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to the uiterances of hon. members have been
effectually refuted by what I have read to-
night from the “Westralian Worker,” In
conelusion I trust that future debates in this
Chamber will be characterised by a very
much higher tone than that adopted by Mr,
Browp last night.

On motion by Hon. J. W. Hickey, debate
adjourned.

BILLS (7)—TI'IRST READING.
1. Supply (Ne. 2), £831,000.
2, Trust Funds Investment Aect Amend-
ment.

3. Kalgoorlie and Boulder Racing Clubs
Act Amendinent. - -

4, MHerdsman’s Lake Drainage Act Re-

peal.
Received from the Assembly.

5. Jetties.
6. Shipping Ordinance Amendment.

Navigation Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Honorary Minister.

-1

House adjourned at 9.52 p.m.
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QUESTION—RAILWAYS, ELECTRIFI-
CATION,

Mr. SBAMPSON asked the Minister for
Railways: Will he advise the approximate
expense involved in the eleetrification of
the Fremantle-Perth and PPerth-Armadale,
Mundaring and Chidlow railways?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Separate detailed eslimates have not
been prepared, but the cost would be over
£1,000,000.

QUESTION—ELECTRICITY SUPPLY.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Will he advise whether ths
limit of production has been reached in the
generation of cleetrie current? 2, If not,
what margin of quantity is still available?
3, When is it anticipated that additional
generating plant will he in operation {
4, What is the approximate quantity of
electricity generated to-day? 5, To what
inereased extent wili the 1imstallation of
new plant make current available?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Yes, practically, with the present
plant. 2, Answered by No. 1. 3, Winter,
1927. 4, At the rate of 60,000,000 units
per annum. 35, An additional 60 per cent.

QUESTION—TREMANTLE RAILWAY
BRIDGE.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Can he inform the Fouse who
was the first person {o report the collapse
of the Fremantle railway bridge? 2, If
not, will he have inquiries made so as to
enable the people of FFremantle, who wish
to recognise the services of the first person
to report the matter, to do so9

The MINISTER FOR RAILIWAYS re-
plied : 1, Yes; Ganger E. Hogan. 2,
Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—DENTAL OFFICER.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Honorary
Minister (Hon. J. Cunningham): When is
the dental officer, for whom provision was
made on last year’s Estimates, likely to be
appointed ?

The HONORARY MINISTER replied:
The dental officer was appointed early last
month,
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QUESTION—FORTY-FOUR HOUR
WEEE.

Mr. THOMSON asked the Premier: 1,
Has his attention been drawn to the fol-
lowing statement made in yesterday's
“West Australian” report dJealing with
Y¥ederal Arbitration Court proceedings:
“Mr, J. Holloway, one ¢f the leading advo-
cates for the union, said he had been asked
by the Premier of Western Australia (Me.
Collier} to represent that State”? 2, Is
that statement correct, and is Mr. Hollo-
way giving evidence in support of the 4l-
hour week? 3, Is he represenfing the
unions at the Premier’s request? 4, Is it
the Premier's intention to contribute to
Mr. Holloway's expenses as State advocate
from the Tevenue of the State? )

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Mr.
Holloway has been advised that the Gov-
ernment supports the request of the appli-
cant unjon. 3, Answered by No. 2. 4, The
assuniption that Mr. Holloway is Stale
advocate is incorrect.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. Wilson leave of ab-
sence for one month granted to the Honor-
ary Minister (Hon. 8. W. DMunsie—
Hannans) on the ground of ill-health.

BILL—FORESTS ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Premier and read a
first time.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 2), £831,000
Standing Orders Suspension,

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. P. Collier—Boulder) [4.40]: I move--

That so mueh of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary io enable resolutions
from the Committees of Supply and Ways and
Means to be reported and adopted op the same
day on whick they shall have passed those
Committees, and also the passing of a Supply
Bill through all its stages in one day.

Question put and passed.

Message.

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending apprepriation in eonnec-
tion with the Bill

[ASSEMBLY.]

In Committee of Supply.

The House having resolved mto Committe
of Supply, Mr. Lutey in the Chair,

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder} [4.42]: I move—

That there be granted to His Majesty o
account of the service of the year ending 30t
June, 1927, a sum not exceeding £831,000.
This is asking for Supply to carry us to th
end of September. I hope to have th
Budget down within the next couple of weeks
when the whole of the finoneial position wil
be under review. During the first week o
the session Supply was obtained for twe
months to the end of August. That has ex
pired, and it is now necessary to get authority
to earry on until the Budgei is brough
down.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor
than) [4.43]: There are one or two point:
1 should like the Premier to clear up. The
Miners’ Phthists Aet provides for the pay-
ment of compensation to the men withdrawn
from the mines, Is that compensation being
paid now?

The Premier: Yes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEI.L: There is
no special item for it.

The Premier: Tt will appear on the Esti-
mates.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Is it a
considerable amount?

The Premier: Not very great,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some-
thing was said about the Aect the other day.
The Minister remarked that I had supported
the amendment. I did support the proper
payment to these unfortunate miners. I have
no objection to offer to that. It is now sug-
gested that the Aet is not as liberal as the
one we amended. I wonder whether the
Premier is paying under the scale set out
in the amended Act. T understand that scale
is a low one. It has been suggested we pay
on a higher seale than that. Is that so¥

The Premier: Yes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It ap-
pears to me we should amend the Aect to
make it clear as to what is to happen. Tt
wonld not be a statutory provision, I sup-
pose, unless the amount was fixed, and it
would have to appear on the Estimates. We
should rectify the error made in the Aect,
1 supported the amending measure. Somecone
said the Act was not as liberal as had been
intended, and the Minister said I had sup-
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ported it at the time. That is so, and I am
now willing to support a Bill that will make
the necessary provision for these men. The
latest Act does not seem to do this. It is not
wise that we should go on paying out money
without autherity as we are deing to-day.
The Premier would not desire that. If we
make proper provision in the right way, it
will have my firm support. 1 hope the Pre-
mier witl consider whether it is wise to amend
the legislation passed last year. The Ach
wag, ] think, passed in the time of Mr. Secad-
dan.

The Premier: I think in 1922,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The in-
tention was to improve the position, and lo
do so by statute.

The Premier:
quite far enough.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One ex-
pects to have to amend legislation of that
kind. The amended Act, however, is worse
than the one we amended.

The Premier: That is a mistake.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
we say in the amended Act that the amount
of payment is limited lo that which would
be paid under the Mine Workers’ Relief
Fund. Let us make the payment perman-
ent. Some of these men will probably have
to be helped for.a long time. It takes a
good while to find oceupations that are suit-
able for them.

The Premier: Quite a number of them
are working.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
are men with children who could well be put
on to sheep farms, where the work would not
be too hard for them, but where there would
be something left for the families. There is
something we can do for these people, and
it is right that we shonld do it. I am sorry
the Premier’s figures are not as satisfactory
as we would like them to he. August was
rather a disastrous month becanse the rev-
enue was fairlv hnoyant, but the expenditure
was still more aetive. Txpenditure is the
trouble.

Hon. &. Taylor: We all live up to our
means.

Hon. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: Whilst
we cannot have regard fo monthly figures,
we can have regard fo a comparison. Bat
for the Federal grant we should have fared
badl¥ during the past month. We should
have been about £38,000 worse off for the
month than we were last year.

The Premier: A little under £30,000.

It did too, but did not go
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 make
it £38,000. The Premier has taken part of
the disabhilities -grant into general revenue.
T see that a sum of £5%,852 has been psaid
in, an} a line appears in the Estimates for
the first time. Tt is necessary that the
Prime Minister should pass a special Aect
through the Federal Parliament, and one of
the provisions of that Aet is that the dis-
bursement of the snm must be subject fo
an Aect passed by this Parliament.

The Premier: Subject to appropriation
by this Houze; not necessarily an Act.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It really
means that this item will be appropriated
in the usual way. It will be considered as
revenue and appropriated for expenditure
in the ordinary way.

The Premier: I propose to set out how I
intend to spend this grant and to ask the
House for approval. I am not taking it
into general revenue, and treating it as such,
without indicating how I propose to spend
the money apart from our ordinary general
revenue.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Premier has taken the snm now into general
revenue.

The Premier: Yes,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And he
will indieate to the House how he proposes
to take a like amount oul of the general
revenue, and the relief he proposes to give.
Since £300,000 is to come to us for the next
five years, we ought to reduce taxation.

The Premier: I propose to indicate that.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL. One of
the arguments used before the Royal Com-
mission was the rate of tax we were obhiged
to impose against that which 19 imposed in
other countries. The disadvantage the rate
is to Western Australia was pointed out.
Tt certainly deters enterprise from starting
here.

The Premier: That is one of the reasons.
There have been dozens of elaims put for-
ward in connection with the disabilities
suffered by the State,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I should
like to put in a claim for my electors if
there was a chance of its being recognised.
The Premier's revenue is not so buoyant,
neither is the bhalance so satisfactory, that
he can afford to incur expenditure on un-
necessary things.

The Premier: That is so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We must
make good use of the money. It is being
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paid to us by the Federal Government as a
result of the Disabilities Commission. 1t
comes te us not only because the Treasury
suffers disabilifies, but because every indi-
vidual in the State also suffers disabilities.
If the Premier will reduce taxation, it will
be one way of helping all the taxpayers,
and the right way. Taxation is not con-
ducive {o employment, but interferes with
it.

The Premier: I do not think there is any
question about taxation being high. It
ought to be reduced as far as our finances
will permit of this being done.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
the first thing to do in this connection.

The Premier: It is just a question of how
much ought to be devoted to that purpose
and how much to other purposes.

Hor. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Nator-
ally, but there is that one thing which has
to be done. I do not propose to indicate to
the Premier how he should spend that
£350,000. .

The Premier: We cannot reduce tazafion
with that, becanse that is only for one year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
£350,000 is being continued.

The Premier: For five years. It is really
only £220,000, because it is less the special
grant. This year it will be about £230,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: For this
year we have £330,000. It is in the hands
of the Premier. He has taker £58,000 out
of the fund. We receive £213,000 also,
another grant, which will give us about
£563,000 for this year.

‘The Premier: We have not received any
of that yet, but it will be paid.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I had

a talk with Dr. Earle Page about it. There

is no question as to our getting it.

The Premier: I am asking the Common-
wealth to make it available monthly.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The two
amonnts will give the Premier about £47,000
monthly to pay into revenue. It has to go
into revenne before it can come out, even
as a special purpose.

The Premier: Yes, about £550,000 for the
year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier is in a happy position. TInstead of a
deficit of £600.000 or £700,000 as was the
case in 1921, he will get from the Common-
wealth £563,000 for this vear’s revenue. He
will not get so much next year. It is for-
tunate we have it this year. T think the

[ASSEMBLY.]

Commonwealth Government should abide by
the recommendation of the Commission.
The disabilities that were suffered by the
State have been pointed out by many people.
There’ ean be no question in my mind that
the Commission thought we were really en-
titled to the money.

The Premier: The £220,000 paid this year
is at present only a loan.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It has
been passed in the Federal Estimates.

The Premier: It has to be refunded if the
Bill does not pass.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but
the passing of the amount on the Estimates
means that the amount in the Bill eannot be
reduced. That would be ridiculous.

The Premier: They may refuse,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Premier gets his hands on the money, the
Commonwealth will have a job to get it
back.

The Premier: I think so, too.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The point
is that be money will eost nothing. Our
taxation last year was only £1,400,000, and
two years ago it was less than £1,200,000;
and from those facts it is plain that this
£563,000 is a wonderful addition to our re-
venue. When the public see the enormous
figure of £0,000,000, they think it is revenue
such as this Parliament ean distribute. 1n
point of fact, the bulk of it is earned by
railways and other departments, and often
costs a good deal more to earn than we
collect.

The Premier: Much of it is not revenue
in the real sense at all. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Three
millions paid into the Treasury often cost
£3,100,000 to get, and this latter amount has
to he drawn from the Treasury. If is a pity
that we cannot make our revenue and expen-
diture statements in a form more comprehen-
sible to the public. Most of the amounls in
question are apart from clear revenue, re-
venue available for ordinary administration.
Last month the total revenue was np £74,000,
which is satisfactory; but the expenditure
was up about £54,000, which is unsatisfae-
tory. The increase in expenditure was not
due to interest paid, which amounted to enly
£12,000, the reimbursement item on the other
side being £13,000. Therefore, loan moneys
have nothing to do with the month’s results.
Even with the Federal money we shall bave
to exergise considerable care during the year.
We shall have a eredit balanece from the
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£200,000 even if the Premier does reduce
axation. It will be satisfactory to know
vhat is to be done with the £330,000. 1t
should have been paid to us as an ordinary
grant. If I were the Commoweslth Prime
Minister dealing with the matter, I would
iay, ““The Federal Disabilities Royal Com-
nission found in your favour, and we want
0 give you ‘some relief in the matter of
axation where complaints have been made.”
dowever, we have got the money and the
>remier will tell us within the next fortnight
0w he proposes to deal with it. Ii will em-
yarrass him to deeide what is best fo be
lone with that money.

Mr., Mann: What about some tramway
ines?

Ilon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
noney can only be used to meet expenditure
hat would otherwise come from revenue. 1t
annot be used to replace loan expenditure.
\fter all, though. it is mot an enormous

um, and would not do much in the way of

ramway construetion. In a Ffornmight’s time
he Premier may alse he able to let us know
nore regarding the Federal Government’s
iroposal as to the North. I do not know
ow the Federal Government have separated
he two items, £300,00 as a grant, and
150,000 if we let them have the North-West.
hat was not suggested hy the Commission,
‘ho recommended a payment of £450,000
hraight out (o the State’s revenue.

The Premier: The Federal Government
wopose to eive ns that ammount, hut divided
t. making £150,000 of it practieally eondi-
ional on our handing over the North-West.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Last
ear we got £450,000 unconditionally. This
ear we get £300,000 unconditionally, and
150,000 subjeet to our handing over the
Torth-West, T hope Parliament will not
orec to the latter proposal. The Federal
iovernment have been told by their own
‘ommission that £430,000 would be a fair
rant to make to Western Australia. T
hould like to he assured that the Federal
ontrihution would he €450,000 for the next
5 vears. That ‘would be only reasonable.
Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [5.10]:
vhen T took up this mornin#’s newspaper
was surprised to read the following state-
ient by the Premier econecerning our
nances:—

The figures on the revenue side include two
onths’ proportion of the disahilities grant
aid to the State by the Commonwealth last
s;ar.  Tn making the amount available, the

.
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Prime Minister drew attention to the special
Act passed by the Federal Parlixment pro-
viding that the payment was subject to an
appropriation by the State Parliament.

The Premier is reported as baving said—

In my Budget, which 1 hope to deliver at
an early date;, I am providing for the special
appropriation of this money; and instead of
bringing the amount into revenue in one lump
sum [ bhave decided, on the advice of Mr. G. W.
Simpson, our Under Treasurer, to spread the
transfer equally over the 12 months. The
Prime Minister has also agreed to pay pro-
pressively the grant of £300,000 over the pre-
sent year, less the existing special payment
of approximatetly £87,000. I have asked for
a cheque covering the past two months, and
for the balance of the grant to be made avail-
able monthly.

The Feders] Aet dealing with this maiter
provides—

There shall be paid out of the Consolidated

Revenue Fund, which is hereby appropriated
accordingly, for the purpese of financial assist-
ance to the State of Western Australia to be
applied by the State to such objects as the
Parliament of - the State shall from time to
time have approved, during the year ending
the 30th June, 1926, such sum as, added to
the payment of that which the State is en-
titled to receive for the year under the pro-
visions of Section 5 off the Surplus Revenue
Act, 1910, will be equal to the payment of
£450,000.
I shall not oppose Supply to the Government.
Supply is essentizl to them in order that
they may carry on. But the aection of the
Giovernment in appropriating the money and
dividing it as indicated is not entirely satis-
factory. I disagree with the Opposition
Leader’s statement that the grant is made
te the Treasurer of Western Australia. The
Federal Government appointed a Royal Com-
mission to inquire into the disabilities from
which Western Australia, and not the Treas-
urer of Western Australia, was suffering
as the result of Federation. The Royal Com-
misgion’s finding was distinetly on the lines
we put forward, that the tariff caused West-
ern Australia the most severe firancial suffer-
ing. In this connection the Royal Commis-
sion instanced the gold mining industry. If
ever there was an example given to the Com-
monwealth and to the world of the results
of hizh Protection, it is the parlous position
in which our zold mining industry now finds
itself.

Ay, Latham: But the ineidence of the tariff
i= not peculiar to Western Australia. The
FEastern States suffer from the high tariff
just as we do.

Mr. THOMSON: Assuredly the tariff does
not affect New South Wales and Vietoria
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in the same way as Western Australia, be-
cause the other two States have their second-
ary industries established. Whilst Western
Australia’s secondary industries suffer, ilwe
primary industries here have to pay.

Hon.- Sir James Mitchell: But you realise
that we gannot propose how the money shall
be spent.  The proposal to expend the money
must come from the Treasurer.

Mr. THOMSON: I do not dispute that
for a moment.

The Premicr: I shall make the proposals,
but Parliament will decide.

Mr, THOMSON: With all due respect,
the matter will not be decided by Parliament,
hut by the Treasury bench. Whatever the
occupants of the Treasnry bench propose
must necessarily be agreed to by this Cham-
ber. The decision will come from Parlia-
ment ostensibly, but not really. This side of
the House will only be able to express its
views., If we were oceupying the Treasury
beneh, our decision would naturally become
the decision of the Chamber.

The Premier: How are you going to get
over it?

Mr. THOMSON: 1 consider that the
Chamber is enlitled to know the intentions
of the Treasurer as to the £400,000 he has
in the Bank. ‘I'he people are entitled io
reduetion in railway freights and in taxes,
even if it is only for a period of 12 months.
Taxation measures are passed annually by
Parliament. I am nol endeavouring to indi-
cate to the Government the particular ways
in which this money should be expended. I
may, however, make a suggestion which [
consider beneficial.

Hon. G. Taylor: If you ean convinee Par-
liament, you will be all right.

Mr. THOMSON: The matter should he
dealt with on non-party lines, There was a
report that the Dale River railway was to be
constructed but it was changed and the line
was put elsewhere.

The Minister for Mines: What do the
Commonwealth Government know about the
Dale River railway?

Mr. THOMSON: I de not object to Al-
bany getting the Denmark railway.

The Premier: I believe you criticised the
Government for not commeneing the work at
an earlier date.

Mr. THOMSON: I am pleased to know
that the Premier admits that T helped to push
on with the work.

The Premier: It was your influence that
caused the line to he started!

[ASSEMBLY ]

Ay, THOMSOXN : I will refer to the report
setting out the case submiited on behalf of
Western Australia to the Federal Royal Com-
mission dealing with our disabilities, Here
is one extracl—

It will be observed that Mr. Black is correct
when he states that on incomes in excess of
£6,500 the rate of tax in Western Australia
is higher than in auny other State of the Com-
monwealth, The difference hetween the tax
paid on an income of £6,500 firom personal
exertion in Western Australia, and the same
amount of income in Vietoria is remarkable—
£1,362 11s. 3d. in Western Australia, and £221
7s. 1d. in Vietoria.

Then there is the following statement made
by the chairman of the State advizory eom-
mittee who prepared the case for Western
Australia—

One thing certain, it is not possible for this
State to raise further revenuc from her owm
citizens by taxation. Already the danger point
has been reached in the burden of taxation
placed on the shoulders of the citizens of
Western Australia, Capital is being fright-
ened out of the State Ly this burden. To those
who are conversant with the stringeney of
finanee in this State, it scems ludicrous to talk
off the capacity of Western Australia te bear
an increased hurden of taxation, It is a mat-
ter of notoriety that those who have capital
to invest—in many cases capital resulting from
savings made during a lifetime in Western
Australiz—unfortunately prefer to invest that
money in Vietoria, despite all loeal sentiment,
for the simple reason that they will obtain
there a larger return with a less burden of
taxation,

That shows il was the intention of the

Disabilities Commission, when they framed
the recommendation, that we should have
some relief from taxation.

The Premier: I snppose T da not prapose
to do anything?

My, THOMSON: The report clearly in-
dicates that one of the disabilities Wostern
Ausiralia has suffered under has been the
high taxation. The member for Perth (Mr.
Mann) interjected with reference to ser-
ondary industries. How can we expect any
husiness man to establish secondary indus-
tries here, when he wounld be faced with
the position that if his turnover gave him
an income of £6,000, he would have to pav
£1,362 in taxation in Western Australia,
whereas if his business were in Victoria he
would have to pay only £221,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: But the
Premier has promised to reduce taxation
i a way that will benefit everyone.

The Premier: And, of course, this is the
time {o indicate the measures to be taken,
when we are diseussing a Supply Bill!
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Mr. THOMSOX: In view of the state-
ment made Ly the Premier that Western
Australia had rot had a fair deal from the
Federal Government, we cannot get away
from the fact that the Federal Purliament
passed an Aet sefting out that this House
should lhave an opportunity to determine
kow the money would be expended.

Mr. Latham : Well, we will have that
opportunity.

Mr. THOMSON : The Premier should
have indicated his intention to us in his
speech. We are entitled to have that in-
formation. In a Governor’s Speech there
was a statement that it was intended fo re-
duce taxation in certain directions.

Mr, Latham: The Government will he in
posseasion of the Treasury bench for only
a short period more, so we need not worrv.

Mr. THOMSON : But I am worrying
ebout it.

Mr. Latham: We will be able to alter it
when we are on the other side.

The Premier: It is not worth worryving
about.

Mr. Heron: Not while the render is in
chavge of the finances.

Mr. THOMBOXN : Despite the fact that
we have had £58,852 paid into revenue, this
manth shows a deficit of £108,817. At the
earliest moment we should have an indien-
tion of how the Government intend to derl
with the Federal advance of £450,000. In
an interjection fo the Teader of the Opposi-
tion, the Premier said that we could not
possitly reduce taxation bhecause the ad-
vance of £450,000 was for one year only.
For my part, I elaim that those who pay
taxation this rear are entitled to a measar»
of relief as a result of that advance from
the Federal Government. Taxation should
be reduced and thns people would he in-
duced to invest their eapital in Western
Australia, If the Premier were to mak-
an announcement that it was his intention
to reduce taxation by a considerable
amount, that weuld in itself be an encour-
agement to people to establish secondary
industries here.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You have com-
meuted enough: now vou had better con-
tinue reading.

Mz, THOMSON: Here is another extract
from the report of the Disahilities Com-
mission— .

Whatever sdditional cost the policy of pro-
tection may add to the price of goods and

material imported by the Australian consumer,
the citizens of the Enstern States gain a? a

[27]

699

compensating advuntage the presence of a large
production and manufacture. Such is not the
case with Western Australir, which is so placed
that at present it has to bear whatever burden
may arisc under the pretectionist tariff with-
cut reaping any of the accompanying advan-
tages.

Here is the comment of the majority of the
Commission on that point.

Your Commission is of opinion that if the
State of Western Australin had not joined
the Federation, that State might have imposed
Customs duties, partly protective and partly
revenue producing, and derived advantage there-
from; that having joined the Federation, what-
ever benefit the Commonwenlth protectionist
policy may have conferred upor other States
of the Commonwealth, it has not benefited the
State of Western Australia; that the primary
producers of the State of Western Australia
have to pay more for their agricultural mach-
inery, ete,, than the primary producers of the
Eastern States; that the primary producers of
the State of Western Australia have not the
benefit of home markets like Sydney with its
1,008,500 population, or Melbourne with its
885,700 population

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We had better
get to work and make up the pepulation,

Mr. THOMSON : How can we gel io
work to do that?

The Premier; When T deliver the Pudget,
[ intend to make an announcement regard-
ing the reduction of the tariff! I will not
put up with it any longer!

Mr. THOMSON: That is a most brainy
interjeetion hy the Premier!

The Premier: Tt is just as brainy as the
balderdash you are talking.

Mr. THOMSON: We asked the Federal
Government to appoint a Royal Commis-
sion to inquire into the position of Western
Australia under the Federal regime, and
that Commission made inquiries.

The Premier: We are not on the tariff
now,.

Mr. THOMSON: The members of that
Commission said we were suffering from
the effects of the tariff. As a means of
compensating the primary prodocers and
the taxpavers of Western Australia, the
Federal Government provided £450,000 by
way of a grant, and passed an Act setting
ouf that the meney was to be “applied by
the State in such directions as the State
Parliament from time to time shall hava
approved during the year ending 30th June,
1026, e, as a Parliament, have not had
that opportunity to deal with the question.
I maintain we are entitled to look for re-
ductions in railwav freichts, particularly
on agricultural machinery.
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The Premier: And on super, too?

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, and for an exten-
sion of the period during which super may
be econveyed over the railways at the
cheaper rate.

The Premier: And a reduetion in the
rate at the same time?

Mr. THOMSON : The cheaper rates could
very well be made to apply during the whole
period wheat is carted. We should have a
substantial reduction in taxation. I recog-
nise that the goldiields areas have suffered
severely, and that assistance must be ren-
dered to those parts.

Hon, G. Taylor: We expect to get all that
Federal money.

Mr. THOMSON: There is no gainsaying
the fact that it is not the intention of the
Federal Government—I do not mind what
parky may be in possession of the Treasury
henches——

Mr. Clydesdale: I think you do.

Mr. THOMSON: It was never the inteu-
tion of the Federal Government to hand
over a grant of £350,000 and allow it to be
dealt with as I have indicated.

The Premier: The whole amount must be
paid into revenue.

Mr. THOMSON: Of course.

The Premier: Don’l you understand?

Mr. THOMSON: T do, but T alzo under-
stand that in the eountry the people received
the benefit of the reduced railway freights
for three months, but the Government
reaped the advantage over a period of 12
months by means of the additional land taxa-
tion. T want to make sure that the people in
the country distriets secure a full measure
of relief.

The Premier: I made it retrospective for
them last year.

Mr. THOMSON: I want to make sure
that the people in the country get the relicf
that the Commonwealth Government antici-
pated. The present State Treasurer is in a
happier position than any other Treasurer
since I have heen in Parliament. Here he
has £450,000 from the Federal Government,
and yet we have no indication as to what
he intends to do with it. .

Mr. Latham: Well, that is £350,000 more
than we have ever had before.

The Premier: Of course the amount is
£350,000, and not £450,000, hut that is near
enough for the hon. member.

Mr. THOMSON: I understood the Pre-
mier to say be had £450,000 in the bank and
in addition to that, aceording to his state-
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ment in the Press, another £300,000 is avail
able, and he is able to draw upon tha
amount from time to time.

The Premier: I have not got that yet
still, aceording to the hon. member, 1 shoul
indicate now how I will dispose of it.

Mr. THOMSON: The Premier said tha
he had £450,000 now.

The Premier: No, £350,000.

Mr. THOMSON: No, you seid you hac
£450,000,

The Premier: The hon. member know:
that the £130,000 includes £100,000 we woulc
have got in any case. Surely the hon. mem
ber can stick to that point!

Mr. THOMSON: But yon have gol it.

The Premicr: Yes.

Mr. THOMSON: Then the Premier saic
thet he had received the £450,000.

The Premier: I will elope with it if you
da not mind.

Mr. THOMSON: I consider that the
Treasurer, if he intends to reply at all,
should give us some indication as to what he
intends to de with the money. I am entitled tc
draw the attention of the Committee to the
Yosition as it exists to-day. That money has
been in the hands of the Treasurer for twao
months, and we do not know what is to
bappen,

The Premier: If T could get out of the
State with it, of course the position might
be different.

Mr. THOMSON: That is absurd. 1 bhope
the Premier will not deal with the question
from a personal aspect. I am dealing with
it from a parliamentary point of view, and
I elaim that the position 1 have indieated is
such as we have (o face now. If the Pre-
mier intends to reduce taxation, the sooncr it
15 made known the better. It will ¢reate con-
fidlence and may lead to the establishment of
seeondary industries. If he intends to reduce
railway freights, the sooner we know of that
the better, The Comonwealth have shown
their hona fides by providing the funds, and
the people of the State as well as the Fed-
eral Government are entitled to know what
the Premier proposes to do with the money.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [5.31]: Most men who are not
absolutely stupid, or who have a scrap of
honesty in their composition, know the facts.
I have stated in the Press about twenty
ties that the amount is £350,000. That is
known to evervbody in the country, and
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everybody who is honest will admit it. Only
men who are hopelessly stupid or incorri-
gibly dishonest wilt say otherwise. A lhun-
dred times I have stated that the amount is
£450,000, less about £100,000 that we would
get in any case, so thaf the net amount is
£350,000. Even the school-boys know it now.

Hoan. Sir James Mitchell: I think so, too,
but £350,000 is the amount we have to con-
sider for this special purpose.

The PREMIER : Yes. If people know the
faets and make statements to the contrary,
what can I do? 1 do not propose to keep
on repeating it. [ cannot control men’s
tongues, and make them say £350,000 if
they desire to say £450,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But it is well
for you from your place to tell the people
that the amount is £350,000.

The PREMIER: Even then it wounld not
be accepted in some quarters; the £450,000
would be repeated as glibly to-morrow or
the day afterwards. I ean only state facts;
I eunnot compel men to be honest enough to
accept them, If anyone is so constituted
that be will mis-state a faet, what can I do?

Mr. Thomson: Tell ue what you are going
to do with the money.

The PREMIER: Am I to keep on repeat-
ing it in order to shame a person into stai-
ing the truth? KEven that would be a task
beyond me in this instance, Nothing will
make a1 man speak the truth if he does noi
wizlh to do so. The public know that we
ha.e £350,000 for distribution in seme form
or other. The leader of the Country Party,
in o paroxism of incoherency, expressed
hinee!f dissatisfied, and the ground of his
complaint is that the Gavernment did not
indicate in the Governor’s Speech what they
intend to do with the monev and that he
does not know now. He knows perfectly
well that the time fo unfold the financial
position is when the Budget is presented.
I have asked for supply for one month and
have indicated that the Budget will he pre-
sented in two or three week’s time. But
the hon. member will not wait a fortnight.
he wants to know now.

M. Thomsen: On xour own statement.
vou are taking the monev inio revenue.

The PREMIER : What does that matter?
Not one penny will be utilised, except in the
manner that Parliament approves.

Mr. Thomson: After the money has been
spent ?
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The PREMIER : What can I do with such
a calamity? The money will be spent——

Mr. Thomson: As you decide.

The PREMIER: No, as Parliament de-
cides.

Mr. Thomson: Rubbish!

The PREMIER: How is it rubbish? [
have to bring proposals before the House,
and Parliament has to approve or disap-
prove of them. TFlow is the bon, membe.
voing to get over that dilliculty? His griev-
ance now is that there is a majority on my
side of the Honse and that the money might
e disposed of in a manner ot which he does
not. approve.

Mr. Thomson: We ave entitled to know.

The PREMIER: Weli, 1 am not going Lo
sneak it through in the dark. THd ot T say
1 would submit my proposals to the IHouse
when the Budget was brought down? Now
the hon. member says he is entitled to know.
Ts he afraid that 1 will sneak it through
wilhout anyone knowing of it? Did anyone
ever hear such o ridienlous statement? e
is dragging in criticism by the hair of the
head merely for the sake of speaking af
creater length than the Leader of the Op-
position bas spoken. Adapting a quota-
tion—

On words of learned length and thund’ring
sound he dotes,

And thinks he grows immortal as he quotes.

It was only last week or the week before,

when the Federal Treasurer (Dr. Earle

Page) was in Perth, that 1 knew definitelv

we were going to get the £3060,000.

Mr. Thomson: But vou have receivel
£450,000. That is what T have been dis-
eussing.

The PREMIER: The hon. member would
have me deal with one part as soon as Par-
liament opened and with the other part soma
weeks afterwards. He would have me intro-
duce a Bill to reduce faxation in respect
of the £330,000, and a month later introduce
another Bill to deal with the £220,000.

Mr. Thowson: You know vour Taxation
Act is for 12 months only, and vou are talk-
ing nonsense when vou say that.

The PREMTER : The hon. member is com-
niaining hecause I have not indieated what
T intend to do with the £350,000.

Mr. Thomson: In the past it has beea
indieated in the Governor’s Speech that the
(Government intended to reduce taxation.

Myr. E. B. Johnston: Not for a long while.

The PREMIER: Tt is the attitade of a
man desperatelv hard up for eriticiam. T
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knew only a forinight ago that I was going
to get the £220,000, and he is complaining
that 1 have not indicnted what I intend to
do with it.

Air. Thomson: I am not discusing that; I
am diseussing the £350,000 that you have in
the bank to-day.

The PREMIER: Then the hon. tember
returns to the point I dealt with previously.
He wants me to deal with the matter in
two parts.

My, Thomson: You have the 12 months’
grant with which you can deal.

Mr. Wilson: Oh, shut up!

The PREMIER: According to the hon.
member’s attitude now, he wonld have me
make two bites at & cherry. He Wwants me to
decide now how far 1 am going to reduce
taxation. having in mind the £350,000, and
decide a fortnight later how far I can redunce
taxation having in mind the £220,000.

Mr. Thomson: I did not say that.

The PREMIER: The debate on the Ad-
dress-in-reply was finished only a couple of
weeks ago. What opportunity have I had
to bring before the House proposals for
the distribntion of this money?

Mr. Thomson: Yon bave had the eash for
over two months.

The PREMTER: But T have to decide
how it shall be distributed, and the only time
that that ean be decided is when I have the
whole of the financial affairs for the year
before me and am making up the financial
statement. The hon. member is impatjent;
he cannot wait; he wishes to know right
away. He need not be afraid that I shall
smuggle any of the money away.

Mr. Thomson: Whoever suggested such
an absurdity?

The PREMIER : He said the House would
have no say in the matter. The Govermment,
must submit their proposals for the distri-
bution of the monev. As the Leader of the
Opposition asked, “How can Parliament put
forward proposal=?’ Alembers may make
suggestions.

Mr. Thomson: That is what T did.

The PREMIER: The hon. member went
further and wanted to know why T had not
told members how the money was to be ex-
pended. Did anyone hear of such an un-
reasonable complaint? Tt is the limit of
ahsurdity. The Government will have to
submit their proposals, whether in the way
of redueing taxation, reducing railway
freights, or in some other direction, and the
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meney will be expended as Parliament aj-
proves. Insofar as the Government are cou-
cerned, it will not bhe a party question. Fvery
member on this side of the House will Le
free to vote as bhe wishes regarding the dis-
posal of the money. What more c¢ould any
Treasurer do? Whether it was mentioned
in the Governor’s Speech or not would make
no difference. It would not bring nearer the
hour when members wounld know the Govern-
ment's intentions. The position is as stated
by the Leader of the Opposition. The money
must be taken into revenue and appropriated
by Parliament out of revenue. It ecannot
be handled in any other way. Whether we
take it in monthly instalments or wail
until Darliament has decided the mat-
tev and take it in a Jump sum
does not matter a snap of the fingers.
Tt has to come into revenue and must be
appropriated by this Parliament out of rev-
enue. Thiz Parliament cannot deal with
the whole question of taxation and finance
exeept on the Budget.

My, Thomson: I want an indication as to
what the Government will do.

The PREMIER: The hon. member can-
not wait; he wants to know what T intend
to teil the Ifouse in a fortnight’s time; he
wants me now to make a semi-Budget
speech. I am nof in a position to tell the
House until I have finalised the whole of
the finances. Some snper genius might be
able to do so; T eannot. Tn speaking of
the Commonwealth grants I have given
round figures. The exact amount of the
spectal grant received last vear was £353,000
and the amount for the present year is
£213,000. A matter touched upon by the
T.cader of the Opposition had reference to
the Miners’ Phthisis Aet. T think there has
been a misunderstanding. The amending
Act of last year certainly did liberalise the
Act of 1522,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It did not seem
to e that that was so.

The PREMIER : Undoubtedly.

Hon. G. Taylor: In what way?

The PREMIER: Tn several ways.

Hon., Sir James Mitehell; In any case.
we ought to fix up the husiness in a proper
way now. If vou are paying beyond the
amount given by the Mine Workers’ Relief
Fund you are doing it illegally.

The PREMIER: T think that the Act
shonld he amended again in order to give
statutory aunthority for the compensation we



[1 SeprexmpER, 1926.]

are now paying. We have not the statutory
authority.

Hon. G. Taylor: You are really meeting
the requirements of the "Act without au-
thority.

The PREMIER : Except that it says that
the Government may pay *not less” than
the amount paid by the Mine Workers' Re-
liesf Fund. Ti gives us aunthority to pay
much more.

Hon. G. Tavlor: There is no limit.

The PREMIER: 1f the Act says you may
pay any sum “not less” than that paid by
the Mine Workerz’ Relief Fund, surely from
the construetion of the sentenee you will
pay more.
~ Hon. . Taylor: There is no limit, but I
am glad in » way thatf you are doing it.’

The PREMTER : The Act does not name
any sum, bul it says **a sum not less.” That
means that you must pay that amount or
more.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You ean argue
it ir many ways. Tt is not satisfactory.

The PREMIER: The Solicitor Genera!
says it is legal, and declares that the Act
gives us permission to pay more. The
amount being paid is approximately the
amount that conld be claimed under the
Workers' Compensation Act. It is a little
bigher here and there. Quite a number of
the miners have been taken away from their
work and found other employment. Others
unfortunately have died. Compensation is
not paid wnless a man is nnable to work.
Speaking from memory I thing about 110
were compulsorily taken out of the mines.
The Act says that evervbody suffering from
taberculosis has to be taken out. Men have
been taken out suffering from the disease in
varions stages. Some were found to be
quite well; others were in aw advanced stage
of the disease. Afany are still working and
will be ahle to continue working,

Hon. G. Taylor: Have you any idea how
many are ineapacitated from work?

The PREMIF.R: I cannot say just now.

The Minizter for Mines: I can give the
hon. member the figures to-morrow.

Hon. G. Taylor: Those who are getting
compensation ean get alonz all right on
what they are receiving?

The PREMIER: Thev are in a somewhat
hetter position than are those drawing com-
pensation under the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Act. Reverting to the finanees, it is a
faet that the expenditure is up somewhat.
That is dve to the causes that I indicated
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in this merning's newspaper. In any cage,
very little notice ¢an be taken of the finan-
cial results during the first month or two.
We know that they are no guide as to how
the year is going to end. Of course we like
to keep the month in a position not avy
worse than the corresponding month of the
previous year. But the first month or two
or the first few months do not enable one to
judge definitely as to how the year will ter-
minate.

Hon. G. Taylor: You are not using the
Federal money,

The PREMIER: T do not propose to use
that money to make np any deficiency. 1
propose to balance the ledger, if 1 can,
just as if that money had never been re-
ceived. The grant will be used according
to the judgment of the Government and ac-
cording to the wishes of the Honse. The
Leader of the Opposition spoke about re-
dueing iaxation, but Parliament would only
be safe i making sueh a reduction if that
reduction could be permanent.

Myr. Thomson: Whv?

The PREMIER: Does the hon. member
think that if we reduce {axation for 12
months, Parliament next year wounld agree
to reimpose it?

Mr. Thomson: Yes, if it was recognised
that it was required.

The PREMIER: No Treasurer would be
safe in adopting such a course. If it could
be reduced for five years, then there would
be sowmething to go on. The £350,000 grant
to the Government for last year is not going
to come in this year or in any future year.
Tf one gives nway tavation because there is
a grant for one vear, where will he be next
vear or the year after? Tt would be neces-
sary to come hack to Parliament and say
that as the grant had disappeared, taxzation
would have to he reimposed.

Mr. Thomson: I think the people would
agree to that. '

The PREMIER: There will be no diffi-
culty about finding means for spending the
grant in the interests of the State apart
from the taxation aspect. T agree that faxa-
tion ought to be redneed so far as the finan-
ces will permit, but we must be careful how
far we go in redncing {axation merely on
the strength of a grant given for one year.
We can cnly he sure with regard to a redue-
tion of taxatiory or a reduction of railway
rates, or giving relief in any other way,
when that reduetion is going to be continu-
ous. However, the House will have an op-
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portunily to discuss the whole matter of the
distribution of the grant. 1hat diseussion
J know will be very interesting, and there

_ will probably be a gennine diversity of
opivien as to the best means by which the
amount ¢an be expended.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL {Noy-
tham) [5.57]: 1 have no doubt as to what
will work best in the interests of the State.
It is a reduction of taxation, because the
influence will be so widespread. I was glad
to hear the Premier say that in a fortmight’s
time we shall’ know what the proposals of
the Government are. We know that no
private member can propose expenditure.
Suggestions can come from the Government
and then we may propose that something
else be done. We have no desire that the
Federal Government should think we are
wrangling over the expenditure of the grau.
of £350,000. In my opinion the best pos-
sible use the money ean he put to is in the
divection of reduction of taxation. But
there is another point that [ omitied to
mention, and I do not think it will provoke
much diseussion. I want to sct the Minister
right. I was not here the other night when
he discussed the question of the Ravens-
thorpe smelters. I do not know what the
position is fo-day, but I do not think it
should go out that any Government would
wish to avoid the payment of a judgment
given against it in the court. The Min-
ister said I had insisted upon fighting this
case, against legal advice.

The Minister for Mines: Where did T say
that?

Hon, 8ir JAMES MTTCHELL: Tt is iu
“Hansard.” We fought the chse on the
definite adviee of (he Crown Law Depari-
ment,

The Minister for Mines:
anything of the sort.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
glad the Minister denies it. I merely wanted
to correct the impression given by his re-
ported words. The Minister himself could
n¢ more pay this money to-day than conld
I when Premier, or Mr. Scaddan when in
office; for the Minister does not know to
whom it is to be paid.

"Hon. G. Taylor: He
court decided if.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Bat the
court did not decide it definitely. The
court did nof say to the Minister “Pay

I did not say

knows how the
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It was a confused judgment, making it im-
possible fer the money to be paid in my
ime, No government would wish to keep
any persou out of the money the court de-
cided, he was entitled to. But what is to be
done wlen one cannot determine to whoin
the money is to he paid? This will be a
dead loss to the State trading, and will bave
to be paid out of general revenue; for
every penny that was won down there, and
a good deal more, has been distributed
amongst the peopie to whom it was due.
This troublesome case has ecome down from
the previous Labour Government. It was
no fault of the then Premier who was Min-
ister for Mines, because the instructions
were not carried out.

The Premier: It originated in 1916, the
last year I was in office. It was I who made
the agreement with them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but
vou did not make the regulations that caused
all the trouble,

The Premier: Strictly speaking, but for
the wording of the regulations nobody was
to blame,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It has
come down from one CGovernment to an-
other. When the verdict was secured we were
perfectly willing to pay out, but we could
not do so; and apparently the position is
just as involved to-day as it was when I
left office.

The Premier: Nobody wants to avoid pay-
ing, but the other side will not aceept the
verdiet.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: When
reading in “Hansard” the speech made by
the Minister for Mines, T eame aeross the
statement that I had insisted upon fighting
the case against the advice of the Crown
T.aw Department; also that the responsibil-
ity was created by my Government, and that
there was an alleged scandal respecting it.
None of those things happened, of course.

The Minister for Mines: The statement
about the alleged scandal was made by the
member for Katanning,

Mr. Thomson: I never made any such
statement. All I said was that the Gov-
ernment ought to be generous.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: {ener-
ous! T ean assure the hon. member that had
it heen practicable I would have said “Let
the money be paid over.” We paid over
every penny that we got. The arrangement,
when it was made, was a splendid thing for
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been complied with, the money would have
been paid over.

Mr. Thomson:
the evidence.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Once we
zot the final decision we¢ were willing to
pay over. There was no feeling in the mat-
ter. It ought to be made quite clear that
no Minister, no Under Secretary, no deparc-
mental official has been able to determine
who is to get the money; this, notwithstand-
ing that the ecourt’s jndgment has been de-
livered. I am glad the Minister for Mines
has removed the impression I gathered from
reading his reported remarks. I would be
sorry if it could be justifiably suggesied that
by any means L had attempted to defeat the
judgment of the court.

The Premier: Tn the beginuing it might
have been better had the Crowm not paid.
There is no question about what the Crown
ought te have done on the merits of the
case, even though it cost uws wore than it
otherwise would have done,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is
no guestion whatever. I just wished to elear
away the wrong impression left by the speech
delivered by the Minister for Mines.

The verdiet was given on

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
M. F. Trov—Mt. Magnet) [6.7): I do not
thirk the Leader of the Opposition was quite
correet in his statement that the eourt did
not give a deeision as to the manner in
which the money was to be paid. The court
did give such a decision.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Oh, no.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The court
said the amount of overcharges must be
pooled, and that all persons who had sent
forward to the mill should he brought into
the pool, according to their claims. The
trouble is that during the war copper reached
£52 per ton, whereas gold remained at £4
per o0z, and in the pooling process the gold
producers will get more out of the pool than
they are entitled to, and that of course at
the expense of the copper producers. As
Minister for Mines I can actually pay on
the decision of the court, but the other par-
ties will not aceept it.

The Premier: Mr, Donstan says in his
statement that he will not aceept it becaunse
the decision of the court is not fair.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I cannot
help that: it is the decision of the court, and
I must pay according to their decision. Whilst
the producers do not agree, I cannot alter
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the decision. If they all agreed that the money
was to be distributed in a certaln manner,
I would bave no objection, However, they
will not agree, and so long as there is any
disagreement amongst them I eannot afford
to pay, except as prescribed by the High
Court.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The position is
just as it was when you took office,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Just so.
It was the member for Katanning (M.
Thomson) who said it was a scandal, and
who made a great mouthful of the position.
He could have come to me and got the facts,
but he never bothered about seeing me at
all. Other members came to me, but not the
member for Katanning. Had he asked me
for the facts he couid bave got them, He
said the (lovernment ought to be generous.
But the money does not come out of the poe-
kets of Ministers; it is the people’s money.
The important thing is that if T pay that
money—it is not in my hands now, but in
the hands of the Solicitor General—accord-
ing to the decision of the High Court, the
gold producers could sue the Government.
And if they did, the mernber for Katanning
would be the first to get up and attack the
Government. lmagine him declaiming,
“What sort of men are these we have in
office?’ We are not going to do it. I wish
to goodness it was all settled up, for T am
sick and tired of the business.

Mr. Thomson: Why didn't you write to
Mr. Dunstan?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Why
dido’t you approsch me as an honourable
man would have done. The hon. member
came to the House and made a tremendous
stiv, in the hope that it might inflaence a
few votes at Ravensthorpe. If ever the hon.
tnember reaches the Treasury benches and a
case similar to this one erops up, he will do
the very thing we have done.

MR, CORBOY (Yilgarn} [5.13}: T wish
to say a word in amplification of the
Minister’s remarks. I do honestly be-
lieve that the decision of the court,
whilst apparently legally right, is mor-
ally wrong. The Privy Council confirmad
that decision.

The Minister for Mines: No.

Mr. CORBOY: But they did. They would
not hear an appeal from it.

The Minister for Mines: The Privy Coun-
cil refused to hear the appeal hecause they
bad previously declared they would not hear
from a Dominion Government any appeal
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that was merely as to the interpretation of
regulations. They said it was not their bus-
iness. That is why they would not hear the
appeal.

Mr. CORBOY : That was not the only rea-
son why the Privy Counecil turned down the
application for leave to appeal. However,
the peint is that the eourts have all said the
money should be distributed in a cerfain way,
and now Mr. Dunstan will not acecept the
monev. And until he does aceept, nobody
else can get their money, notwithstanding
that some of them need it very badly. There
are amongst those awaiting the money some
widows in dire poverty, whilst other persons
have been forced to transfer £100 worth of
claim for about £30.

Sitting suspended from 6,15 te 7.30 p.m.

Mr. CORBOY : Every effort has been made
through the courts of law, both by the Gov-
crnment and the plaintiffs in this action,
to get a verdict. The highest conrts available
o any litigant have announced their decision.
Whilst the decision is legally correct, I main-
tain that it is morally wrong. It does not
do justice to all who have claims against
the Government. Tt appears to me, however,
that it was impossible for any other decision
to be reached, or obtained in any other way.
There is no other court or tribunal to which
an appeal could be made. In August, 1922,
T sobmitted a motion in this House in cou-
nection with the matter, during, the time when
ihe Leader of the Opposition was Premier.
This, in effeet, was a request to the Govern-
ment to settle the whole business on an equit-
able basis. The motion was formally sub-
mitted and withdrawn after a little discus-
sion. Since then, up to the present vyear,
I have made every effort to seeure an equit-
able settlement of the case. Never once, how-
ever, have I been guilty of saying that cither
the Leader of the Opposition, or the present
Premier, was wrong in the attitude each took
up. As laymen they would have placed
themselves in an extremely difficult position
if they settled this case on any basis other
than that decided by the High Court,

Mr. Latham: They would have rendered
themselves liable to an action.

Mr. CORBOY: Yes. The courts have dir-
ected that payment shall be made on a legal
basis, but it is not a morally correct one.
The memher for Katanning (Mr. Thomson)
has made £ great song about this matter. He
is the champion of these people who are suf-
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fering severely owing to the fact that they
are still waiting for their money. Where
was thte hon. member when my motion was
submitted in 1922, and where has he been
for the last five years when this question has
been brought up on every Address-in-reply
debate? In all this time this is the first oe-
casion when the hon. member has found it
worth his while to refer to these poor people
who are suffering so much hardship.

Mr. Wilson: It is coming neav the elee-
tions.

Mr. CORBOY: The writing on the wall is
plain. The hon, member believes that the
sealp of the member for Yilgarn is one of
those he can nail to the wall and say, “That
ts mine His interest in this matter is an
electioneering device in his endeavonr to
holster up one or two votes in the Yilgarn
clectorate.

Hon, G- Taylor: He did not name you,
bui he did namne me,

Mr. CORBOY: That may have been an
oversight. Members will agree that I hava
done my utmost to secure a scttlement in
this case. I did my best in this direction
after the ease had been heard by Mr.
Justice Burnside, and before there was any
appeal. The member for Katanning evinced
no interest in the matter. For five years
he sat in bis place in this Chamber without
mentioning the Ravensthorpe smelter case.
He has shown no desire to secure a settle-
ment, or to help those who have undoubt-
edly suffered great hardship. He talks of
what he knows of the people’s suffering.
He does not know one-fourth of the
troubles of the people to whom money is
due. He has no idea of the diffienities they
are experiencing, and has no desire to
know, He is not concerned one iola abont
the half-a-dozen widows whe are living in
Albany, whose husbands have died “sinee
the case ecommenced. and who with their
children are now living in ahjeet poverty
waiting for their money. Te has no desirs
to help these people, but he has a real
desire, if he can, to eapture the Yilgarn
seat Tor the Country Party at the next clee-
tion, Tor this reason lie brings up this
matier. T have on every possible oceasion
talked of the disahilities of these people.
Yot only are the widows suffering hard-
ships, but there are men who have bartere:l
away their leral rights in what was due to
them, it may be hundreds of pounds, for a
few pounds. These men are hard up to-
dayv because the paltry sum they were paid
has now disappeared.
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Mr. MacCallum Smith: They have alzo
lost the aecrued interest.

Mr. CORBOY : Yes. 1 am somewhat dis-
gnsted to find the columns of a leadinz
Journal of this State laid open to an ex-
parte statement connected with this case.
To me there is a very definite tinge about
it of a desire to damage the Government
on the eve of the rlections, without respect
to the justice or otherwise of the state-
ments contained in if.

Hon. (. Taylor: That is up against the
“Sunday Tinwes.”

Mr. CORBOY: No Government would
dare to pay out money in this case exeept
on the basis laid down by the eonrts,

Mr, Latham: Cannot it be paid out on
that basis?

Hon. G. Taylor: They will not aceept it.

Mr. CORBOY : The hon. member will see
from “Hansard” of a few days ago that
the Premier confirmed the statement I have
frequently made in the last 18 months, that
the monex has heen made available but has
not been taken up. The Government must
pay the plaintiffs before paying anyonsz
else.  Oricinally the Government agreel
through Mr. Celebateh, when Leader of
the House in another place, to pay all these
peaple who had dealings with the smelters
on the same basis as they paid in the case
of MeXNeil and de Bernales versus the
Crown. They must pay those people be-
fore paying anyone else. If they paid these
other pecple, and TNunstan, by some means
that T eannot conceive, secured an altera-
tion in the decizion of the court, they
might he in a position of having to pay the
money twice over.

Mr. Latham: Have not all the courts
already heen exhausted?

Mr. CORBOY: Yes. T cannot conceive
of the possibility of the deeision being
altered. The Government agreed to pay on
whatever basis they paid Dunstan, but he
will not accept the money. What are thev
to do? Some 18 months ago the Govern-
ment notified Dunstan that the monev was
waiting in the Treasury for him, but it is
still there. Tntil Dunstan realises that he
has exhavsted every means of getting the
decision altered, and accerts the money, no
one else can be paid. The Government
have paid out a small portion of the monev
which thex know is well inside what theyv
will ultimately have to pay to these people.
Those people who have reczived an advanee
will eventually receive further moneye.
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The (iovernment have done their utmost to
relieve the stress amongst the claimants
this way. Omne of the widows to whow 1
referred as living in Albany, some time ago
received £80 to enable her to carry on.
Until Dunsiun agrees to iake his money,
no ane can he paid in full, It is very
foolish of him not to accept a decision
which appears to be definite and final, and
from whieh there seems to be no appeal.

AMr, Latham: I understand the last ap-
peal was by the Crown.

Mr. CORBOY : I believe so. That appeal
was made some 18 months or two years ago.

Mr. Latham: But there was recently an
appeal to the Privy Couneil.

Mr. CORBOY: The question in disput2
there did not affect the principal judgment
as fo the amount involved and the basis of
distribution. That is a question whether
the Crown shall pay interest on the money
that is paid out from the time the High
Court judgment was delivered.

Hon. G. Taylor: That was the only point
in dispute.

Mr. CORBOY : Yes, and it does not affect
the basis of distribution. To me it seems
most regrettable that an hon. member with
whom T have had relations here for five or
six vears should have made his appearance
as a Johnnyv-come-lately in the matter six
vears after it has heen thrashed out. Dur-
ing those six vears the hon. member did nol
once raise his voice, apparently not caring
whether justice was done or not; but now, ’
when an election is approaching and there
ts politieal capital to be gained, he puts
up a ease obviounsly designed to damage
the witting memher for the district and teo
creaie an impression that the other politi-
cal party will help people whe have heen
trampled upon by the present Governmeni.
I repeat, it is most regrettable that a mem-
her who has sat here as long as the mem-
her for Katanning should have adopted
such a line of action.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret}
[747]: The air has been somewhat
cleared by this discussion of the Ravens-
thorpe smolter question. which has hung
fire for a lonz time, and concerning
which there have bheen many mis-statements
both in the Press and in the street. As the
result of inquiries, T find that the statement
of the Minister for Mines. which iz sup-
ported by the member for Yilgarn, repre-
sents the position absolutely as it stands.
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Stripped of legal phraseology, the position
is shortly as follows: The eourt has decided
that the money shall be paid. The Govern-
ment are prepared to pay the money accord-
ing to the court's decision, but one party to
the dispute will not accept payment under
those conditions, saying in effect, “The judg-
ment is not & fair one, and 1 will not accept
it, and I ask the Mines Department to alter
the court's decision.” We on this side of
the Chamber have many things to blame the
Government for without attacking them on
matters for which they have no responsi-
bility. A week ov two age I saw in a week-
end paper a most scathing denunciation of
the Government over this matter.

The Minister for Mines: That was purely
an ex parte statement.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Persons in another
country seeing thot article would believe
that the Yestern Australian Government
acted atrociously towards their own people.
If the writer of the article had been as con-
versant with the facts as are some of us
who have investigated the question, he would
not have written as he did.

'The Minister for Mines: I.L was Dunstan’s
artiele.

Hon, G. TAYLOR: 1 do rot know whose
article it was. There is not a scintilla of
truth in the statement that the Mitehell Gov-
ernment were guilty of shameful treatment
of the people concerned. TIndeed, both the
late Government and the present Govern-
_ment are accused of having auted atrociously.
T hope the parties coneerned will now accept
peyment as anthorised.

Question—put and passed.

Resolution reported and the report ad-
opted.

Committee of Ways and Heans.

The House having resolved inte Comwmit-
tee of Ways and Means, Mr. Lutey in the
Chair,

On motion by the Premier, resolved—

That towards making good the Bupply
granted to His Majesty for the service of the
year ending on the 30th June, 1927, a sum not
exceeding £450,000 be granted out of the Con-
aglidated Revenue Fund, £375,000 from the
Genernl Loan Fund, £5,000 from the Govern-
ment Property Sales Fund, and £1,000 from
the Land Improvement Sales Fund for the
purpose of remporary advances to be made
hy the Treasurer.

Resolution reported and the report ad-
opted.
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Bill introduced, etc.

In accordance with the foregoing resolu-
tions, Bill introdueed, passed through all
stages, and transmitted to the Legislative
Council.

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.

1, Metropolitan Market.

Introduced by the Minister for Agricul-
ture.

2, Day Baking.

3, Inspection of Secaffolding Act Amend-
ment.

Introduced by the Minister for Lands (for
the Minister for Works).

NOTICE OF MOTION—FINANCIAL RE-
LATIONS, COMMORWEALTH AND
STATE.

Nottee of motion, in the name of Mr,
Thomson (Katanning), as follows:—“In
view of the conflicting statements and fig-
ures supplied by the Federal and Staté
Treasurers on the subject, a select commit-
tee be appointed to inquire into the finan-
¢ial proposals of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment in connection with the abolition of
the per eapita payment.”

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: In the temporary
absence of ihe member for Katanning, I
move—

That the consideration of the notice of
motion be postponed.

Mr. SPEAKER : That cannot be done.

Hon, . TAYLOR: On a point of order,
our Standing Orders do not provide for the
postponement of a notice of motion stand-
ing in the name of an hon. member who is
not present.

Mr. SPEAKER:
that it lapses.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: On a point of
order, I would point out that the Minister
for Lands has moved two notices of motion
that stand in the name of the Minister for
Works.

The Premier: They were formal.

Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the
member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. E. B.
Johnston) that that privilege is accorded fo
Ministers of the Crown, whereas it is not
granted to ordinary members. The Crown
has the right to conduet its own business.

I have already ruled
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Mr. E. B. Jobnston: Is that under the
Standing Orders?

Mr, SPEAKER: Yes.

The Premier: The notices of motion re-
garding the Bills constitute merely a for-
mality. The Bills are not those of the Min-
ister, but of the Government.

MOTION — POLICE BENEFIT FUND
AND SUPERANNUATION SCHEME.

To Inquire bu Select Committee.

MR, HUGHES (East Perth [83]: I
move—

That a sclect committec of the House be
appointed to inquire into the incidence and
administration of the Police Benefit Fund and
the practicability of the conversion of the
fund into a superannuation scheme,

The gquestion raised by the motion is not
new, Everyone will agree that not only
shonid eivil servants have their superannu-
ation fund, but all other workers, whatever
their occupation may be, should have some
gnarantee as well that in their old age they
will be provided for. It may be said that
there are many people more entitled to a
snperannuation fund than are the oflicers
of the Civil Service. [ believe the day is not
far distant when we shall have a complets
national insurance scheme that will do away
with the necessity for superannuation funas
provided by the employees themselves. As a
step towards a national insuranee scheme,
the first thing necessary is to have as many
people as possible covered by superannma-
tion funds. If that were accomplished, it
would be a step forward towards bringing
in the rest of the community. In the Police
Benefit Fund we have the nucleus of a super-
annuation fund for the police force. The

fund i9 maintained by means of a levy upon -

the officers’ salaries, supplemented by a
Government subsidy on a pound for pound
basis from revenue. The fund serves the
joint purpose of a workers' compensation
insurance fund and szn ordinary insurance
scheme for the officers of the police foree.
Those officers are not covered by the Work-
ers’ Compensation Act. and should an officer
meet with injury in the execution of his duty,
that does not bring him within the scope
of the ecompensation law applicable to or-
dinary emplovees. Whatever that constahle
may be entitled to must eome from the Police
Benefit Fund. Tn the operations of the
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workers’ compensation law there are what
appear to me several anomalies that couid
well be inquired into with a view to having
them rectified. Under the compensation law,
should a man be permancutly injured in the
execution of his ordinary work, he is en-
titled to receive £730 by way of compensa-
tion., That does not apply to officers of the
police force.

Hon. G. Taylor: And those officers arz
very likely (o get knocked ont.

Mr. HUGHES - Tbe question whether a
police oflicer is subject to any more rishs
than are private employees has no hearinz
on the ease. The plain faci is that if a
worker nnder the compensation laws is per-
manently injured, he is entitled to receive
£750. Should a person he maimed or lose
his life, the relatives or next of kin are en-
titled to £600. If a police officer in the
execution of his doty meets with an aeei-
dent rendering him permanently incapable
of carrying out his work, he gets no com-
pensation whatever. Nor is a reernit who
is permanently injured entitled to any com-
pensation.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: We have that fact
before us ai present.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes. T do not know of
any other employce who is in the same posi-
tion as a police vilieer. A policeman wilh
more than five vears' service to his credit.
but less than seven vears, is entitled, should
he meet with an injury preventing him from
carrving ont his dnties, to one vear’s salary,
which is approximately £264. If an ordin-
ary emplovee i= on the job for ten minutes
or is even on the job at all, he is entitled,
if he meets with similar injuries, to rom-
pensation amounting to £750. A poliee
officer with six vears and 11 months’ service
is entitled to only £264, or one-third of the
compensation provided for ordinary em-
plovees. If the officer has 12 years’ service
to his eredit and is permanently injured. he
is entitled to one year’s pay, abont £265, and
may receive a gratuily amounting to £273,
or a total of £536, as against the £750 that
would he paid to an ordinary emplovee
under the Workers”™ Compensation Aetl.
Thus, if the poliee officer has 12 years’ ser-
vice to his eredit he is entitled to two-thirds
of the compensation Parliament deereed
should be paid o the ordinary employce.

Mr. Panton: The policeman should be
under the Workers’ Compensation Act. too.
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Mr. HUGHES: 1 agree with that, If &
police officer with 20 years’ service to his
eredit is permanently injured, he is entitled
to his pay of £275 and a gratuity amounting
to £441, or a total of £724. Thus the police
oflicer only after 20 yuvars’ service is entitled
to reccive the snme amount of eompensation
as the ordinary emplovee under the Workers’
Compensation Aet.

Hon. G. Taylor: Although the ordinary
cmployee may have been on the job for a
tew hours only.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, or the man may
only just a few minutes before have gone
on the job. After the police officer has had
21 years of service or more he wonld bLe
enlitled to £750. 1 helieve it is possible fov
an officer with 30 yecars of service to his
credit to reeeive from £800 to £900, The
fact remains that, as T have already shown,
a policeman permanently injured will re-
ceive, after (ive yeard’ service, approxi-
mately one-third of the ordinary compensa-
tion allowed under the Workers' Compen-
sation Act, or two-thirds if he has less than
12 years’ service, and full compensation
only after he has 21 years’ service to his
credit. Nothing will be gained by stressing
that point further beeause hon. members
will realise it is not right for one section of
the community to receive rifferential treat-
ment under the warkers’ eompensation law.
In addition to the pound for pound subsidy,
the Government pay an additional lump sum
of £300 per annum ostensibly to cover pay-
ments from the fund on acecount of other
injuries that should reslly come under the
Workers’ Compengation Act, I suggest that
workers’ compensation should be something
entirely apart from the Police Benefit Fund
and that the responsibility for compensation
to men who are injured while acting as
members of the police force should rest en-
tirely with the Government, as the em-

ployers of such men. Tn those circumstances:

should the policeman be obliged to pay con-
{ributions to the fund to provide payments
on acecount of injury? Strong exception
wounld be taken to any proposal put for-
ward by a private employer that his em-
ployees should contribute portion of their
wages towards a compensation fund from
which -ecompensation would be paid to that
employer’s men should they meel with acei-
dents. Tt would at once be said that the re-
sponsibility for providing compensation
rested entirely with the employer and that it
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was unfalr to expect the employees to eon-
tribute towards such a fund. I do not know
whether the annual lump sum payment of
£300 covers the compensation that is paid
out on nceofint of minor injuries. I am in-
clined to think that the amount would he
rather short of the aggregate amounts paid
out on that account. Even if the £300 is
sufficient to meet the liabilities on account
of compensation, it simply means that the
olficers are being deprived of their rights
for the benefit of the Treasurer to the extent
of the amount short paid. If the £300 meore
than covers the Government’s liability under
the Workers” Compensation Act, then the
men are being deprived of portion of their
compensation for the benefit of the fund,
In either case, the man who is injured is
deprived of portion of his compensation
and possibly the general taxpayer gets the
benefit. On the other hand, it may be that
the rvemnining officers in the force benefit
accordingly as the injured officer is deprived
of his benefit.

The Minister for Railways: But the offi-
cers have other advantages, such as medienl
attentinn and so forth.

Mr. HUGHES: But under the Workers’
Compensation Act, they would get those
expenses too. I know that that position is
common fo other eivil servants. For in-
stance, men have six months long service
leave.

Lieut.-Col. Denton: And those ecivil ser-
vants do not have to run the same risks as
policemen,

Mr. HUGHES: Tt is recognised that there
are other privileges. There is no disputing
the point, however, that if police officers are
permanently injured, they may receive only

£264, whereas private employees wonld
inevitably get £750. One thing that
causes ecosiderable frietion and discon-

tent is that those who joined after the
14th December, 1917, are not on the same
footing as those who joined prior to that
date. Those who joined before December,
1917, after 12 years' service, can retire and
draw from the fund one month’s pay for
every year of service. Aceording to acturial
calculations, the fund was not as sound as
it should have been, and in 1917 it was
decided that those who joined after the 14th
December would be entitled to draw oanly a
fortnight’s pay for every vear of service.
Although both old and new officers pay the
same rvate of contribution, one set of men
al the end of 12 years can retire and draw
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a wmonth’s pay for each vear of service, while
the others cannot. Thus we have two sets
of privileges operating side by side. Those
who joined sinee 1917, after 12 years and
less than 15 years’ service, are eatitled to
two weeks’ pay per annum; after 15 years
and for less than 20 vears, they are entitled
to two two-thirds weeks per annnm; after
20 years and under 25 years they are en-
titled to three weeks per annum, and after
25 vears’ service they are entitled to four
weeks per annum.  Still such men never get
to the level of those who joined the service
prior to 1917 because their maximum is a
calenday month’s pay for every year of ser-
viee. [ shall show at a later stage that the
men who joined since 1917 are heing obliged
to make good a deficiency in the fund due
to the different value of money now as com-
pared with 1914 Notwithstanding that
the men contribute 3 per eent. of their pay,
there seems to be a marked discrepancy be-
tween tke amount a man draws after he has
contribuled for a number of years. I wish
io quotz one instance furnished by an officer
of the force. He has already contributed
to the fund £53, and in the next four and a
half years he will be obliged to contribute
£49, a total of £102, The interest for the
years in which that money will be held will
amount to £20, so that the officers’ contri-
bution, plus interest for the 12 years, will
be £122. WWith the pound for pound sub-
sidy from the Government, that man on re-
tiring ought to receive £244. But as a mat-
ter of fact, if he retired after 12 years
service, he would get only £168, a diserep-
ancy of £76. The question that the officers
ask is what becomes of the difference, in
this instance 32 per cent. of the amounnt he
should receive if his contributions plus in-
terest were subsidised on the pound for
pound basis. That difference is due in part
to administration expenses and in part to
olher charges made oo the fund.

Mr. Mann: The administration ezpenses
would not be very great.

Mr. HGGHES: No, nothing like 32 per
cent,, but there are other charges on the
fund. It leads one to think that perhaps
thie £300 a yvear paid in by the Government
to cover compensation eases is insufficient.
It it is sufficient to meet the exira charges
on the fund, there certainuly ought to be a
grealer amount due to an officer than ap-
proximately two-thirds of his contribntion
plus interest and subsidy.
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Mr. Teesdale: Who formulated this
scheme ?

Mr. HUGIIES: It bas been operating for
30 years.

Mr. Teesdale: With the sanction of the
officers?

Mr. HUGIIES: They have made many
efforts to get the scheme altered. For years
they agitated to get a representative on the
hoard of management of the fund.

Mr. Clydesdale: Who controls the fund?

Mr. HUGHES: It is controlled by a
board, and only in recent years have the
officers had a representative on the board.

The Minister for Justice: They have two
representatives.

The Premicr: There are two police and
two (Government officers.

Mr. HUGHES: But they have had that
representation only recently. This is not a
voluntary fund. When en officer joins the
foree he automatically comes under the fund,
and 3 per cent. is dedncted from his salary.

Mr, Sleeman: Cannot he object?

Mr. HUGHES: Civil servants’ objections
are generally noted. When an officer joins
the forece he knows that 3 per cent. will be
deducted from his salary as contributions
to the fund and that he will be entifled to
the benefits of the fund. There is a dis-
crepancy belween what one would expect
and what is actually paid. 1 am inclined te
think this is due to the fact that the funl
kas to bear a greater percentage for com-
pensation claims than the amount the funéd
receives in extra payments from the Gov-
ernment. There are eases on record of
officers having been permanently injured,
having to retire and not having received
the eompensation they would have been
paid had they been privately employed. In
somne cases such men would get nothing.

Mr. Teesdale: Do they get medical
attention?

Mr, HUGHES: When they are perman-
ently incapacitated they retire, and such
a man might get £260, or he might get up
to £750, according te his years of service,
The police, however, do not get the £730
they would receive if they wers working in
any other branch of the Government ser-
vice or for a private employer, They are
on a different basis from any other em-
Poyee. There is no reason why a police
officer, injured in the exeeution of his duty,
should not ke placed in the same pesition
as any other person in the community. It
is complained that the fund has not
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reached what the actuaries consider to be
a sound financial position. One of the
causes of this is that the money has not
#lways been invested to the best advantage.

Mr. Panton: Do the board invest the
funds? :

Mr. HUGHES: Yes.

The Minister for Justice: No, the Trea-
sury do that, :

Mr. HUGHES: I understood from tihe
officers that their representatives have fuil
volee in the iovestment of the money,
although it is usually done hy the Treasury.
I am aware that they cannot invest the
funds outside of QGovernment seeurities.
This is one of the things of which the
officers complain: Af one time the fund had
some 3% per cent. stock, and there were
available at the Treasury conversions of
thol stoek at 4 per cent. Instead of the
funds being converted into 4 per cens.
stock, the opportunity was missed and the
meney was re-invested at 34 per cent.
Thus, half per cent. on a large sum of
woney was lost fo the fund. They also
omplain that on anotber occasion when a
man in the street could go to the Treasury
and buy 6 per cent. bonds, their money
was being invested at 414 per eent.

The Minister for Justice: That has been
ultered.

Mr, HUGHES: But the balance due to
(he fund has been redueed on aceount of
thoze bad investments.

The Minister fur Justice: The balanrce
would have heen greater.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, owing to these in-
vesiments at a lower rate, the bhalance has
been depleted. Notwithstanding that, the
halance to the credit of the fund has been
steadily inereasing. The figures are as
follows:—1906, £10,000; 1916, £22,000;
1921, £29,000: 1923, £38,000; 1926, £42,000.
Last year the contributions from officers’
salaries amounted to £4,244 and contribu-
tions from the Government £4,279, a total
of £8,500. Yet the fund inereased by
£4.000, so that in the one year half of the
contributions were placed to reserve. T
mention this in ovder to show that, with
due respect to the actnaries, the fund is
inereasing rapidly.

The Minister for Justice: So are the lia-
hilities,

Mr. Mann: There are eizht or 10 officers
doe to retire next year and they will
prohably reeeive £1,000 each.
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The Minister for Justice: Easily £1,000.

Mr. HUGHES : And some years will
probably elapse before any more will re-
fire. In dealing with sueh a fund it is
uwnsafe fo base ealeulations upon the num-
her who retire in one year. It is necessary
to have regzrd to a spread of years, Sup-
pose eight officers retire next year and
draw an average of £1,000 each, the econ-
tributions to the fund would more than
meet the liability so that the balance would
not be touched. That is the maximum
amount we can reekon as being likely to
he required in any one year.

“Mr. Mann: T admit that next vear will
probahly ke an abnormal year.

Mr. HUCHES: Tn 20 yvears the balance
to the credit of the find has increased by
£32,000. We know that when an actuary
is asked to make an estimate of the liakili-
ties of sneh a fund, he has to be wnltra-
vonservative. He ‘eonsiders all the possi-
hilities and probabilitics. Tf there is auv
donht as te the conservative estimates of
actiaries, nne has only to take the enor-
mous reserves aceumulated by insurance
companies. Thev almost stagger one. T
do not know what will happen if insurance
ecompanies continue to amass reserves at
the rate they are doing at present. An idea
of the substantial reserves accumulated by
insurance companies was gained when
the San Franeciseco eartheuake oceurred.
Although an enormous drain was made on
the insurance companies, T do not think
there was one that failed to meet its commit-
ments. Not one seemed to feel the cffects of
the cnormous disaster. That shows that they
are very much beyond the safe reserves. If
the acenmulations of capital by these com-
panies and institutions eontinug, in 400 or
500 vears’ time there will be sneh an amount
that no one will be willing to pay interest.
On the other hand, if it should be used, say,
in couneetion with wars, the burden will be-
come so great on the people compelled to
pay interest that the system will collapse.
Another point 1 wish to make with regard
to the fund is that many years ago, when
officers were contributing as low as 1% per
eent., they were building up a reserve to
draw upon when retiring, When the war
broke out in 1914 the officers had accumu-
lated in this fund certain reserves, and as a
result of the alteration in the purchasing
power of money, and the increase in prices
and inerease in wapes, officers who had 30
vears of service, on retirement, drew on the
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basis of their then salaries, although for per-
haps 20 vears thev had only contributed on
the pre-1914 value of money. That meant
that while these officers had contributed on
a certain scale, owing to the alteration in
the value of money, they drew on a higher
seale on retireent. Consequently the fund
has to meet to-day certain liabilities for
which these particular offieers did not make
provision in their early payvments. The ve-
sult is that an officer of to-day has to make
good the deficiency owing to the alteration
in the value of money. Tt is clear that the
people who lost when the monev power
changed were those who had money in the
bank. If a man had £100 in the bank when
the war broke out in 1914, he found that in
1915 the amount was worth only £50. To
that extent he was the loser by the altera-
tion in the value ol money. The man who
lhad money invested In city property was
compensated by the increase in the value of
- that property. Those ollicers who, through
iheir eontributions, became entitled to £100
are now entitled to £200, and provision was
not made to pay that sum. Consequently
the fund has to stand the payment for which
provision was not made in years gone by,
There were only two alternatives, either to
make the neweomers supply the defleiency
that was brought about by economic forces,
or for the Government fo say that the fund
had to mect certain liabilities, provision for
which had not been made, and that therefore
they would make a grant from the Treasury.
The first alternative was taken and the offi-
cers were compelled to pay.
with 25 or 30 years of service go out on a
gratunity of £1,000, and part of that is being
drawn at the expense of the newcomers in
the force.

The Minister for Police: The money is
now invested at 5 per cent.; it was previ-
ougly invested at 3 per cent.

Mr. HUGHES: Owing to the aliersations
in the salaries, and improvements in the
contributions, an officer who retires now
draws the money to which he is entitled on
the basis of his present day salary. There
is not a pro rata adjustment of the salary
for the whole period of his service. Conse-
quently, if he zets a salary twice as large
to-day as he reeceived 20 vears ago, he will
draw on that larger salary. The increase in
‘the value of money will never adjust the

The officers -
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position. The police are desirous of having
the anomalies rectified. I know that this is
a contentious matter, and it requires to he
thoroughly investigated before any altera-
tion ean be made. For years the police have
been trying to get a superannuation seheme,
This was put up to them by a previous Gov-
ernment but, unfortunately, the proposals
were submitted to them on one day and they
were asked to submit a Teply on the next
day. It was quite impossible for the officers
of the Police Association to get into touch
with the members of that body throughout
the Staie and submit a reply within 24
hours.

The Minister for Police: And Parliament
closed down 24 hours lafer than that.

Mr. HCGHES: I believe that in this fund
there is the nuelens of a pension scheme, but
of course it needs a good deal of investiga-
tion, and it bas appealed to me that the
best way to tackle the proposition is to
secure the appointmént of a select commit-
tec of this House to gzo into the question.

The Minister for Police: You wounld have
to take actuarial advice with all its disad-
vantages.

Mr. HUGHES: You could discard some
of the disadvantages. By means of a select
committee the whole question could be in-
vestigated. A scheme might be formulated
by which the officers could be asked to eon-
tribute even more than the 3 per cent. that
they are handing over to-day. If the pro-
posals were found by the select committee
to be impraecticable, the offiecers would be
better satisfied than if they were told that
the thing was mmpracticable after a motion
had heen moved in the House and defeated.
Tt is & big subject, and the Honse would be
well advised to agree fo the appointment of
a select ecommittee to go inte the question.
Tt the select committee should declare the
proposal to be impracticable, we would be
able to say to the police officers;, “You have
had your select committee, which has gone
exhaustively into the matter, and they have
considered the proposal out of the question.”
I am sure the police would then be more
satisfied than if a mere motion had been
submitied to Parliament and had been re-
jected, T submit the motion.

On motion by Mr. Mann, debate ad-
journed.
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MOTION—RAILWAY GAUGE
DUNIFICATION.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [843]: I
move—

That in the opinion of this House the time
bas arrived when the Federal poliey of ex-
tending the standard railway gauge should be
weonsummated in Western Australia. -
Every hon. member will be prepared to sub-
seribe to the desire that a standard gauge
line should run through to Fremantle from
Kalgnorlie. So many years have clapsed
since the matter was previously before Parlia-
ment—it was last considered in 19085—that
the time is opportune for its revival, and a
special resolution should be passed by this
House so that the Federal Parliament may
know that we in Western Australia are still
alive to the benefits Lo be derived by a stand-
ard gauge line being extended from Kalgoor-
lic to Fremantle We have been watching
the devolopments nf tho Eastern Btates with
Federal money and we should show that we,
too, are anxious to share in that development.
The first imporfant personage io advocate
the standardising of our railway lines was
the late Lord Kitehener. Many years ago,
when he visited Australia, he pointed out
that until we had uniformity of some sart
in respect of railway econsiroction, we
would be at the mercy of an epemy in the
matter of defence. That is perfectly ob-
vious from the military point of view, but
since that time very little, if anything, has
been done to bring ahbout the necessary altera-
tion. The late Lord Northeliffe, when in
Sydney, was asked his impressions of Aus-
tralia. He said he had come to the eonclusion
that our finest asset was, not our great pub-
tie utilities, but our men and women. He
was alluding, of course, to their fine phys-
igue. But the point of his remark was that
we had to look to our lavrels. and put iu
order our great public utilities, first and fore-
most our railways. When we attempt to
develop Western Australia with a 3ft. 6in.
zaoge railway, we are in the posifion of the
Chinese lady with her cramped shoe, The
latest information I can obtain from the
014 -Couniry on the subject of our railways
is this extract from the new “Chambers’
Encyclopedin,” published only a few weeks
ago—

The railways of Australia having been con-
atructed almost entirely by the several States
with a view of bringing traffic to the Siate
capitals are a distinetly heterogeneous collee-
tion of imperfect systems: but, lines now wunder

eongideration or construction will to some
extent create from them a larger system worth
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noting here, It will comprise (a) & coasial
line from Cairng to Sydney with an axtension
across the tableland to Melbourne and Ade-
laide—this line will be relieved by a parallel
ling on the tableland between Brisbane aznd
Sydney, a direct line from Sydney via Bath-
urst and Broken Hill to Adelaide; (b) lines
from Adelaide diverging mear the head of
Spencer’s Gulf across the continent west, and
north to join up Western Australia and the
Northern Territory; (¢} possibly a third
transcontinental line north-west from Sydney
across Queensland imto the Northern Terri-
tory, dividing there so that ome branch joins
the northern transcontinental, the other
reaches a new port on the Gulf just below the
Roper River. Of these the western and nor-
thern transeontinentals and all lines within the
Northern Territory are to be comstructed by
the Federal Government on a gauge of 4 feet

8% inches; the rest in existence or un-
der construction are State-controlled, and
of the State pgauge whether 4 feet 8%

inches, 5 feet 3 inches, or 3 feet 6 inches.
This variety of gauges coupled with many
other divergencies of railway and commercial
policy between the States makes the creation of
the complete system just outlined a matter of
difficulty and delay: but all important railway,
work now being undertaken or projected is an
approximation towards jt, and it has been de-
cided that all main lines shall gradually be
converted to the Federal gauge,

That I may say was news to me. I was
unaware that there was a peneral move
amongst the States to gradually convert
their railways to the standard gauge.

The Minister for Railways: That is some
one man's opinion.

Mr, NORTH: But the opinion is pretty
sound or it would not appear in “Chambers’
Eneyelopedia.” Tt shows there is a definite
move amongst those in charge of this ques-
tion to work for a uniform gauge, the only
question being as to when and how. Millions
of pounds have been voted through the
Federal Government recently towards cer-
tain unifying schemes, ineluding the ling
from Kyogle to Brisbane and that other line
from Port Augusta to Adelaide.

Mr. Angelo: It is suggested that that
new line he on the 5ft. 3in. gauge.

My, NORTH: The Federal Commission
tried to get all the evidence they could to
prove that the third rail would be satisfac-
tory in that line.

Mr. George: Ii has not proved satisfac-
tory in Great Britain.

Mr. NORTH : But that is beside the point.
The point is that the Federal Government
were anxious to run a line through on the
4ft. 8Y%in. gauge, but owing to difficulties
raised by South Australia, they determined
upon the third rail. Tt appears to me ur-
gent that Western Australia shounld show
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her anxiety that the Federal line should be
carried through from Kalgoorlie to Fre-
mantle. In 190S a Bill was put fhrough
this House authorising the building of the
Federal line, and at the same time con-
ferring on this State the privilege of build-
ing her own line to meet the Commonwealth
railway. For various reusons that has never
been done. It is interesting to note that,
under that Bill the Federal Grovernment were
bound to build a line to Euecla from the
transcontinental railway. That walso has
never been done. But apart altogether from
the standard gauge railway from Fremantle
to Kalgoorlie, for which I think we are en-
titled to ask, we have o faee the ques-
tion of our Future development as a State
on railways of 3ft. Gin. goage. The infor-
mation on this is of some importance. We
cannol go on without some definite decision
being arrived at or without making the de-
finite statement that for all time we intend
to develop on the 3ft. 6in. gauge. T eannot
see the use of taking the via media, as we
are doing to-day. The railway figures show
that when the standard gauge was adopted
New South Wales had £90,000,000 invested
in railways built on what has now become
the standard gauge. That put all the other
States unnder a disability as against New
South Wales by reason of the fact that
every addifional mile they build on the
non-standard gauge is but heaping up the
- difficulty of conversion In Vietoria there
were 4,500 miles on the 5ft. 3in. gauge, the
capital invested being £78,000,000. Queens-
land had nearly 7,000 miles of railway cost-
ing £50,000.000, while South Australia had
2,500 miles costing £21,000,000, and our
own State had some 4,000 odd miles costing
£20,000,000. It must be obvious that from
the moment the standard gange was f[ixed,
New South Waies had an advantage over all
the other States. This matter of conversion
should be dealt with by the Federal aid sys-
tem, when it would mean on the vote of the
Parliaments in the main States that they
would be reeeiving £1 from New South
Wales for every £2 they spent; this, of
course, by reason of population and per
capita value of the contribution to Federal
revenies, That being so, the other Siates
would have a great advantage in that they
wonld give themselves a bonus of £1 to
every £2. We know that the votes of the
other States would outvote New South Wales
in a tentative proposal of this sort, To show
how this disability inereases, I wish fo re-
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fer to the figures of 1901 and of to-day re-
spectively, In 1941 we had in this State
3,100 miles, while the Commonwealth had
12,500 miles. By ‘‘the Commonwealth” I
inean all the States put together. To-day
we bave nearly 4,000 miles, while the Com-
monwealth have nearly 25,000 miles. In
other words, the Commonwealth have
doubled the diflicnlty, while the State has
made her own ditliculty three times as great.
There is no reason one can sce why within
the next 204 vears the difficulties will nob
be again doubled and the past made almost
impossible of achievement. I cannoot see the
sense in our announcing to the world, as
we have done, that we intend to gradually
convert main lines if we are going ahead
werely at the present speed. It must be ob-
vious that the only main line in this State is
not the line from Kalgoorlic to Fremantle.
Our main lines are these main lines within
a reasonable rainfall. In due course they
must be converted. For those reasons
it is tmportant that we should show some
desire to bring about the great work of con-
verting the line from Fremantie to Kalgoor-
lie, althongh perhaps on ancther route. Two
countries, the United States and Canada,
have each made wonderful development.
They were almost unpeopled 100 years ago,
They have made their development on the
solid basis of uniform gauge railways. In
the United States for years many of the rail-
ways were of the 3ft. Gin. gauge, but they
had to convert, until to-day they have 250,-
000 miles of railway on a uniform gauge.
We in Australia are just about where
Ameriea was 100 years ago, and w»
have mnearlv 23,000 miles of railway,
Obviously we have many more miles
to construct, an it is a great pity that they
should he constructed on anything but the
standard gaunge. It is our obvious duty to
face the question of conversion right away.
There is no reason why this State should
continue to bamstrung itself by the great
disability of a narrow gauge.

The Minister for Railways: What is the
disability of the narrow gauge?

Mr. NORTH: We have opened our por-
tals to Europe with the idea of peopling
our State. If we are to earry on as we
are doing, we <chall never have the
broad gauge railway. In time we shall
have 15000 or 20,000 miles of rail-
way instead of a trifling 4,000 miles,
We should be linked up in several places
with the Eastern Staies lines by means of
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a standard gauge. The conference of en-
gineers, called to discuss the guestion of a
ctandardised gauge, did not merely pass
pions resolutions on the subject. Their
work sounded the death knell to all the
States whose lines were not of the 4£t. 8l4in.
gange. If serious consideration had been
given by the States al the time to the re-
commendations of this conference, the:

trouble that oceurs te-day would not have -

heen found. May T quole what has hap-
pened in Japan¥  The quatation comes from
“Chambers,” an issue that was published
recently. This says that in 1020 the rail-
way mileage in Japan was 9,500 miles,
mostly of State railways, of a gange of
3ft. 6in. The change over to 4 ft. eight
inches and a fifth—this is equivalent to 4ft.
8lbins.—is expected to be eompleted in
1943. We know that 85 per cent. of the
world’s railway mileage is 4ft. 8l5in. gauge.
As a praclical nation, Japan has realised
that her 3ft. 6in. gauge was a mistake, and
that it would have to be converted into the
larger gange. The fact that millions of
pounds are involved should not drive the
project from our thoughts at this stage
Other countries have to face the disahili-
ties of mountains, snow and other things
that wo need not worry about. TFor that
reason 1 should like to think that this
motion would have the cffect of bringing
before Federal members their duiy in this
matier. The line from Kalgoorlic to Fre-
mantle should be widened to the 4ft. 8%in.
gauge. All the other remarks T have made
in connection with the future of State
railways will be of more importance when
we see a line operating in our midst on a
decent mechanically cconomical gauge. It
will have the same effect upon the publie
and State railways as the Perth-Fremantle
road had upon the other main roads of the
State when it was reconstructed. We shall
have to face this question soon. If it is not
faced now, Australia will be left behind in
the race for supremaey against other na-
tions. I will read some remarks that ap-
peared in this morning’s “West Australian”
hecanre they apply to the point I am mak-
These remarks are signed by “an
They are as Tollows:—

1fi we are not going to benefit by our pre.
vious mistakes, we a3 a community deserve
alt that comes to us. We must not rest con-
tent and allew the public money to be frittered

awavy. It is absolutely certain that we will
later on have to change, and if we only kecp

ing.

engineer.”
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this in view and work towards that end, it
could be dene gradually. The more we delay,
the greater will be the cost. It is madness to
continue in the present groove because a mis-
take was made in the first place, Every en-
gincer in Western Australia will agree in the
main with the above remarks, and it behoves
them to take a little more ioterest in publie
affairs.  The matter should be theroughly
thrashed out by the Institute of Engineers and
a rcecommendation made to the Government as
to the best way of carrying the change-over
economically and effectively. Until the publie
congeience 18 awakencd we shall still go on in
the sume old way, adding to the cost of what
we shall have te pay when the change-over
occurs. Our Ministers, who have not had the
matter brought before their notice prominently,
cannot be blamed, but onee they appreciate the
gain which will result to the ecommunity, no
toubt some Minister will see the absolute neces-
sity of such a change. Generally, however, we
find most of our Parliamentariansg shelving
anything disagrceable and leaving it for the
next hody to handle, and so we get nothing
done. T wonld like to see some discussion on
this subjeet, as it is-a matter of vital import-
ance to the community.

The Minister for Mines: That is- all on
the files in the Railway Department., We
have all the advice of expert engineers from

Anerica, and everywhere else.

Mr. NORTH: T want to play my trump
eard. What T have read does not deal with
railway gauges; it deals with an equally im-
portant question that is now eommencing to
form one of our dicabilities, namely, the
standardisation of electrieal power in West-
ern Australia. 1 commend these words to
the House, The Federal Government have
not made sufficient effort to go on with this
work of standardisation of railway gauges,
because it has not reccived the support of
the States concerned. Instead of support
there has been friction, and a feeling in
every State that thev are going fo lose some-
thing. They have said that all their trade
shonld be dragged to the various eapitals.
The time has come when Western Australia,
whieh I hope will some day be the most
prosperous State in Australia, should urge
upon the Federal Government to carry out
the work of standardisation of gauges in
this State. TLet Wostern Australia set the
example to the othier States,

MR. GEORGE (Mnrray - Wellington}
[9.7]: The question raised by the member
for Claremont (Mr, North) has received
the consideration of railway people for
many years. During the time I was
Commissioner for Railways, 20 years ago,
we took it into consideration in all its
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financial and practical aspects. In the
laying out of our station yards, plat-
forms, ete, provision was made so that
without further expense they conld be util-
ised when the fime eame to convert the gauge
to a wider one. The Perth and Fremantle
railway stations were laid out with that end
in view. The diffieulties appertaining to the
change provided feod for thought and re-
search in many ways. There is more than
a pious feeling that it is desirable to have
a 4ft. Blhin. gauge continued from Kal-
goorlie to Perth; it is desirable, and I shall
bhe glad to sec it earried out. In Western
Australin we have many thonsands of miles
nf 3ft. 6in. zauge, connected with our main
Kalzoorlie to Perih line, These for many
vears must remain at 3ft. 6in. If the 4ft.
834in. pauge was brought from Perth lo
Kalgoorlie, trouble would oceur over the
transhipment of produee from the branch
lines to the main line.

Mr. Mann: You do not suggest that is
a reason for relaining the 3ft. 6in. gaunge?

Mr. GEORGE: Wo. The baitle of the
gauges was fought oul many years ago.
Brunell, the desiener of the “Great East-
ern” sfeamship, tried out the 7ft. gauge on
the Great Western railway in Great Britain.
The North-Western railway had a 4ft. 84in.
gaunge. The hattle of gaunges waged fur-
iously, Those who were in favour of the
wider gange expressed their reasons why
traffie could he worked more economically
upen it, and the same arguments were puf
forward by the other people. Tn the long
run it was found that the 4ft. 8%4in. gauge
was the more suitable and convenient, and
T helieve the Great Western line changed
over to the narrower gange within a
peried of about 24 hours. If it were
financially possible there would be no diffi-
culty about eonvincing the engineers, the
Government or Parliament as to the greater
usefulness of a 4ft. 84in. gauge. Tt is a
auestion that affects the whole system, the
locomotives, the passenger coaches, the trucks
and everything clse The change would cost
an enormots amount, which it wounld he
difficnlt for any Treasurer to faee at
prezent. Even if the money were raised hy
loan, the interest bill would be a heavy drag
upon the State for manv vears. Beeause
of its finaneial aspect the change must he
postponed for a long time. Many people
have brought their brains to bear wpon this
question, and upon that of designing rolling
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stock Lo run over two different ganges. Oue
suggestion came from Collie. The gentleman
who got out the design had an ingenicus
scheme by whiceh a truck body could be taken
off the ander carriage on the 3ft. 6in. gauge,
and transferred to the 4ft. 8%%in. gauge. [
think there were some difficulties in the way.
The malter was gone into by both Common-
wealth and State officers, and by officers in
Melbourne, but 1 do not know what has hap-
pened to it. The papers in the Railway De-
partment will give a lot of information con-
cerning the proposal to widen the gauge be-
tween Kalgoorlie and Fremantle. They will
show that different Governments of the State
have not been blind to the importance of the
question. It has been gone into with the Fed-
eral Government and with our own expert
officers. There was some difficulty as to how
fav it should extend westward from Kal-
goorlic. Merredin was sugprested as the first
stop. The idea was then entertained that the
4ft. 8v4in. gange might diverge from the
present 3ft. Gin. gauge route and form the
railway that is so badly wanted by the mem-
ber for Avon, a line which would ultimately
pass down the Helena Valley to Midland
Junetion and thence to Fremantle.

The Minister for Laads: On the south side
of the river.

Mr. GEORGE: That may be so. I do not
remember all the details. Tt was thought by
this means it would be possible to do away
with a great deal of the necessity for tran-
shipping produce between Merredin- and
Northam. When we take into consideration
the enormous amount of traffic that is pro-
vided by wheat, fertiliser, ete., it will be seen
that the question of transhipment is one
that cannot lightly be taken into account.
I would not like the member for Claremont
to get the idea that preceding Governmenty
or Parliaments have been slack or pegleetfui
or earcless in this respect. The records will
show that every Government, so far as they
could, irrespective of their political com-
plexion, went into the subject most seriously.
If a solution had becn as easy as at frst
sight it may seem to some gentlemen, a solu-
tion would have been found and adopted.

Mr. Sampson: Bat the member for Clare-
mont has given us some very valuable in-
formation,

Mr. GEQRGE: I agree with that, and am
lad that a young member of the House
should take up a big guestion with so much
snthusiasm. My remarks are intended to
show some aspects which may not have ap-
peared ¥o the member for Claremont and
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to other members. 1t would be undignified
and unfair of an old member of the House
to attempt to depreciate the efforts of a
voung member. One of our most serious
difficulties at present is that we have not
sufficient rolling stock.  The Railway De-
partment have about 400 lecomotives and
10,000 or 12,000 trucks. They need certainly
50 per cent. more if the work is to be done
adequately. But even with the present quan-
tity of rolling stock the cost of a change-
over would be very heavy. We have to bear
in mind that but little of the present rolling
stock could be utilised on the wider gauge.
Axles, wheels, and bearings would have to
be serapped. I agree with the American
system of getting the best tools possible,
and therefore would not object to serapping;
but at present we are not financially capable
of carrying out such a revolution. Last
month’s statement of reeeipts and expendi-
ture shows a shortage of over a hundred
thousand pounds. That, of eourse, will come
out all right at the end of the vear; but of
itself it is sufficient to canse us to think
closely hefore we eommit ourselves to the
huge expenditure involved in the policy ad-
vocated by the mover.

Mr. North: The Federal Govermment have
devoted a lot of money to severnl schemes in
the Eastern States.

Mr. GEORGE: The Federal Government
are extraordinary birds. However, Western
Australia has not yet lost its common sense,
nor its right and privilege of thinking and
acting for itselff. A small population of
about 400,000 people cannot lightly saddle
itself with the expenditure needed for a
scheme of this sori. Now as to further ex-
tension of our railway system. We could
not extend it on a different gauge, If that
were done, it would be necessary to make a
jonetion on to the other gange, and the loco-
motives and trucks for that gauge would be
isolated from the rest of the system.
Thus transhipment would again become
necessary. That was one of the strongest
considerations actuating the British railway
companies some 40 years ago in reducing
their ganges to one standard. However, thuy
were private companies and could raise the
necessary capital from shareholders. We in
this State have to raise money by loan, and
we should need to put up an unanswerable
case to justify the flotation of millions for
the job which the motion has in view. 1
would like to see the proposed new line con-
structed over a route which would prevent
it from interfering with our pr&ent Tail-
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ways, as these railways are doing highly use-
ful work,

On molion by the Minister for Railways,
debate adjourned.

PAPERS—REPURCHASED ESTATE,
CUMMININ.

On motion by Mr. Latham ordered “That
all papers relating to the purchase and dis-
posal of the Cumminin station property be
laid on the Table of the House.”

BILLS (3)—THIRD READING.

1, Trust Funds Investment Aet Amend-
ment.

2 Ialgoorlie and Boulder Raeing Clubs
Acl Amendment.

3, Herdsman’s Lake Drainage Act Repeal.
Transmitted to the Couneil

MOTION-—RETIREMENT OF
W. RIPPER.

Te inguire by Select Committee.

Debate resumed from the 25th August on
the motion by Mr. Grilfiths—

That a select committee be appointed, with
powet to send for persons and papers, to inquire
into the retirement of Mr. W. Ripper, late
resident engineer in eharge of the construetion
of the Southern Cross-Kalgoorlie railway, and
the refusal to grant him a pension after 27
years® continuous service. »

MR. GEORGE (Murray - Wellington)
19.26]: 7 should like to offer a few remarks
on this eage. ug it oceurred during the time
1 ocenpied the position of Minister for
Works. So far as Mr. Ripper himself is
coneerned, no one is likely to be found
speaking in depreciation of that gentleman’s
qgualities. Mr. Ripper knew his job and did
his work well, and when he was retired I
felt that the Government were losing a good
officer whoin thev might well have kept.
The ruestion of what should be done for
him was gone into carefully with the Publie
Service Comnmissioner and with the Crown
Solieitor, Mr. Saver. The peint raised by
the Public Service Commissioner, and sup-
ported by Mr. Sayer, was that Mr. Ripper
did not oceupy an established position of &
permanent character. My view of the mat-
ter will be grasped by the House if T read
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a minute which I submitted to Cabinet on
the VSth April, 1915—

The Hon. the Acting Premier (in Cabinet).
T‘he recommendation of the Public Service
Commissioner hereunder, is one that I approve,
Although Mr. Ripper has 27 years’ clean valu-
able service, 22 years of which he has heen
resident engineer in charge of railway con-
struction, he cannot claim a pension, the rea-
gon being that he has been employed under
loan funds, and the argument is that his work
would only be continued so long as loan funds
were available, and that he may perhaps he
considered fortunate at having so long an em-
ployment. From my point of view, Mr. Rip-
per is as honestly entitled to a pension as any
of those who have beem allowed pensions.
These were justified because their salaries were
paid from revenue. To my mind, if a pension
is justified at all, it should be on account of
iong and valuable serviecs, and as to whether
the pay came from the ripht or the left hand
pocket should not affect the equity of the
matter. I feel the more strongly on this point
hecause Mr. Kessell was granted a pension of
£132 per year. I put him on in 1902 in the
railways, and if I had wished to get rid of
him should have put him off at a week s notiee,
which was all he was entitled to. However, ap-
parently he knew his way about, and gets a
pension after 15 years’ service, and Mr. Rip-
per, with 27 years, docs not. Under these cir-
cumstances I support the Public Service Com-
missioner’s recommendation, and 1 hope that
Cabinet will assent to the proposition,

I have always felt strongly on the question
of pensions for certain officers, because I
know that this State was exceedingly for-
tunate, when starting on its progress in rail-
way construction, by reason of the fact that
railway construecfion in Vietoria had practi-
cally ceased. The big railway programme
of 1888 had been carried out, and numerous

high-class and highly salaried engineers’

came over to Western Australia for employ-
ment. They were appointed under the late
Mr. C. Y. O’Connor, and were paid salaries
which at any rate did not reach the level of
ihose being paid in either New South Wales
or Victoria for similar work. There was,
however, an implied if unwritten under-
standing that they would be entitled to re-
ceive pensions upon reaching a certain age.
T know that that argument was used during
the rezime of the late Lord Forrest as Pre-
inier of this State. Tt was urged that the
chrineers, thongh not heing paid salaries
eiual to these drawn by engineers holding
corresponding  positions under other Gov-
ernments, had pension rights acerning to
them at the age of 60 or 65. Quite a num-
ber of engincers in the Western Australian
service at that time were men whom I had
known intimately when T was building rail-
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ways on the other side. [ am in a position
to state that one result of the dangling be-
fore their eyes of pensions was that they
thought they could use their incomes to the
fullest extent for the edueation of their
children and the general ecomfort of their
families, The question of pension rights
was brought up in Parliament during the
nineties, Hon. members can read the de-
bates in “Hansard.” Mr. G. T, Simpson,
Mr. Tllingworth—both these gentlemen have
beew dead for mary years—I, and other hon.
members made use of the opportunity to
bring the question of pensions before the
then Premier, Sir John Forrest. I am sorry
we did not succeed in getting anvthing done,
but in 1900 Mr. Tllingworth, when dealing
with the Dublic Service Aect, moved an
amendment that subsequently became part
of the Act as Section 40, veading as fol-
lows—

All officers who have been continuously em-
ployed for a period of two years, and whose
serviees it is not intended to dispense with at

an early date, shall, for all the purposea of this
Act, be treated as permanent officers.

Mr. Hipper had been in the service for
severa] years and remained in the service
for many years subsequent to the passing
of that Act. Thus, he was an officer who
had heen continuously empluyed for a
period of more than two years prior to the
passing of the Aect and there was no inten-
tion to dispense with his services. In those
circumstances it could nof be fairly stated
that he did not come within the scope of the
section I have referred to. His services were
not dispensed with until nearly 20 years
later.

Mr., A. Wansbrough: Mr. Ripper was a
very valuable officer.

Mr. GEORGE: T always thought so. The
Solicitor Ceneral, Mr. Sayer, is a man of
whom I speak with great respect, althongh,
as hon. members may imagine, I have
differed from him very frequently. This is
how Mr. Saver read the section T have
already referred to. He advised that—

All officers who bad been eontinuously em-
ployed for two years, and whose services it
was not intended to dispcose with at an early
date should be, for all the purposes of that
Act, treated as permanent officers——

Up to that point Mr. Sayer, in giving his
lezal opinion, stuck to the werding of the
section. Then Mr. Sayer departed from
the wordinz of the Aet and added the
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following in the opinion he gave to the
(overnment—

but this obviously did not extend to the
Superannuation Act.

Members of Parliament sit here dealing
with the business and are supposed to be
actuated by ordinary common sense. In
this instance the measure was before the
House and we were asked to pass the
clause 1 have read in the belief that it
dealt with the matter completely. It did
not oceur to any of us that there was any
necessity for a reference to the Super-
annnation Acet. We thought we were deal-
ing with the pension rights of eivil
servants. If any hon. member at that time
eould have foreseen that sueh cases as
arore subsequenily would be possible, some
amendment would have been moved fo ob-
viate such inecidents, but it could not be
expected that we were prophets., I affirm
strongly that the object of the move in
1900—TI remember the debate as well as
if it had taken place yesterday—was to
put the question of pension rights for eivil
servants upen a proper basis and we
thonght we had done it satisfactorily.
Obvionsly, we were not parliasmentary
draughtsmen, and apparently we did not
know ennugh. Something was left ount that
engbled wembers of the legal fraternity *o
find loopheles in the legislation that dud
not present themselves to members of this
House. Thus it was that Mr. Sayer ad-
vised the Government that the Aet did not
apply to the Superannuation Act. Further
on Mr. Saver said—

TUnless therc are some facts not before me
to show that Mr. Ripper in faet served in an
established office on the permanent staff befbore
the Public Serviee Act of 17th April, 1905————o

Mr. Ripper had been in the service for 11
years—

—~—his subsequent classification under that
Act does not in my opinion give rise to a claim
for a pension under the Superannuation Aect.
It does not seem to matter how a subject
may he brought up, there are always some
who find another way of dealing with a
claim arising out of the legislation. A way
ean always be found that wonld not occur
to other people considering the effects of
such legislation, A somewhat similar posi-
tion arose regarding Mr. Rolland. In My,
Ripper’s case we did the best possible for
him in the eircumstances. He was granted
a retiring allowance equal to two weeks'
salary for each year of serviee, and three
months’ long service leave. The allowance
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covered nine months more than was pro-
vided for in the regulations, That - was
agreed to by Cabinet as some sort of
reparation for what I always considered
was an injustice in depriving him of his
pension. In the case of Mr. Rolland, that
officer was second to the Engineer-in-Chief.
He was a man skilled in his profession,
courteous, and thorouzhly respected. When
he retired from his position T, as his Min-
ister, felt the loss very much indeed. Othe-
officers were available but they had not
been in the position for the years that My,
Rolland had c¢arried out the duties, and
naturally there was a difference. Whea-
ever the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Thompson,
was away, Mr. Rolland was the practical
head of the department and he had carried
aut those duties for many years. When il
came to a question of his retirement heo
was not entitled to a pension hecause his
appointment had not been confirmed by
Executive Council. That such a position
was possible may be technieally right, but
I put it to the House that it was neither
fair nor equitable for a man to hald a posi-
tion for 27 or 30 years, carrying on most
important work, and regarded as the head
of the Puhlic Works Department in the
absence of the Engineer-in-Chief, to be
deprived of his pension merely beeause
somecre neglected to put a minnte throngh
Executive Council. Frenuently there has
been trouhle with the Civil Service. Miun-
isters may have their feelings regarding
such instances, but they have to keep their
thoughts to themselves. Although I kept
my own opiniohs to myself, I always felt
that there were many instances of injustic~
under which the civil servants laboured.
Can hon. members expect to get the servies
from -officials that should be expected of
them unlers those officers know that what
they expect as the result of many years of
service will be theirs when the time comes
for retirement? We find that in 1904 the
Public Service Act passed in that year con-
tnined Section 8 as follows:—

This section shall not apply to any person
on the temporary staff of any department at
the commencement of this Act whose services
it is not intended to dispense with at an early
date if the Commissioner shall, on the examin-
ation of the department, certify that the ser-
vices of such perzon are permanently required.
Upeon such eertificate being given every such
person shall be appointed to the permanent
staff. :

Here was an officer with many vears of
service and it conld not he eontended that
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Ir. Hipper was on the temporary staff, nor
ould it be suggested that his services al
hat date were to he dispensed with shortly.
‘et the treatment we have had indicated
o us was meted out to Mr. Ripper. Was
hat fair?

Mr. A. Wansborough: No.

Mr. GEORGE: Is it fair to keep a man
ontinuously employed for 27 years on im-
wrtant work for the State, carried ouf in
uch a way as would satisfy me if the
fficer had been working for me in my
srivate ecapacity as a contractor, and then
reat him as Mr. Ripper and Mr. Rolland
vere {reated? I know the Minister for
sands will be able to deal with the matter,
mnd T do not hol@ out much hope for any-
hing considerable being done for Mr.
tipper. I would not have taken part in
his debate had it not been that I have
‘elt this question keenly for many years.

have always believed in helping men,
vhether salaried officers or wages men, to
ret what I consitder their jnst dues. I have
een controlling men for over 57 years and
1ave had comparatively little trouble with
héni. There are men im Western Australia
o-day who worked under me in Tasmania
n 1885 and we are still as good friends as
wver we were, the prineipal reason being that
1either side attempted to humbug the other.
n the case under review, and in similar
-ases, it ean fairly be said that the men
1ave had open treatment and have not heen
wmbugged.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: Could not the Act
se amended now?

Mr. GEORGE: I will not make an appeal
on behalf of Mr. Ripper because the mem-
ber for Avon (Mr. Griffiths) has already
Ionme so. I like to sce a man receive the
justice be is entitled to, and in view of the
facts that have been put before the House,
non, members can see that there is some jus-
ifieation for an appeal being made.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
[9.43] : Sufficient has been said on this ques-
ion to justify some investigation as to the
rights of Mr. Ripper and his claim to a
pension af the time of his retirement from
‘he Publiec Service. I support the motion be-
:ause 1 believe it is possible to secure fur-
‘her information than we have before us
10W.

The Minister for Lands: The position of
Mr. Ripper was fully considered.
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Hon. W. D). JOHNSON : I have had some
experience regarding the retirement of offi-
cers from the Public Service and, like the
member  for  Murray-Wellington  (Mr.
George), I have always wondered how it was
that one man, who may have done compar-
atively little for the advancement of the

. State, found it easy to secure bis pension,

while others, who may have done valuable
work over a long period in the interests of
the State, have not been able to secure their
pension rights. I know it all rests on the
question whether a man served in an estab-
lished eapacity. It has been ruled time and
again that because an officer happened to
be paid out of lean funds—toan funds not
being permanently available to the State or
on account of special legislution being passed
at intervals—there was a break in his ser-
viee, and he was only engaged on a par-
ticular work as funds were available. 1
agree with the member for Murray-Welling-
ton (Mr. George), and bave always argned
that when an officer has filled a position for
20 years and upwards without a break

The Minister for Lands: The Aect says he
is not entitled to a pension.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I know perfectly
well the Crown Law Department say he is
not.

The Minister for Lands: The Aect says so.

Hon. W. D. JOHINSON: The Crown Law
Department have always ruled that way, but
for all that it is difficult to reconcile the dif-
ferences with regard to pensions granied and
pensions refused. DMr. Ripper has done
more for this State than have a number of
men wlho are enjoyving pensions. He served a
long period, he carried out works of magni-
tude involving the expendifure of huge sums
of money, had big responsibilities of admin-
istration and controlled hundreds of men.
Yet be is denied a penston while a man, who
has done little or nothing beyond using a
pen to write on files, receives a pension. T
know that the Minister can put up a case
that the Act precludes Mr. Ripper from re-
ceiving a pension, but T claim that his case
should be investigated. Let us have some
information, and see if we cannot do some-
thing more for him in his old age, because
I betieve that an injustice has been done. I
do not want to declare that something should
be done, but the case put np by the member
for Avon (Mr. Griffiths) is worthy of in-
vestigation by a select committee.
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THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W. C. Angwin—North-East Fremantle)
(9.47]: It is not a malter of sentiment when
dealing with the finanecs of the State. T
wag greatly surprised to hear the speeeh of
the member for Murray-Wellington {Mr.
George), because the matter of the extended
period of leave given to Mr. Ripper was en-
tirely in the hands of the Government of
which the hon. member was a member. His
own minute shows that he was in accord
with the stalement laid down bx the Public
Service Commissioner.

Mr. George: I could not move in any
other way.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Publie Service Commissioner put up a re-
commendation. The Government of the day,
if they desired to add to his recommenda-
tion, not by way of granting superannua-
tion, but by way of granting extended leave.
had full power to do so. As a matter of
fact they did so. Mr. Ripper was entitled
to three months’ leave. First the Govern-
ment gave him 12 months’ salary and then
they added another nine months; in other
words they paid him two vears’ salary or a
sum of £1,056. The Government, in the cir-
cumstances, were very liberal, Tt iz unge-
less for members to come here and argue
that such officers shounld be granted pensions
when Parliament has definitely and dis-
inctly laid down that pensions shall not be
paid. A Bill way introduced by the Dag-
lish Government in 1904, Section 83 of
which reads—

The provisions of the Superannuation Act
shall.not apply to any person appointed to the
Public Service after the commencement of this
Act; and nothing in this Aet contained shall
be deemed' to confer on any person whomso-
ever any right or privilege under the said Aect.

Hon. W. D. Johnzon: We claim he had
a right under the Aect.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Mr.
Ripper was appointed in 1891 on the tem-
porary staff. He was paid from the tem-
porary vote right through to the passing
of the Act of 1904, When the Act came
into force there was no necessity to keep
him under the temporary or provisional
vote, but he was never appointed to the

permanent staff by the Governor-in-
Counceil.
Mr. Griffiths: That is the faree of it all.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There-
fore he was never in an established capacity.
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My, Uritliths:
lished capacity.”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Men are
leaving the servivee every day in the
week——

Mr. UGriiliths: That does not make it any
better.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Men
who have done equally good work as Mr.
Ripper, and they receive no pension ex-
cept the old age pension. This question
would alfect numerous public servanis,

Mr. George: There are seven or eight al-
together.

The MINISTER FQR LANDS: There
are a large number. If Mr. Ripper had been
using a shovel to shovel sand, not a word
would have been said about a pension for
him. '

Mr. (ieorge: If an agreement is made it
should be carried out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1t s
eustomary for a Minister to be loyal to his
colleagues, and not for him to say “My
colleagnes did this, but T wanted something
different.”

Mr. George: There is no question of
loyalty to colleagues so far as I am eon-
cerned,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tke
hon. member said, “I always had an ides,
but I had to keep it to myself, when a
Minister, that there were injustices.”” Just
faney a Minister saying that!

Mr. George: I cannot guite see how you
twist it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I take
it to mean the hon. member was opposed to
the action of his eolleagues in settling this
question in 1018, Mr. Ripper was retired
from the service in 1918, but he actually
rvetired in 1917. nine yvears ago. The state-
ment that Mr. Ripper was told he would
have to take what he was offered or nothing
is incorrect, There is not one statement on
the files to show that Mr. Ripper ever asked
for anything except the nsual form to fill in
for superannuation.

Mr. George: Did not he fill in his ap-
plication for a pension?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr. Rip-
per was called upon to retire under the
section of the Aet that provides for re-
tirement on reaching the age of 60 or 65.
When he was retired a superannuation form
was sent to him so that he could make any
claim be desired. The form was filled in
and sent to the Public Service Commis-

That is a bogey—‘estan-
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sioner with the following letter, dated 17th
November, 1417— ’

Your memo. of the Sth inst. informing me
that 1lis Excellency the Governor-in-Cowncil
lias approved of my retirement under Section
66 ot the Public Service Act as from the 31st
Januzry, 1918, received. 1 ebclose herewith,
filled in, the superannuation allowance form
you kindly forwardet with your memo., and
trust my long active service will have some
recngmtion and consideration by Cabinct,
L knew Mr, Ripper and he was a good
officer, but I do not wish to say anything
about him. If we have to give pensions be-
cause a man held a position in the office
and we happened to come into contact with
him, it is a wrong principle, as we would
be denying the same right to other men we
do not know, Mr. Ripper aod his work are
entirely beside the question.

Mr. Griffiths: Those are specious argu-
ments.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
are proper arguments, We must not know
the officers; we must consider only their
rights, and then aet justly towards them.

Mr. Griffiths: Do you mean to say ha
was not entitled to a pension after all that
rervice?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
say so.

Mr. Griffiths:
the Aect?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
is no quibble in the Aect. It is true, as the
member for Murray-Wellington said, that
provision was made in the Public Service
Act of 1900 for officers, after two years
service, to become permanent officers, but
only for the purposes of the Public Service
Act. Section 40 reads—-

AN officers who have been continuously em-
ployed for a period of two years, and whase
services it is mot intended to dispense with at

an early date shall, for all the purpnses of
this Act, be treated as permanent officers.

Becanse of chat guibble m

They do not come under the pension Aef at
all.

Mr. George: T used that to show that a
nan was permanent.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It ap-
pears to me that the Solicitor General was
quite right. Ti is all very well to say that
‘he Solicitor General tries to alter the de-
sision of Parliament and to do a man &an
njustice. Nothing of the kind. What he
1as done is laid down in the Aetf.

Mr. George: The debate of 1900——
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
not the debate that counts; it is what the
section of the Aect says.

Mr. Griffiths: It does not matter what the
intention ot Parliament was?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No; it is
what the Act says. I have known men who
were in the service of the State much longer
than was Mr. Ripper, men who entered the
serviee before responsible Government, and
vet they were vetired without a pension or
without any gratuity.

Mr. George: Was not there a man named
Spencer who fonght a case and won it¥

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T have in
mind a wan at Frenantle,

Mr. QGrilliths: A man with a short term
of service secured a pension by getting on the
permanent staff,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: A person
who has entered the service sinee 1904 ean-
not wet a pension.

Mr. Griffiths: How did Kessell get one?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr. Rip-
per entered the service in 1891, He was ap-
pointed first a surveyor on the Yilgarn rail-
way consiruetion and bis salary was provided
for on the Loan Estimates. It is well known
that after the Revenue Estimates have been
prepaved, there is transferred from them a
large sum of money for officers to be paid
out of loan funds.

Mr. George: But that bas been done only
in eomparatively recent years; certainly it
was not done in the old days.

Tlhe MINISTER FOR LLANDS: In 1896
Mr. Ripper was styled resident engineer, and
his salary was provided on the Esiimates
under the heading ‘“Provisional and Tem-
porary.” Thus he continued until the Public
Service Act of 1904 came into opera-
tion on the 17th April, 1903, He was
still a temporary officer in 1905. Yo
matier how he might have heen =ituated
afterwards, cven if afterwards he had been
appointed by the Governor in Executive
Council, Section 83 laid down that super-
annuation should exist no longer, that in re-
ward to future public serviee appointments
pensions would not he paid. What was the
attitude of the Government? The Govern-
ment said that Mr. Ripper had been a good
servant.  The Publie Serviee Commissioner,
whose action the mover of this motion has
deseribed as being unworthy of any Gov-
ernment, said, “Mr. Ripper has done gond
work, and I recommend him for an inereass,
=0 far as his gratuity is coneerned, by giving
him additional leave.” The Public Servies
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‘Commissioner made that recommendation to
the previons Government before the member
for Murray-Wellington had written his
minute.

Mr. George: 1 said that there had been
considerable argument about the matter.

The MINISTER ¥QOR LANDS: My ex-
perience of the last two years or so has led
me {o the conclusion that there is too much
arguing and too little writing, A man can
deny his argument, but he cannof deny his
writing on the file. A Minister should plaes
his written opinions on the file. That course
is safer for the Minister, and safer for the
officers. To show that the Public Service
Commissioner was endeavouring to do some-
thing for Mr. Ripper, 1 will quote some cor-
respondence. There is on the file an undated
letter from Mr. Ripper which was received
in April of 1918. It reads as follows:—

To the Public Service Commissioner. Sir,—
Can you now kindly let me know what has
been done in connection with my retirement
from the service, An early reply will oblige.
On the 24th April, 1918, the Public Service
Commissioner replied to Mr. Ripper as fol-
lows:—

Sir, In reply_to your (undated) letter re-

eeived by me on the 22nd instant, T beg to in-
form you that the question of your retiring
allowance has not yet been conmsidered by the
Government. As you are aware, I have made
a recommendation that you should receive
greater consideration than is provided for
under the Public Service Act and regulations.
The matter has been referred to Cabinet, and
the Hon. Minister for Works has promised me
to fully explain the reasons for recommending
speeial treatment in your ecase, and doubtless
it is owing to pressure of Parliamentary duoties
that the matter has not yet received final con-
sideration. T will communicate with you im-
mediately I am able to obtain finality. I have,
ete.
That letter shows eclearly that the Public
Serviee Commissioner was desirons and even
anxious to treat Mr. Ripper as fairly as the
law would allow. But the law was against
Mcr. Ripper, and the Government could not
pay as desired. They had no power to do
so. Thev paid Mr. Ripper an amount addi-
tional to that paid to many officers who had
been in the service under similar conditions.
Is it possible to put on the permanent staff
every publie servant who is temporarily en-
gaged? It is impossible,

Mr. George: Then why put any on?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will not
argue that point now. The hon. member
interjecting had more to do with the passing
of the Public Bervice Aet of 1902 than I
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had. It was passed before I entered Parlia
went. However, that Act exists, and we haw
to abide by it. One reason why it is im
possible to place officers employed out of
loan funds on the permanent staff is thal
there might be a falling-off in loan expen
diture, necessitating a rednetion of staff
There was a considerable falling-off duriny
the war, and the member for Murray-Well
ington retired numerous officers.

Mr. George: To make the position tech
nically right, those men should be dischargec
at the conclusion of each job and then re
appointed te another job.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If it i
possible to continne a temporary employet
in the service, by far the better eourse is fr
retain bhim rather than turn him out for .
month and put him on again. The hoide
of a temporary position who obtains contin
uous employment over a long term of years
is lucky. 1t is far better for him to be con.
tinuously employed than to be repeaiedl;
dismisscd.  Let me say that I utterly dis
helieve in the system of putting a man on fu1
six months and then putting him off for si»
months unless special permission to retain
him is obtained from the Governor-in-Coun:
cil.  Such a man should not be put off—anc
replaced by someone else—so long as there
is work for which he is useful. But to sax
that beecause he has been retained almos
permanently on the temporary staff he musi
be granted privileges which the law does
not allow him, is uareasonable. In the case
of another officer—an officer who appealed
—1I found that the Minister had appointed
him by wire, and that the officer had ob-
tained a copy of the wire. The officer
claimed that his appointment was as from
the date of the wire, and not as from the
date of his arrival in the State, and thaf
thus he was entitled to a pension. My
Ripper to-day eammot appeal. The law
does not allow him to appeal. In 192(
Parliament again considered the TPublic
Service Aect.

Mr. George: If Mr. Ripper had any
rights in 1918, an Act passed in 1920 eould
not deprive him of them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do nol
admit that he had any rights. In 1920 »
measure creating the Public Serviee Appeal
Board was introduced by the Attornev.
(General of that day, Mr. Draper, Subsec-
tion 4 of Section 2 of that Aect provides—

If any question shall arise, or at the com:

mencement of] this Act is pending, in any de-
partment of the Public Service as to the quali-
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fication of any person claiming a superannu-
ation allowance under Section 1 of the Super-
annuation Act, or the leagth of service of such
person, or if any question shall arise, or at
the ecommencement of this Act is pending, under
any other section of the said Act as to whether,
or for what period, any person bas served in
an established capacity in the permanent ecivil
service, it ghall be referred to the board, whose
decision shall be final,

The Government had setiled with Mr. Rip-
per two years before in accordance with the
law. Therefore Mr. Ripper could not ap-
peal. When the mover savs that Mr. Rip-
per would have appealed, the reply is that
Mr. Ripper could not have done so, beeause
the board could not have heard him. Per-
haps I have as much respeet for publie ser-
vants as has the member for Murray-Well-
ington. 1 have always worked in harmony
with publie servants. 1 do not know that
they have always worked im harmony with
me.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is a bit one-
sided, then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 'The
great majority of public servants and
I wet on very well. Tlowever, we must

not deal with the man uniess we wish to
consider some special services rendered by
him to the State. Mr. Ripper as a depart-
mental officer carrvied out his duties well.
The amount paid to him for the ecarrying
out of those duties was commensurate with
the salaries paid to other officers of the
Stute nt that time. Mr. Ripper did his
worl for the State well, and the State paid
him for doing it. I do not want it to run
in the minds of memhers that becanse this
is a case of Mr. Ripper, who is an engineer,
and not the case of Tom Jones who used to
work in the hallast pit, a pension should be
granted to Mr. Ripper any more than to
Tom Jones, who did not ocenpy such a per-
manent position as Mr. Ripper’s was.

Mr, George: We do not want Mr. Ripper
to zet a pension confrarv to the law.

The MINJSTER FOR LANDS:
contrary to the law.

It is

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Let us have an in-
quiry.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If we
are t0 open up numerons cquestions final-
ised as long as nine or ten vears ago, this
House will not be able to devete its atten
tion te anything else during the present
session. 1 tonld bring to the attention of
hon. members a dozen cases of this sort,
particularly the case of one man whom I
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consider more entitled to & pension than
Mr. Ripper.

Mr. George: What did that man get?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nothing.

Mr. George: What did Mr. Ripper get
when he left the servicei

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
years' salary.

Mr. George: Yes, about £1,000, aceording
to my recoliection.

Mr. Grilliths: That is not correet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Here is
the exact statement of Mr. Ripper's case—

Was first employed in April, 1891, Was re-
tired firom the service as from 3lst January,
1918. Was granted 12 months® sperial leave,
which included approximately three mynths’
long service leave; also a retiring allowance
equivalent to 12 months’ salary. His sulary
during his last three years was at the rate of
£528 per annum.

Hon. Sir Jamss Mitehell: Is it nof ex-
traordinary that a man who has served 27
years cannot get a pension?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am nof
dealing with that aspeect. Mr. Ripper un-
fortunately was employed as a temporary
oflicer. He was paid out of the temporary
vote, He was never appointed by the Gov-
ernor in Executive Council. The 1904 Aect
said definitely that no matter how any per-
son might be taken into the service after
the passing of that Act, be should not be
entitied to any superannmation whatever.
That is the position, but the member for
Murray-Wellineton (Mr. George) did not
say that. Ee read the stalement from
Mr. Sayer and there was the clause in his
tegal apinion ou Mr. Ripper’s case, “unless
sowe other imformation vunknown to me”
was available.  That information was nof
available to Mr. Sayer, so he could come
to one conclusion only, and that was in
accordance with the Aet. Mr. Saver had
io rule in accordance with the law, and in
accordance with Mr. Ripper’s services.

Two

Mr. George: Tt was argued enough at
the time.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member said that Mr. Ripper had been in
the service close npon 15 years after the
rassing of the 1904 Aet. There are officers
in the service to-day who have been there
for over 20 years since the 1904 Aet was
passed. but they cannot get any pension.

Mr. Teesdale: Why fight the motion for
the select committee? It will not cost
mueh,
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS : It does
not affect the Government, but the State
finances. The decision in Mr. Ripper’s case
was arrived at by the Governor-in-Council
in 1918, The ease had every consideration
possible. The Government of the day
found that they eould not grant a pension
to Mr. Ripper, for under the Act they had
no power to do so. In lien of that, the
Government deeided te give him not only
the three months leave of absence due to
him, but an additional one year and nina
months, T think the Government dealt
liberally with him. 1 hope the memher for
Murray-Wellington will exense me when T
say that I think it would have been better,
if, entertaining the feelings he said he
did when a Minister, he had kept them
to himself to-night as well. The hon. mem-
ber’s attitude was: “Please, Sir, I did not
do it, the other fellow did it.”

Mr. George: T am prepared to accept the
responsibility myself and do not desire io
shoulder it on to anyone else.

The MINISTER FOR TLANDS:
this is not the place to do it.

Mr. George: That is a matter of opinion.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is a
matter of prineiple. Tt is wrong for a
member of the Cabinet to say in effect, *T
agree with vou, old chap, but the others
were against us.”

Hon. G. Taylor: Tt is not quite the thing.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: It was not a
question for Cabinet, but of law.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
matter was discnssed in Cabinet.

Hon. G. Taylor: And Cabinet gave him
practically £1,000.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr,
Ripper was a good officer, but had to he
retired in aceordance with the Public Ser-
vice Act. He was not entitled by law to
any pension. The Solicitor General de-
cided in accordance with the law, bat in
recognition of Mr. Ripper’s services the
Publie Service Commissioner recommended
the Government to grant additional leave
as T have already indicated. Although Mr,
Ripper tetired from the service in Novem-
her, 1917, his actual retirement was dated
from the 31st January, 1918. Tn the cireum-
stances T think the Government of the day
acted generously. If all these old cases were
to he brought before Parliament, the whole
of aur time cnuld he taken np with the
consideration of them, but I do not think
any gooed can come of the proposal now
before the House,

But

The

‘lished position.

[ASSEMBLY.]

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nov-
tham) [10.20]: The Minister for Lands
was wrong in saying that the memher for
Murray-W ellington (Mr. (ieorge) was naot
right In expressing his opinion regarding
Mr. Ripper. This was not a matter fov
Cabinet, but of law. Mr. Ripper served
continuously for 27 vears and merely he-
eause some formality was ot complierd
with, he was deprived of his pension rights.

Mr. Sleeman: If it was a bad law, why
did you not alter it?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
the law long before ¥ came into office.

Mr. Chesson: If we make a start with
such cases, where will it stop?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If a man
has drawn his salary from the Government
vear after year, he should be regarded as
having worked continuously in his estab-
FEveryvone would desire to
pay a pension to a man who had been in
his position for many vears, but the law
as it stood would not permit of it being
done. T do not know how it is that the
Act was so worded that a man like Mr.
Ripper in a senior position was not able to
secure his pension beeause of some in-
formality whereas an officer munch his
junior was ahle to draw his pension.

Mr. Sleeman: What about the ganger?
He does not get any pension or retiring
allowanee.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
not the question at issue.

The Minister for Lands: But he is en-
titled to that consideration, just the same
as the engineer,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: If we
decide to pay a pension in this case, of
course, [he trouble is that we do not know
how far-reaching an effect it may bave.

Mr. Gieorge: There are only seven or
eight cases like this.

The Minister for Lands: That is not so.

Mr. George: That is what T was told.

The Minister for T.ands: That mayv refer
to engineers, but there are a lot of other
officers who would come in as well.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MTTCHELL: Yes, and
there are other considerations too. The
Minister will know that at one time it was
the enstom (o pay engineers cngaged for
special work a higher rate than was paid
to the permanent men. That custom has
long since been nbandoned. Tt is not Mr,
Ripper's work that is in question, but
merelv a matter of law. If the select com-
mittee be appointed, T take it the important
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question for them io go into will be the
existing law.

The Minister for Mines: That will not
help in this instance, because the law is law.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But it
is not like the law of the Medes and Per-
sians,

Mr. Clydesdale: A select commitiee conld
merely recommend a gratuity, and Mr.
Ripper has aiready had one. The committee
could not alter the law.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
sv. Mr. Ripper's case is a hard one and
there are many other hard cases too. The
member for Fremnantle (Mr. Sleeman) men-
tioned that the ganger did not receive any
pension.  That is quite apart from the
guestion at issue.

Mr. Sleemarr: You want to distinguish
between the engineer and the ganger.

Mr. George: The ganger does not work
for long periods like the engineers,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
usual to pay pensions to civil servants who
joined prior to 1904.

The Minister for Lands: That is not so:
only those who were permanently employed
were entitled to it

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
was the position.

Mr. Griffiths: Mr. Ripper worked for 27
years and yet it is contended he was not in
an established position!

The Minister for Lands: I worked for
13 years before coming here and I have
been in Parliament for 20 years, but it
cannot be said that I am in a permanent
position.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister was pensioned off when he was
sent here! That was the Minister’s reward
for having worked faithfully before he en-
tered Parliament. Every member of Par-
liament desires to see justice done to these
officers, but T do not know what a select
committee could do.

The Minister for Lands: The committee
eould do nothing. The law is against them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is a pension board appoinied to interpret
the law relating to pensions and to deal
with varions cases.

Mr. Sleeman: I notice there is no pen-
siom board for gangers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
the sort of lip service the workers get too
often. It does not menn anything to them.

The Minister for Lands:
kept on permanently.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
public servant knows that he is to get a
pension on retiring, he is of far more value
to his eountry; he is not always trying to
{ind out what Ministers are doing, and try-
in to meet his own Minister’s wishes, as he
must ‘do if e be dependent on that Min-
ister for his job. It serves to make him a
better, freer and more useful servant than
he otherwise would be. T do not guite know
what will happen as the resnit of this pro-
posed inquiry should it be held, but never-
the less T thiok it will be well to hold the
mauiry.

On motion by the Minister for Mines,
debate adjourned.

They are not

House adjourned at 10.32 p.m.

Negislative Council,

Thursday, 2nd September, 1926.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—TITLES OFFICE,
ACCOMMODATION.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON asked the Honor-
ary Minister: 1, Is the Minister for Justice
aware of the grave lack of aceommodation
at the Titles Office and the inadequacy of
the present offices for the safegnarding of
deeds, plans, records, etec., of titles to
properties within this State? 2, Having
regard to the obligation on the Government
to preserve all such deeds, plans, records,
cte., have any arrangements been made for

a



