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gin-Cornigin section, 13,000 gallons. Narro-
gin-Naxembeen section, 617,000 gallons.

Broolcion-Dale River Line.

Mr. BROWN asked the Premier: 1, Is it
PAGE a fact that funds have been made available

25 by the Federal Government for the construe-
25 tion of the Brookton-Dale River railway? 2,
25
25 If so. when do the Government intend to pro-
25 tedwtthcosrcinothlie
28 edwt h osrcino h ie
26
26 The PREI TER replied: 1, No. 2. This
26
27 matter will receive consideration in connec-
*4 tion with other railwvays which have been au-31
31 thorised.

The SPEAKER took the
).m., and read prayers.

Chair at 4.30

QUESTIONS (3)-RAILWAYS.

Yarrarnony-Eastward Line.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Premier :-1,
[s he aware that the four statistical areas,
lie centre of which the authorised Yarra-
mniy east-ward line is to traverse, contri-
)uted one-fifth of the total wheat yield of
hbe State, namely, 4,023,888 bushels? 2, In
'icw of this splendid contribution to the
State's wheat yield, wvill he endeavour to have
;he 18-year old promise of a railway hon-
aired, bcfore he loses control of the Trees-
iry? 3, Will the railway be started before
;his Parliament expires?

The PREMI1ER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes.
t.1 am not alble to say at present.

1Water railed and cost.

-Mr. A. WANSBROUGH asked the Minister
ror Railways: 1, What was the approximate
juantity of water railed to Katanning and
tvagin for railway purposes during the year
L925-26? 2, What was the approximate cost
Af haulage? 3, Was water supplied to set-
lers on the Wagin-Newdegate, Narrogin-Cor-
rigin, and Narembeen sections during the
iame period? 4, If so, what was the ap-
oroximate quantity?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, (a) To Kittanning, 5,000,000 gal-
ons. (b) To Wagin, 6,375,000 gallons. 2,
(ai) £8,757. (b) £9,604. 8, Yes. 4, Wagin-
Nfewdegate section, 26,000 gallons. Nanro-

QUESTION-PETROL TAX.

'Mr. MARSHALL asked the Premier: 1,
What was the total amount of tax collected
iby the Commissioner of Taxation under the
Motor Spirit Vendors Act of 192* for the
quarter ended 31st March, 1926? 2, Is any
charge levied by the Government upon the
vendors of petrol for the use of these public
moneys? 3, If so, what is the nature of the
charge?

The PREMIER replied: 1, £23,068 17s.
4d. 2. No. 3, See No. 2.

QUESTION-WORKYRS' COMI'ENSA-
TION LIABILITY.

'Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is he aware that insurance com-
panies accept no liability under the Workers'
Compensation Act for medical expenses when
injuries occur to workers who have taken the
precaution to belong to a fund providing for
medical treatment in the event of accident
at work? 2, Is he aware that the same com-
panies are charging the maximum premium
as if the liability were accepted? 3, In fair-
ness to employers and employees, will he this
session take the necessary legislative action
to prevent this form of abuse?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Yes. 2, Yes. .3, The matter is receiving
careful consideration by the Crown Law De-
partment.

QUESTION-FREMANTLE PRISON.

M1r. MARSHALL asked the Honorary
Minister (Hon. S. W. Munsie) : What is the.
cost of sustenance per head per week for
persons incarcerated in the Fremantle
prison?.
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The 11INISTEi FOR LANDS (for the
Hon. S. WV. Mu-lnsie) replied: The cost for
sustenance per head per week for prisoners
incarcerated in the Fremantle prison is 11s.
Id1. 'flis includes all expenditure, except
stalf 7ost-s.

QUESTION-ROAD BOARDS, RATING.

Mir. MANSIhALL asked the 'Minister for
Works: 1, Did road hoards in the south and
south-west portion Of the State receive a
circular similar to the one forwarded to
Meekatharra Road Board, dated the 28th
April, 1926, instructing themi to implose a
rate of 2d. in the pound onl the unimproved
vnue. 2, ft not, to what portion or por-
tions of the State- was the distribution of
this circul1ar Confined?

The MI]NISTERI FOR WORKS repliel:
1, B y direction of the ex-)linister a circular
was sent on the 2nd day of ]luly, 1923, to
all boards, other than those; in thne lNorth-
%Vest, u,-ho rated at less thtan 2d. in the .4,
stating that if tile)' continued to do so it
would lie takien as anl indication that they
were able to carry onl their business without
Government assistance, and that consequent])-
An aimlsubsidy would not hie granted.
Onl occasions since then such boards have
been advised that if the)- continue to rate
at less than 2d. the 'Minister would take that
fact into consideration when allotting tihe
subsidy. 2, Answered by No. I.

QUESTION-POLICE, MEEKATHARIA
CASE.

Mr. 31AIS}IALL asked the MNinister for
Justice: 1, On the two counts-Crown v.
Leaku, of Prairie Downs Station, heard and
dismissed at 'Meekatharra. on thec 29th March,
1026. what was the total cost, including
all e-xpenses such ais motor and train hire1-
(if any) for na1tive as xvell as white wit-
nesses, sustenance for witnesses, eourt fees,
etc. ? 2, Upon whose recommendation did
Deective-Sergeant. Manning prefer the
chiarg-es ag-ainst Albert Leake?

The MI1NISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
]. X:30 motor hire in effecting- arrest, and £33
l6.s. Id. p~aid byv Crown Law in fares and
sustenance. 2, The mvatter in the first place
was referred to the Aborig-ines Department.
which considered that Alhert Lenke should
he prosgecuted with the utmost rigor of the
law. It was then referred to the ,Crown

Law Department, and the latter officers re-
comnmeaded prosecution under Sections 68S
and 187 of the Criminal Code.

QUESTION-IMIGRATION.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the Minister

for Lands: How many (a) nominated, and
00) assisted migrants came to Western Aus-

tralia, during the 12 mionths ended 30th June
last?

Trhe MI1NISTER FOR LANDS replied:
(a) Nominated migrants, 1,816; (b) assisted
mnigrants, 1,914. Total, 3,730.

QUESTION-WIRE NETTING
SUPPLIES.

Mr. E, B. JOITNSTON asked the -Minister
for Lands: 1, What quantity of rabbit-proof
netting was purchased by thie State Govern-
ment for advances to settlers?1 2, What was
the price paid per mile? 3, Under what con-
ditions is this netling being made available
to settlers?

The MI1NI1STER FOR LANDS replied:
1, 2,000 miles purchased by the State on the
25th1 March, 1926, of which 8-98 miles has
been delivered by the manufacturers. 2, £43
14s. 3d. 3, Further moneys were made avail-
ble by Commonwealth under original slcme

whichi enabled 635 miles to be 501)plicd to
settlers on terms of rep ayment over two years
free of interest. 'Netting at present is being
granted on 23 years' terms, in eqlual half-
yearly payments of £4 Os. 7d. per cent. Tht;
settler is debited with handling- charg-es, etc.
[f the nepw Commonwealth agreement is fill-
a] ised and ratified by Parlianment, it wvill en-
able netting tob upplied over 25 years on
terms in equal half-yearly payments of £3
10s. per cent. For nettling granted at pres-
ent by the State under mnortgage, af Clause inl
the mortgage has been included, enabling
such netting to be brought under the lpro-
posed ag-reement when completed. The State
Government have notified the Commonwealth
Government of their approval of the agree-
ment.-

QUESTION-STATE SAW MILL,
MANJMUP.

M1r. J. H. SMFITH asked the 'Minister for
Works: 1, What provision has been made
to reconstruct 'No. 1 State mill at Maunjimnnp
that was destroyed by fire?' 2, Is hie aware
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that a number of families are still residirur
on rhe areca. while the wvage-earner is coi-
pelled to seek work elsewhere, necessitating
the keeping of two homes?

The MINISTPER FOil WORKS replied:
1, The bush has been classified, plans are
bemn- prep:ared, and reconst ruction is an-
ticipate' to colmmence in about three months
time. 2, Everything possible was done to
find employment for employees. affected by
the fire. Tio assist those whlo (old not he
re-employed by the department it was ar-
ranged] that former enmployees and their
families could, it they so desired, continue
to occupy mill homes at a very considerably
reduced rental for nine nionths. The usual
mill I ent al s are now being charged, and
these rentals ar nmuchi lower than those
operating elsewhere.

QUESTION-GROUP SETTLEMENT,
CIRCULAR.

Air. J. 1-i. SMI1TH asked the Minister
for Lands; 1, Is lie aware that Circular No.
88 is causing grave dissatisfaction amongst
group settlers generally, and the settlers are
unanimous that it is impossible to carry on
under the present limitations? 2, Will be
consent --reatly to modify the circular or
withdraw it?

The MI1NISTER FOR LANDS replied.:
1, A number of p~rotests agnianst Circular 'No.
S8 haoe been received, but T am not awvare
that these represent all districts or- settlers.
2, Circular No. 88 has been modified.

SITTING DAYS AND HOURS.

THE PREMIER (Hron. P. Collier-
Boulder) [4.48]: I muove -

That thme House, unless otherwise ordered,
shall mneet for time dlespatchi of business on
Tuesdays, Wednesdays. and Thursdays at 4.30
p.m., and shall sit until 6.1.5 put. if necessar *y,
anil, if re1 a site, f mom 7.80 paw. onwards.

MR. THOMSON (itanning) [4.49]: 1
move sin amendment, which I hope the
Premier will alctcpt-

Tha t time figures ''4.30' ' be struck out, and
''V' iscrted in lieu.
7Most country members wvho are in Perth on
sitting days practically are engaged in kick-
ing their heels around all dlay, waiting until
the hour of meeting. If the House

assembled at :3 o'clock, Ministers would be
afforded an opportunity of doing a little
work, it necessary, after louch and before
the meeting of the House. The time I sug,-
gest would give them an hour after lunch.
At p~resent Ministers carry' oil at their
offices up to 4 o'clock or a quarter past
four, and then they come here and have to
Sit till all hours of the night. If wre met at
:3 p~. there should be no reason why the
Eloumrc could not adjourn, subject of course
to the expedition of business, by 10 o'clock
each nighit. I do not propose to labour the
question. There was a period when the
Ilouse net at 2.30 p.m.

Alr. E. R3. J ohnston : At one time we met
in the muorni ng.

Hon. CG. Taylor: The system failed.
Mr. THOMSON : There are States in

w-hieh it has not failed, and there is no
reason why it should fail here. It has not
failed in the Commonwealth Parliament,
nor in that of Queensland, wyhich has all
day sittings.

The Minister for Lands: Surely you
would not follow the Commonwvealth prac-
tiee?

MrIt. THOMISON: Why not?
The -Minister for Lands : Because the

Commonwealth Parliament is an inferior
body.

3Mr. TH-OMSON : We are not discussing
that phase--: what wve are discussing is the
motion b~ef ore the House. We ought to be
able to do miuch better than we are doing
now. Ministers, though keen advocates of
wxhat is termned the 44-houirs principle, do
not post it into practice with regard to them-
selves.

)Jr. Ceoree: They could not.
MrIt. THOMASON: I am not sure whether

they ectuld or miot. M 'v amendment should
mean the expeditimng of business, and cer-
tainly, the hour which I propose should be
better for -Ministers. In my opinion we can
do business more effectively by be -ginning
an hour and a half earlier. We are now
working contrary to nature in that we work
at nicht. Tit the Railway Department one
of the most strenuously debated questions
has been what is termed continuous night
work. I appeal to members of this House
who were formerly members of the railway
service to give practical effect to their prin-
ciples by, voting for the amendment.

Mr. Luttey : What about the time for
knocking- off?'
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IMr, TIHOMSON: I commend my sugges-
tion to the Government.

THE PREMIER (lion. P. Collier-
Ponlder--un amendment) [4.59) : If the
Ho0USe could be assured that by meeting at

anearlier hour we should adjourn at an
hour earlier than has been customary in
the past, there mighlt be something in the
amendment.

lion. Sir James Mitchell: Or if we could
domore business.

The PREMIER: Yes. Our experience,
however, has been that no matter what rime
the House meets, we generally sit on till the
ordinary hour of adjournment. Therefore
I think the amendment will only mean pro-
longing the hours of sitting and perhaps
providing ampler opportunities for us all
to make speeches. I do not know that the
adoption of the amendment would have any
other tangible result for those country
menibers who, as the member for Katanning.
(Mr. Thomson) has said, spend the sitting
days, kicking their heels around the city
waiting for the House to meet. I do not
think those members would, uinder the pro-
posed alteration], have to spend any less
time in the city thaii they have spenr
hitherto.

Mr. Thomson: At any rate, they would
-get more rest at night.

The PREITER: If the hon. member
could assure us that from an earlier meet-
ing hour such a benefit would result-,

Mr. Thomson: That matter is in your
hands.

The PREMIER: Ouir experience has been
that even by meeting earlier we go on to the
usual hour. A former Parliament did ex-
periment, with earlier meetings.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Twice.

Hon. G. Taylor: Several times.

The PREMI1ER: I remember that once
the House experimented with meeting at
2.30 p.m. In a few wveeks, however, mem-
bers were glad to revert to the old hour of
mneeting. If the House assembled at 3 p.m.,
Ministers would not have the opportunity
of doing any work after lnch: the time
available would not be worth while. The
present hour of meeting, 4.30 p.m., allows
Ministers at least one and a half hours i.-
the afternoon, during which they can do a
considerable amount of work.

Mr. E. B. Johnston : The amendment
would relieve Ministers of being over-
worked.

The.[PREMIER: They are more likely to
be overworked here by extra speeches as
the result of earlier meeting. The experi-
ence of the House, extending over a long
numrber of years, is that 4.30 p.m. repro-
sents the most convenient hour for members
to meet.

MR. E. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-

Narrog-in [5.0] : I support the amendment
inoved by the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson).

Mr. Marshall: Remember that you are
the only single member in this H-ouse!

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Both the Federal
Parliament and the Queensland Parliament
meet in the daytime, the Federal Parliament
on some days and the Queensland Parlia-
mient all the time. I was interested in- read-
ing a telegram in the "West Australian"'
emianating from Queensland. The Govern-
mnent of that State are always held up by
Illinisters as setting an exam pie of how
things are done well. I do not agree with
them in most instances, hut I do On this
question. That telegram indicated that the
Queensland Parliament haCe found day sit-
tings advantageous and were continuing
them permanently. I do not agree with the
suggestion that Miinisters should go to their
offices. at all after lunich on a day when the
House is sitting. We should not expect
Ministers to do a morning's hard work and
then, after lunch, to return to their offices
for another couple of hours' work before
coming to Parliament for a further six or
seven hours of strenuous labour. That is not
a fair proposition and I am sorry that the
member for IKatanning did not specify 2.15
or 2.30 p.m. as the hour for meeting. If
Ministers were to spend the morning in their
departmental offices and devote the after-
noon to their Parliamentar 'y dulties, they
ivolCe. be serving the country well, rather
than to come here tired after having spent
part of the afternoon dealing with denart-
mental matters. I do not think that deputa-
tions should wait upon Ministers except on
Mondays and Fridays. and certainly not on
days wheun Parliament is sitting. I am fulv
aware that there were differences of opinion
reg~arding the sucs of day sittings when
they were held in the past. One member
interjected that the country members, were
not suited by the earlier sittings. On the
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contrary, country members would be bettor
suitet. by whole-day sittings, and the total
elimination of night sittings. The earlier
sittings were satisfactory from the point of
view of country members, but those who
were in the Chamber at the time will re-
member that we had amongst us three King's
CounselF and two other lawyers of high
standing in their profession. Those were
the members who mainly urged objections
to the day sittings.

Mr. Marshall: Lawyers are always bother-
some people.

-M. E. B. JOHNSTONC: MRembers are re-
munerated more satisfactorily to-day than
ever before.

The Premier: But you. must admit that
we had small attendance's when wye sat
earlier.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The position held
by a member of Parliament is one of honour
and dignity an 1 is not one to be attended to
after the member has done a dlay's work
elsewhere, If the alteration in sitting hours
were mate, the State would be better served
andI members would find it more to their con-
venience.

The Minister for Land&: Members did not
attend satisfactorily when the experiments
were tried.

Mr. E. [1. JOHNSTON: I hope the
amendment will be accepted by the House
for it w'ill be a step in the direction of day
sittings. If it is agreed to, it will relieve
Ministers from the burdlen of doing a full
day' 's work in their ofltc~s before attending
to their Parliamentary duties.

HON. SIR JAMES ITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [5.5)]: The work that Ministers have
to co to-day is such as they have had to do
since we have had the ParlIiamentary institu-
tion in existence, and it is work that will
continue in the future. The experiment sug-
gested 1) 'v the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson) has been tried before without the
slightest satisfoetory' results.

The Minister for Lands: It was tried
veveral time .

Hon. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: Ministers
have to earn' out their work sad members
have to 'give consideration to Ministers' pro-
riosals. Tt takes me a full day to so into
the various pronosals advanced by Ministers
at the previous sitting. I should like to
bave day sittin es and if we could meet at
10 o'clock and adjourn at .5 o'clock it would
he reasonable. That is not possible, ant!'

present hours are as convenient as any that
can be suggested. Of course, if we could
get through the work before us between 3
o'clock and, say, 9 p.m., it would be a dif-
ferent matter. I remember the various occa-
sions when the House decided to meet earlier,
and I know that those efforts were not at-
tended with any success whatever. In fact,
trouble was experienced in getting members
to attend.

Air. Griffiths: They had not got used to
the earlier sittings.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At times
it was hard to get a quorum. The Leader
of the Country Party knoxs that when mea-
sures are introduce6 to the House, we have
to look through them. The first we hear of
those proposals is when the Ministers move
the second readings. We are expected to deal
with those measures on the following day
and time is required to look through them.
If we met at 10 a.m. and adjourned at 5
p.m., we wvould certainly have the evening
to look into the various legislative proposals,
but uncer ordinary circumistances the pre-
sent hours provide the necessary time in the
morning and early afternoon to enable 'is
to peruse Bills.

The -Minister for Lands: If we met dur-
ing the earlier hours von mention, we woulti
have to meet after 5 o'clock to recommit
Bills, because no one would be here earlier
in the day. We have had experience of this
business before.

Mr. Thomson: You could get your Bills
through.

The Minister for Lands: Country mem-
bers were absent. I do not refer to the
Country Party members.

Hon. Sir JAM'ES MITCHELL: Every
member desires to have day sittings but in
the existing circumstances they are not
possible. As a country member I have to
come to the city, like other country mem-
bers. If there were no difficulties in the
way, of the alteration, I would agree with
the member for Katanning. As it is, L, as
Leader of the Opposition, require all the
time I can get to be ready when the House
meets. Anyv hon. member who desires to
deal with legislative proposals satisfactorily
and properly must have time to consider
them.

The Premier: In those circumstances I
am sorry I did not support the amend-
ment! If it were agreed to You would not
have sufficient time to consider our pro-
posals.

29
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Bon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I would The Premier: No momber'thinks of tbat
have to get somebody else to talk while I
ga ve consideration to Bills. I hope the
I-louse will not agree to the amendment.
If we are to have an alteration, let us sit
at 10 o'clock in the mornings and have day
sittings only.

MR. GEORGE (Muray-Wellington) [5.9):
I wish to deal with the question from the
pioint of viewv of Ministers as wyell as from
that of ordinary members. ily experience
as a Minister showed that very few morn-
ings in the week passed wihout some mem-
ber of Parliament wishing to speak to me
for half a minute or so. That half minute
generally stretched into half an hour or
an hour. Frequently Ministers are unable
to do much departmental work in the morn-
ing. It might be possible to deal with a few
letters but as a rule departmental work has
to be done after lunch before the Minister
goes to the House. Matters may come be-
fore him in the morning that require look-
ing into and the information is obtained
during the morning. It is then placed be-
fore the Minister after lunch and is ready
for him to give his decision. Ini the dim
and distant future if the member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) lives long
enough, hie may occupy a Ministerial posi-
tion and lie will then remember what I have
said. I realise that members are press ed
by their comrituents regarding various
questions and members desire to get an
answer as quickly as possible. They resort
to direct action with the Minister. They
either worry him on the telephone or call
upon him and get him to deal wvith the
matter in his office. The work of the State
has to go on, and it is not all done in this
House. Mlinisters have the responsibility
of running- their departments, and unless
they' can keep their wvork pretty well up to
date, it gets into arrears and then there are
complaints not only from members of Par-
liament but from their constituents. I
remember occasions when we niet earlier
in the day and I remember, too, that it was
with great difficulty that quorums were ob-
tained. Then ag' ain, members who made
speeches that could be condensed into 10 or
20 minutes, generally stretched them out
for an ]lour or more. Their idea was that
if they spoke earlier in the da 'y there would
be a better chance of getting a good report
in the newspaper than if they waited until
later on.

at all!

Mr. GEORGE: I aim not averse to any
improvement if it can be shown that
ain improvement can be obtained. In this
instance, however, I am satisfied that it
would merely lead to the embarrassment or
Ministers and their work would lie inter-
fered with if the amendment were agreed
to.

HON. G. TAYLOR (11t. Margaret) [5.13]:
1 oppose the namendment. I held strong
views regarli rig morning- sittings in the
past. The House tried both niorning and
early afternoon sittings. Both exper~imenlts
failed and we were glad to revert to the
4.30 p.m. sittings.

Mr. Grviffiths: For hoon long w~ere those
experiments tried?

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Long enouth to show
that they were riot workable. Hon. members
have had experience of tlhe position and
therefore I am not prepared to support the
amiendment, if this were proposed in the
nature of an cxperimeiit I woulc. support
it. We tried it, and it failed. I agree with
other members who have mentioned that it
was with difcl livtht qirorn s were ob-
tained. If the proposal were agreed to, it
would be found that Ministers would not
have an opportunity to attend at their offices
alfter 1 o'clock and would not appear there
again until next morning' This proposal
will not expedite the work of Ministers, nor
will it work in the interests of the State or
of members thiemselves. if they cannot get
access to 'Ministers after 1 p.m. onl a day
"lien the House is sitting. I hope the mni-
her for Katanning will not press his amend-
ment. My~ experience has been gained over
a tlng period ant I aim positive that if we
started the session in June, we would still
have to hurry* and scurry, sitting all night
during the latter portions of December in
order to get throughl our work by Christmas.
And if we were to start in August we should
find the same result. I venture to say we
should he here just the same, sitting all night
as we have done every session since I1 have
been in Parliament. So it is idle to talk
about startinig early in the day to prevent
that; it has not prev-ented it in the past,
and I do not think that, temnperamentally, the
House is constituted anyv eifl'erentlv than it
was the last time we trie eal:itns
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MR. GRIFFITHS (AtNvon) [5.16]: The
ques~tion resolves itself into a matter of ens-
toni. If the siitinzs were started early and
it wvas foucd tihat mlembers were becoming
too loquacious, the Premier could very soon,
put an endl to that by giv-ing us one or two
nil-night sittings. Apparently the early
sittings work all right in the Federal House
mid also in Queensland. A quiestion constantly
asked oiie outside the House is as to why
we do not sit in thie dayvtim'e It is ridiculous
for members to put tip argunients about
what Ministers can. or cannot do in their
offices. Apart from sitting days, there are
Monda ' 9s. Fritays, and Saturdays.

The Premier: Buit there is all the lion.
member's own correspondence to be
answered.

Mr. GRIFFITHS : Yes, mny correspond-
ence keeps you all busy. I write to Mfinis-
ters rather than bother them personally in
their offices. Like the Leader of the Op-
position, I favour meeting in the morning
and havingr day sittings instead of night
sittiiigs. These night sittings are all very

wel or mebr following professional
avocations and having this job ait £E600 per
aninum as a sideline.

Hon. G. Taylor: But you are always on
the farm.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I aim always on the job
looking after the u-ants of my constituents.
To some of the metropolitan miembers a seat
in Parliament is merely a sideline. On the
othrpr hand, some of us devote the whole of
our time to our work in this House. I think
we should get better work done if we had
(lay sittings. rThe amendgment. that we sit
at .3 o'clock represents the thin e4 ge of the
wedge.. for I take it the proposed new prac-
tice would soon resolve itself into exclusively
day sittings.

Amendment lput and negatived.

Question put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDlENCE.

Onl motion by the PRE-MIER, ordered:
That on Titesilays and Thursdays Govern-
ment business shalt take precedence of all
motions and orders of the day.

COMIMTTEES FOR THE SESSION.
On motion by the PREMIER, ordered:

That Sessional Committees be appointed as
follows: :-Library Conimittee-1 r. Speaker,
Mfr. Angelo, and Mr. Corhoy. Standing

Orders Comimittee--Mr.. Speaker, the Chair-
man of Committees, Mr. GeorgeC, Mr, E. B.
Johnston, and -Ir. WN-arshall. _House Com-
mittee-M-,Nr. Speaker, Mr. Chesson, -Mr.
Lambert, Mr. S9tubbs, and Mr. Thomson.
Printing Committee-Mr. Speaker, Mr. J.
Machalum Smith, aiij Mr. Panton.

BILL-SUPPLY (No. 1) £1,913,500.

Standing Orders Suspension.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. P,. Collier-Boulder) [5.22] : I
mlove-

Timt so muceh of time Standing Orders be
suspended aq is necessary to enable resolutions
from the Oonimiittue of Suprply'and Ways and
Means to be reported and adopted on the same
day on whichl they shall have passed those
Committees, and] also the passing of a Supply
Bill through ail its stages in one day, and to
enable thme business aforesaid to be entered
upon and dealt with before the Address-ini-
reply is a1dopted.

Message.
M~essage from His Excellency received and

read reconinding appropriation in con-
nection with the Bill.

In Committee of Supply.
The House having resolved into Commit-

tee of Snpply, Mr. Lutey in the Chair,

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier-
Boulder) [5.24] 1 move-

That there lie grunted to His Majiesty, Ont
account of the services of thme year ending
H0th June, 1927, a. sum not exceedling
1I3,9.13,50.
This is the usual Supply brought down at
the opening of the session. ]t is to cover
two months only, July and August. It is
based upon last year's expenditure, being
wpproximately one-sixth of the total.

Hon. Sir James M1itclmelI: It is for both
loan and revenue.

The PRE"MIER: Yes-, as is usual -when
asking for Supply. The amounts are, fromn
Consolidated Revenue, £5950,000;, from Gen-
eral Loan Fund, £750,000 - from Government
Property Sales Fund, £10,500;- from Land
Improvement Loan Fund, £0,000; and from
Treasurer's Aivanice. £300,000.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
thaw) [5.26]: 1 do not propose to offer
anyv opposition to the passing of the Bill,
for it is the usual thing andi is hased upo"
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last year's expenditure. But I want a little
information from the Premier. This Supply
trill carry uts over August.

The Premier: Up to the end of August.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The year
has not started too well. Still, one cannot
take very much notice of the monthly re-
suilts, for interest is charged monthly, and
credits are due. The interest bill, appar-
ently, has been increased to cover a con-
siderable amount of loan money. However,
we shall get that amongst other particulars
when we get the Loan Estimates. It looks.
something like interest onl £5,000,000, a very
considerable sum. However, if we get that
£350,000 from the Commonwealth, we ought
to be all right. Will the Premier tell us
whether the money has been paid over?

The Premier: Yes, it was received Ii
monthly payments, the final pay-meat being
made at the end of June.

Hon. Sir JAMES MvITTCHELL: Well,
that is satisfactory, for we can now take
that money into this year's accounts.

The Premier: The figures do not show any-
where yet.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, but
we have the money. I1 suppose the Premier
has not yet been advised as to whether it
is to be an annual payment.

The Premier: I have had some advice.
We are to get £300,000 this year, less the
amount we were getting under special rant,
namely, £85,000. So the net sum this year
will be about £215,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then our
finances this year will he assisted to the
extent of £565,000.

The Premier: Yes, £350,000 from last
year, and £21.5,000 for this year.

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then we
shall have a credit balance this year.

The Premier: We ought to be nearly able
to do it.

H~on. Sir JTAMES MITCHELL: It is
satisfactory to know that we shall have
an extra £-565,000 to go to tile credit of Con-
solidated R1evenue, In view of this, probably
we shall wipe out the taxation before we
finish the session. Certainly the £E565,000 will
enable us to square the ledger. I am sorry
it is not what the Commission recommended,
but it is9 a fairly considerable sum, and I
congratulate the Premier upon it. He can
sail along- easily for the rest of the year, and
sleep well at nlighit.

The Premier: I amn burdened with wealth,
The trouble is 1 do not know what to do
with it.

Hona. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Has the
Premier had much money under the mligra-
tion agreement I refer to the 1 per cent.
money.

The Minister for Lands: Two millions and
a quarter.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This year
he has had 1Y/e millions?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.
Hion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are

getting on.
The Minister for Lands: Over a period of

two years.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He has

had 1 2 millions at 1 per cent. this year. I
hope we shall be allowed to go on with neces-
sary public works through the use of this 1
per cent, money. I appreciate the fact that
we have £565,000 to the credit of our re-
venue, and 2%~ million pounds at 1 per cent.
There is a good deal yet to come.

The Premier: I do not know that there
is any more of that particular money.

Hon. Sit JAMES MITCHELL: My old
friend told mue we were to get 10 million
lpound s.

The Ministe-r for Lands: It has not yet
been approved of. If they would approve of
the 10 million pounds, we would not have
any bother over the railways.

Hon. Sir JAMAES MITCHELL: I merely
rose to congratulate the Premier upon hav-
ing such a good friend at the head of the
IFederal Government. They did not do a tap
for joe.

The Minister for Lands: They gave you
£75 0,000 for migration.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
gave me nothing; hut they did lend me a sum
of' money at 2 per cent. interest. The Pre-
inier has bad a refund of interest, and that
has gone into the past year's accounts. This
represents% another decided advantage to the
Premier. I am sorry I did not take more
money, because the refund of interest would
have reached a greater amount.

The Minister for Lands: The agreement
wats not signed.

Hon. Sir JAM1ES 'MITCHELL: But the
Minister has had the refund.

The Minister for Lands: Not yet.
Hon. Sir JA'MES MITCHELL: I have

no objection to the granting of Supply
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MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [5.35]: 1
offer no objection to the Bill. We shall have
an opportunity later of discussing the Esti-
mates. The Leader of the Opposition has
said that the Premier has a good friend in
the Leader of the Federal Government.

Hon. G. Taylor: In the Federal Treasurer.

Mir. THOMSON: I understood we were
to get £450,000 a year. That was the recom-
mendation of the Royal Commission. I hope
to receive sonic information from the Pre-
mier as to the financial proposals. We are
informed that there is a sum of £350,000 in
han, and that, with last year's amount, we
shall get £565,000. The Premier is in a hap,-
pier financial position than any other Pre-
mier I have known of in this State.

The Premier: They would not trust any
previous Treasurer.

Mir. THOMSON: That position is due to
the Federal Government.

The Premier: If I do go out of office,
they will stop sending this money.

M1r. THOMSON: The Premier might
state what money has been handed over by
the Federal Treasurer. There has been an
exchange between the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition, but the country
should know what the Federal Government
have done in the way of assisting Western
Australia financially during the past 12
months.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier-
Boulder) [5.37]; 1 have no wish to withhold
any credit that is due to the Federal Govern-
ouent for ally grant they have made to the
State. I think I have mentioned this in the
Press several times during recent months.

Ron. Sir James M-Nitchell: That was not
suggested.

The PREML~IER: No, but 1 am reminded
that the Federal Government have been ex-
treniely kind to us. and that Ave have been
fortunate in getting- this money. The
£350,000 that was promised last year re-
presented a grant for that year pending con-
sideration of the question at the fincial
conference. That money has been paid to
the Treasury but has not yet been touched.
The Commonwealth propose to make a grant
of £300,000 a 'year for five years. That
amount is less the sum wVe would receive in
any ease by way of the special grant we

have been getting. We have been drawing a
special grant diminishing by £10,000 a year.

Mr. Stubibs: It has nothing to do with
the money allotted for roads?

The PREMI~fER: No. The grant for this
year, instead of being £300,000, will amount
to about £215,000. Next year it will be
£10,000 less, and so on. I suppose that
for the five years it will average between
£f170,000 and £1PO0,000. Whilst 1 am glad
to acknowvledge that this money has been
mace available, I would remind members
that it does not give us anything like the
amount recomimended by the Royal Commis-
sion. It tails far short of the recompense
we should receive according to that Royal
Commission.

Mr. Angelo: And it was their own Royal
Commission.

The PREMIER: There can be no question
about our going on our knees in gratitude to
the Federal Government for what they have
done. They appointed the Commission to
inquire into our disablilities, and were ob-
liged to grant us something; but the amount
falls far short of what was recommended.

lion. G. Taylor: The Royal Commission
did not take into consideration any previous

gant from the Federal Government.

The PREMIER: We were not getting any.
Hon. G~. Taylor: They took no notice of

the per capita grants, bitt recommended an
,annual payment of £450,000.

Mr. Marshall : Clear of any other grant?

The PREMUIER: Yes, and over a long
Iperiod of years. They now propose to give
us £300,000 for five years, less the amount 1
barp stated, instead of the £450,000 reconm-
mended by the Commission for a long period
of years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You wvill take
the money and accept the risk?

The PREMIER: I will take the money.
Members will have rend of another £150,000
it is proposed to give us. I think that is
contingent upon our aceepting their pro-
posals with regard to the North-West.

Mr. Stubbs: Have the Federal Parliament
agreed to the £-300,000 grant for five years?

The PREMIER: I think the Bill is now
before the House.

Question put and passed.

Resolution reported and the report
adopted.
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CQ nnnittee of [17a';s andi Means.

T lie House having resolved into Committee
of Ways and Means, Mr. Lutey in the Chair,

On motion by the PREMIER, resolved-
Thiat towards mnaking good the Supply

grainted to HisMajcsty for the service of the
year endling tine 30th June, 1927, a sumi not
2ecedig £8-50,000 be granted out of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, £750,000 fromn thle
General Loan Funid, £10,500 rorni the GOV-
emnent Property Sales Fund, £3,000 from the
Land Improviennt Sales Fund], and £300,000
fron the Publie Account for thec purpose of
temporary advances to be made by thne Trea-
surer.

Resolution reported and tdie relport
adopted.

Bill introduced, ce.

In iz'ecoi'danc with the foregoing resolu-
tions, Bill introduced, passed through all1
stages, id transmitted to the Legislative
Coun cil.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.

Second Day.

Debate resumned from the 291 July,

HO0N. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
thorn) [5.50) : I am afraid that within thle
next few weeks we shall have to listen to
a great ninny speeches on tine Address-in-
reply. Tfie last session of a Parliament, ais
members know, is usually devoted to speech
rmaking- and sometimes a litle scalp) hunating.
I do not propose to dto anything of that kini.
because it smunetimes mteans. misrepresenta-
tion. What I propose to do is to devote ray-
self, as far as I can, to the position of the
State. The last Parliamient was not parti-
cula clv creditable because of mnisrepresenta-
tion, which I. think, more or less, helped. to
defeat the Government then in office, We
take a serious view of our responsibilities,
and 1 think we can get through the present
Address-in-reply without any serious misre-
presentation, anid conduct the debate entirely
in the interests of the p~eople whom we relpre-
sent. I cannot congratulate the Government
on the Speech. It certainly is not a very
creditable production. I wvish to apologise to
my friend the member for Vilgarn (M.Cor-
lboy) for the unseenily interruptions that
took place while he w as speaking. I am
afraid I was responsible for starting those
iiiterrI~ltiODlS. which (lid not give him a. chance
to do Justice to hiinself. Neither do I think
that the Speech itself gave hin much chance,

and therefore the Premier should also apolo-
gise to the hion. member. I believe that the
hon. member, aud Mr-. Gray, who moved the
adoption of the Address-in-reply in anothier
place, met and (discussed the Speech when
they were invited to move the Address, and
that they wvere not very jubilant over their
task. I can imia-ine that what they said was
this: "By jove, there is not much to talk
about; there is hardly a headline that is ]1ew;
we have heard all these things before." They
looked through the Speech and come to the
statement that it was extremely gratifying to
find that the sinking fund established for the
redemption of tie goldfieldls water supply
Loan would be more than sufficient for that
purpose. The member for Vilgarn hats a good
miemiory and] will therefore remember the pre-
sent Leader of tine Opposition telling the
House four years agro that there would not
he an-y need to contribute anything further
towardis that sinkin- fund. So' there we have
ain item-i that is four years old. Thea pro-
ceeding at little further, the two lion, mem-
bers came across the statement that the Water
Supply Departmenrt have reduced the price
of water to the mines. Again they remark:
"By Jove, that. is pretty stale, too." That
concession was made in 10J22 and the lion.
members decided of course that they could
not allutde to that subject either.

The 'Minister for Lands: Sonic people are
apt to forget.

lion. Sir JAMEl;-S -MITCHELL: And
~omv people are like-ly to deceive, though I do

riot say that the preseot Government would
(1o naythiing like that. I do say, however,
that die Government miust be bankrupt of
matter when they include in the Governor's
Speeh items that ore so stale. The Speech
is supposed to disclose the p)rogrammae of the
works intended to be carried out and tire
legislation the Government propose to intro-
duce. The two members, reading on, comec to
the parag-raph relating to the opening of 44
schools. Thne Upper House member remarked
'"1 think w~e can say we have opened five high
schlools, too." Then thne member for Yihe-arn
retorted, "No, those five schools were opened
years ago; they are merely referred to here
in connection with thre number of children
attending- the schools, and so we cannot say
anything about them.'' Then they come to
the works to be conlstrulcted, arid they find no
mention of the Yarramonv railway promised
by the present Premier in 1911, before the
elections. They also. find that there is no
reference to the Dalle Hirer railway.
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The Premier: Those Bills were brought in
by you just before the last election.

lion. Sir JAMES Mi1TCHELL: I carry
out myt' promises. There is no mention of the
railway. fromn Pemberton southwards, but
there is a reference to tho re-laying- of the
Jardec-Pemuberton line, which my friend put
down in 191:3. There is no mention of the
Point Samtson Jetty' , and in fact nothing at
all upin which the two members can cot-
grratu late the Government.

The Minister for Works: That must he
disaplpointing to you.

Ron. Sir JAMES SRETGHELL: Yes, it is
I do not view the work of this Parliament in
the 6anit. way as my friend, tie dictator who
has ju-t interjected. The two members had
to say somrntliing, and the member for 'Yil-
gan hod to confine hiruheif to laudatory re-
marks of the Premier. We all respect the
Preumier. The mnember for Vilgarn found
nothing good in the Sp'eeeh, but found a lot
of good in Premier and spoke of himn as a
true lproplit-a man who made no mistakes.
It often happens that a true prophet is an
impostor. I say at once that the Premier is
neither one or the other. It is said that a
prophiet has no honour in his own country,
hut we all honour the Premier who certainly
is anything- but an imnpostor. The member for
VilgaIrn was pretty hard pushed when lie
said that this prophet had estimated cor-
rectly, and that hie was only out to the e-
tent of £C1,000 in his estiniate of expenditure
of nearl 'y £9,000,000. As a maitter of fact
there was not one line in the E1'stimates that
was righbt.

Mr. Corho-y: Is there ever?.
Eion. Sir JAMDES MIUTCHELL: No, but I

was going to say that estimiates generally are
fairly accurate. If the taxation had not
amounted to £95,000 more than the estimate,
the deficit would have been nearly £200,000.
If the railways had earned X300,000 more
titan was anticipated there would have been
a credit balance.

The Mfinister for Railways: We did niot
stop the rain from fallin'-

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The -rain
dlid not alter the position; the railways lost
on both sides of the ledg-er.

The M.Ninis;ter for lRailways: There would
have been a lot more revenue had the har-
vest come up to expectations.

lon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is not
becaus-e you did not earn, but because you
spent where you should not have spent. If
the business concerns hiad not returned

£'68,000 more than thie Premier estimated,
I Co not know where his estimate would
have been.

Time Mfinister for Lands: In fact, if he
had goat no revenue whatever, we should have
had a larger deficit than the one you built
up wvhenuOL were here.

L-in. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
l'reinier is a little more generous titan is the
Minister for Lands. The member for Yil-
y-arn (.Mr. Corbioy) was reducd to calling
the Premier a prophet.

M~r. Corhoy: 1 denied that, a minute or
so ago. It was, one of your own supporters
who said that by wvay ot interjection.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: However,
the hon. mnember did say that we had done
nothingl to reduce the dleficit, and that the
Premier hat done it all.

Mir. Corhorv: On the other hand, I gave
you every credit for what von have (lone.

Hon. Sir JAMIES 'MITlCHELL: Well, I
apologist, to the hon. metuber. I thought he
sought to give the impression that my Gov-
ernmenit had simply created the deficit.
however. I ami sure lie did not mean that,
and so 1 readily'% accept his explanation. The
State has had credit balances only five times
ince we federated, In 1914-15, wvith a La-
hour Government in power, the deficit was
£505,000. In the year 1922 the deficit was
;£732.000.

Mr.T'nton: Who is in power then
Hon. Sir JA-MES 'MITCHELL: I was.

I faced a deficit of £732,000, the result
largely of the work of thet previous Labour
flover-munt.

The Premtier: Ant. to hell) you face it,
you took the head of that Labour Govern-
niemt into youir own Government: yo

wamtudloi t) hell) You out of it.
Hlon. Sir JAMEtS MITCHELL: When

y-ou take over a. very bi- deficit in a timne of
sta-uation and depiession as the result of
war, it is very difficult to reduce that deficit.
I confess that the present Treasurer, when
Leader of the Opposition, recognised the

Idiflicultties of the position. ]In 1922-23 we
reduced the deficit by £ 327,000, and in 1923-
24 we wiped off another £C176,000. In 1924-
2.5 the present Premier wiped off £171,000,
and this was increased in 1925-26 by
(45.000. That is the position.

The Premier: Not a bad position, either.
Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL-: No, it is

niot. The House ought to recognise it andl
not endleavour to show, as the member for
YiIrarn did, that the preeding Government
had been careless in their financial transac-
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tions. I am sorry there is not in the Speech
more for one to talk about. Many new pro-
posals that are bound to be introduced here
ought to have been included in the Speech.
Finance ha~s nowv been made easy for the
Government. Still, this temporary expedient
to give us help is not at all satisfactory.
Five years is nothing in the life of a coun-
try. We had con trol of the Customs for
five years, hut the time passed before wve
could take advantage of it. So I say a
limited grant for five years, while very help-
ful, is not wvhat we have a right to expect.
However, for the moment finance will be
easy- The Premier will admit that the State
was prosperous when he took office, that
trade was active and production splendid.
Our policy of land development duhring the
previous five years was hearing fruit wheni
the Premier came into office. Year after
year we shall be reaping progressively big-
ger harvests. However, it is a gradual pro-
cess and slow. The Premier will admit that
during his first year the railways, instead
of showing a loss of about £E540,000, includ-
ing sinking fund, showec a profit of £60,000.
It was the loss on this invested money that
caused the deficit. When the railwvays were
losing, the Government, of course, had to
find the difference. I had to take £732,000
from loan to cover the deficit in 1922. This
year the Premier had to find £99,000 to cover
his defiit-a very different thing. During
the year just closed the railways showved a
substantial loss. I should like to compare
1924-25 wvith 1925-26. The gross revenue
last year was £427,000 more than, in 1924-25,
and the expenditure was £812,000 more.
Taxation increasee by £194,000, whilst tim-
ber increased by £39,000, giving addi-
tional clear revenue amounting to £E233,000
under those two headins-a magnificent
addition to the Premier's revenue. Whilst
he showed for last year a gross revenue of
£8,808,000 that is not actually re~'enue. Our
clear revenue is bat a very restricted amount.'
I often wonder whether we should not be
wise to show our figures in quite a different
fashion. Our business concerns last Year
carned £181,000 more than in 1923-24. Here
is where the Minister for Railways comes in.
He spent on business concerns £E256,000
more than was spent in 1923-24. It 'has
never happened before, and I do not know
why it should have happene& last year. that
whilst railway revenue was decreased, the
expenditure increased. The interest re-
couped last year was £829,000 greater than
in 1923-24, hut in interest and sinkinL fund

the Premier had to pay an additional
£464,000. We had a million and a halt
of one per cent, money included in this, and
the Premier must have held very large sums
to his credit over the whole year to have
create& this additional interest bill. One
of the great temptations of any Government
is to hold huge sums of money to their
credit, and it does look as if the Premier
lost year held too much to his credit. The
deficit was £:140,000 less than it was in my
last year of office, hut as against that the
Premier has had a clear revenue of £357,000
more than. I had. I suppose the Premier
will realise that something better might have
been done, considering the enormous increase
he has had in clear revenue. However, the
Premier is only one Minister, and I am
afraid that some of the other Ministers,
notably the Minister for Railways and the
Minister for Works, have been spending
freely. Unaless all 'Ministers back up the
Treasurer, the Treasurer cannot succeed, in
his task. Certainly we have not succeedea
during the past two years. Last year we
spent £468,000 more than was spent in the
previous year. We certainly had an
increase of £C942,000 in gross revenue as
against 1923-24. We certainly had £181,000
from business concerns and we certainly had
£357,000 additional clear revenue. But ap-
parently all that clear revenue has gone up
the spout and £40,000 increased deficit with
it. I think the Minister for Railways and
the Minister for Works could help thie Pre-
mier to explain what reallyv happened. The
business concerns, again, show a greater rev-
enue of £68,000, but on the expenditure side
an increase of £191,000. Certainly one
would expect some increase in the expenc'i-
ture, hut not £191,000. Then I see that
sandalwood has given the Premier an addi-
tional £50,000 of revenue.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.,

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Before
coming to the proposal for the abolition of
the per capita paymients by the Common-
wealth to the State, I should like to do jus-
tice to the treatment meted out to us by the
Federal Government during the past year or
two. While we cannot agree with the pro-
posal for the abolition of the per capita
paymnents, it cannot but be acknowledged
that the Federal Government have recently
given us a considerable amount of help. But
temporary expedients, while helpful, are not
so very Useful. In the experience of a coun-
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try, fire years is nothing. The Premier
wishes to reduce taxation because it is too
high. he could do it on a fire years' pro-
posal, hut it would be very much easer to
do it on the basis of 25 years. I consider
that under Federation the people in Aus-
tralia are entitled to live, providing for
State and Federal requirements, taxed at
the same rate. If, because we are federated
and because we have given up our right to
almost the whole of indirect taxation, we,
the States with smaller populations, are to
be taxed at a rate altogether out of propor-
tion to the rate imposed in the bigger
States, then the smaller States must suffer
and stiffer for many years,, because the re-
suits will he felt in 50 years' time. If people
with money to spend on the establishment
of factories are compelled to go to States
where taxation is low, the fact of their
avoiding the les~ thickly populated States-
inust be a great disadvantage to them. The
Federal Government have helped us during
the last few years in at least eight different
wrays. Firstly, they paid the grant of
£350,000 . which the Premier has received
and which will come into this year's revenue.
Secondly, there is the grant for this year
of £300,000, or it may be £450,000. Thirdly-,
there was the reduction of the debt due by'
the State Government to the Federal Gov-
ermacunt on account of soldier settlement,
an amiount of £7(06.000. That amount was
written off our deb t from the 1st July of
last year.

The Minister for Lands: No, from the 1st
January of this year.

H-on. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I under-
stood that the rebate was made from the
1st July of last year. Anyhow, for the last
six months it represents an advantage to
us of £25,000.

The Minister for Lands: We do not get
it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, but
we do not pay the interest on it.

The M1inister for Lands: We do not get
the interest.

Hon. Sir JAMJES MITCHELL: Interest
is charged up to the people who borrow the
money.

The 'Minister for Lands: They do not pay
it.

lion, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course, it is not possible to collect the whole
of the interest due to the Government.
UITnder the soldier settlement agreement there

is the 12 / per cent. payment on Account of
moneys spent by the State in order to cover
losses.

The Minister for Lands: That is not true.
either.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Why?
The Minister for Lands: Because the sol-

diers will not pay it.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They did

pay a great deal of it- I shall have to give
notice of a question to-morrow to ascertain
the amount. I know that they paid hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds.

The Minister for Lands: But not on all
of it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well,
practically all.

The Minister for Lands: "Practically all"~
is only about 1 / millions.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We have
in that fund a considerable sum of money
oa~which we pay no interest. That arrange-
inent was made five or six years ago. Fifth-
ly, there is the migration agreement. The
Minister says the amount is 1 / millions,
but on that we shall be paying 1 per cent.
instead of the ordinary rate of .5 per cent.,
and there the Treasurer will effect a savingw
of £60,000 a year, That is a help. Then there
will be a refund of interest on the first ad-
vance made tinder the migration Agreement,
and on which we pay 2 per cent. or under.
That will represent a considerable sum.
Then we rdceived a special road rant of
£E48,000. That was an unconditional gift.

Yr. Thomson: Unfortunately, it was all
spent on one road.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Oh, no.
.Mr. Thomson: Nearly all.
Mr. Marshall: You mean it was all spent

on the same road.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any

rate. £48,000 has been spent in this State,
and it was an unconditional grant from the
Commonwealth. I do not think it wras all
spent on one road.

Mr. Thomson: About £36, 000 of it was.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We do
not ret much roadway constructed for
£36,000 nowadays. To allot it, the Govern-
mnent must start somewhere; they must radi-
ate fromt some centre. Thea we have the
per capita payment of £96.000, for the first
time in the history of the State, distributed
on an area as well as a population basis.
That is An advantage.
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Mr. Thomson: I think that is the scheme cannot be spent excopt over a period of
we want app'icd to Federal finances gener-
ally.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
would be a fine thing for the State. Does
the Premier agree with it?

Mr. Thomson: I think he does.
The Premier: Yes, if it were put in the

Constitution, but I would not trust the Comn-
monweallh authorities for too many years.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It it not
fair for the Commonwealth to distribute the
money entirely on a 'population basis. The
road grant for this year is £384,000, but I
do not know what the position is. From day
to day there appear to be changes. One day
we are told the agreement has been signed,
that the Alinister has the department ready
and is prepared to go ahead with the ex-
penditure of the money. What the position
is at present, I do not know, but it is quite
clear to me that if New South Wales does
stand out, this taxation cannot be appiiea to
the whole of Australia because it is special
taxation for a special purpose. Is our agree-
ment complete? Do Ave get the £3S4,000?

The Minister for Works: I wish we knew.
Mr. Marshall: I think the South Austra-

lian Government are challenging its legality,
and I hope they are proved to be right.

Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: 1 think
the Federal Government arc challenging the
right of tile State Government to impose a
petrol tax.

Mir. Marshall: Yes, and r hope tile South
Australian Government win that, too.

Hon. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: The Fed-
eral Government certainly promised us
£20,000,000, and we certainl' expect to get
it. Distributed on tile p)er capita llus aif
area basis, it is very favourable to us. This
is a record that I. think the Prime Minister
and his Government can point to with satis-
faction. I do not say that justice is being
done to us yet, but the list of grants I have
cjuoted must be very helpful to the Premier.
It means that his revenue has been strength-
cued and that his expenditure on public
works has been augmented considerably. The
Minister for Lands has laid on the Table the
new migr ation agreement. With this I shall
deal later. rUnder it we are to get six mil-
lions of money' for land settlement, nnd
£E4,600,000 for works, all at 1 per cent. Some
of this money has been spent, but it is help-
ful to be able to borrow money at 1 per cent.
and a large sumn of money, too. Of course, it

years, but the people of this State should
take comfort from it because, for tile first
time in our history, except for soldier settle-
mnt, we are being helped in the big work
of developing this great country of ours.

Mr. Marshal I: We are making a rod to be
thrashed with later on-a rod for our own
backs.

I-Ion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Aaron's
rod, the bon. member means. Finance may
be easy for'the Government now.

Mr. Marshall: The people in this State
are taxed by the7 Federal Governument. It
is not so generous on the part of the Fed-
eral Government to giant such assistance.

Hon. Sir JA'MES MITCHELL: Of course,
"e pay taxation to the Federal Government,
but how much less do wve pay per hlead of
pla~ltion than do the other States? If the
Minister for Works, who has been traversing
the North, making, probably, very rash but
at any rate very liberal promises, were to treat
tile lhon. menmher's district and the rest of the
North-West as liberally as the Federal Gov-
erment have treated Western Australia un-
der the road grant, and if he were to give
to the North a proportion of this amount
calculated on an area:-eum-population basis,
the North would receive a consideable sum .
I do not think thel Minister for Works, or
any other Minister, would treat the North
so generously as the Federal Government
have treated this State. Dealing with the
per capita payments, I am sorry to have
to oppose the p~roposal of the Federal Gov-
ernment, because I believe that 'Mr. Bruce
means well by the State. Thle abolition of
tlle per capita payments, however, is opposed
to the interests of this State, and as it wvould
be wrong to leave the people of the State
in any doubt, I propose to show that it
would be utterly impossible, and utterly
wrong, for Western Australia to agree to
the proposal. We have to keep in mind
several things. One is that a g-reat mlany
members, of the Federal Parliament are uni-
ficationists. They' want to govern the whole
of Australia from Canberra. I venture to
say that we can best manage our own affairs.

The Minister for Lands: Hear, hear!
Mr. Marshall : Do not forget that we are

encouraging unification. We are accepting
everything the Federal Government are offer-
ing-, road grants, minirn grants, anld all the
rest.

Hon. Sir JAM1ES MITCHELL: If the
Federal Government doa not wish such grants
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to be accepted, they had better not offer
them. If the Premier dared to ref use
£:300,000 or E400 ,00O here or there, we would
soon gret another Treasurer. Of course we
acctelt such grants. Unification, however,
is iii the minds of a great many people. In
this Federation we are of more importance
than the Federal Government. We have the
important things to do. We have the de-
velopment to carry out. The Federal Gov-
erment could not comec here and so much as
drive a peg in the ground without our per-
mission, It was never intended that the Fed-
eral Government should do more than a few
things. Under the Consititution, their rights
to do such things were limited, bitt were not
defined. Therefore, they have added and
added to them these big jobs, in order that
they taught deal with them with a good
deal more satisfaction t6 themselves.
1 do not know what would have happened if
the nci who first formed the Federal Gov-
ernment had lived for 20 or 30 years. Prob-
ably things would have been different. This
hamn-stringing Oif State Governments has
been going onl f rom day to day. It is im-
possible for Australia to develop except by
the aid of State Govcrnments. The Federal
Government are helping in certain direc-
tions, such as with reg-ard to the immigra-
tion scheme, land development and works,
hut that is all they are doing. This
territory is ours. They cannot take
over the northern part of this State
without the consent of the people. It is ours
to look af ter with the help, of the people. It
is oumr duty to protect the people, police the
country, administer justice, and attend to the
wants of our citizens in a thousand different
ways. For these services there is no remuner-
ation. Tile remunerative services belong to
the Federal Government. For every letter
that passes through this State they tire paid.
The trade of thie State is created by the State
Government. Thme very taxes which the

Federal Government collect are due to the
activities of the people of the State, and
largely due to the policy of its Government.
W1hen we remember our responsibility to the
people of the country and to Australia, in
general, we shall see that treatment such as
is proposed is not fair either to us or to Aums-
tralia. The manufacturing centres in Aus-
tralia nmnst have customers, and these must
he found within Atuiralin. -No one outside
Australia could buy the manufactured goods
at Australian prices. We have to remember
the disadvantages under whbich we are suf-
fering. Thme question of the future and the

development of Australia is almost an inter-
national one. 1 will show how urg-ent it is
that the British territory we have the honour
to govern should he developed as soon as pos-
sible. I am concerned about the future.
After 25 years experience of Federa-
tion, and finding it is, not satisfactory,
that it is hiampering rather than help-
ing us, that neither in the spirit nor in
the letter is the Constitution obeyed, that none
of the things we were told would happen has
happened, and that 1)ractically all the things
we were told would not happen have hap-
pented, I do not know why we should eon-
tinite under Federation unless we get a bet-
ter arrangement under the Constitution.

Mr. Thomson: Can we get out?3
Hutt, G. Taylor. We can try.
H-on. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: We

should try fir-st to get justice and decent
treatment. It is unthinkable that we can
be tied to this chariot wheel of the Federal
Government for all time, if it is bad for the
people of Australia in general, and of West-
ernl Australia in particular. I think we can
get out. Norway and Sweden were governed
jointly iore or les~s in times past, but they
managed to separate. There is nothing, that
we can do that we cannot undo if we go the
righlt way to work, It will be a slow business,
and I do not know where we shall find the
menl with SLIflICient money and leisure to de-
vote themselves to undoing the Federal knot.
I should like to see this country free. If we
had remained free we should be in a better
position. When I hear reference made to the
,great development that has occurred in West-
ern Australia because of Federation, and
hear the claims of Federal MNinisters concern-
ing it, I shudder to think what may happen
and dread the thought of the State being far-
ther hampered by any mnore Conunonwealth
taxation. It is true that because of Federa-
tion we had to develop, and create wealth
out of which to pay Federal tonses. To that
extent Federation has done us soine good. All
our work has been done under great difficul-
ties. Mr. Deakin foresaw what would hap-
p~n. Amongst somne letters to the Lonoon
"'Morning Post," published in 1002, we find
one in particular that ought to be remem-
bered.

The Premier: It was most prophietic.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. Mr.
Dleakin said-

Asq the power of the purse in Great Britaini es-
tabhisher liv degrees the authority of the Corn-
muons, it will altimately establish in Australia
the authority of the Cominiwealtl,. The

"A
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rights of self government of tbe States
have been fondly suposed to be safe-
guarded by the Constitution. It left them
legally free, but financially bound to
the chariot wheels of the central Govern-
ment. Their need will be its opportunity. The
less populous will first succumb, those smitten
with drought or similar misfortune will follow,
and finally even the greatest and most pros-
porous will, however reluctantly, be brought to
heel. Our Constitution Duty remain unaltered,
but a vital change will have taken place in the
relations between the States and the Common-
wealth. The Commonwealth will have acquired
a general control over the States, while every
extension of political power will be made by
its means and go to increase its relative sut-
periority.

The Premier: That is what is taking place
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Mr. Dlea-

kin was one of the framers of the Constitu-
tion, and one of the greatest mnen Australia
has produced. The Constitution was two
years old when this was written. Were we
deceived when wve were induced by our votes
to enter Federation? If we were, we have a
right -to get out, and it is our duty to en-
deavour to get out. I do not wish to talk
Secession now. It is OUr duty to our children
and our children's children, and to Austra-
lia and the Empire, that we should have the
right to develop our own State and people
it in onr own way. That is a better way
thon any way the Commonwealth may
sggest. We live here and meet our own peo-

ple, and know them. Commonwealth mem-
bers are sheltered. They cannot he ap-
proached, for they are 2,000 miles away. I
do not know why we should not retain the
right to govern ou2rselves. We voted our-
selves into Federation, and must fight our
way out of it if we are to get on.

Ron. G-. Taylor: And do it before we gel
too old.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
told members bow little the Federal Govern-
ment enter into our daily lives. We are
responsible for such matters as education,
police, the administration of justice, health,
transport and so forth. I think the Federal
Government collect in this State about £3,-
100,000 in taxvation. Of course there is the
war to be paid for.

M1r. M.Narshall: In indirect taxation 9
lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In taxa-

tion, direct and indiret.
Mr. Marshall: They take more than that.
Hon. Sir JAMES AfTITCHELLI: The State

Treasurer had a record last year in the way
of taxation, which amounted to £1,400,000.
The Federal Government get miore than twice

that. Of course, they returned us £550,000
last year.

The Minister for Lands: That includes
interest on transferred property.

Hlon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
not. Let us remember Mr. Deakin's words.
The Federal authorities take this money I roi-
us. We must make somie allowance for the
war debt1 but must also remember that the
responsibility of our Government is firstly to
the people of our country, and secondly to
its development. We now come to the ques-
tion of the abolition of per capita payments,
including the special grant, as we see fromn
the figures. published by the Federal Treas-
urer. This is accompanied by the surrender
of certain taxation. It is very difficult to say
how it will affect us in every detail, because
so mnuch is proposed to be surrendere 1. The
per capita payment is wade to us from Gus-
towns and Excise. When we federated it wvas
arranged that we should get three-quarters
of the Customs and Excise collected, and as
much of the other q]uarter as rema~inedl Unex-
pended by the Federal Glovernmuent. We got
that, but as time wvent on the Federal Gov-
crnment wanted to do things. They sug-
gusted they should pay us throug-h the Cus-
tomis.

The Premier: They had no direct taxation
then. This was their only source of revenue.

Hon. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: Ves. The
return of the three-quarters of Customs and
Excise was fixed under the Constitution for
10 years. Fromi 1910 onwards it was ar-
ranged that they should pay uis 25s. Per head
of the Pphulation. Every baby' horn in the
State yes terday would earn f-or Western
Australia 25s. We did not want them to
impose a land] tax or income tax for our
benefit. We could do that ourselves, hut
we could not impose indirect taxation. The
Federal Treasurer said the other day, "1It i
not righlt that we should collect taxation for
the States to spend." That in theory is
good. He concluded by saying, "It is
right we should collect indirect taxation for
the States to spend, because they cannot c--ol-
lect it themselves. Therefore, we aire going
to give them £2,000,000 a year for the niak-
ing of roads, a'nd are going to collect 1!
millions by indirect taxation fromn Customs.
and Excise. T7 f we had] posse sed the
righlt to impose indirect taxation. it would
have been wrong for the Federal Treasurer
to impose it. This is the amiount re-
turned through the Customns. A earnnaign
has been organised by Australian Miisters
with the object of making Australia believe
that we are getting this amnount fronr
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land tax or income tax. That is not so.
it comes from Customs revenue. W\ould
the people of this country have agreed to
live by Cireet taxation only? Was any one
such a foot. 25 years ago as to think that we
could collect enough money by direct taxa-
tion to carry on the development of this
country? We could not collect Anythiug,
because we had nothing to tax; there were
no incomes and no laud value;, and not much
land owned by private people. Of course
wvc did not agree to live entirety by direct
taxation. We did not agree then, and we
caninot do it now. We cannot do justice
to the country by this means. Our people
are already overtaxed, taxed to an extent
that amounts to a stifling of industry.

The Premier: Yet if this goes through we
shall. have increased taxation instead of re-
duced taxation.

Hion. Sir JAMES 31ITCHELL: I will
show later what it will amount to. If we
agreed to live by means of direct taxation,
that taxation would be so highI that no new
industry wvould be started in Western Aus-
tralia by any man with a considerable amoiut
of capital. He wouli. be an idiot to do it.
Taxation in this State would be nearly four
times as much as in Victoria. That is the
other point.

1%r. Thomson: The taxation is about on
that level now.

lion. Sir JAMES MTHL:Yes, but
not if we adid Federal income tax.

M)r. Thomson: It is Is. Id. as agais
4s.

Ron. Sir JAME11S MITTCUELL: It is is.
2$. plus wIs. 0U., a total of 5s. 8d., to-day
in Victoria. That is Commonwealth and,
State taxation combined. The two taxes
would total about 8g. Od. here to-day. The
total would be 6s. more if wve agreed to thme
Comnanonvrea ths present proposals. The
position is had enough now.

The Premier: It would be shecer lunacy
for this State to agree to give up the sum
lproposed to tax its citixens.

Hon. Sir JAM1ES MIUTCHELL: Yes. We
would be traitors to those comingr after usi
if we did it, and also traitors to Australin.
Our manufactnrers would not have a market.
What does it matter to Victoria or 'New
South Wales whether a farm is mado in
Western Australia on the one hand or in
Victoria or NwSouth WTales on the other?
Every y-enr we send £20 to tbe Eastern
States for Manuifactured goods, £20 per head
of' poniriation. men, womnen and children,
for goods manufactured in the East: and
often confoundedly bad goods too. Under

Federation we agreed to buy the goods o
the Eastern States at their manufacturer.
own prices. It must make every Wtester
Australian wish to get out of Federaitior
and that as speedily as possible.

The Premier: There would have been o,
possible chance of Federation had the peopi
not thought that Customs and Excise rc%.enL
would he available to the States for all times
Otherwise not one State would hiate agreei
to Federation.

Hon. Sir JAM NES 'MITCHELL: Of yoursi
not. It is the undeveloped States that mus
suffer. A rich State can live by direct taxa.
lion easily. I am sorry to have to weary tha
House with figures, It seems to he my fati
always to have figures to submit to ban
members. T he last year for which the ful
figures are available to me is 1923-24, am(
f shall take that year for the purposes ol
comparison. The position has not altaret
inatterialiy since. In 1.923-24 Victoria ha(
1,657,000 people, who paid £1,700,000 in in
come tax, equal to £1 Os. 6$. per head. Thi
highest Victorian rate on income carnec
byv personal exertion was 71], in the pouLnd
though it is true Victorians paid Is. 26. or
income derived from property. But one-
sixth only of the Vrictorian income tax ii.
that year was paid on incomes derived Iron
properties. Therefore the average Victoriar
taxation was pretty low. 'Nevertheless Vie.
to-ia. raised from it £1 Os. lid. PeT head.
A little over 9 per cent, of the Victorian
l'op~Lation paid income taxation. In 1923-24
Wester." Australia had 364,000 people, who
paid £502,000 by way of income tax, repre-
senting- 0 7.9. 7d. per~ bead. of the popula-
lion, [LS against Victoria's £1 0s. 6d. Our
highest rate in 1923-24 was 4s. 7d.; the tax
graduate L fromn that fig-ure downwards.
H-ere 29,000 people paid inconmc tax. Just
9 per cent. of our people paid incomae tax
then. Victoria would need to add 122 per
cent. to her low rate of tax, her low maxi-
mnum rate of tax, on income earned by per-
sonal exertion. incrensiaff the rate of 7$. to
Is. 3%, d. Tlie rate of Is. 2$. on income
earned from property Would have to he in-
creased to Is. 7$., and1 that would he the
highest lax. Now let us tiura to our own
position. We should have to at' d rouL-hl *V
90 per cent. to our taxation on incomes from
personal exertion, and our highest rate of
tax would then be 8s. 8K/. Can it for a
moment be oonsidered possibile for our
pcop!- to par such. taxation? Of course.
the whole of the taxation to be sur-
rendered does not represent income

4
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tax;, hut whatever the proportion inight
be, thle increase would apply at the
same rates. Forty per cent. of the in-
comec taxation by the Federal Government
Surrendered here would represent 40 per
cent. at Ss, Sd., as against 40 per cent, in
Victoria at is. 31/2d. and Is. 7d. I wish to
make it clear that this is xvhat would happen
if we agPreed to the Feacral Government's
proposals. Victoria is a very rich country-
Thle Victorians hare grTownI richI-anld more1
power to themi--by thle efforts of people all
over Austi-alia. Now the, Victorians hav-e
the right to put a barrier around Australia
and send their goods into all thle other Aus-
tilian States. The Victorians, therefore,
will -row richer- and richer. The position
is very- simple to understand. If our Prc-
iniier lived in Victoria and Victoria wanted
fromn him £50 in taxation, his income there
being, Say, £1,600, and( if the income of a
good Western Australian like myself were
£C500 and Western Australia wanted £60 in
taxvation from me, while xve should both of
us have to pay tile same amount to the re-
spective taxgathcrers, so far as I can work
out the figrers I shioul&: have to play' the £50
out of myv £300 while the Premier would pay_
the £C50 out of his kl-5 The tax would be
2s. in the £ in the ease of the mian living, in
Western Australia, as against 8d. in the calse
of thle manl living i.n V~ictoria. I repeat, n-c
are entitled to live as a federated people
taxed more or less at the same i-ate. Now
take the ease of land tax being Sm-rendered.
In 1923-24 thle pop~ulation of 'Victoria wvas4
41/ times- greater than the population of
Western Australia. But thle land tax eol-
lected in Victoria was nearlyv 13 timles; as
great as the land tax collected here. Estate
duties for 1923-24 were low in our case,
I Will admlit: bilt, taking the figures, ais they
are i-or-ded, I fine. that estate duties in VIc.l-
toria. were 20 times, -eater than here, whilst
the Victoian population was, 4t/2 timeis
g-reater than Ours. The entertainnment tax
was about six times Erreater in Vir-toria. than
in Western Australia. Now it is pro-
posed to surrender Some of these taxes inl
their entir-ety. Hon. members will See how
Lnfair it would be to expect this State to
accept the surrender of these comparatively
low agg'regate amounts from various forms
of taxation as against Victoria's acceptance
of thle surrender of comtparatively very large
amounts. I notice the Federal Treasurer
say' s that incomne tax increas~es tit the rate
of about 6 per cent. per annumn. I should
have thjoug~ht the babies born and the

migrants arrivingx would be worth miore than
that increase in income tax to the Federal
Treasurer. It follows that arrangements
which are absolutely fair to-day* would 1)e
unfair to-mnorrow. I have Shown that the
jproposed surrender of taxation by thle Fed-
eral Government iq not thle same in respect
of all the States. In Victoria tile proposedl
surrelifter would represent much grreater
amiounts than here. On the other hand, the
25s. per head proposed to he taken from us
is evenl all over Australia. I repeat, if the
proposal were fair to-day, it would he unfair
to-morrow. Af ter 96 years 9 per
cent, of the ipeople pay incomne tax. But
2.00 per cent. of the Ipeople pa 'y Customns
duty. I have Shown that in-omne taxation
derived hy the Western Australiau Premlier
in 1023-24 amounted to about 27s. 7d. per
head, as against nearl 'y £7 l)er head collected
in Customs dutAy from everybody-fromn the
baby born yesterday and from tile manl who
E.rank his first cup of tea inl Western Aus-
tralia onl the wharf yesterday. We have to
consider our responsibility to Australia just
as much as the Federal Parliament has to
consider its responsibility, and we have to
consider our responsibiility to the2 people of
this State in a way the Federal Parliament
is not called upon to do. We hare no right
to take risks. That is all iilhlt from thle
Federal point of v-iew. T hope we Shall deal]
with this qluestion. and with. all Federal
questions, onl non-party- lines. At anx- i-vate,
I should like to see a comnuittee of nibers
representing all parties of the House accept
the respojisihilty of mat.ing recominienda-
tions to this House about every Federal pro-
posal of vital importance to the State. The
Fttate Should not be permitted to suffer in
orc~er that parties mnar gain.

Mr. Thomson: Rear-, bear!
H1on. Sir J121 NES MI1TCHEL.L: What

dloes it matter whether parties comec or parties
go,' So long as the country lprozpers? Thee-
fore it would he xwell for the whole House to
face one wvar on thle present question. There
will be m]any vital questions following- this
one--vital, T mean, to the people of Western
Australia. Since we have been fools enough
to federate, it is for us to fighIt. Federation
is an uneven thling. The developmient of this
State is ron dered extremiely' difficult because
of thle burdens imposed on us throughi Fed-
oration. This, Parliament and thie Federal
Pacrlia ment should lie co-n icraliig for the
welfare of Australia. Tb',, Federal Govern-
ment cannot make Australia. ThPr nn
make factories byl imposing, high tariffs. hut
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they cannot make Ausitralia. They have
no influence outside tine towns of Au'stralia.
They can develop the towns; they can cause
tile heaping up of bricks and mortar. But
they cannot make wheat grow. We hare to
find the customers for the manufactures, and
we have to ind thle people to be taxed by
the Federal Parliament. Therefore this Par-
liamnent and the Federal Parliament, I say,
should be co-operating. There is no over-
lord; there cannot he. We are more impor-
tant than tile Federal Government. It was
never intended that there should he any
overlord. There cannot be any partnership,
hult there mar be co-operation. The duty
(if the Federal Parliament and our duty is
to co-operate.

Thle Minmister for Lands: In the Federal
1Parliament they do not think the samne as
we think, though.

Hon. Sir JAMES MI1TCHELL: -No; but
let us insist that that is our right; and if
We cannot get justice d]one by thle State, let
us stand hy the State and See what wie can
(10. God knows, I do not want-

The Minister for Lands: W'e will go down
to-mnorrow and collar tine Customs Depart-
wnent!

lion. Sir JANMS MITCHELL: I do not
know about that.

Tile Premier: As soon as we get the hridgu
fixed ulp, we -will make them stejp along!
You know the importance of lines of coin-
munieation.

Hont. Sir JAMIES -MITCHbLL:- Bit by
bit we hav-e been driven into this corner. Our
buc-ks arc towards the wall, and] we have to
see that justie is done to ourselves. If Fed-
eral G"overnmlents were sincere-i dTo not
refer to thle present Government alone hut to
past Governments as well-about Federation
and] about co-operation, they would have re-
turned to us the surplus revenne collected
during past years. The Federal Government
have millions of pounds of surplus revenue
tucked away. Last year they .pat awa
£C2,500,000 of surpitis revenue- X%\liile we
butild uip deficits, they build up surpluses.
Let thenm face the position fairly' andl holl-
estly: let them realise the position rega rd i ng
the development of our great territory' of!
Australia. if they do so. they will admit
that Australia cannot he bulilt uip by putting
hricks together with mortar in the big cities.
Rather will they a gree that the greatniess of
Australia must be huilt up by- thle primiary
producers of Western Australia and the other

States. The Federal Government reap the
harvest; the State Governments are the
gleaners. That is neither good for Austra-
lia nor for us as a State. Thle Federal au-
thorities have taken all the services that
pay, and we are left with the services that
cannot and are not intended to pay. 'No one
goes to the Federal authorities with reqluests
to provide for charities, for hospitals, for
police protection, or for work for the unem-
ployed. Those responsibilities rest with the
States; the Fedecral authorities have thle
cash1.

Mr. Lamibert: State politicians go to the
Fedleral arena whien they are out of work!

H-on. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: I Jhope
that some others will go there very suvi!
I have pointed out tile. percentage of our
people whio will be called upon to make good
the per capita payiieint of 23s. per head that
lltw he surrendered, They will have to pay
much higher taxation thtan they arc paying
now, and I hope the puhlic will realise that
not one of the .9 per cent. who will- have to
make upl thle surverdercd payments will be
relieved of one penny of their contributions
to thle Federal Government.

The -Minister for Railways: Each workman
who has ai wife and two ch ildren pays 10s. a
wveek thirough the Customs.

Hon. Sir JAMES MIT'TCHELL: And
every other mail in that position hias to do
so too. It is nonsense for people to be placed
in such a position. At the samne tinme, the
Government represent lligh. protectionists.

The Minister for Mines: What about your
high p~rotectiolnist friends in the Federal
Goverinent ? That will not do!

The Premier: The division in the Federal
Government on the tariff is not oil party
lines, Ilnt onl geographieal lines. Victoria
and New South 'Wales are high protectionist
States because they get the advantage.

Hon. Sir JAMfES 'MITCHELL: And
those States have so many representatives
in the Federal Parliament.

Thle Premier: Of course, the Federal
Country Party do isot believe in a high tariff,
hult they, impose it all the same.

H1on. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: I doubt
if we could find half a dozen men in the
Federal Parliament who really do oppose
protection. A goLod many talk against it,
hut they do not vote against it.

The Premier: There are about two only.
Hon. Sir JAMES -MTTELL: I have

said that no tw.o States impose the sami
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rates of taxation to-day, and if the aboli-
tion of the per capita payment is insisted
upon the disadvantages will be greater stilt.
That point should be remembered. I trust
that we shall increase our population
rapidly by means of immigration and all
will pay Customs duty. Then there are the,
children who will be born,

The Minister for Lands: They are doing
very well on the groups just now.

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Western
Australia is asked to pay for the develop-
ment of the State, for the education of the
people, for the provision of hospitals andi so
forth without getting a penny by way of
taxation from the people who are coming in.

The Premier: The trouble is that a great
number of the Federal members and Min-
isters have never been in office as State
-Ministers. Had they been connected with
State Glovernments, they would have a better
appreciation of the position.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They do
not see that we have to provide schools and
so on. I would like to make clear to the
people the section upon whom this burden
will fall. Let us face this question fairly.
It is not possible to tax a man who buys an
article merely in order that he 'nay sell it.
The imposition becomes part of his tradin~g
costs, just like rent or wsgc-s. Therefore it
throws upon him very little additional bur-
den; be wonid not pay anything like 8s. 8d.
in the poun out of his own pocket. He
would pass onl the tax in the selling price
of his goods, and so the burden would fall
largely upon the sheep fwarmer and the agri-
culturist, and the salaried manl. The wages
manl, of course, would be exempt for
the most part. These are thle people who
have to pay, and at present the fanner pays
both land and income tax. There is an ex-
emption up) to £5,000 respecting the Federal
land tax, but our land tax is imposed without
any such exemption. Obviously we could not
apply the two forms, of tax to the land,
whicht means that the taxation will have to
be applied to all without exemption. For
the farmers there will be no escape; they
will have to should:er the full force of the
Federal indirect tax and thme full force of
the direct taxation is we'l. This, too, in a
couintry of primary production, not of manu-
facturing! Obviously the primary producers;
will have to pay the piper.

The Premier: They zet both barrels.
Ron. Sir JA-MES MITCHELL: By God,

v-t The Almighty alone knows how the

farmers will shoulder this burden of taxa-
tion.

The M1inister for Lands: The only way is
by means of -revolution! Let uts get at it as
early as possible.

Hon. Sir JAINES MITCHELL: The bur-
den that now must fall upon the 9 per cent.
of the taxpayers will be added to year by
year. If the price of wheat and wool were to
slump, I do not know what would happen.

The Premier: That would upset their cal-
culations its to our intcomes.

lI-on. 'Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And if
that happenc6, who would suiffer inost9

The P-remier:. The State would go to
Pieces.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:. Of
course. We must not take the risk.

The Premier: I think we would be en-
titled to go to any lengoth in resisting it.

lion. Sir JAMIES MITCHELL: It is very
difficolt to get thea people generally to realisE
what the true position is respecting this o'
any other proposal. Furthermore, thc
trouble is that -when such proposals are con-
sidered, it is by men siting in MKelbournc
who know not Joseph. The proposals arc
determined there. They mayl~ be perfectly
souind and reasonable for the people im-.
mediately surrounding those who propounf
them. I canl quite understand some people
in Victoria and Nen 'Sooth Wales appreei.
ating the proposals, beeinso they wvill suil
them- On the other hand, if they are no.
cepted, the people who are really 6oing thn
work of making Australia -will hecipe

As the Premnier said, we are asked to sot.
render a certain 25s. for a very uncertair
25s. to be collected fromn p)'eople here whc
depend up~on prima'ry'v production.

31r. Mlarshall : It would be a most un
popular form of direct taxation.

Hon,. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: It i!
right that peopie should regard taxatioi
with disfavour, because it is quite p)ossibli
to tax people out of work, alhough oil
cannot tax thein into work. It is mued
worse when the tax is imposed by anl an
thority not faced with the responsibility o
providing work for people thrown ou't o
work because of thme taxation. In my opinioi
there are two countries in the worh
suffering to-day-China and Australia
China is suffering becauise there
nto g1overnment at all, and appareni:
the c-ountry cannot 1)0 governed. Onl th
other hland, Australia haIs too much grovern
ment. Why the devil do we want to set "I
another king over us? The State Parlia
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ment is enough. With our population we
can attend to our development, yet 260,000
people were foolish enough to say they
wanted another lord.

The Premier: Yes, and now the lord has
set up a whole lot of commissions over us!

Hon. Sir JA'MES MITCHELL: 0 Lord,
Yes!

Mr. Clydesdale- Lord help us!
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We can-

not pay too much for good government, but
bad government is 6ear at any price. The
fact is that Federation has set up another
authority that is not helpful; it is harmfuil
and retards our progress. Why cannot we
recognise that it was to be a limited Federa-
tion, with limited respomnibil ities?

The M1%inister for R~ailways: That was the
original intention.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Thme Fed-
eral Government should reduce their func-
tions to the few it was intended they should
eon Irol. and they should reduce the collection
of revenue to the utmost extent. Nat-
urally the war costs have to be borne by
them, but the Federal authorities are in-
iul-ini- int a series of extravagances. When
I read the Federal Treasurer's Budget
Speech, I wondered what it was all about.
Here was fifty millions of money to be spent,
an:1 out of it Australia was to have built a
fewv htoupe for members of Parliament in
Canberra! I could not wee in the Budget
speech one tap that meant work for the
people. nor one tap that meant the creation
of wealth.

The Premier : The (I overnment spent
£2,000,000 on Federal capital buildings, last
year.

Hon. Sir JAMES M[rTGHELL: If hon.
mnembers were to peruse the Budget, they
would wonder what part of it could be
imagined as being calculated to encourage
the development of Australia. They would
wonc~er what portion of it was intended to
advance the interests of Auistralia or prove
beneficial to ihis or Any'% other State. We
must ;not surrender one farthing of their
small contribution to us from Customs and
Excise.

Mr. Corboy: After all, it is only our work
that makes it possible for them to give us so
much.

Hon, Sir JAMEES MITCHELL: The Dis-
aibilities Commission was a Commission of
hard-headed, fair, capable men. The chair-
man wvas experienced in Federal politics,
having been a 'Minister of the Crown, and

another member was from South Australia,
and a third member was an ax-chief of the
Customs of Australia, a man hard as flint.
They were not from this State. They 'were
sent to us by the Federal Government, and
they found that, for the good of Australia,
wre should have the right to control our own
Customs for 25 years, and that, until we
secured that cabtroI, we should have a grant
of £450,000 per annum. Now we -want it. The
Federal Government were advised by that
Commission that we had been unfairly
treated. Our case was established, and our
duty to posterity is to see that our wrongs
are righted. I have said that any question of
State rights) should not be a party question.
I hope we shall be able to keep these great
questions, that will live long after Govern-
ineats; are forgotten, well away from party
polities. To arrive at the results of the
Federal tariff, let us compare the State Im-
plement Works with our State butter and
bacon factories. The State Implement Works
have to take advantage of every penny of
Customs protection. Even so, the works can
lbarely pay their way. Had we not -written
off a very considerable sum, those works
would have been unable to show a profit at
all. Yet, as the result of protection, somec
farm implements that previously cost £100
cost to-day £175, representing a measure of
,.3 per cent. of protection. The farners suf-
fer from that, while the advantage to the
State is not very much, being not more than
the employment of a few men at Fremantle
instead of in the East.

MN-r. Slecinan:- The farners do not support
the works very much.

Hon. Sir JAMES IMITCHELL: Why
don't you?

Mr. Sleeman: I attempt to do so!
Hon. Sir JAMES MIlTCHELL. Then you

are doing your 4juty for the first time in your
life. Now take butter and bacon factories.
They are not protected, but have to compete
with the old-established factories in the East-
ern States. It is not fair competition. I re-
member when the merchants said they would
not sell Western Australian butter in Perth.
The Government maid they would have to ; and
to ma-ke the way clear they advanced thous-
ands. of pounds in order that the imported
butter might be held until the local butter was
sold. The Western Australian butter and
bacon factories suffer the whole disadvantage
of the tariff without getting any protection
at all. The Northamn factory turned out 200
sides of bacon per week, worth £600. This
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£E500 was produced within the State and so
was £5600 saved to Western Australia, as
against money spent for bacon imported
from the Eastern States. Thle money served
to pay wages and taxes and railway freight,
and to increase trade. It was circulated in
the district and so provided employment. It
was money taken from ~the soil. The fanmer
has to live under the tariff without benefit-
ing by it at all, Even the plough that ploughs
the field in order to feed the pigs that go to
the bacon factory, has to pay Customs duty.
Every penny produced hy the factory had
to be w~rested in keen competition 'with the
factories of the Eastern States. We
cannot continue to buy food from the
Eastern States when we have ]and that will
grow it. For many years we have been
sending out of the State £2,700,000 annually
for food that we should grow ourselves,
thus paying taxes to the Governments
of the other States and providing cap-
ital and work for the l)eopIC of those States.
The Northamn butter and bacon factory did
more to provide work and create wealth with-
in the State than the State Imlplement Works
have done. Mining also has suffered greatly
by the tariff. Nothing we have heen able to
do has helped the industry over the stile.
We have reduced the price of water to the
industry and have exempted the industry
from certain taxation borne by other sec-
tions of the Community. Why did we have
to do all this for the mining industry?
Because the tariff has helped to kill it.

Mr. Marshall: Yet the protectionist argues
that protection makes home markets!

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We have
rendered tis, help, not for the shareholders,
but in order that we may provide work and
create wealth- However, it has proved of
little use, for the tariff discounts all that we
may do, and up to date we have not been able
to put our gold mining industry on its feet.
Our importation of food, which persist,;
largely because there is a tariff, could he pro-
duced within the State. It is equal to muore
than the value of all the gold produced in
the State or the timber we export; yet
our food production is sadly retarded by thie
wretched tariff. In all the efforts we make
to produce stuff. for export we are seriously
hampered by the tariff. So, it is important
that in all these big questions we should stand
together in order that our Country may be
developed. I wish to point out that, during
the last century the population of the world
has more than doubled, and that during

the last 10 years the increase in world popu-
tation has been 174,000,000 people, being
four times the population of Britain, and
more than all the jpopulation of North
America, Yet, during the last 15 years, the
world's wheat yield has increased only to the
extent of 7,000,000 bushels. This, then, is
ouir chance. We wonder -wvhy whieat is dearer.
It is because of the -wondferful increase in
world population.

The Premier: Yes, it is not that America
has ceased to be a -wheat exporting country.

lion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Our
chance has come, for the world's unloccuplied
laud does not provide for the expansion ren-
dered necessary by this amazing increase in.
population. Outside the frigid North, Aus-
tralia possesses the only unpeopled land in
world. So, whether we like it or not, we shall
have people coming into Australia, partic-
ularly into Western Australia, in search of
fod. The problem will be to provide food
for the people. Just imag-ine it! The world's
wheat crop has increased b *y 7,000,000 bush-
els in 15 years, xviereas in 10 years the
world's pop~ulation has increased by
174,000,000 people. Never again shall we
be able to satisfy the demand for land in
this State, not even if w~e have at work allI
the surveyors -we cati possibly get. My ad-
vice is to get them as soon as we can and
keeji themn at wvork. The world has awak-
cited to the fact that its increased pop~ula-
tion must inevitably mean greater demannds
for cultivable land. So the primary pro-
dlucer can look for a veiny much better market
thain hie has known in the past. I am pleased
to know that the -Minister for Lands sold
mnore land last year than in the previous
year-, and is selling a good deal of light land,
which can be used -with wheat ait 5s. a bushel,
Whereas it was useless when wheat was &i.
6d. a bushiel. -We have millions of acres
that will be used miow, when the world's
market is so much firmer, and when we know
that the deniand will continue. It is a great
thing- to know that the Eastern States are
now turning towards the West and viewing
our1 lands with favour. By' the way, the
world's cattle are fewer than before; the
world's slheep are fewer than before, and
aliter all the world's stock is the only ireserve
of food. We should give ain opportunity to
in of our own race first of all as we are
doing in this State. We must have cheap
monley, and we must have a good dleal more
freedomn than -we enjoy if we are to ma-ke
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this country what it Ought to be. I do not
intend to say much about group settlement.
ris is 8 g-reat coi-operative scheme with the
people of the State on the one hand antI
the farmer on the other hand, the one finding
the money and thne other doing the work. All
land settlement in this State has been co-
)perative work, because the settlers have not
bad money. The people who settled the
wheat belt did not have money. The South-
West peclie have not money. Group, settle-
nment resolves itself into a question of man-
ugunient. We have in thne wheat belt a won-
derful set QC men because, when we settled
it, Australia was depressed and men camne
here front all quartets. From out goldflelds
we got a wonderful selection of men. In
the South-es we have fron, the Old Coun-
try a splendid lot of mn who are doing-
good work, Many of these things reall~y
augcht to be discussed on the Estimates which,
1 hope, will be broughlt dlown fairly soon.
A word or two now about mining. I regret
that the gold y ield is gradually but surely
leelining, and I agree that wye ought to do
everything possible to stay the drift and,
if possible, pick tip some of the leeway. It
is difficult to know just what to do, but it
seems to inc that the Federal Government
stand to lose taxation particularly. We have
invtested millions of money in railw~ays, water
3iipI}lit'S. public buildings and other requis-
ites for the goldields and we, too, stand to
lose a lot. If the State Government aimd the
Federal Government could come together
and consider how much they are likely to
lose it the gold mining industry comes to an
end, and if they' could meet those engaged
in the industry and come to some sort of an
arrangement to enable the industry to con-
tinue for five or ten years, or even longer if
possible. some good mnight result. We have
to do something. It is of no use delaying
or- talking about the question. We stand to
lose a great deal if the mines close down. We
have cone all we can to assist the industry
by reducing water costs and exempting mines
fromt taxation. It is idle to deplore the past
in rest evt of disabled millers. Let us face
our- responsibilities. We were foolish in
failing to collect something from the gold
that was produced, but we did not do it and
all Governments of the past are to blame for
that. Gold stealing- seems to be one of the
serious handicaps, but I do not propose to
deal with that question to-night. It is not
a fitting time to touch upon that aspect of
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the question. The Government have offered
to help to supply the mines with cheaper
power. That is something, but we have
to do enoughi to enable the mines to make
their low-grade ore pay. The railways
and water supplies will stiffer unless some-
thing is done fairly soon. I know it is hard
to decide just what should be done. I am
not blaming the present Government on the
score that something has not been done, but
it is necessary for them to act as quickly
as possible. I am not so pleased with Min-
isters regarding the North-West Department.
That' department was established by my Gov-
ernment, but the exp)enditure was voted by
Parliament and without a word of protest
from members now on the Government side,
and yet the Government during the reess
and without discussing the question with any
imenmber of the late Government determined
to abolish the department. When it is a
question of abolishing a department estab-
lished by a previous Government, those re-
sponsible might well ask why tile department
was established, especially when the House
hkad confirmed the act- Yet the Govern-
ment have wiped out this department with-
out word or thought. We established the
North-West department to benefit the State
and particularly the North, and to provide

a better connection between the Government
and that part of the State. Surely it is
wrong not to have continuity. We should
endeavour to have continuity of Government.
Yet to-day we have the North-West Depart-
ment, and to-morrow it is wiped out hecause
of a change of Government. Why is not the
North entitled to have its department?

The 'Minister for Justice: You only estal'-
lishied the department by 'way of exlperimnt.
You did not know what the effect of it would
be.

Mr. Thomson: It w-as an honest attempt
at -teeentralisition.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL : Of
eourse ive knew; of course it was suecps5-
ft.!: of course it was right to keep it going
and of course it was wvrong for the Govern-
mnent, without saving anything, to abolish
the lbleiced thiag when Parliament was not
sitting. There was no Justification at aMI
for that.

" r. Lamond: The electors uip there do
not avrtc with von.

Mr. Manrshall: They have been crying for
its abolition for y ears. They laughed at the
fallacy in the flirst place and in fact at the
whole of the ramifications of the department.



[ASSEMBLY.].

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They did
not; I know as many people in the North
as does the bon. member.

Mr. Marshall: No, you d on't.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A mei-

her who represents Meekitharra van hardly
speak for the North-Wes~t, because that
town is connected with Perth by train. I
should think the people of the North would
resent it. They appreciated the establish-
ment of a deparltmlent to which they could

goand which w-as sympathetic with their re-
quirements. The Government had no right
to abolish the department without consulting
Parliament. Now a p~rop~osal has been sub-
mitted by the Federal Government through
the Press to take over the North. The Mini-

Ater for Works has been touring the North
and I think he has told the people that they
alone should have the right to decide wvhether
the North is to lie bandei. over to the Fed-
eral Governmient.

The Minister for Works: I diii not say
that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
think that the Minister had said it, but I
think I read it in. the paper.

The Minister for Works: No.
The Premier: To be consulted, but not

alone.
Mr, Marshall: You must have read some-

thing that was not in the paper.
Hon. Sir JAMES MICHELL: Anyway.

the Minister led them to think that they had
the right to decide.

The Premier: That dlid not appear in the
Press here.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
did.

The Minister for Work-3: That wvas never
published.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The
Minister for Works told me he bad not seen
the newspapers for five weeks, and so lie
does not know what was published.

The Minister for Workc.: I have seen all
those renorts.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I sax, it
was snugzested.

Mr. Sleeman: That must have been in
the "Leader."

Hon. Sir JAM.%ES MITCHELL: The offer
by the Federal Government to take over the
North leads mue to remind membe'rs that the
Federal territory has been run at a loss of
£E400,000. towards which Western Australia
pays £E25,000. If the Federal Government
take over the North and run it. it will be
done at the cost of the people of Australia,

anc. we shall have to help to foot the bil]
Why, I should like to know, do the Federa
authorities manke these proposals through th
Press instead of submitting them through th
Government to this Parliatnenti Whateve
is best for the North and for AustraBi
should he done, hut it can be done as we]
or a hit better by the State Government thin
by the Federal Government. The Norther,
Territory is represented in the Federal Par
lianient by one man who has no vote. Ou
North is represented in the State Assenibl,
by four members and in another place b:
three memibers, who have both voice an,
vote. I should think they would hesitate t,
hand themselves over to the control of th
Federal Government.

Mr. Marshall: One has already eoninitte
himself.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We hay
to consider what is the best to be done. W
are offered by' the Federal Governmen
£2,700,000. the cost of our public works ii
the North, the offer being made through tb
Press, of course, If we hike the land nort
of the 26th parallel, we find it represent
about one-half of the State. I think tha
land would probably, be worth anywvher
from Is. to 2s. per acre. Probably we wouli
get £30,000,000 if we offered the land to th
squatters wvho now occupy it under lease
hold. We would then still have the right V
tax it at the rate inmposed upon land dowi
here. If that land were deld to a s vndical
in London, we would get a tremendous Sur
for it. It is worth £30,000,000. Then tak
the great pearling- industry, the riches o
fish life itud the fact that the North-West
auriferous from end to end, It produce
gold, tin, lead, copper &inc in fact ever'
metal and mineral known. If wve have re
gard also to the fact that it is possible eon
will be found there, I do not see why thi
territory should he handed over to the Fed
era] Government, particularly' as such a pro
cedure would not be an atomi of advantag
to any single individual in the North. Prob
a bly' it would be a disaidvartage. Why thei
disadvantage the people of the North sinipl:
to let the Federal Government take
over? We are not rich enough at presen
to develop tile North, lbut all the Govern
ments of Australia are not rich enough t,
develop the coastal plain of. Au~stralia. I
will he Years before that is done. Th,
best that can be done for the North is beirn
done to-day. If some (lay' it (-an b
a separate State, wvell and good. T th
people of the North once foil into lb,
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clutches of the Federal Government, they
will never get a separate State. They will
be governed from Canberra instead of hay-
ig, their own members to represent them in
this Parliament. Therefore there is some-
thing more in the question than the mere
valuing of the -North in pounds, shillings and
lpenee, and before I woult. consent to any
change, I should want to know how the
people of the North will be benefited and
in what way the future of the North
will be made brighter. Otherwise I
should not be prepared to let the North
go to people who at present cannot
manage what they have. It is a great aind
wonderful territory and some day it will
maintain a great population. I anm sure that
the people of t06 North can approach the
Governmient here, while on the other hand
the State Government can hardly approach
the Federal Government, so what chance
would the people of tieo North have if
they had to deal with the Federal Govern-
ment' The question of employment is all-
implortant. There are far too many men
out ot work to-day' , and yet our expendi-
ture has been the heaviest probably of
ainy vear we have known. Arbitration
is the law of the land, if arbitration
coul1 oul'- fix wages anid conditions that
would suit the men-and not too many
conditions, either-we would have a better
chance of keeping men in work. There is
nothing- so sad as to see a man looking for
work, and to see the waste of wealth as a re-
sult of unemployment. When money ceases
to flow through thme pockets of the working
man trate becomes stagnat toghId
not sug~gest, that the working man gets very
much more than is sufficient for him to live
on.

Mr. Sleeuaan: They do not get enough.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: None

gets enough, but the unemployed are not get-
ting anything. I do not know whether this is
the fault of our Arbitration laws. Every-
thing should be fair as between the employer
and employees. Work in this country should
be plentiful. I know that work comes from
the wise exp~enditure of money. We can
spend a great deal of money, and still
have serious uneml~oymelnt unless it is spent
in the right direction. We must have works
going on if we are to avoid unemployment.
We should unite in an endeavour to make
the truth known. It is easy to say that men
do not get enoughb to live on, that the hours
are too long, or that they should have better
h1ouses anid conditions; and it is easy to say

that employers are not good employers. Men
are not helped by this lip service. They are
only heiped when the: truth can be spoken to
them. All should join in the work of trnding
employment for all who need it. I know that
unemployment comes through had employers,
and that these are a menace to the commun-
ity. I know that had union leaders are a men-
ace to the workers.

Mr. Sleeman: They are few and far be-
tween.

Hon. Sir JAMES 'MITCHELL: There are
bad employers and bad workmen. The "go
slow'" policy creates unemployment.

Mr. Sleemnan: You never see them go slow.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: - I know

that bad results will accrue fronm the unwise
expenditure of money. High wages do not
necessarily produce work. It is the work that
men do that creates employment. A man to
whom £10 is paid, and who earns £9, is nut
doing much for the country. He is not en-
couraging- employment or making more work
for others.

Mr. Sleeman: What about the man who
is getting £4 and earning £5?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He is the
man. The work that is done creates wvork,
and the accruing wealth creates more work.
The man who earns £5 and receives £4 is per-
foraning a national service.

Mr. Sleeman; Anid the man is working
his heart out and starving at the same time.

Hor. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The hon.
member's remark will not help any of the
workers, nor will his attitude of mind help
them. It will not assist the unemployed to
tell them that when they do work they work
too hard. In the aggregate the work done by
the. people of this State is wonderful, but
there are men who do not work properly. It
is the efficient use of machinery and money,
and the creation of proper work that leads to
employment. Work only creates work when
it leads to good results. It is no use fooling
wvith the subject. Every man who is in em-
piloyment is in danger, because others are
competing for his job. It does not help the
trouble to lput up wages. One man who is
out of work helps to put another out of
work. iYoney is only distributed in small
quantities. It is the money, that goes out in
wages that creates employ' ment for other
people. T wish we could settle thc~e cluies-
tio, once an6. for all. Noa one wants a man
to work harder than he does, but we want
him to he happy, comfortable and contented.
The remarks of the hon. member will not
help him one jot.
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Mr. Sleeman: And we want men to get a
fair wage while they are working.

Eon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
never could be a wage that the hon. member
would not call unfair. He will never say that
the result of the work of a man is nfair.

Mr. Marshal]: There is no occasion to say
that,

Eon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is easy
to profess great concern for the working
man, and to show it in this wa'y. We ought
to come to some reasonable arrangement as
between the employers and the employed.
Those who have set themselves up as em-
ploycrs are responsible for their worker.
TPhere is the employing section and the work-
ing section of thle community. The employ-
ing- section is entitled to see that everyone
in the communit y is at work. This cannot
come about if we are going to have Ai this
pin pricking stud nonsense. I. have seen cases
in the Arbitration Court which cause one to
wonder -what they are all about. Sometimes
it is an interpretation of a Government case,
or, as to whiether a glass should be picked
up in the right hand or in the left hand.
That does not help anyone.

-Mr. Sleeman: We knowy where all the pin
pricks come from.

lion. Sir JAMSES MITCHELL: 1. could
wvell understand the sweater being locked
up, hut I cannot understand the reason for
making trouble with the employers over
ereiv impot thing. Very often trouble oc-

cu- ihGovernment employees.
Mr. Sleemran: Vyery often there are pin-

pricks in Government departments.
Baot. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: They are

largely manufactured. Fortunately there are
only two cardinal sins. These troubles are
manufactured as between the employer abd
the employee for the sake of making trouble.
The time has come when fair dealing is all
that should be needed. The management of
the affairs of the workmen should he in the
hands of their alppointed leaders. We must
have unions where big bodies of men are
e-mployed. I do not say that the union
leaders are Always to blame. Both sides
have to be reasonable, and meet together.
Both sides must agree that it is a good thing
to employ and a good thing to work. We
could then have a' better result. I under-
stand from the Premier that 200 unemployed
mn will be at work in a few days. We
should not have a man out of work in this
eountry. I deplore the fact that the Gov-

ernmtent have ignored the laws of the land.
i do not intend to deal with the insurance
scherne of the Minister for Works, but will
leave that to the member for West Perth
(Mr. Dav~y), I must, however, protest
against this practice of the Minister, of giv-
ing preference to unionists. There is no law
against preference to unionists. The Gov-
ernnient have twice tried to get the House
to agree that the court should give prefer-
ence to unionists. I am told that in sonme
places ])referenee is given to members of
one union and not to those of another. I
am told it is necessary for a man to join
the A.W.U. in places such as Geraidlon or
Kalgoorlie. A man may have been a member
of the carpenters' union for 30 years,.but if
lie wants a job he has to sign up with the
A. W.U.

The Premier: Where has that occurred at
Kalgoorlie?

Hon. Sir JAMES MNNITCHELL: I will get
the case for the Premier. If that is so it is
wrong,. Preferene should be given to no
one, whether hie be a unionist or not. A man
is wvise if lie joins a union, but lie should
be free. He should not be compelled to join.
The Gjovernment have no right, with the
funds of the State in their keeping, to ignore
their responsibil ities to all the people. I pay
taxes. I do not want the tax I pay to be
used in giving preference to any one set
of individuals. ll are entitled to live. No
onpe should be compelled to pay 25s. in order
to get a job. The question of the comnpul-
sory contribution by unionists to a fund
for political purposes, hias been discussed
before. Men shonid be free to pay or not
as they please. The Government have said
men are not to have work unless they be-
come unionists. That is wrong. They havc
no right to say to Mfr. Tom Butler "Here ik
the job; where are! your men." What haw
that to do with him? Everyone has a righil
to register at the Labour Bureau whether h(
has a ticket or not.

The Minister for Lands: There are score,
of these men at the Peel Estate.

The Premier: There is no preference tc
the A.-W.IJ.

lHon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am toli
there is preference to unionists. A man
coinpolled to pay 25s. for his ticket, and somi
of this money is used for political purposes
The Minister for Works has imposed th(
condition that a man must have a unionis



[3 AuGusT, 1926.] 51

ticket. before he has the right to live by his
work. I object to that. The Minister says
the men will be given time to pay for their
ticket. I hope that is the ease. If the Gov-
ernment are going- to insist upon this kind
of preference they should give the men time
in which to pay for their ticket. I most em-
phatically protest against this sort of thing,
though I have nothing to say against the
wisdom of a man joining a union if be de-
sires. The wvorkers must have some orgta-
isation.

Mr. Sleetnan: What are you complaining
about?

I-Ion. Sir JAMES MJITCHELL: The pre-
rerence to unionists.

Air. Sleeman: You think they should not
come in 9

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL; They
should come in voluntarily. It is an abuse
Af the power of the Government to put the
Funds of the people to this use.

The 'Minister for Lands: Some of those
who rumble most do not want work.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Gov-
crinnient have no right to adopt that attitude.
WVhat right have they to determine wtether
.man should belong to this, thaxt or the other

anion, particularly as the funds of the party
AIe streng-thened by these contributions?

The Minister for Lands: I know of some
nen who have never filled a job for 20 years.

Hon. Sir JAMtES -MITCHELL: They are
2lever people.

The Premier: All the genuine men ore
in ion ists.

Hon. Sir JAMES N]ITCHELL: I know
;everal who are not, and wvho would not join
inder any consideranon. What right have
he Government to say that a luan shall not
ive by his work in the Government
service unless he joins a union?
Hle is a taxpayer, too, and finds revenue.
omneome has to find the money that the Gov-
rinment spend. Tt is a rotten thing that a
nan-

The Minister for Works: Who finds the
noney for earnying on arbitration?

Hon. Sir JAIMES -MITCHELL: That
)rinigs in another point. I can quite under-
;tand the unions wanting the men to pay
something towards the cost of conducting
heir cases, but I cannot understand the man
rho does not want to pay for a Labour paper
icing compelled by the Government to buy

The Minister for Works: The money a
man puts in for his union is the best invest-
meat he makes in his life.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL. Some ut
the men do not say so.

Mr. Marshall: Have you convinced your-
self that you are right? No one else is con-
vineed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I must
apologise for the want of understanding on
the hon,. member's part. I consider that the
44-hour wveek introduced by the Government
has increased costs considerably and has re-
duced employment without being greatly ap-
preciated by thme men. In the interests of
the country, it would be much better to give
the cash for the additional hours. Certainly
the 44-hour week must reduce work. There
wvill be an opportunity on the Estimates to
discuss many things which otherwise I should
like to refer to now. The migration agree-
nent has been signed, and that is satisfac-
tory. The best I could do iii my agreement
was to get assistance for five years at the rate
of two-thirds interest. That represented a
very considerable advantage. Mr. Bruce, how-
ever, has managed to induce the British Gov-
erment to g-ive still better terms, and under
the newv agreement we get virtually twice as
much--ten years' assistance instead of five.
I ain delighted to know that the agreement
which I wvas able to make, and for which I
am responsible, has led up to this better
arreeinent. I hope it may lead to a still bet-
ter one. I1 am indeed pleased that the agree-
mnent has been liberalised, and I hope this
Slat will proceed actively with the work of
development. I regret that there is to be
to redistribution of seats. I am sure the Pmo-
miter reg-rets it, too, because he said years
:mzo iii this House that the time was over-
ripe for a readjustment of boundaries.

The Premier: There are different points of'
view.

Hon. Sir JAMES _,ITCHELL: Yes. The
Premier is the mend now : he was time tail
then.

The Premier: I w-as the head of the tail
then.

Hbon. Sir JAM.ES M1ITCH]ELL: It is not
right that the country should be represented:
as it is at present. The Canning electorate-
has some 14,000 electors, while Menzies has
374.

The Minister for Works: How many has.
Roehourne?
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IHon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have boundaries. I tried to La it, but could not
not thle figures for Roebourne just now, but
1 have no desire to avoid giving them to ban.
members, if they really wvant to know.

Mr. Marshall : I think Roebourne has 264.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am not

concerned about the number of voters in any
Iparticular electorate. I believe there are 600
or 700 in Roebourne; but have hon. mem-
bers opposite no sense of decency, no sense
of justice to the peole of this country? Why
should the present state of affairs be allowed
to continue! It is indecent that thc repre-
sentation should be on the present basis with
the present boundaries.

The Minister for Mines: Why did you
withdraw your Bill?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Mfin-
ister for Mines knows wvhy my Hill was de-
feated.

The Minister for Mines: Why?
Hon. Sir JAINES MITCHELL: Partly

because the Minister voted against it, because
lie howled against it all over the country.

The Minister for 'Mines: My vote did not
matter; you had a majority.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
have a majority. I had not a set of followers
who wvere afraid of caucus. I was not in the
fortunate position of having on my side of
the House 27 members of whom 13 were
ready to obey the other 14. My party was
composed of free men. I had no chance of
,compelling anyone to sit on my side or vote
wvith tile. The Premier, if he liked, could
pull throughb a redistribution of seats Bill to-

-mlorrow.
Time Minister for Works: It was a qucs-

'lion with your followers or savinst their own
-skinls.

Hon. Sir JAM.ES M[TCHELL: With the
present Government it is at question of sa'-
iug their own skinis that they do not put up

,a redistribuition of seats Bill. Does the
j\Minister for Works miean to tell me that his
'flovernment would not put uip a Bill if that
were not the case? Of course it is a ques-
ltionl of members opposite saving their own
agkins.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
lion. Sir JAMNES MNITCHRELL: What is

the Premier going to do about the matter?
T shall move about it my-self in the Hoose
if hie does not. T am prepare] to test the
feelingr of members on the subject. We owve
somiething- to the people of this country,
mid should provide them with proper divi-
slons and proper adjustment of electoral

get the Bill passed. No ioundaries fixed by
anybody will suit everybody, but there is no
reason why. boundaries which suit scarcely
any member of' this Heos should suit thle
p~eople of the country. It is a scandalous
thing that redistribution of seats is not
mentioned in time Governor's Speech. How-
ever, wve shall see what wre can bring for-
ward if the Government will not act.

Mr. Lambert: You didl not resign when
your Bill was defeated by your own niem-
bers. You could have reswnmec.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, and
the heln. member can resign his seat in this
Parliament now. Of coarse I could have
resigned.

INr. Marshall: You soon got out of office,
sit did not -matter much.
Hon. Sir JXMES MITCHELL: It is a

dreadful thing for this country that such a
man as the member for Murchison (Mr.
Marshmall) is sent here at all.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
I-Ion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are

bad shoppers, very bad shoppers, and ac-
cept anything. When thle Estimates come
along I shall have an opportunity of dis-
cussing questions of finante. I fear I have
already occupied the time of the House
too long-, thoughi Federal questions have
taken up a good deal of my speech. I con-
sider it is the &.uty of all members to go into
the present Federal question without any'
display of party feeling. It is not a ques-
tion of the present Government or the pre-
sent Opposition or Mr. Bruce. Let us do
justice by the country, and let uts come to-
gether as regards these proposals. If they
be good, let us -accept thenT.; if they are bad,
as T say they are, let uts Join to oppose them.
The Federal Government are not doing uts
justie. We are entitled to a great deal more
than we are getting. Of course, we do not
wrant anything wre are not entitled to. We
have got sonieflming-, at any rate. But our
fit~ire is endangered because of the power
of the Federal Government, and largely be-
caluse of the Fe~crnl flinancial proposals. In
many instances infirmity of purpose has been
disclosed by the State Government, and this
has led to a good deal of trouble. I hope
the Government will rise superior to all their
difficulties, and that all] our people will get
back to work again, and that we shall
achieve wvealthm and prosperity-. Everyone
should filht for a better and brighter and
happier life for all our people, no matter
where they live; but we ought to be per-
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feetly dlear and frank and honest about it
all. I reiterate once againi that we ought to
join in the fight against the Federal authori-
ties where their proposals are against the
interests of Western Australia. We must
fight for the right to live- as a sovereign
people. We are the more important Goy.
erment of the two, witi:, more important
things to do. When we federated it was
intended that this should be so:' that we
should be the important partner and have
the greafer reaponsibilitv There was a
time, before we federated, when we were in
the enjoyment of responsible government,
when we really governed ourselves. How
different was the old time in this land from
this time tinder Federation! Alt of uts re-
member to-day that once we had responsible
government and knew only one other Gov-
ernment. namely, the B~riti.h Government. I
am ramin~.ed of those days., and I wish they
Were back with us. Then wve could say with
Kiplingl-and r think his words most appro-
priate-

Daughter am I in miy mother's house, b~ut
mistress in my own;

The gates a-re mine to open, the gates are
mine to close.

Onl motion by '.%r. Thomnson debate ad-
.iournad.

House adjourned at .9.30 p.m.

XIegstattve Crouncil.
Wednesday, 4th August, 1926.
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BILL-SUPPLY (No.

First Read,

the Chair at 4.30)

1), £1,913,500.

nog.

Received from the Assembly and reed a
first time.

ADDSESS-IN-REPLY.

Third Day.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan,
4.40]: Before addressing, myself to the
notion for the adoption of the Address-in-
'eply, 1 desire to express to MAr. Ewing my
personal thanks for the references he was
kind enough to make regarding newly re-
elected members. I join with him in extend-
ng a welcome to those members amongst uiz
who have comec here for the first time. Com-
ing as they (10 to fresh fields of labour, I
reel sure that they Will render the same
signal service in, thle assistance they will
give to the Work of this House that they
rendered in the past in different spheres. it
common, 1 know, with feelings that will he
expressed by all other lion. members, I nat-
urally regret the non-rcalppearance of those
members who were formierly occupants of
seats here. New members Wvill appreciate
the fact that such an expression of feeling
conveys no reflection upon themt in any'
sense. It is merely the expression of natural
feelings one entertains when parted from
friends formerly members of the Legislative
Council. The motion under discussion ].-

couched in ternms which many members will
think deserving of their ready acquiescence
and adoption. There may be others, however,
who 'nay consider sub)jects are dealt with
in the Speech of ,His Excellency the Gov-
ernor that deserve some criticism. It muay
even suggest to them the necessity for som e
amendment. Various questions, of which
notice has already been given, would rather
presuppose the fact that there is room for
criticismn relating to various subjects dealt
with in His Excellency's Speech. I concur-
in the desire that has been expressed for cel-
erityv in' disposing of the Address-in-reply
debate, hont it must be recognised, by no one
more than b ,y tou, Mr. President, that this is
the only occasion when hion. members have
ain opportunity to ventilate various subjects
during- the course of the one debate. As a
rule, members do not lose the opportunity
that presents itself at this period of the
session. The Speech is replete with many
subjects, with some of which we are already
familiar, but it will be conceded tha't the
Speech indicates clearly a desire on the part
of the Government to assist the prosperity of'
the State. Though saying that of the nres -
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