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Australia may be properly represented ai
the torthcomng sugar ingury, ‘Lhere 1s
only one other matter 1 desire to Llouch
upon. That does not appear in the Speech,
but it is upon the Notice Paper for dis-
cussion. 1 refer to the power the Gov-
ernment desire to sell the State trading
¢oncerns. 1 shall keep fer another time
any remarks I wish to make in regard to
the sale of those dear old friends of ours,
and 1 think when they are gone 1 should
like to wear a crepe band in their memory.
The point 1 wish to stress is this: if the
Government in their endeavour to get rid
of the State trading concerns will use the
same zeal and the same energy as l feel sure
the majority of members of this House will
wse in giving the Government power to sell
those eoncerns, then I am certain we shall not
have long to wait until those concerns are
disposed of. Probably I know a great deal
of what goes on in the commercial world,
and I sey nothing has created more dis-
satisfaction and more dissention in West-
ern Australia than have the State trading
concerns. ‘To my knowledge they have
prevented the establishment here on a per-
manent fixed basis of many industries; and
T think if the State Implement Works had
not been in operation the McKay Harves-
ter pevple would have been here, nol ta
assemble the various parts of their mach-
ines, but to make the whole lot of them
from the beginning. I congratulate the
Government on their effort in this new
direction, and I trust they will be success-
ful eventually in dispesing of the State
trading concerns. But in addition to the
State trading concerns, I wanf to see every
one of the State hotels disposed of.

The Minister for Comntry Water Sup-
plies: They sare one of the activities in-
volved.

Hop. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: [
am more than delighted to hear it. In
my opinion, if there is anything undigni-
fied for a Government and Parliament to
enter into, it is the beer trade. Before sit-
ting down I should like to express sym-
pathy with Mr. Parker and Mr. Cornell in
their respective illnesses, and to offer to
Mr. Allsop, Mr. Macfarlane, and Sir Charles
Nathan a very hearty welcome to this Cham-
ber. Two of them are new colleagues of
mine, and I am sure we chall be able to
work together in harmony, not only for the
solution of our own problems, but more
particularly for the benefit of Western
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Australia as a whole. In cohelusion may I
offer to you, Sir, my sincere and hearty
congratulations upon your elevation to the
Aneient Order of Knight Bachelors. 1t
is & very great privilege to me to welcome
You as a brother in that order.

On motion by Hon. J. Nicholson, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 8.52 pm.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUC-

TION.
Mr. WILSON asked the Minister for
Works: 1, How many and which railways

are under construetion? 2, How many men
are employed on each?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Four. Pemberton-Westcliffe, 122 men;
Kulja Eastward, 143 men; Meekatharra-
Wilunn, 67 men; Lake Grace-Karlgarin,
202 men. 2, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—LICENSES REDUCTION,
COMPENSATION TUND,

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Attorney
General: What was the total amount of
funds standing to the eredit, ai 30th June,
1930, of the compensation fund inaugurated
under the Licensing Aet and operated on by
the Licenses Reduction Board?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
£8,721 3s. 114,
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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Fifth Day—Amendment.
Debate resumed from the 25th August.

MR. GRIFFITES (Avon) {437]: In
Saturday's issue of the “West Australian”
1 read a somewhat humorous article whieh
likened the Address-in-reply to the passage
of a ship, indieating its various calm and
stormy periods until it reached smooth
waters under the aegis of the Minister for
Works. It is now foreeasted that the
nolitieal weather is set fair with the ship
under the direction of the member for Avon.
I assure the House that during the 30 or 40
minutes of my speech I shall not attempt to
reprodnce anything likely to eause an up-
roar,

My. Panton: You never do.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I consider the condi-
tions arc too serious to justify the bicker-
ings of political groups or leaders.  This
House should consider the gravity of the
existing financial position and bring its
thinking apparatus to bear to the end that
we might devise measures to bring us out of
the finaneial morass. I should like to com-
pliment the Leader of the Opposition upon
his manly speesh. Undoubtedly it was a
sensible, decent, reasonable speech, the kind
wanted in this House at the present stage.
1 cannot altogether congratulate the member
for South Fremantle (Mr. MeCallum}, be-
enuse the latter part of his speeech savoured
of the sort of thing we hear on the Es-
planade just before election day. The
widdle portion of his speech, when he spoke
of the indebtedness of Australia to the Old
Country, was on a distinetly higher plane,
and he is to be congratulated for having
directed attention to the matter, although it
should not have been necessary to do =o.
The fact of the matter is that on all sides
is a rising demand that Australia should be
treated, not as a naughty child who is fail-
ing to fulfil its obligations, hut as one who
has given serviee that is entitled to reeceive
consideration. The member for South Fre-
mantle dealt very ably with this phase of
the question, Let me direct attention to an
article which appeared in “The Mirror” on
the 23rd August, in which two yoints were
dealt with, “How much does Britain owe
us?’ and “Australia’s burder remains the
same, while Britain gives concessions to
foreigners.” In the article comparisons were
drawn, as was done by the member for

157

South Fremantle, between the position of
Agpstralia in its relation te the Old Country
and the position existing between England
and the United States, showing that while
we were paying 5 per cent, interest and a
little over 1 per cent. in sinking fund, Great
Britain was being charged for the first 10
vears 3 per cént. and for the balanece of the
period 3% per cent.,, with a sinking fund of
s per. cent. The paper inquired why there
should be this differentiation, and why the
concession had not been passed on to Aus-
tralia, particularly as France had had two-
thirds of her debt rebated and very much
the same position obtained with regard to
Jugo-8lavia, Montenegro, Serbia, ete. They
have heen placed in the position of paying
when they ean and how they can.

Mr. Marshall: They repudiated their war
debt obligations and nothing has heen said
about it.

The Minister for Railways: Waiting for
you to draw attention to if.

Mr. GRIFFITHS : The article
tinues—

con-

Australia is paving her war loans from
Britain in 35 years at 5 per cent. Contrast
this with Britain’s 62 years’ period at 3 and
3% per cent, with the United States, and the
62 years’ terms granted also to France and
Italy, or with the pay-as-you-please to the
Portuguese.

The article coneludes—

Australia will never tuke the knock, but if
there are any eonecstions to be given, we feel
that we shonld at least receive as much as the
Freneh, Italians, and Portuguese. . .. . Aus-
tralia has paid ull instalments of its war debhts.
How much has France paid? Britain wrote
off no legs than £34,000,000 of the Tta'ian war
debt. How much rchate did she grant Aus-
tralia? During the war years the Hughes
Ministry sold our wool gputput to the British
Government at a flat rate of 1s. 34. per ib.
How much profit did the British Government
make by reselling to Yorkshire spinners at up
to 5s. per 1b.¥ Mr. J, M, Eeynes says, ‘‘So
far as can be ascertzined, Britain made a
profit of over £150,000,000 onr this transae-

tion.'!

There were also our gold and our wheat.
The Prime Minister has gone Home, as ho
said, to speak in the name of Australia, not
as a mendicant, but as a representative of
a great nation which has met all its obliga-
tions and will eontinue to meet them. We
hope—and I think it will be so—that he will
stresa the points now oceupying the mmds
of the people as to whether something better
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eannot he done for Ausiralia. I hope he
will maintain that attitede when he gets to
Britain. When Sir Otto Niemeyer came to
Australia—I am not sure of the pronuncia-
tion of his name—

AMr. Marshalt: Among the many foreign-
ers.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: -——it appeared to the
average man that he had come in the role of
u Dbailitf, although he had been invited by
the Federal (iovernment.

Mr. Marslwll: How do you know!

Mr. GRIFFLITIS: I noticed that the
member for South ¥remantle said Sir Otto
Niemeyer never mentioned to the ’remiers
that =0 far as this country was coneerned
there were things on the other =ide of the
ledger, Ile asked why sowething had noeu
heen suid regarding the adverse trade bal-
ance of Great DBritain relatively to an out-
side country. The Minister for Mines rather
pointedly  interjected that one ecountry,
meaning ourselves, wias a horrowihg cona-
trv, aml the vther, namely, England, was
# londing nation.  On that a=peet T wivh
to stress one or two respeets in which Great
Britain is in a different position from that
of  Australin.  Great Britain's income is
largely made up of interest and dividends
drawn from abrowd. It in theze latter yvears
#he had lLad to depend upon her trade
alone, <he woukld be in almost a worse posi-
tiom than Australia is in to-dav. 1t is the
interest and the dividends upon her acen-
mulated wealth that have enabled her to
varry her burden as well as she is doine.
A= showing the growth of feeling in vegard
to that phase of the subject, I may point
cut that no later than this morning Mr.
Fenton, the Federal Minister, is reported as
slating that he eannot speak anthoritatively
regarding the possibility of the reduction
of war debts. The mere faet of this pro-
nouneeiment, however, shows how much the
rafter is exercising the minds of the people.
Arain; Mr. A, 8. MeClintock, probably
erhoing the remarks of the memher for
Sauth Fremantle, expresses himself to muerh
the same effect in a letter to the “West Ans-
tralian.” Next, we find from the cablegrams
that the London “Referee,”” in n leader en-
titled *‘Our Grave Responsibility to Aus-
iralia,” comments on—

the iniquity of treating Ausiralia like =

naughty child thronghout the Press world and
threatening her with pains aed penalties,
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During the war Australia sent Britain more
than £2000,000 worth of gold each year, uud
was only paid £3 17s. Ud. an vuuce in British
paper money.

The member fur Seuth Fremuntle furtber
~luted that the Governor's Speech was pruec-
tically empty. [ do not know that that is
i bad thing. As a rule we pet our legisla-
tive programme too tull, If a certain line
oi uction eould he decided upoen in Parlia-
raent, and if then Ministers eould he alluwed
to met to work in their offices, it would he
hetter for the couniry. Last sessiom, as
it other sessions, we passed a num-
ber of laws seeming to have a tendency
te, curtail liberty, to restrict the people, and
tu add to the expenxes of trade and com-
merce, In reference to our trade with
Great Britain and the great noise made
shaut our adverse traide balance, one must
remember that (ireat Britain is, <o to speak,
living on her vwn tat. According to cer-
tain figures which 1 have obtaived fromn
vorious vear hooks, there ave only three
conntries in the world taking wore from
tiveat Britain than they s:il to her; and
tho~e three countries ave Brazil, Japan and
tireece. For the years 1924 to 1928 in the
total of her foreign trade Britain had an
adverse balance averaging £407,000,000 per
annum. If Britain did not receive an un-
nual income of £130,600,000 from shipping
ard a farther £265,000,000 from her awn
fut in dividends and interest earned over-
seas, largely from British possessions, her
dehits to foreign ecountries would soon he-
come more alarming than Australia’s pre-
sent emharrassment in overseas obligatinns.
Tn the widest Tmperial sense, Britain's com-
mereial results are the Empire’s profit 1nd
loss: and sinee we, as a British country,
supply Britain with a substantial portion
of her credits, we are entitled to say that
Britain's foreign debts are draining the Em-
pire. In a period of five years a total of
2,000 millions sterling has thus heen drained
ifrom the Empire into foreign treasuries.
For example, the United States of America
in the quinquennium eollected almost SH0
millions sterling of surplus trade balanee
from Britnin. Little Denmark eollected 200
millions sterling, merely for feeding Brit-
ain with breakfasts, That snum was repre-
sented hy eggs and bacon and buttered toast.
We a= n people are concerned in those faets,
inasnmch as they affect the question of the
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Fugpire being kept solvent and going. A=
rerards preferentinl trade between  Brit-
sin and ourselves, I may revert to the mat-
te: of bacon and eggs for Britain's break-
fast,

Mr. Marzhall: A lot of people are poi
getting bacon and eggs to-day.

Mr, GRIFFITHS: That is so, and fhe
same thing applies in Western Australin.
o come down from the general to the par-
tirular, the supplving of bacon fe Britain
con-erns us, This country has a big open-
ing for export trade in that resprer not
only with Britain, but with countries Iyvine
to var north. I vefer to Java, Japan. and
('hina. People whe should know have toli
e that there are eertain parts of the pig
in areat demand in Java, other parts in
great demand in Japan, and still other parts
in great demand in China. That trade is
there to he done. T wonld like to know
from the AMinister for Agrienlture whether
snimething cannot he done in vegard to the
Stoek Department, I put to the previous
Minister for Agriculture certain questions
rezurding the workine of the department.
In the replies the questions were largely
evaded. I had found that damaging reports
had been made regarding our Stock Depart-
went’s certification of animals and produets
exported. OQur certificates, it was alleged,
l'ad not heen found rehable. A Dutchman
came heve from Java, and upon his return
lo that country sirongly advised his Govern-
ment to prohibit ecrtain importations from
Australia. This was eventually done, I un-
derstand, though T was not able to gather
definitely from the answers to my questions
whether it was actnally so. However, I
have it on reliable authority that in the
North theve is room for cousiderable im-
provement in stock matters, that certain dis-
eases are prevalent therve, and that tuber-
culosis is more rife amongst the eattle than
1= generally allowed by those in anthority to
Iz the case. Since last we met a good desdl
has been published abont trouble between
Mr. Maray-Jones and other officers of the
Stock Department. Many of us would like
to know vhether anvthing has bheen done
in regard to that matter, Is Mr. Murrax-
Jones to be reinstated? Ts the department
fo go on as it has been doing, or are stock
af¥airs to be placed under a separate head?
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Me. Mavshall: What does the Minister
sav!  Are you supporting him?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Some months ago a
fervent appeal was sent out to the farmers
to grow morve wheat. From travelling in
the country distriets and talking with the
farmers, 1 find that they regard that ap-
peal as rather a grim joke. They are told
to grow more wheat. when it is bringing
3s. 21%d. or 3s. 3d. per bushel and it does
noi pav to grow at 4s. The farmers quote
those figures and say, ‘*Yet you people
talk to us about growing more wheat!”’

Mr. Marshall: Who talks about it?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: TYou people do.

Mr. Marshall: No.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: My
leader, does.

Mr. Marshall: But he was prepared to
give the farmers a decent guarantee for
their wheat.

Mr. GRIFFITHS:
that.

Mur. Marshall:
grow?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Tf the hon. member
interjecting is not earning his salary in
this Chamber, I certainly am earning
mine. 1 put a son of mine on the land
and expended 2 cunsiderable amount in
doing sn. The question now arises in my
mind whether T have done wisely in put-
ting him there, seeing the condition into
which the wheat industry has got. When
one sees the TFederal tariff schedules
raising duties by 500 and even 1,000 per
cent., thus greatly increasing the cost of
production, a wman hegins to wonder
whether he did right in putting his son on
the "land. Everyvone says, “Reduce the
cost of prodmetion.”” How is that to be
done when evervthing used by the man on
the land is subjeet to the turiff?

Mr. Sleeman: Machinery should not be
subject to the tariff. It should be made
here.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The farmers’ re-
¢nirements are subject to the tariff, and
thercfore there can he no talk of reducing
the cost of production. Certainly there iz
no talk of reducing wages, seeing that the
farmer:

Mr. Marshall: The farmers are very
anxious to reduce wages.

Ar. GRIFFITHS: To reduce the wages
of men they do not employv?

Mr. Marshall: Yes.

Secullin, your

We know all ahout

How much wheat do vou
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I must ask
the member for Murehison (Mr. Marshail)
to keep order. He will have an oppor-
tunity of replying to the statemenés of the
member for Avon.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: How is the eost of
production to be redueed? Can taxation
be reduced? The farmer is subjeet to two
land taxes now, thanks to the Federal
regime, and he has also to bear two in-
come taxes. There seems no immediate
bope of reducing the land tax. With the
income tax we need not be much eon-
cerned at the present junecture, as the
farmer has practically- no income to tax.
Mixing with the farmers, going out amongst
them, I know what their difficulties are.
It is all verv well for members opposite to
try to be funny about these things. At
one place I saw a whole trainload of ma-
chinery being taken away, under the con-
ditions of hire-purchase agreements. The
farmers concerned had not paid their in-
stalments, of course. They had not been
able to pay.

Mr. Sleeman: What is the name of the
machinery firm eoncerned?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Never mind about
the name of the firm. The bulk of the
machinery merchants are quite reasonable,
but there are certain firms who take ad-
vantage of the law and thus practically
force men off land. They begin a scramble,
and the conseyuence is that ail the credi-
tors rush in and try to secure payment
of their debts. Thus any equity vanishes.
There is ancther matier to which 1 will
ask the House at a lafer stage to give some
attention, and to agree to the appoini-
ment of a seleet committee. T refer to the
work of trustees. While many reputable
firms of the city have carriedl out trustee-
ships, T am afraid the great bulk of those
coneerned have not had much experience of
country conditions, with the result that
their lack of knowledge does not tend to
make a success of their trusts. The effect
has heen felt most detrimentally in certain
districts, and T trust something will be done
in this regard. Then there is the question
of water supplies. A more equitable sys-
tem is required for certain districts in par-
ticular. In the country bevond Westonin
and sround Burracoppin, I found that men
who went on virgin blocks were loaded with
the responsibility of paving water rates, if
their properties were within a certain dis-
tance of the scheme. In the early stages
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of development it is naturally impossible
for such farmers to pay water rates. Dur-
ing the last year or iwo the goldfields water
supply scheme has become the property of
the State, seeing that it has been paid for,
and there i1s no further necessity for dis-
bursements on account of jnterest and sink-
ing fund. In these circumstances some-
thing should be done to secure a re-arrange-
ment vegarding rating jmposts. How that
can be done is for the department to de-
termine. Some wretched anomalies exist.
One man may be called upon to pay Os.
Bid. per 1,000 gallons for excess water, yet on
practically the same c¢lass of land another
is charged 2s. 6d. per 1,000. T understand
in some instances this has been done hecause
the part of the scheme affected was built
on the construciional cost basis, and 1 do
not think that is the eorrect way. The sys-
tem was introduced, I am told, by Mr. W.
D. Johnson when Minister for Works some
vears ago, and under it the imposts varied
in accordance with the eost of materials
utilised. 1t would not be so bad if Lhe
agricultural industry were flourishing, but
in view of the unfortunate cireumstances
obtaining to-day, something should be done
in an endeavour fo secure a more equit-
ahle basis, Despite these disabilities we
still hear the advice tendered to the farmers
to grow more wheat. Grow more wheat—
at a loss! That advice is tendered, withont
any provision having been made for a re-
duction in the cost of production. As to
the question of taxation, T have alrveady
pointed out that the farmers are taxed re-
garding everyvthing they use, almost from
the cradle to the coflin. From time to time
people snbmit analyses of the cost of mach.-
thery per acre, showing the cost as small.
It is not any particular excess that is
charged that hurts the farmers, so muech as
the additional burdens from all directions.
There are the vermin tax, the two land
taxes. the two income taxes—practically
every impost is doubled. The trusteeship
question which T mentioned a few minutes
ago adds to their diffienlties.  While some
trustees carry out their work well, others
are far from satisfactory. Without wish-
ing to deery any particular individuals whoe
have held trusteeships, certain information
has heen brouzht under my notice that
sugpests the necessity for an inguiry. For
instance, one trustee may have 100 clients.
Naturallv a fee has to be Jevied for the
annual inspections. I have been given to
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understand on good authority that one man
carried out an inspection on 33 farms in
one week. I understand he gets £7 101
for every inspection so that he received a
total of £247 10s. Hon. members will see
what a nice little return he gets under that
heading. When the costs were worked out
one farmer found that he had to submit
to a fee of £49. When these additional
charges are added to the already heavy
burden the man on the land has to pay, is
it any wonder that our farmers are getting
into difficulties. The trustees work on the
basis of a charge of 5 per cent. on the
value of the operations of a farmer. I
shall elaborate on the position at a later
stage and give the House some details when
I ask them to agree to the appointment of
a seleet committee to investigate the posi-
tion. I hope by that means to secure a
greater degree of fairness and to enable
farmers to tide over their troubles with
less difficulty than they are confronted with
at present. Every protection should be ae-
corded the farmers at the present junc-
ture. The finances are stringent and natur-
ally the farmers are pushed. I do not
see that there is any possibility of
their getting out of those difficulties
inside a vear or two, and, in the
circumstances, should some creditor be-
come anxious and rush in to secure his
money, then nearlv evervone swarms in,
and that is the end of the farmer himself.
With reference to the Federal tariff, the
effects of the added imposts are not only
felt by the people of the State but our
trade is being seriously prejudiced. That
is particularly so with regard to foreign
countries. Owing to the tariff imposts wa
have lost a good deal of trade with Java
running into about £500,000 per wear. We
arc likely to lose a large proportion of our
trade with New Zealand. We nearly lost
our bufter trade with Java beeause of the
suggedtion to impose additional duty on
the importations of coffece. Wiser counsel
prevailed and as the tariff was not increased,
we have been able to maintain that trade.
Belgium, France, Germany, Italy and Japan
are other countries against whom Austra-
lia iz busily engaged in building up a huge
tariff wall. Our exports to those eountries
have represented about £55,000,000 worth,
while our imports have represented about
£15,000,000 leaving a favourable balance to
the credit of Australia of about £40,000,000.

* eountries J have referred to.
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It may be urged that this is a Federal mat-
ter, but as against that, we must realisa
that our people are those who must suffer
should we antagonise people living in the
We have lost
a certain amount of trade already and we
shall probably lose more. Speaking to o
vepresentative of the “Sydney Morning
Herald” the other day regarding coal sup-
plies and machinery from New Caledonia,
ihe head of a large French concern said that
he could proecure his requirements more
cheaply from Europe than he conld from
Austratia. It may be said that he was look-
ing for the cheapest market, but it must he

‘borne in mind that we have to eompete with

other countries, otherwise we will lose more
trade. It is estimated that trade represent-
ing upwards of £50,000 worth of goods is
done with New Caledonia each year. Even
though that trade may be done with two
or three [irms only, it would appear that
the business will bhe taken from Australia
and will go {o Europe if the tariff wall con-
tinues to be raised against foreign countries.
We shall not be able to supply the goods
at anything like the price at which they
ean be obtained in forcign lands. A man
from New Guinen spoke to me about drugs
Lisat conld not be produced in the Rritish
Empire, but were procurabile only in Russia
and other countries. On those drugs there
was a duty of 500 per cent. What with the
Navigation Act and the additional cost of
freight, it is cheaper to bring timber from
the Baltic to Adelaide than it is to take
it from Launceston to Adelaide. With ail
these thirgs hampering our aetivities, is it
any wonder that Australia is not enjoying
prosperity, and that the primary producers
nre labouring under burdens they cannot
carry? Regarding timber freights, the priee
From Launceston to Adelaide is 9s. and from
the Baltie, 3s. 6d., thus demonsirating that
it is cheaper to import from the Baltic
than from Launceston, The same applies
regarding importations from Vancouver, on
which a saving of 3s. 4d. can be shown,
Thic anomaly ig aseribed to the operations
of the Navigation Aet, When T was speak-
g about the Federal tarifi and the burden
of these duties, I was asked if 1 was a free-
trader. 1 replied that I was not, but that
the tariff-run-mad policy now adopted in
Australia had made a lot of people think
hard. 1 said that even wild tariffists were
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wisdering where it would end.  Canada
puxs the hizhest wawes of any country in
th» world and yet it can compete with its
rival Across the river—the United States
of Amenca. Last year Canada exported as
weh as the value of the whole of her pro-
divt~ in 1914, Ier tarifl vanges from 3 to
A% mer cent. omly,  That is different from
sene of the extraordinary tariff imposts that
Live been announced in Anstralia rvecently.
Svuwe of the items are extraordinary. About
=% months agn a quantity of goods, which
are nsed for making children’s hats, were
itported into Australis, They ecost 23, 8d.
a Jdezen in Java, The duty amounted fo G0s.
i lozen—or an impost of 2,250 per cent.
Rocently a firm imported a numher of
mi-voseopie glass slides, the duty on which
wus 18, a dozen, or £132 on the consign-
went, compared with £153 15s. 2d. under
the old rate, and £22 17s. 9d. at the new
@l valorem rate. The goods were invoiced
at €75 10, the duty amoumnting to no less
tisen €307, or nearly 700 per cent. ad valorem.
When speaking to a chemist recently, a
friond of mine was informed that habijes’
feeling bottles, which in pre-war times cost
7. tul. a dozen and were sold at 1s. each,
new eost 245 a dozen and had to be sold
ar 2= Gd. each. Then we have that incident
of the younz fellow who was employved on
a form at Tammin, His nnele died in India
awl his aunt sent over some second-han
clrthing to the hoy, thinking it would he
u-erul for him. In all, there were about
eiht snits that would cost about 25s. to
S, each, new in India. The duty on each
sult was 235, plus 45 per eent. T made an
wppeal to the Minister for Customs repard-
it that matter and pointed out the iniquit-
ous position in which the lad was placed.
Here was o lad working hard in the bush
wha had things sent out to him for him
tu use and the duty on the clothing amounted
tu 11% times its value. He would have had
to pay just as much or more in daty for
thise second-hand clothes as if he had
heizhit them: new in Western Australia. The
itexn dealing with suits stipulates the rates
e suit af 13s, plus 25 per cent., for Bri-
ti-]y, and 30s., plus 45 per cent., foreimn. In
11+ of such a duty, what ix the position
of our primary industries. We have the
fiziest wonl in the world, the most up-to-date
mo-hinery and we undebtedly have men
eapable of turning ont the work. In view
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of such hundicap=, however, how can our
industries compete in the world's markets?
Tu the days before Federation, thirty vears
sgao, Hrms n Vietorian were able to compete
with outside wanufacturers. It is time thev
were on their feet and able to do without
any fuether assistance from the taritf. To-
wards the end of last svssion, when speak-
ing in the House L mentioned the faet that
I bad heen disappointed heeause the Gov-
ernment had not brought down certain leg-
islation.  Hlowu, members ay think I wa=
alluding to the Yarramony railway, buot the
thing 1 was referring to worve particularly
had been half promised for a number of
Years; that was in regard to an amendment
of the hire-purchase system. I want to
give the House an instance of what can
happen under the existing syvstem. A cer-
tain traetor was houzht for £125 eash which,
with the aecommodation given, wounld run
to £465. The purchaser took charge of this
tractor and put it to work. But very zoon
it went hopelessly out of order. He ap-
proached the firm and claimed that some-
thing should bhe done by them to put it in
order, because of their guarantee. How-
ever, he was told that the period covered hy
the guavantee had expired. He then re-
mwinded the firm that they had not delivered.
the traetor until 32 days after he had signed
the hire-purchase agreement. Eventually,
after a Iot of haggling, they agreed to do
the necessary work for half eost, which was
£30, the full cost of the alterations beine
£60: and they agreed to give him accom-
modation at 14 per cent. He got the ma-
eline going again, but then found that the
tracks were wronz. They were deseribed ax
Bell's ity tracks, but they were not suitable
at all. He went back to the firm and asked
for a remedy, declaring that failing any
relief he would send the machine haek, The
firm said that even if he did send it back
thex would “still hold him responsible for
the full payment. In the cnd thev agreed
to put him in other tracks for £100. They
fitted other fracks at that cost, and again
plus 14 per cent., but it was then found
that the gearing was ont of order and the
machine would not work. That ntan has
now completed all his payments except £150,
and he is at present exercised in his mind
as to whether he should throw the thing oo
one side. ITe was told by the firmn that it
didl not wmatter what eourse he might take,
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he would have to .pay the balance. The
machine is no good, it will not work, but
shll he has to accept the responsibility for
it. Immediately afterwards they issued a
writ against him for €50, and he had to
vome down to Perth and go on his knees
to eet somebody to stand behind him. The
matter is now deferred uniil after harvest,
Of course that sort of treatment
wonld not be imposed upon him by
any of the old established firms; 1 think
this was one of the new firms set up here.

Mr., Marshall: Did he sign an agreement
for the 14 per cent.?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: He had to, for he
had 1,200 acres of ¢rop to go in, and so
he was vight up against it. The firm did
not deliver the tractor until 32 days after
he signed the agreement. 1 hope some-
thing will be done to remedy the system.
Neither 1, nor anybody interested in a farm,
wants to see anvthing unjust done; all that
we ask is a fair deal for both parties, the
vendor and the purchager. In 1918 1
hrought before the House the example of a
man who had bought a harvester for £118
and paid £91. He was unable to pay the
kalance within the stated time, and so the
vendors seized the machine and held him
responsible for the balance. It had to be
paid, and they had the harvester into the
bargain. In such a case it ought to be
possible to arrive at some equitable arrange-
ment, As I have said, we do not want any-
thing unreasonable, but we do want a fair
deal for the purchaser. We have arrived
at the position where our farmers are told
to grow more wheat, and are expected to
do it. Tt seems to me that while the ex-
Premier the other night declared that a
great deal of the blame, practically the
whole of the blame, for our position has
been put on the Federal Government, it is
clear that the Federal Government are to
blame for a lot of it. Of course for our
own present position there is blame
attaching te ourselves, but the major
part of it can be traced to the Fede-
ral  Government, and to Tederation
generally. Take the period from 1890 to
1001. During those 11 vears this State,
or colony as it then was, was able to earry
ont a vigorous public works poliey, more
spirited than at any  time sinee, and we
finished up with an aceumulated surplus
amounting - to 16s. 2d. per head of ounr

population.  Tasmania also had a credit
balance for the same period, an acemunu-
latedd surplus representing 18s, 2d. per
liend of ber population, while all the otier
States showed defieits, Vietoria to the cx-
tent of £3 ds. 2d. per head of her popula-
tion. Then came what was known as the
Braddon clause period. At that time wvur
surplus of 16s. 2d. per head of the popau-
lation had fallen to 2s. 4d. per head of ihe
population, although we had been carrying
out a more restricted public works policy.
In about 1904 there was held the conference
whith decided on the iniguitows per eapita
payments arrangement. That arrangen:eat
was entered into, and under it we fouud
ourselves wholly unable to pay our way,
thongh we had a special grant of £250,1)
reducible by £10,000 annually. We bezan
to get into debt, and in 1923 we were be-
hind to the extent of £18 17s. 4d. per head
of our population, But this distres-iul
state of things did not appertain to the
nther States. All those States that had been
behind at the time we entered Federation
had now surpluses to show. They had hene-
fited by Federation. Tt has been said lLer:
repeatedly that before Federation came we
in Western Australia had the goldfields to
look to, But thase goldfields henefited 1ot
noly us, but Vietoria, New Sonil Wales,
and South Australia also, and that very
materially. So when members say we were
then in an exceptionally gooed period, I re-
mind them that the other Stotes were wet-
ting the benefit of it, and that during that
time we here carried out a spirvited publie
works policy very largely from revenue,
which was not done by any other of the
States at that time, and has not been done
since. So whilst T have said here fhat it
15 not right to hlame everything on to Feider-
alion, one has to admit there is a gveat deal
in the argument in regard fo our having
separate dominion status. We have had 30
years of Federation. We have been going
from bad to worse, until it is now said
we have no hope of getting out of cur diF-
culties. In those circnmstances perhapsz ib
woull bhe as well to remind members of
some of the things fhat have happened to
ns. At the pre-Federal conventions speaker
after speaker was emphatic in declaring
that the weaker Sfates would have to he
protected. Sir John Forrest, Mr, Jchn
Henry, Sir George Torner, Sir Edmund
Barton, Mr. C. C. Kingston, Mr. Alfred
Deakin, Sir Josiah Symon, Sir.William
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Lyue, Bir Edward Braddon, and others all
declared that when they went back to their
respective colonies they would have to em-
phasise that on no account should there hc
allowed loopholes to permit of any Feders}
Treasurer spending money extravagantly.
Mr. Deakin pointed to the possibility of
arsengls being built out of money thal
should have been returned to the States as
surpins revenne. In regard to the building
of arsenals, Sir George Turner szid—

Mx only object was te throw the onus on
the Federal Treasurer of making provision for
this payment in order to prevent him from
heing extravagant and giving way too eaasily,
as Treasurer, to every demand for expenditure
which will undoubtedly he made upon him. As
the Bill stands, he will have ample power to
spend mioney in the erection of arsenals and
military eolleges, and matters of that kind,
which will eat up a large portion of the rev-
cnue.  There e¢an be no doubt that lie would
be extremely liable to have pressure hrought
to bear upon him to spend money in military
and other directions, especially in times when
there is anything like n war seare.

Mr. (. C. Kingston and others were par-
ticularly emphatic that any surplus revenue
must be returned to the several States. Mr.
Kingston said—

We have been at great paing to provide for
the proper representation of the Siates, hut
all these constitutional provisions seem to me
of little importance indeed so long ns you
leave the nbsolute control of the States’
purse strings in the hands of the Federal
Treasurer; and that is what you do unless you
provide for something in the shape of a dis-
tinet return to the States. You place a trem-
endous power in the hands of the Federal Gov-
criment and the Federal Parliament in cn-
alling them to regulate the mode of distri-
hution of whatever surplus they may have left
amongst the various States.

That is an example of what was said at
1the Convention over and over again, and I
am sure those great men would turn in
their graves if they could know what has
taken place since then.

Mr. Marshall: They would go back wil-
lingly if they had fo listen to vou.

Mr. GRIFFITHS : The hon. member
sometimes drives me mad. The Disabilities
Commission took evidenee here and reported
that Western Australia had not benefited
from Federation. It was deemed impossible
ta give relief from customs without injuring
the secondary indusiries of the Eastern
Rtates. The only effective .-wav to remove
the disabilities was to restore for a period
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of years complete control over Customs and
Exeise. Mr. Entwistle, a member of the
Commission, stated that Western Australia
should never have entered into Federation,
but that, having done so, the only remedy
was secession. We are some 2,460 miles
from the Federal capital. We have five
members out of 76 in the House of Repre-
sentatives. Victoria has 20 and New South
Wales 28, and those 418 constitute a majority
in the House. East is east and west is west.
This is cssentially so when a comparison is
made between the industries on one side of
the continent and those over here. Eastern
Australia is mainly industrial, whereas West-
Austialia is a eountry of primary industry,
The people over there do net understand our
troubles or disabilities. Thev ean have no
conception of them. What chance have five
members of speaking in counsel over there
when there are 70 other members to vote
against them? Thens is ounly like a voice
eryving in the wilderness. I say afier 30
vears’ experience, we should know where we
stand. and whether we are getting any hene-
fit from Federation or only troubles. T have
been told we require more information be-
fore we can hring our disabilities before the
Federal people. In 1904 the late Mr. Fred-
erick Monger moved a motion in this House
that action should be taken with the idea of
getting separation from the other States.
Tn 1923 the Government published a report
headed “Federation and Western Australia.”
This was a ease prepared by the Advisory
Committee appointed by the State Govern-
ment for submission to the Commonwealth
Royal Commission. It dealt with the
finanees of Western Australia as they were
affected by Federation, and was presented
by the Hon. Norbert Keenan, K.C. This
document shows that the committee went to
an immense amouut of trouble and based its
findings upon documentary evidence. It
was pointed out that an enormous loss had
oceurred through what the “Sunday Times”
refers to as the gold steal. Mr. Keenan also
touched upon the invasion of the Savings
Bank realms of operation. The report goes
on to say, when speaking of agriculture,
that—

This industry, like that of mining, sells its
produeta in the world’s markets, and there-
fore obtains a very limited if any benefit at
al} from the high Customs tariff, If indeed
ita product is sold locally at a parity of the

price in the world’s market, as is the case so
far as wheat is concerned, then the high Cus-
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toms duty produces no advantage whatever.
The only possible advantage at any time it
could produce would avise from the fact that
by reason of the creation of secondary indus-
tries, the population would be available as a
locad market, and this population would he
prepared to pay a higher price for the product
than the buyer in the world’s market would
pay.

The report also points out that this country
is bound fo a policy of immigration and land
settlement. It says—

Lastly, the State of Western Australia says
she is engaged in a poliey of immigration and
land seftlement which is of the highest im-
portance to Australin as a whole. Tp to now
she has borne almost the entire burden of
earrying out this poliey. The time has come
when she cannot face the costs of continuing
to do what is national work for Australia as a
whole out of ler attenuated resources. TUn-
less the Commonwealth authority comes to her
aid, the position must be examined earefully
and the cost new being incurred must be dras-
tically cut downm,

Five vears have gone by since that report
was furnished, and many other Commissions
have sat in the meantime. There was the
Ausiralian Economic Commission eonsisting
of experts in the Eastern States. This sal
in 1929, There was the Bruce-Page Gov-
ernment inquiry into the economic effects
of the Australian tariff. There was the
British Eeonomic Conunittee. known as the
Big Four, the Disabilities Commis<ion, the
Royal Commission dn the Federal Consti-
tution, and numerouns other inquiries. Ewvery
vear there is also held a conference of 2re-
miers, at which has been loudly voiced the
protest of Western Anstralin eoncerning
matlers appertaining to this State. I do
not know what more information is re-
quired. It may be, as was suggested at a
recent meeting, that we might be able to
bring the information more up te date.
Now, see how prices compare between 1901
nd 1925, A four-furrow stump jump
mouldboard plough in 1901 cost £25, and m
1925 the cost was £62: in the case of a seed

drill the price is £40 and £17 vespectively;

a 6ft. harvester £90 and £147 respectively;
a chaffeutter £60 and £120; a seed grader
£15 and now £33; wire-netting rabbit-proof
per mile £3¢ as against £52 10s.; barbed
wire £14 as against £29 10s.; and galvan-
ised eorrugated iron per ton £20 as against
£30. Even since 1925 prices have gone up.
Where is this going to end? It is fime ‘e
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had a say in matters. It is time we did
something to induce the people in the East-
ern States io look upon this State in the
pioper light. It may, of course, be hopeless
to attempt to do so. We are told it is dis-
loyal to talk of secession, or to leave the
rest of Australia in its present diffieult
position. I think it was Mr. Yates, of
South Auwstralia, who, when speaking re-
vently of the amendments of the Constitu-
tion, said he did not helieve they were ss
drastic as they ought to be, and that he
wounld rvather the Prime Minister had
brought down a straight-out proposition
for unification. Some time ago I was talk-
ing to a gentleman and he said, “Your own
Mr. Collier does not believe in unification.
He says it would ruin Western Australia.”
In 1926 the Leader of the Opposition, then
Premier, zreturned from a conference in
Melbourne, The Bruce-Page Government
were in power, He denounced their iniquii-
ous financial proposals and quoted certain
suggested alierations to the Constitution.
i have here an extract from one of the news-
papers as follows:—

When the Bruce Government was in power
he denounced their iniquitous Finuncinl Agree-
ment wlich they forced down the throats of
the State Premiers. He also fulminated
against the atrocious poliey of the Federal
Parliament, both parties, in ecollecting large
sums from materinl imported by the States for
developmental purpeses, and putting those
moneys gut of Western Australiz’s loans into

the Federal revenue. It was a monstrous thing
to do and he was right.

In January, 1928, the ex-Premier was visit-
ing the Eastern States. While in Melbourne

he was interviewed by the Melbourne
“Herald,” and nceording to that paper
soid—

When Federation was deeided upon and
Western Australia, after protesting that what
had happened would happen, joined the uniom,
everyone hoped, perhaps helieved, that the
Federal Parliament would Dbe the cement to
hind the States together, leaving them to ful-
fil their proper functions without interference
from a body that has its circumseribed areq
of Goverument. How different has it turned
out, We have six States, poor and ncedy,
and a rieh bloated Commonwealth ending each
vear with fat surpluses that are the sign
manuzl of bad government,

Mr. H. W. Mann: That is ancient his-
tory.
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AMr. GRIFFITHS: He goes on—

Bit by bit the Federal authority is growing
at the expense of the Stutes. We are drifting
as sure as fate towards unification. That
means ruin.  This enormous country cannot be
governed from a political ventre by men al-
must entirely igporant ¢f conditions in the
tur corners of the land.

There is no equivocation about that. 1 have
here an extract from his pelicy speech at
Lioulder in March last. Referring to the
poliey of the Labour Party und the ques-
tion of unifieation—and this is not anecient
history—Myr. Collier said—

We are out to resist legitinate eneroach-
ments on the rights of Western Australia ir-
respective of the source from which they
emanate.

He confirs his own interjection in this
Parliament when tbe present Premier was
making a secession speech. Here are his
significant words—

I think we would be justified in going to
any lengths in resisting Federal encreachment,
1f that meant anything it meant that we
would be justified in taking any steps to got
out of the strangulating effects of Feder-
ation, and in protecting the sovereignty of
the State.

Mr. Munsie: What are you going to do
about ity

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Western Australia is
in an impossible position. We have no hope
of getting relief from the Yederal people.
It is time we agitated. We should not sit
down and take things as they are. We
should mauke a big noise and attempt to get
dominion status. We should see that some-
1king is done for us at this stage.

Mr. Panton: Youn did noi think that way
when the Financial Agreement was before
us.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: T did think that way
when the Finaneial Apreement was Jis-
cussed, and I spoke =trongly upon it. It
aid not matter to me what Government was
in office at the time.

Mr. Panton: The Leader of your party
di¢ not do so.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: We have had the
mald steal and the sugar ramp.

Mr. Panton: One of vour party slole
that, Billv Hughes.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: We have had the buge
metal embarge, which forced us to semd
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vur coneentrutes to M. Wembla, and piae-
tically ruined our Dbase ietal indusiry.
theve was the ewbarge upon our Hour for
the beneit ol the Vietorian millers.  Theve
was the leather cisbargo. Until & profest
was made we could not gei sufficient spaee
g send our leather away. The ships were
crowded out. Victoria and Tasmania teok
the space on the ships, and a violent pro-
lest was required from us beture we eonkl
wet a Inir deal. We also tried to do sulle-
thing with regard to timber freights. The
leople aver there stopped the ships frma

coming here,  They put a vete on
conl and on goods coming here, and
iuercased the freight on our timber.
it may have heen a coineidence, hat
this happened when Mr. Watt was in

charge of affairs in the Eastern States.
Then again, in conneetion with the savings
hank, a gross injustice was dome. Not
only was there competition so flar as the
money market was eoncerned, but the com-
petition was responsible for an increase
in the rate of interest, and deprived the
Government of the use of money that
might have been devoted to the opening
up of our areas. I think two millions went
into the Federal savings bank in an early
stage of its career. That sum might very
well have been in the hands of the State
Governments, and it wouid have been util-
ised for developmental purpeses. The
money would have been available at a low
rate of interest. Then there was the ve-
moval of the camp at Blackboy to Bread-
meadows. When we had an excess of ve-
eruits for the oversea forces, what hap-
pened? They were taken away but we
were not eredited with the 25s. per eapita
grant. The Federal people kept that. That
was how our patrictism was rewarded!
Xext we have all the duplications that
kave taken plaee since the inaunguration of
Yederation. Dr. Maloney asked a ques-
tion in the House of Representatives to
seeure information to show the number of
officials employed in the Commonwealth
service in the vears 1913 and 1929 respect-
ively, officers who were in receipt of
£1,000 per annum and upwards, as well as
the names, positions and salaries of those
officials. The return that was provided
showed that in the Health Department in
1413 Dr. Cumpston was the Director of
Quarantine at a salary of £1,000 and in
1929 he was in receipt of £1,800 and 11
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other officers with him, were all in receipt
of upwards of £1,000.

Mr. Mnnsie: Your party were in power
at that time.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The duplication of
work there will be seen. We have a Healih
Department doing very good work and the
Perth Munieipal Council has also its
health officers who attend to the welfare
of the community. The officers under Dr.
Cumpston drawing £1,000 or upwards of
that amount were in receipt of salaries total-
ling £13,63G6. Not only has there been that
duplication, but each officer in veceipt of
a high =alary has ereated branches and
has working for him a number of officials
drawing salaries below £1,000. Tn 1913 in
a2l the Commonweaith departments there
were 33 officers drawing salaries totalling
£32,805, whilst in 1929 the number of offi-
cers was 181 and the salary list was
£286,780, There has also been duplieation
in the Works Department, and T noticed
in the paper the other day that the stand-
inz ecommittee on public works is on its
way over here to inquire into the question
of establishing a telephone exchange at
Maylands. Why send that committee over
here when there is such a clamour for cut-
ting down expenses?

Mr. PPanion: THow many are eoming
over?
Mr. GRIFFITHS: T do not know and

T do not care.

The Mimster for Lands:
cancelled.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I am glad to hear
it. I notice that a committee has heen ap-
pointed to inquire into the many dupliea-
tions that exist. I hope the vesult of its
investigations will be the abholition of
many Federal departments. There is no
need for two savings banks, two Public
Works Departments, two Electoral De-
partments, two Fisheries Depariments, and
many others the duties of which can easily
be eavried out hy the States. On the Federal
capital there has been spent over £11,
000,000 and on bounties an enormous sum
of money, almost convincing us that the
Yederal Governments have gone bounty
mad. Bounties have been provided for al-
most every confounded thing. We in this
State clamoured for a gold bonus but
failed to gzet it.

Mr. Munsie: And it would have been
a good thing for the whole of Australia if
it had been given to us.

That has been

167

Mr. GRIFFITHS: A return was pro-
vided in the Federal Parliament at the re-
quest of Mr. Gregory showing what amount
had been paid by the Commonwealth in
bounties, bonuses, subsidies or assistance
to industries, primary and secondary, in
each State in the past seven years. The
concessions under the Bounty Aets were
given on eattle export, shale oil, iron and
steel, sulphur, canned fruit, wine export,
cotton and cotton yarn.

Mr. Munsie:  Anvthing about butter?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: No, and Y might in- -
form the hon. member that T do not agree
with the Paterson butter scheme. The total
of the bounties paid on the articles I enum-
erated came to £3,620,22G, and out of that
total in the seven years Western Australia
got the munificent amount of £37,745. That
money was principally for cattle, iron and
steel, and wine export. New Sonth Wales
received just under £2,000,000. The assist-
ance remdered under the Export Guarantee
Aet in the same seven years came to
£366,403. Under that Act assistance was
given to canned fruits, brown millet, hop
industry, eitrus froits, Doradille grapes,
Chauez grapes, dried fruits and herd test-
ing. Western  Australin received £6 for
Chanez grapes, and £80 for herd testing, a
total of £86 out of the £3688,303.  Other
diveet assistance was given for the guaran-
teed price for cotton, peirolenm prospeecting,
prospecting for precious metals, losses of
fruit pools, eradieation of cattle tick, and
rvitdlerpest compensation. That total came to
£087,014, and Western Anstralia received
from it £36,378. Of that amount £41,375
was paid as eompensation at the time of the
rinderpest outbreak here. That payment,
however, was for the benefit not only of
Western Australia but for the whole of the
Commonwealth, Then in addition, advances
—which are repavable—were made in the
seven years for wire and wire neiting and
as loans to Tasmanian apple growers, This
total came to £737,434. Western Australia
received £394,048 as an advanee for wire
and wive netting, but the amount has to be
repaid. Queensland also availed herself to
the extent of £196,619 for wire and wire
netting. The indirect assistance to indus-
tries which is not allocable to States came to
£12,796,062. In that list there appears the
amount of £458,194 against the trans-
Australian railway. I presume that half is
chargeable to this State and half to South
Australia. But this particular vote is the
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biggest fraud ever perpetrated not only on
Western Australia but on the States as a
whole, Then the Government of the day
grandilonuently tell us that we were given
£2000,000 a year for the maintenance of
main roads. What happened? The Federal
Government took from us £3,330,000 by the
imposition of a 4d. tax on petrol, and they
zave back to the States £2,000,000 of their
own money. In that way there was paid
into Commonwealth revenue no less a sum
than £1,330,000. I suppose hon. members
will eriticise what I have said, buf it cannot
be denied that I have told the truth. We
hear it said that it will be impossible for us
to escape from the Federation and that if
we should get out, it will be impossible for
us to finance ourselves? T have heard all
sorts of wild falk on this question, but if we
go into figures, we realise what the State is
doing to-day and that there is nothing to
fear in the way of our not meefing State
debts, sinking fund and other payments,
special grants, old age pensions, war in-
terest and sinking fund on war services, the
loss on the runmning of our section of the
Kalgoorlie to Port Augusta railway, and
many other things. We are paying all these
to-day through the Customs and by means
of direct taxation and there is not the slight-
est fear of fresh burdens being added to the
shoulders of the people in the event of seces-
sion coming about. It should also be re-
membered, as far as the Post Office is con-
cerned, that the land which was aequired,
and on which the building was erected, cost
the Federal Government £152,000. A good
deal around it was resumed at the same time
and the value of the whole of that property
would be in the neighbourhood of £300,000.
As a matter of faet, I have been told by a
valuator that the fizure would he consider-
ably in excess of £300,000. If it came to a
matter of the transference of the post and
telegraphs back to the State, I have yet to
learn that the Federal authorities would hy
force attempt o secure the unearned inecre-
ment—the difference between what they paid
for the land and its value to-day. We as a
State would have the power to fax them on
that unearned inerement, .\t any rate, the
property should revert to us at the price at
which it was originally purchased. As to
the trans-Aaustralian railway, ouly half of
it runs through our State and that guestion
+hould be capable of adjustment. The Com-
moenwealth has no source of revenue other
than the States. It is from the States that
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they take money and then hand it back. It
rather arauses me when I hear people speak
abont the generosity of the Commonwealth,
Their contributions to the States are :uade
from money taken from the States in the
first place. We are aware that about
£11,000,000 has been snnk in the ¥ederal
capital; there is €11,000,000 of defiei* in
the Northern Territory; something Iike
£1,000,000 has been sunk in the Qodnadatta
railway: I suppose £8,000,000 to £10,000,-
000 was sunk in the Commaonwealth -hip-
ping venture; the War Serviee homes, a
costly failwre that ultimately had to be
handed over to the States, cost something
like €12,000,000. All those things had to be
financed by the States, and if it came to an
assessment of what we have eontributed to
properties in the Eastern States as com-
pared with what has been provided here, I
am sure we shall be well on the right side
as regards payment for the trans-Australian
railway and the post office.  Customs and
excise are estimated at £2,630,000; direct
taxation in the shape of land tax, income
tax, amusement tax and probate duty, etc.,
totals £970,000. Y do not know whether it
is generally realised that the Commonwealth
have been taking nearly £1,000,000 a vear
by way of direct taxation from this State.
Comparing the position with that which ex-
isted when My, Pratten was Minister for
Customs, the cost to-day is at least 23 per
cent. up, which on £10,000,000 represenis a
total of £2,500,000. That is a moderate
estimate of the difference between the Prat-
ten tariff and the present tariff. The sugar
embargo is costing Western Australia well
over £400,000 a year, and there are various
other bounties and honuses to which we Lave
to contribuie. Some people might ask what
we could do apart from the Federation. We
would revert to the pre-Federal position,
though possibly we would have to pay a
little heavier taxation. It must be remem-
bered that in pre-Federal days Western Aus-
tralin imposed neither income tax nor land
tax, and there was no strangling Navigation
Act or other burdens with which we are
oppressed to-day. During the ten »-ars
previous to Federation the State enjoved
a sueeessful term and was ahle to balinee
itz ledger. To-dayr we have two land taxes,
fwo income taxes and two lots of pro-
bate duty to pay. We have two savines
banks, fwo Publie Works Departments —
in faet, evervthing is duplicated. A
reasonable revenue tariff would enihle
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the State to earry on suceessfully and attain
its destiny. It is impossible to develop tke
State under the present Ligh costs imposed
by Federal policy. Other States weve able
to develop their tervitory wilk cheap labour
and cheap material, while we arc disadvan-
faged by having to undertake our develop-
ment with eosts at peak levels. On the
fizures I have guoted, there would he a
balance in favour of the State of £2,699.000,
representing the excess taxatior we are pay-
ing to the ‘Conunonwealth to-day. That
sam, if’ the State were an indepeudent domi-
nion, would not go into the Treasury, but
would permit of duties being reduced so
that the burden of government would fall
more equitably upon the primary produsers.
The Government would be able to buy the
gold produced, and with that backing could
raise the necessary funds to develop the
country, It has been suggested that to ad-
voeate secession amounts to disloyalty. Let
us be loyal to this State. There was no
guestion of disloyalty here during the war,
bnt there was in Sydney.

My, Panton: It was a question not of
lovalty to the State, hut of lovalty to the
Crown,

r. GRIFFIITHS: We are told that
Federation is an indisseluble union under
the Crown. We are not asking to break
away from the Crown. We are asking for
the freedom XNew Zealand enjoys. New
Zealand and Anstralia combined for wor
operations and ouf of their joint servica
Anzac originated. Rhodesia, being dis-
tant from the South African ecapital and
having problems of its own, refuses to join
the umion; vet that dominion is just as
loyal as the rest of South Africa, probably
more so. Newfoundland will not join the
Canadian union, knowing she is beifer off as
a separate eulity because her problems are
different from Canada’s. The Simon Com-
mission vecently presented its report on the
fature government of India, and advoeated
that Burma should remain apart, because
of distance from the equivalent of our
Canberra and because of the different prob-
lems eonfronting Burma. Te govern Wesi-
ern Anstralia from Canberra is like trying
to govern Moscow from London. The Can-
herra authorities do not understand us and
do not want to. When visiting Sydney in
1918, I was introduced to the then Premier
of New South Wales, Mr. W. A. Holman,
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and the Treasurer, Mr. Fitzpatrick. Diseuss-
ing the war, I told them that the people of
the Eastern States did not know that the
Fmpire was at war. Mr, Holman said,
“But look what we have done” I told
him that his State had not been affected as
we had heen. I had seen eight large vessels
going out of the heads that morning earrv-
ing cargo to the South Sea Islands, and I
thought of our miserable one-or-two-steamers-
a-month service, onr timber, wheat and woaol
held up at Fremantle for lack of shipping,
and apples that could not be exported bus
had to be consumed locally., T told them
I had visited Sussex-street and seen the
warehouses stuffed with goods branded with
all sorts of impossible names, showing that
Sydney was doing the South Sea Tsland
trade of which Germany had been deprived
by the war. Big emporiums were selling
more expensive outfits than ever before, due
to the free spending of money paid in the
shape of war allowances. Speaking to the
wife of a private citizen, a cultured, well-
read lady, I mentioned Western Australia,
and she asked about the voyage across. She
knew so little about Western Australia she
was unaware that trains had been running
for 12 months. She said, “You eonld not
have eome across by rail; the line has not
been built.” If she had been a black from
North Queensland or from the Territory, L
could have understood her making such a
remark. The people of the BEastern States
are so engrossed in their own big schemes
that they overshadow everything else. We
are neither known nor understocod by them.
The Royal Commission which inguired into
the disabilities of Western Australia under
Federation and was presided over by an
ex-Federal Treasurer, the British Economie
Commission. krnown as the Big Four, and
the committee of experts which in 1929, at
the request of the Prime Minister, conducted
inquiry intc the economic effects of the Aus-
fralinn tarifl, each in turn either specifieally
or gencrally drew attention to the pecunliar
and unenviable position of Western Aus-
tralia. us a State of the Commonwealth, The
Jast-mentioned committee comprised such
eminent authorities as J. B Brigden, M.\,
Protessor of Eeenomics, D. B, Copland,
ALA., D.Ses, Professor of Commerce in the
Alelhourne TUniversity, E. C. Dyason, B.Se,
BALE,, member of the Stoeck Exchange,
Melbourne, L. F. Giblin, M. A, the Ritchie
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Prolessor of Economics in the University of
Melbourne, and C. H. Wickens, I.5.0,
FIA., T.8.5, Conmonwealth Statistician
and Actuary, and they made the following
assertion :—

The unequal offects hetween States are
prohably the most embarrassing consequences

of the tariff. . ., Were Australin one smull
compaet  economic unit. . . .. differences  he-
tween arcas would be less jmiportant.  But

with our diverse gueographicul comditions and
our Foderal system of government, surh is not
the ease . . .. It is to be noticed that the
subsidiex to Vietoria and Queensland are twice
as great as those to Western Australin, South
Agstralin, amd Tasmania. . . . . So it vomes
sahout that the same two States, Vietoria and
Quueensland, both get the greatest increase to
income per head and pay least for it. New
Houth Wules is in a middle position, and the
other  three  States  receive least and  pay
most, with Western Australia in a som~what
worre position than Seuth Australia aml Tas-
manria,

Committee after committee has reported to
the same effect. \Whether we agree about
seeession or not, the time has ecome when
we should make as much noise as possible
with the idea of bargaining. Ave we to sit
helplessly and submit to the present impos-
sihip position?
Mr. Sampson: We want to get oul.

Mr, GRIFFITITS: We must at least at-
templ to get out, and if we fail to aceom-
plish that, we shall probably inspire a morc
reasonable frame of mind in some of the
wise 1men of the East, so that they will
consider the position of Western Australiu
atl treat it an lines of equity and justice.

Kitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pon.

Mr. CRIIFFITHS: Before tea T alluded
to the futility of growing wheat to he sold
at s, 215d. per bushel when 4s. is known
to be near the limit of pavability, and T
mentioned certain thine= through which re-
ductions might be effected in the cost of
prodnetion. Those things ave largely the
subject of Federal jurisdiction. T mayv muen-
tion water rates. Sinec the goldfields water
scheme has hecome a possession of Western
Australia, the amount represented by pav-
ment nf interest and sinking fund might
well have been diverted fowards easing the
position of farmers =0 sitvated that they
cannot  utilise the water for stock. their
lands not being suificiently developed. Sueh
farmers might well he relieved of having
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to pay £40 or £30 for water of which they
use only a small portion. The principle
of charging on a construction cost basis
was, in fact, introduced by Mr. W. D.
Jolmson when a mewher of a previovs Gov.
ernment.  This has enused exrraordinary
anomalies in rating generally and in ve-
gard to excess vuling  Once extension might
cuarry a rate of dd. per acre, and a few
miles further east. in the same teact of
couniry, a pavallal ext:msion might carry
u rate of . o oue ease excess water
was charged at 2s. Gl per thovwsand gal-
lons, and in another sase at Us. 81 A rock
catelunent recently eomstructed with cheap
money, perhaps at 1% per cent., is loaded
np with a vate of seven or eight per eent.
[t s heen asserted in this Chamber that

the farmer never pavs water rates. We
know there are cases in which ecolleeiions
have not heen made. Nevertheirss, fhe

Water Snpply Department lave the first
grip on the land. Tu spite of statements
that the farmers have been treated leniently,
[ know of many instances where settlors
have been forced off their lands for non-
payment of water rates. Another item that
largely enters into cost of production is
interrst.  Indeed, interest is at present en-
grazing  evervhody’s  attention, especially
From the Tmperial aspect. 1 have already
mentioned tle ease of a Perth firm charg-
ing 14 per cent. for a little extra time in
paving for a tractor. Interest is now cost-
ing the farmer 1s. per bushel of wheat.
Thaf sounds a big figure, but T have it on
the excellent anthority of a high official of
the Agrieultural Bank. Tf the interest ques-
tion can bhe managed at all; something should
he dene to reduce that rate,  The author
of a work on the nationalisation of eredit
spenks of the terrihle burden of eompound
interest, and gives the illustration of Joseph
borrowing £1 in the days of Pharoah. The
author states that there is not enongh gold
in the world now to repay that loan of
£1 with 3 per ecent. compound interest
added. We know that at 8 per cent. com-
pound interest o debt doubles itself in
seven vears. For the man outback, in ihe
new areas along the Kastern Goldfields
railway, something will have to he done.
We have been used to good times, and fur
prices have helped farmers over their ditti-
culties; but in the distriets 1 have men-
tioned the settlers now find that eredit is
extremely  restricted, and that failure to
meel a promissory nete for aerricultural
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machinery means seizure, whereupon the
creditors come down like a flosk of vultures.
The provision of credif at reasonable rates
of interest is absolutely essential, Froem the
existing situation, unless it be remedied,
only one result can accrue. Now I wish
to make my attitude clear regarding district
allowances. 1 said quite plainly and
frankly, both before the election and sinee,
that I econsidered a distriet allowanee well
warranted in the ease of people situated at,
say, Kalgoorlie, where living is espensive.
I told the railway men at Merredin that I
did not believe in outting out the distriet
allowance. When it comes to drawing the
boundary line, there is some diffienlty. On
the question of hours, I told the men at
Merredin, I must join issue with them. I
was also questioned regarding long serviee
leave. A friend of mine is in the iramn-
ways, and I know the opinion of the tram-
way men as to long service leave. They
say that it is a farce, that it is no good to
them. Tt would he far better if some seheme
were adopted such as that evolved recently
by Mr. Shillingion for the tramway sys-
tem. Many of the tramwav men ave in
favour of that scheme, where, by some
form of point contribubion by employee
and employer, provision is made for the
payment of an amount te a man
upon his retivement. BSome old friends
of mine in the railway service, men
whom I knew on the goldfields, hava
come to me and mentioned that they
were emploved in the service dwring
the time when Western Australia was under
the vegime of Downing-sirest, before tic
era of self-government. They have informed
me that there is now a likelihood of their
being put out. 1t scems hard that men in
full vigour should be removed, and pos.
sibly replaced by inferior men. I ecan say
authoritativeiy that many of the old guards
cn the railways ave very fine wen indeed,
and that the performance of their duties in
the van compares favourably with that «f
some of the younger men by whom they
. would be perhaps replaeced. - Later 1T shall
ask the House te appoint a select commttee
to go into the question of trusteeship for
farmers. A host of diffieulties coulront ihe
farmers, and [ hope my proposal for a
commitiee of inquiry will receive support
heve. The idea is not to do harm to any-
bodv. but to try to ensure fair play for the
settlers,
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MR. EENNEBALLY (East Perth)
[7.41]: At the outset of wy remurhs I de-
sire to congratulate the new Ministers upon
their assumption of office, even though dur-
ing the currency of the session it may be
necessary for me fo criticise, and seriously
disagree to, actions they may take. Indeed,
that applies to some actions which the new
Ministers have already taken. At the same
time it is to be hoped that in the interests
of the State generally, the Government will
receive—fErom this side of the House I think
I may say they will—the measore of sup-
port which their aections and the interests
of the country demand.

Hon. P. Collier: Who will be the judge
of that?

Mr. KENNEALLY: Some of the hest
evitics of the Government and of individual
Ministers are the Ministers themselves. The
Leader of the Government, early in his pre-
sent Premiership, indicated that he has not
much faith in his Ministers; he will not
even trust them to operate alone. Then we
have the fact that the Minister for Agri-
culture, when visiting Pinjarra, took the
opportunity of expressing his opinion of
the Premier in return. T am using: the very
wuords of the MMinister for Agriculture when
I say that he described the Trensurer as he-
ing empty. The Minister should be a fairly
good judge.

The Attorney General: The Treasurer, or
the Treaswry?

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Treasurer.

The Attorney General: I think it shounld
have heen, the Treasury.

Mr. KENNEALLY :
print.

Mr., Angelo: No one can aeeuse the Pre-
mier of being empty.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: There is little need
for hon. members to get excited wbout this.
[ am not agreeing with what the Minister
for Agriculture said,

The Attorney CGeneral: Is reported to
have said.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I am inelined to
agree with the hon. jnember who interjecied
that no one could accuse the Treasurer of
being empty. Sometimes in this House I
wish that we could justly aecuse the hon.
aentleman of being empty. The previous
speaker purported to speak with authority
on the question of long service leave. I

[t has appeared in
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would be sorry to think thai the views »x-
pressed by that hon, member represent the
views of the tramway men of this State.
The hon. member said he cowld speak for
the tramway men. He asserted that the
view held by a large number of them is
that long service leave is a farce, and no
zood. I elaim to have better eredentials en-
abling me to speak for the tramway men
of this State than the member for Avon
(Mr. Griffiths). That being so, I have no
hesitation in asserting that what the Lon.
member said about tramway men having
expressed themselves in that way was in-
correct, and at this early stage I take the
opportunity fo deny the statement made by
him. In these days we hear a lot about
new eries in eonneetion with the industrial
life of the community, such as that in times
of stress like these, everyone should be pre-
pared to assist. That appeal has been made
throughont the State by members sitfing on
the Government side of the House, and if
has been made by others who themselves are
slow to practiee what they preach. One
main cry that we hear is that the cost of
production in this country must come down.
Inseparably associated with that cry, inm
the opinion of those who utfer it, is the
idea that wages must come down. The only
method they ecan see by which the cost of
produetion ecan be decreased is by redueing
the wages of the workers. It is at that
poiut that we propose to join issue with hon.
members sitting behind the Government. It
may possibly be safely argued, and admit-
ted, that the cost of preduction ean come
down, and that if it were decrensed, pro-
vided that in bringing the cost dvwn bo
injustice were done, it would be beneficial
to the communitv. 1 am one of those who
believe that the cost of production ean come
down, and I propose before concluding what
remarks I have to offer this evenirg, to
suggest a method different from that ad-
vanced by those advocating an attaek on
wages. The suggestion that the cost of pro-
duetion must come down apparently indi-
vates to certain hon. memhers that there
mnst be a redunetion in the wage standards
of our workers, and at the same time there
st be an inerease in the hours of lahour.
The Government ave proceedinz to give
efieet to that idea. I 1nentioned the
other evening to the Premier, by way
ot  interjection, that the policy of
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the  Government was leing mven
cffect to, and so it ix. The policy of the
Uovermnent to serure a reduction in the
cost of production means an increase in the
hours of work, a lessening of the wage stan-
dard, and the takiny away from the Stutw
rployees of rights they have enjoyed for
the last 35 vears. Incidentally let me state
that if the Government are looking for -
dostrial peace, they ave turning their eyes
in the wrong direction. If the Government
desire the co-operation of the workers, as
they have suggested on many occasions, they
will not persevere with their attack on the
standards of that section. Insofar as the
application of the Government poliey is an
attack on the standard of the workers, it
will meet with the hearty opposition, not
co-operation, of the workers. Even now,
hefore the Government go too far along
the wrong road, there is time for them to
act in sueh a manner as to seeure the co-
operation of the workers of this State. To-
day there is time; to-morrow it may be Lo
Iate to do so. Once the Government of a
State declare industrial warfare on the
workers of that State, that Government can-
not blame them if the workers at every op-
portunity endeavour to retaliate against the
individuals that struek the blow. As repre-
sentatives of the workers, we will not tacitly
permit anyone, acting apparently at the
dictates of the Employers’ Federaltion of
Western Australia, to make an aitack on
the standards of the workers without put-
ting up the necessary fight to prevent the
suceessful aeccomplishwent of such an at-
tack.

The Attorney General: Ilave you aban-
duned vour faith in arbitration!

Mr. KENNEALLY: No.

The Attorney General: Do you think the
Arbitration Court will do what is wrong?

Mr. KENNEALLY: I hope the hon.
member, who has some knowledge of the in-
dustrial conditinns I refer to, will rvealise
it has remained for the present Govern-
went, after certain conditions have operatedt
for over 35 vears, to make an attack upen
standards so created. It llas remained for
the Government with which he is assnei-
ated to take action hefore the expiration of
an award and to mpke an appeal to the
conrt for an early hearing =o that, in a hur-
tiedl way, the attack may he made.
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The Attorney General: Do you think the
Arbitration Court would do what was un-
Just?

Me, KENXXEALLY: I am dealing with
an attack made by the Uovernment.

The Attorney General: Do you think the
court would do what was unjust?

AMr. KENNEALLY : After an experience
of 35 years of these standards in operation,
1t has remained for the present Govern-
ment, despite o motion carrvied by this
House fhat the standards shounld remain,
to lead an attack on the weorkers. That
heing so, they cannot complain if the work-
ere suitably respond to the challenge thrown
down, Therefore, I say that peace in in-
dustry and the co-operation of the work-

crs, about which the Government have
spoken so glibly, will not be secured
through the measures adopted to date.

When we talk about the cost of production
coming down, and when we consider the
1'eople who can visualise that result only
through a reduction in wage standards, I
am reminded to some extent of what took
place after the outhreak of war. You will
reeolleet, Mr. Speaker, that the war brought
with it shortly affer the commencement, a
npid vise in the price of commodities. It
will be remembered that the workers on that
oceasion abided by arbilration, concerning
which the Attorney General so glibly speaks.
The vesult was that the workers had to wait
for long periods before their wage stan-
dards were so fixed as fo make manifest
the incvease in the prices of commeodities.
The experience was that we had the
spectacle of the workers constantly chasing
prices. By the time they seeured one deter-
mwination following upon an application to
the ecourt, the workers had had to waijt so
long that already prices were two or threc
stations ahead. Tn those circumstances the
workers were always chasing prices and
never cateching them. Now that the chase
has proceeded so far the workers are asked
to turn round and take the lead in chasing
prices downhill. That is what they ave
asked to do after they have chased prices
half way up the hill without having been
able to catch them! The answer to such a
request is plain and deliberate. The answer
is that the workers have conducted an un-
successful chase after prices for so long
ihat thev are prepared to continue to chase
prices over the top of the hill wa follow
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prices down the other side, rather than turn
round half way up the hill, after having
vnsuceessfully chased prices so far.

The Attorney General: The court con-
tvolled the chase up, why should it not con-
iro] the chase down?

My, KEXNXEALLY': The two questions
upon which the Government are appealing
to the court relate to phases that have not
been before the comrt for many yvears, and
the Minister knows it

The Attorney General: What does that
matter?

Mr. KENNEALLY: Not much to the
Minister, becavse he has no hesitation in
leading an aftack on standards that were
ereated 33 years ago.

The Attorney General: It is not an at-
tack; i is a matter of putting the question’
Lefore the eourt.

Mr., KEXNEALLY: It is an aftack on
people who have had to work hard to estab-
lish the existing standard, and it is left for
the Government, of which the Ativrney
General is a member, to lead an attack on
the standard with a view to reducing it.
I hope that will be taken for what it is, a
challenge to the workers of this country
that the workers will not tolerate. T1f the
Government desire industrial peace, they
ave going the wrong way about maintain-
g it. If they find themselves in a bog—s—

Hon. P. Collier: A Serbonian bog.

Mr. KENNEALLY: It will be worse
than a Serbonian hog; it will be one from
which not even a man like the late Chief
Justice Higgins would be able to extricate
them. Tt will be unseless for the Government
then to ask for the co-operation of the
workers, which they now seek. There have
heen occasions—Government members know
of it—when the workers of this State have
been appealed to in the proper manner. In
those circumstances the workers have heen
prepared to meet a serious position in a
manner worthy of the people of Wastorn
Australin.  Thev are always prepared o
do that. As a matter of fact, the Minister
for Agriculture appreciates that aspest
arising out of an ineident that took
place regently.  Until sueh time as
they sought the co-operation of the
worker, thev eould not get anywhere,
As soon as they did that, what appeared
to be a diffienlty was swept away. The
action taken then indicated in that par-
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ticular instance that the Government were
prepared to seek the eo-operation of the
workers. Now, however, the whole aim
and object of the Uovernment seems to be
an attack on the workers’ wages and stand-
urd of conditions. That being 50, they can-
not object if the workers resent it to the
utmost of their ability.

The Attorney General: Do vou mean that
they will refuse to abide by the decision of
the Arbitration Court?

Mr, KENNEALLY: As the hon. mem-
her is prepared to lead an attack on their
standards, so will the workers be prepared
lo resent that attack. If the hon. member
proposes to use all the power of the Gov-
ernment to bring about what they desire,
the workers cammot be blamed if they use
all the force they have at their command
to defeat that objective.

+ The Minister for Works: The Govern-
ment have asked the Arbitration Court to
funetion. What is wrong with that?

My, KENNEALLY : T will tell ihe Min-
ister when 1 deal with remarks he made.
T shall endeavour to show where his atti-
tude wag at fault.

The Minister for Works: Is it wrong lo
ask the Arbitration Court to act?

Mr, KEXNEALLY : 1t is wrong to atiack
standards that have operated for 35 years
and that have never been before the Court
for determination sinece.

The Minister for Works: It is not an
attack merely to ask the court to function.

Mr. MeCallum: That is an attack so far
ag vou ean go under the law. You cannot
attaclk them any further under the law.

The Attorney General: We might be able
to pass an Act of Parliament.

Mr. MeCallam: That would be another
thing.

My, SPEAKER: Order!
hon. members to maintain order.
her for East erth has the floor.

Mr. KENNEBALLY: I propose to deal
with the phase as to how the cost of pro-
duction can come down, in a way that will
not mean an attack on wage standards.
At the conclusion of his remarks the mem-
her for Aven (Mr. Griffiths) said that the
guestion of interest should receive atten-
tion. T propose to base my claim almost
entirely on the Government giving atten-
tion to interest and profits. You never
hear or read any remarks in the direction
of attacking interest or attacking profits,
on the part of those who are always claim-

I must ask
The mem-
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ing that the cost of production must cowma
down and wages must be made the butt.
The interest eharges in this eouniry, and
in every country for that matter, make
themselves manifest in every aetivity of
life. In the ranks of this State there exists
a econdition of affairs that the previous
Government endeavoured to remedy by
means of a Fair Rents Bill which tkey pro-
posed lo pass, but which thay were pre-
vented hy the Legislative Couneil from
passing. The  previous  Government
attempted to deal with the question of reut
charges in this country, and we were abie
to show where rent eharges had trebled in
a very short period, and in some instances
without the expenditure of an additional
shilling on the property for which they
were charged. These rent charges make
themselves manifeat throughount the life of
the community. If a person paying rent
for a house is suddenly called upon to pay
an additional amount in rent, natwrally it
meuns that the wages coming to the worker
per medinm of the Arbitration Court award
must he inerveased. Tt means a charge on
indostry, the obviation of which would
render assistance to industry: and that in-
dustry,  whether primary or =secondary,
nalurally veauires eovery assistance. The
same applies in repard to the person who
rents a shop. We say that so-and-sn keeps
a shop. That is a misnomer, for the shop
keens him, or alternativelv, he goes bank-
rupt. Jf a grocer is in possession of a
<hop and is paying 30s. a week for that
shop, and if his rent is suddenly raised to
£3, he does nol pay the additional 30s. him-
self, but must necessarily get it from the
comniodities be sells in order to make a
living. The result is that the extra 30s
is paid, not by the shopkeeper, but by the
working people who have fo purchase the
commodities of life from the grocer in
order that they may live. Is it any
wonder that in those eireumstances, with
prices inereasing in the manner indicated,
the worker's lot naturally  becomes
harsher hy virtue of the fact that the in-
creased cost of commodities reduces the pur-
chasinz power of his money, and so auto-
matieally reduces his wages?  Therefore,
whether it he in interest for a house or for
a shop, the same thing applies. Possibly it
applies even more manifestly in regard to
money loaned to industry, whether that in-
dustry be seeondary or primary. The result
is that right throughout the piece we find
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the interest charges of this community are
practieally erippling the life of the eom-
munity; and in order to create a position
by which those interest charges may be main-
tained, we are asked, from the workers’
point of view, to accept a diminution of the
purchasing power of the money they re-
ceive, in order that the interest charges may
remain sacrosanct. In these eircumstances,
can we blame the workers when they refuse
to accept the doctrine promulgated by many
in the community, principal among whom
are members opposite? The position in re-
gard to intevest charges is worth addi-
tional attention. I have already said
these interest charges apply whether it be
a shop or a dwelling or money loaned to
industry, primary or secondavy, that is be-
ing considered. Those three items represent
large aggregations of interest. But there is
another aspect to be considered, and that is
the interest in so far as it applies to the
money borrowed by both the Commonwealth
and the States in regard to their loan com-
mitments. I want members to give just a
little attention to the average interest
charges on Commonwealth and State loans
from the year 1912 to the year 1929. If
members will give atfention to that aspect
of interest charges, and if they are in a
position to analyse the effect that those
charges have on industry generally, I am
thinking we shall get a few converts from
the other side of the Chamber in order that
we may not be alone in trying fo fight this
insidious propagenda for the reduction of
wages.

Mr. Panton: You are optimistie.

My, KENNEALLY: I am optimistic be-
cause I am a great believer in the theory
that there is an element of fairmess in all
huemankind, that it is omly necessary to
peint out where difficulties do arise in order
to secure at least some co-operation, even if
it is mevely in a modified form of the attack
on the standards of the workers of, the com-
munity. I have here a veturn showing the
average rates of interest payable on State
and Commonwealth public debts from 1912
to 1929, T find that in 1912 the average
rate per cent. was £3 1ls. 1d.; in 1913 it
was £3 1ls. 6d.; in 1914, £3 1ls. 6d.; in
1913, £3 17s. 3d.; in 1916, £3 16s. 6d.; in
1917, £3 18s. 6d.; in 1918, £4 2s. 3d.; in
1919, £4 4s. 11d.; in 1920, £4 8s.; in 1921,
£4 11s. 3d.; in 1922, £4 14s.; i 1923,
£4 14s. 6d.; in 1924, £4 15s. 5d.; ir 1925,
£1 17s. 1d.; in 1926, £4 19s. 3d.; in 1927,
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£4 195, 10d.; in 1928, £5 0s. 3d.: and in
1929, £35 0s. 6d. I should like to point out
that we have not yet got to the peak; be-
cause I am giving the average rate from
1912 to 1929, and as the loans that were
negotiated earlier at a lower rate of interest
mature, they will have to be negotiated for
the higher rate of interest; and unless the
vate of interest recedes from what it is at
the present time, when we are paying G per
cent,, by the time those earlier loans are all
negotiated at the higher rate, the average
rate for the whole of the loans, Commun-
wealth and State, will be 6 per cent. instead
of £5 0s. 6d., as indicated here. I want to
point out that that is having and will con-
tinue to have & tremendous effect upon the
industries of the Commonwealth. As a mat-
ter of fact, were we in n position to say that
the average interest rates payable on our
leans, Commonwealth and State, were the
same to-day as they were in 1912, we should
have an amount of £16,000,000 less to pay
in intevest to the bondholders. When people
ask how ean we release industry from the
bondage in which it is placed at the present
time, 1 say we can release industry if only
we will give attention to the question, not of
the raduction of wages, but of the strangle-
hold that interest has on the industries of
the Commonweslth. I suggest io my friends
opposite that the time has come when they
should give more attention to the question
of the veduetion of interest and interest
charges than they are giving at present;
and give less at{ention than they are giving
at present to the attack on the standards of
the workers of this country, I say that
honestly, believing that it would be in the
hest interests of the Stale,

Member: How do you suggest they should
zo about it?

Mr, KENNEALLY : 1 hope to be able to
give & Jead that may or may not he foHowed
by the hon. member.

My, Angelo: You say that rents have
risen considerably during the past six years.
Why did not you tackle that question when
you were in office?

Mr. EENNEALLY: The hon. member
gives me a very good opening, which I am
sur¢ he did not intend to do. We endeav-
oured in two ways to give effect to the poliey
I have been indicating. We introduced a
Fair Rents Bill so as to have some control
over the rapacity of the people who own
property, and we were opposed at every
turn by members opposite.
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Mr. Angelo:
charges.

AMr, KEXNEALLY: Even though we had
the numbers to get the Bill through the As-
sembly, the friends in another place of mem-
bers opposite were able to thwarf our pur-
pose in that respect. Also we infroduced
what was known' as the anti-profiteering
Bill, a measure making it possible for any
person dissatisfied with the charges imposed
on any commodity to appeal to a tribunal,
which wonld then fix the price to be charged
on that commodity.

The Attorney-General: But you have been
talking about interest charges.

Mr. KENXNEALLY: Aud the hon. mem-
ber who was interjecting was one of those
that passed that measure.

Mr. Angelo: But you are right off the
track.

Mr, KENNEALLY: 1t shakes my faith
in humankind, in the theory that if you put
up a reasonable proposition there ave always
people who will take the reasonable view.
1 can see that T should have excluded from
that catezory the Attorney-General.

The Attorney-General: Yon were talking
about interest on loans.

Mr. EEXNEALLY: T was speaking
of the interest on loans, and I wanted to
point out that that is one of the last things
which in the opinion of members opposite
we should speak about at all; because in
their opinion the interest on loans should
be sacrosanct. We do not believe that. We
arve of opinion that the interest charges on
loans are just as smbject to attack, and
should be just as subject to attack, as are
the wages of the worker.

AMr. Angelo: Why did not your side,
when in ollice, attack them?

Mr. KEXNXEALLY: If the hon. mew-
ber will a-k that question at the con-
clusion of my remarks, it will indieate that
he is not satistied that we did make the
nece-sary ove.  In the meantime, what I
wish to direct attention to is that if we
were payine the <ame rate of interest on
loans now as we were paying in 1912 there
wonld be €16,000,000 less per annum in in-
terest for this Commonwealth to find to
meet ifs obligations.

Mr. Angelo: We admit that.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: T am glad to hear
it. Still, T wish to paint out to members
that a fair amount of our diffienlty re-
cently ereated would have been obviated
had we had to raise €16,000,000 less for

But I mean the interest
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interest charges this year. Our loan cow-
mitments at present total £1,100,000,000,

Me. Angelo: Had the cost of production
heen the same now as in 1912 we would not
be in our present position.

Mr. SPEAEER: The bon. member for
Gascoyne must cease interjecting. The
member for East Perth has the fioor.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The hon, member
seems to desive some information. He says
if the cost of produetion was the same as
in 1912 we would have no cause for com-
Maint. Apparently in his opinion we shouid
return to the pre-war stage.

Mr, Angelo: I think we shall have to, in
everything,

Mr. KENNEALLY : That leaves no loon-
hole for escape. If he agrees that we have
to 1evert to pre-war stage in everything, I
suggest we should do it with regard to in-
terest. If we do it in regavd to interest, I
propose to show that we can easily get baek
to pre-war stages in the matter of wage:s
paid to the workers. In fixing the basic
wage from year to year, the Arbitration
Court takes into consideration differeni
«cnumodities, the rentals charged to the
workers who have to be loused, the eost of
clothing, food and groceries and upkeep
generally. If interest will let go its hold
upon these commodities, and if we revert to
the pre-war stage in the matter of interest,
1the subsequent decisions of the Arbitration
Court, which {akes into consideration tle
cost of the commodities regnired by the
worker, must be reflecied in the basic wage
finding. If the hasic wage is reduced the
amount received per week by the worke.
will maintain his wage standard by pre-
serving fo him the same purchasing power
to enable him to huy the commodities that
I'e purchased in 1912, There will thus he
u0 reduetion in the wage standard.

Mr. Angelo: Meat, wool and wheat have
enme down to the pre-war stage slready.

Afr. KEXXNEALLY: That i= an incorrest
statement.

Hon, P. Collier: Meat on the haof, per-
haps.

Mr. Angelo: T mean that the producer is
onlv  actting pre-war prices,

AMr. KENNEALLY: The hon. membhe~
had hetter come aver here. His trouble is
that the anti-profiteerine Bill was not made
law last session. Had it heen passed tlfe
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effect of the reduced value of stock would
be made manifest to the consumer., Whilsi
the producer is not receiving an exgrbitant
rate for hiz stock on the hoot, the ecrsumer
is getiing his wmeat very little cheaper than
when the produecer was geiting a higher
rate,

Mr. Angelo: There has been a reduction
of betwcen 30 and 0 per cent. during the
Inst three months.

Mr, Willcock: Wholesale but not returl.

My, Angelo: Yes, retail.

Hon. P. Collier: We shall have io live
on kangaroo.

Mr. Browu: You can buy mutton for 3d.
ih.

Mr. Munsie: The neck.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I wounld remind
the ouse that the memher for East Perth
has the Hoor. Interjections are disorderly,
and I.must ask members to refrain from
making them,

Mzr. KENNEALLY: Members opposite
say we should get back to pre-war stages
in everything. They attack the wuges of
the workers, and their only desire is to
get back to the pre-war stage in some
things. That is where we join issne with
them, and will perhaps join issune very seri-
gusly with them. If the wages of the
werkers are to be attacked, ihe interest on
money should be attacked. The interest-
earning power of money is what is causing
the major portion of the trouble from
which this country is suffering.

Mr. Doney: We quite agree.

Mr, KEXNEALLY: I have another re-
cruit. If we agree we should join in an
effort to see that the wage standard of the
workers is nof attacked, but that the eamn-
ing power of money is attacked. This
should” be retlected in the interest charges
for accommodation for the members of the
community. [f that move is suceessfully
made, the workers will not be so mueh con-
eexned aboat the amount of money they
handle per week. What coneerns them most
is the purchasing power of the money
regarding the acquisition of the commod-
ities upon which they live. If the evisting
earning power of monev is reduced, and
reflects itself through the activities uf the
community to the extent of reducing the
cost of all essential commodities, including
rent, that will he made manifest in the qe-
cisions of the court in regard to the wages
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of the workers. We shall then get bock to
the glorions state mentioned by the vicinber
for Gascoyne, the pre-war stage in every-
thing.

Mr. Angeio: Come out of the clouds.
What about the interest charges?

Myr. KENNEALLY: Under that system
the standard of wages will not be the first
line of attack by the Government. Thae
hon. member wants to know how we are to
get down to the question of interest charges.
I have ane or two suggestions to make. Wa
must attack the interest charges. We should
have no more regard for interest charges
that are payable to the bondhelders in the
community than we should have for the
money payable to other people with whom
we have entered into similar arrangements.

The Attorney General; What ahout the
poundholders not in the community?

Mr, KENNEALLY: They can be con-
trolled also, if proper action is taken. We
Lhave a bond with the workers. Some mem-
bers opposite would say to the civil servant,
“We bave enfered into an undertaking to
pay you so much, but we now want you to
work for less” They would say to the
workers, “Yes, we said we would pay you
z0 mueh, hat yon must work for less” If
they are going to interfere with the under-
taking they have made with the workers
why should they not say to the bondholders
that they are no longer entitled to observe
the undertaking they made with them? What
argument can members opposite have in
favour of interfering with the one stand-
ard, the standard of living, if they do not
also express a willingness to interfere with
the other standard, the standard of interest?

Mr. Angelo: Yon do not suggest repudin-
tion of interest upon our engagements?

The Attorney General: To the English
lenders, and others?

My. KENXEALLY: I would not regard
the bondholders in this community as more
sacrosanct than I would other people in the
same position. If we are prepared to tear
up the serap of paper with our civil ser-
vants and our undertaking with them, and
to pick them oni as a special class and
attack their standard of living, why must
we nof atiempt to reduee the intercst
charges of moneyed people in this eom- '
munity? T refuse to subscribe to such an
idea.
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Mr. Angelo: The greatest proportion of
our loans ecame from the Old Country.

Mr. KENXNEALLY: Beeause my friend’s
predecessors ade this possible,

The Attorney General: We nwe most of
our indebtedness to people out of Western
Australia,

Hon. I’. Collier: XNot the War loans.

The Attorney General: Yore than half.
Are we to pass an Ael of Pacliament re-
ducing the rate of intevest on loans? ls
that the suggestion?

Mr. Munsie: No, he is not so stupid as
that.

The Attorney General: Otlerwise, what
does the hon. member mean?

Mr. KENNEALLY: Jembers opposite
speak glibly enough when attacking the
standard of the workers. As soon as they
see that other standards are to be tackled
they adopt a different attitude. In other
words, they ave carryving ount the job they
have been put there to do.

The Attorney General: No, we are asking
what you mean.

Mr, KENNEALLY: They are protfecting
the interests of people who ‘are looking to
them for protection, the muneved people.

Mr. Angelo: That is nonsense.

Mr. KENNEALLY : In their attack upon
the standard of the ‘workers, they are
doing what thex are told to do.

Mr. Angelo: More workers voted for me
than did eapitalists,

Mr. KENNEALLY: The hon. member's
electorate is a large one, and possibly many
people did not know him, Those who say
that the wages of the worker must be re-
duced and the cost of produetion brought
down, must show that they are prepared
to have their own lot reduced.

Mr. Angelo: Give us time.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Last week I read
a report by the managing director of n
banking institution. After bemoaning the
position of Australia and pointing to the
great diffieulties throngh whieh it was pass-
ing, he went on to sav that, despite thess
difficulties, he had great pleasure in an-
nouncing the usnal dividend of 15 per cent.

Mr. Sleeman: That was not the Primary
Producers’ Bank,

Mr. KENNEALLY: I also read the re-
port of the managing director of the West
Australian Newspaper Company. He de-
plored the present conditions, but wound
up by saying that the company had made
a profit of £86,000 for the vear. I looked
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in vain for o suggestion that this meoney,
or even portion ot it, would go towards re-
ducing Australia’s liabilities, or those of
the State, or would be used in any way
to mitigate the difticulties in which the
Stafe found itself.

Mr. Angelo: They might reduce the price
of the paper to 1d.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Only quite recently,
or comparatively recently, the advertisinyg
rates of that same newspaper were con-
siderably increased, and we know also that
since the war commenced, the price of the
paper has been by 100 per cent. higher.

There are a few cases that can be
maltiplied, if necessary. We never hear
those people say that they are pre-

pared to join in, that they too must assist
in a erisis like this. No; when they say
that evervone must assist they mean every-
one except themselves. We are not pre-
pared to subseribe to that policy. We
say that we are right, and as far as we can
we will resist those attacks. But if there is
n eo-operative effort made in order to get
hack to the pre-war standard in every way,
it will be found that the support of this
side of the House will not be lacking. it
will be found also that whilst the move-
ment is centralised on the wage standard,
as at present--—-

The Attorney General: Unfortunately
the wage standard has gone for the people
who have no jobs at all,

Mr. KENNEALLY: The hon. member
sltould be an authority on that considering
that there are four times the number of
these unfortunate people now as there were
when his Government took over. That
brings me to the Premier's "Work for all”
erv. The way he is getting work for all
is by creating four times as many unem-
ploved as there were when he took over,
and by arriving at those figures he takes
credit for having placed in employment
many people who are simply working for
snstenance.

Mr. Angelo: The same thing applies all
over the State.

The Attorney General: What is the good
of attaeking the standard of living. Tt
only applies to a percentage of the people.

Mr. KENNEALLY: First of all the At-
tornev General says that they are not
attacking the standard of living, and now
he savs that the reason they are attacking
the standards of the workers is becanse
there are certain people out of employment,
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and he wants to bring all down exeept bis
friends the companies.

The Altorney General: They are sufier-
ing already.

Mr. KENNEALLY: Now his plea goes
up tor the sufleving companies. The At-
torney Creneral brings to my mind the posi-
tion at the present fime with regard to un-
employment.  As le says, there are many
people in this community whe have no work
at all, Whilst I am prepared to admit that
that constitutes no valid reason why the
standards of the other workers should be
brought down,-at the same time I say it
is regrettable to know that not only in this
State, but in all the States there is a great
number of men and women ount of work
entirely. But I want to voice a protest
also against the system {hat is being
adopted to place those people in employ-
ment. At the present time the Govern-
ment are handing over to local authorities
simply the sustenanee thai the men wonhl
otherwise draw from the Goyernment, and
the Government are throwing on the local
authorities this obligation, and so geiting
themselves out of a difficulty, by not supple-
menting the amouni of assistance that has
been handed over in the shape of money
for the provision of employment.

The Attorney General: Do you disap-
prove of that?

Mr. KENNEALLY: T say candidly that
the Government are not doing what they
first of all undertook to do.

The Atformey General: Do you disap-
prove of what the Government are doing?

Mr. KENNEALLY: I disapprove of the
attitude of the Government.

The Attorney General: It was originally
suggested by a former member of your
Governiment who introduced a deputation
asking us to do it.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The hon. member
will not get out of it in that way, At the
outset the Government agreed to assist the
local authorities to find the money by which
they would be able to employ men out of
work, and the Government at the present
time are not paying one penny towards

Placing those people in employment. Take
the system of relief that is offering
Just now; take a man with a wifa

and three children, a five unit family.
Under the present Government as under
the previous Government, relief s
granted to the extent of 1sy per umit
per day, making 7s. per unit per week. A
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five unit. family would be entitled to 35s.
per week sustenance for doing nothing,
What is taking place now is that the Gov-
ernment are committed to the expenditure
of that 35s., and all they are doing is to
pay the money to loecal authorities to find
work for those who need it. It is not the
function of local governing bodies to find
work for people. We were told by the
Premier that there should be work for sall
and the Government's responsibility should
be to find work. Now we find that the
Government are saying to the loeal govern-
ing bodies, “This is not our job, it is your
job; we will give you the sustenance we
would otherwise have to pay and you must
find the moner to provide the work”

The Attorney General: What a frightful
thing to do! It was actually recommended
to us by an hon. member on your side of
the House.

My. RENNEALLY: 1 do say it is not
a very humane thing to do to fell the
workers, to whom work for all was pro-
mised, that the idea of carrying out the
promise to provide work for all is to pay
sustenance to a local governing body and
instruet that body to provide the work.
‘What is taking place is this: There are men
in this eommunity who are working under
that scheme, in the first place with the loeal
anthority and in the second place under. the
(Greenmount proposition. When the Green-
mount work was started, it was begun on
the basis of permitting a man to earn the
amount of sustenance he was in receipt of,
plas rent he would pay, plus fares to and
from the work and plus the necessary few!
shillings to take him to the next half day’s
ray. That is how it commenced. What
is taldng place to-day? The Government
found that by employing a man with the
maximum number of children—the family
of seven units—it was eating up toc much
money and the fizures were not showing
a sufficient number in supposed employ-
ment. Then the 49s. man was cut out and
the 42s. man was cul out, and the lower re-
lief man was substituted so that on appear-
anee it would look as if a greater number
of men were being employed on the scheme.
These men are not permitted to earn any-
thing like what they were earning at the
time they started on the job. To the man
in employment, the landlord looks for the
payment of rent. When these men are in
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employment the argument js advanced that
at Greenmount the work permits them to earn
the amount of sustenance they would be
entitled to, plus vent and fares. That |is
not asking too much. Hon. members op-
posite cannot deny the justice of a claim
like that. The system that should be adopted
should b2 to make the minimum of the
sustenance the amount that a man shounld
be in receipt of, plus his rent and fares.
We find, however, that is not being done,
and I am asking whether it is a fair pro-
position to pay less, and whether hon. mem-
bers opposite consider it a fair thing to say
to the local governing hodies, “As far as
you arve concerned, we simply hand you over
the relief, and you ean employ these peo-
ple’ It may be said that if a man does
not like it he can object to it, that he need
not take it. 1f a man objects to it and
does not take it, his sustenance will be eut
off. The result is that he has to accept the
offer of the job, even though it means only
sustenance. Now eomes the main point I
wish to make. If a man is not working,
possibly he ean live on the 1s. a day that
is granted, but I think hon. members will
agree that when a man is working, to ask
him to work and feed himself on 1s. a day
is asking more than can humanly be done.
Therefore I say to members opposite that
the time has come when there should be a
corplete revision of that system. If a man
is in rereipt of sustenance, and eannot get
work, it is diffienl{ enough to live on l1s. a
day, but if a man is in work and has to
be at work each day it is ahsolutely impos-
sible for him to get fit enough to perform
the work and do justice to himself and his
employer on 1s. per day.

The Attorney General: But he does not
have to go (o work each day for sustenance
only.

Mr. KENXEALLY: My friend now is
making the same mistake as before.

The Attormey General: I repeat he does
not have to work cach day for sustenance
only.

Mr., KEXNXEALLY: My friend is try-
ing to controvert what I have already said.

The Attorney General; T am making a
definite statement: I am not trying to con-
trovert anything.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The hon. member
may know the difference, but he has not
indicated that he does, If a man is picked
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up to-morrow fur, say, the Greenmount job,
what happens ! He does the work for the week
and gets 1s. per day whilst doing it, and if
that is news to the hon. member I cannot help
his lack of knowledge. He is a member of
the Goverment that is doing this. Tiere-
fore I repcat that the man does bave o
go to work with only 1s. per day for sus-
tenanee.

The Minister for Works: That man gets
maid his first week’s wages after he wurks
a week.

AMr. KENNEALLY: Of couyse he does.
I should not expect anything else to hap-
pen. ) |

Tne Attorney General: But you have been
argning te the contrary.

Mr. KENNEALLY: What the Alipister
ignores 1s the faet that until the man has
worked a week, he does not get the week's
pity, amd T repeat that during the first week
h. has to work with only ls. per day for
sustenance, Pggsibly the two Ministers, the
one in charge of the department and ‘the
othier who is assisting him, will now be able
to =see the proposition.

The Minister for Works: A man does not
met sustenanece at all. so he does not get 1s
per day. He iz paid daily wages.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I repeat thai he
does pet sustenance. Take a man and his
wife receiving 14s. per week. What ite gets
for the first week he is working is 14s. s1s-
tenance.

The Attorney General: When?

AMr. KENNEALLY:
ment of the week. That has to carry him
nver the full week. After he has worked o
week he collects the week's wages, n swa
of £3 13s.

The Attorney General: But if a mar was
not on sustenance at all, he would not =et
anvthing at the beginning of the week.

Mr. KENNEALLY : I know the Minister
would not wish that a man should he in the
worse position, but 1 de not think ke is
prepared to claim that 1s, a day i= sulli-
cient fo provide sustenance to keep a man
Gt for the work le is ealled upon i do
op such a job as that at Greenmount.

The Attorney General: Of course T would
not.

Mr. KEXNEALLY : Now that the position
has heen made elear, T hope farther ron-
sideration will he eiven fo the men con-

At the commenc-
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cerned. No matter how much we differ on
polities, we can agree that 1t is almost
“lunmanly impossible for men to work on
sustenance of ls. a day, and we ean unite
tu see that conditions are improved. I do
not intend to rail at Jandlords. They make
it awkward for the worker, but when deal-
ing with various cases of distress that have
come under my notice recently, acting in
various capacities, I have found that very
ctten the landlord cannot help himself. Two
men separately were occupying rooms in
one house. They were out of work. The
landlord told them they had to get out. I
was brought into the case and, on making
inquiries, I found that the landlord was
renting the house. He was in work at the
time he let the rooms, and when the two
men lost their work, he allowed them to
remain for a considerable time collecting no
rent from them. Suddenly he found him-
self out of work and was placed in the
position of having to make the rooms aveil-
able for tenants who could pay in order
that he might pay his own vent. 8o we can-
not always blame the landlord. We must
rcalise that when the landlord kuows his
tenant is working, he has s natural desirc
to collect some of the monev due to him.
In all employment provided under a scheme
sueh as this, we should aim at making the
susiengnee plus the rent the minimum
amount of pavment. T wish to divect the
attention of the Minister in charge of un-
employment to the fact that the reliel oitiee
¢ situated in a loeality that is undesirable
from the faet that there is a large sehool
witkin a few vards of it. This necessitates
hundreds of men who attend the office to
obtain relief intermingling with school ¢hil-
dren of hoth sexes. It should he neces-
sary only to bring this matter under notice
for the Minister to realise that some other
arcommodation shoull be abtained for the
relief office. I know that an office had to he
seenred in a hurry and the fact that the
school teacher’s residence was available made
it possible to remove the office there, but I
ask the Minister to secure some other place
so that the unemployed shalli not be inter-
spersed with the school children. Various
statements have been made by the Premier
on the question of the disabilities suffered by
this State nnder Federation. Quite recently
the Premier decided to take the platform in
favour of secession.
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The Premier: Do you deny me the vight
to my own opinions? I am not a unifica-
tionist. I must stand somewhere.

Hon. M. ¥. Troy: Ii snits you to play the
game. You are not a secessionist.

Mr, KENXEALLY: Certainly the Pre-
mier has a right to his own opinions, but I
have yet to learn he has made out a ease to
justify his attitude. It does not take a very
keen cye to detect the game the Premier is
playing. He promised work for all, and he
knew when he promised it that he had no
hope of fulfilling the promise,

The Premier: You have no right to say
that.

Mr. KENNEALLY: At the time he made
the statement he had a very shrewd idea that
he would not be called upon to fulfil the
promise, and he got the shock of his life
when le found himself in the position of
having to give effect to his promise.

The Premier: Why speculate? You are
a gambler.

Mr. KENNEALLY : The Premier gamiled
on that oecasion by promising work for all,
and now he has been placed in the position
of giving effect to his promise. As soon as
be assumed office, however, he found him-
self in a pretty tizht corner and was unable
to give effect to the promnise made to the
people.  Like a well-kanown historieal ideniity,
he looked around and decided that the best
way to get out of the dilemma was to pro-
ceed with the evection of a few windmills,
so that he could knock them down, and
whilst engaged in knocking them down, the
people would forget the promises he had
made.

The Premier: What childish nonsense you
are taiking!

Mr. KEXNEALLY: Then ihe
should be able to understand it.

The Premier: Tell us about unification.

Mr. KEXNEATLY: Ever since the Pre-
nmier made his promise, his idea has been
to rail at Federation, forgetting for ihe
nonee that Federation was in operation at
the time he made his rash promise. His
idea, is to rail at Federation in the hops
that the people will forget the promise he
made and is unable to fulfil

The Premier: What about unification?

Mr. KENNEALLY: T think we ean cor-
rectly deseribe the Premier as a Federation
paranoic. He gefs obsessed with the idea
that Federation is responsible for all the
faults of Western Australia, his own in-

Premier
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cluded, and thusz he wishes to hide from the
people the faet that he is unable to earry out
the promise bhe made.

The DPremier: Tell us about unification
and vour attitude to it. That is the safest
thing far you to de.

Mr. KENXNEALLY: At the right time
and in the right plaee, it will be adequately
dealt with.

The Premier: Adequately dealt with!

Mr. KENNEALLY: When it is being
dealt with, the Premier will find something
else to rail at, in order to keep from the
minds of the people the promise he made
to them.

The Attornev General: Will you answer
on the same oceasion or on different occa-
sions all the other questions put to you to-
night about the repudiation of interest?

My, KENNEALLY : I have a reeollection
that the Attorney General was not too wil-
ling to answer questions on one or two oc-
casions.

The Premier:
to-night?

The Attorner General: Yes.

My, Munsie: He did not do anytbing of
the kind.

Mr. KENNEALLY : There are some
things that members would like to attribute
to me but will not be permitied to do.

Mr. McCallom: They cannot get away
from their own promises.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: Of course not, I
wish to say a few words abont the statements
made by the Minister for Works on Thurs-
day evening. He dealt with the question of
distriet allowances. Those allowances have
a history ranging back some 33 years and
they have been the subject matfer of deci-
sions not only by Governments and respon-
sible bodies but by this House. The stand-
ards created by distriet allowanees have not
heen attacked until thé present Government
decided to attack them. No doubt the Gov-
ernment will endeavour to justify their ae-
tion. They ask whether we are not pre-
pared to trust the Arbitration Court. My
reply is it has remained for the present Gov-
ernment whilst an award was ecurrent to
rush to the court almost immediately after
taking the reins of office in order to fight
standards that have existed for 35 vears.

The .Attorney General: That is not an
answer to the question ¥ou put to yourself
just now,

Mr. MeCallum: They wanted precedence
over all the other eases,

Did he repudiate interest
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Mr. KENNEALLY: They were in surh
a hurry to hit the workers that they made
a speeial application to the eourt to gain
precedence over other organisations whieh
had bheen waiting to have their cases heard,

Mr. Patrick: Just as the Premier of
South Australia did.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: That is characteris-
tic of the hon. member. The Premier of
South Ausiralia did no such thing.

My, Patrick: He has applied to the Arbi-
tration Court,

Mr, KENNEALLY: It is no use giv-
ing the hon. member information if he will
not profit by it.

The Attorney General: Does yvour silence
to the question imply consent or the re-
verse? Do you trust the Arbitration Court?

Mr. KEXNEALLY: 1 wish my silence
could be emulated by the Attorney General.

The Attorney General; T only interjected
becanse you had paused.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The employees to
whom the distriet allowances apply have
no. option but to go to the cenires to which
they are directed by the aunthorities. T have
been told that if they do not like to go
they need not go. They have to go or leave
the serviee, because that is one of the con-
ditions of their employment. If a man is
working in Perth and is told to go to Kal-
goorlie he must go or leave the service. We
cannot, therefore, say that if a man is not
satisfied he need not go to the place to
which he is direcled. There are disabilities
froin which these people suffer in outside
places. I have lLeen to most of the centres
where these prople are employed. If mem-
bers were similarly placed, they would real-
ise that rather than receive any benefit as
a result of the district rates, they were actu-
ally out of pocket, because of the extra
expense to whieh they were put and the
disabilities under which they suffered in
those particular centres.

The Premier: Geraldton, for instancef

AMr. KENXEALLY: Geraldton is not re-
cognised to the extent it should he. Tn the
last application to the court for the intrvo-
duction of new district rates, the union ap-
plied for them to be made applicable to
Geraldion, where no rates were previously
paid.  The result of the appliention was
that the court granted a rate for Gerald-
ton. Employer-like, the Governmeni, as
soon as they assumed office, rushed in hefore
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the expiration of the award given by the
comrt with an application that the court
should alter its decision. The award is
made for three years with the right of the
parties to apply within 12 months. The
Government rushed in straight away.

The Minister for Works: It is following
the union.

Mr. KENNEALLY : The Government are
not following the union.

Mr. Angelo: They have just learnt a trick
from it. .

Mr. KENNEALLY : They ave leading the
union tlus time.

I'he Minister for Works: This time?

Mr. KRENNEALLY : They rushed to the
court almost as soon as they were consti-
tuted a Government in ovder to hit the stan-
dard of those traditional opponents of
theirs, and then turned round and asked for
the co-operation of the workers in the hard
times that lie ahead.

The Minister for Works: Whom 3o yon
mean by traditional opponents?

Mr, KENNEALLY: The Minister must
know what I mean by traditional opponents.
It he does not know, I am unalle to tell
him.
The Minister for Works: I have been a
worker all my life.

Mr. WENNKEALLY: If he hos been a
worker he has strayed into the wrong eamp.
He seems to he hopelessiy lost.

Me. Angelo: 1f the workers had worked
as hard as he had there would be no call
for a reduction in wages.

Hon. P. Collier: How the hon. member
myst have toiled!

Mr. KENNEALLY: Many members
would not care to live in the housss of some
of those people who are draving districe
allowanees. There is a lack of conveniences
Jor womenfolk and other disabilities suel:
as nn absence of medical facilities, aml so
forth. Although these allowances have been
in operation for 35 years, the Government
are claiming not for a modification, but for
" their total abolition. The employees have
no ‘enjoyment in these centres, and suffer
the disability of being unable to find em-
ployment for the growing members of fheir
families. In this way extra cost is thrown
npon the employee, because very often he
has to keep his family when they have
reached the age at which in other centres
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they would be carning something for thera-
selves,

Mr. Angelo: Too much enjoyment some-
times leads to medieal atfention.

Mr. EENNEALLY: The hon. member
muy be an exponent of that. If he has not
had plenty of enjoyment his !ooks Dbelie
him. :

The Minister for Works: What does the
ordinary worlier, not employed by thie Gov-
ernment, receive by way of distriet allow-
anges?

Mr. KENNEALLY: I was dealing with
the lack of facilities in these centres.

The Attorney General: You might say
“nothing” to that.

Mr. Withers: There is no analogy hetween
the two.

Mr. KENNEALLY: We are becoming
accustomed to one Minister asking a ques-
tion and another answering it. It becomes
quite edueational. '

The Attorney General:
news to you?

Mr. KENNRALLY: It is guite a friendly
thing for ane Minister to answer a question
asked by another. [Kvidently the answer is
to be accepted as coming from them both.
I was dealing with the lack of [aeilities in
these different centres. There is a lack of
educational facilities, and che opportunity of
employment for members of a family. It
is the opinion of this newly formed Gov-
ernment that these distriel vates should be
withdrawn from the workers. Then there
are the elimatic conditions to be considered.
These and the other matters 1 have men-
tioned are to be thrown aside, and a sys-
tem which has operated for 35 vears is to
go by the board. This is being done beeanse
the Government—which were fortunate
enough temporarily to come into office, from
which I think they will be relieved if they
do not quickly get a'move on—think the
time has eome to aholish the allowances.

The Minister for Works: Has the Arbi-
tration Court, in any award, given distriet
allowances to employees outside the Gov-
ernment service?

Mr. KENNEALLY : Possibly that is why
the Minister is pinning his faith fo the
court. He thinks it will give him the de-
sired relief. Any amount of distriet allow-
ances are operating outside Government
employees.

Is the answer



154

The Minister for Works: Is there any
preater disability for a miner in Kalgoor-
lic than for a railway man there?

Ar. Willeock: If not, bring the miner
u}: tu the railway man,

The Attorney (General: Why did you not
ds z07

Mr. Willeock: We did not try to draz
the other fellow down.

e KEXNEALLY: If the Minister finds
it N:licult, on account of the line of de-
nivivation, to discover a remedy, 1 sngzest
thuy instead of trying to do away with the
allewances, he should have applied for a
re: fjustment.

Tlhe Minister for Works: The court has
te decide that.

Mr. RENNEALLY: He could have ap-
plied for an adjustment in the direction
reqmired.

The Minister for Works: Thai is for the
vourt to deecide.

Mr. KENNEALLY : He held up the ter-
ritle example of the district rate heing
wade available in Merredin at 1s. 6d, a
day, and asked why it shonld not also apply
to Kellerberrin.

ThLe Anister for Warks: That is correct.
Where are there any of these disabilities
in Merredin or Kellerberrin?

My, KENNXEALLY : If it applies to Mer-
redin, why not to Kellerberrin? I may
ativrd an even more ridieulous illustration
thun that referred to by the Minister, If
a district rate 35 to apply to Kellerberrin,
wly should it not apply to Maylands?
Thi:se who have had to do with district
ali.wances realise there must be a Lline
drzwn as to where they shall operate. A
iix. bas been drawn. If the Minister found
tke: the line was not in the correet place,
he -guld have applied to the court for an
adiastment of the rates, not for their aholi-
tin,.  The Government are now applving
free the total abolition of the allowanees,

The Ainister for Works: They are not.

3Ir. KENXNEALLY: The department is
applying for their abolition.

The Minister for Works: Except in the
N ~ih-West.

Mr, KEXNXEALLY: At Port Hedland.

Mr. Panton: That is awfully witty.

r, KENNEALLY: Where it proposes
tr. reduce the rate from 35s. to £1.

The Minister for Works: That is right.
That is not tota! abolition, but an altera-
tion.
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Mr. KENNEALLY: The North-West ex-
emptions would not represent five per cent.
of those in receipt of district allowances.

The Minister for Works: That is because
of the dizabilities and isolation in those

parts. You have been talking a lot about
disabilities.
Mr. KENNEALLY: The Government

are applyving for the abelition of the rates
as thev apply, say, to Merredin and Keller-
berrin. If the Minister were sincere in
what he said the other evening, and found
dilficulty hecaunse there were differential
rates appiying to different persons in dif-
ferent localities, he would have applied for
an adjustiment and not for a total abolition.
In recent vears the court has granted new
district rates. They granted a distriet rate
of 8d. per day at Lake Grace, where no rate
previously existed.

The Minister for Works: No. They
granted a distriet allowance at Newdegate,
not at Lake Grace,

Mr. KEXNEALLY: The Minister is
making a mis-statement. [ happened to be
the union’s advoeate in the case, and T re-
peat—and L defy suceessful contradiction
—that the court made an awavd in which
1. per day was granted to employees sta-
tioned at Lake Grace. The JMinister ean
find that in the last railway award issued
by the Arbifration Court. If the Minister
knows this, it does not become himn to try
to mislead the Houze by his interjeetions.
Tu additiont, the eourt granted inerveased
district rates where they had previously ex-
sted. )

The Minister for Work=: And when tno
Commissioner of Ruailwavs went to the
court to get the di~triet rutes abolished, the
Government stopped the Commmssioner.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: At Hopetoun the
district rate was ineveased from 1< Gd. o
2s. The Minister's last interjection is very
enlizhtening. T.et me inform him that tiw
Commissioner of Railway= did not approach
the comrt for the aholition of distriet rates.
The Minister’s interjections show that he
kmows nothing about the matter. He has been
three minutes in his Ministerial position, and
knows evervthing. Nevertheless, there seents
to be a fair smonunt he has vet to learn
about his own department. His last inter-
jection shows that he talks of something
he knews nothing aheut, since the Commis-
sioner did not o to the ecourt for the pur-
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pusc stated by the Minister, Not havirg
gove to the court for that purpose, natur-
ally he was not prevented by the Govern-
nieni trom carrving ont the purpos: which
he never had. TUndoubtedly, however, ibis
15 portion of the general onslaught upon
conditions. It is well for the workers to
kupow that

The Minister for Works: There are roume
workers besides those working for the Gov-
ernment, you know, Quite a lot, in fact.

Ay, KEXXEALLY': If the hon. memler
remains Minister for Works much longer,
there will not be many men working for the
Governuent. The other evening the DPre-
micr asked why the member for East Pavin
wenl to Northam.

The Premier: By Jove, you got a gureat
reception there!

Mr. KENXEALLY: I did, As a matter
of fact, I went fo Northam because, as the
metnber for Northam knows, of those two
wiemmorable oceasions when he and I had
hiezlthy contests,

The Premier: Are you not satisfied?

Mr. KENNEALLY: No. I like to remew
o}d acquaintances, .1 refrained from going
to Northam until the member for that con-
stitucncy decided to go astray with regard
to promises he made to the people of this
State. When he so dectided, I made up my
mind, instead of mushing to other parts of
the ecuntry for the purposz of condemning
the Premier’s action, to go to Northam and
deal with the guestion there.

The Premier: Who asked you?

Mr, KEXXEALLY: Y consented to go
to Northam provided the proposed meet-
int was a public meeting, advertised as
such in the Press, and held in the town hall,
so that evervone could attend. Those con-
ditions heing complied with, I went to Noi-
tham and addrvessed a very large meeting,
and a meeting not consisting wholly of snp-
porters of the party to which T have the
honour to belong, but comprising many ve-
presentative people whee I know formerly
sapported the Premier. I placed the posi-
fion with regard to distriet rates and length-
cned hours hefore the people of Northam,
and they carried a motion eondemning the
action of the Premier and his Ministers in
that respect. The motion was carried un-
animously by that public meeting. There-
fore, I can easily understand why the Pre-
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mier showed some discontent at the fact of
my happening to be at Northam.

The Premier: I did not. 1 heard you had
five or =ix people at that meeting.

Mr. KENNEALLY: That statement is
like some statements made by the Premier’s
colleagnes, not altogether truthful. If the
Premier liked to step just outside his own
front door, he could have ascertained that
instead of their being five people present,
hundreds attended the meeting. Possibly
the hon. gentleman knows that.

The Premier: I do not know it.

Mr. KENNEALLY: If he does not know
it, I withdraw my remark. Had he made
any inquiries he wonld know that the attend-
ance at that meeting was to he counted not
in units but in bundreds. The motion con-
demning the Government’s action was earried
unanirnously by a mecting that nwmbered
hundreds.

Mr. Angelo: And if the Premier wenf up
there he could get a motion carried unanim-
ously too.

My, KEXNEALLY: Yes, if he spoke up
there in the same way as he spoke here the
other evening. I was taken to task by the
“West Australian” for haring made a cer-
tain statement. I want to repeat that state-
ment here. I said that in Western Australia
we are suffering to a large extent from what
is known as the depression complex. That
complex, as I have already ountlined, has
made itself manifest to such an extent as to
Jjeoparvdise the best interests of the State. [
say we are adding to the depression by talk-
ing at every possible opportunity about how
bad things are and how very bad they are
going to he. Such talk in itself affocts the
State detrimentally. The same thing has
taken place in South Australia, where the
Government of the day, taking the initiative,
hegan to talk about depression and the worse
times that were coming,

Mr. Angelo: But South Australia has had
about seven years of drought.

My, EENNEALLY: Still, it did not ease
their position to talk constantly about the
depression. At Northam I tried to sound a
note of warning that talking of depression
and the worse times that are eoming is net
a weans of petting over our difficulties. A
man might have an idea of investing £1,000
in a business or building a house for £600,
hut hearing a few people talk of the terrible
times that are and of the worse times that
are coming, he comes to the conclusion that
he had betier not invest his money. By that
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very uction the volume of unemployment in
this State is increased, because otherwise
that money would have been spent and so
created work.

Mr. Angelo: No. It would have been lent
to the Federal Government at ¢ per cent.

Mr. KEXNEALLY: The man decides not
to invest his money, and by virtue of that
faet unemployment is being added to and
the position made more difficult for those in
control.

The Premier: You say there is virtue in
such statements?

Mr., KENNEALLY: 1 am not dealing
with the Premier as to anything connected
with virtue at all.

The Premier: You said, by virtue of the
tact.

Mr. KENXEALLY: Presently we can
argue whether that word is used correctly
or not. At the moment I say we are doing
ourselves no good by virtue of the fact that
we are always talking depression.

The Attorney General: Surely you are
not acensing the Premier of having become
a pessimist?

Mr. KENNEALLY: No. Except when
the Premier is dealing with secession, he is
not a pessimist; but as soon as he gets the
secession bng he ceases to he the optimist
le is generally acknowledged to be. Another
direction in which the Government are ap-
pealing for reduction of the standards of
the working people is the hours of lahour.
The question of the hours of labour has a
long and rugged history in the affairs of the
Commonwealth and of the States. Members
will recolleet that Mr. Justice Higgins, when
dealing with the Engineers' case in the Fed-
eral Arbitration Court, decided to conduet
an exhanstive ingquiry with regard to hours
of labour. At that time he notified employ-
ers and employees that he intended to con-
duct that inquiry and to give a decision as
to the working week. Ile did conduct the
inquiry, in spite of the fact that the Prime
Minister of the day directed him that he
was not to do it.  The reply of Justice
Higgins was characteristic. He said that
he was the Judze of the court and that
he would act in his judicial capacity. The
Prime Minister then hurriedly put through
legislation making it necessary for three
judoes to sit when the question of hours
was going to be determined. He made
two youthful additions to the bench—one
aged 72 years, and the other prefty well as
old. They were appointed to give a deter-
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mination on the uestion of hours. I sup-
pose it was considered that they would never
be called upon to work the hours and there-
fore would be competent, at that stage of
life, to give a decision as to the hours to be
worked by other people. In any ecase, the
impuiry went on, because Justice Higgins
said that atter he had commenced the case
the legislation c¢ounld not be made retroactive,
Accordingly he decided to go on with the
inquiry and to give a determination. e
did so, and his judegment bas become famous.
He took evidence as to conditions operating
in almost every part of the habitable world.
After having analysed the evidence so ob-
tained, he said that whereas it was claimed
previously that Australia was in the van in
respect of hours of labour and conditions,
things had so changed in (then) recent years
that Australia, instead of leading, was trail-
ing behind in many respects, As the result
of the exhaustive investigation which he had
made, he decided that 44 hours was a suit-
able week for the people of the Common-
wealth.  And so he decided with regard to
the application before him. The objeet of
the employers on that oceasion was the same
as that of the Government on this occesion.
They were anxious to upset the determina-
tion of the court. No sooner was it given
than the employers appealed against it,
knowing full well that under the amending
legislation rushed through by the then Prime
Minister, W. 3. Hughes, the appeal would
be determined by three judges of the Federal
Axbitration Court. On appeal they got the
determination upset. The Western Aus-
tralian Giovernment are now moving in ex-
actly the same way.

The Attorney General: How do you make
that out? We are asking the cowt to de-
cide. Have yon no confidence in the enurt?

- Mr. EENNEALLY: Those people said
they weve asking the court to determine,
just as the Government to-day say they are
asking the court to determine, the issue,
but by undue haste in going there——

The Attorney General: There was no un-
due haste.

Mr. KENNEALLY: T will leave that to
the peaple to determine. I will leave if to
them to say how long the Government have
heen in power, and how long it took them
to lodze the claim. The other night the
Premier said it was not the Government
that took the action, but the Commissioner.
Two nights after the Minister for Works
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said that it was a Government decision, and
that he took full responsibility for it.

The Attorney General: What are you
afraid of?

Mr, KENNEALLY: I ask what the Pre-
mier is afraid of.

The Attorney General: Are you afraid
the court will not be just?

Mr. KENNEALLY: I ask why the Pre-
mier was afraid to say it was the responsi-
bility of the Government. I put it to the
Attorney General that the Government were
in undue haste to get to the court, but he
denies it. I defy him %o point out any
other means by which the Government
could have got to the court more quickly.

Hon. P. Collier: They aeroplaned there!

The Attorney General: Are yon afraid
of the court? Do you think the court wounld
be unjust?

My, KENNEALLY: I am afraid of
members such as those sitting on the Gov-
ernment side of the House who, as soon
as they obtain a position of power, are pre-
pared to use that power to make an atiack
on the standards of the workers of the
conntry.

The Attorney General: To gef a decision
of the Arbitration Court.

Mr. KENNEALLY: I say the Govern-
ment had no mandate from the people.

The Attorney General: No mandate to
go to the court?

Mr. KENNEALLY: No mandate to
lengthen hours of work.

The Attorney General: We are not; we
are going to the court.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Government
have rushed to the court hefore the award
expired, and seek to increase the hours of
labour.

The Attorney (eneral: If the court says
it is right.

Mr. KENNEALLY : That is one way the
Government propose to do away with un-
employment. Their method is to give four
hours extra labour to thosé already in eéni-
plovment, and thus do away with unemplov-
ment in the community! In other words
their method is to increase by one-twelfth
the number of hours that are being worked
by the people in employment, but in doing
so they will render more pecple idle. That
is the way the Government do away with
unemployment!
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The Attorney General: Do you think you
would do away with unemployment if
working hours were shortened?

Mr. KENNEALLY: [ think I e¢an con-
vince the Minister that there wounld 'he
more chance of relief from the position in
which we find ourselves if that method
were adopted.

The Attorney General: We would find
relief if everyvone did less work!

Mr. KENNEALLY: Relief would be
seenred if the Govermment gave attention
to that aspeet in preference to inereasing
hoors of labour.

The Attorney General: You think that
if everyone did a little less work we would
get out of our troubles more quiekly.

Mr. KENNEALLY: If we gave atten-
tion to the right of the worker to benefit
as the result of the inventive genius of
man, we would have a better opportunity
of getting out of our present difficulties
than if we increased the hours of labour.

The Attorney General: That is another
way of saying: Less work, more prosperity.

Mr. KENNEALLY: The Minister can
put it that way if he so desires: he is
speaking for the moment, not T. T will
give credit to the members of the Country
Party for having Pplaced their cards on
the table. At a conference held in Ferth,
a motion was carried unanimousiy ‘that
the 48-hour working week should be re-
verted to if they took office. Our Nation-
alist friends were not game to do that.
Some of their candidates on the hustings
said that they would not interfere with
the hours of labour. It will be interesting,
and I think amusing, to see how those
members act to give effect to their state-
ments.

Hon. P. Collier: The other half of the
Government parly were econtaminated.

The Minister for Works: When was this
conference held?

Hon. P. Collier: Those conferences have
been held doring the last 20 years. You
have always been at that point.

Mr. EENNEALLY.: The question has
been raised as to whether less work repre-
sents a method by which a solution of our
problems may be arrived at. I have al-
ready indicated that the solution of the
problem does not lie in the direction of
increased work. I:ask hop. members
whether inventions that have been made
during the last 50 years should not be
permitted a part in reducing the honrs of
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labour of the worker. Let us consider our
primary industries and the old method of
sowing a crop.

The Minister for Agriculture; That was
pot done m 44 hours

Mr. EENNEALLY: Let us consider
both the old eropping and reaping methods
and compare them with those now applied.
I ask our farming friends to visualise the
number of men those inventions have done
away with.

The Minister for Works: Have they
shortened the hours of labour in the agri-
cultural industry ?

Mr. KEXNEALLY : I ask them to con-
sider not only the number of men whose
services have been dispensed with, but the
increased yvields made possible as a result
of the inventive genius of man made mani-
fest in the machines now in use.

The Minister for Works: Are we to as-
sume that they have shortened the hours
of labour on a farm?

Mr. KENXEALLY : I want owr farming
friends to give aifention to that phase,
and to ask themselves whether there is not
a semblance of an argument there in fav-
our of makipg the Dbenefits of inven-
tions applicable to mankind in gene-
a nomber of other

ral. 1 ean give
instances of improved machinery do-
ing away with labour. Let bomn.

members go to the loce. workshops at Mid-
land Junction, and inspeet the oxy-welding
plant there. Let them consider how niany
men that plant has done away with, how
much more easily the work is performed.
Let them consider the new method em-
ployed in cutling steel plates that formerly
required many men a number of days to
deal with, and which e¢an he cut now in
almost as nany moments as days were for-
werly required.  Let them ask themselves
whether the lengthening of hours of lahour
should run conenrrently with the installation
of new invenfions. Is it not unreasonable fo
put up an argument in that respect? We
cannot agree that side by side with those
inventions there is any necessity for men
to work longer hours.

Mr. Angelo: Then why has the cost of
production gone up?

Mr. KEXNEALLY : T have already told
ithe hon. member; T thought he was awake
at the time. Tle had to agree with me in
one suggestion T made. T do not want lim
to oo back on his compact. Then let hon.
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members consider latter-day electrical ap-
pliances, I do not know whether memoers
have had an opportunity to iuspect the Yal-
lourn electrical power lhouse in Vietoria,
There, 100 miles from Melbourne, power
is generated and eonveyed to the metropolis
to do work that previously requived 1,40
nien or more to perform.

Mr. Wells: It takes 1,000 men fo Luke
machinery like that,

My, Willeock: Bot that is
ounly.

Mr. KEXNEALLY : The interjection hy
the member for Canning (Mr. Wells) is
gearcely apropos. I was dealing with the
point that as the result of the manufacture
of machinery making man-saving power
possible, there is a system not of trades-
manship, but of specialisation, rendering
it possible even in the manufaeture of
machinery, which required the services of
a large number of men, to have machines
enpable of mannfaeturing machinery, That
has dome away with the employment of a
large number of fitters and others. If these
inventions were not labour-saving anpli-
ances. they would not be regarded as worth
while by the eommercial community to-dav.
Are we to he told that alongside the instal-
lation of labour-saving appliances, we must
necessarily agree to the lengthening of the
hours of the workers in order to rednce pru-
duction costs?

Alr. Brown: What ahout certain periods
of the year when the crops are taken off?

Mr. KEXNEALLY: In taking off the
crops, there is still the benefit of machinery
which hasz been made possible by the in-
ventive genius of man, to which I have al-
ready referred. Members  representing
farming distriets kuow that as a result of
the use of that machinery, fewer men are
required for the work than was possible in
earlier days.

Mr. Brown: You don’t know what you
are talking about!

Mr, KENNEALLY: Of course not! [t
the harvester has not dome away with the
necessity for the employment of a number
of men in garnering the crop, I do not know
what T am talking about. T think T »an
safelvy leave it at that, heeanse the Iom.
nember's Country Party friends will in-
form him ecorrectlv and quieily when ther
zet him outside.  They will peint owt to
him that modern machinery has done cway

done ovnge
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with a Jot of the labour that was neecessary

previously.
Mr. Wilson: Don’t take any notice of
him! -

My, KENNEALLY: T suggest that the
time has come when the workers of the
community—and I include the farmers
among them-—should receive some Dbenefit
made possible by latter-day conditions. In-
stead of arguing that there should be longer
working hours at this stage of our exist-
ence, hon. members should agree that the
time has come wben the working lours
should be fewer, znd when the workers
should receive all the benefits possible from
the inveutions of man. At the outset [
mentioned I was sorry at the attitude dis-
played by the Government, beeaunse the co-
operation some of them had asked of the
workers will be rendered very diffieult, if
not impossible. If a person is asked by a
man who has a elub in bis right hand with
which he proposes to strike him at the first
opportunity, to extend co-operation and
assist him whenever possible, naturally that
person will ask the other to get rid of the
club first before consideration can be given
to the request. But while he is using the
alnb, natorally yon deeline to assist him.

Mr. Angelo: Which is the man with the
elub?

Mr, KENNEALLY : And that will be the
attitnde of the workers to-day. While the
Government hold the club aimed at their in-
dustrial standards, and are prepared to uae
that club, the workers are not prepared to
essist the Government in the difficulties
with which they are confronted; because
they themselves have their own diffieulties
to attend to without the assistance of the
Government’s club. If the Government de-
sire to co-operate, as some of their mem-
bers say, let them get rid of the club.
Whilst they attack our industrial standards
they will find us quick to retaliate.

Mr. Angelo: Is the Arbitration Court
the club?

Mr. KENNEALLY: My friend would not
kmow the club if he saw i, so I need not
attemypt to explain it. I have expressed
views regarding the attitnde of the Govern-
ment in respect of distriet allowances and
hours of labour. T think even at this stage
it is possible for the Government to recede
from the position they have taken up in
that respeet. There are members on the
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Covernment side who wien ou Lbe lLuslings
were asked certain questions about hours
and other industrial coaditions, and said
they were not prepared to adopt the policy
row being adopted by the Goverament.
Knowing that is a fact, and believing that
eve novs many members on the Government
side, if not many members of the Govern-
ment, are prepared fo realise that they have
started off on the wrong foot, T propose to
give them an opportunity to place them-
selves right with the ecommunity in that re-
spect. Holding the views I do, I move an
amendment to the Address-in-reply:—
That the following words be added:—‘‘hut
regret the aetion of the Government in nttack-
ing the established industrial standards of its
employees, especially in the matter of hours

of labour and the payment of distriet allow-
ances,’!

I submit that amendment to the Address-
in-reply in the hope that the House will
earry it and so indicate that it is not pre-
pared willingly to engage in an attack on
the standards of the workers of this eom-
munity.

On motion by the Premier, debate ad-
Jpurned,

House adjourned at 9.50 p.m.

Legislative Council,

Wednesday, 3rd September, 1930,

9.7...\_, -

PAGE
Question : State Tmplement Works ... 189
Teave of Absence 180
Papers ; Collle coal, mllway contracts 180
Address-ln—reply, seventh day .. . 180

The PRESIDENT tock the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—STATE IMPLEMENT
WORKES,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN asked the Minister
for Country Water Supplies: In view of
the merger of the firms of H. V. MecKay
and Massey, Harris Co., Ltd., is it the in-



