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what shy manner, They do not like under-
taking new concerns, and the Minister has
to give special attention if he wishes them
to be successful. No one can say that the
present Government have neglected their
duty, and I elaim that they have done
better work than has been done by any
previons Administration in the history of
the Stale.

On motion by Mr. Mitchell debate ad-
journed.

Iouze adjourned at 10.55 p.om.

Begislative Council,
Tuesday, 9th July, 1912
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Questions: Workers' Womes on Goldﬁelds . 172
Snvings Bank policy . 172
Papers : Comipensation claim of E. Mead . o 132
Motion : Fremuntie Dock Boriugs .. 17
Address-in-Repiy, fourth dly, mnendment pumt
of order. debate ... . 173

The PRESIDEXNT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m.. and rexd prayers.

PAPERS TRESEXNTED.

By the Colonial Secretary: 1, Annual
report of Mines Department. 2, Rules
and Regulations under (a) Matrimonial
Causes; (b) Port regulations; {¢) Medi-
eal Nepartment. 3, By-laws of the Meeka-
tharra board of health. 4, Papers rela-
ting to the appointment of Mr. W. E,
Sudholz as manager of the State Steam-
ship Service Department (ordered on
motion by Houn. R. J. Lynn).

QUESTION—WORKERS® HOMES ON
GOLDFIELDS.

Hon. R, D. McKENZIE asked the Col-
oninl Secvetary: 1, Have the Govern-
ment made any provision for proeuring
snitable land for the purpese of erecting
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workmen’s homes in or around the muni-
cipalities of Kalgoorlie, Boulder, Cool-
gardie, and Leonora? 2, Has any nolifi-
cation been given through the public Press
to the residents on the goldfields that the
Government are now prepared to erect
and lease workers’ homes?

The COLONIJAL SECRETARY re-
plied: 1, No; as no applieations for
workers’” homes have been received from
the districts referrved to. 2, No; nor have
such notices appeared in the Press in any
distriet.

QUESTION—SAVINGS BANK
POLICY.

Hon, M, L. MOSS asked the Colonial
Secretary: 1, Have the Government eome
to any decision as to the conduet of the
business of the Government Savings Baunk
at places in the State outside Perth and
Fremantle? 2, If so, what are the pro-
posals for carrying on the business in
future at such places other than Perth and
Fremautle? 3, If no decision has been
arrived at, when is it intended that the
matter invelved in these questions will be
considered?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY ve-
plied: The matters contained in the ques-
tion of the hou. member are now under
the cousideration of the Government.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You told me that
eight monthg ago,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Well
the matter is still under the consideration
of the Government.

Hon. M. 1.. Moss:
fime to get 8 move on.

Hon. J. 1. Cullen:
they will be too late.

It takes them a long

In the meantiime

PAPERS—COMPENSATION CLATM

OF E. MEAD.
Hon, M. I, MOSS (West) moved—
That the Agricultural and the Crown
Law Depariments’ files dealing with the
claim of Ernest Mead, of Brunswick
Junclion, for compensation for loss sus-
iained by him in consequence of fire es-
caping from the State farm at Bruus-
wick, be Taid on the Table.
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The PRESIDENT: e eannot have
a debate on this motion. If the hon. mem-
ber will confine himself to putting it, T
will aceept it as a Lormal matter, but if
the hon. member wishes to have a debate
upon the metion it must wait until after
the adoption of the Address-in-reply.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: I do not wish to
have anv debate on the matter, it is only
asking for information,

(tuesiion put and passed.

MOTION—FREMANTLE DOCK
BORINGS.

On motion by Hon. A. G. JENKINS
(Metropolitan) ordered: That the plans
and sections showing the horings for the
site of the Fremanile Dock be laid on the
Table.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Fourth Day—Amendment.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion of the debate from 2th July on the
mofion for the adoption of the Address-
in-reply and on the amendment by the
Hon., M. L. Moss—“That all the words
after ‘sovereign’ be struck out with a view
of inserting the following words: ‘and
to protest against the expenditure in-
carred by your Excellency's Ministers
without an Act of appropriation, such
procedure heing derogatory to the privi-
leges of Parliament and sobversive of
the Constitntion, while in addition there-
to the proposal contained in your Iix-
cellency’s Speech, implying that a ratifien-
tion by the Legislaiive Assembly of suci
unauthorised expenditure is suflicient in
law, ignores the constitutional rights of
the Legislative Council’”

Point of Order.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: On a point of
order I want to ask your ruling, Mr,
President, as to whether the amendment
proposed by Mr. Moss is in order. [
shall give my reasens briefly. They are-—
firsily, that the amendment declaves that

his Excelleney the Governor read a
Speech that in form and substance
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ignored constitutional rights ; secondly,
that the distinet implieation is that the
Governor, whose duty it is to uphold the
Constitution, was a party to a breach »f
the Constitution; thirdly, that the amend-
ment, by implying that his Excelleney has
committed a dereliction of duty, casts a
reflection on the honoured and respeeied
representative of His Majesty in  this
State, and consequently is out of order
and contrary to Standing Order 394, I
am pecfeetly ceriain that had you noticed
the implication, which is directly on the
Governor, beeause it is not the Governor-
in-=Couneil but the Governor personally
who read the Speech, you would before
this have pointed out that the amend-
ment is out of order, apart altogether
from the taste in whieh it is brought
forward. I ask your ruling upon this
point.

Bon, M. L. Moss: I suppose it is com-
petent for me, as mover of the amend-
ment, to reply to the hon. member's ob-
servations.

The President : Not at present. In
answer fo the point raised by Mr. Kirwan
I will siate that the amendment o the
Address now under diseussion is a sub-
stantive motion whieh can be dealt wilh
by amendment or by the distinct vote of
the Iouse. Refleetions cannot be cast
in debate upon the conduct of the Sov-
ereign or his represenlative, nor may
opprobrions reflections be east in debaie
on the representative of the Sovereign.
Bui, even assuming that the terms of this
amendment do cast such reflection, T con-
sider that, it being 2 substantive motion,
it can he discussed by the House. T will
go further and say that I understood Mr.
Moss in his speech on this amendment,
and also in an interjeetion which he made
to the Colonial Seeretary, stated dis-
finetly that he east no reflection on his
Exeellency the Governor persenally, but
he considered him, as the Interpretation
Aet says in Section 3, Subsection (d)—

The word “Governor” shall mean the

Governor acting with the advice of the

Execulive Council.

But I go still further and say that, as the
Iatter part of the amendmeni, as pointed
out by Mr., Kirwan, says—
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The proposal coniained in your Ex-
cellency’s Speech implying that a ratifi-
cation by the Legislative Assembly of
such unauthorised expenditure is suffi-
cient in law, ignores the constitutional
rights of the Legislative Council—

as this has given rise fo misinterpreta-
tion and is open to extreme criticism, I
think it would he a very gracious and
tactful thing if Mr. Moss, or some of his
friends, wonld aceept an amendment to
delele that last portion.

Hon. M. L. Moss: It is the fulerum of
the whole thing.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: It is a reflection
on the Governor.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Nothing of the kind.

The President: Will the hon. member
allow it?

Hon. M. L. Moss: No, not if T stood
alone I would not; because I have a pre-
cedent for a resolution in precisely these
terms, which was carried by the Legisla-
tive Counecil in South Australia, and 13
referred to in Todd.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: It is the Governor
you have ecensured.

Hon. M. I. Moss :  Nothing of the
kind. 1 think, Mr. President, you put
the case quite correetly when you said
that T most emphalieally laid it down,
bolh in my speech and subsequently by
interjeetion, that the Governor was acting
under the advice of responsible Ministers,
wlo must ftherefore take the responsi-
ility.

The Fresident: T cannot allaw any de-
bate on the subject. I think it would he
wise and gracefnl on the part of M.
Moss to delete that last sentence. ¥ow-
ever, if he will not do so, I shall call on
AMr, Connor to continue the debate on the
Address-in-reply.

Debate resumed.

Hon. F. CONNOR (North) : In rising
to speak for the first time since my re-
election T desire to welcome the new mem-
bers who have taken their seats among
us. Following on the remarks by Mr.
Moss about the late members, I also de-
sire to regret the absence of Captain
Laurie, who, I hope, at sorme future time

[COUNCIL.)

will again take his place among uns., I
regref also the serious illness of Mr,
Pennefather who, I am pleased to hear,
is now fast recovering. I have to thank
the House for their indulgence to me dur-
ing my absence last session. At the same
time 1 have no apolegy to make for that
absence, beeanse I was trying to open up
commerce which will be of importance,
not only to the eentres of population in
the State, but which will eventually, and
I hope soon, have the effect of developing
and opening up one of the richest and
best provinces eontained within the State.
ALy eritie, the man in the street, has said
a great deal about my absence. My an-
swer to him is that my coustitutents have
paid me the highest honour it was pos-
sible for them to do, by ngain returning
we unopposed. In that respect I hope T
will not be transgressing in referring te
the fact that the member with the longest
service in the House, Sir Winthrop
Hackett, was also refurned unopposed. I
have the honour myself of beirg the next
member in point of long service, although
for the most part that service was given
in another place. I think it is a compli-
ment to the men who blazed the track in
polities that we two old members-shounld
have been the only two to be returned un-
opposed. It points to the faet that this
couniry is not dissatisfied with its oldest
memhers, and taken in conjunetion with
the cirenmstance that our reduced fran-
chise has not imposed much alteration on
the personnel of this Flouse. is, T think,
highly satisfactory. I suppose I eannot
deal broadly with the Address-in-reply;
however, most of the subjects contained
in the Speech are comprised in the amend-
ment now before the House. 1 do not
wish to take on the role of ecritic of the
Government in constitutional affairs,
which I hold have been well handled and
explained by Mr. Moss, and, on the other
hand, very lamely dealt with by the leader
of the House; eonsequently it is seareely
incumbent on me to refer at any length
to the snbject. Just the same, if I may
be permitted I will offer a few homely
and practical remarks on the poliey of
the Government. As a representative of
the North, I would like to say that I Lhope
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it is not the intention of Parliament to
attempt to choke or kill the pearling in-
dustry. This industry has heen, and will
be, of very great importance indeed to the
commercial life of the State, and to the
finances of the State also. Yet in vespeat
to this industry nothing has been done
except to try to choke it. I would like
to point out to the leader of the Housé
that in all this Speech, in all the pro-
posed developments of-the country talked
about in the Speech, there is not a single
word about the Norih, not an item sug-
gested except some visienary proposal for
an artesian bore. Artesian hores are all
very well, but the people in the North
want a little more than that, for they
bave industries whieh are capable of be-
eoming of very great importance to the
State, and which, so far as I ean see, are
to be wholly neglected.

Hon. J. W, Kirwan: Some men think
that the State is bounded by the steps of
Parliament House. I have myself, always
been a good friend to the North.

Hon, ¥. CONXOR: T am not addres-
sing Afr, Kirwan, hut the representatives
of the people. When he has talked te
them as long as T have had the honour of
doing. he will not be so ready to get up
at so early a stage and attempt to jar a
boy like me. I do not know whether I am
in order in referving to an item which I
have here, but it is not entirely disasso-
ciated from the much-canvassed question
of the cost of living. There are in and
around Perth certain instifutions known
as racing clubs; for instance there ave
the Helena Vale, the Canning Park, Bel-
mont, New Belmont, Bieton, Kensington
—all race-courses used for the purpose of
racing. We have in all seven clubs, four
of them being registered, and the other
three known as unregistered. We are told
that these race-courses are established for
the purpose of improving the breeding of
horses. Aunybody who knows anything at
all about horses must be aware that the
animals that race three and a half to five
furlongs are not of much use except for
that specific purpose, These rourses are
there for the purpose of breeding squibs
to run fast for half a mile. They are not
of mneh use to the farmer, whe has to
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open up the country. Yet there is no
anxiety shown by the Government to get
at the root of one of the greatest evils
that exist here to-day. I am speaking of
something I know of, because I am an
old raeing man, and have been for
years a member of the Committee of
the West Anstralian' Turf Club. I say if
the Government would give attention to
matiers of this sort and see that the eco-
nemie work of the country is considered,
they would be doing far better work than
they are in trying to get their heads into
a noose. 1 eongratulate the Government
on the fact that they are going to give
seed wheat and assist the farmers in other
ways, and that they propose to encourage
legitimate wining prospecting. The pro-
sperity of the comntry depends, for the
itme being at least, more on the develop-
ment of mining than on anything else.
Probably it will not always be so, be-
eause the time will come when the farm-
ing community will be in very fact the
backbone of the eountry. But for the
present, and fhe immediate future, the
Government. could not do teo much in
assisting the prospectors. Another sub-
ject requiring mention is that of re-af-
forestalion. I think myself that this is a
very important matter, and well worthy of
a place in the Speech. T hope the Gov-
ernment will not negleet it. I have just
returned from the goldfields. While un
there I was discussing with several work-
ing men, old friends of mine, the ques-
tion of what is going to happen next Sep-
tember, when the arbitration eourt agree-
ment in connection with mining will ter-
minate. I was told by lhese friends of
mine that there is a great probability of
a slrike oeeurring in September among
the miners. 'They quoted as a reason that
the men need not be afraid even if there
is a strike. It seems that a Federal Min-
ister of the Crown told the men that if
the emplovers sugpested to reduce their
wages, or if the men thought they were
entitled to higher wages, and the em-
plovers refused to grant it, the men were
not to be afraid, because there was work
for 4,000 of them in connection with the
Trans-Australian Railway. To my mind
this was a most injudicions thing to say,
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and no member of Parliament, no Federal
Minister, had the right to interfere as far
as apparently was done. I think, myself,
that gentleman took wp an aliogether
wrong position, and I hope that when
September comes we will be able success-
fully to appeal to our friend the Hen.
orary Minister (Hon. J. Dodd), and that
his inflnence will prevent what would be
a calamity not only to the men but to the
State itself.

The Honovary Minister (Hon. J. Dodd)
Pass the new Arbitration Bill and the
problem will solve itself,

Hon, F. COXNOR: I am not men-
tioning this subject in any spirit of an-
tagonism., In reference to the State
steamers, personally I have no objection
to the Government having steamers, but
I do object to the manner in which they
have gone about the securitig of these
steamers. As a representative of the peo-
ple, I object to the manner in which they
have gone about it, and I tell the House
that both in respeet to the meat trade,
with which T am assoeinted, and the ship-
ping buosiness, in which I have held an
interest, they have goue the wrong way
to work. If they had hought one fast
steamer and ervecied meat works, that is,
chilling and canning works at \Wyndham,
they could have made a huge suecess of
it, and, as T will fry fo prove, benefited
the community as well as the people in
the North who are now growing eattle
I may mention that ihe chilling of meat
was recommended in this State by the
Parliament, the public and the Press, as
far back as 1897, the time when these un-
fortunate restrictions with regard to ticik
were put on cattle, restrictions which
decimated the supply down here. That
was the time when these works shounld
have been established. Since then the
development of science, and of appliances
for handling this class of goods, has in-
ereased materially, and it was during the
time of the Wilson Government that
these works should have been earried out.
We arve told it was promised to the people
of the far Norih, and to the consnmer, by
that Government, that these works wonld
be built. T blame the Wilson Government
more than the Government in power to-
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day, and T could blame an individual, if
neeessary.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: Why?

Hon. F. CONNOR: Because they did
not earry out the works.

Hon, J. D. Connolly : They did not have
time,

" Hon. F. CONNOR: We were promised
in Parliament, and by members of Par-
liament whose business and duty it was
to see that fthese works were carried
through. Promises were made, and were
broken, because they were not ecarried
out—that is logical. However, I think
hefore I have finished I will have con-
vinced the membeys of the present Gov-
ernment, and of the past Government, that
my arguments at least are sound. With
regard to these boats which the Govern-
meni have purchased I ask the leader of
the House have the Government proved
the necessity for them? I hold that the
Government have not. 1 have some
figures to quote, later on, which will bear
out what I say. Have the Government
procured the eattle to carry, now that they
have the boats? Well, T know that they
have pnot. T have a cutting from a Mur-
chison paper relating to an address given
by AMr. Drew, before lis electors. He
told them about the space that Lad been
secured, and the need for four or five
boats.  These statements made by the
Minister are misleading, because I know
they are not correet. The Minister may
have thought that they were correct. T
will uot dispute that, becanze I know him
too well to think that he would say any-
thing he did not believe to be true. The
position is that I know, and he does nof
know, and I tell the House that the cattle
are not available. They are available,
but not to the Government to earry this
year by their boats. One of the hoats is
to leave Fremantle in a day or two. What
is this boat going to do? She is going
to Carnarven to load store sheep, which
will be brought to Geraldton, and dis-
charged there. Who are they to be ecar-
ried for? Ave they to be carried for the
small men, regarding whom there is all
this hullabaloo? No, but they are to be
carried for a man named Mr. Gooch.
These store sheep are to be taken to
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another port, and not to be even brought
to the city, and the purpose is to begin
to provide cheaper meat for the people.
Well, all T ean say is, God help them.
The next trip, I believe, is to be for
another poor small maun ealled M.
Samnel MeKay, and that will be for
sheep. So far, there are no ecaftle I
am informed, on pretty good authority,
that there will be another small man send-
ing a shipment down—2>Mr. Ben Copley.
I hope that, in the near future, the Gov-
ernment steamers will be earrying cattle
down for Couner, Doberty & Durack.
This is all to be done, we are told, with
the object of reducing the price of meat
for the people. Touching on the rate of
freight, the present schedule rate for
boats helonging to Holt's and to the
Adelaide Steamship Company, which are
better fitted than the Government hoats—-
I think most people who know anything
aboui, boats will agree with that—=for
. bringing cattle from Derby is £2 7s. fid.
The Government are going to reduce the
price of beef to the people here by carry-
ing cattle from Wyndham for £3. That
is their quoted rate, and I do not see how
this will work out.

Hon. C. Sommers: Are the Government
rates higher?

Hon. F. CONNOR: TYes, higher than
those existing at present, not only to
Derby but to Wyodham.

The Colonial Seeretary: That is not so;
the rates are exactly the same,

Hon. F. CONNOR: How do you know?

The Colonial Seeretary: I do know.

Hon. F. CONNOR: You do not know
what Connor, Doherty & Durack arve
charging. I know the rate you guote, and
that is 102, a head higher than the rate
we are paid, and the Government boats
will not be as good or as well fitted.

The Colonial Secretary: I Lknow the
rates we were asked to pay for our cattle.

Hon, F. CONNOR: That is with in-
surance and fodder. I will give partien-
lars of that later. The hon. member says
there are a lot of small men who cannot
get shipping space. I happen to know
that is not so, becanse at any fime my

company is offering to carry the small’

men’s cattle and sell them on commission.
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That would be done at any time when
arrangements were made; but it did not
snit them. That is the answer to that
statement.  The leader of the House
called attention, the other day, to the fact
thai all the eattle in the East Kimberley
distriet, or 80 per cent. of them, were
owned by four people, and T interjected,
asking why the Government had bought
the boats. If the Colonial Secretary is
right, there is no reason for buying the
boats, for that is the district where the
cattle must come from. Statements of
this character, published in the press, and
in Hansard, should not be made, because
I will prove that what the Minister stated
is not so. I can give my word that no
small man is debarred from shipping his
cattle. I had made a note with regard
to tick regulations, but I am glad to say
that I was informed yesterday that these
restvictions have been vemoved.  Hon.
members, however, will remewber that
this is done a few days before the Gov-
ernment steamers start. We people who
blazed the track, and opened up that
eountry, 25 years ago, and put our energy
and money into it, had to put up with
these restrictions, but when the Govern-
ment are about to start running their
boats the restrietions hurt them. T leave
hon. members to judge whether that is
right or wrong. We have beard a lot
about a monopoly; there is no monopoly.
Who would prevent anyone who desired,
like the Government is doing, from going
to the North? Anyone with money and
enterprise ean enter the trade, and the
Government can take up the growing of
cattle too—which they are not game fo
do. There is no monopoly, and there is
no ring. I will give figures later on, in-
eluding details of the biggest trade con-
eerns. I will open their letters, and their
fignres I will hand to the Government
and ask them to consen{ to their auditor
saying whetber they are incorrect. 1 wish
hon., members to understand that I am
not speaking in any spirit of antagonism.
T want members to believe that I am not
saying anything I do not theroughly be-
lieve, or that is not thoroughly proved by
my facts and figures. We hear talk about
a meat ring; I say there is none. There
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is a political ring, a caucus-ridden, hide-
bound political ring; there is a workers’
ring ; there is a Trades Hall ring; ail three
combined into one ring, working against
what is called the classes, and ealling
themselves the masses, I do not want to
belong to either the classes or the masses.
I want to be in a position so that when
I am dead my sons and wmy people will
be able fo walk down the street and shake
hands with any honest man, the veriest
labourer or the greatest in the land, and
call him brother. Are we tending towards
that? No, we are not. Why? Beeause
of some of the rings [ have mentioned.
The reference to the meat ring reminded
me of the old proverb about the ass bray-
ing at the moon; all I can say is that the
asses are braying where there is no moon,
or in this case no ring. I am speaking of
these things with the iden and object that
thiz unfortunate feeling that is getting
abroad between the classes and the masses
—although I do not want to be called oue
of the classes—should be removed. We
are here as the representatives of the
people, and it should be our bounden duty
to try and upset that idea, and abolish it
altogether, because it will not do any
good to the country, As an instance that
it will not de any good to the country, I
can quote names of some of the richest
of our people, Emanuel Brothers, R. E,
Bush, and many others, men who were
‘making their mark, but are being hunted
out, because of this ery. This is not a
good thing for the country. These men
wanted to stay here, and live here, and
be of the people; they were men who
spent money Ireely in Perth, £3,000 or
£4,000 a year. The time will come when
we will regret it; when the Government
will want taxation; and blood eannot be
drawn out of a stone; if the people have
not the money, they eannot pay it. This
idea of slinging epithets at people should
be done away with, particularly by men
in responsible positions. There is a policy
which this Government conld have initi-
ated which would have carried out all the
views which they have in mind, namely—-
a reduction in the price of living.
That would have been the opening up
of the great pastoral areas of the north.

[COUNCIL.]

ern part of Western Australia, and help-
ing the northern portion of the northern
territory of our State. The erection of
chilling works would mean the opening
up of the country, and would also mean
the paying of a fair price to the small
man about whom owr friends are talking
so mueh just now. It would also increase
materially the revenue of the Lands office,
and would mean as well an inerease in
the flocks and herds, and moreover it
would be a statesmanlike way of over-
eoming the diffienlty which exists. We
have available at Kimberley—I will not
go oniside the border of onr own State—
at least 10 million acres of land which
is lying idle, and which is equal to the
best catile country yet taken up. T re-
fer to the country which was explored
by Mr. Brockman some vears ago. and
also to that lately explored by Mr. Coni-
grave, and which i5 siluated hetween
Derby and Wyndham. I have been over
a portion of that country and I say that -
the cry about the monopoly of land is
toe absurd, hecause we have there, as I
have said, 10 million acres of land which
is of a better quality and is better
watered than that which is held at the
present time. Why is there this ery
about the taking up of huge areas of
land in the north? It is all blather-skite.
Why should not this cry be challenged?
I challenge it now. Anyone who takes
up the position of saying that there is
a monopoly in that part of the country
may think he is telling the truth, but he
certainly is not doing so. Anyone who
cares to do so c¢an inspeet the maps at
the Lands Department and see that the
land in this part of the State is de-
scribed as the best pastoral country in
the world, and yet it is all Iving idle.
Why?  Because there are no freezing
worls in some part of that territory., If
freezing works were evrected in the far
north the man with the small herds would
benefit very largely. It is admitted that
the small herds are far better than the
very large ones, because it is a well-known
fact that in eattle raising the larger the
herd the lesser is the percentage of in-
crease. Where a man has four or five
thousand head of cattle he can double
that total in about four years’ time, but
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where it is considerably over that the in-
crease is very small. T do not know why
this is, but the fact remains that it is so.
Therefore give the small man encourage-
ment by establishing works for chilling
meat and bring it down here, and it will
be found that it ean be sold very much
cheaper, and at the same time it will be
possible to nse up the waste stock which
die up there. The neglect to trade this
stock at the present time means a big
loss because it is possible to do so mueh,
such as the boiling down and the saving
of hides. At the present time the eecono-
mic waste 1s very considerable, because
there are no means of marketing the old
cows. With what result? Spaying. Hon.
members will understand what spaying
is. I should say that at least 5,000 young
heifers are spayed in the North of Austra-
lia and that means that they cannot breed
any more, and they are left to fatten and
be sent to North Queensland as stores.
Imagine what the progeny of these wounld
he. That is an economic waste; it is a
big loss to the people who own them,
because they eannot keep them there, and
there is no market for them, We should
encourage the small men to open up the
country, and while they are helping them-
selves they are increasing the lierds and
inereasing them materially, and to a
greater extent than the large holders.
This would mean that in a shert fime
there would be so many eattle there that
one establishment wounld nebt be suflici-
ently large to treat them. The Govern-
ment should think of the markets which
are outside the Fremantle and Perth cen-
tres. They should look forward to the
time when they will not be squabbling to
zet a ship Ioad of cattle to bring down
here, hut consider the future and the
question of sending the stock to all paris
of the world. T have had the honour and
pleasure of opening up a market lately,
and to that market a great deal of stock
has lLeen sent, which eannot be brought
here. Is that not a benefit to the State?
But if we had chilling works in the far
nortk we wounld not require to send the
cattle as we are doing to Manilla. We
would encourage our people at home. I
may mention for the information of the
lender of the House that last year one
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station in the far north—I refer to the
Bovril Estates—sent nine thousand store
cattle to New BSouth Wales and an-
other station sent eight thousand cattle.
The importance of establishing echilling
works cannot be over estimated, and I
would recommend hon, members to read
a book ealled “The last word in chilling,”
and I am certain that no one can fail to
read it without becoming an enthusiast
in chilling. If such works were estab-
lished at Wyndham it world be possible
to carry about 2,500 head just where at
the present time only 600 head are car-
ried, and it will be possible to carry the
greater number at about one-third the
cost being paid wnow. Moreover, we
wonld have a better quality of meat
becanse fresh killed chilled beef is
better than beef after the cattle have
been put inte a  hot steamer and
kept in a tropical climate for some
time. There is a vast distinetion between
chilled and frozen beef, but chilled meat
will not carry as frozen meat does, because
it will not stand stacking. It has to be
hung, and consequently the cost will be
more than that of frozen meat, but
chilled meat ean be ecarried at one-third
the cost of live stock. It ean be chilled
and handled for 18 days. The Govern-
ment are placing on this trade the “Mon-
golia”. which is a very fast steamer, and
if that steamer burns plenty of coal it ean
eover the journey from Wyndham to Fre-
mantle in five days; thus we would have
two days for chilling, five days to come
down, and there wounld be 13 days avail-
able for distribution. Would that not save
a great deal? I may he foring the House,
but I want to go thoroughly into this
By adopting this system tlere
would be a tremendous saving in waste.
Tt is safe to say that an animal loses from
100 to 150 lbs. in weight from the time it
is shipped until it is ready for distribu-
tion to the consnwer, and when we know
that thirty thousand head of cattle are
brought down here annually we can ve-
alise what an enormous waste there is.
Moreover, the guality of the meat be-
comes inferior. If we had works erected
in the far north it would be possible to
utilise them also for boiling down stoek,
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which might not be good enough for freez-
ing, and convert it into meat for canning,
and then there would be the possibility of
utilising the hide and horns, and the re-
mainder for fertilising purposes. As I
have already stated, there is a tremendouns
waste in connection with the handling of
cattle.  First of all however, there is
cruelty. In Amertea the shipment of
caitle is almost an industry of the past,
and they are now commencing fo bar cattle
from Argentina because of cruelty in
transport. Then there is the waste in
quality and the loss in weight. There is
also the mortality on the voyage, in some
eases nuumbering as many as 50 or 60 head
or we might say iwo per cent. By bring-
ing down the meat chilled, there would be
a saving of two-thirds of the freight. In
every shipment that comes down there is
also a lot of bruising that would be saved
if the meat were killed at Wyndham and
chilled. Then we bave to remember also
the cost of feeding the stock on the voy-
age down which runs into a good deal.
There is also attendance on board the
steamer and insurance, It is only pos-
sible to insure against mortality in the
event of total loss, and if we tried to in-
sure against the ordinary mortality the
rate would be so high that the trade conld
not stand it, And the worst feature of all
in bringing fat eattle down by steamer
for slaughter is the fact that when they
are landed at the port of distribution,
given a glutted market, whick is going to
happen soon, these cattle eannot keep the
condition on and they become stores. Then
the trouble starts; the shipper has to sell
those ecattle sometimes at less than the
cost of bringing them down and feeding
them. Only last year Mr. Macdonald of
Derby brought down a large shipment of
fat cattle and had to sell them at 27s. 6d.
a head. These are the things which the
cattle people have faced like men, and
have not growled about. I have been told
to-day that the Government have taken a
stall in the markets, and T wish them good
luek. T want to emphasise the faet that
meat chilling means better qunality for the
consumer at less cost and a better return
1t has been said that al-
though we have a great source of supply

fo the grower,
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in Kimberley, the supply lasts only for
six months. That 1s true; the condition of
the cattle lasts only for six months, but
during that six months there are plenty of
cattle there. But what is to hinder freez-
ing works at Wyndham from getting sup-
plies the whole year through by obtaining
the cattle in October and November, up to
which time their condition is still good,
and storing them either there or in the
metropolitan area? I want to tell mem-
bers that the price of eattle, when the
Kimherley season is over, is going to be
prohibitive.

Hon. R. G. Ardagh:
is the caunse of that.

Hon, F. CONNOR: There is no meat
ring. T will deal with the denseness of
the hon. member later on. What I have
said the hon, member does not helieve,
but 1t does not matter to me whether he
believes it or not. I bave told the truth.

Hon, R. G. Ardagh: I am prepared fo
believe the truth.

Hon. F. CONNOR: The lon. member
does not know the truth when he hears it,
and that is worse still, There are none
so deaf as those who will not hear and
none so blind as those who will not see.
If the Government would take a states-
manlike stand in connection with this
matter, put the proper boats on the coast,
and establish chilling works at Wynd-
ham—and not only at Wyndham hut all
along the coast in time, though Wyud-
ham is the best place for a eommence-
ment—they could sell a better quality of
heef at half the present price and give a
betier return to the producer at the other
end. The Minister for Works made a

The meat ring

*trip to the North-West recently. and he

gave me to understand that at Derby he
found there were no caifle in the distriet.
I said that I could not quite follow that
statement. He told me that the small
men had no eattle; that such heasts as
they did have were all horns and legs.
Apparently the Minister went there pre-
pared to make a contract with the small
men and to gather up all the small men’s
caitle, but he found that there were none
there to buy. There will be a shipment
from the Government farm—I will nof
call it a station—but it will not be too
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good, and the Government will not be
able to get another shipment in East
Kimberley that I know of. The state-
ment of the Colonial Seeretary that there
will be a thousand fat cattle at Derby is
not true; the cattle are not there. It is
true that the Government can get a thou-
sand head of cattle there, ten thousand
head, or twenty thousand, or fifty thou-
sand, but they cannot lay their hands on
a thousand fat cattle in West Kimberley.
In Bast Kimberley they could get 200,000
head of eattle, but they cannot get fat
cattle except those already bought.

Hon. E. McLarty: That is the point.

Hon. ¥, CONNOR: The hon. member
knows what I am talking about; there are
no fat eattle available. The Minister for
Works said that there were mno eattle
available. 1 want to tell the House that
adjacent to East Kimbdcley, say within a
radius of 450 miles of Wyndham, there
are over a million hend of cattle of which
I have full particulars. There is nothing
in my speech to-night that I am not pre-
pared to substantiate, and I have a list
here which shows that there are 55 cattle
holders within a radins of 400 or 450
miles of Wyndbam and the catile held by
them represent in round numbers 600,150,
This is a list made up to the 14th Novem-
ber, 1910, by Mr, F. C. Booty, who is an
authority.  There are probably more
cattle now because that statement is 18
months old. Independent of that number
there are a great many stations in the
Northern Territory and on the northern
border of Queensland, and if freezing
works were established at Wyndham
cattle from those places would be taken
there. 1 can put down the cattle from
those sources at from 200,000 to 250,000,
making a total of, say, 800,000 head of
cabtle within a radius of 400 miles of
Wyndham, Then again, supposing that
the Government had a man with the re-
quisite knowledge, they could, by laying
down two dips, one at Hall’s Creek and
another at Turkey Creek, bring into the
works the whole of the cattle from West
Kimberley, numbering 300,000.  That
gives a total of over a million head of
cattle available. Further than that,
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when works are established at Wyndham
it will be possible, until such time as
freezing works are established lower
down on the coast, to travel sheep from
Derby and other places for treatment at
Wyndbam. That is a scheme whick:the
Government could have gone into with
eredit to themselves, I think these figures
fimsh the argument of the Minister for
Works as to there being no cattle up
there, and it will also disprove the state-
ment made by the Colonial Secretary the
other evening in this House that S0 per
cent. of the catile in East Kimberley be-
longed to four people. That is not
the case. If these dips were established
so that West Kimberley cattle could tra-
vel through the tick country without sus-
taining any harm, the works would be of
special benefit to the Government them-
selves because they have a cattle station.

Hon. M. L. Moss: They want to wait
till the Federal Government erect freezers
at Port Darwin.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Yes. The Govern-
ment station is not in clean eountry, and
to travel cattle to Wyndham from this
station they have to pass throungh tick
eountry in which they would get tick
fever, becanse they are not immune. We
are told a lot about the high price of
beef in Perth. I have here a statement
taken from the books of Connor, Doherty,
and Durack, Limited, one of the biggest
trading eoneerns in live stoek in the Kim-
berleys, and that statement covers four
years' returns and gives absolute faets.
In 1908 they sold ecattle on the haof to
the number of 3,705, which were hrought
down from Wyndham and sold in the
market here for a gross return of £31.310
10s, 2d., an average price per head of
£5 9s. 7d.; 1n 1909 they sold 1,913 head
of eattle, the gross price being £13.821
0s. 6d., an average price per head of
£7 4s. That is the gross sale price. In
1910 they sold 3,332 head of eattle which
realised £25,335 2s. 2d., an average priee
of £7 12s. 9d. per head; in 1911 they
sold 3,797 head of cattle, realising
£28,871 5s. 7d., an average price of £7 12s.

The Colonial Less than

214d. per pound.

Seeretary:’
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Hon, F, CONNOR: I am giving the
gross average prices and these are cattie
on the hoof, alive. I have given the
live stock: now I come to dressed beef. In
1902 the number sold by the firm I have
menfioned was 1,667, The total amount
renlised was €13,328 7s. 3d., and the aver-
age priee per body £8. In 1909 the num-
ber was 1,230, the total result £7,624 1s.
11d., and the average price per body £6
4s. In 1910 the number was 1,091, the
aross price £7,047 0s. 94. and the average
price per body £6 10s. In 1911 the numw-
ber was 1,331, the gross result £3,633 9s.
and the average priece per body £6 10s.
These cattle were sold off the hooks,
dressed and delivered in Perth.

The Colonial Secretary: What price
were they sold for®

Hon. F. CONNOR: 1In 1908, the whole
of them were sold at 334d. per pound,
that is approximate; I have not worked
it out to the fraction. In 1909 the average
price per pound was 234d.; in 1910, 2344,
and in 1911, 23%4d. That is the gross
price, not allowing for eommission.

The Colonial Secretary: Who is mak-
ing the profit?

Hon. F. CONXNOR: I do not know.
These are facts; I am putting facts be-
fore members and I defy these facts to
be contradicted. The last four years this
firm handled 18,066 head of catile and
sold them here at an average price of £7
10s. per head. YWhere is all this great
wealth and the bleeding of the poor peo-
ple; where does it all come in? Wait
unti] the Government start to bring down
eattle.

The Colonial SBecretary: That would be
about 214d. per pound off the hooks.

Hon. F. CONNOR: These are facts
that 1 am giving. The hon. member can
send the Government auditor down if he
likes, and see our books; I ean assure him
the figures are correet. Mr, MeLarty
knows something about what I am talking,
and I am sare he will say that what I am
telling members is correct. Unforiunately
for me, there are not many other
members in  the House who know
much about what I am talking, I
want to make a comparison and I
will give members the total for June this
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year.  Every beast that this firm bas
killed is numbered in the markets. There
is the number of bodies, ov quarters, or
halves, or three-quarters; the price per
pound is given of every beast put throngh
the abaltoirs, which I hope some day the
Government will own, Here is 2 summary
of it, For June this firm handled 162 ear-
casses of beef averaging 563 pounds per
carcass, and the average price obtained
was £8 7s. 6d. per eareass, which is equal
to 3%d. per pound. That is all the
wealth we are taking out of the pockets
of the people. We do not get it.

The Colonial Seeretary: What is that
you are giving us?

Hon. F. CONNOR: Every body of
beef killed by Connor, Doherty, & Durack
for the month »f June, the weight,
the prices they were sold for, the indi-
vidual amount, and the total amount, and
T will tell hon. members what is more, this
is the highest price we ever got. That
does not prove the contention put forward
by the Minister that meat has fallen, he-
cause this is the highest price we have got
for a long time, and then the price is not
too high to make the business pay. Before
I finish with the fignres which I have here,
I want to explain that there is what is
called a fifth guarter, and we are told by
people, who do not know much about it,
that the fifth quarter is owr profit. You
can examine our books and see that the
whole of the fifth quarter— the hide and
the bones—is credited to an aceonnt
against which is put the cost of slanghter-
ing, the feeding of the cattle in the yard,
while there, the transmission by rail to
Perth, and the cost of selling and deliver-
ing in Perth, and it always shows a loss.

The Celonial Secretary: Yon make £1
5s. on the fifth quarter.

Hon, F. CONNOR: More than that.
That aceount shows a loss every year of
about £200, so there the fifth quarter is
aecounted for. I just want to prove to
the Minister what I said, that you can
carry dead meat at one-third of the cost
of live meat, and I will give you my au-
thority. I take ihis from the minutes of
evidence taken before the Departmental
Committee on Combinations in the Meat
Trade whick sat in England in the year
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1909. Mr. G. M. Hall was heing ex-
amined and he was asked his qualifica-
tions. Well, he is the expert for Messrs.
William Weddel and Company, and they
are the biggest handlers of chilled meat
in the world.

Hon, M. L. Moss: What are you quot-
ing from?

Hon. F. CONNOR: I am going to
quote from question 2616, and it is as
follows :—

2616. (Mr. Weddel.) Could you
give the Committee any idea of the re-
spective cost of bringing to Liverpool
the live and dead cattle?—The cost of
bringing live cattle from Buenos Ayres
to the United Kingdom on a £5 freight
makes it almost £10.

2617. (Mr. Field.) That is a £10
beast?—£10 a beast cn £5 freight.

2618, (S8ir Thomas Eliott.) Deoes
that include insurance?—7Yes, at 7%
per cent.

2619. (Mr. Weddel.) What would
the same cost be for the same animal
in the chilled trade, with the hide and
everything?—Tor the beef in the chilled
trade the cost is £3 12s. fid., and the
feet, offal, hide and tallow would come
to about 2s. 7d., that is about £3 13s.
roughly. If the animal was frozen it
would cost about 2s. Gd. less.

2620. It would cost from £5 to £0
a head more to bring live ecattle than
to bring chilled beef9—7Yes.

This is the best authority in the world,
and he was examined before a Commis-
sion in England in 1909. Following up
the price of beef, I will give the price
which the animals were sold at in Fre-
mantle on the hoof at the last four weekly
gales by public auection to the highest
bidder without reserve. That is the ring
—by public auction o the highest bidder
without reserve, whatever number of
cattle is put in the yards. If there is a
riug in connection with the cattle trade
it exists to this extent and only this, that
ihe principal sellers meet oceasionally and
arrange how many cattle they will put in
the sales. You cannot put 1,000 head of
eatile into a market that can only take
400. I admit that is done; it is done
everywhere in the world.
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The Colonial Secretary: You have not
explained the present high price of meat.

Hon. F. CONNOR: I say it is not high.

The Colonial Secretary: It is 1s. 2d.
per pound.

Hon. . CONNOR: That is not irue.

The Colonial Seeretary: It is, I have
paid that myself,

Hon. F. CONNOR: You can to-day
buy good serviceable ment—good enough
for you and good enongh for me—at 4d.
and 5d. a pound. You conld buy it yes-
terday, to-day, and you will be able o
buy it to-morrow.

The Colonial Secretary: I say I have
paid 1s. 2d. a pound.

Hon. P, CONNOR: I do not deny that;
for the best rump steak you may pay
that, You will pay that amount in Mel-
bourne and Sydney. I say again, taking
into consideration the conditions under
which the cattle are prodnced, the amounnt
of working cost, freight, fodder, insur-
ance, and all the expenditure between
here and the place where the cattle are
grown, the cheapest beef in the world is
sold heve to-day. I challenge anyone to
contradict that statement, and I have
given the anthorities. On the hoof at
Fremantle for the last four weekly sales,
the price averaged from 3d. to 4l5d.. that
is for as prime stuff as was ever pul on
any market in the world. The highest
price was 4%d. and the lowest less than
3d., but T am putting the average price
down at 4d. ~

The Colonial Seeretary: Slaughtered.

Hon. ¥. CONNOR: This is dressed
meat. This is the weight the people
bought and they are good judges of
weights, In Melbourne to-day beef is re-
ported as selling up to 40s. a ewt, and
in Adelaide it is selling at 37s. 6d. a ewt.,
with a probable rise to 45s. a cwt. before
the end of July. It will certainly rise;
Mr, iidman, who is an anthority. has
stated publicly that beef will be 43s. a
ewt. in Adelaide. I do not guote Sydney,
I think the prices are lower there. but
there is very little prime stuff available.
Now, the cost of marketing in Sydney,
Melbourne, and Adelaide is shillings as
against pounds here. A great deal of the
stuff is walked into the sale yards. and
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what is not walked in goes short distances
by rail, costing a few shillings per head.
In a few minutes I ghall show what it
costs us lo bring beef here, and members
will be astonished when they hear the
figures.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: And to hold it
here also.

Hen. F. CONNOR: Yes, and to hold it
also, The benefit of railing and droving,
as against shipping, must surely show
that shippers are under great disadvani-
ages. I shall give full partieunlars in a
few minutes, but just now I want to show
that two or thrvee days ago, when I went
to the markets to make sure of the prices,
beef was hung up and offered at from
214d. to 44d. per pound at the highest.
Compare these prices with the price mut-
ton has been feteching. Mutton has been
abnormally high, I have seen mutton sold
in the North ¥wemantle markets at 9d.
a pound on the hoof, and the average
price was 7¥%d. On Tuesday at Souib
Fremantle beef sold at 31%d. a pound.
On Wednesday at North Fremantle mut-
ton sold at 7%4d. a pound. Yet there is
not a word ahout the man who grows the
mutton, and gets that price. The only
ery is ngainst the “beef buecaneers.” The
small man, or the big man, that grows
mutton, not a word abont him! We hear
nothing from those people who how! and
blatherskite about the meat ring; we hear
nothing from them about those who make
huge fortunes out of sheep. Now, I shall
prove that the man shipping cattle does
not get very much out of it when the
cattle are delivered down here. If we
were dependent on the Eastern States, if
we did not have the despised Kimberley
to draw upon, we would bhe paying more
than we could buy it here for, plus the
cost of freight and charges in bringing
it here; and then the people could not
eat it, they would have to live on some
of those stingarees, I think it was, that
the Government steamer brought down the
other day. Here are some figures in re-
gard to the cost of marketing beef from
Wyndham. The Government steamer
freight is quoted at £3 a head. The aver-
age price of droving to port is 6s, a head.
In some cases it costs 10s. and in some
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eases it costs 3s., but I am giving a very
conservative estimate of the cost at 6s.
Then there is fodder on the voyage; that
costs 7s. Gd. per head. TFodder in the
yards costs Os. 6d. per head. Wharfage
at Wyndham, a Government charge, is
1s. 6d. per head; and wharfage at Fre-
mantle, also a Government charge, is 1s.
6d. per head. Harbour dues, a Govern-
ment charge, are 3d. per head; the dip-
ping charge, also & Government charge, is
6d. per head. Then there is insurance on
total loss, 1s, 6d. per head. We cannot
insure against mortality; it would be too
high, something like 10 per eent. Then
we have the cattlemen’s wages, 2s, per
head. Added to that we have the commniis-
sion on sales and handling after landing,
and petty cash disbursements, 7s. 6d. per
head, and that is a conservative estimate.
The whole runs into £4 155, 2d. per head.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Are the Govern-
ment to pay all those charges?

Hon. F. CONNOR: Of course. It re-
minds me of something T was informed of
to-day, that the manager of the Govern-
ment cattle station is very much afraid
that he will meet a bad market and have
to sell his cattle eheaply. I believe he
is quite right.

Hon. W. Kingsmill: If the Govern-
ment do not pay wharfage they will lose
the revenue.

Hon. F. CONNOR: When I mention
£4 15s. 2d. per head as the cost, it is with-
out reckoning on mortality. It is neces-
sary to add something for mortality.

The Colonial Seeretary: Do you mean
to say it eosts £1 15s. 2d. to deliver af
Fremantle apart from the freight?

Hon. . CONNOR: Yes, and when the
Government start to earry the eattle they
will find that out.

Hon. W. Patrick: Do yon have to pay
freight on the cattle that die?

Hon. F. CONNOR: Yes.

Hon., E. McLarty: On every beast.

Hon. F. CONNOR: There is a sympa-
thiser. 1 have a sympathiser at last.

Hon. E. MecLarty: I paid freight on
50.dead bullocks in one boat,

Hon. F. CONNOR: When the Gov-
ernment eommence I hope they will be
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generous and allow us a little for the
dead ones.

The Colonial Secretary: Yon sold at
£6 10s. and it cost £4 15s. 2d. to land
the cattle?

Hon. . CONNOR: Yes. I was giving
you the averages at sales. We have sold
this year in Copley’s vards, before 30 or
40 butchers, at £6 a head—that is in this
year of great prices—and when the Gov-
ernment are bringing down their store
catlle, as they wust do, in Augusl, they
will have to sell them, some of (hem,
at lower than £6, and will have to take
six mmonths’ bills. T do not know how they
are going to finance it. The Government
are going to have their own Government
auctioneer, and they ave going to sell for
eash. They eannot sell store eattle for
cash. No one will buy them; no one can
buy them for eash,

Hon, E. McLariy:
have to finance it.

Hon, P, CONNOR: Taking all these
faets info cousideration, all the cost added
to the mortality in transit, and all the
charges I have enumerated—taking all
these into eonsideration, there is no place
in the wide world where beef is sold as
cheaply as it is in Perth and Fremantle;
and I defy anyone to dispute these fig-
ures. Why do the Government want to
go into this for cheap meat? We will
sell cheap meat to the Government. When
T was in Manilla trying to epen up an
industry of this eountry T had the honour
and pleasure of entertaining the late Mr.
Batchelor and Mr. Pearce, members of
the Federal Ministry; and they were very
anxious indeed for the opening up of the
Northern Territory. 1 had a long dis-
enssion with them about it, and T teld
them the Western Australian Government
were proposing to build chilling works
at  Wyndham—it was then the Wilson
Government—hut the Tederal Ministers
laughed and told me that they would have
chilling works at Port Darwin while we
were thinking about it in Western Aus-
tralia. They could easily do it. Then,
what is going to happen if we do not
build chilling works at Wyndham and
they do at Port Darwin? What will be
the price of heef then it will be hard to
say, because, whevever the first works are

The taxpayers will
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built, there the trade will go. Mv. Batehe-
lor was very mueh in earnest about it,
and I believe that if he had lived the
works would have beentoperating at Pout
Darwin  new.  What wounld happen?
What would be the price we would pay
for our heef if works were established
at Port Darwin? The supply now coming
from Kimberleyv would wot come here.
The caltle growers could vot afford to
send the catile here. It would have paid
us better, in regard to the prime eattle
we brought down to Fremantle, to have
boiled them down, if we had had ihe ve-
quisite works at Wyndham, instead of
bringing them down here. All these
vears, and going back to the early days
of the goldfields—and the firm I have
been talking about was operating there
and owned a lot 6f retail butchers’ shops
—the ery was raised about the enormous
price of beef, but I can tell hon. members
that after four or five years of trading
that firm wrote off £34,000 without
charging interest on it. And that was in
the good times. Then go back two or
three years here and talk about buteher-
ing. Look at the firm of G. 8. Yuille &
Company, They came here to try to
steal the trade, as people of the Northern
Territory ave going to try to steal our
trade. What happened to them? They
did not spend more than four or five years
in the trade and lost £30,000. Yet we
are told all this rubbish.

Hon. W. Patrick: Did they lose that
in this State?

Hou. F. CONNOR: Yes. PPort Dar-
win wants this trade. They have already
built shipping yards there, and a ship-
ment of cattle which should have ecome
throngh Wyndham has gone there and
been shipped to Manilla. Every encour-
agement possible is given there.  The
Federal Government have canvassers in
Manilla trying to steal our trade, and they
will do it if we do not look out and get
guickly to work. The Americans say,
when they are in a hurry, “get busy’’; I
tell this Government to get busy and to
get busy at once. The Federal people
have promised the Manilla boyers,
prineipally My. Lichanco, the one with
whom I made a hig eontraet, that if he
will hring Lis ecatile through Port Dar-
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win, they will build a railway to the base
of sopplies; that will be to the KEast
Kimberley border; and it will be to steal
the cattle trade from this State. Think
that np and size it up. Is it not a seri-
ous position for this State? I hold it
is. A ship was loaded in Port Darwin
in 14 hours, it was supposed to take over
four or five days, but it shows the facili-
ties they have; the cattle had to be
trucked in the yard and taken down the
wharf.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Before tea T was
discussing the question of the Federal
Government frying to steal our trade,
They are trying to steal it; that is a nice
brotherly feeling. Since I lefi the Cham-
ber I have learned of a wrong impression
existing in the minds of some hon. mem-
bers owing to the indifferent way in
whieh I expressed myself before tea, I
mentioned the name of a buyer of ecattle
in Manilla, one Lichanco, and from what
I said it was thought that the Govern-
meni were going to rail their cattle in
the Philippine Islands. That was not
the meaning I was trying fo convey.
What T meant to say was that the Federal
Government have their emissaries at
work, and that they have promised that
if this cattle dealer or meat distributor,
or beef buceaneer—whatever you like to
term him—if he would guarantee that his
requirements of cattle should be shipped
at Port Darwin, the Federal Government
would be prepared to build a railway out
to the souree of supply, which, as yon
know, is not altogether in Western Aus-
tralia, but on the border of the Northern
Territory of Sonth Awnstralia and the
northern border of Western Australia. I
hope that I have made that clear, and
that hon. members will understand it
The proposals of the Government to build
ahattoirs and sale-yards at Midland June-
tion and at North Fremantle meet with
my disapproval, and I can pay myself the
compliment of saying that in that respect
I am practical, because I know something
of this business. 1 know that there is
only one place which is most suitable for
that yarticular trade. That is South Fre-
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mantle, where the trade is practically
carried on at present. Let us take, first,
Midland Juuetion, and bear in mind that
two-thirds of the meat supply of this
part of Western Australia is brought by
sea, and must therefore land at Fre-
mantle. Surely the Government are not
going to say that in any season of the
year they propose to carry sea-borne
stock to Midland Junction by rail, then
return it again to, say, even Perth, or to
go further and carry it to Fremantle, and
expect that any sane man would entertain
that proposition. Therefore I treat the
proposition of having sale-yards at Mid-
land Junetion, not with econtempi—he-
cause, after all, a certain proportion of
the meat consumed is brought to Midland
Junection by rail—but I treat it as heing
an absurd proposition, which would not
be iu the interests of the State if it were
carried out. The Midland Junetion peo-
ple claim that all the meat which comes
inte consumption must go through Mid-
land Junection. I would point out, how-
aver, that even in the off season—1I do not
mean the Kimberley season, but even in
the off season—the nearest place for a
very large proportion of the supplies of
meat—that is not mevely of beef, but of
mutton, beef, and pork—the nearest abat-
toirs or sale-yards that could he estab-
lished for, say, the Great Seuthern wonld
be at Sonth Fremantle. Because the stoek
will not have to come to Midland June-
tion, but will come to Fremantle, and
there is a direct railway service between
Armadale and South Fremanile, Now
that, I think, in itself is suflicient to prove
that abattoirs at Midland Junection would
not he a profitable scheme for the Gov-
ernment to enter into. I eome now to
North Fremantle. How, in their wisdom,
that was proposed, I do not know: be-
cause if there is one site more unsunitable
than another for these works and for
these sale-yards it is North Fremantle.
T will give my reasons for this—praetical
reasons and not theorvetical. I am in-
elined to think the Government are being
governed by theorists. Mr. Cairns, T
think, is their adviser, and although he is
a very able man for whom I entertain a
good deal of respeet, still T think he is
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a theorist of theorists. At Novth Fre-
mantle, where the Government propose
to put these yards, the very utmost area
of land they can get is 15 acres. I be-
lieve T am correet in saying that 15 acres
is the utmost they can get at North Fre-
manfle, A very mmch larger area will be
necessary if we are to get a congestion
of stock. and we are bound to get it. If
there are any practical catile or sheep
men here, they will agree with me that for
the handling of 2,000 head of cattle, and
from 8,000 to 10,000 head of sheep a very
mueh larger area than 15 aeres would be
reqoired, 1 unhesitatingly say that, on-
less the Giovernment start their chilling

works in the North, the time will arrive

when North Fremantle with its develop-
ments eannot possibly earry that traffie.
There is not the room there for it. We
require neaver 300 aeres than 15 aeres to
handle that stock. Anybody who knows
that trade must know that the cost of
having to truck the ecabtle to the sale-
yards and truck them back again wounld
be prohibitive. As for paddocking in
North Fremantle, there are no paddocks
there {o hold the stock. Tt is a narrow
neck of land befween the river and the
sea. Apart from the railway there is no
means of getting the stock away unless
von swim them across the river or across
the sen. Some hon. members know some-
thing of the pastoral business, and T will
ask any of them, if they had to handle
stock, would they agree to have them
twice trained? Yet that is what will
have to be done if the abattoirs are bmlt
at North Fremantle, where the time will
most eertainly come when there will be
no room at all to handie stock. There
are no roads, no paddocks, no approaches,
but simply bridges? You might manage
to drive a few sheep across the bridges,

but you could not drive Kimberley
bulloecks across them, ‘'hecanse these
animals are sometimes very wild.

May [ just refer to a letter which ap-
peared in the 1West Australien about three
weeks aco. It evidently had not passed
anyoue who had a right to see “whether
the contents of the letter were zood, bad,
or indifferent, 1t referred to the faei
that beef was too dear and that the prices

were prohibitive. This letter stated that
the price of eattle on that day was £11
7s. 6d. per head. T will tell hon. mem-
bers that on that day at the sale referved
to four very large, heavy, quiet bullocks
were sold at £11 7s. 6d. per liead. So
far, so good. This letter appeared and
went before the publie, and a great num-
ber of people believed it to be true that
the price of eattle on that day was £11
7s. Gd. Again I must mention my own
firm to make myself clear, and I must
apologige for doing so. My firm on that
day put 265 head of cattle into those
stock-yards, and among them were these
four bullocks, but the gross average price
for the 265 head, including the four at
£11 7s. 6d., returned to the growers of
those cattle, after paying the expenses
for bring them here, was £7 155, 9d. Yet
the information goes out to the public
that these bullocks realised £11 7s. 6d.
I do not blame the public for believing
it, but it is not my provinee to refute all
that appears in the public Press, and 1
am not going to try to do it. If the pub-
lic and the Press are prepaved to be gulled
by silly focls who do not know what they
are talking about, and who write this
stuff, they ean. T would ask the leader
of the House when the overnment went
in for this meat-cheapening, which I think
I have proved will make meat dearer, why
did they not, before entering into a big
thing like this, consult Parliament, and
both Honses of Parliament. When thay
did net consult Parliament, whom did they
consalt?

The Colonial Seeretary : I cannot
reply; you have prevented me from
replying,

Hen. F. CONNOR: The Mintster had
enough to reply to in eonneetion with
the constitntional aspect,

Hon. M. T.. Moss: I put the same ques-
tion and the Minister wounld not answer
it. Mr. Dodd ean answer presently.

Hon. . CONNOQR: What expert did
they eonsult; what practical man did they
consult? Was it Mr. Cairns? Although
T like Mr. Cairns personally and think
he is a very able man, still he should not
be the power behind the throne in a Lhing
like this. "We should be the power be-
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hind the throne; not the trades unions,
not the Labour party, but the Hounses of
Parliament.  Let me tell hon. members
that I do not want for one instaut to bring
the House into the position of being
a party House. I am of no party while
I am in this House; I am here to express
the honest convictions and opinions I hold
towards the well-being of the public at
large. The leader of the House siated in
reply to an interjection while discussing
the meat question, that he was paying 1s.
2d. per pound for beef. While I give him
credit for having more sense, as there
was no necessity for him to pay 1s. 24.
a pound, I point out also this faet, that
if he sold a body of beef off the hooks
there would be five pounds of that worth
1s. 2d. Yet this is the way the Minister
of the Crown discusses this question, with-
out knowing what he is talking about. It
goes out to the world that the Hon. Mr.
Drew in the Upper House said he was
paying 1s. 2d. a pound for beef.

The Colonial Secretary: Quite correct.

Hon. F. CONNOR: I do not say youn
did not pay that, but I say it is not the
price of beef, and the honourable gentle-
man, in my opinion, is not doing his duty
to this country or to the people who ave
trving fo develop this country, or to the
people who are being abused unfairly,
to aecentuate that statement after having
heard what T have told him. T have given
him the figures {o chew up. It is not fair
to say that, and {o continue to repeat it
Supposing, however, the Minister was
asked to pay 2s. 6d. a pound and he paid
it, wounld that be the price of heef? It
is unstatesmanlike—I will not say un-
gentlemanly—and very impolitie, of the
hon. member to continue to take up that
position that the price of beef is 1s. 2d.
a pound. because it is not.

The Colonial Secretary: I said the best
steak was 1s. 2d.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Youn said your
bee..

The Colenial Seeretary: I said the hest
stenk,

Hon, I. CONNOR: The policy of the
Government, as far as I ean understand,
is to wipe the beef buceaneers out, to let
the mutton buecaneers, or the fruit bue-
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caneers, or the fish buceaneers, or the
political buceaneers continne, but to wipe
out the beef buccaneers. The meat ring,
bowever, is (he political ery of the mo-
ment. May I here refer to the advent
to this Fouse of new blood. The speeches
of the honourable gentiemen who moved
and seconded the motion for the adoption
of the Address-in-reply, and those by ihe
other members, the Hon, Mr. Colebatch
and the Hon. Mr. Sanderson, prove that
the new blood is a good thing, but let us
hope—and I am referving (o both sides
—that it is not the starting peint of turn-
ing this House into a party House, I hope
that sueh a thing will never eventuate.
Let us diseuss these things on bare merits.
Let members in another place disenss
them on party lines if they like, but keep
party lines out of this House. I can say
that, hecanse when I was in ancther place
which is a party House. I was the first
diveet representative of Labour in that
Honse. That was when the old Kimberley
goldfields existed, so that I can offer ad-
vice after {wenty years in polities. It is
presumptuous perbaps, but I am old
enough to be presumptvons. T can chal-
lenge anyone who wants to make this a
party House, and who might suggest that
I am against the policy of the Govern-
ment, to go back in the history of politics
almost since the ineeption of responsible
Government, to read Hansard, and fto
show me any division on any Labour
question in which I voted for the “Noes.”
Sueli a thing I have not done. I intro-
duce that to show that I have no animosity’
agninst the party which is in power in
another place, I would suggest that some
consideration should be given to the pio-
neers of the industries in this ceuntry.
Awmongst the pioneers were the miners and
the pastoralists. I am froing back now to
188G, 26 years ago, when I arrived in Aus-
tralin. Now, consideration has been given
to the miners, and justly so, and they re-
¢uire even more consideration than they
have received in the past if the finances of
the connhry will allow it; but very little
consideration indeed has heen ziven to
the pastoralists who artived in the north
of this State 26 years ago, and as far as
the proposals of the present Government
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are concerned—I am referring to the peo-
ple of the far north who went there and
spent their money and the best of
their lives in the development of that
country—there is no consideration for
them. The oniy thing seems to be to wipe
them out, to wipe out the beef buecaneers,
the meat ring, which lhas put meat up,
as the Colonial Secretary says, to
1s. 2d. a pound. That is not the cor-

reet position, I have heard it said
that we- cannot wipe them out. It
is possible, but if we do we must
first wipe out the indusiry. Are

we prepared, as representatives of the
people, to wipe ont that industry, the
pioneer industry, the industry that made
it possible for miners to go to Hall's
Creek and open up that ecountry. That
seems to be the proposal in the poliey of
the present party in power, and I say it
is a bad policy. We want to be pioneers
still. I am gefting into years now, and
yet I am a pioneer. I pioneered the open-
ing up of mew markets, and I am pre-
pared still to pioneer the opening up of
new markets, not ouly in meat, but in
wool and timber, and wheat and fruit. I
am told I will be doing this for the black
hordes of the Orient. 'With that I do not
I prefer to believe that Brother
Jonathan is prepared now and at any
time to take us by the hand and to say
“1 am your brother.” With the Americans
in Manilla we are opening up a ftrade.
Are we only to send our produce to Perth
and I'remantle and the goldfields? Is
that our ambition? Arve we going to sit
down and produce only sufficient for our
own small requirements? We must live on
export; we shall have to live on export.
1We must not remain anp isolated commu-
nity in the affairs of the world; if we are,
I for one will try as soon as I ean to get
out of the country. The great question of
the population of the country comes next,
and the most important part of this ecoun-
try that we want to populate is the North
because if ever there is to be an invasion
from the Oriental races, those people will
naturally attack the North first, because
there there will be the least resistance.
If we are prepared to say that we want
only to produce enough cattle there to

“ably in the whole of Australia.
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supply our markets down here, I think it
would be better to make up our minds to
hand back that eountry to the aborvigines,
or to the Japanese or the Chinese, or some
other of those races, at once, so that they
might make some use of it. It can he
made nse of, and it can be made a closer
proposition, in time to come, but not vet.
There is, however, only one way in which
we ean make use of the North, at present,
and that is by enconraging the growing of
cattle, and by giving faecilities, so that we
ean market the stock not only bere but in
other parts of the world, and the only
way to do that is by starting work wherve-
by chilling will first be undertaken, and
the production of meat extract, and the
canning of meat ean afterwards he car-
ried out. Canning works in America are
a thing of the past. Why? Because beef
is too dear there now. TWhat au oppor-
tonity there is to open up in the north of
this country works for eanning meat, and
we must remember that canned meat is
used even by onrselves in huge guantities.
I am afraid T have rather wearied hon.
members, bat I have not many more re-
marks to make, I would like to add that
if socialism is to be the policy then the
Government must go the whole hog. There
is at the present time in Fast Kimberley
the best bred herd of caftle to he found
in apy part of Norlh Australia, or prob-
What I
am going to say now I am afraid might
be regarded by the House as a trading
proposition, and T will ask yowr permis-
sion, Mr, President, to mention it, but T
may say that I am referring to it also by
way of argument. What I desire to say
is that the Government can here and now
purehase the best bred herd of cattle, the
breeding of which has cost tens of thou-
sands of pounds for the importation of

stud bulls inte that part of the
State from England, Scotland, Queens-
land, Victoria, New South Whales,

South Australia, and New Zealand. I
make the offer to the Government that

they ean purchase this herd, and if they
want to make the proposition which they
are embarking upon a payable one, that
herd of cattle ¢an be purchased at bang-
tail muster at £2 10s. per head.
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Hon. J, F. Cullen:
offer made?

Hon.. F. CONXOR: By me, and the
offer is genuine. Now I desire to make
another little inquiry, and perhaps the
Colonial Secretary will give me the in-
formation, Are the Government going to
use Collie coal in their steamers?

The Colonial Secretary: Yes, bat not
entirely.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Are they going to
use bunker coal? Tloes the Colonial See-
retary know what bunker coal is?

The Colonial Seeretary: We infend to
use a prefty big percentage of it.

Hon. I'. CONNOR: Bunker coal?

The Colonial Secretary: I am doubt-
ful about that. .

Haon, P, CONNOR: That is just what
I want to know; but T will not proceed
with my questioning if T am out of order.
Are the Government going to use it as
bunker coal?

Hon. W. Patrick: The Minister has
already told you the Government are
going to use a large percentage.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Perhaps the Min-
ister does not like to answer my question?

The Colonial Seeretary: I think youn
had better give notice of it.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Then again, by
way of a question, which the Minister need
not answer;

The PRESIDENT: I do not think
this is the proper time for asking ques-
tions.

Hon, ¥, CONNOR: Then I will make
a statement, and I apologise for having
taken so mueh liberty. I was going to ask
the question of the Government as to
whether they were insuring their steamers
against spontaneous combustion, but I
will not ask it now. I will only advise
the Government that if they are going to
use Collie eonl for bunkering purposes it
will be necessary to insure the steamers
to the very fullest extent.

Hon, E. MeLarty: Other ships are
using 1it. )

Hon. F. CONNOR: 5o did the “Tan-
gier,” and she took fire in four different
places. With regard to the store cattle
which the Government propose to bring
down on their own steamers, and which

By whom is the
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were grown by the State, are the Govern-
ment going to sell them on terms or are
they going to hold the cattle here uniil
they fatten? I would also have liked 1o
ask ibe leader of the House whether
caucus were unanimous or not on this
question, and I was going to tell him that
the majority of eaucus were not roled by
the majority, because added to the min-
ority of cauens are the votes in opposi-
tion, and then you have minority rule.
Member:; That is Irish.

Hon, F. CONNOR: There is nothing
Irish about ii. There is a caueos, and
there is a majority in that cameus who
decide what the poliey of this Parliament
shall be. Now I would like to ask the
leader of the Honse whether he is in eu-
tire sympathy with every measure which
canens propounds, and whieh the hon.
gentleman must, oceupying the position
that he fills, endeavour to pass through
this House? T would like to know whether
he is in sympathy with every measure
proposed in cauens? I do npot think T
should ask that question, but I do know
that the hon. gentleman is at least truth-
ful, and that he will not answer it. We
take this cauecus majority which exists.
Two or three men in that eaucus influence
the majority. Take the minority in the
cancus, and add that minority to the
minovity which represents the Liberal
party in another place, and I say, and it
cannot be disputed, that at the present
time we are governed by a minority. I
have just about come to the end of my
tether, and I must apologise for having
been so garruluos. Let us see now what
are the proposals of the Government, and
hon. members may be surprised. Perhaps
I should not say that they are all pro-
posals, because some of them are only
“in the air,” All these represent a total
expenditure of about eleven millions. Tt
is proposed to spend £1,400,000 on the
Transcontinental Railway, being 350
miles at £4,000 a mile; and for the pur-
chase of rolling stock for the 4ft. 8%%in.
gauge £600,000 is proposed. These two
items alone total £2,000,000. Then
500 miles of railway bave been authorised
at a cost of, say, £1,500 a mile, and this
makes a toftal of £750,000; rolling stock



is required for these new lines, for those

already constructed, and of which the

Railway Department are at present very
short; this is put down at £500,000. There
is the Esperance railway. 1 put nothing
down for that, and T think that is about
what it will cost. There are workers’
homes, hailf a million.

Hon. J. Cornell; Not at Kalgoorlie.

Hon, F. CONNOR: It may be more or
less, I am not tied down to a million or
two in this policy. There is the purchase
of the Midland Railway in the air, and
I think it will be purchased by this Gov-
ernment, if they are let loose. That will
be another two million pounds. There is
the purchase of the Perth electric tram-
ways at a cost of, say, half a million; and
extensions, new works, and rolling stock
for that particular scheme will involve
another half million. That makes a
million.

Hon. J. W, Kirwan: The other Gov-
ernment starved the country; the present
Government have to do this,

Hon. ¥. CONNOR: Then there is the
Agrieultural Bank.

Hon, J. D. Connelly: They will have
no Savings Bank soon.

Hon, F. CONNOR: I am eowming to the
Savings Baunk. There is the Agricultuval
Bank, which at present owes to the Sav-
ings Bank anything bebween one and a-
quarter and one and a-half millions, and
in the opinion of the manager of that
bank it will take another million or two
millions, as the case may be, on the policy
recommended by the Government, which
I do not for one moment dispute is right.
1 say the policy is right there, and I will
follow the Government in that respect,
but [ am putting figures before members,
and I inelude the Agvienltural Bank be-
cause I believe that the Savings Bank
will soon be monopolised by the Federal
Bank.

Hon. J. F, Cullen: With the eonsent of
our Government,

Hon. F. CONNOR: They will take it
in spite of the State Government because
they have the machinery to work it, and
we have not. They will get the money
through the Post Offices, and when they
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get the money this Parliament will have
to find money te pay them what the Agri-
cultural Bank owes the Savings Bank, ar
they will take away our Agricultural Bank
and all the securities held by that institu-
tion. That has nothing to do with the
further moneys required for the Aeri-
cultural Bank, in connection with which
T am entirely in aceord with the policy of
the Government. I put the figures down
at two millions, but three millions would
not eover it. For State sawmills I allow
another half million. Other State enter-
prises may be included in a lump sum.
They consist of (a) ferries; (b) milk
supply, (e) brickaworks, (d) agriecnltural
implements, (e) State hotels, and (f)
steamers.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: What about fish?

Hon, . CONNOR: T forgot fish, bul
those items bring the total up Lo
£9,750,000. Then theve is a little Dbo#n
bouche to come at the finish. There ave
harbour works at Bunbury, Geraldion,
and Albany, and Esperance, I believe.
That is another quarter of a million, not
ineluding the new dock at Fremantle,
which will run into a million pounds,
giving a graud total of £11,000.000 alto-
gether. I wish it to be clearly understood
that T have nothing personal! against the
present Ministry, and if anything which
I have said gives that impression T apolo-
gise for it; but T have no eonfidence in
their policy. When that programme is
put before the English people, and when
it is shown that our indebiedness is £76
per head, even allowing for the sinking
fund which is in London—when, T say,
this programme is put before the English
people to whom we must look for our
money, it will appear to them, and it will
be true, that if we borrow that money
and do not get more population our in-
debtedness will then be £100 per head.
The English people will not lend that
money, we cammot get it from anyone else,
and consequently the development of the
country will be retarded. T repeat that I
bhave nothing personal against any mem-
ber of the Ministry, but I disagree en-
tirely with their policy, which T say is
not in the best interests of the country
at large,
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The PRESIDENT: The question be-
fore the House is the amendment to the
Address-in-reply,

Hon. R, J. LYNN (West): As one of
the last reeruits to this House, and having
just come from rather a strenuous elee-
fion in connection with the late biennial
elections, I desire for a moment to deal
with, and quote some figures relating to,
the last general election in comparison
with the province election. The last gen-
eral election resulted in a majority in the
Perth and Fremantle electorates of 5,647
votes in favour of the present Administra-
tion. The provinece elections, held within
eight months of the general elections, re-
sulted in the Labour party, who contested
every seat in the interest of the poliey
put forward by that party, being in a
minority of 3,500 votes. During that elee-
tion, and in my own campaign, I endeav-
oured to maintain this House as a non-
party Chamber, and whilst, as the Colo-
nial Secretary mentioned, he had many
Liberal supporters opposing him in his
electorate, I can also stress the faet that
I had practically all the Ministers in
opposition to me in the West Pro-
vince. I think the figures I have quoted
clearly demonstrate that the electors in
the coastal distriets, at least, have,
decided to reject the Labour party’s
policy for the abolition of this House.
The electors have shown themselves to be
hostile to the non-alienation of Crown
lands; they distrust the financial eapaecity
of the present Administration, and they
are dubious of the outcome of the Gov-
ernment’s many socialistic schemes, In
connection with the purchase of steamers
for the North-West coast, T can claim,
after many years’ shipping experi-
ence on the coast of Fremantle, that the
Government, in embarking on this scheme,
have apparently not received very pgood
advice or taken opinions from experts in
this matter. Their reasons for embark-
ing on the scheme have nnfortunately
heen givenr as many. The first was owing
to the rates of freight quoted on chis
coast, and for the information of this
House T desire to give members a ecom-
parative statement of the rates existing
between the Eastern States and Fre
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mantle and for similar distances on our
north-west coast. From Port Hedland
to Fremantle stock is being carried at
30s. per head, A corresponding distance
from Fremantle is Adelaide, and the
freight is £3 155, From Derby to Fre-
mantle the freight is £2 7s. Gd., and from
Melhourne to Fremantle £4; from Wynd-
ham to Fremantle £3 10s., and from Sxyd-
ney to Fremantle £4 10s. Now, I think
that will elearly demonstrate to the House
that the rates as guoted on the north-
west coast ave not exeessive, and in view
of the Government rates to-day being the
schednle rates of the alleged shipping
ring, that should be sufficient to show that
the reason for embarking on this scheme
is not owing to the high rates prevailing.
The seeond reason given—and 1 think
perhaps in this direction it would he wise
if the Government were to exercise some
censorship respecting the many eonflict-
ing statements appearing from day to
day—the second reason is to assist small
shippers who are unable to obtain freights
from the alleged shipping ring; but in
order to refute this I need only quote the
fact that the July shipments of the
“Darius” have been engaged by one of
the wealthiest squatters on the north-west
coast, and that only bhecause, the feed
being poor in the North-West, he desires
to transfer lis stock to another station
in the South. The same thing applies to
the August shipments of the “Darius”;
lnrge squatters in the North have secured
space for the Angust shipments. In view
of that, and seeing that the stoek is not
coming into consumption, can the second
argument brought forward by the Ad-
ministration, namely, assistance to the
small shippers, be accepted as correct?
If so, the only conclusion that can he ar-
rived at is that we have no small shippers
on our north-west coast. The third reason
is the reduction in the eost of living. Tf
the rates prevailing are not to be reduced,
and if additional ecompetition is unable to
be brought about by the small shippers
on the north-west coast, then it will be
impossible, on the arguments put forward,
for the cost of living to he reduced; bnt
during my eampaign it was strenuously
argued that owing to the excessive cost
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of living something should be done by the
Government in order to bring about a re-
duetion. I was asked on more than one
occasion whether, if returned, I would
support some scheme being initiated in
order to earry this into effect; and al-
though perhaps Mr. Sanderson will not
agree with me on this, I said I was quite
willing to enter inte any arrangement
that could possibly be made in order io
carry this into effect. I have no desire
to say that the Government have no ex-
perience. It is all very true that what
one man can do another can do. Yes; bui
only if he has the training, aptitude, and
capability. We find the first step made
by the Government, not a step of good,
steady progress, but a plunge into the
deep in order to carry inte effeet a pavt
of their poliey irrespective of the conse-
quences. The Premier has stated that the
“Mongolia” cost £39,500 and the “Darins”
£17,000, or a total of £56,500. To bring
these steamers here and equip them for
that trade, he said, would cost an addi-
tional £3,500, making a total of £60,000.
Had the Government exercised that dis-
eretion they ought to have done, the first
thing in eonnection with placing boats on
the north-west eoast or embarking on any
scheme would be fo some exient to prove
the value of the trade they were entering
into. This is not a trade that is being
entered into irrvespeetive of competition;
and in view of the competitive nature of
this scheme, certain advice should have
been sought and aceepted. Had they
chartered a steamer for the seven months
of the cattle season they would have been
in the position of bringing down stock
from the North-West free of charge,
without spending a shilling on capital ae-
connt and without ercating a department,
and being in the same position as they
are to-day. The life of the “Darins” has
been lived, the “Mongolia,” with a further
ten years of life, will be obsolete, and
with 10 per cent. for depreciation and 4
per cent. for interest on capital, £8,400
would have provided for the charter of a
boat during the caitle season and brought
-down stock free of charge and without
-any expenditure on eapital account or
without ¢reating a departmenti. This, I
contend, would have given them an op-
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portunity of proving the value of the
trade; and if successful in this direction,
then a scheme could have been embarked
upon with every degree of success; but,
as it is, so far as I ean see from my
knowledge of this coast, and of the tidal
ports, and of the difficulties surrounding
navigation, and of the small amount of
cargo offering, and of the many numerous
ports at which the stenmers have to eall, T
think the scheme is doomed to failure. I
am glad the Government propose to keep
a commercial set of books in regard to
this scheme. So long as they do, and so
long as a proper depreciation is allowed
and interest on all standing charges, simi-
lar to private companies, and so long as
the boats are maintained in anything like
reasonahle efficiency in order to carry ont
the work and give them tlhe ten years of
life, then I think that, after the first year
or eighteen months, the Government will
probably be glad to realise on them be-
fore they go too far. But what conveyed
to me the want of knowledge on the part
of those responsible for thiz seheme was
the advertisement that appeared in the
papers calling for applications for the
pesition of manager. The position was
advertised at £360 to £480. If the Gov-
ernrnent, or whoever was responsible, in
order to make this a sueccess, had got the
very best man they eould have got and
paid him £1.000 or £1500 a year,
it would not have been a penny too
much to expect for the class of
commeveial knowledge a man should
have to administer a department like
this, The gentleman appointed to the
position is a very estimable man, he is
a very fine chap indeed, but his know-
ledge of book-keeping and aceountancy
work is not the knowledge required to
run & eommercial undertaking in this
direetion. So far as the individual is
concerned I have nothing to say, bui the
appointment shows that it muost be char-
acteristic to some extent of the discontent
prevailing in the public service of the
State when an appointment sueh as this
should be advertised at £360 per annum.
Without in any way desiring o appear
parochial, T wish to say something in con-
nection with my own provinee, and that
is in regard fo the position of the Fre-
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mantle harbour. I am glad to note in
the Speech a reference to harbour im-
provements; but what is the position of
the Fremantle harbour, the first port of

call, the chief port of the State. Chaos
ruling and congested traffic.  For the

vear ending June, 1910, the imports were
442,407 tons; for the year ending Juns,
1911, the imports were 614,861 tons, a
total increase of 172,454 tons, practically
a 30 per cent. increase; and if we have
anything like a reasonable harvest, to-
gether with the Trans-Aunstralian railway
material that mnsi be handled, sufficienl
aceommodation eannot be provided within
the next two years in the Fremantle har-
hour for the trade that is likely to de-
velop. I have gone carefully through
all figures relating {o any extensions in
any dirvection that can be made within
the limits of the existing harbour, and
the total new berthage accommodation
that ean he provided amocunts to 1,900
feet. As against that 1,900 feet, unfor-
tunately, we bave the mail hoat jetty in
such a state of disrepair that in the near
foture it must he taken up; and as this
T jetty provides z thousand feet of aceom-
niodation, the total increased accommo-
dation that ean he provided will be only
900 feet, or equivalent to two additional
berths. Now, in view of that and in view
of the increased tonnage daily, I am par-
ticularly anxious fo know what the pres-
ent Administration intend to do in re-
gpeet to the future. We see the Suez
Canal being deepened to 3G feet. We see
Colombo, the next port of eall en route,
36 feet, Fremantle havrbour, the next port
of call, still remaining at its 30 feet. We
gsee Syvdney spending sums of money in
connection with the deepening of her har-
howr, and Melbonrne the same, and
Hobart, the despised little port of this
Commonwealth, actually now making ar-
rangements with the White Star line in
order to establish a coaling station so
that the WWhite Star boats can top up
and leave Hobart passing the Western
State honnd to the old counfry.  This
rppeals to me as being a very serious
phase and something which I ask the
present Administration to take into con-
sideration at the very earliest date. I

feel sure it is news to hon. members that
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the Aberdeen White Star line have now
a steamer on the sitocks to replace the
“Pericles.”” Its dimensions are 550ft.
by 67ft. by 40ft., and it has a draft of
31ft. Gin. The company have written
to the Fremantle Harbour Trust wanting
to know from them what provision they
intend making in the future for receiving
the boats of their line, but the harbour
trust are helpless in the matter, they
are unable to reply to the communieca-
tion. I hope this will bring to the House
to-night the absolute urgency of the Gov-
ernment appeointing some commission.

Hon. M. L. Moss: We do not want
comniissions; we want the work done.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: Well, somehody to
immediately go into the question of the
Fremantle harbour.

Hon. J. D. Connelly: All the informa-
tion is there already.

The Colonial Secretary: Theve has been
no gstimate as to cost.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: I am sure that no
member desives that any steamer should
have to pass our port and go to the East-
ern States becanse we have not suflicient
accommodation for her, In this growing
State we must make that inereased ac-
commodation and provide the facilities
without any furiher delay. The work
should be started to-morrow in order to
be complefed in time to receive the steam-
ers thal will be coming to Fremantle. Of
cowrse in Fremantle, as many memhers
know, it is a burning question as to
whether it should be an outer harbour
extension or an inmer harbour extension.
‘When one looks at the waters in the
outer harhour one cannot help but think
that there unquestionably is the place for
an outer harbour scheme, bt T am not
here to-night advocating any partienlar
scheme; T am here asking the Government
to tale into consideration the advisabilitv
at the earliest possible moment of the
work heing proeeeded with in order that
steamers may have their aecommodation
at our own port. T am sorry there is
no reference in the Speech to the sub-
jeet of immigration, On referring to
statislies for the year ended June last we
find that the inereased population of the
State amounied to only 15,000. It does

not require any great ability at figures to
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see that on an annoal inervease of 15,000
many years will be required before this
Stale receives the population she is en-
titled 1o,

Han, J. D. Connolly: Is that the total
increase?

Hon. R. J. LYNN: Yes.

Hon. W. Patrick: And even that is
going to be stopped.

Hon, R. J. LYNN: We find some of
the European countries, the great nations
of the world, teeming with their millions—
lake Germany as an instance, with her
wmillions, bounded on every side and un-
able to expand—yet in face of this we,
with a ecastline of 3,000 miles, expect to
be able to proteet our shores and reserve
the right to this vast area, TUnless we are
prepared to populate this land we have
no right to retain it, and the quicker the
Government set to work to devise a sound
immigration poliey the better for the
State and the people in it. Anocther thing
my recent campaign brought to my not-
ice was the question of the dairying in-
dustry. Probably the House will remem-
ber that a week or two ago we had in
Fremantle a referendum as to the muni-
cipalising of the milk industry.  The
proposal was rejected by a large majority.
T am told that we have a considerable
tract of good dairying eouniry in the
State. If that be so I think we should
endeavour te hring about an improved
state of affairs, To-day we are sending
out of the State from £75,000 to £100,000
per annum for dairy produce for our
own consumption. Instead of that ounr
own dairying industry should be assisted.
We should not only manufacture suffi-
cient for our own consamption, but should
be sending away a sarplus in return for
-coin of the realm to be distributed in our
own State, Ancther point which appeals
10 me very strongly is that of the State
‘Bavings Bank, It is incomprehensible to
me why the present Administration have
not attempted to make some arrangements
i this respect. Mr. Moss, when speaking,
said that it was becanse the Labour policy
fhroughout Australia was one of unifica-
fion. Y am not going to agree with Mr.
Moss in that regard, because we find that
the Labour Government of New South
Wales are making arrangements to trans-
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fer the State Bank from the control of
the Federal authorities, while, so far as
we know, no snch arrangements have been
made here.

Hon, M. L. Moss: It is all seereey here.
They refuse to tell us anything aboul it.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: When we remember
that the four or five millions in the Sav-
ings Bank have been advanced to the Ag-
ricultural Bank and to municipalities and
other corporations, it will be realised what
a serious blow the State would suffer if
the Federal anthorities were to take con-
trol of the Savings Bank money. 1 hope
that in this connection the Gevernment
will make some stand, and arrange for
the transference of onr own Savings Bank
from the Federal authorities af the garliest
date. I notice in the Speech a reference
te the nationalisation of the Perth trams.
T believe that public utilities of this kind
shonld be in the control either of the
State or the municipal authorities, I have
taken a very active interest in connection
with municipal matters, and in respect to
the munieipalisation of trams I was one
of the first members elected to the I're-
manile Tramways Board. T have retained
my seat on that board from the very in-
ceplion, and for the past four years have
been chairman, When T tell hon. members
that during the five years we have been
operating that service no less a sum than
£30,000 has been set aside in order to
wipe off the capital cost at the maturity
of the debentures, and that during the
same time £1,516 of profit has been handed
over to the municipalities in order to
lighlen the burdens of taxpayers, it will
be seen how important this matter is. On
reference to the tram systems of the
United Kingdom, we find that there are
there no fewer than one hundred muni-
cipal {ramways with, approximately, a
eapital of 42 millions, and that during
their existence a sum of no less than
£354,676 has been provided in surpluses
in order to assist the taxpayers of the
respective municipalities and corporaticus.
1 desire to say that, in my opinion, the
present Administration are not justified
in any attempt to take away or confiscate
the rights of the city of Perth. I am in
no way interested in Perth matfers, but
T do know that if any attempt were to be
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made by the Government to confiscate the
Fremantle tramway system I should put
up a jolly good fight to prevent it. The
Perth City Council have an agreement
willk  the Perth Tramway Company,
which entitles them to 3 per cent. of the
gross earnings, and to use the tramway
poles for the vrunning of light mains,
while it also provides for the purchase
of the systemr at 14 years, or at 21 years,
and that after 28 years the coneern is to
revert to the municipality. I should like
to know if the Government regard might
as a justifiable substitute for right. If
they do. and intend to deprive the citi-
zens of Perth of their rights, then in my
opinion they are not justified in their
aclion. There ave many other figuves 1
eould quote in support of my conlention
in regard to the framways, but presum-
ably when the Bill comes hefore the House
further opportunity will be given me. I
regret verv much that probably the first
vote I shall be asked to give in the House
should he in eonuection with an amend-
meni such as that moved by Mr. Moss.
I dv helieve we should endeavour to re-
tain ihis House as a non-party House.
I believe we should be considered andg
consulted in matters relating to any
schemes put forward by the Government.
It is not my intention to he a hostile eritie
of the presenl Administration, at all
events not to any great extent, hut 1 have
heen considering (he position from the
standpoint that if out of a continpgeney
vote of £250,000 the Government could
provide eapital for the purchase of steam-
ers, and embark on a seheme for Lhe <ea
carriage of goods, there is no reason why
the same Government, ouf of the same
vole, cannot build the Esperance railway
for the land carriage of goods. To me
it secms a parallel (hat, if they can com-
mil the State out of a vote of a contin-
geney nature—and commit the Siate for
part only, where large sums of money
must follow in its wake—then they ean
commit the State in any other direction
tkey may choose. This, I think, would he

a very bad prineiple indeed to permit.

The Colonial Secrefary: The previous
Government exceeded the Treasury voic
by many ihousands,

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. R. J. LYNX: I am in the happy
position of knowing that I start afresh;
it does not concern me what any pre-
vipus Government have done. I am con-
sidering merely what the present Admini-
stration have done. I was sorry, indeed,
to hear Mr. Connor make the reference
he did to Collie coal. I regret he is not
here now in order that I might enlighten
him respecting one of the best products
and industries of the State. I happen
to be indirectly connected with that in-
dusiry, and it must be known that some
thousands of pounds have poured into this
State by the bunkering of Collie coal.
The calorific values of that conl ave getting
better, and if suelr organisations as the
Hansa and German-Australian eompanies
can load eoal at Neweastle and eall in at
Fremantle for bunker coal on their way
to Bombay, T think it demonstrates that
the Collie coal must be becoming a very
fair article indeed. I ean assure the House
that that has been done during the last
month or two. The steamers of that line
have been calling here on their way frem
Newcastle to Bombay in order to bunker
onr own loeal coal. It must be of great
advantage to the railways of the State.
The present Government, and also past
Governments, have helped to build up this
Collie coal industry, and if after having
built up the trade and advertised the coal
as a bunker coal, they refuse to burn it,
what a splendid advertisement it will be
for oulside coals to send forik Lo the
world. It would indeed be interesiing to
read that the State-owned steamers of
Western Australia refused to burn the
Western Australian produet, preferring
the imported arficle. Such a stale of
things could not be permitted. So far as
spontaneous combustion is concerned, {hat
is a trouble easily got over. Al the Cov-
ernment will have to do in connection
with the bunkering of Collie coal will he
to earry sulficient bunker coal to take their
steamers to and fro. Any spave supplies
that tley need and intend to keep on hoard
the ship as reserve month in and monthr
out, 1 should sav, for the safety of the
ship, and the convenience of all concerned,
should he the imported article, but (he
coal o he eonsumed could he the local
article. I lhave no desire o say any-
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thing more to-night other than to thank
the House for the courtecus manner in
which they have received me. I ean only
hope my stay in this House will be one
of a cordial nature with all seetions in
it, and anything T ean do in any possible
direction to assist the members of this
Chamber I shall be pleased to do.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN (South-East): I
had expected the Hon. Mr. Connolly to
speak to-night, but it seems at the last
moment he has taken pity on the House,
as he would have a good deal to say, and
as I do not intend to detain the House
long, T will make the few remarks which
I desive. I have lislened with very great
interest te the admirable speeches of the
three new members who have spoken since
the Colonial Secvetary’s defence, but I
noticed a serious omission, that they did
not honour the Minister by any reference
to his defence. I presume that they esti-
mated it at something like its value, for
even the Minister himself can hardly look
upon that defence as worthy of the House.
His defence was this: that the Govern-
nent had not gone hehind Parliament by
using money that had not been appropri-
ated; that the Government had taken the
purchase money for the steamers out of
the Treasurer’s advance vote, which was
voied for entirely different purposes last
session.

The Colonial Secretary: For what pur-
pose was it voted?

Hon. J. ¥, CULLEX: The Colonial
Seeretary had gone further and said in
his defence that he wished this House to
believe that Ministers had ne intention
of insulling the Legislative Couneil. That
disclaimer on the part of the Ministry
must be aceepted siraight away, but it
does not alter the situation one iota. Min-
isiers have taken the course which on the
plain face of it means an attempt to get
behind thizs Chamber. However good
their meaning towards this Chamber, it
does not for a moment remove the offeuce
which Ministers have committed. The
singular part about this defence is that it
is very different from the one put for-
ward before the Hon. Mr. Moss made
his charges. The answer before was this:
the Government, as a matter of nrzenecy,
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had to anticipate Parliament’s anthoriiy
for the purchase of these steamers, and
the Governor’s SBpeech said distinetly that
not Parliament, but one House of Parlia-
ment would be asked to ratify and ap-
prove of their action. Now, after Mr.
Moss’s speech, the Colonial Secretary
says there will be no need to ratify or
approve that expenditure. The FLegisla-
five Couneil need not be offended at a
reference to the Assembly only, for
neither House will be asked to ralify or
approve that expenditure. The Govern-
ment is taking the ground that the ex-
penditure has already been approved.
This is about the most manifest subter-
fuge that this House has ever had to listen
to. I will say this, that the Minister
blushed when he was putting it forward
in this House. He is not a State socialist,
he does not believe in these e¢rude and
rash ventures of the Government, bul he
has to stand by—-—

The Colounial Secretary: You have no
right to say that.

Hon, J. F. CULLEN: He has to stand
by the more advanced socialistic notions
of his party and I pity him. With refer-
enee to the claim of the Government ve-
garding the Treasurer’s advance, the
Colonial Secrelary said the wording of
the clause had precedent, and that in pre-
vions Governors’ Speeches there was
something like the same kind of wording.
It must be admitted that very frequently
in Governors’ speeches, the diction and
punctuation leave ambiguities, but the
meaning has to be interpreted by the
aetion of the Government, and never be-
fore in the history of this country has
any Government attempied to use a Trea-
surer’s advance for any purposes but two,
namely, excesses over votes that bad been
approptiated, or emergencies in the line
of precedent.

The Colonial
wrong,

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: T am entirely on
safe ground.

Ton. M. L. Moss: You are quite right.

The Colonial Secretary: The aboriginal
cattle station was purchased out of Trea-
surer’s advance and that represented an
amouunt of £18,000.

Secretory : You are
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Hon. J. D, Connolly: That was not a
Treasury concern,

The PRESIDENT : Order!

Hon. J. F. CULLEN : The Minister has
not followed me elosely. I said there
were only two general kinds of expendi-
ture that might be brought wunder the
Treasurer’s advance, namely, for excesses
on votes that had been appropriated,
which frequently happeus, or urgent mat-
ters in lines which have heen covered by
precedent, such as Ministers know from
precedent will be approved and ratified
by Pacliament. Can the Minister by any
streteh of ingenwity bring the purchase
of steamers for this new venture under
eithev of these heads? Will Le say it was
an urgent matter?

The Colonial Secretary: I have said so.

Hon. J, F. CULLEN: Well, what a
false position the Minister places him-
self in.

The Colenial Seeretary: What is the
use of my saying these things if yon do
not accept them as trne?

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: What a false
position the Minister places himself in,
and how he ties himself in a knot by
doing so. The main defence for this
crnde, rash, ill-considered venture of the
Government is that it is a ecomparatively
old matter and that the Government had
placed it before the country fully in their
election speeches, and because the eoun-
try afterwards gave them a majority,
therefore they have a mandate to earry
it out, The supporters of the Govern-
ment say it goes back to October, Sept-
ember, and August of last year. Now,
however, it is urgent. If it were urgent
why did not the Government bring it be-
fore Parliament last session? “They will
say, I suppose, that the details could not
he worked onf.

Hon. M. L. Moss: We do not know
muech about the details yet.

Hon. J. F. CCLLEN: They will say
that the details eould not be worked out,
and that the Government would not know
how muech to ask for. The Minister
knows that very well in conneetion with
anything of this sort, the main matter
is not the details but the authority of
Parliament to embark. That is the point,

[COUNCIL.)

Many a work bas been beguu on a swmall
vote; many of our great railway pro-
Jecls have been begun on a £10,000 vote
from Parliament, but the voting of that
£10,000 gave Parliament an opportunity
to express its view and discuss the matter
from all points of view. Why did not
the Government bring this forward last
session, ov, if it was not ready then and
it was a matter of urgeney to buy the
stenmets, in consequence of the chance
of a fine barzain, why did not the Gov-
ernment do what Ministers, when in Op-
position, urged the present Opjposition to
do, namely, cail Parliament together a
little earlier? Why wait till the end of
June if this was an urgent matter, or
if it was not pressing upon them, why
eould not they have waited a few weeks
longer, seeing they did not ecall Parlia-
ment together at a time when they used
to say other Governments sliould summon
Parliament? Wounld any serious trouble
have arisen? There is only one explana-
tion. The Government knew that the
erudeness of their venture would not pass
Parliament’s judgment. The Government
knew that Parliament wonld not endorse
their scheme; therefore they waited until
Parvliament’s doors were closed, and
then they took good care to embark
on the secheme hefore Parliament mel
again. That is the only possible explan-
ation. I say that is not responsible Gov-
ernment. That is Government by trick-
ery and hy device. Parliament will not
endorse a scheme; therefore Ministers go
behind the back of Parliament, and then
they throw this alternative before Parlia-
nent—either condone it or run the risk
of the country’s fair fame being be-
smirched abroad by a report that it failed
to meet the oblizations that the Govern-
ment had made in its wame. Many a
father has to pay the folly-bills of his
boy at school for the honour of the
family, and Ministers counted on Par-
liament paying their folly-bills for the
honour of the country. The mover of
the amendment has said that in all proba-
bility this House will eonsent to the pay-
ment of the money which the Government
have promised in its name, or ratify the
purchase which the Government have made

in its name. I think that is 2 matter we
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will have to weigh very ecarefully and
which will depend on the conduct of
Ministers in the administration of the
affairs of the country before the Appro-
priation Bill comes down.

Hon. J. W, Kirwan:
funny.

The Colonial Secretary:
than cancos.

Hon. F. Connor:
worse than that.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: TIf the hon.
member’s futile tacties to burke the
amendment put him in need of some
little entectainment, and if he ecan take
any such solace from my remarks, I have
no objection whatever. I said that this
House will accept the Minister's dis-
claimer of any inlention to offend or in-
sult this Chamber.

Hon. J. E. Dodd {Hoenorary Minister) :
Do you mean to say that the word “trick-
ery” which you nsed is not an insult?

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: I know of no
word which adequately expresses my view
of the action of the Ministry. What is it
but trickery and device. If Ministers say
“here is n matter of urgency and we held
it back over one session of Parliament
and we took care to bring it on hefore
the next session of Parliament, and we
made His Excellency say ‘we will ask
the Legislative Assembly to approve it
instead of asking Parvliament to approve
it,” is that responsible Government?

Houn. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Why not be honest instead of tryving to
qualify 1t? Siick to what you say.

Hon. J. F, CULLEN: I have stuck to
it, and I will go further and say the Gov-
ernment in putting such language inte
the vice-regal Speech, have been gnilty
of conduet bordering on contempt of Par-
liament and Parliamentary institutions.

The PRESIDIENT: The hon. member
must be guarded in his expressions. T do
not think if is altogether right to say that
Ministers “made” His Excelleney the Gov-
ernor say it, in the common menning of
the word “made,” to compel. I think His
Excellency the Governor, who is speci-
ally protected in this House, ought to he
very earefully and disereectly spoken of.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: T entirely enter
into the view whieh yon, Mr. President,

That is very
1t is worse

Nothing eould be
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have been good enough to place before
the House, but what is one to do when
he finds Ministers so regardless of the
dignity of the sitnation? The fanlt is
that of the Ministers, and whilst I en-
tirely agree with the view expressed by
you, Mr. President, so far as it relates
to the vice-regal position, T still cannot
allow Ministers to escape the censure that
they have so richly earned by their reck-
less attitude in eonneetion with the state-
ment of their policy. I say that they
have heen guilty of unconstitatienal
action in entering upon, behind the baek
of Parliament, a trading enterprise in-
volving so0 much money and so much risk
on the part of the tfaxpayers, when
there was absolutely neither urgency nor
need for it; and I alse would eensmre
Ministers for prefending to believe that
any question of poliey such as that can
be referred only to one House instead of
to Parliament.

The Colonial Secretary: That partieu-
lar portion of the Speech was modelled
on a previous Speech.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: That is a sub-
terfuge on the part of the Minister. The
language of previous Speeches was
meaunt to convey a perfectly constitutional
thing, that the Legislative Assembly
should be asked to ratify the voling of
the money. The Minister will find that in
every case the clause he is relying upon
opens with “the need for additional money
on lines that had previously been covered
by funds from the Appropriation Act.”
I admit that the language and puncina-
tion Jeave those clauses open to ambi-
guity, but, as I said hefore, the meaning
is easily interpreted in the light of the
use made of those clauses afterwards, and
the Minister eannot point to a single ease
on the part of his predecessors where an
attempt was made to take money out of
the Treasurer’s Advance for ohjects that
they were certain Parliament wounld not
approve of, or that had not been on lines
previously autherised by Parhament. All
anthorities are most expressive as regards
urgent business. The Government have
no authority to go to the Treasurer’s Ad-
vance unless for purposes covered by
precedent and unléss from a  know-
ledze of tihe House they are cer-
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lain that Parliament will ratify what
they have done. In this case, instead of
being certain that Parliament would
vatify what they had done, they were
absolutely certain that Parlinment would
not ratify it if Parliament were fairly
asked. They were absolutely certain that
had they submitted this scheme of steam-
ers and meat huckstering to this House,
it would never have been passed. They
were absolutely certain of that, so they
dodged this House. I repeat that is not
Responsible Government.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Government, as M.
Colebateh said, by the Executive.

Houn. J. F. CULLEXN: By the Execu-
tive, with iis eyes open and knowing they
are going in the teeth of a co-ordinate
House of Legislature. I want to ask Min-
isters, apart from the eonstitutional gues-
tion, do they really think that they are
going on sound lines in this steamer busi-
ness and the meat business that must
follow? Can they come before the iwo
Houses of the Legislature and say that
ihey have, as cautious, prudent men, ob-
tained the best advice on these trading
enterprises, and that, in the light of the
past and the most careful caleulations,
they ean see success ahead? Can Minis-
ters say that? I venture to say that not
only have Ministers failed to consult a
single anthority on the lines of trade that
they are embarking on, not only have
they failed to do that, but even they, with
their own general knowledge of things,
have not gone serionsly into the matter
at all. It was a popular election ery, “We
will cheapen the cost of living,” and that
is the whole bottom of it, and they have
launched into it now in the sure know-
ledgze that before they have time to go
very far their snccessors will come into
their chairs and they will then say “Well,
we would have made a snecess of it if we
had had the opportunity,” and they will
not have to bear the odiam of the failure
that 1s absclutely certain to follow,
whether they remained in office or not,
Here is a notorious faet, and I defy any-
one to contradiet it, that you will never
et a soeialist to advise the Government
fo embark upon. his particular line of
business. It is not that he wants to keep

[COUNCIL.]

that for himself. I will tell the reason.
Daring the last election campaign a can-
didate who was a shrewd man and a good
speaker, and who did not belong to the
Labour party, openly said that he com-
mended all the trading proposals of the
Government except one. He was eatirely
with them about the steamers, meat, fish-
eries, brieks and timber, but he said—*T
warn the Government against ionching
the flour-milling business.” He said—¥1
have been in that busivess, and I know
what a complex and difficult business it
is, and 1 am afraid the CGovernment wiil
drop money in it”” Here is a notorious
fact, unless the State socialist has ad-
vanced very far, he never advises touch-
ing his own particular husiness, for the
reason that he knows there is only one
way in which the Government could sue-
cecd in it, and that is by making it a mon-
opoly. The Government cannot compete
with private enterprise in ordinary busi-
ness.  Ministers might succeed in the
steamer business if they could get a mwon-
opoly, but does it not appeal to the renson
of any hon. member that Ministers, such
as we know them, and with the “Govern-
ment stroke” to rely upon, such as we
know it, cannot possibly compete with the
astute, skilled, trained business men who
are now engaged in that business. Is it
likely ? The thing is preposterouns.
Strange to say, the Government are very
skilfnl in avoiding these object lessons
where they ean. Ministers have lately put
down their foot on all railway contrae-
tors, They have said there are a lot of fine
men in this business, and they have fine
plants, hut there is no more work for
them. The Government will not iolerate
such an object lesson to the country as
a eontractor side by side with day labour.
Only a little while ago a deputation said
to the Government “You reply that voun
cannot build our railway because it would
not be good business to create too many
building organisations, well, let this one
be built by contract”; but “No,” said the
Government, “we are not going to have
private enterprise side by side with day
labour.,” Now, in this case that will be
the result, and I foresee nothing but fail-

ure for this rash, ill-considered Govern-



(9 Juuy, 19123

ment policy. I am not geoing to labour
the position. Mr. Moss's speech dealt
with it so fully, and so ably, that I am
satisfied no hon. member will have any
diffienlty in deciding as to his duty. T am
certain that the great majority of this
House must condemn this policy; they
wnst, in the dignified way of this remon-
strance, indieate to the public the danger
of allowing Ministries to depart from the
safeguards of the Constitution and he-
come a law unto themselves. At a later
stage, when the general question is before
the Honse, I shall desire to make a few
friendly supgestions to Ministers, but T
will not bring them into this speech on
the amendment to the Address-in-reply.
T want only to urge on all members the
duty of piving a public judgment on this
question, It is too serious for any hon.
member to fail to indicate his judgment.
T hope that when the amendment is put
the great majority of this House will put
on the records of the Chamber their em-
phatic condemnation of such unconstitu-
tional procedure.

On motion by Hon, J. D. Connelly, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.32 p.m.

[8]
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‘The SPEAKER took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers,

PAPERS PRESENTED.
_ By the Minister for Mines: Annual re-
port of Departwent of Mines, 1911.

By the Attorney General: 1, Report
on the Tducational organization by the
Inspector General of Sehools; 2, Regu-
lations relating to eduecation,

By the Honorary Minister: 1, New
regulations under the Medical Depart-
ment; 2, New port regulations; 3, By-
laws of the Meekatharra local board of
health.

QUESTION-—GOLDFIELDS WATER
BUPPLY, FARMERS' CONTFER-
ENCE.

Mr, MONGER (without notice) asked
the Minister for Works: Is it the inien-
tion to eall another eonference of farmers
and settlers in regard to the Goldfields
Water Supply Act Amendment Act, 1911,
as promised on the 22nd April last, and
when ?

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS re-
plied: I am getting data and T am com-
municating with the various local bodies
at the present time, '

QUESTION—ASYLUM IF'OR THE
INSANE, CLAREMONT.
Mr. JOHNSTON asked the Honorary
Minister: 1, Is there any system of clas- .
sification of inmates of the Claremont



