Minister for Edueation:
tically the same thing.

Hon. J, CORNELL: If the old phraseology
stood for 16 years, why introduce new phrase-
ology now? The only conclnsion is that some-
thing else might be intended.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Se it is,

Hon. J, CORNELL: .Regulation No. 69
takes the place of Regulation No. 66. This
is a very invelved regulation covering nearly
six pages of printed matter and dealing with
the specifieation of pipes. Mr. Lovekin, in
moving for the disallowance of this regula-
tion, iz doubtless actuated hy consideration
for the public weal. He is probably one of
those who would be affected to a large ex-
tent.,, I eommend him for having directed
our attention to this regulation. From the
department we have not the slighest indica-
tion as to how far or to what extent the oll
regolation has been departed from or the
reasons for the departure. Regulation Neo. 91
setg forth that it shall Le at the discretion
of the Minister to supply water to any indi-
vidual consumer or to any land whether rated
or not, [ do not think any scricus objection
can be taken to that. Ths discretionary
power must be vested in somceone and that
~omeone must be the Minister as head of the
depariment. At the same time, 1 {hink the
water supply of Perth should be controlled by
a metropolitan board, and then we might get
something resembling witer instead of the
likel being supplied to-2ay. T have no very
serious  ohjection to regulation No. 100,
which gives the Minister diseretionary power
to deal with the illegal taking or selling of
water, This is a repetition practically word
for word of the former regulation No. 96.

The PRESIDENT: I do not want to hurry
the hon. member, but T suggest that he should
have his particulars a little more readily to
hond.

Hon. J, CORNELL:: Unless one set him-
self ont for n week’s work in order to make
a close comparison of the oll and the new
regulations, it is impossible to concentrate on
this question, Members are asked to do work
which should have been dome by the framers
of the rerulations. 1 do not wish to detain
the House longer than to say that after the
explanation of the Minister

Hon. E. T, Harris: What do you think
about meter rents?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I think Mr, Lovekin
should withdraw from his motion some of the
regulations and concentrate on those which
have not been in foree heretofore. If a regu-
lation has been in operation for 15 or 16
years, and the phraseology has not been
altered, we should not he asked to disallow

That is prae-
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it. Regarding Mr. Harris's interjection, I
am not so much concerned about meter rents
as about meter readings. We know how we
stand in relation t¢ meter rent, but my ex-
perience is that whether my meter registers
or not makes not the slightest difference to
the yearly water bill. My complaint is
against the meter. T have had meters
changed and during a period when the meter
was not working, the quantity of water con-
sumed was considerably higher than during
a period when the meter worked throughout.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN (Metropolitan—in
reply) [4.56]: Mr. Cornell’s view that be-
cause some regulations have been in force for
15 or 16 years they should stand, and that
only those which have been altered should
be  disallowed, does not commend itself to
me. It does not follow that regulations
which have been in foree for 50 vears are
good regulations and applieable to-day. T1f£
that were the doetrine, we should never
change anvthing, True, quite a number of
these resulations have been in force for a
leng time, but this iz the only opportunity
we sball have for many years to deal with
them again as a whole. Therefore, the
House is quitc within its rights in looking
at them as a whole, and refusing to pass
them, Tf T may judge hy the experience of
the past, there will never be an cpportunity
to deal with these repulations again, at any
rate not in my life time. The c¢aneellations
and repeals of old regulations came up ong
at a time, some on pieces of type-
written paper and, im a form that
the public could not see them, ther were
allowed to pass this House and becomne
law. Thus the oppertunity to deal with
them was lost. I have spent a good deal
of the recess in looking through these
regulations. They were gazetted in March
last and T took the ‘‘Government Gazette’’
and went right throegh them, T am ratisfled
we shall be doing a good service to the eoun-
try if we disallow all the regulations men-
tioned in the motion. Even if some members
do not agree that certain regulations should
be disallowed, no passible harm can be done
by disallowing them because the department
ean and will put them up again. The de-
partment will have an epportunity te peruse
the diseussion which has taken place in this
House and to put up regulations in aerord-
ance with the wiches expressed by members.

Hon. .. Duffell: What good can result if
they submit them againt .

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The regulations
shonld be sent back in an amended form
taking into account the opinions expreased in
this Housz. Tf the department again put
up the regulations in the same form, the
Minister shonld come prepared to justify
them,

Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott: If they had taken
uany notice of what has been said in the last
few wears, the regulations would have ap-
peared in different form to-day.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: The first regulation
referred to by the Minister was No. 7. All



818
A

I suggested was that the department should
give the person who was required to do work
an appeal to the Minister from the decision
of the inspector. Regulation 7 gives to an
inspector the power to order certain work
to be done—to order the removal of closets
and urinals situated on a catchment area, Of
eonrse we all want to preserve the purity of
our water supply, and nobody objects to sueh
a regulation. But this regulation refers to
such outhouses as have already been passed
by the department. TUnder it an ordin-
ary inspector has the power to put the
owner of a property to ne end of expense,
and that withont any appeal. The Minister
says, *“You ean appeal.’”” I would draw the
Minister’s attention to a recent decision of
the eourt, that where a diseretionary power
is given to an official, there is no appeal
ATl T suggest to the department is that they
shall put vp the regulation again, giving to
the person concerned the right of appeal to
the Minister. That seems to me a fair
thing in the interests of the public, and I
leave it at that. Now I come to regulation
43, which in the interests of the department
itself ought to be looked t0" and reconsidered.
Section 47 of the Aet says that a person
must himself look after his pipes and mains
and so on. Bui the regulation comes in
and says that a licensed plumber alone must
do so. That might be tested against the
department, and I soggest that the regulation
be considered again. Te my mind it is
clearly ultra vires the Act. The Act provides
sufficiently for the matter, so far as I can
see.  Personally, in my own ease, I would
attend to 2 leak on my side of the meter
and let the department prosecute me.

Hen, E. H, Harris: Quite 2 number of
people do that.

Hon, A. LOVEKIX: But why should we be
linble to a pemalty for doing it? Mr. Cor-
nell has iealt with regulation 52, As he
very properly points out, it ia an alteration
of the past practice, and is altogether too
drastic. The regulation might well be re-
considered by the department.

The Minister for Fdueation: Regulation
52 is made lees drastic than before.

Hon. A. LOVEKIX: T eannot read it that
way. I consider the regulation should be
reconsidered in the interests hoth of the
oecupicr of the premises concerning whick
inforn ation is required, and of the man who
gives ths information. Regulation 69 is o
very lomyr regulation, and T have to ask that
the whole of it be disallowed, though only
two or three paragraphs are concerved. This
is the resulation which compels owners of
property to take bits of pipe and sockets and
elhows and other things per medinm of a
lteensed plumber to the Water Sapply De-
partment and get them tested there, paying
small fees for the purpose. :

The Minister for Edneation:
only to sewcrage, you know.

Hon, A. LOVEKIXN: (Onite so. Bnt is not
the obvious way of doing it te have the work
inspeeted hy a departmental inspector after
it ha« been ecarried out under the supervision

This refers
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of an architeet? Should pot that conrse be
adopted, instead of foreing people to take
all this trouble of getting a licensed plumber
to go down to the department and get a
socket tested and pay a penny? The thing
is ridiculous. Then regulation 93 says that
it shall be at the discretion of the Minister
to supply water to any individual consumer,
or to any land whether rated or not. In the
first place I hold that if a person is compelled
to pay rates, he should get some return for
those rates, and the Minister should be com-
pelled to give him water. The Leader of the
House tells vs that this is merely an ampli-
fication of what is contained in Sections 36
and 46 of the Act. The regulation, how-
ever, attempts to go further, hecause the
two sections, read together, show that where
a person pays rates Parliament has east upon
the Minister the obligation to supply water,
except under almost impessible conditions,
conditions which amount to force majeure.
But the regulation goes right beyord that, and
says that with or without reason, motwith-
standing that the man has paid his rates, the
Minister can perversely tay that the man
shall pot get water. There are seme Min-
isters who are sometimes perverse. Though
the Leader of the House says the regulation
does not go one step further than the Act,
I will ask hon. members to read for them-
selves the regulation in eonjunction with the
two sections of the Aet. If the regulation
does not go a step further than the Act,
why is it here? What is it wanted for at
all? That is a very good reason why it
should be disallowed. Now T come to regula-
tion 100—

No person, whether entitled to receive
water from the Minister or not, shall, with-
out the written consent of the Minister,
allow any water to be taken or carried
away from his premises, or sell the same to
luly per-on,

The Leader of the House says that ias guite
reasonable. I suggest to him that the Min-
ister in charpe of water supply doss not agree
with him. To the knowledge of our Leader,
Mr. Holmes, and of other members of this
Chamber, that Minister has 1aid it down most
emphatically, and in fairly strong language,
that what a man pays for he is entitled to
do what he likes with.

The Minister for Education: But that was
not water.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Tt might have been
anything, but the prinieple was there.

The Minister for Kducation: Do you sug-
pest that a person paying big rates on a city
property should be permitted to well the water
that he is entitled to use?

Hon. A. LOVERIN: I do nnt see why he
shonld mot. Of conrse, that is poing a bit
ferther. If the department say that is not
to be done, however, let the worde of the
by-law be clear as to that heing intended.
But do not let us pass a rermlatiom which
deelares that a man cannot give a kettleful
of water to his next door neishhenr.

Hon. E. H. Harris: The ohiert of the reen-
lation may be to prevent the possibility of a
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man who is tawpering with his meter getting
supplies of water from other premises,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Possibly that may be,
but we should legislate for honest men rather
than for rogues. If the intention is as sug-
gested the department should say so in the
regulation, instead of makinpg a sweeping
regulation that covers everyihing under the
sun, Now I come to another regnlation.
Some of us who are residents of Perth
have trees in front of our premises, trecs
planted there by the Perth City Council. TUn-
der this regulation ome cannot squirt one’s
hose on to such a tree. One is paying for
water, and wants to beautify the city; but
under this regulation one cannot put one’s
hose on the tree, If that is mot what is
meant by the regulation, I say to the de-
partment, ¢“ Put wp what you do mean.’’ TUn-
doubtedly there is a zood denl of right inten-
tion in these regulations; but as thev become
law when we pass them thromgh this House,
I do =uppest that they should say ex-
actly what they mean. T ask that these
by-laws he disallowed, and sent hack to the
department. so that the department may say
exactly vhat they want., Next I come to re-
gnlation. 119, which Yofers to rates and
charpes.  This is taxntion, and tazation by
regulation pure and simple.  Asq T have shown,
and as My, Maefarlane, who is a wember of
the City Conneil, admitted by interjeetion,
here is an avernge increase of 24 per cent.
in the ecity assessments this year over last
vear; and the department are going to got
24 per cent. more revenne than they got be-
fore, and this for no more storm water ser-
vice, for no more water, for no more sewer-
age. At the same time thera is a proposal
to charge 1s. 3d. per thouisand gallons for
excess water, Two vears ago the charge was
1s. per thowsand. TLast year it was raised,
and no objeetion was taken to the amended
ragulation. T myself wonld not take objee-
tion to it, becanse T thoupht the department
probably wanted the monex. But here is an
inerease of 24 per cent. on all the ratea. Tt
is time that the price of water pot down to a
reasonable firure. Tven 1s. per thousand is
an excessive price., The Minister sneaks of
shortage of water and so on, but the Gover-
nor’s Speech tells ug that the new hores are
all down and that there will be any amount
of water available in future, 8o there is no
reason vwhy the price shonld he kent up.

The Minister for FEduneation: T do not
think the Governor’s Specrh savs that.

Hon, A. LOVERTIN: Here is the para-
graph in the Governor’s Speech:—
In order to augment the metropolitan
woter supply, larger mains have been pro-
vided where required, and it is expected
there will be no difficulty in coping with
the demands during the eoming sammer.
The Minister for Education: That does
not suggest that there will he water to
waste.

Hon. A. LOVERIN: I am not suggesting
that we waste water., People are not likely
to waste water while they have to pay for
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every drop that goea through the meter—
and, ags Mr, Cornell has just reminded me,
some meters run pretty rapidly. It is time
the price of water should come down to 1ls.
per thousand gallons, especially when on¢ has
in mind the experience of North Perth and
Mt. Lawley last summer, when people had to
allow thouwsands of gallons to ron to waste
Ieeause mud instead of water came through
their pipes. It is only fair that in the imp-
terests of the people this House should com-
pel the department to reduce the price of
water. After all, it is nothing less than a
super tax.

Hon. J. J. Holmea: (oold not the city
couneil colleet the water rates for the de-
partment, and so save thousands of pounds?

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Last year I read in
a report that the department has 45 eclerks
to send out rate notices. Of course, all those
notices should be sent out with the municipal
rate notiees at ome expense, and the money
collected at one expense and handed over to
the department,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Tf they can amal-
gamate n BState and a TFederal department,
why should they not amalgamate two loeal
departments?

Hon., A. LOVEKIN: Regulation 125 af-
fects only those in outside arces, who, al-
thongh paving no rates, are regnired to have
mieters put in. I do pot niind people paying
tor the water they use, but here is a charge
of 20s, rent per anmum for a quarter-inch
meter. So, if one uses 20,000 gallons of water
the prive of which is 1s. 3. per thousand
gnallons, he has to pay another 201s. for his
meter, which bring up the price of the water
to 2s. Jd. per thousand gatlons. This is one
of the by-laws whiech require further con-
sideration. Now we come to bylaw 131,
which says that when a building is being
erected the department can get 2m over-rid-
ing commission on the value of the building.
The departmient ¢laims payment, not for the
setual water supplied, hut in the shape of
a percentage on the value of the building.
What has this water department to do with
the levying of a tax on a building in course
of ercetion? Tt is only right thal the de-
partment shoult be paid for the water used
in the construction of a building, but why
should the owner of a house have to pay a
special tax imposed by regulation on the
value of the building? .

The Minister for Education: He does not
have to pay if he does not want the water.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The bhylaw ex-
pressly states, *‘charges shall be baced on the
vost of the building, and where there ia mno
contract the value of the proposed building
shall he fixed by the Minister.”’ This is
pure taxtion. The department has no right
to levy taxation or a building.

The AMiniatcr for Edueation: Ti is only
whon water is required for building purpeses.

Hon. J. Cormell: Why cannot he pay on
his consumption?

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: That is the point!
Some water i3 necessary to the erection of
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every building, if only to give the workmen a
drink, But where any pipe is laid to a build-
ing in course of construction, the depart-
ment has the option of charging on the value
of the building, as against the quantity of
water consumed. This is8 a department for
avpplying water, not a taxation depart-
ment! Again the Minister told us the
other day that we were geiting along very
well with our seecondary industries. Every
time I look around I see that instead
of encouraging those industries we are
hampering them. Last month we had
evidence of it in a seleet committee
inquiring into the question of power aunp-
plied to secondary industries. In the
furnishing of water it is the same, There
8 a super charge of 1s. 6d. per thousand
gallons on water for an industry. Surely
that is not promoting industries! In view
of the announcement in the Governor’s
8peech that there will be ample water this
year, J suggest that the department might
rc-¢nnsider this by-law, in addition to the
others enumerated, and see if if they cannot,
with others, de a little for the encourage-
ment of secondary industries, I am sorry
to have taken np so much time with this
questinn, but it is in the interests of every-
body in the metropelitan area and, more-
over, there is an important prineiple in-
volved. 1f the Ilousc disallows these regu-
latisng, presumably we shall have a differ-
ent set issued which will be more reason-
able and, perhaps, meet with the approval
of hon, members.

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

Ayes 12
wWnes .. 4
Majority for .. 8
Aves,
Hon. F. A. Baglis Hon, A. Lovekin
Hon. A, Burvill Hon. G. W. Miler
Hon. J. Cornell Hon. G. Potler
Hon. J. Duffell Hon. A. Sanderson
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon. H. Beddon
Hon. J. J. Helmes i Hon. J. A. Greig
(Tetler.)
Nozs.
Hon. H. P. Colebatch : Hon. J. Mills
Hon. J. Ewing { Hou. E. Rose
: (Teller.)
Question thus passed. )
1 ] ‘?"1]1
[at® |
MOTION—-TMMIGRATION, STATE-WIDE

SCHEME.

Debate resumed from the previous day om
the following motion by Hon, G. W. Miles—

That in the opinion of this House, the
Guvernment should, at once, enter into
negotiations with the Tmperial and Com-
monweal‘h awnthorities in order to arrange
joint schemes for development and migra-

[COUNCIL.]

tion, which ahall apply not only to the
South-West Division of the State, but also
to Euela, Central, Eastern, North-West,
and Kimberley Divisions.

Hon. H. SEDDON (North-East) {5.29]:
We all agree that while we ean readily
support the scheme advanced for the
settlement of the South-West, it would
be desirable to inaugurate other schemes
with a view to effecting a considerable
benefit to the whole of the State, 1
support the motion on that account. The
South-West has the reputation of heing one
of the finest parts of the civilised world
for the settlement of the buman raee. It
has been well chosen for the inauguration
of this settlement scheme. There are, how-
ever, other parts of Western Australia that
are also entitled to consiveration, Mr.
Miles has shown the possibilities that exist
in the northern areas where development is
so urgently needed. There is frequently a
certain amount of eriticism because of the
fact that the whole State ig being admin-
istered from o¢ne centre. As a consequence
there arise certain misunderstandings at
times. If we had other settlement schemes
centred in different distriets they could be
administered loeally more sympathetieally
than would otherwise be the case. The whole
State will be required to face the finaneial
responsibility that will be incurred in con-
nection with the immigration scheme. If
people feel they are not participating in the
hencfits of that scheme, & certain amount of
resentment anfd dissatisfaetion will arise, I
am, therefore, glad that Mr. Miles has
moved this motion.  Western Australia
naturally falls into various divisions, It is
a large State and covers a tremendous area.
There are great variations in elimate and
rainfall. The various parts of the State
have developed industries that are natural
tn them. The State may be divided into
four divisions from this point of view.
There is the North-West with its tropieal
agricnlture and cattle industry. The South-
‘West has its forest and dairying. The
wheat belt has its wheat production and
sheep raising. Last of all there is the great
eentral dry area, in whieh at present
there is no industry except mining that
claims attention. Each of these divisions
has distinet conditions and distinet re-
sources, and each should be administered
from the standpeint of ifs resources.
Each could be worked under 2 separate
scheme, such a  scheme as would meet
the requirements of earh one, in place
of & scheme designed to cover the
whole State, From that point of view also
I weleome Mr. Miles’ motion. On Monday
last, the 30th anniversary of the discovery
of Coolgardie was celebrated in that town.
Although mining meant so much to this State,
and was the means of thousands of square
miles of country beinz opened up, there is
nothing developed in that part of the State
that ecould keep it going outside the mining
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industry. Now that this industry is declining
we have to consider how we are to keep the
people who are now living there, and
how to find means of employment for them.
With that end in view we must seriously
consider such a scheme as that put forward
by Mr. Miles. As I have said, it is a dry
area. Possibly that had something to do with
the neglect of the people to develop other
regources. We find from the records that the
average rainfall for the last 25 years in that
area has been 9.9 inches, but that 70 per cent.
of the rain has fallen during the growing
period, between April and October. Within
that area there grows a number of different
plants, which are especinlly adapted to mect
the requirements of graziers of sheep or cattie.
These plants represent a very valuable asset.
Bheep men have told me that the country
could well be utilised for the raising of sheep
if it were fenced and the dogs were kept out.
Preparations would also have to be made
for the conservation of water. The plant
life, to which I have referred, would, if pro-
perly developed, earry a eonsiderable number
of sheep,

Hon. J. Ewing: What does the plant life
consist of?

Hon. H, SEDDON: It consists mostly of
shrub, for the grasses grow mainly in the win-
ter time. These grasses, however, by a pro-
cess of development, are specially adapted
to the dry eonditions under which they grow.
It is possible that thiz plant life eould be
further utilised so as to inerease the
carrying capacity of the land. A tre-
mendous advance has been made of
late years in the wmethodas employed in
wheat production. When I wenf to the gold-
fiells some 20 years ago it was commonly

stated that any man who wished to
gtart growing wheat at Tammin was
mad. A little while after people were

quite pleased to go to Merredin, where

fine cropgs are mow being produced.
There are now many men settled arouand
Sonthern Cross, and land is Tbeing

opened up as far as the Yilgarn area for
wheat growing. Last week I saw a crop
there that had been sowm this seasom. The
land had been well fallowed, and. even with
the small rainfall we have had this year, the
crop is looking well. This affords an illus-
tration of the improvement that is being
manifested in wheat growing methods, and
shows what might be done by the investiga-
tions being followed up. Splendid work has
been done by the Merrcdin State Farm in
the direction of wheat growing experimenta.
The management of  that farm has now
evolved a method which is thought to he
eminently suitahle for the light rainfall of
that distriet. MMost membera are familiar
with the splendid work that has heen done
by Mr. Farrer in wheat breeding. Varieties
of wheat have been grown at the Merredin
farm that are especially adapted to dry
areas. Some of these varieties have been
sown, and most of them have come up to
expectations. It is possible that in a little
while this drier country on the gold-
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fields will be found worthy of further
experimental work with a view to as-
certazining whether it would not be pos-
pible to grow wheat on a large scale. At
present the gemeral opinion is that wheat
growing there i3 a gamble, On the infor-
mation we have, it would be entirely unwise
to attempt settlement on a large scale in
that locality. After two or three years of
experimental work it may be posaible to ar-
rive at the position when people can be as-
sured of carrying on the agricultural industry
there with every chance of success, provided
they uge the types of wheat that have been
proved to be suitable, and that stock raising
is also made part and parcel of the farming
operations, Not long ago we were told of
the excellent work that had been done by
Mr. Luther Burbank in California with re-
speet to the development of natural fodder
plants. Professor Biffin of Cambridge has
also done excellent work on much the same
lines. These two gentlemen by employing
and applying the principles of Mendel have
discovered certain characteristics in various
plants, and by fixing them have been
cnabled to produce excellent results, Mr.

Breakwell, of the Agricultural Depart-
ment of New South Wales, bas also
been earrying on a series of investi-

gations upon the plant life found in the
centre of Australia, as well as of grasses.
He too has found that these plants possess
distinet characteristics that make them
specially suitable for the resistance of
drought. These characterigtics are commeon
to a mumber of plants growing in these
sreas. He is now endeavouring to follow
up this research work, and see if it is not
possible to suecessfully cultivate these
plants, It is very Q@iflicult to cultivate
native plants, but Mr. Breakwell hopes to
sueeeed in doing so. If he is sueceessful in
his experiments this may be the means of
thousands of acrea of country being brought
under cultivation whieh ab present are re-
garded as so much waste territory. Experi-
mental work of this nature would well re-
pay Western Australin, and might be the
means of bringing us into line with the other
important wheat raising countries in the
world. Canada only came to the fore as a
wheat producing country becanse types of
wheat suitable for ita shurt growing season
had been evolved. The breeding of 90-day
wheat suitable for that Dominion was the
starting off point of the greatness as a wheat
produrer that the country has now reached.
Surely we in Western Australia have an
equal opportunity, and if we wndertake and
extend work along these lines, there may be
opencd up for us possibilities just as great
as those that some years ago lay before
(anada. We may yet see this State occupy-
ing the foremost position in Australia as a
wheat producer. It is desirable that every
part of the State should be developed. There
are many milea of railway running through
the countrv on which the traffic is very
small because there is se little production
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going on in the areas served by them.
Every opportunity should be taken to in-
crease our production and provide traffic for
our railways. The position of Australia
would be tremendoyply improved, if at any
time there was an invasion, by the provision
of sourees uf prednction in the interior. If
that could bc aceomplished the defending
torces could retire tb che interior, falling
back mile after mile and putting up =&
succegsfnl resistance. ‘Our armies would be
sure that behind them lay supplies of food,
which would greatly inerease their resisting
powers, and at the same time make more
difficult the task of the invader. The
menace of war has not yet disappeared, and
this is not the least factor to be taken into
consideration when we outline the poliey
for the development of our country, There
are definite opportunities in Western Auu-
tralia for proving to the outside world that
there is not a portion of the State that will
not respond to the man who studies it, and
intelligently applics the lessons afforded by
nature of improving its indigenous resources
along lines which have already given such
definite and important results.

Hon. J. A, GRETGE (South-East) [5.45]: I
congratulate Mr, Miles on being such a pub-
lic spirited man aed on having spent a con-
siderabic amount of time and monev in de-
veloping this subjeet. I realise that Mr.
Miles is a man of hig ideas, The matter of
detail in every schene ia always one of con-
troversy, and I do not suppose it would he
rossible for anyene to propose apy scheme
for cloaser settlement in Australia without be-
ing suhjected to hostile criticism from some
quarters. But I thick it is only right that
suceh should be the case. In every instance,
if those who do not see eye to eye with
whoever may he promulgating such a scheme,
placed their reasons for opposing it before
whaeever was in charge, there might be a
chanee of bettering the scheme. Probably every
hion. member will vote for the motion becauss
it iz broad in its conception. T realise that
and therefore I intend to support it. DBut it
can onkv be a pious hope under existing con-
ditions. What T mean to say is that, even if
the Tederal Government step into the breach
—and if anv Government does so it should
be the Federal (Government, because immi-
gration to Australin generally is a Tederal
questinn—under existing conditions ne are
bouwnd to meet difficulties. We have a tariff
wall around Anstralin which has inereased
the ecost of everything produced in Australia,
and once we supply our own demands, we
shall have to find outside markets. But then
we ghall he competing against the produetion
of the world, and the task will be rendered
exceedingly difficult by the tariff which
operates here,

Hon. J. Duffell:
not require a tariff.

Hon. J. A. GREIG: T maintain that we
should be an exporting ecommunity. Oar
Government should aim at exporting and not

When we export we shall
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munufacturing, in omler to feed and clothe
the people. To-day in Australia we are, so to
apeak, taking in one aneother’s washing for a
living. That is the way it appeals to me.
The South-West scheme whieh the Premier
has inangurated ie a big idea, but I can see
that it is poing to he a diffienTi matter to
make a success of it. T honestly believe that
it will cost 21s. to produce one pound’s worth.
Hon. T. Moore: A bit more.

Ilon. J. A. GREIG: If it would only cost
19s. to produce a pound’s worth, the scheme,
I am convinced would be a success. At the
same time, I am prepared to render every
assistanec to ensure the smeeess of | the
stheme, My opinion, however, is that it will
fail, though the time will come when we shall
be able to get ahead of it. The time will
also come when the people of Australia will
avwaken to the faet that the existing policy
of high protection is wreng. This must be
realised when they are big enough and
broad-minded enough to see things 2s many
of us do, especially thoae of us who travel
through the baek-country and who have big
jdeas like Mr, Miles. When that comes
about, T believe the people of Australia will
siter the cxisting policy and give primary
[rreduction a chance to make good.

Hon, F. A. Baglin: The people of Auns-
tralia will soon declare whether the poliey
is wrong.

Hon. JJ, A, GREIG: The people of Aus-
tralia shonld sce that the policy they advo-
eate and insist on is earried out by returning
members to the Federal Parliament to carry
it out. Australia is a country that should be
producing wheat, wool and meat as well as
minerals and timber. Let us look at the "
positina of the timber industry as it exists
to-day. We find that its operations are sus-
pended, The cast of producing timber in
Western Anstratia has become se high that
the Government find it hinpossible to sell it
outside the State.

Hon, J. Mills:
buy it in the State.

Hon, T. Moore: There is something wrong
with the system,

Hon. J. A. GREIG: That is so. To-day
we can import softwoods cheaper than we
can cut timber from our own forests

Hon. C. T. Baxter: You will not get the
tariff altered until you get stronger repre-
sentation, because the other States derive
so muneh hencfit from it.

Hon. J. A. GREIG: Quite 80, but T am
hopeful that the time will come when the
people will realise that the policy of Austra-
lia must be one of free trade.

Hon, C. F. Baxter: A revenue tariff,

Hon. J. A, GREIG: Yes, a revenus tariff.
Mr. Miles’ idea to settle our large tracts of
pastoral country would be excellent but for
the cost of production. He certainly has this
in his favour, that T believe we shall be able
to produce wool e this State when we cannot
produce wheat, butter, or amnfything else, be-
cavse there is little labour required in the
production of wool. To-day we find many

Apd the people cannot
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farmers giving np wheat growing and geing
in for shecp. They are thus able to dis-
pense with Jabour and machinery and produce
a commodity at considerably less cost. That
may be to the interests of the individual, but
it certainty is not in the interests of the
State. I have not been to that part of the
State to which Mr, Miles has referred, and
which iy marked on the map befors us, but
I have been further morth and west of it, and
from what I waa able to ses and hear, it
was possible for me to form a fairly good
idea of the nature of the country. I realise
that it iz not possible to mark out 32 mil-
lion acres of country into stations of 200,000
acres each, just as one would mark out a
draught board, and give those taking up the
areas a fair chance of making 2 success of
them. T realise that some of those 200,000
acre blocks would be comparatively worthless.
Of course, they would not be taken out in
squares, and I presume it i3 not Mr, Miles’
intention to do that. The country, T pre-
sume, would be surveyed and selected so as
to provide a variety of feed in each area. 1
am aware that fortunes have been made in
that country by men of experience who were
pPrepared to rough it and to battle against
the conditiona. I am against the eoddling of
any industry by the Government. That is
what has been wrong with ws in the past.
Tt is the Government coddling of industries
that has bronghi, about the state of affairs
which has induced Mr. Miles to move the
motion we are Jiscussing.

Hon, F. A. Baplin: They have coddled the
farmer pretty well.

Hon. J. A. GREIG: But they coddled the
other fellow first. The whole system is
wrong, We have our Arbitration Court,
which has coddled the worker, who is no
better off to-day than he was before. He
geta his high rate of wage but that is taken
from him by the high cost of living.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Is the court any good
to-lay?

Hon. J. A, GREIG: I do rot think so, and
if everyone in Australia were of my opinion
it would be abolished to-morrow, We have
had Government interfercnce in many
ways. In Australia to-day we have too
much legislation and it is hampering the
progressive people of this country. We do
not allow people to mind their own husiness
and to progress us they would wish to do.
Only this afternpon Mr., Lovekin pointed
out that an individual was not allowed to
use his own judgment even tn the extent of
purchasing a length of piping; he had to
take it to a Government official to get it
examined. Such restrictions hamper pro-
gress. Then when a perseun has products to
sell in the open markets, and has tn compete
with other countries, hawpering legislation
js introduced and thus he is compelled to
work at a disadvantage. If Australia had
gone in for a different poliey in the firat
place, there would he no need for the Gov-
ernment to seek immigrants, We have the
Iand and tite people would come here. Men
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with capital would be prepared to come to
Australia to develop the territory. I have
ouch pleagare in supporting the motion. If
it goes forward to the Federal Government,
T hope it will be seriously considered and
that the members of that Government wilt
be big enough and broad-minded enocugh to
look at the guestion from various points of
view. They should be made to realise what
ig standing in the way of progress, and that
the people themselves would be prepared to
go on the land if the conditions were less
drastic and if there were less interference
on the part of Governmentn,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN (Metropolitan)} [5.57]:
Mr. Miles is to be congratulated for bring-
ing this motion before the House. I am
plensed with it because it is comprehensive
and portends big things, My view is, that
from an Empire standpoint the North is
more in need of people than the South, and
if we can do anything which will help to
populate the empty spaces in the tropieal
parts of the State, we shall be doing a use-
ful service te the country. In considering
a scheme of this magnitude ome must alse
look at the proposal which has been ad-
vanced in comnection with the South-
Western provinee, and we must guard
against entering upon a scheme such as that
which ia being put forward for the settle-
ment of the south. I propose to show how
the South-West scheme has been misunder-
stood by some hon. members, and also how
my attitude towards that scheme has alse
been misunderstood. On  the Address-in-
reply I took up a fair amount of time in
trying to put forward objections to the
scheme and to suggest what I thought
might be dome to improve it. The remarks
T made on that oecasion have been eriticised
in several directions and I wish to show
that, in the light of the facts, those eriti-
cisms were not well founded. I want to
show that the South-West scheme is not a
good one, in order that we may attempt a
higger and wider seheme for the North and
other provinces, such as Mr. Miles has in
view. Dr. Saw, in criticising what T put
forward, referred to me as Jeremiah He
drew attention to the fact that .Jeremiah
wrote somg lamentations. The obvions view
of the hon. member was that I was lament.
ing, or ‘‘erying over spilt milk.”’ T think
Dr, Saw did me great honour in referring to
me as Jeremiah,

Hon. A. Sanderson: Hear, hear!

Hon. A. LOVEKIN : Jeremiah was not
oaly one of the major prophets, but he was
the mazihrus prophef. He was even above
Tsaiah, When T heard of the hon. member’s
refercnres—I was oot in the House at the
t:me—I at ones took my Bible and read a
little of Jeremiah. T am convinced that if
we had followed Jeremiah, and if the State
had followed him, we wounld not have been
in half the difficulties whirh face vs now.
Dr. Saw occasionally makes  flippant
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speeches.  He never puts any legisla-
tion of a constructive character before us.
Hon. members will remember that there was
ap ancient author—I am not sure whether
he was Dlidy the younger or Pliny the elder
—who told a story about an artist named
Appelles, who had painted a picture of a
maiden. A cobbler came along and drew
the artist’s attention to the fact that the
shoes on the maiden were not guite as they
should be. The artist saw that the man was
a cobbler and vonsidered that he should
know something about shoes, in consequence

of which he repainted the shoes in
accordance with  the orthodoex  faghion.
Then the cobbler got swelled head Le-
couse of the attitude of the artist.

The eobbler thought he might venture upon
a little further eriticism and he drew atten-
tion to the legs of the damsel. The artist
immedintely turned upon him and uttered
the following words, which have become fam-
ous asg o proverb: ‘‘Ne sutor ultra erepi-
dam,*? The English version of that is:
“Iet the cobbler stick to his last.’” Dr.
Raw alse challenged my statement.

The PRESIDENT: I think the hon. mem-
hber’s quotation might alse he suggested re-
garding his remarks and the motion.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: That is so. T will
show in a minute how this applies. T will

change the wording somewhat and apply the
quotation to Dr. 8aw. I suggest in language
which at least you, Mr. President, will appre-
ciate, the following: ‘¢ Ne chignria ultra ver-
ram,’’ which I will interpret as meaning:
“‘Leot the surgeon stick to his saw.”” We are
preparerd to listen to Dr. Saw when he refers
to the composition of pills, or to the use of
forceps, but we recognise that the bon. mem-
ber gets out of his depth when he starts dis-
cursing finnnees or economies.

The PRESIDENT: 1 deo not think the
dehate the hon. member refers to took place
in eonnection with this motion.

Hen. A, LOVEKIN: T am foilowing an
hon. member who diseussed the South-West
scheme, and put it to us that that secheme was
a good one. T want to show that the scheme
ig a bad one, and that we must have some-
thing different for the North-West.

The PRESTDEXT: That is how you con-
neet vour remarks with the motion?

Hon, A, LOVEKIN: That is so.

The PRESIDENT: So long as you keep
within the four corners of the motion, it is
all right.

Hon. .J. Duffell: He has only touched one
cerner, but he is sticking to his last!

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: In the course of my
remarks, I contended that the South-West
scheme was not likely to be effective, becauso
we have already had the same scheme in ex-
istence for moany vears, and it has not brought
population to the State. T pointed out the
prsition as set out in the Governor’s Speech,
where it was mentioned that we got so many
reople since 1909 and so few remained. 1
also pointed ont that last year we only sue-
eeeded in keeping 27 people out of all those
who came here. Dr. Saw, in reply, put it
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that they were not the same people who wenb
away as those who ¢ame here. Thete the hon.
member got away from the business of his
profession and got into the realms of eco-
nomjes, which resulted in his putting up a
stupid answer such as that. He said they
were not the same people who went away!
How do we reckon the indebtedness per head
of out population? Js it not on so many
people in the State? How does the Common-
wealth pay the per capita grant, except on
numbers and not on Brown or Jomes? Dr.
Saw challenged another statemeat I made to
the effect that the British Government and
the Commonwealth Government would each
make maney out of the scheme, whercas West-
ern Australia must lose money. He replied
to that by snying that I had miscaleulated
the whole proposition, hecause the British
Government would not make anything on the
volume of the amonnt involved in the export
trade to the Deminions, but would only make
o profit on it. The Minister followed that
Yine of reasoming.

The Minister for FEdueation: That the
British Government would not make a profit
on the trade?

Hon. A, LOVEEKIN: It is exactly what
the Premier said in another place, and T will
show that the British Goveinment will make
a congiderable amount of monecy out of it.
In an interview puhlished in London on the
13th July last, Mr. Amery—1 am keeping to
authorifies such as he is—gave figures deal-
ing with the export trade in 1913 to illustrate
the valve of the markets of the Dominions
comparell with those of Germany and Rusmia
before the war. Included in the figurcs he
referred to were those of Aunstralia, and the
export trade from Great Britain te Australia
was represented at a value of £34,447,269, or
£7 3s. 7d. per head.

The Minister for Bdueation: On thirty-four
million pounds, the average per head would
he more than £7.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN:
the figures.

Hon. G.
£8 7s. 4d.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: T will call it £8 per
head. If we take only 10 per cent. of that
as profit, we get a return of £3,447,126 to the
British people, which is five times the
£600.000 the British Government advance to
us during the five-year period

The Minister for Education:
population.

Hon, A. LOVEKIN: Those figures prove
that, allowing the profit as 10 per
cent,, the British people make five
times the amount they are advancing to
us, and I regard that as profit. When I
stated that the British people will make as
much in one year as they will pay in five
years, it will he seen that T was ecorrect, ac-
cording to the figures quoted by Mr. Amery.
Then again, Sir Phillip Lloyd Greames, Par-
liamentary Secretary for Overseas Trade,
quoted £8, as against Mr. Amery’s £7 3s. 7d.
T take it that the sum of £3,447,126 represents

T have not checked

W. Miles: The amount  is

For the new
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the profit on the exports to Australia. The
hon. member stated thakt the British Govern-
ment would make no profits.

The PRESIDENT: Will the bon. member
resume his seat! I think the hon. member
is out of order in discussing this matter, He
iz taking advantage of an opportunity to re-
ply to remarks regarding hiz own speech in
discussing the details of the scheme for the
South-West. What I can see in the maotion
before the House is that, in the opinion of
members, the Government should at once
enter into negotiations with the lmperial and
Commonwealth authorities, in order to ar-
range joint schemes for development and
mipration, which shall apply not enly to the
Bouth-West division of the State but also to
Eucla, Central, Eastern, North-West, and
Eimberley divisions. All these references to
detnils reparding the South-West scheme are,
to my mind, out of order. T <o not wish to
ecntrol the hon. member too mueh, but [ think
ke is going heyond what 1 regard as reason-
able hounds,

Hon, A, T.OVEKIN: I submit respeet-
fully that 1 must show the South-West
seheme to be untenable and bad, before 1 can
put up an argument about a larger scheme
regarding the North-West.

The PRESINEXNT: DBut these details have
already been diseussed,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: XNot from my point
of view, Tle Minister and Dr. Saw say that
the British Government make nothing out of
it.

The Minister for Eduweation: I
gaid anything of the kind.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The Premier said so.
‘‘YWhere does the British Government mnke
any profit out of it?’’ was what the Premier
asked. T want to show that they make some-
thing out of it, so that T ean indicate that the
British authoritica should go much further,
with the powers they have, in conmection with
a North-Weat acheme.

The PRESIDENT: If you ecentinue on
those lines, it is all right.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: T proposs to do so.
I intend to show that the [mnerial Govern-
ment will make money out of this scheme ani
I contend that, from an Empire point of
view, they should not make moncy out of it.

never

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pm,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Befare tea T was
attemptieg to show that the British Geovern-
ment as well as the Commonwealth Govern-
ment would greatly profit by the south-west-
ern scheme, hut as I understand gou, Sir,
do not with me to proceed on those lines, 1
do not propose to traverse the Premier’s re-
marks in reply to the criticism T levelled
againgt the acheme dnring the debate on the
Address-in-reply., T had hoped to be able to
show that the Premier was mistaken in his
own scheme apd did not understand his own
scheme, hnt T shall have to avail myself of
some other oprartunity to do that. T shall
eontent myself now with putting to the
House that the British Government must
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make money out of the scheme, with a view
to showing that they car do more' with a
larger scheine. I have referred to the large
volume of goods that Great Brifain exports
to Australia. On those goods a profit is
made by Great Britain which, caleulated at
10 per cent., would give in ome ryear £3,000,
000 odd.

The Minister for Edueation:
new settlers.

Hon, A, LOVEKILN:
of the new settlers, I am speaking of the
profit on the Ltrade to Australia. The
British manuefacturers and others export
large quantities of goods to Awustralia upon
which they make a profit. On that profit the
Imjerial Government levy inceme tax which
runs up to 128, Gd. in the pound. Out of the
£3,000,000 odd of profits, therefore, the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer reaps a large amount
of revenue. I am not able to pursue that
argument, or I would proeeed to show that
in this year there is a much larger volume of
trade, a much bigger profit and a mueh larger
amount of taxation aceruing io the Chancel-
lor of the Exchequer. Seeing that the British
Government must reap great advantages from
this migration to Australia or even to West-
ern Australin, I submit they ean do much
more towards such a scheme than they are
doing at present. 1f we are going to adopt
thess large schemes in Fmpire intereats, it is
up to the British authorities as well as the
Commonwealth authorities to take their fair
share of the responsibilities, I think the Brit-
ish Government are prepared to do more than
they have done. T jropose to read from the
British  *Hansard’' debate porlion of a
speeeh by Colonel Amery delivered on the
22nd Ma'y last on the third reading of the
Empire Settlement Bill. He said:—

As regards the land scttlcment, the
view expressed by myself on behalf of the
Rritish Government at the special confer-
cnee o which T have referred was that
whatever the cost, the amount we should
he rrepured to advanee to the settler should
not he more than £300, although as a mat-
ter of fact the cost of settlement might
well be over double that amount.

This means £100 vnder our scheme as the
amount per settler on the 6,000 settlers, or
£R ver scttler on the 75,000 settlers,

That, as & general rule, is a proposal T shall

be inelined to adhere to and, if I were

not so inclimed, T rather think the Treas-
ury would insist upon my adhering to it.

The Minister for Edueation: That is ad-
vanced a3 a loan, not as a gift.

Homn. A. LOVEKIN: 1 shall show that
the British Government will take the respon-
sibility of it. Colonel Amery continued:—

Of course, we shall try to get people
settled on the land on the most economieal
bagis, but in eo-operation with the Domin-
ton Governments we shall not advance more
than £300 per settler, and we reckon that
in the greater number of cases, we shall
get our money back. There will, of course,
be a certain numher of failures, and where

XNot on these

I am not speaking
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thero' ia a failure, the Dominion Govern-

ment concerned will share pro rata in the

loas. But, roughly speaking, we hope in
nearly all cases to get our momey back,

Then there is a third item in the settle-

ment scheme which I illustrated in the

Houge the other day in reference to West-

ern Australia. Under that scheme we rather

sugpested—-aud, of couras, thr matter will
have to be gone into much more fully than
it has been so far—that we should give no
advance towards the total cost of the set-
tlement, but that we should make a contri-
bution towards the intercat on the cost of
the settlement for the first five years, to
cover any loss and to cover aleo the initial
period before the settler conld repay. In
auch a case, it wonld bo a grant se far as
we are concerncd apnd not a loan, bhut it
would be a very much smaller amount. In
{he sccond reading debate I have pointed
out that under the acheme we had had be-
fore us, the Wostern Auwstraliann Govern-
ment undertook to scttle 73,000 persons,
men, woinen and children, at a cost of some
£6,000,000, provided that the Common-
wealth and the United Kingdom made a
contribution of onc-third of the interest
for five tycars on the successive inatalments
raiged.
It does not mean that they are going to
lend the money; we have to raise the money.

This spread over a period of seven or eight

years, would ecost us somcthing like

£600,000, or £8 per settler.
‘They are prepared to advance a settler £300
and this scheme is going to cost them £8 per
settler.

Personally T think these figures are too low.

I do not think quite so nany people conid

be scttled there for so low an expenditure.

But, given suitable areas, it may be pos-

sible, by means of a contrihution to the

interest on the scheme, to settle men even

more cheaply than in any other way.
It will hg ohserved that the British Minicter
in charge of this scheme himself anggests that
it cannot he carried out for the momey, and
probably he was influenced by the article
which Mr. Holmes referred to last night
which said that this iz a unique country
where men pay themselves their own wapes
and the Govermment advance the money to
them. This was probably Mr., Amery’s view.
He is entitled nnder his Bill during 15 vears
to expend three millions of money.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member is
quite out of order in referring to the sonth-
western schome. He musi confine his romorhs
to the motion before the House. If he dis-
approves of the south-western scheme he ean-
not approve of the motion before the House,
unless he has something further to say on

the matter. He mwst keep away from the
south-western scheme. He has debated it ad
ATUSEAM,

Hon. A. JOVEKIN: With dvs respert,
Bir, T am endeavouring to show that the
British Government ean do more for a sct-
tlement scheme. In connection with the

{COUNCIL.]

south-western scheme they say they are sur-
prised that it is being done for so little
money, and I want to point out that under
the scheme submitted by Mr. Miles, they
should go mueh further and that they have the
power to do so. I suggest also their willing-
ness to do it, because they marvel at the small
amount this scheme is to cost. I respectfully
submit that I am in order.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. memher must
confing himself to the North-West scheme.
He is eontinuvally harping on the south-west-
ern scheme and in doing so is quite out of
order. '

Hon, A. LOVEKIN: I am afraid I cannot
advance my arguments if I am not able to
show that a scheme which the Government
have initiated is being carried’ out for too
small an amount, and that if the Imperial
Government are to be approached in c¢on-
nection with the larger scheme, we shall re-
quire n larger amount of assiktance which
the Tmperial Government arc apparently
willing to give.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member has
already shown that.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Reference to the south-
western scheme i3 included in the motion.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Yes. I do not wish
to challenge your ruling, Sir, but [ think the
argument T have submitted is in accordancs
with the Standing Orders and the practice
of Parlinment. Before ua is a wide motion,
and I submit that I am entitled to discuss
any schemes referred to in the motion, As,
however, yon apparently think that T am
digressing too much, I shall close my re-
marks.

Point of Order.

Hon. JJ. J. Holmes: On a point of order,
Sir, I (o not want to see this discussion
baulked in any way. . The motion refers to
Joint arhemes which shall apply not only to
the south-western division of the State, bnt
a0 to other divisions. Surely under that
members ean discuss  the  south-western
schemo,

on, ¥, I. Harris: That is the point.

The President: The hon. memler has
clrendy discussed the south-western scheme
to no end, both on this and on a previous
oceasion,

Ifen, .J. J. Holmes: Assuming that to be
so. st'rely he is at liberty to cnlarge on and
dise. s« the south-western seleme a: much as
he thinks fit,

The President: Tt is nothing bnt repetition.

Hon, J. T, Holmes: T have never hearid
Mir. Amcry on the subjeet before, ard I lis-
trued with interest to the hor. member’s
quotations from what Mr. Amery has to say
of the srheme. Now I have to pernse ‘“Han-
sard,’’ or go vlsewhere, to prt the informa-
ton.

The Presilent:
foro.

Hen, 1. J. Holrea: T have never heard it.

The President: Because the hon. member
was not here.

That has all been said be-
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Hon. A. Lovekin: This has never been read
before, Sir. It is quite new. I have only
got it since the last debate on the subjeet.
However, in view of your wishes I will not
proceed further.

Dehate resumed.

Hon, T. MOORE (Central) [7.47]: I join
with Mr. Holmes in regretting that this dis-
cussion is hampered to some extent. In
1eferring to any scheme for scttlement in
wny part of this State, one cannot help re-
ferring to what is now being done. It stands
to reason that if any other scheme is pro-
poscd, we ghould take inte consideration
that as the same people, namely the State
Government, the Federal Government, and
the Imperial Government, will be concerned,
considerable impertance attaches to the
question whether thiere has been blundering
in the past.

The PRESIDENT: That is quitc correet.
Mr. Lovekin addressed his remarks to that
aspeet before tea,

Hon, T. MOORE: A large settlement
scheme such as this might well oceupy the
attention of the House for many hours. If
by devoting several evenings to the subject,
we conld do anything to help towurds the
development of the North-West, the time
would he well spent. However, seeing that
the discussion has been baulked to some ex-
tent owing to Mr. Lovekin being obliged
to refrain from procceding with his remarks,
T shall offer o few comments. [ regret that
T wus mot present when Mr. Miles moveil
his motion. T think one e¢an grasp a subject
much better if one hears the actual speech
than if one merely reads the report of it.
Having read Mr. Miles’s speech, I do not
altogether agree with it, I acknewledge
that it is possilde to do something to develop
the north, as kas been siuid here repeatedly.
AMr. Miles submits # scheme suzgesting that
development shoull be done in the large
arca north of Meekatharra, I am mot
acquainted with that partieular area, but T
will say of it as I say of the South-West,
that in our settlement schemes we are
always going to the other end of our rail-
ways, are always going to the back of le-
vond in a country whera the popnlation ie
sparse and where there is a large mileage of
railways. Following on the lines snggested
by Mr. Holmes, I wounld peint out that much
could be done to scttle that portion of the
State which is easily accesaible. Along our
railway lines we have many areas which
might well be cut up and settled before we
proceed with gettlement further back, where,
after all, there in a dovht. Frven in and
around Yalgoo, at no distance from the
coast, there are instances of as much as a
million acres being held by one man. That
is altogether too much. I agree with Mer.
Miles that it is possible for a person to do
well with sheep and cattle on 200,000 or
250,000 aeres. I take pastoral development
to be the fe<ture of Mr. Miles’s scheme. As
for mineral resources, they do mnot really
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enter into the scheme. Prospectors are ocut
wherever it ig possible for them to go, and
I hold that much could be done for them,
though not under this particnlar scheme.
Now, before any further development of the
pastoral industry takea place, we want an
vutlet for the produvcets of that industry.

Hon. G, W. Miles: There is a good market
for wool.

Hon. T. MOORE: (ertainly, but we want
to go further. We want our freczing works
eracted,

Hon. H. Stewart: There are freezing
works at Carnarvon, Wyndham, Geraldton,
aud Fremantle,

len. T. MOORE: At Geraldton too?

Hou. J. Ewing: Tlhere onght to be.

Hen. T, MOORE: I agree with that, How-
ever, the present (overmment will not do
unything for the development of Ge.aldton
und its district—not-even in the way of
providing the first essential of development,
which is harbour accommodation. Thers
have been sums of money on the Estimates
tor the building of a harbeur at Geraldton,
tut for some reagon or other nothing is done,

Hon. 3. BEwing: The necessary stone cannot
be got there. :

Hon. T, MOORE: The stone is there, and
plerty of it. But, that obstacle having been
overcome, still pothing i+ beinyg done, T
glad, howeier, to think that we have a
Uovernincnt who will do something for the
marketing of North-West products. Muoch
more will have to be done in that direction,
As was proved before a select committeg
which sat last session to inquire into the
Wyndham Mceat Works—to the report of
whick committee the Government paid so
Little atteniion—all meat works latterly
have hnd a bad tinie. The meat works have
becn hard up against it. But we know that
the meut market will become normal again.
Tn Britain to-day there are many peeple not
in a pusiiion to buy meat at all. I have not
been in Britain for the past two or three
vears, mt I koow that to be a fart. The
time will ceme, however, when those people
will be back in their ol callings, and then
our meat market will develop. I would start
by develeping markets, becouie we now
Iave 1 susplus of stoek in this State, That
fact was proved by last session’s select com-
mittce. We have quite suflicient stock for
our own needs, and antil we get a market
for our surplne stovk we shall not find our-
selves furtlier ahead. T believe the Imperial
Government could @o more in connection
with the furtherance of migration than they
have vet done. The Imperial Gevernmenk
are paying two or three million pounds a
week in vnemployment relief, and I suggest
that they should be in a position to make
better use of their surplua population than
simply keeping it in the country. We
are all acrced that there is plenty of
room in this eontiment, What we want,
however, is money; and 1 hope we shall
not always be paying the same rate for
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money as we are paying to-day. What we
iare up against is the high rate of interest.
Even in connection with the present seheme
we shall at the end of five years find our-
sslves paying 6 per cent. per annum interest.
In faet, there are many things we have to
do under that schems, or else pay six per
. tent, on the money from the very start.
Now, despite the faet that during the two
or three ycars which have elapsed since the
-war we bave been introducing immigrants
inte Western Australia, morc people have
lett this Biate than have come into it, If
that condition of things continues to the end
of the five years of this coatract, we ghall
get nothing under the contract.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: We have to establish
6,000 men on farms, and find employment for
75,000 people altogether.

Hon, T. MOORE: The best that we can
expect is that at the end of five yaars we
shall be paying 6 per cent ior the money

invelved in the Govermment's immigration
scheme. I will not make the position worse
than that. As regards any money we¢ may

raise for the development of the agricultural
industry, of which X know something, it will
be a most difficult problem for a man en-
gaged in farming to pay 7T per cent. for
money and make his enterprise a sueceess.
That is one of the biggest jobs ever under-
taken in Australia, The land settlement
scheme of Western Australia is unique. No
‘other State has ever ombarked on the same
lines. A)l the Eastern States have been
settled by private enterprize. I am rather
surprised to find that in this Chamber, almost
every memher of whiech hzs expressed the
opinion that Btate enterprisc is bad, there is
support for State enterprise in econnection
with the immigration seheme. It has been
peinted out that the people who have done
well and are doing well in the back country
are being taxed go heavily that they cannot
last. QOur taxation is altogether too high,
and I trust something will be done to bring
about a reduetion. As regards land settle-
ment beyond our existing railway system,
there will he immense railway freights to
pay. We shall not Jighten the burden of our
Railway Department unless weo get something
to put into the train between here and Meeka-
tharra. TFreight from Meckatharra would not
yield mueh profit, even if special trains were
running lLietween Meekatharra and the coast
all the time. We shonld look after that por-
tion of the State wherc we have railways
already. As to the problem: of the man set-
tling on the land, I would point out that if
he is to pay 7 per cent. for his money and is
also to pay excessively bigh railway freights,
and on top of that hivh taxation, be has three
strong factors operating acainst him. Those
factors are operating arainst the suceesa of
the South-Western acheme.

Hon. (. W, Miles: Cannot the Government
reduee the railway freirhts and run the rail-
way aystem on husiness lineg?

Hon. T. MOORE: I do not agree that we
are going to help the railways at all by going
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beyond the end of the existing lines. While
I am in this Housa I ghall endeavour to have
scmething done for that which we have
already built, in order that it may be made
to pay. In any pew development which may
take place we should see whether we can get
a quick return, particularly if we are to pay
this high rate of interest. T believe with Mr.
Holmes that we should endeaveur to stay
within the safe rainfall. There is plenty of
land within the safe rainfall We should
concentirate on that, and afterwards take on
any doubtful propositions which may be
oftering. T do not think the people who have
been recently negotiating would be the pro-
per people to negotiate the new scheme. T
will oppose anything of that sort. If Mr.
Miles ean tell ua that other people will have
the management of the scheme—not those
who have heen negotiating—I will vote for
the motion, Despite all that has been said
about the scheme which has just been agreed
to for us, T do not think we are on the
hiph road te success.

Hon. J. Duffell: Are not the North-West
League people to negotiate this schemet

Hon. T. MOORE: It does not say so. 1
feel sure that if the thing were properly
managed great development would take place,
hut I do not believe that everything which
shonld be done will be done if we allow the
scheme to be handled by the same set of
bunglers as handled the last.

Hon. G. W. MILES (North—in reply)
[8.2]: DBefore replying te the arguments
used in the debate, I wish to congratulate
you, 8ir, on your election as President. 1
sincerely regret losing ryour support from
the floor of the House, but I offer you my
whole-hearted eongratulations on your ad-
vancement, T wish also to express regret at
the defeat of some of our older members,
more particularly your predeeesanr. At the
same time, I congratulate all new members on
their election. T have to thank ihe Minister
for putting this motion high on the Notice
Paper so that it eonld he dealt with promptiy,
Mr. Ewing said he wished to know more about
the mining section of this scheme. The mo-
tion is not for this scheme in particular. This
gecheme was only put forward as a eonecrete
proposition for developing some portion of
the State other than the South-West. Scveral
members have made that the ehief point, as if
it were the actual mation before the Cham-
ber, They were working on false promises.
The Minister, at one atage of his address, ap-
peared to be ont to knock down the scheme;
hut as the result of carefully reading the re-
port of his aspeech in ‘*Hansard.,’” T have
eonelnded that he is a pretty warm supporter
of the scheme, However, he wionalv aerused
me of attn-king the Premier in a vehement
and vindictive fashion. Certainly that was
nat my intention.

The Minister for Edneation:
know haw fieree you locked,

Han. G, W, MILES: T may have lonked
firrce; T was not feeling very well, but T did

You do not
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not attack the Premier in-a vehement way.
The Minister asked also was it reasonable,
having put such a proposition forward to-
wards the end of last year, to expect the Gov-
ernment to carry it out during last sessiom.
I never suggested such a thing. All T said
wng that I thought the Government should
have given the scheme greater conasideration
ond definitely stated whether or not it was
worth going on with. It has been before
the Governmient for a year, and they have
had ample time to go fully into the question.
The plan prepared by us affords all informa-
tion. It has been taken from the Government
maps showing the classification of that coun-
try. When moving the motior I tried to in-
dicate that it is absolutely necessary that we
should people the country and people it
quickly if we are to hold it for the British
and the white races. Our shjective should be
to double our population in 10 years. It is
of no use memhers and Ministers merely say-
ing they are in favour of a White Australia.
Talking will not keep Australia white. We
cannot keep it white bry keeping it empty.
We require to place before Parliament other
propesitions for peopling other parts of the
Btate besides the South-West. The policy of
the Government is like making use of omne
section of an orange and leaving the remain-
der to rot. The South-Weat is but one sec-
tion of the State.
Hon. J. Ewing: A valuable one.

Hon, G, W. MILES: Yes. I am not op-
posed to the South-West scheme; indced, 1
want to sec it enlarged. But there should be
other schemes of development, three or four
schemes of the same size aa the Premier's
South-West scheme, The Canadian-Pacifie
Railway Company, in Canada, without Gov-
ernment assistance, absorb 100,000 people per
annum. If one company in Canada can do
that, surely we here cam evolve schemes to
absorb as many people in Western Australia.

Hon. H. Stewart: Do the C.P.R. get their
interest guaranteed?

Hon. G. W, MILES: It is a land grant
railway, and the company have to develop
their land to get revenue for their railway.
If wo had such railway schemes here, it wonld
be a good deal better than losing money on
Government railways,

Hon. T. Moore: The Midland railway peo-
Jle are not doing too well.

The Minister for Edncation: We have had
the Midland Railway Company for years on
those lines.

Hon, G. W, MILES: And you hamper them
pretty well. You have an absentee land tax
to drive them out of the country. That is
another thing which the Government ean do if
thevy are in earnest about getting private
enterprise and capital to develop the country:
they can repeal that absentee tax at once.
People here are selling out and making their
bonds payable in Vietoria, where there is no
absentee tax. Mr. Moore has referred to the
necessity for developing lands already served
Ty railways. Pastorallv speaking, the par-
ticular area under consideratiorn is served by
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the railway to Meekatharra. The acheme does
not ask for any new railway constructipn. One
of the main points in connection with the
mineral resources there is that if that area
were taken up and developed, and 1,700 wells
put down, prospectors could go out through
the country and search it thoroughly. It
might be the means of opening up another
Golden Mile, for the map shows auriferous
country all through there, and so offers all
sorts of possibilities, I fully expected that
Mr. Holmes would criticise the scheme in the
way he did. He is honest, at all events, for
he criticises it inside and outside of Parlia-
ment. It is characteristic of Mr. Holmes to
knock down amything put up. I have never
seen him put up anything constructive him-
self.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: What sbout the
acheme put up for Kimberley? .

Hon. G. W. MILES: A committes was
appointed to report om the Kimberley scheme.
I agree that the Goverament should have
given greater consideration to that commit-
tee’s report.

Hon. J. J. Holmes:
up anything,

Hon. G. W, MILES: That was not ex-
clusively the hon. member’s scheme. He was
merely one of the committee. He does not
know the country proposed to be developed
under the scheme I have referred to.

Hon. J, J. Holmes: It cost me a few
thousand sheep.

Hon. G. W, MILES: The hon. member is
not the only man who haa lost sheep in
the back country, The Government have
appraised a great deal of that area.
There are men in  the Lands Depart-
ment who favourably regard this scheme.
They have classified certain areas up there.
The Minister and Mr. Holmes both said they
were doubtful about the rainfall. The aver-
age rainfall of the distriet is from eight to
10 inches, and at Mibean, about the centre of
the area. the average over cight years has
been 10.39 inches,

Hon. H. Stewart: What is the minimum?

Hon. G. W, MTLES: The figurea for the
period 1908 to 1918 range from 2.84 inches
to 16 inches.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: That 2.84 inches is a bit
of a hit.

Hon. G. W. MILES: We must always ex-
peet bitz of hits, whatever we may be at
work upon. We want some new blood, some
good old British biood here to counterbalance
the effect of the croakers we have. We want
some Manchester men here, men with confi-
dence in themselves and their country. The
men of Manchester put up 17 million pounds
with which to build a eanal. If they had beenr
men of the standing of Mr. Holmes, they
wounld have said, ‘‘We cannot take on this
respongibility; we have no confidence in our-
selves, or in our country.’’ That is not the
type of men we want here.

Hon. H., Stewart: We
money.

Hon, G. W. MILES: I discussed this
scheme in a casunl way with the Minister for

You said T never put

want men with



830

War in London. There was present also a
dircetor of one of the banking institntions of
Australia. Before I mentioned anything about
pastoral development, this gentleman said,
“*We want companies formed for the develop-
ment of pastoral areas in the northern part
of Australia.’’ I replied I had a proposition
I was putting before the Oversens Settlement
Committee that afternoom. T also said that
another asset we¢ had in our North was the
Yampi Sound iron deposit, comtaining 97
million tons of ore ahove sea level, and being
69.3 per cent. pure iron. I stated that ships
could lie in eight fathoms of water and load
direct from the mine into their holds, 1
pointed out that Britain was getting her iron
ic Newfoundland at a depth of two miles
under the sea; that at Yampi Sound there
was an Empire supply for the next century,
and that this asset alone was worth holding
Australin for, apart from our wool, our wheat,
and our other resourgces. The Japanese and
the Germans know the value of this deposit,
I have stated before that a Japaunese laun-
dryman knows wore about Australia than an
average Australian does. It is time Awustra-
lian Parliaments awoke to the fact that we
have a country worth holding instead of
writing it down at every opportenity that
occurs. The Minister for Edueation, in the
ecurse of his speech, was on the very brink of
talking tliz country down. He spid that no
map of the State would be complete without
its dererts being shown. Tt is time we gave
up that attitude and admitted that the maps
were not up-to-date.

The Minister for Edueation: I told you
they were not up-to-date and why they were
not.

Hon. (t. W, MILES: The Minister will nse
any argument in order to Jjustify himself.
It does not matter how he talks down the
comiry in doing so.

The Minister for Education: I defy the
hon. member te prove that I have ever talked
down the country.

Hon., T. Moore:
North-West.

Hon. G. W. MILES: I am getting tired
of him in that capaecity. He asked if T
knew the meaning of the word ‘‘desert.”’ 1
replied that 99 people out of 100 thonght a
desert was a barren waste of useless country,
surh s the Sahara. The Minister stated his
definition was that it was a wilderness con-
taining a few people. The ‘‘Bulletin’’ has
been writine down our assets, and in the
““Sydney Mail’’ a litile while ago we read a
reference to Wallal as a sweltering waste in
the great pandy desert up north. I weuld point
out that within the last few years a3 cattle
station wna sold there for £25,000 and a
sheep station for £20,000. There is not mueh
desert about that. There is ton much of
talking our country down. Mr, Holmes said
we would reouire wire netting with whieh
to develop this eountry. The majority of
the sheep stations in this State have no wire
netting fences. Pastoralists are ahle to com-
bat the dogs in other parts of the State,
and they ean do so up there. As the country

He is Minister for the
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is developed and fenced, the dogs will be
reduced in number,

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Dogs have practically
driven sheep out of the Kimberleys,

Hon. G. W. MILES: They are not the only
tause of sheep being driven out of the Kim-
berleys. Under the scheme that I have put
forward there are 12 million acres of land,
which have been taken up and classified by
Government »ificials, The land marked green
on the tmap shows that from 15 to 18 neres
are required per sheep. There are 5,942,000
acres classifisd Ly Government officials np to
15s. an acre. Mr, Holmes said that 33 acres
to the sheep would be required.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Why do vou not tell
the House why the league you are always
speaking about turned down this propesalt

Hon. G. W. MILES: The hon, member does
not know what he is talking about. As presi-
dent of our league, two years ago I said to
him, ‘‘If yom have no confidence in thig
country or yourself, rou have no business in
our couneil.’” Mr. Holines said we wounld
never get our railway scheme through in our
children’s time or in the time of our chil-
dren’s children. If money is spent on this
area, if only on that which has already been
taken up, suceess will follow.

Hon. I, J. Holmes: Backed by the Gov-
ernment.

Hon. G, W. MILES: It does not matter
whethier it is barked by the Government or
nil, Tt is 7ot a trading concern. If the
House can prove it is, T will have nothing to
do with it,

Hon, J. W, Hickey: A publie utility.

Hon. T. Moore: A business undertaking.

Hon. G. W. MILES: There are some men
in this counfry with whom I am prond to he
assovinted. They have put up information
for i man like Mr, Holmes fo knock down, if
he ean. Most people know that in the past
wool growing in an average season retnrned
a profit of from 15 to 20 per cent.

Hon. H. Stewart: Wool was a lot lower
in price then.

Hon, G. W, MILES: Yool is at a fine
price to-day. The Murchison country grows
some of the finest wool in the world.

Hon. T. Moore: That is the country.

Hon. G. W. MILES: Water can be ob-
tained there from 6 to 60 feet in depth. If
money is spent in developing it, and small
paddocks are feneed, and water supplies are
ohtained, similar results should foliow. The
firancial institutions of Australia had not
snfficient cash to support the pastoral im-
dustry to the full. If money can be obtained
from abroad to assist in the development of
the country, se much the better for the State.
There is also land east of Meekatharra and
land on the east-west line. Some of our
Murchison squatters have said they would
give anything to have some of the land T
am speaking of an which to put their stock.

Hon. T. Moore: A Yot of it is taken up.

Hor, . W. MILES: But the people are
not developing it. Money ia required to be
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spent on it in order to fenmce it and provide
water.

Hon. T. Mcore:
them out.

Hon. G. W. MILES: That could be done.

Hon. H. Stewart: It is only a question of
finance.

Hon. G. W. MILES: I repudiate the re-
marks of the Minister for Education with
respect to my criticism of the Premier,
Therc is nothing in my speech qf a venomous
characier regarding that hon. gentleman.
Some of his supporters will not allow ons
even to mention him. Apparently he ought
to be put in a glass case. The trouble is
that a lot of his followers are dependent
upon him and are afraid they will go down
with him. The Minister for Edueation said
I bad adopted a venomous and vindictive
attitede towards the Premier. I stated in
my speech that I was criticising our Pre-
mier with all due respect, and I had no in-
tention of being in any way offensive. I
said he was trying to do too much and that
he must listen to other people. He was
Premier, Treasurer, Minister for Lands and
Minister for Migration, and handling thia
scheme himself. I said the man was not
born who could do that. If we had good
organisation and good men to handle the pro-
position, it would be in the best interests of
the immigrants, of the Government, and the
country generally, There is nothing offen-
sive abont that. I did not snggest either that
the Gevernment should have brought in a
Bill last year to put this scheme through, All
I have asked for ia that it should receive the
mature consideration of the Government. If
it is no good it should be turned down at
once, If, however, it is good enough to be
considered, it should be considered immedi-
ately, without the matter heing left to drift
on for a year or two. I wish to place on
record my feep regret at the loss this State,
JMustralia, and the Empire have suffered by
the death of Lord Northeliffe, The best
trihute the Press of the Empire can pay to
the late statesman is te emulate him if they
can., The Minister for Education said it was
impossible for him to explain the vindictive
and vennmnus attitude I had taken up
towards the Premier., I have not said any-
thine along those lines and never intended
to do so.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member had
Tietter leave that out.

Hon, G. W. MILES: T am only replying
to the remwwrks of the Minister. There is
nothine in wvy charaeter of a venomous or
vindictive nature. I ask the House to agree
to the motinn, Tf the Meckatharra acheme
i3 worth considering, probally the Govern-
ment will do something in renard to it. The
motinn befnre the House is one which should
be agreed tn. We eannot keep Australia
white by kecping it empty. Ouor objective
should ho to double our population within
10 years, and in order to do that we must
provide the organisation, the publie works
policy, and have the conrage to go on.

You would have to buy
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Hon. T. Moore: Do you think the Gov-
ernment can handle o scheme like that?

Question put and passed.

BILL—STATE TRADING CONCERNS
ACT AMENDMENT,.

Second Reading,
Debate resumed from 1dth September,

Hon. J. J. HOLMES (North) [8.283: I
de_aslre briefly to support the Bill, Mr. Love-
kin explained why he had taken upon him.
self the responsibility of introducing it, Al
he is proposing to do is to delete the section
of the Act preventing the Government from
selling these State trading concerns without
the consent of Parliament, The question of
State enterprises versus private enterprise is
one upon which I could talk at some length,
I shall content myself, however, by saying
that, in my opinion, this country has de-
clared against State enterprises. The main
difference between the present Government
and the party following it, and the Official
Labour Party which is now the Opposition,
hirges upon the one issue, that is private
enterprise versus State enterprise. That is
not only my opinion but the opinion of the
majority of the people of the State. That,
loo, i3 the opinion of the Minister control-
ling the State trading corncerns, because
when he agsumed office as Minister in charge
of those concerns, in the course of the firat
speech he made in another place on the
subject, the Leader of the Opposition inter-
jected that the Minister had stolen the
policy of the Opposition, and the Minister
replied, ‘‘The difference between our side
of the House and your side of the House is
that you are in favour of State enterprises
and we are in favour of private enfer-
prises,’’ and the Minister added, ‘“And all
the flapdoodle in the world will not make
apy difference.’” That is the difference be-
tween the two parties at the present time.
Mignisters controlling affairs of State will
stand up almost anywhers at any time and
declare that they are opposed to State enter-
prises. It is not a fair thing for a Minister
who i3 opposed to an enterprise to have con-
trol of it. In this way we shall never get good
results. How can we expect good results
when we have these enterprises administered
by an unsympathetic Ministry. Another mat-
ter I wish to point eut is that when the State
Trading Concerns Aet was first introduced,
the section we now propose to delete was
not contained in it. When the Minister who
is responsible for the measure bronght it
down, it was provided after mature con-
sideration that the Government should be
permitted to sell these enterprises without
consulting Parliament. An amendment,
however, was insertal by I think, a
minority, anl it was agreed to by the Gov-
ernment. At any rate the Government were
not prepared to fight their own Bill, and
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although they told uvs it was their intention
to bring down such a Bill as the one we now
have before us, they have not done so. The
position will be that unless this House and
another place takes the matter in hand, the
Government will go on administering the
State trading concerns unsympathetieally.
It is claimed that the trading concerns
having been establiched, should not be sold
without the consent of Parliament. I
venture to snggest that so long as that pro-
vision remains in the Act, none of these
enterprises will be sold. Knowing what
Parliament is, no man will waste his time
nowadays negotiating for the purchase of
anything that the Government have, if the
question of the parchase must first be sub-
mitted to Parliament. As to selling the
State enterprises without the consent of
Parliament I would point out that a number
of them were embarked upon without the
consent of Parliament., Parliament was
never ¢onsulted, yet we have the Govern-
ment, an ungympathetic Government towards
the State enterprises, allowing a clause to
be put into*a Bill to prevent those enter-
prises being sold without reference to Par-
liament, If Parliament had been consulted
in the first instance, there might be some-
thing said in favour of Pariiament being
consulted if the opportonity to dispose of
them came along. T wish ouly to add that
in view of the fact that the Government
have declared, and that the country has de-
clared against State enterprise, the Govern-
ment should be put in the position of heing
able to sell

Hon. T. Moore: What makes you say the
people declared?

Hon. J, J. HOLMES: Count your numbers
after each general election.

Hon. G, POTTER (West) [8.33]: In in-
troducing this measare Mr. Lovekin declared
and even stressed the point that discussion
should he narrowed, inasmuvech as the prin-
ciple and efticacy of the State trading con-
cerns was not under review, That is all very
pgood so far as it goes in order to save time,

but as it is impossible to diverce cause
from effeet, so I venture to say it
is a faet that the disastrous resulis

which have followed State trading have been
important factors in prompting the hon.
member to take this commendable action.
From time to time the Government have been
uphraided hotly for their lack of promptitude
and the failure to display a eertain degree
of commonsense in connection with these con-
eerns or, to quote that oft-used term ¢‘bua.
iness acumen.’’ The ecrities after having ex-
hausted themselves in a storm of vitupera-
tion must realise in the cold dawn of reflec-
tion that the exercise of those admirable
attributes to success has been very early
arrested by fatoows procedure—a eircum-
stance this Bill seeks to overcome. If if is
the declared poliey of the Government to
help to develop the resources of the State by
virtue of private enterprise—the best source

{COUNCIL.]

of all development in my opinion—then it
does seent incongrnous and absurd that the
of-portunity should be lost by virtue of an
obstrueting proviso being retained, making
as it does for enforced procrastination.
It requires but a small gift of the imagina-
tion to forevast the reply of a prospee-
tive buyer, when he is told that the prob-
lematical consummation of any nepotiation
must be submitted to what might develop into
an serimonions debate in Parliament, at some
indefinitely distant date. Bo that by virtue
of the proviso an advantageous opportunity
might be lost to sell something, which sale
might be in the best inleresta of the State.
Why should the sale of a State trading con-
cern he referred to Parliament! Is not Cab-
inet entrusted with greater responsibilities
than the disposal of deficit producers? Why
must an inenbus be cherished like a house-
hold god, merely for the gratification of some
exploded idea?

Han. T. Moore: Do you know which are
paying and which are not?

Ifon. G, POTTER: T do not think any re-
eriminations should be hurled at the head of
any Governmeut who seek to discontinue an
experiment if that experiment is costly and
futile, Therefore, let the Governnment be
frec to perform its legitimate funetions and
shoulder the responsibility of ridding itself
of any incubus that mitigates against the
progress of the State. These concerns have
had ar excellent opportunity te justify them-
selves and so far they bhave proved nothing
but a burden and a menace to the progress
of the State.

Hon. J. A, GREIG (South-East) [8.40]: T
support the secoud reading of the Bill, but
1 would like to have seen it po even further.
T suggest that the Government should put a
price on cach of the trading coneerns. If
that were dome it would make it possible to
sell them. I am of the epininn, however, that
the Minister who controls the trading con-
cerns does not want to get rid of them. He
hag aaild in effect that he iz oppoied to them,
but that whilst be is in charge he will try
to make n succesa of them. T consider that
it would please the Miunister a great deal bet-
ter if we were to place there concerns under
his control as Commissioner,

Memker: Then God help the trading con-
cerns.

Hon. J. A. GREIG: Even if the Bill be
carried I am sure that we shall not find in
the Minister for Worka one who i3 anxious to
push the sale of any or all of the enterprises.
I wonld like to see a provision inserted in
the Bill to enable a price to he put on each
of the concerns.  The faet should alse be
disclosed whether they have shown a profit or
a loss, what they have cost, and whether they
are at the time paying. In this way it ought
te be possible to secure a hetter price.

Hon. T. Moore: You would keep the paying
ones.

Hon. J. A, GREIG: I would put a higher
price on them. Not much harm would be done
to the State if assistance were given to those
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that were paying. However, the policy gen-
erally is one that I do not held with at all. 1
naintain that the Government are ezeeeding
their fonctions when they enter into competi-
tion with private individuals. In selling these
enterprises I do not say that they should
be sacrificed, but I consider that the Gov-
erpment should advertise them and put a
price on them so that prospective purchasers
would know what they were about to handle.

Hon. E. H. Barris: Would you put them
up separately, or collectively?

Hon. J. A. GREIG: Separately, although
I would not expect one buyer to take the
whole box and dice. I know that there are
some people who consider that we should
allow them to go on the walk-in-walk-out
basiy and that we should even throw in Par-
linment House and all. Some people are op-
posed to selling the State Implement Works.

Hon. T. Moore: Quite a lat of people, and
vou will find that out when you go before
your electors again.

Hon. J. A, GREIG: T know that a few
farmers are silly emough to think that way,
but we should dispese of the Implement
Works and provide in the agreement that the
purchaser should eontinue to provide dupli-
cate parts, say, tor the next 10 or 20 ‘years,
the life of a machine.

Hon. E. H. Harris:
price of the parts?

Hon. J. A, GREIG: That could be done
if the House thonght fit. I do not like price
fixing, but prefer open competition. We have
had too much priec fixing in Australia, and
I think open competition will be more hene-
ficial.  Aparty from the State DImplement
Works there are other State trading coneerns
such as the State Sawmills,

Hon. T. Modre: They are paying well.

Hon. J. A. GREIG: Tt is not a question
of whether they are paying well or not. They
could be sold with the proviso that the pur-
chaser should supply the Government with
all the timber they might require. 1 do not
thitk there woull be any diffienlty on that
score. Then as regards the Wyndham Meat
Works, they could be sold with a clause pro-
viding that the persens purchasing the works
would be compelled to treat a eertain quantity
of beef that might come forward.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: We do not want any
clause like that. We want to deal with pri-
vate enterprise.

Hon. J. A. GREIG: I 4o not think the
hon. member would require any such eclause.
The protective clanses conld be put into the
contraet of sale regarding all these State
trading concerns. T feel that if we pass the
Bill, we will then be faced with the diffienlty
of getting the Government to sell them, The
Government have had one or twe opportuni-
ties to sell the State Sawmills and T am
satisfied that when the French Commission
were out here, if the Government had sold
the Sawmills to the French people and had
given them the right to remove the timber
from the areas which are now being cleared
for settlement, we would have got a consider-

Would you fix the
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able amount for the timber that ia now being
burnt.

Hon. J. EWING (South-West) [8.48]: 1
support the sccond reading of the Bill. For
years past, and ever since thhe ineeption of
the State trading coneerns, I have been en-
tircly opposed to them. I congratvlate Mr.
Lovekin on bringing the Bill forward. At
different times during the last two or three
years, the Premier, the Minister for Works—
who administers the State trading concerns—
the Leader of the House, and in fact all
membera of the Government have expressed
themselves as entirely opposed to State trad-
ing, yet we find that year after year they
are not only maintaining the present position
in regard to those concerns, but they are en-
eouraging them in every possible direction.

Hon. J. Duffell: And increasing them.

Hon. J. EWING: It ia only necessary to
go to East Perth to see the large expenditure
of money that iz going on in conneetion with
the property bought from the Sleeper
Hewers' Association. That expenditure is
going in the establishment of joinery worka.
That is not the direction in which any Gov-
ernment in Australia or in the world should
proceed. The right of people witk money to
invest is, I contend, a sacred one, and the
function of the Government is to see that
proper conditions of employment are provided
tor the people and that proper wages are paid.
The individual investing his moncy is re-
stricted in his income by reason of the taxa-
tion, and he should be given a free hand in
other directions. Mr. Greig says that the
Government could sell the State Sawmilla or
the Wyndtham Meat Works, and so on, and
that eertain conditions might be provided
which would be for the henefit of the Govern-
ment, I am entirely opposed te that. If
we are to sell the State trading concerns let
competition do the rest. Those who take them
over and ron them must operate under the
conditions obtaining in Western Australia.
It is our duty as representatives of the peo-
ple to see that the workers get proper con-

ditions of employment and to provide
for the proper rate of wages to
be paid. Then the purchasers and com-

petition will have to do the rest. Tt is
no part of our duty to carry on work im
opposition to private enterprise. Mr. Moore
interjeeted that the State Sawmills were pay-
ing. It is not a question of whether one
coneern i3 paying and another is not paying.
It is a matter of principle, and on each and
every ocrasion I have spoken on this matter,
I have not taken that aspect inte considera-
tion at all. Neither will T now take into
consideration the faet that the Stale Saw-
mills are paying or that the Wyndham Meat
Works are losing mopney. 1 would like to
mention the excellent work of a seleet com-
mittee appointed by this House last session.
I do not know that it has ever before been
my lot, since I entered public life, to read
goch a fine report as that presented by those
hon. members who inquired into the opera-
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tion of the meat works. It was the most
comprehensive, complete and fairest report
I bave ever read. They told the Govern-
ment that if they operated the meat works
during the suceceeding year they would lose
£1060,000, The Leader of the House will
pruba.bly say that had the works not op-
erated, we would have been in a  worse posi-
tion.

Hon. A. Lovekin: He cannot prove that.

The Minister for Education: Are you a
mind reader?

Hon, J. EWING: I cun see from the
stern look on the face of the Leader of the
House that he may advance some such con-
tention. 1 think that the Government will
probably lose £100,000 on the operations.

Hon. T. Moore: But they are developing
the North-West and is not that a set-of ¢

Hon. J. EWING: With the State trading
concerns, it iy not a matter of whether we
arc losing £100,000 or £250,000, but it is a
fact that the more we put in, the more we
will lose. The seleet committee 1 referred to
peinted out the enormoms amount of capital
expenditure that will have to be incurred in
connection with the Wyndham Meat Works
before they can operate satisfaetorily, Are
we¢ prepared] to spend £100,000 in addition so
that we can provide extra accommodation,
ar will it bg hretter to sell them for £3500,000,
and 80 be released from all our obligations
and troubles, leaving the purchasers to face
the trials in years to come? I hope that the
Government will be sincere in this matter.
It is all very well to say that because the
Minister for Works may desire to be ap-
pointed to a cerlain position we shall not dis-
pose of the trading concerns, so thal he may
build them up, That statement has been made,
and it 18 a very serious one, I do not believe
it. T have tno hich a regard for the Min-
ister controllivg the State trading comcerns
to think that he has any such desire. T hold
Lhim in the greatest respeet. I believe that
even if the Mlinister didl desire to have that
position:

Hon. .. Dnffell:
thing of the kind.

He does not desire any-

Hon. T. EWING: T did not say that he
does, but should he do so and should a

Bill be passed to enable someone to be in
chorge of thnse tradine eoncerns, I contend
that even if the Minister for Works were ap-
paintel, he swonld take the post with the
objeet of carrying out his word ard diapose
of them,

Han. J. Nicholson: Is there anything in
the romour that another Minister may take
that pesition?

Hon. J. EWING: T do not kmow. We
have to take the pnsition ae it is to-day and
that is that the Government are entirely op-
posed to State trading. 1'ach one of the
Ministers bas raid that and yet as the years
ge by nothine is done.

Hon. G. W. Miles:
them.

Hon, J. EWING: T have already men-
tirned that aspeet. Tt is not fair for a see-

The; have extended
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tion of the community not in power to gov-
ern the country and the influence of a cer-
tain sectign of the commurnity over the Gov-
ernment in this direction is a most pernicious
thing.

Member: Which section do you refer to?

Hun. .J. EWING: If the Premier of the
State is in favour of the abolition of the
State trading concerns and he has a ma-
jority of the Houss behind him in another
ylace, he should be able to do so. Mr.
Grzig is & member of the Country Party
and-——

Hon, J, A. Greig: The Country Party are
in favour of disposing of them,

Hon, J. EWING: [t is true that recently
they decided that they, as a party, were en-
tirely opposed to the State tradiug concerns
including the Implement Works,

The Minister for Education:
reeently.

Hon, JJ, EWING: That is so.

Hen. J. J. Holmes: That is what the Gov-
ernment have been waiting fer.

Hon. J. EWING: For years I have heard
discussions that have taken plave by that
preat party when they met together {o deal
with "affaira affecting their particular see-
tion. In the past they have been in favour
of the abolition of all the State trading con-
cerng with the exeeption of the Btate Im-
plement Works.

Hon, J. Duffell: They wanted them at
one stage to be handed over free.

Hon. J. EWING: Now Mr. Greig says he
is in favour of the abolition of the State
trading concerns and I take it that is the
opinion of his party.

Hon, J. A. Greig: I was voicing my own
opinion.

Hon. JJ. EWING: We may take it, I
presume, that is also the opinion of his
party. They now consider that all the trad-
ing concerns should be abalisheil. If the
(ioverament is kept in pewer to-day, as it is
in fact, hy the Country Party, we wust rea-
Tise that thie Government cannot live for five
minutes without them.

Hon, G, W. Miles: Yes they eon;
liveid the other night withont them.

Hon. J. EWING: If the Country Party
are in favour of the abolition of State trad-
ing concerns, it only remains for the Gov-
triment to lake action.

Hon. E. H, Harris: Do you ray that the
Premicr has not the courage of his opinions?

Hon. J. EWING: T aay he has not the
eourage of his opinions in regard to this
portienlar question, Thera is no individual
who has a hizher regard for the Premier than
I, but this is a question of importance
to all seetions of the community and par-
ticularly to thnse endeavouring to earry out
cnterprizse in Western Australia. Thev have
been taold that the Premier and his Gaovern-
ment are onposed to the continuation of these
trading converns and deenite the support of
the Countrs Party, the Government have not
taken the nerescary action. We are indebted
te Mr. Lovekin for introdueing the Bill which

That is only

they
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will relieve the Government of the difficulty
which has stood in the way of disposing ot
these concerns, because in the past the Gov-
ernment have had to come to Parliament for
permission to sell. The Bill will remove that
disability. I hope the Bill wiil be passed by
a pubstantial majority in this Chamber and
that it will be passed in another place. If
tkat be done, all the difficulties standing in
the way at present will be overcome and then
I truat the Government will take an early
opportunity of getting rid of the incubus
of the State trading concerns.

Hon. J. DUFFELL (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban) [8.56]: I have listened with interast
to the remarks of hon. members regarding
the State trading concerns,and I think it
will be generally agreed tlat T bhave never
¢on any oceasion supported the retention of
ther since I havz been a member of this
Chamber, This was one of the questions to
which I was very strongly opposed when I
was elected, but I realise that while the
present (lovernment are disposed to get rid
of the State trading concerns, there arc
other obstacles which neither the present
nor any other Government have been able
to overcome.

Hon, J. Ewing: What are theyf?

Hon. J. DUFFELL: Those which this
Bill seeks to eliminate. I congratulate Mr.
Lovekin on introducing the Bill, becanse 1
realise that we will now be ahle to
test the feeling of cach Chamber. I have
no doubt regarding the majority in this
Chamber beecause we are all satisfied that
thege State trading concerns constitute an
incubus and that they are a menace to pri-
vate enterprise here. They are also one of
the greatest thinga that bave retarded the
progress of secondary industries in Western
Australia. While T express this view, I am
algo fully alive to the fact that some re-
marks that have been made by hon, mem-
bers, who hold similar views to myself, can
ouly convey one idea, namely, that the Gov-
vrnment are anxious to retain the State
trading concerns and, further, that the Min-
ister coontrolling them is so absorbed with
them that the work of controlling them is
one of the joys of his life.

Hon. T. Moorc: They are doing good
huosiness.

Hon. J. DUFFELL: I know as a fact that
there is no ome who feels hiz position more
keenly than the Minister controlling thege
State trading concerns. There i3 no one
so ready and willing to dispose of them, or
even to relinquish control of them, as ia the
Minister in charge of them to-day. When
one thinks of the work that Minister has to
do and the responsibility he has to carry
for the miserable pittance of the Ministerial
emolument, I cannot see how members can
hold sech views, I do not understand how
they can give credence to the rumonrs that
the Minister for Works would be ready and
willing to relinquish his portfolic in order
to take over the control of those State
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trading comeerns, I am positive of the
statement that the Mlinister for Works is
not anxious to resign his portfolio for the
purpose of taking charge of the State
trading concerns. The Minister deserves
congratulation for the measure of suceess
be has achieved ag a result of his business
acumen. No doubt he has applied himself
diligently to the work of conducting these
<oncerns.

Hon. J. Cornell: He has used a little

coercion,
Hon. J. DUFFELL: And he bag usged
diveretion. He has had the assistance of

some very capable officers, A great deal
has been said of the State Sawmills and
what might have eventuated if the pro-
vision had not been in the Act when, on a
previous occasion, the Government were
approached hy a syndicate from a European
couniry in regard to the purchase of the
State Sawmills. The Minister has some
very able men controlling these concerns,
especially the State Sawmills.

Hon. J. A, Greig: Men who increased the
price of timber 80 per ceat.

Hon. J. DUFFELL: I am noet concerned
abont that. T am referring to the success
achieved by his officers, Outside firms have
realised the special ability of some of these
men and have offered them more money
with the result that we have lost two of the
best men connected with the State Saw-
mills, We have lost the services of Mr.
Properjohn, and another officer is going to
Tasmania at the end of the month. The
Government have a determination to sell if
this measure ean be passed. Therefore, 1
gupport the Bill. The Government have
done all they could possibly do in the eir-
cumstances. Instead of these concerns
heing a miserable failure, and having
to be scrapped, they will produce a fair
return to the State if the Government ave
given this authority to dispose of them.

Hon. T. MOORE (Central) [9.3]: I intend
to offer a few remarks, not that T believe
I shall be able to influence one member by
anything I might say

Hon. G. W. Miles: You might.

Hon. T. MOORE: I have been in tha House
long enough to know that the consensus of
opinion, at all events, is against State trad-
ing. I wish to point out why these concerns
should not be sold. No member has shown,
except by speaking in vague generalities, that
any capital hag ever heen frightened ount of
the State. No one has shown that any harm
has been done to the Btate by reason of the
opetations of State trading concerns. It
wonld be only fair if those opposed to State
trading concerns gave concrete instances
showing how private enterprise has been ham-
pered.

Hon. J. Duffell: What about the shipping
on the North-West coast?

Hon. T. MOORE: Those who sat on the
gelect committee last year will bear me out
when I say that the management of the State
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shipping service were hampered in all diree-
tions, because the Government were proeras-
tinating and would not give them anything
definite to work upon.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Unsympathetie, too.

Hon. T, MOORE: Well, hardly that. The
gelect committee who considered the State
shipping service were not Labour members,
and T would advise members of this House
to read the report and consider whether the
State steamships had any possible chanee of
proving successtul. Fault is found with the
managenent who are accused of being un-
sympathetie, but that it not a substantial
reason for opposing the prineiple.

Hon. J. Ewing: Members objeet to the

principle.
Hon. T. MOORE: But only on general
lines. That objection, however, will not be

put forward in another place,

Hon. J. Duffell: The A.U.S.N. and other
boats were trading on the North-West coast,

Hon. J. Cornell: And they went profiteer-
ing during the war

The PRESIDENT: Members should not
interrupt too frequently.

Hon, T. MOORE: The State steamships
Played an important part during the war
when the vessels owned hy the shipping com-
panies went profiteering.

Hon. .JJ. J. Holmes: The select committee
concluded that the State steamships could
never succeed under political control.

Hon. T. MOORE: Xo reference was made
to political contrel. The hon. member spoke
generally. Why not come down to bedrock
and give reasons? TIf political control is
wrong, could not the hon. member have sug-
gested that the State steamships be run in
anather way?

Mon. J. .J. Holmes: But you wonld not get
rid of political control even then.

Hon. T. AMOORE: Is that so?

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Do you mean to say
that our raflways are not under political
eontrol?

HOI:I. T. MOORE: I do not really know
who i= controlling the railways. We have
heard two Commissioners en them already
and no one knows which of the two is right.
Yonu, Mr. President, know that the State
steamships have frightened no one off the
North-West coast. No harm has heen done hy
this undertaking, The State steamshipa car-
ried on the trade of the eoast at a critieal
time in the history of the State when other
boata left the coast, and when the North-
West otherwise would have beem left to its
0wn resources,

Hon. G. W. Miles: That is not right.

Hon. T. MOORE: T shall endeavour to
show some of the good for which these con-
cerns have been responsible. No case has
Leen nade out to show that they have done
any harm to the State. The Wyndham Meat

orks were started with the object of accom-
plishing something towards the developing of
the North-West. Rurely that was a laudable
ohjeet. For years and vears it was oren to
prlvatf enterprise to come in and develnp
the North-West and to provide markets for
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the produets raised there, but nothing at all
was done. If an industry could be devel-
oped there even at the loss of a million of
money, would it not be something to be

proud of?
Hon. H. Stewart: It would please Mr.
Miles,

Hon, T. MOORE: I am surprised that he
does not stick out for something in that dir-
ection. He i3 asking for money to develop
the North-West in another way. The State,
however, was proceeding on right lines. Re-
garding other enterprises, we find that the
Giovernment now in power have fent moncy
te o private concern at Fremantle to the ex-
tent of £60.00¢ or £70,000.

Hon, G. W, Miles: Fine encouragement,
too.

Hon. T. MOORE: No one finds fault with
that, but I guess that money has gone.

Hon. J. Ewing: It has to be paid bael.

Hon, T, MOORE: It will be a long time
before the State gets it back.

TTon. J. Mills: And no interett has been
paid to date.

Hon. T. MOORE: Quite so. In all the en-
terprises we propose to build up, it seems that
the State has to find the money while the
other fellow makes the profits. This is sup-
posedt to be private enterprise. Private cn-
terprise is continually coming to the State for
financial assstanee. If they wirh to carry on
ou their own aceount, why do not they do so?
I maintain that State erterprise is not being
hampered in any way. The Wyndham Meat
Works were built at a time when there wag
very little chance of their proving suceessful.
When they were closed down, every meat
works in Awustralia was closed down. The
Wyndham works are operating thiz year,
though some works in the other States
nre not operating. Wyndham, however, has
resumed work in order to give the cattle own-
ers a chance to get rid of their cattle.

Hon. A, Lovekin: We are paying dearly
for it, too.

Hon. T. MOORE: Yes, but we are losing
on many propositions and it is not proposed
to get rid of them. The State Implement
Works again werc a laudable object to keep
a check on mannfacturers of implements for
the farmers of this State. No harm has beex
done by their inanguration. No one was
rushing here to set up implement works,

Hon. H, Stewart: Their establishment hag
killed wamon and plough building in the
conntry.

Hon, J. Duffcll:  And shoeing horses.

Hon, T, MOORE: Tt is no argument in &
dchate of this kind to introduce something
which has not happened at all. The State
Sawmills are one of the largest of the State
trading concerns, and it has been arpued
that they have hampzred private enterprise.
For years and years the karri belt of this
State was left untouched. Tt was developed
at one time to some extent bv Millars’ Com-
peny who worked out a 2oncession at Karri-
dale, hot they did not propose to proceed.
Thev gave up the iden of further developing:
karri. They came to the conclusion that it



[20 SEPTEMRER, 1922.]

was not a marketable timber and that it was
not 1ruhtable to work it. The State stepped
in, and since then wonderful atrides have
been made, because the timber most sought
for ruilway counstruction work newadays is
powellised karri. How much has been said
of the awful things that were pgoing to
happen because of the introduction of
powellised karri?

Hon. .J. Duffell:
tract,

Hon. T. MOORE:

Yes, we saw the con-
I c¢are nothing about
the contract. I am speaking of the general
principle. The capitalistic Press from one
end of the State to the other said it was
going to be a faiiure and why? Simply be-
cause it was introduced by the Labour Gov-
ernment and the State was likely to make
something out of it. If Mr, Miles gets his
railways built in the North, they will be
built with powellised karri, Decause it is the
mogt durable timber. By State entcrprise we
have developed that industry. We have de-
veloped a wonderful karri forest which
another Government, if it had remained in
power, would have rung.

Hon. A. Lovekin: And you have joined
the master class.

Hon, T. MOORE: I do not know to what
the hon. member iz referring? “When the
present Premier was Minister for Lands years
ago, his fertile imagination conceived the
idea of settling the South-West, and he pro-
posed to put geitlers into the karri country
and ring the timber which since then has
proved such a valuable asset to the State.
Mr. Ewing has seen much of the beautiful
karri torest which years ago was rung.

Hon. J. Ewing: Yes, I have seen it.

Hon. T. MOORE: Those are the people
who say that State enterprise is bud. They
propose to destroy one of our most valuable
agsets. Mr. Burvill knows that what I say is
corrcet. The karri industry was left by
private enterprise, and mow that the State
has proved it to be a valuable assct, it is
suggested that it should be sold. Jarrah
was valuable before ever the State
started sawmilling at all, but karri has
become valuable by reason of State
cnterprise.  Moreover, during the war
period when other mills closed down,
when the wonderful combine, which had done
so well out of this State in days gome by,
did not earry on with the idea of alleviating
the unemployment dve to the war, but shut
down all their mills exeept two—as you
know, Mr President—throughout the war
period the State Sawmills carried on, provid-
ing employment for men who wonld otherwise
have been compelled to go to other parts of
Australia. In my own particular line of
timber work I have seen what State enter-
prise can do. It is very unfair for members
to say, withont advancing any reason what-
ever that they would sell the State trading
concerns.

Hon. A. Lovekin: But if the Government
coutd make a good deal?
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Hon. T. MOORE: It is strange to hear
anyone to-day suggesting that private enter:
prise i prepared to wush -in with money,
Everybody comes to the Government nowa-
days if there is any development to be done;
The Government are always Leing asked to
assist private en‘terpnse Private entef:
prise docs mot rush in.

Hon. J. Ewing: Not under present cons
ditiens,

Hon. T. MOORE: No; not while the pres
gent Government are in power.

Hon. G. W, Miles: Carrying out your
policy, :

Hon. A. Lovekin: Jf State enterprise con:
tinues, private enterprisge must in time become
impotent,

Hon. T. MOORE: There is plenty of room
here for both State enterprise and pnvate
enterprise.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Private enterprise Wl.n
not come in against the Government.

Hon. T. MOORE: We heard that somd
French firm wanted to buy the State Saw-
mills. It was an nbscuro offer. .

Hon. J. Duffell: It was a good offer, '

Hon, T. MOORE: I will say it is a gooﬂ
offer when the cash is put up.

Hen, J. Duffell: A deposit was put up.

Hon, T. MOORE: In TFrench mcmey
which, I believe, was not worth much, Mem;
bers should show some reason before they
propose to upset arrangements which are
working satisfacterily to-day. All the State
ever got out of the timber combine was a
small fee for the foreats. The finest forests
in Australia were practically given away
to private enterprise by the State Governt
ment, All the State Government ever got
ont of the timber combine was a few shil-
lings by way of royalty—I1s, per load for
beautiful timber which, situated where it
waas, would to-day be worth £1 per load in
royalty. The State Sawmills are much
further removed from the sea ports, and
therefore much more difficnlt to work, than
the sawmills of the people who got in first.
Naturally, those people got the best situ-
ated forests, and they did very well, AB
regards the prices charged by the State
Sawmills, does anyone believe that if the
State Sawmllls did not exist private sawh
millers would not charge as high prices as
they are charging to-day? They are out Lo
get all they ¢an. Can one obtain fimber
any cheaper from the timber combine than
from the State Sawmills?

Hon, J. J. Helmes: The State Sawmlll's
are in the timber combine.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Yes; they bave JOmed
u
pHon T. MOORE: Tt is necessary to have
a working basis, particularly in the export
trade.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Were not the Statp
Sawmilla established to reduce prices?

Hon. T. MOORE: Yes.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Have they reduced
prices?
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Hon. A. Lovekin: They have joined the
profiteers.

Hon. T. MOORE: Yes, because the profit-
eeribg class rule in this State to-day. The
profiteering class are tho Government of
this State. They have killed building in
the back country. As regards the scantling
trade, the Government and the combine
have made a mistake in not allowing small
sizes to be sold more cheaply. They are
making a# mistake in allowing the seantling
to accomulate rather than sell it at a reason-
able price. As regards the Siate Saw-
mills ¢charging higher prices than the private
sawmillers, as has been alleged, if I wanted
tu buy anything and the State were charging
more for it than private people, I simply
would not go to the State at all; T would
go to the fellow who was selling cheaper
than the State. As I said at the outsef, [
did not expect to influence anyone by
speaking, but I eould not allow this Bill to
paes without comment. When it reaches
another place, the measure will no doubt be
relegated to where it deserves to go. If it
were shown that any eaterprise operated by
the State was hampering industry, then the
case for the Bill would have its merits; then
there would be a case to go before both
Houses of Parliament. But, as things are,
members having spoken gquite generally axd
without adducing any faets, I trust the Bill
will go into the waste paper basket when it
rcaches amother place,

Hon. J. CORNELL (South) [9.25]: Most
members who have preceded me have missed
the purport of the Bill. The ohject of this
measure is not to say whether or not a con-
cern shall be sold, but by what metheds a
Btate trading concern may be sold. The
position is that certain of those concerns
are vested by Act of Parliament, and can
no more be disposed of without the consent
of Parliament than can our railways. The
Bill proposes to vest the disposal of the
State trading concerns in the Governor-in-
Couneil, thus taking that power away fromn
Parliament. It is trune, as stated by Mr,
Holmes, that nearly all the State trading
concerns were established without the con-
sent of Parliament. They were established
by OQrders-in-Council and by other means;
and they were established by a politieal
party who definitely believed in the prin-
ciple of State enterprise, and who sought
to bring that principle to fruition. During
my first three years in this House I offen
wondered what the gentleman who now
leads this Chamber would have done had
it not been for the State trading concerns
and the alleged lack of business acumen on
the part of the men contrelling them. At that
time the politiea of this country showed a
definite line of cleavage between two
parties, one the old Liberal Party, the other
the Labour Party. But after three years
there came into being a third politieal
party, namely the Country Party. The
downfall of the Lahour Party wes really
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oceagioned by a certain now Country Party
man who put forward the alleged secret Ne-
vanas contract for the Wyndham Meat Works
&3 an excuse for getting out of his
original party. By a combination of
the Liberal and Country Parties the
L.vonr Government were defeated. Every
one of those who defeated the Labour
Government was diametrieally opposed to
Btate trading. Only the other day 1
had the pleasure of reading a policy
speech made by the late Mr. Frank Wilsor,
who held the Premiership, and two salient
features of that speech were the abolition
of the State trading concerns and the con-
version of the workers’ leaseholds into
freeholds. That was six years ago.
We find the people who said that the trading
concerns were started without the sancticn
of Parliament, the people who condemned
them horse, foot and artillery, the people who
were returned to Parliament to bring in
logislation which wounld give the Ministry
leave to sell the State trading cencerns,
apgreeing to sink all their political principles,
all their political utterances and platitudes,
and agreeing that the only body which can
dispose of the State trading concerns is Par-
linment. On every possible occasion this
shandygaff element has said, ‘‘The State
trading concerns should he disposed of, but
if we were to endeavour to dispose of them
Parliament would not allow us.'’ If the
Government of the day are homest in their
utteranees to their constituents, they should
test its party backing, and ask Parliament to
agree to do away with these eoncerns.

Hon. H. Stewart: The Government have
not got the pluck to try.

Hon. J. CORNELL: If the Ministries
which are the lineal descendants of those
who defeated the Labour Government in 1916
woere honest and true to their principles, if
they had regard for their nbligations to their
eleetora, they would at least have made an
honest effort in that direction. I have yet
to learn that Parliament will not agree fo
the disposal of the trading concerns. Pua-
liament is not at famlt, Those in fault are
those in charge of the administration and
who, through political exigencies, are not
game to bring down such 8 propesal. I will
vote against the Bill on those grounds. Until
such time as the denouncers of State Trading
Concerns c¢an mugter up sufficient courage to
test Parliament, we should leave them stew-
ing in their own juice. If we pass the Bill
we will not be one whit forrarder, because
those to whom we shall be giving power to
dispose of the trading concerns have that
power already. If a favourable opportunity
not involving the fate of the Government pre-
sets itself they may dispose of the trading
concerns, but if no such opportnnity ocenrs
they will continue to operate them, If those
who instituted those concerns were as al-
leged by those in centrol to-day the great-
est muddlers in history, they had at least
the redeeming feature that not only the Min-
istera, hut those who supported them, had
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the courage of their convietion, whereas those
who came after them have never had the
courage to dispose of the, to them, objection-
able trading econcerns. So long as we have
Ministers who, in season and out of season,
declare that individually they are opposed to
the State trading concerns, how ean we ex-
peet those concerns to succeed? Fancy ap-
pointing to a private business concern a
manager who had no confidence in it and
who did not hesitate to say so! What would
the proprietor of such a concern do, but in-
vite the manager to get ont?

Question put and a division taken with the
fellowing result:—

Ayes . . .. 16
Noes . . .. 5
Majority for .. 10
AYER,
Hon. A. Burvill Hon. J. Mille
Hon. H. P. Colebatch Hon. G. Potter
Hon. J. Duffell Hon. E. Rose
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. A. Sanderson
Hon. J. A. Greig Hon. A. J. H. Saw
Hon. J. J. Holmes Hop. H. Stewart
Hon, A. Lovekin Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. G. W. Miles (Teder.)
NoEs.
Hon. J. Cornpell Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. E. H. Harrls Hon. T, Moore
Hon. J. W. Hickey (Teller.)

Question thus passed.
Bill reand a second time.

In Commitiee, ete.
RBill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

ADJOURNMEXNT—SPECIAL.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: [
desire to intimate that, in order to meet the
convenience of hon. members, it is my inten-
tion at the conclusion of the business to-
morrow to move that the House adjeurn for
a period in view of the condition of our
Notice Parer and of the time likely to elapse
before any Rills will be available from an-
other place.

House adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

Legislative Hagsembly,

Wednesday, 20th SBeplember, 1926,

. Vi3
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Leave of absence
Bll : Licensing Act Amendment, Com. ...

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

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motions by Mr, Mullany, leave of ab-
sence for two weeke granted to Mr. Boyland
(Kalgoorlie) on the ground of ill-health; and
four weeks to Mr. Teerdale (Roebonrne) om
the ground of urgent public business.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT.
In Commitiee.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr
Stubbs in the Chair, the Premier in charge
of the BillL

Clause 21—Amendment of Section 49—
Amendment by Hon. W. C. Angwin '‘That
all words after ‘premises’ in line 4, down to
‘nor’ in line 14, be struck out’’ (partly
eonsidered):

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: On reconsideration,
I propose to withdraw the amendment. The
woids ‘‘within the city of Perth or town of
F¥remantle’’ e¢an bhe struek out in another
place. Moreover, I wish to give other mem-
bers an opportunity to niove an amendment
to strike ont paragraph (a). Consequently,
I withdraw my amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawa,
Mr. MUKSIE: ¥ move an amendment—
That paragraph (a) be struck out.

I do not sec any necessity for providing a
geparate door to 2 bottle department. I can-
not understand why the provition was in-
cluded. Tt is often said that gallon licenses
arc responsible for drinking in the home.
Yet here we are asked to provide for a sep-
arate and private eatranee to every hotel,
which is to covowrage what other provisions
of the Bill propose to abolish. The provision
of the extra door will mean an enormous
expenditure to some lieensees, and may prove
to be a further inducement to the consump-
tion of aleohol.

Mrs. COWAN: I hope the amendment will
te carried. I regard this proposed extra
door as a menace to our young people and to
the women of the eommunity. Moreover, I do
not see why hotelkeepers should be forced
to o to the expense involved in the archites-
tural alterations,

The PREMIER: It is eurious how, by cor
tirely different reasonings, two members can
be hrought to support the same proposition,
1 bhave no objection to the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.



