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business. That I might meet the con-
venience of country members, [ cansed
notices to be sent to them stating that 1be
House to-day would only transact formal
husiness and then adjourn wuniii Tuesday
next. [ therefore mnove—

That the House at s rising adjourn

until Tuesday next.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 4.39 p.m.

TLegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, 20th February, 1917.
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The SPEAIKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m.. and read pravers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Honorary Minister: Amendment
of regulations under the Health Aets, 1911-
15.

By the Minister for Mines: 1, Report by
the Commissioner of Forests on the pro-
posed permanent reservation of classified
karri country. 2. Amended timber regula-
tions under the Land Aet, 1898. 3, Addi-
tional Regulation No. 205B under the Min-
ing Act, 1904 (asked for by Mr. Willmott).

QUESTION—TINMBER AREA
RESERVED.
Mr. WILLMOTT asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, Tn view of the information re-
cenlly collected by him, will he state what
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area is at the present time permanently re-
served for karri and jarrah, tuart, and
other timbers? 2, Does he propose to in-
crease this area? 3, Has the Inspector
Gencral of Forests made any report on the
subjeet? 4, Will he supply the report to
the House, and state the poliey to be pur-
sued?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, 1,995 acres. 2, Yes. 3, Yes. 4, I will
lay a copy of the report on the Table of
the House. It is proposed to consider the
matter of further permanent reservations in
Cabinet at an early date, after which I shall
be glad to inform the House of the policy
to be pursued.

QUESTION—FRUIT, WHOLESALE
PRICES.

Mr. SMITH asked the Minister for Agri-
eulture: 1, Is he aware that large nuanti-
ties of fruit are al present being sold
wholesale at prices roinous to the grower?
2, What steps does his department intend
taking to ensure the orchardist a fair re-
ward for his labour?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Yes, considerably large quanti-
iies of fruit, mueh of it of very inferior
quality, has been placed on the market. 2,
The Government have advanced on loan
£2.500 towards forming & co-gperative ecan-
ning and drying company. This company
has been in operation for some months and
it is doing good work, but requires financial
sapport from the growers to enable it to
widen its scope and inerease its output.
Fruoit-growers in this State are relying en-
tirely on markeling the fruit in its fresh
state, and must in future dry, can, and jam
a portion of the output. The department
is doing its hest tn encourage drying and
preserving of fruit. The produetion of fresh
frmit has overtaken the demand, hut we are
importing annually nearly £200.000 worth
of dried and preserved fruits. The Govern-
ment are not in a position to guarantee a
minimum priee for fruit. If the producers
will, through their orgamisations, point out
how leritimate assistance can be granted.
the question will be fairly considered.
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QUESTION—RAILWAY PROJECT,
YORRKRAKINE.

Mr. HARRISON asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has the advisory board inspected
the Uecarty, North Cunderdin, Yorkrakine.
Kodj-Koodjin, Danberrin, North Nangee-
nan proposed railway? 2, 1f not, when is
this inspection to take place? 3, Is he
aware that the survey of this urgent rail-
way was foreeasied in the Governor’s speech
at the opening of the present session? 4,
What tonnage of wheat and fertilisers is to
be carted into the same radins this year?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, No. 2, No date has vet been fixed, as the
question will require consideration at the
hands of the present Government. 3, The
late Government proposed to introduce a
Bill to provide for surveys of a railway
which wonld serve the district named. 4,
The Government have no means of ascer-
taining this information, but if the honour-
able member will supply a list comprising
names and addresses of all the farmers to
be served by the proposed railway, the de-
partment will endeavour to ascertain from
them figures upon which an estimate may
be formed to enable the question to be re-
plied o.

QUESTION-—RAILWAY ACCOMMODA-
TIiON, MERREDIN JUNCTION.

Mr. HARRISON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, What is the accommeodation for
passengers waiting fo continue their jour-
ney at the Merredin Junetion station? 2,
At what hours do the travelling public arrive
and leave Merredin from distriet railways,
booked throngh to Perth or Kalgoorlie? 3,
What is the average number of passengers
daily, inclusive of pass and season ticket
holders? 4, Does the present ladies’ wait-
ing-room c¢onform with the board of health
regulations? 5, Do the present staff officers
meet the regulations mentioned in No. 4%
6, When may improved conditions be ex-
pected?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Ladies’ waiting room 12 feet by
12 feet, with lavatory attached.  Gentle-
men's Wailing room 12 feet by 10 feet.
Shelter shed 12 feet by 12 feet. 2, Trains
for branches arrive Merredin: Tuesdays and
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Fridays, 126 a.n. and 12.20 am.; Tuoes-
days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, 11.15 p.m.
Depart from Merredin: Tuesdays and Fri-
days, 2.45 am.; Tuesdays and Saturdays,
2.30 a.m.; Mondays, Wednesdays, and ¥Fri-
days, 3.35 am. 3, Average number of pas-
sengers is about 25 to 30, 4, Yes. 5, Yes.
G, When finances permit,

QUESTION—HEALTH PROSECU-
TIONS.

Mr. GREEN asked the Premier: 1, Did
one of the men selected by the Department
of Health to secure convictions recently at
Kalgoorlie, under the Health Act Amend-
ment Aect, 1913, suffer from venereal dis-
ease? 2, Ts it necessary to employ a man
in this state of health fo secure the convie-
tions desired? 3, Did this man oecupy a
sleeping berth on the Kalgoorlie express?
4, If so, does the Health Department not
recognise that this constituted a grave men-
ace to the health of the goldfields travelling
publie, and that it is repulsive to ideas of
common deceney? 5, Will the practice be
continued in future, if the same conditions
prevail ¢

The PREMIER replied: In view of the
provisions of Seetion 242 (o) of the Health
Act Amendment Act, 1915, it is impossible
to answer the questions in detail, but the
Minister has received the assurance of the
Commissioner of Public Health that there
was no menace whatever fo the publie heaith
in connection with the happenings implied
in the questions.

QUESTION—ENEMY SUBJECTS IN
GOVERNMENT EMPLOY.

Mr. TAYLOR (for Mr. Heitmann) asked
the Premier: 1, In view of the declared
poliey of the Government to dispense with
the services of all persons of ememy origin
and the fact that a number of labourers
and others have been dismissed the Gov-
ernment serviee, including one in Geraldton
who has given four sons to the war, why is
it that an officer of Parliament born in Ger-
many has not received similar treatment?
2, Will the Government take immediate
steps to apply the policy fairlyt
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The PREMI1ER replied: 1 and 2, The
policy of the Government was brought under
the notice of the Speaker on the 16th
January Jast, bat I bave received no advice
as to the result.

QUESTION—LAND ACT AMENDMENT
BILL, AND CONSIDERATION BY
PARLIAMENT.

Hon. J. SCADDAN asked the Minister
for Lands: 1, Is he correctly reported in
the West Australian of Tuesday last to the
effect that the Opposition had prevented
him proceeding with the Land Act Amend-
ment Bill? 2, Is he aware that this Bill was
read a first time on 23rd November last?
3, Is he also aware that the Government con-
trol the order of business on the Notice
Paper, and that this Bill has never been
placed in such a position as to enable con-
sideration by the House?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, I was not reported as saying that the Op-
position had prevented me proceeding with
the Land Act Amendment Bill, but ihat the
measure had been hung up owing to the ac-
tion of the Opposition. I did not wish to
infer that their action had been in any way
levelled at the Land Bill, but merely stated
a matter of fact. 2, Yes, and that the House
adjourned on 30th November until 23rd
Jannary. Since then but little business has
heen transacted. 3, The Government con-
trol the order of business on the Notice
Paper, and it is intended to place the Bill
in question in & prominent position when
the ordinary business of the House can be
agein proceeded with.

QUESTION—MIDWIFERY TRAINING,
PREFERENCE TO WAR WIDOWS.
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN asked the Premier:

Will he issue instructions that preference of

admission for training as midwives at the

Subiaco hospital should be given to women

whose husbands bave lost their lives while

engaged in fighting for the Empire in the
present war?

The PREMIER replied: If otherwise
snitable, and other things being equal, pref-

erence of admission for training as mid-
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wives at the King Edward Memorial Hos-
pital for Women will be given to women
whose hushands bave lost their lives while
engaged in fighting for the Empire in the
present war.

MOTION—WANT OF CONFIDENCE
IN THE GOVERNMENT.

Dehate resumed from the 15th February
on the motion by the Hon. J. Scaddan “That
the Government do not possess the econfi-
dence of the country, because of their action
in introducing during the time of war
purely party measures to the exelusion of
more urgent and important legislation
affecting our national welfare, their inca-
pacity in the bandling of the publie finances,
their general lack of initiative and ability
in the administration of the affairs of the
State, and their abandonment of the prin-
ciples of respongible government.”

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [4.45]: During the last few days
there has been a zood deal of ecriticism in
the public Press becanse of the fact that
the Opposition deemed it wise in the best
interests of the State to try and get the pres-
ent Government out of office. The Opposi-
tion went so elose to obtaining their objeet
that every hon. member on the front benech
took a fright. The actions of the Govern-
ment, as to the means they adopted to ob-
tain office, which they themselves said they
desired to relinquish, have been criticised
strongly ihroughout the length and breadth
of Western Australia. There is no doubt
that the first reason why the Opposition
should seek to turn the Government out of
office is found in the actions of the Govern-
ment themselves. On the oceasion of the
submission of Ministers to their electors for
re-election, it was distinctly stated that no
matter whether they were returned to office
or nof, it was the intention of the Govern-
ment to take the views and opinions of the
people of the State to see whether they bad
the confidence of their electors. Again, we
fird that the Premier in speaking at Donny-
brook was so pleased with himself that he
had men with him of snch business eapa-
bility that the country began fo think that
at last we had got hold of proper men who
would see that the affairs of the State were
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carried out as they should be, and our
finances placed in such a position that the
deficit which had aecrued would be alinost
immedately wiped out—and the Govern-
ment have taken a good way in which to
do that. The people, however, have been
mislead. They have pow realised that their
expectations have not borne fruit, thai the
Government have failed in the promises they
made, and the result is that the people are
asking that they should have an opportunity
of deciding who should take control of the
administration of the affairs of the couniry
for the next three years. At Donnybrook
the Premier expressed his appreciation of
the position in which he found himself as
bead of the Liberals in Western Australia
and leading a Cabinet of men of known
capability, who could be looked upon to assist
in bringing into operalion in the State
sound legislation and administration, and
sound finance. We have seen during the
present session of Parliament what aclion
the Government have taken to bring about
sound legislation. Scarcely a Bill has been
introduced into Parliament this session, buf
some action has been taken fo cause ils re-
moval from the Notice Paper, or it has been
kept s¢ far down the list that it has not re-
received any consideration at the hands of
members. Our friends on the eross henches,
who are supporting the Government,
thought when they made the change that
they were going to do something wonderfnl
so far as this State was coneerned, but they
must admit, if they are honest men, that
they have, gone from the frying-ran into
the fire. When they got into the fire they
came to the leader of the Opposition and
said, “We know we cannot do any better
than yon have done; come and help to pull
us out of the fire.” So far as administra-

tive ahility is concerned, never since
responsible  government was  established
in Western Australia have the mem-
hers of the Ministry shown such a

lack of administrative ability as members
of the present Government have done. The
Premier told us the other night that the
deficit has gone up by leaps and bhounds,
that it was higher than it has ever been be-
fore, and that sound finance has been
bronght about by the introduclion of a Bill

to fund the deficit; and ‘we shall be told, if
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the Government last long enough, on the
30th June next that they have wiped out
the defieit by adding it on to the national

debt. Since the Government have taken
office  they have done nothing to
warrant the support of the electors.

Their aetions have been discussed more
than those of any other Governmeni in the
State. I am of opinion that if the electors
were given the opportunity, and there was
a dissolution, shout which the Government
preacled so much a fortnight ago, they
would see that the oceupants of the Treasury
bench were men who unnderstood ihe re-
sponsibilities of {heir position and knew how
to look afler the aftairs of the country. In
speaking to this molion it is perhaps neces-
gary that T should go baeck a liltle, The
Premier, when speaking on the public plat-
forn, has drawn altention direcily lo the
large amount of loan money which the late
Government had expended. On his showing
they were responsible for everything that
happened under lhe sun, no matter what it
was, Why they have nof been acensed of
bringing about this war I do not know. At
any rate we have been aceused of extrava-
ganece and wastefulness, and it has been said
that there was no necessity to enier into such
a large expenditure, that the State did not
warrant it, thal the agrienlturists did pot
need it, and that the burden earried per head
of the population of the Slale was greafer
than eould be borne. e, lowever, have
told the people before how the position
stood. It is of'en forgotien that in 1911 the
previous Liberal Government left a heavy
financial burden behind them. On the 30th
June, 1911, the railways opened for traffie
in this State were 2,3761% miles in length.
On the 30th June, 1916, the railways opened
for tralfic were 3,331%% miles in lenglh. In
addition to this mileage, which was handed
over to the Railway Department, there were
112 miles of railway under construction over
which traffic was run by the Public Works
Department, During that period there were
close on 1,100 miles of new railways con-
strueted, including lhe number of miles of
railway handed over to the Railway Depart-
ment and the mileage of railways then under
construction and upon which traffic was be-
ing rmn by the Public Works Deparlment.
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Out of these 1,100 miles of railway no less
than 880 miles consisted of railways which
were approved of by Parliament prior to
the late Government taking office. Members
of the late Government told the public that
they would earry out the promises made by
the late Liberal Government, so far as they
could, in connection with the railway Bills
which had been passed, and they carried out
their promises. The late Government en-
deavoured, as far as possible, to uphold the
honour and dignity of this Parliament. They
did not turn down every promise which had
been made by their predecessors in the way
the present Government have been doing,
but fulfilled the promises made by those who
preceded them. In the earrying out of these
promises they were faced with a large loan
expenditure which had been left to them as a
legacy by the previous Government. I should
like to point out the position that the Gov-
ernment was then placed in. In 1911 the
then Liberal Government, who of course,
were the only people who had the interests
and welfare of the State at heart, induced
Parliament to pass legislation for the pur-
pose of comstructing hundreds of miles of
railway. Immediately the new Government
obtained office and tried to get this money
to carry out the desires of Parliament we
find that influence was brought to bear in
the money market in London to prohibit the
Labour Governmeni from obtaining the
money with which to cary on. The same in-
fluence was also at work in the money mar-
kets in the Eastern States. Every endea-
vour was made at that time, not only in
London, but in the Eastern States, to bam-
per the Labour Government in the way of
obtaining money with which to carry ount the
works for which Bills had been passed in
Parliament. In the face of these facts, how
can we expect a Government, of which sev-
eral of the Ministers are those who oceupied
porifolios in the previous Liberal Govern-
ment, and who did their utmost to prevent
the development of the State in the way that
T have shown, to really have the interests of
the State at heart? Even if the late Labour
Government did spend a large sum of money
that money has been speunt to assist in the
development of Western Australia. On look-
ing through some figures, I have been able
to ascertain approzimately the amount of
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the legacy or burden which was left to us in
the way of loan indebtedness. For the con-
struction of railways there were left three
mitlions of money, and they left us another
quarter of a million to pay for land which
they had taken over for the construction of
railway works in Perth and for other land
in Geraldton. We had to raise elose on &
guarter of a million of money to meet the
indebtedness of the late Government and
Treasury Bills to the amcunt of approxi-
mately £600,000. In all, there was a
sum of about four millions of wmoney
expended and approved of by Parlia-
ment, even for the items I bave men-
tioned, and which affected the Puhlic Works
Department only. Even if our indebted-
ness has inereased considerably, and owing
to drought and the war the money which we
expended has not been so profitable as it has
been in years gone by, any Ministry with
any sense of decency would say straight out
that they were responsible to a certain ex-
tent for the large amount of loan money
which had had to be expended, and for the
increased indebtedness of the State during
the last five years. The Premier brought
before the notice of hon. members a question
which, in my opinion, should receive the
closest consideration. If ever an inguiry by
Royal Commission was reguired in connee-
tion with the finances of this State, it is cer-
tainly required in order to probe into this
assertion of the Premier. Referring to the
late administration of the Industries Assist-
ance Board, the hon. gentleman said that 570
farmers of this State had received advances
amounting to £238,000, and that the pro-
ceeds of the crops from these advances re-
alised only £64,000. He asked, where did
the balance of the erop go? The statement
would appear to show that in connection
with the advance of £238,000 to 570 farmera
a sum of no less than £174,000 has been lost
or stolen. If the insinuation does not mean
what I have said, then I do not know what
an insinuafion is.

Hon. P. Collier: It is an insinuation of
dishonesty against the farmers.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: If the balance
of the crops did not go into the legitimate
channels, it follows that such balance must
have been either destroyed or stolen. The
matter is a very serious one for this State,
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and T eontend it is the duty of hon. members
to diseover where that sum of £174,000 went
to.
Hon. P. Collier: The whole matter is one
for the Country party.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Tf the Premier’s
statement is correct, then some of the re-
marks made by the member for Pilbara (Mr,
Underwood) at a certain meeting of farmers
were justtified.

¥r. O'Loghlen: The member for Pilbara
was not allowed to make any remarks.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: If it is true that
570 farmevs are responsible for the State’s
losing £174,000 in a single twelvemonth,
nothing too bad eould ‘be said of those
570 farmers. Certainly, the matter is one
which we should probe (e the botiom. TFor
my part, I am donbtful whether the state-
ment of the Premier is correet. I aw
doubtful whether 570 farmers robbed the
country of £174,000.

Mr. Piesse: Surely the Premier did not
say that?®

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I have quoted the
Premier’s words. I repeat, I refuse to be-
lieve the statement. I believe those figures
are put forward for the express purpose of
condemning those who administered the In-
dustries Assistance Board prior to the pre-
sent (Glovernment’s advent to office. If the
country really di¢ make the loss as stated,
heaven knows what condilion we are drift-
ing into now; for I am confident that neither
the Government nor the present board
know what moneys are heing advanced to
farmers throughout the State at the pre-
sent time. The statement has been pub-
lished—it appeared in the West Australian
of the following day—that this State
contiins 570 farmers so dishonest that they
robbed the country of £174,000 in 12
months, I contend it is the duty of the
House to have the matter thoroughly in-
vestigated, so that justice may be done
either to the farmers or to the State in
this connection.

Mr, Green: What about a seleet commit-
tee?

Hog, W. C. ANGWIN: Nt is useless to
move for a seleet committee so close to the
end of the sesston. *Tv own belief is that
the Premier has been given ineorrect infor-
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mation. Now, we have been told repeatedly
—and the statement was made again on
Thursday last—that considerable sav-
ings have resulted from the changes ef-
feected by the present Government in the
administration of the Industtries Assistance
Board. I doubt that statement very much
also. From the last Estimates only omne
conclusion can be drawn—that the cost of
the board’s administration has increased
instead of decreasing. If the Premier and
the Minister of Industries really balieve
the statement T have just dealt with, as te
the enormous loss resulting from advanees
to farmers, then, no doubt, increased ex-
penditure would be justified for the pur-
pose of preventing farmers from stealing
the State’s money or from destroying or
improperly disposing of their erops. How-
ever, the Estimates which were presented
to us prove that the cost of the board has
inereased considerably. While on this sub-
jeet T wish to say again that the farmers
have reason to he gratefut to Mr. Oliphant,
the member of the Industries Assistance
Board whom the present Government dis-
missed from his position on that beard.
The farmers have to thank Mr.Olipbant for
the priee at which they have obtained bags,
which price is considerably less than it
would have been but for that gentleman’s
action. It might have been expected that
the Minister, before taking steps to alter
the board’s administration, would asecer-
tain what was the system in vogue, instead
of accepting anything that Tomn, Dick, and
Harry told him, Only the other day he had
to deny, through the Press, that farmers
were not treated fairly. In eonnection
with his reorganisation of the board, he
should have examined the existing system
to ascertain what, if anything, was wrong,
and then proceeded to put the system, if he
thought it wrong, on a proper basis. But
the Minister never once visited the board’s
office, never discussed matters with the
board, never saw a member of the board.
Without any such inquiry the Minister, im-
mediately on taking office, dismissed the
men who had been appointed to the hoard
for the purpose of protecting the interests
of the State and of assisting the farmers
in the development of the country. T con-
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tend that action of the Minister was wrong
and improper, and showed a want of capa-
eity in bandling the affairs of the State. I
" cannot altow this opportunily to pass with-
out a few words as to the State trading
concerns., The present Government have
done more than they realise against the
interests of Western Australia by their
' statements regarding the trading eoncerns.
When in Melbourne a few weeks ago, 1 saw
large headlines in the papers there—‘One
and a quarter millions loss on Western Aus-
tralian State trading coneerns—Mr. Gard-
iner’s statement.”” Tmmediately on my re-
turn to Western Australia I read the
Hangard report of Mr. Gardiner’s speech
on the State Trading Concerns Bill.
There was not & word in that speech about
a loss of 134 millions. In faet, no man
reading that speech would say that it was
not in the best interests of the State. The
one nim of the member for Trwin (Mr.
Gardiner)evidently was to see the Slate
lrading eoncerns put on a proper basis. But
the speech was construed by someone in
Western Australia as I have said. 1 my-
self, as Minister, have informed the Mouse
over and over again that one or two of the
trading concerns werc showing a loss on
their working, and that others showed pro-
fits. But, no matter what statement I
might make on the subject, so long as some-
thing is said in depreciafion of the Siate
trading concerns, that is given forth fo the
world as true and correct. Any statements
to the cuntrary are vepresented as rubbish
and mere bomhast. The Attornev General,
speaking at 8t Luke’s Hall, Maylands,
on the 5th August, 1916, is reported as hav-
ing said—

The loss on the Yandancoka estate
lnst year was £11,000. How could this
be helped when prime buollocks from
Yandanocoka, worth £24 per head in the
local markets, were passed into the meat
stalls at a value of about £10%

That statement is quite incorrect. Every
bullock that went into the meat stalls was
charged to them at the full market price.
The statement was made for the purpose
of misleading the public in regard to the
aperations of the meat stalls. Again, from
the returns laid on the Tahle I observe that
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the Yandanoka estate, which, aceording to
the Attorney General showed a loss of
£11,000, actually showed a profit of approxi-
mately £9,000. These are not my figures, but
figures produced by the present Govern-
ment. And yet we find the Attorney Gen-
eral, a member of the Governmeni, en-
deavouring io mislead the people by this
statement of a great loss on the Yandanooka
estate. [ wrote to Lhe Press on this subjeet.
1 find, furlher, that during my absencc in
Melbowrne the Colenial Secretary asserted
throngh the newspapers, that the statements
he had made aboul the trading econcerns
were correet, and that the Treasury figures
showed a defieit of £24650 in lwo years.
The hon. zentleman further said—

Since the Yandanooka estate has been
purchased, it shows a loss of £10,000.
Thai assertion might do very well for those
who do not know the position. Figures have
again been used in such a way as to misre-
present. The Yandanooka estate was origi-
nally purchased for closer settlement pur-
poses.  As hon, members are aware, shortly
after the drought, land was not selling as
freely as before. Selectors then were not
g0 ready to take up land and consequently
the Yandanooka estate was lying idle. It
was thought advisable, then, that something
should be done to meet the payment of in-
terest on the cost of the estate, and approxi-
mately 110,000 acres of it was handed over
to the Agricultural Depariinent. The de-
partment took the matter in hand, and even-
tually placed some cattle on the estate. How-
ever. as soon as the 110,000 acres had heen
handed over to the Aericaltaral Depart-
ment, that department had to pay the full
prop:ortion of the interest for that area. The
full proportion of interest has been charged
every vear to the Agricultural Department,
and 35 now represented as a loss arising
from State trading concerns. The estate
has been farmed for practically only one
vear, and the result is a profit of approxi-
mately £9,000. TIn all probability, the estate
will become a paying proposition before
long. Our friends opposite, however, ex-
pect a State trading concern to pay almost
hefore it is fairly started. The Premier has
said that the State trading concerns would
mean a big deficit which would have to be
made up by taxation, a defieit of approxi-
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mately £113,000. He made that statement for
the purpose of showing how his deficit is be-

ing built up at the present time. Now, there
is issued for public information through the
West Australian every month a statement of
the public finances. If bon. members will
refer to those statements for the last seven
months, they can ascertain exactly the fin-
ancial position of Government business un-
dertakings and State trading concerns. Dur-
ing the past seven months the Government
have received from trading coneerns and
business undertakings the sum of £1,823,124,
and their total expenditure has been
£1,405,728, leaving a surplus of receipts
over expenditure of £327,406. These are
the figures whielt have been given to us in
the monthly statement, but my friends op-
posite will say lhat it is not fair to take
into eonsideration the reeeipts of the rail-
ways, and the receipts from the Water and
Sewerage Department. That being so, we
can deduct the fimures of those {wo concerns
and we find that in the period mentioned
the Government had a suorplus of £75,869,
from which, it is true, they have to pay in-
terest and sinking fund. As I pointed out
the other night, very few of these concerns
were established by the previeus Govern-
ment; they are extensions of coneerns which
were established prior to the Scaddan Gov-
ernmend taking office. Tn the TWest sAustra-
lian the other morning there appeared a
report which gave the transactions of sev-
eral of the trading concerns, and each showed
a loss. Eaeh of the trading concerns men-
ticned in the paragraph was staried by a
Liberal Government. There seems to be a
genera]l impression in the minds of the
people of thiz State that all the trading eon-
cerns were esiablished by the Labour Gov-
ernment, and it was also instilled in the
minds of the pevple that it required business
ability to make those undertakings pay. We
know, however, who has heen responsible
for the white elephant at Albany, which was
the leading concern referred to in the news-
paper a few days ago, as showing a big loss.
The Liberal Government were responsible
for that. Where, then, did their bLusiness
acnimen come in? There is no greater proof
of the manper in which the trading concerns
affect the Stata than the Estimates which were
presented to Parliament in November last
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year. Woe have the Treasurer’s own figures,
and in submitting them he stated that he
expected to receive for the year ended 30th
June, 1917, a net surplus of £83,808. Yet
we have it continually published in the
Press that, owing to the action of the La-
bour Govermment in starting the trading
coneerns, it is not possible to conduet the
affairs of the State without showing a
deficit. How ean this be when the Premier
himself informed the House that he expects
to receive a net surplus of £83,308 from the
trading concerns?

Hon. P. Collier: And he is going to ex-
ceed his estimate.

Ilon. W. C. ANGWIN: It looks like it.
At the present time he has a surplus, ae-
cording to the figures published in the West
Australian, of no less a sum than £75,869.
Does it not look as if the Government, for
party purposes, have been misrepresenting
to thc people of the State the position of
those eoncerns? On onpe occasion 1 drew
altention to a Press report regarding the
State trading eoncerns, and also to the fact
that they were not showing a loss. T asked
that the public should read the balance
sheet. The newspapers know that the pub-
lic are gulled by headlines and it is always
made to appear from the headlines that the
trading conecerns are not paying.

Hon. . Collier: They keep those head-
lines standing,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Yes, for the ex-
press purpose of misleading the country.
We have also been told what the Govern-
ment intend to do for the purpose of letting
the people of the State get behind the seenes.
The Premier, speaking at Capel, said that
it was not intended to have a repetition of
the Nevanas eontract. We know, however,
that the present Government have made a
cattle contract. We were also fold that they
were not going to make any seeret coniracts,
and that there would be no repetitions, in
addition to the Nevanas contract, of the
powellising eontract, the establishment of
sawmills, or the purchase of rattletrap
steamers which were now ready to he thrown
on the serap heap, and the hon. gentleman
also added that there would be an careful
serutiny made into everything, and that
there would be obtained the assistance of the
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experts and capable Dbusiness men, with
whom be was associated in the Cabinet. We
tind that the Minister for Works was the
firsi who started on the serutiny, and that
he was assisted by his officers and a Press
represenlative. Whether that is true or not,
I do not know, but I do know that night
after night, often until midnight, he was at
bis oflice going through papers in the hope
of discovering something, and being able to
tell the people of the State that his prede-
cessor had hidden something in the pigeon
holes in consequence of which the true posi-
tion of affairs had not been revealed. What
did be find? After several weeks of seru-
tiny and digging into the files with the as-
sietance of the officers of his department, he
discovered that 1 had gold a boiler and that,
in consequence, there had been a consider-
able loss to the State. T immediately con-
tradicted the statement whieh appeared in
the PPress about that sale, and, on the next
day, the Minister admitted that he had made
a mistnke, and that the probable loss
amounted 1o about £5. He tried to make a
mountain out of a molehill; it was the only
thing that ithe Government were able to dis-
cover after nights of scrutiny with the aid of
experienced business men. The members of
the late Government have nothing to fear
from anything that might be disclosed as
the result of any investigations which may
be made. It is true that we may have made
mistakes, but other Alinisters may have made
mistakes, and the members of the present
Government may also commit errors. I
defy the present (overnment, however, to
point to anything that the past Govern-
ment did which might be detrimental to the
interests of the State.  The Minister for
Works tried to make a good deal ont of the
Wyndham freezing works, and he declared
that he had sent the plans to New South
Wales, and that he had seeured the serviees
of an engineer to advise in regard to them.
The truth of the matter is that it was I who
sent the plans to New South Wales, and the
present Minister did not tell us that it was
more than probable, if a new engineer was
appointed, that the plans would go through
a process of transformation. It is true that
the new cngineer recommended that certain
improvements should be effected, and I
mainlain that a Govermment wounld be wrong
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if they attempted to save a few thousand
pounds by unot carrying out suggestions
which might benefit a concern like the
freezing works, especially if they had any
confidence in their newly appointed en-
gineer. 1t is in this way that the cost of
the freexing works bas been increased. I
have no doubt that other experts, if they
were called upon to offer advice, would
make further allerations, and, in that way,
still add to the cost. With regard to the
Fremantle Harbour Trust, the action of the
Government, in removing the Engineer-in-
Chief from the personnel of the Trust, was
detrimental to the interests of the State.
The Engineer-in-Chief was rthe prineipal
adviging officer in conneetion with the har-
bour works and was chairman of the Trust;
he was originally the engineer of the har-
hour works, and it was considered advisable
that he shiould be a member of the Trust se
us to be ru fuit with everything that was
guing on. |t was considered that there was
no man who was betler fitted to oceupy the
position, and he remained a member of the
Trust for four or five years, and acted as
the custodian of the State’s interests. In
every instance, therefore, he would see that
those interesis were safeguarded. Immedi-
ately there came u change of Government,
however, onr friends removed the Engineer-
in-Chief From the Trust just as they did
Mr. Oliphant for the reason that they weve
appointed hy the Labour Government.

Mr., Hardwiek: Who said that.

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWTIN: Their actions said
it.

The Minister for Railways:
salary did he draw?

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: He had £200 a
vear extra to his previons salary, The pre-
sent Government said by their actions, “\Ve
must take steps immediately to remove from
hoards or Government institutions every
person whom the Labour party put there,”

The Minister for Railways: Tt is not 5o
at all.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Thewr actions
prove i, They shifted Mr. Morris from ihe
Industries .Assistance Board, thev shifted
Mr. Thompson from the Harbour Trust,
and they shifted men from the hospiial
hoards.

How much
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The Minister for Raillways: You shifted
people, too, remember.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: In those cases
where changes were made by us the officials
resigned. We dismissed no ecivil servants
who were capable of earrying out the duties
of their offices. The action of the present
Government in removing men from their
posilions merely because they had been ap-
pointed by a Labour {rovernment shows
clearly that the present Ministry are not
qualified to control affairs of State. I have
already pointed out that the present Gov-
ernment eclaimed that by applying their
business acumen they would be able to bring
the trading concerns into the position of
payable propositions. I assert now the
Government lhave not done one thing singe
they eame into office with a view to improv-
ing the position of the trading concerns.

The Minister for Railways: What did
you say about the Implement Works?

Hon. W, .C. ANGWIN: I told you the
truth about the works.

The Minister for Railways: You claimed
that you would put them in order.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Yes; and I would
have dome so. With the assistance of the
manager, [ improved the position of those
works to the extent of £8,000 in one year.
What has become of the legislation which
the House was told was urgently required?
The Government proposed an Electoral Dis-
triets Bill.

The Minister for Railways: Did vou not
consider it a fair Bill?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: This Hpouse
should always be prepared to consider legis-
lation fairly, but 1 would point out that the
hon. member and his colleagues did not
secure their present position as a result of

a reference to the people of the State. Had

the question bheen referred Lo the people
they would never have got over there. The
main features of the Electoral Districts Bill
indieate elearly that it was never the in-
tention of the Governmenl to do justice
to all parts of the State, The first Bill
deahng with the subject was introduced but
withdrawn. They introduced snother, and
that Bill, too, is to be allowed to go by the
board. That shows the Government them-
selves did not believe in the legislation they
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Then we were to bave increased
taxation so as to put the finances in order.
I should like to say here, lest I should forget
to do so later on, that the Government have
been able fo do something to rectify the
finances. They have heen able to enact that
we shall put a penny stamp on all receipts
for amounts over £1. But that is all they
have done. As a rule their legislation has
never been on the Table for longer than a
few days before they have hecome ushamed
of it themselves. At present they have
brought themselves into such a position that
even bthose who have been connested with
them as a party are now trying to have
the name of the party changed, to have the
name “Liberal” donme away with. They
know Lhat if they go to the eountry as Lib-
erals not one will be again returned to this
House. A well known publie man who spent
many years in public life said to me the
other day, “Yon need not be afraid, Ang-
win; no Liberal is game to contest the next
election with you. They are ashamed of the
name Liberal, it is mud.” And they are go-
ing to adopt & new name, they propose tak-
ing the name “National.” During the past
few weeks we have been repeatedly told the
time had arrived when we should drop party
polities for the purpose of winning the war;
that we should all work together to that end.
But whilst this has been urged we have had
the spectacle of a Liberal Government doing
and attempting to do many things which are
not in the best interests of the State. They
urge that party politics should be dropped,
but it is the polities of only one party which
it is desired shall be dropped. We have evi-
dence of that in the position obtaining in the
Federal Parliament to-day. There a National
Government has been brought into existence
by an arrangement between the Liberals and
some of the Labour party. They have joined
together, we are told, for the purpose of
winning the war. | very much regret that a
few gentlemen in the Federal Parliament
should take on their own shoulders the on-
erous burden of winning the war. I honestly
believe there are few people indeed in West-
ern Australia at any rate, who do not desire
to do their share so far as it is possible to-
wards winning the war. I regret, therefore,
that we should be told there is any necessity

miroduced.
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for the formation of a new party in order to
win the war.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): Most of your own party say se.

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN:
who says it.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): Why do you object then?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Because your
pariy has taken the lead in the matter. In
the Federal Parliament two parties bave
agreed to join and we are told that the first
step taken is to drop party polilies, to unite,
for the express purpose of carrving out the
wishes of Australia as they are understood
tu be, to assist the Mother country towards
surcess n the war. 1 believe that every man
in the Opposition in the Federal Parliament
is as anxious fhat the Motherland shall be
vietorious in this war as any of those mem-
bers who form the present Government in
the Federal Parliament. On what terms has
the agreement been arrived at? The Liberals
said in effect that if they joined with the
Hughes party in the establishment of a
National Government the Hughes Govern-
ment must jettison its wealth tax, and also
must give the Liberals a big majority in the
Ministry, Therefore, the winning of the war
was nof the first consideration. The real con-
sideration was that the Labour party should
drop its policy, and that there should be only
one poliey, the Liberal, in Australian poli-
ties. Give me the man who is willing to give
those near and dear to bim to fight our
battles, whether he be conseriptionist or
anti-conscriptionist, hefore the man who has

I do not care

neither c¢hick nor child and refuses to con-.

tribute yearly for the purpose of seeing that
there shall be adegunate taxation for the pro-
tection of those men who, after fighting our
battles, come hack wounded and maimed. I
know of members of this House who have
been called unpatriotic and charged with
being against the best interests of the Em-
pire merely because they are anti-conserip-
tionists, vet who have given those dear to
them, those whom they have reared from
¢hildhood, whe have eome back maimed for
life. There are others, especially one, in the
present Federal Cabinef, who have neither
chick nor child, in the Ministry, who have
offered to contribute £100 per annum for
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three vears for the purpose of stopping in-
creased tazation. They can give only their
wealth, they have no children of their own,
but they are determined to prevent the im-
position of taxation to make fature pro-
vision for those who have been maimed
whilst fighting our battles. I say again, give
me the man who sends his own children, no
matter how he may advoeate on the question
of conseription. The Liberals may desire
the ereation of a new party

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): Some of your own people advocale
it.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: But in my opin-
ion they merely want a change of name.
Their actions sinee being in office during the
past seven months have been such that they
will eluteh at any straw, like a drowning
man, in the hope that it will serve to keep
them in their present positions. And the
only thing left for lhem to do is to change
the name and grasp st the siraw of a Na-
tional party. I believe that some of the
Liberals in the Eastern States do not agree
with this movement for the establishment of
a National party. They believe their party
and their policy to be the right one. The
Premier a few weeks ago twitted us that we
were not game to go for an election. He said
“Why did not you move the adjournment of
the House? You are not game to do so.”
How bercic was the Premier and his Gov-
ernment! We took the business out of their
hands, and refused them an adjonrnment.
By way of retort they said, “Tt is about time
the people should have a say in this matter.
Owing to the want of that legitimate sup-
port which we should have, we are going to
refer this to our masters, the people” And
so they wenl off to the Governor, who said
to them, “There is a lot of work for Parlia-
ment te do; it is neeessary that steps should
be taken in respect of repairiation. Get on
with your work.” No one was belter pleased

at this than was the Premier. But
what was the important work that
Parliament had to dof On the very
next day the announcement was made
that almost all the busioess on the

Notice Paper was to be struck off. Every
important Bill was to be dropped, and by
this means the Parliamentary business was
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to be quickly disposed of. As for repatria-
tion, it is elear that a Government newly
elected with thyee years life ahead of them
would be in a far better position to evolve
and carry into effect a satisfaclory scheme
than cun be s Government directing the
business of a dying Parliament with only a
montl or two of life left. Between this and
October there cannot be any great demand
for a repatriation scheme of land settlement.
After October we may have a new Govern-
ment, to whom the scheme prepared by the
present Government might seem unsuitable,
in which case all the work would have {o he
gone over again. On the other hand, if we
were to allow the people to decide between
the . parties  within the next few
weeks, the result would he a Gov-
ernment in office with a  probable
life of at least three years before them,
and who thus would be in a satisfactory posi-
tion for the carrying out of the adopted
repatriation seheme. So it will be seen that
in the interests of the soldiers themselves the
time is opportune for a general election.
However, I am afraid this soldier racket is
only playing fo the gallery, and that we are
inclined to ride on the backs of the soldjers,
overlooking the necessity for preparing a re-
patriation secheme which will have the effect,
not merely of putting the soldiers on the
land, but of emabling them {o make a com-
fortable living therefrom. 1 myself have
seen several projected schemes, not cne of
which appeared to me to have a chance of
suceess.

The Mintster for Railways: Were they
your own?
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No; they were

evolved by departmental officers. For the
suceess of any repatriation seheme it is first
essential that it should be put into opera-
tion by a Government having some vears of
life before them.

The Minister for Railways: Well, we will
stay on for years.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: [ am afraid it is
too late; the numhers are up. Many of us
are fond of talking of our duty to the State.
We have also a duty to perform in the pro-
tection of the honour and dignity of Parlia-
ment, and of the good name of the electors,
and when we see attempis being made to
whittle away Parliamentary privileges, we
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shouid de onr besl to oppose those respon-
sible for such attempts. [ lhope the molion
will be carried, and that as a result the
people will have an opportunity of saying
whether they are prepared to allow the pre-
sent Government to continne to control the
affairs of Stale. 1f the answer should be in
the affirmalive, then the responsibility will
be upon the people themselves. 1 trust the
people will be given such opportunity at the
earliest moment, for T have no fear whatever
of the result. We on this side have no de-
sire to go over fo the Alinisterial hench ex-
eepb af the express wish of the people.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon. J. Mitchell—Northam) [5.54]: The
hon. member said that the party to whiech
I helong is anxious for a change of name.
What better name could it have than that
of Liberal, which stands for freedom of
opportunity, for generous treatment, and
equal eonsideralion te everybody? Of course
I admit that it will never stand for prefer-
ence to unionists, or to anybody else, It -
is well recognised that if there is any per-
son in the community who desires prefer-
ence, he is nol a supporter of the Liberal
party. In the eourse of an interesling lec-
ture the hon. member referred to the
dignity of Parliament. Yet he was here
a few nights ago when there was taken the
vote which practically brought about the
present wituation. We were beaten on an
important clause in an important Bill. We
asked for an adjournment of the debate,
but hon. members opposite refused it, not-
withstanding they knew full well that we
were supported by a majority, although that
‘majority did not happen to be here at the
moment. In no other part of the world is
& member expected to be in his place every
day. In this House, however, no matter
what might happen to an hen. member, he
is denied consideralion. He might have
serious illness in his family, and still be
compelled to sit here, day in and day oul.
And now the hon. member talks about the
dignity of Parliament. When that vote was
taken, hon. members opposite knew that
their majority was only of a moment and
that, thercfore, they should have granted
an adjonrnment of the debate, as would have
been readily conceded in any other Parlia-
ment in the British Dominions. I be-
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lieve that at least one member who voted
with the Opposition on that oceasion re-
gretted having to do so. The member for
North-East Iremantlie (Hen. W. C. An-
gwin) is a serupulously fair man, and I
veninre to say that he regrets having had
to vote as he did. Yet hon. members oppo-
site talk about national government, national
interests and nationa! aims,

Hon. . Collier: Who does so?

The AMINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The member for North-East Fremantle did
so for half an hour.

Mr. Foley: Can you tell me of a single
instance of an hon, member who, being sick,
was nol allowed to go bome, was refused
a pair?

Mr. Hardwick: Yes, the member for York.

The MINISTER FQOR RAILWAYS:
What I said was that a member might have
serions sickness in his family, and yet be
denied a pair. 1 was speaking generally on
the question. 1 think the leader of the
Opposition will agree that the convenience
of members on either side should be con-
sidered when it comes to voting.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Not when they put
their private interests before the interests
of the country, as one of your members
did.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Even the private interests of a member might
oecasionally be considered when such con-
gideration ean have no result on the voting
strength of parties.

Hon. J. Scaddan: It was your colleague
who publicly snggested it.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
for Railways has the floor.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I do not know about that. I was not talk-
ing about that particular thing, but was
diseussing the statement made by the member
for North-East Fremantle (Hon, W. C.
Angwin). The leader of the Opposition was
not in his place when we were discussing
this guestion and did not hear what the hou.
member said. That hon. member’s refer-
ences to another hon. gentleman, who holds
a very high place in the esteem of the people
of the State and who sits in the Federal
Cabinet, were most uncalled for, and I
think were not generous. It is not usual
for the hon. member to be ungenerous in

The Minister
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bis statements. The bhon. gentleman in gues-
tion has no children to send to the war,
and if he had I thiok they would have gone.
To-day the son of his brother is serving as .
a private in Blackboy camp, and others of
the family are fighting at the Front. In-
deed, many of the Forrest family, and be
has numerous relatives, have gone to the
Front. He bas given liberally to war funds,
and is taxed liberally, too., He has been
called upon to pay a very fair proportion
of taxation.

Hon. J. Scaddan: He gave £300 lo avoid
taxation.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
What connection can there be between this
question of taxation and the question of
fighting? We must have taxation in order
to carry on the affairs of the country, and
we are getting subseribed the money
necessary in order to carry on the war.
Do we hbenefit the workers of the country
by excessive taxation9 It is possible to
tax men out of work, but it is not
possible to tax them into work. Can any
hon. member show how it is possible
to tax men into work? As a matter of
faet, we make less work by laxation.
We can tax enterprises and capitalists, but
it will be found that the men who suffer
most are those who must have work day
in and day cut in order to earn their live-
lihood.

IIon. . Collier: Has not the Federal
Land Tax created work$®

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: T
doubt if it has.

Hon. P. Collier: It has been the means
of cutting up big estates which have
brought in four millions of revenue, and
so created work.

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
think the hon. member is wide of the mark.
If the lands in Australia have been taxed to
the extent of four millions of money, I
think they must have been faxed bheyond
their ability to pay.

Hon. P. Collier: Not at all.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
would not come to half that amount, he-
cause the exemption is very liberal,

Hon. P. Collier: The exempiion is
£5,000.
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
think the hon. member will find that the
Federal Land Tax probably amaunts to a

“million and a half.

Hon. P. Collier: It is more than that.

The MINISTER FOR, BRAILWAYS: I
do not think so. If we go on taxing we
will find that we shall have very little work
for our people to do.

Hon. P. Collier:
limit.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
admit that there are some people sitting
in TParliament who would run a steam
roller over everyone who displayed any
energy or enterprise, and who invesied
their capital and employed labour. I do
not think, however, that they are wise in
their desives in that direction. I have a
word or two to say in reply fo some of the
statements of the member for North-East
Fremantle. Onr names have been coupled
on many occasions in eonnection with Bills
which have been brought down to the
House, and often we have beer found vot-
ing on the same side of the House on some
of these Bills. To-day, however, I am
m direet opposition to the views to which
the hon. member has given expression.
They were narrow, and they were uot gen-
erons. As to the remarks of the leader of
the Opposition, I have heard that hon.
gentleman make very mueh better speeches.
1 am bound to confess, however, that he
svemed to be actuated by some sense of re-
sponsibility which has been altogether lack-
ing in many of the speeches which he has
delivered before. We admit the ability of
the hon. gentleman and that of many of
bis colleagues. He has, and so have they,
a peculiar gift for putting np a very good
defence and a very good attack. They
have, notwithstanding. a peeuliar habit of
misrepresenting faets to snit their own argn-
ments. 1 know no man in the Legislative
Assembly who can reply to an attack quite
as well as can the leader of the Opposition.
I do not know of 2 man who can make out
a stronger case against his opponents, but
he is not usnally restrained by any sense
of responsibility, or by any desire to be
particulary accurate, Having these pecu-
liar qualifieations and a willingness to make

Of course there is a
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use of them he invariably puts up the best
case that it is possible to put up in support
of his arguments. Having said that, I wish
hon. members to realise that his case
must have been a jolly weak ome for the
leader of the Opposition to make suel a
bad fist of it. T do not propose fo recap-
itulate all the errors of omission and vom-
mission of the late Government. If I was
to discuss them we should be here until
at least midnight. It is not the time when
we should indulge in party strife.

The Minister for Lands: Hear, hear.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It is
i time when the nabtional interest should
he of paramnount econsideration. Whether
we call ourselves Liberals or Labour, na-
tional or any other party, the work of
everyone should be performed from the
point of view of the nation.

Mr, Carpenter: Why do you not praclice
what yvou preach?

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: We
have done so ever since we have heen in
office. )

Hon. T. Walker: Nothing of the sort?

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: I
am bound to put up some arguments in re-
ply to those of the leader of the Opposition
and the other hon. gentlemen who spoke
from that side of the House. I will not
toueh upon the hundred and one things
whieh might be brought into a debaie of
this kind. We might well ask hon. gentle-
men opposite to aceept the responsibility
of their hundred and one acts which have
not heen in the interests of the country.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You ecannot prove
one of them.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon,
W. C. Angwin) says that we do not re-
present the best intevests of thizs country
and that the people are no roncern of ours,
Nevertheless. T am quite content fo-night
to place hefore tlis House the case that I
have to place before memhers in reference
to the several departments with which I
am partienlarly connected. [ shall, there-
fore, for the moment at anv rate. let them
off.

Hon. T. Walker: That is dropping party
polities.
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: We do pot want
to be let off. If you have any thiny to say.
say it

The MINISTER FOR HALWAYS :
Then T will go on with them.

Hon. T, Walker: Go un with them.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: [
cerlainly will do so if the hon, member
says anything more.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS ;
When I have finished the remarks which I
propose to make, I will deal with the many
matters about which hon. members opposite
are mof very anxions to hear much. The
member for North-East Fremantle told the
House that the Liberal party had induoced
the money lenders of Londen and the East-
ern States to refuse financial assistance to
the Government of which he was a member.

Hon. W. . Angwin: So they did.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
They did not. The stalement is an erron-
cous one. No Liberal in the House has ever

done other than help to develop the interests
of Western Amustralia. If any Liberal sit-
ing here had endeavoured in the early days
of the Government which was last 1o office
to deter the money lenders from providing
them with funds -in order that they might
earry on the necessary works, he would have
been a traitor to the country.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: There are a lot of
them too.

The MINISTER TFOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member kanew full well when he
endeavoured to attach some blame to the
Liberal party in this connection that he was
doing something which he had no right to
do, and was making a statement which was
absolutely wide of the mark. 1 will give
the Honse the facts. When the hon. gentle-
men opposite eame
borrowed stoed at £23,700,000. They left
office after five years, having borrowed
£15435.000.  They would have bhorrowed
more, I suppose, if, as they say, we had not
deterred the money lenders, and induced
them to close up their purse strings.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Those who did do
it failed in their efforts.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
This is ffteen million times proof of it.

into office the sum
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Mr. Carpenter: You said vou could not
get the money.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The point is not that they got the money,
but as to what they did with it when they
got it.

The Minister for Works: Wasled it.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I think we can do better than by simply
charging them with the waste of money, he-
canse if we produce the result of their ex-
penditure this will, to some extent, furnish
a proof. It is owr duiy to admit that we
have a war upon us, that we had some
drought years, and that the State was faced
with troubles and difficulties. I wish the
country to know that the revenue in the
régime of the hon. gentleman opposite kept
up satisfactorily, and increased year by yeur
until it hecame an enormons annual contri-
bulion.

Mr. Green: It is better than ever this
vear but there is an increasing deficit.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes, an increasing deficit. I want to show
how it is increasing. In 1910-11 the interest
and sinking fund amounted to a litile over
one million of money, and the earnings from
invested money covered the interest and
sinking fund at lhat date. In connection
with the various bhig concerns, they were
only short of interest and sinking fund to
the extent of £189,000. We find that last
vear the interest and sinking fund amonnted
to £1,664,000. That is their five years’ re-
cord, namely an inerease in the interest and
sinking fund of £617,000. That is what the
hon. member for North-Fast Fremantle is
so proud of.

Hon. W. . Angwin: Over three million
pounds on railways are yours.

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The earnings of these big traming eoncerns
have inereased by about £41,000. The sum
of fifteen million pounds has been expended
largely upon these (Governmeni concerns
which ought to have heen reproductive, and
as a result of that expenditure the earnings
have only increased by about £41,000.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Where did
loszes come out?

The MINISTER TFOR RATLWAYS:
1f fifteen millions of money are invested—
of eourse some of this went to the Agrical-

the
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tural Bank and Industires Assistance Board,
leaving a balance of, say, twelve millions—
and only £41,000 arve earned and £617,000
are paid for it, obviously we are £576,000
to the bad.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: And you spent five
millions on rvailways which did not retara
anything.

The MINISTER 0R RAILWAYS:
Thal excuse will not wash at all. The money
is wasted and gone. The State is £576,000
worse off per annmm on invested money up
1o 1916 than it was in 1930-11. Will the
people in the country realise that this in-
terest has to be paid year in and year out,
almost in perpetnity and certainly for the
next 30 or 40 years? Will they realise that
interest and sinking fund this year will be
at least £100,000 more than it was last year,
making a lotal of £676,000 short on this in-
vested money?

Mr. Carpenter: Your railway land hoom
is rvesponsible for a great deal of il.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Be-
fore tea T was endeavouring to make it clear
to hon. members that the loan expenditure
of the past five years has resulted in an in-
crease of interest and sinking fuund pay-
ments without compensating advantage
therefrom in the form of revenne. Notwith-
standing that the greater proportion of the
loan money of the past five years has been
sunk in trading concerns, the revenue is only
£41,000 greater than it was in 1911, Thus
the increase in interest and sinking fund
payments is the cause of the financial
frouble. The returns from revenue-earning
departments were £576,000 less last year
thanr in 1911, For this year the loss on
money invested in trading concerns will
amount to nearly £700,000. Year by year
for the next 50 years this vast amount will
have to be paid in connection with the loan
moneys thus expended. And there is some-
thing more to add. Sinking fund does not
become payable until a loan has been in
existence for four years. Thus the increase
in sinking fund will be a very considerable
amount in itself eventually—from £75,000
to £100,000 per annum. Over (he greater
proportion of the loan moneys T refer to.
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sinking fund is not yet being paid. There-
fore, the outlook as regards those loan
moneys is not bright. It is true that latterly
sume of these loan moneys were spent on
railways, which are not earning as much as
they will earn when the country bas been
developed. 1f hon. gentlemen opposite had
eontinued the previous Government’s poliey
of land settlement, and had kept the Agricul-
tural Bank active during the whole of their
five years of office, the position to-day would
be different, I know they will eontend thatl
they had to find a great deal more money for
the Agricultural Bank than the previous
Government found. That statement is true,
but the truth of it is due to the fact that in
the early stages of their control of this eoun-
try’s affairs they refused, by reason of their
regulation disallowing transfers of lease-
holds, to let private banks assist land settle-
ment. Thus it came aboul that a consider-
able amount of capital bhad io be found by
the previous Government for the Agrieul-
tural Bank. Further, I do not think they
supplied money through the Agricultural
Bank quite as cheerfully as they would have
us believe. The previous Government had
prepared plans of agricullural land which
showed areas of which the setflement was
subject to advances from the Government.
Probably the amount to which the previous
Government thus found themselves pledged
was 1% millions, Of course, they had to
find money to meet the demands of appli-
cants to that extent. As soon as that oblige-
tion was discharged, however, the late Gov-
ernment showed little inclination to assist
the farmers; and for that reaosn the returns
from the agricultural railways are not as
good as otherwise they wonld be. A railway
eannot be expected to pav during the early
vears of its existenee; but, nevertheless, the
earnings of the general railway system liave
been materially increased by the spur lines.
I dare say a million tons of produce will he
moved this year because of the spur lines,be-
cause of the policy of development in vogue
up to 1911; not hecause of anything that has
heen done sinee. I wish to point out also that
on the 1st August last year the departments
were in a state of chaos, and that individuals
were complaining of unjust treatment.
Firgt, we had to do justice to individuals.
Tt is al? very well to say that economy must
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be practised; and it must be; but there is
something more io be done in the govern-
ment of a eouniry than merely to practise
economy. Where an individual injustice is
lo be righted, it is due from the Government
to right that injustice before entering upon
schemes of economy. The present (rovern-
went have been in offiee six wonths, vue-Hail
of which time we have spent in this House.
Further, I was in Melbourne for six weeks,
and the Premier was there for some con-
siderable time; so that other Ministers were
compelled to take over our duties during our
absence. It is plain, therefove. thai inomn-
bers of the present Government have not
had much time to go into the matter of eut-
ting down expenditure. For my part, I do
not believe that any great good can resuit
from cutting down the civil service—saving
a ten-pound note here and there. Something
more will have to be done for this great
country. Indeed, hon. members opposite
know thal many eivil servants have gone to
the war, and that their places have not been
filled. T believe that a sum of £52,000
woulid represent the salaries of eivil servanis
who have enlisted, while £14,000 would re-
present the salaries paid to temporary offi-
cials replacing them.

Hon. W. C. Apgwin: What did you tell
us the other night was the amount?

The MINISTER FOR RATILIVAYS:
Deducting the difference of about £40,000
from less than £400,000 whieh the eivil ser-
vants enjoyed before the war, T think we have
done very weil indeed. Whai the country
wanis 15 keen managemenf of the depart-
ments by the departmental heads,

Hon. P. Collier: That is the point; or
keen management from the Ministerial
heads.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Un-
doubtedly the deparimenial heads must be
helped by Ministers and by the Government
policy. If the faults of the past Administra-
tion were closely inquired into, I thiok it
would be found that what was to blame was
too often the policy, and not the officials
who have to suffer blame,

Hon. P. Collier: What is to blame just
now?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Nothing except the past Administration.
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Hon, P. Colijer: When are you going to
take up your responsibilities?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
We took them up on the 29th July last,
and we have faced them every day since.
Up to the present, our main responsibility
has been to straighten ont the troubles left
us by hon. gentlemen opposite.

Hon. P'. Collier: T.ocking behind the
scenes?
The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

I want to see the public service put to bet-
ter use. There is great work to be done
for this country. 1f we are to economise,
let us achieve economy by doing bigger
things and better things. To bear hon. mem-
hers opposite spenk, one would think there
was nothing more to be done for Western
Australia. My helief is that the way out
of the eountry’s troubles is to increase pro-
duction. There are iremendous opportuni-
ties in the pastoral lands of the North,
which to-day are carrying about two and
o half million sheep and 700,000 or 800,000
head of eattle. From these figures may
be seen what is before us in the North. The
700,000 or 800,000 eattle ean be increased
to two or three millions, and the two and a
half million sheep in the North to
10 millions, if only we adopt ithe
right pohley. 1 know hon. membhers
opposite  look upon the work of develop-
ing the great pastoral lands of the North
as an easy matter and a highly profitable
undertaking. Tn [act, however, it takes =
tremendous lot of eapital to develop land
there.

Hon. J. Scaddan: What about the pas-
toral lands at Eucla?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
If our northern areas are to be developed,
the men who take up land there must have
security of tenure, must have something
which will guarantee them the right to
oeenpy the lands for a considerable time.
In the past the term of the leases has been
28 years; and there is, T think, still 10 vears
to ran of the existing leases. No doubt,
in eonneetion with the renewal of the leases
eonditions as to eompulsory improvement
and compulsory stoeking will have to he
introduced. The men in the North now have
earned the right to be there, if ever any men
in the world have earned the right to the
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fand occupied by them. I agree that there

» must be increased rents and also certain con-
ditions as to improvements and stocking;
though there is no doubt that the greater
proportion of our northern pastorelists have
done very well in these two respects. In
addition to deriving benefit from increased
rents, the Government will receive additional
revenue from the increased trade aetivities
whieh will be the result of in¢reased produe-
tion. We want, when the war is over, to
have every possible avenue of employment
open fo the men returning from the Front.
With that end in view, let us see what we
ean make of our North-West and of our
great primary industries. No other country
in the world would allow sueh an asset
as our North-West to remain unutilised for
long. Given an opportuaity, and given time,
the Mimister for Lands will show what this
great territory ean do. Turning now to the
wheat lands, what are the opporfunities
there? Only a few years ago, not 10 years
ago, Western Auopstralia was importing
flour. To-day our poris are busy shipping
wheat. The ports of Albany, Bunbury, Fre-
mantle, and Geraldion will be taxed to the
uttermost during the next six or eighi
months to load wheat ships sent by the
British Government. The 20 million bushels
of wheat we expect to reap this year repre-
sent the result of the work of men mostly
with eomparatively little means and very
limited experience settled on the wheat lands
of Western Australia during the past 10 or
12 years. To multiply the wheat crop
by 10 in 10 years is a great achieve-
ment. But the way out of our difficulties
is to produce, not 20 wmillion bnshels,
but 60 million bushels of wheat. When we
do that, our financial troubles will be at an
end.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: What will you do
in the meantime?

The MINISTER PFOR RAILWAYS:
Go on with the work of settlement and de-
velopment. Does the hon. member suppose
the Glovernment can in a short five months
set straight the troubles caused by the un-
wise spending of huge sums of loan money
during the previous Government’s term of
office? It cannot be done in that space of
time. The wealth of the country will not
bear the taxation necessary to provide for
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its govermment and for war expenditure.
If we go on taxing wealth without increas-
ing produetion, we shall presently be in a
very sorry plight,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The country will
be in a sorry plight before the additional
population comes.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
No. The hon. gentleman has not faith
enough in this country, or in the people
who eleet the Government that are to do the
necessary work.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We want faets, not
fiction.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
am giving facts. The hon. member wants to
have a little faith in the country. What is
the position in regard to the sonth-western
lands. A great deal of fruit is being wasted
and it is urged that ecanning factories should
be established. That has been in our minds
for a long time, but we have to remember
that fruit growing is spread over a vast avea
of this country, and the getting of it together
is the trouble. What we have to do is to
inerease the production in the various
centres and fhen establish factories close to
where Lhe fruit is grown.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We had a factory at
Donuybrock once.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
i5 there now I suppose. The increase in the
production of dairy produce, in the number
of stoek, as well as in the quantity of fruit,
will help to straighten out the troubles
which my smiling friends opposite have
brought upon this country.

Hon. J. Scaddan: What are you going to
do about 1t%

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Hon. members opposite should face the posi-
tivn seriously and help us to get the country
out of its present difficuliy. Development
tust be faced, and T helieve when the war
is over, if the land is subdivided and made
ready for use, and roads, railfvays, and
water supplies are provided, no place will
offer such attractions tfo the settler as will
‘Western Australia, Tt has been proved that
we can produce wheal and fruit, and pro-
hably there is no place in the world which
cun do better. But cur trouble is that we
do not do enough, and all T am asking the
House is that it should realise the import-
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ance of increasing development. We know
that Australia produces a fonrth of the waol
of the world. Unfortunately, however, we
w this State are not doing quite our share
in that regard. It is true that we have more
gheep than South Australia, but let us
develop our pastoral lands so that we may
increase the production of wool, With regard
to the gold mining indusiry, I suppose a
good deal can still be done there. Then there
are the pearling and the timber industries,
both of which will come to life again when
the war is over.

Hon, J. Scaddan: How are you going to
bring all this about?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
With the aid of men and money. My com-
plaint is against hon. members opposite for
the way in which they spent the money
which they borrowed. There are also second-
ary industries which will come into existence
notwithstanding the heavy handicap which
Federation has thrust upon us. These in-
dustries will grow quietly, and their growth
will be responsible for inereased popula-
tion and revenue. I assure the House that
all these things arve possible in Western
Australia, and if we have a little faith in
the State it will be possible to do a good
deal. The member for North-East Freman-
tle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) talks about a
national government., Le! me remind him
that every effort at the present time is
national. The country will have to demand
of the people that they shall do their very
best, not only physically but intellectually.
There is waste effort to-day on the part of
many people of the State, and this must not
be allowed to eontinue,

Hon. J. Scaddan: Tell them what they
have to do; that is what they want to know.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
They must work.

Hon. J. Scaddan: That is what His Ex-
cellency said to you:

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
want to tefer to the Industries Assistance
Board.

Hon. P. Collier:
in three days.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Hon. members object because I fized it up in
thres days.

And you fixed it all up
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: But is it fixed up$

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
is. 1 have refrained from ecriticising the
work of the previous board, but I have been
attacked by the member for Guildford. How-
ever, I do not wish to say much about what
took place before the board passed out of
the control of the three gentlemen who were
running it. Thal system was wrong; it should
have been in the hands of one person. The
system could not work. Everyoune is aware
what the position was before the present
Government took office. At the present time
the general manager of the Induostries As-
sistance Board is the manager of the Agri-
cultural Bank, while Mr. Simpson controls
the Industries Department, and Mr. Grogan
has been appointed manager of the bank side
of the board. I found thai my predecessor
was endeavouring to run this institution
without any inspectors, and that all the work
was done from Perth. Of course it was im-
posible for the board to know what was hap-
pening on the farms. It has been said that I
wrote my instruetions in the first three days.
I confess that the matter was of sufficient
imporiance to engage my attention from the
very moment that T was sworn in. When I
looked through the office I found room after
room littered with books and papers galore.
Everything that was not wanted was there,
but those things which were required were
not in evidence. I had had an opportunity
of discussing what was required with many
people who were coneerned, and I knew ex-
aetly where to make a commencement. Is it
to my discredit that 1 was able to write in
the space of three days the instructions that
I desired to have carried out? Is it to my
discredit that I determined the farmers
should not suffer a minute longer? The mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle said I did
not consult any member of the board. After
I had my instructions written I called in Mr.
Paterson and Mr. Morris, and I asked them
to read what I had written with respect to
the reorganisation that I desired to have car-
ried out. Mr. Morris said “Yes, that will
work,” and so did Mr. Paterson. Hon. mem-
bers will therefore see that I did eonsult
them,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Yes, after yon wrote
your iastructions.
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Certainly. The hon. member is disappointed
because my system of reorganisation has
worked so well, This is the time to be na-
tional in spirit and not petly. I have had
loval sopport from the staff, all of whom
are good and capable men,

Hon. W. (. Angwin: You are aware {hat
the manager yon put there was responsible
for the muddle in the first place.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
know that he is responsible for the suceess-
ful and economieal control of the Industries
Assisiance Board, and to him belongs a great
deal of the eredit for the exisling position.
The member for Guildford will find a reply
to his charges of extravaganee in Lhe figures
which I intend to quote. As I have said, 1
found the farmers dissatisfied, and T also
found the offices crowded with dissatisfied
men and women, and even children. T found
a system which was impracticable and un-
wieldy. It seemed to me there was no eon-
trol; letters remained unanswered and re-
quests for supplies were delayed. The mem-
her for Guildford (Hon. W. D. Johoson)
levelled against me a charge of malad-
ministration, He charged me with ex(rava-
gance in administration. The hon. member
made the stalement that the inspectors are
running vound the counlry amongst the
farmers with cheque books, handing out
cheques herc and there without any inquiry
at all. Tn effact he said that the 9s. a day I
am allowing the farmer for his own work is
too muoch. Notwithstanding that this pay-
ment may, as he alleges, be too high, I ag-
serl. now {hal the work will be done, and is
heing done, more ceonomically, that we shall
advance less money than was necessary in
the hon, member’s tiine in contrel, Members
on the eross benches who were inundated
with letters of complaint before I took con-
trel do not now receive any complaints,
which shows that the new system works
well. For the six months between February
and July, 1916, the average monthly expen-
dilure of the Board was £1,763, During ny
first six months, from August to Jannary
last, the average monthly expenditure was
£1,188, or a saving of nearly £600 per
month. The appointment of inspectors was
necessary for the dual purpose of proteeting
the bank and assisting the farmer, The in-
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spectors save the farmer a considerable
amount of trouble. The cost of the inspec-
tors is £545 a month. The total cost at pres-
ent, including the inspeclors, and all other
expenditure, is £1,733, or £30 per monih
less than when matters were controlled by
my ceonomical friend oposite. These fig-

ures have been supplied by my officers and
members may accept them as being abso-
lutely correct. Here is the sori of economy
practised under the previous Administration-
Taking ineidentals alone, these amounted to
£489. This figure has dropped wonth by
month, £272, £369, £269, £200, and u Jan-
uwary last, £182, Taking totals, it will be
found that wherens the figures stoud at
£1,621 in September, it was only £1,000 in
January. 1 mention these because I am
compelled to do so. I would rather not
have disecussed the Industries Assistance
Board, but the member for Guildford com-
pels me to put up a defence. Personally, I
do not think any great good can come of
such diseussion. Were it not for the faet
that T have been engaged in straightening
out difficulties which occurred ‘before my
{ime, it is probable that my figures would
have heen betler by from £200 to £300. T
will quote a few things which have hap-
pened, which will serve to show members how
mixed things were. One hundred and twenty
thousand invoiees were sent out last year, en-
tuiling a large sum for stamps. Then,
again, the matter of receipts. Beeause they
must have red tape, Form 10 had to be
used; and of these 100,000 were printed for
use in the office. And in connection with
the posiing of ledgers it frequently hap-
pened that the dales were not in order.
There would be an eniry for Janunary, 1916,
and the next probably for December, 1915;
probably the next entry would be for April,
1916, and then back again to IF'ebruary, 1915,
The result was that in order to make the
necessary caleulation of interest on the 200
or 300 acecounts, 150,000 separate caleula-
lions had to be made. Anyone who knows
anything of the subject, knows well that that
is not business. Under the uew system the
necessary calculations will number less than
3,000, consequent on the better system
adopted. Jt was not a matter of men, bul
of gystem and policy. During January,
1916, nearly 20,000 letters were senit out,
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costing in stamps no less than £33. In Jan-
vary last this number had been re-
duced to 3,600, or roughly 16,000
letters less in a month, due again to the
system and better management of the de-
partment. With regard to advances—the
money which is now paid out to farmers by
inspectors on the spot, in ovder that the
farmer may work and live in comfori on
his holding—we have the following position:
for the last six months the total was £321,000
or an average of just over £53,000 per
month, For the first six months of 1916,
under the economical administration of my
friend, the member for Guildford, the total
was £551,000, or an average of £81,000 per
month, a difference of £40,000 per month.
I do not claim that thiz difference may not
be accounted for, but T do claim this, that
the financial cost under the proper manage-
ment methods now adopted will be much less
than formerly, and furiher, that the farmer
will have advantages which he previously
could not obtain. It was absolately neces-
sary to appoint inspectors. not only for the
purpose of encouraging production, but also
of helping the farmer. The farmer is helped
in many ways. He has no need now for cor-
respondence with the office at all; he gets his
supplies promptly, and the advantage this
is will be realised when it is understood that
the delays of the past cost the farmers of
this State hundreds of thousands of pounds.
The inspectors pay & farmer for the work
he does himself and also the wages of men
whom he employs. Under the eontrol of the
member for Guildford I know the ecase of
one farmer who had to keep a man on for
gix weeks before the board sent him a cheque
for the man’s wages. That money was ab-
solutely lost to the farmer for the reason
that the man was dissatisfied and continually
grumbling. Now the inspectors allow a
farmer £2 per week for every man engaged
upon the farm., There were many strange
happenings under former control, but I
shall not weary the House by recounting all
of them. Let me quote one instance, of a
busband and wife. The husband had 300
aeres and his crop returned £257; the wife
got a return of £716 from 400 acres. Of
eourse, the husband was under the Board,
while the wife was noi. Here, too,
is the ecase of a settler who was
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supplied with 1% tons of fertiliser
and given & monthly store actount of
£7 4s. which was paid regularly through-
out the year. He had no crop at all, every-
thing was thrown away. Another settler
who enlisted drew his monthly allowance
for seven months after enlistment, without
being on his farm at all. Another settler
who drew his allowance regularly worked
for the roads board. Something has been
satd about 500 farmers who had a consider-
able sum of money advanced to them and
returned erops worth £64,000. There is little
reason to wonder at that. Here is the case
of one man who had 120 ac¢res under crop;
lis indebtedness to the board was £641, and
he paid back £147, showing a loss of £500
in one yecar. How can the farmer or the
Governmen{ either he benefited by such sys-
tem or want of system? Then there were
the 570 farmers referred to by the Premier
who were advanced £238,000. and from
whom the total proceds were only £64,000.
The member for North-East Fremantle
(Hon. W. C. Angwin) asked where the rest
of the money had gone to. It is well known
that fertilisers and other supplies frequently
arrived too late, with the result that the
erops were a failure. A man who got his
fertiliser in June would secure a returm of
four or five bushels, whereas others who
got their supplies at the proper time got
15 or 16. All this loss had to be paid for
by scmeone, and to a large extent it was
paid by the Government. In such circum-
stences, no one benefited and everyone was
injured.

Mr. Green: If you have discovered these
things sinee you took office, why have yon
not fired the officers responsible?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I wish members to realise that this has
nothing to do with the officers at present in
charge of this work.

Mr. Green: But are they still in the ger-
vice?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: In
any case, it was a matter of policy, and the
policy of the Government of the day was
that the work should be done in this way.,
In those circumstances we cannot blame the
officials, who were merely carrying out the
policy laid down by the Minister. T will
quote the cases of a few settlers taken at
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random from the books, The average
monthly payments last year to these far-
mers was £389; this year, including of course
super, bags, ete., the average for the first six
months was £240 per month. During the
past four months if has ecome down to £206,
or a saving of £30 odd per month. These
farmers have done exceptionally well, and
the average cost per acre under the present
board has been very low. In these cases
it has been only 10s. 5d. per aere for wages,
manures, super, and bags. Therefore, the
farmers have not been extravagant, even
though under the system they are being paid
9s. per day. 1 doubt whether any farmers
in the world eould have done betfer.

Mr. Green: I suppose you claim that sue-
cess a3 o result of day labour.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
do not know what the result might have
been hwl they been under the day labour
system. 1 do not need to say very much
more about the Indusiries Agsistance Board.
Though I could say much, I doubt that any
good result would follow from my saying
it. 1 could instanee many irregnlarities, a
good many ecases in which, owing lo the
policy of the Government, the farmers have
lost a great deal of money. Reference has
been made to the faet that the millers of
the State paid £1,845 to the farmers in, con-
nection with wheat. When I instfifuted in-
quirtes on this point I was told that this
money had been taken into account when the
price of wheat was fixed. 1 found that £5,600
profit. had been made by the board on seed
wheat sold to the farmers, and I suppose
we may say this £1,345 is meluded in the
amouni., Another question raised is the
purchase of horses. I find that 410 were
purchased and sold to farmers at an aver-
age profit of £2 10s. I do not know that
this is quile the correect way for the Gov-
ernment to assist the farmer. So far as T
am personally concerned, T am prepared to
say it is not. To-day we get five per cent.
diseount for machinery purchases, amount-
ing to about £4,000 this year. Every penny
of it will be eredited to the farmers. An
attempt was made to persuade my friends
on the Government ecross-benehes that we
bad not helped them when we reduced the
fertiliser freights. But it is clear to any
man that this reduction represents an ad-
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vantage of £32,000, or taken in eonjunetlion
with the repeal of the terminal charges, no
less a sum than £53,000, The member for
Guildford told the House the other day that
his Government had not hurt the farmer
ount-back when they increased the freights.
As a matter of faet, it is clear that the man
at Brnee Rock was made to pay 6s. 3d. per
ton mere for his freight than be had to pay
in 1911, Yet the hon, member asked ns to
believe that the reduetion we made was made
in the interests of the farmers aronnd Nor-
tham, who in reality bave saved4s.2d. a ton
as against Os. 3d. saving to the Bruce Rock
farmer. Admittedly the great thing is to
gel low freight on bulk goods, such as hay
and wheai. The freight reduction on wheat
to the farmer at Nyabing would mean this
year a saving of £12 and to the same farmer
the redoction in fertiliser freight and the
repeal of the terminal eharge would repre-
sent £8 12s. 6d. If we take the increased
charges to the farmer at Nyabing, we find
that, assuming he gets his stuff from Albany
as he should (o, he pays, not 7s. 94. as the
hon. member said, but something like 4s. 94.
per ton increased freight. In any ease,
it he.got 10 tons of goods he would still be
several peunds in pocket by the movement
in freight sinee we have been in office. Some-
thing has been said about inecreased fares.
The highest inerease is 2d. single and 4d.
for the double journey.

Hon. P. Collier: It represents 50 per cent.
increage in the suburban area,

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: The
member for Guildford endeavonred to make
the farmers believe that the whole burden
of the increased rates was on them.  The
hon. member also made a violent attack on
me on the seore of extravagance in the
Lands Department, and told the House to
take no nofice of any figures T might pro-
duee. In 1910-11, when T had surveyed
3,200,000 acres, my total expenses in the
Lands Department amounted to £153,000.
The late Governmen{ surveyed nearly 200,-
000 acres less than did I, notwithstanding
which their expenses were £40,000 greater.
Then we find that under the late Govern-
ment, when the surveys had fallen to 1,400,
000 acres, the expenses were very nearly
equal fo those in my year. I mention this
to show how reckless was the hon. member’s
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statement. 1 contend that every department
administered by me during the six years I
was in office was economically managed.
The hon. member hed a great deal to say
about wheat, and he gallantly defended Mr.
Sutton, qumte oblivious to the fact that Mr.
Sutton had not been atitacked. It is true
that Mr. Sutton was managing the wheat
scheme for the hon. member. Bui the far-
mers wanted Mr. Sutton back at his legii-
mate work, and the Minister for Lands, and
Cabinet, decided that Mr. Suiton must go
back to his work. Mr. Sufton is invaluable
at his own work. It iz quite possible that
he can influence the erops of the State to
an extent that will mean & quarter of a mil-
lion fo the farmers. Mr. Sutton eontrols a
vast indusiry, and a litfle work by him may
have very far-reaching results. Br. Sutton
has heen here for over six years, and during
that time has been engaged in all sorts of
things. Whenever the late Government
wanted a report or were in need of a man-
ager, it was Mr. Sulton who was put on to
the business. Now, in the interests of the
country, Mr. Sutton has been rightly asked
to take up his preper duties. The hon. mem-
her alsp said that the committee who ad-
vises under this scheme was not consulted,
and he endeavoured o make it appear that
that eommittee manages this scheme. As
& matter of fact, those gentlemen meet once
a fortnight and disenss matters pertainivg
to the seheme, but they are in no sense its
managers. IHow could so great a scheme
be managed by a pumber of genilemen
meefing onee a fortnight? T have fre-
quently sought the adviee of this eommiitee
and in every instanece I bave received good
advice and have taken advantage of it. I
have not found occasion to differ from the
committee at ail. Yet, we are told that T
have treated the commiltee in cavalier
fashion. This great scheme demands con-
tinnous management day by day, hour by
hour, almost minuie by minate. Under the
old scheme my friend had fifteen million
bushels of wheat to deal with. Under the
new scheme we had six million bushels in
hand, and now we have something like
twenty million bushels of new wheat. Yet
T am told it is a sort of penny-in-the-slat
business, practically manaeing itself. The
hon. member himself declared that thers
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were many stacks in the country not well
cared for. How could it be otherwise, see-
ing that there was no staff to conirol those
who handled the wheat? The scheme de-
mands experienced management, and I have
exactly that in Mr. Sibbald. Even the hon.
member himself will admit that no man is
more capable than Mr. Sibbald of managing
this scheme. We have had to appoint a
conple of additional inspectors to protect
the farmers against waste, but I doubt if
the added cost to the scheme will represent
one-fiftieth of a penny per bushel. The
membher for Guildford said that his costs
were 100 per cent. helow mine. I do not
know what his costs were, but if they were
100 per cent. less than the costs to-day, they
could not have been anything at all. The
hon. member disecnssed the millers’ agree-
ment. Ile himself made this agreement
with the millers. Until I read the evidence
adduced before the select eommittee, I had
the idea that the hon. member regarded him-
self as an innocent trapped. I find that the
whole matter of the agreement was disenssed
with him, and that practieally he alone dis-
cussed it with the millers. I doubt whether
the hoard was ever consulted, or whether
Mr. Sutton was consulted. Indeed. Mr.
Sutton was not here to be eonsulted when
the details were arranged. Mr. Sayer. in
his evidence before the select committee, said
that he had put into the agreement exaectly
what he was told to put into it. If the
hon. member will confess that he read that
elause without having his suspicions aroused,
I have no hesitation in saving that he
should not have heen a Minister of the
Crown. The elzuse reads as follows:—

The agent may acquire such wheat from
the Minister for his own legitimate re-
fuirements at the eurrent rate ag fixed by
tbe State Wheat Marketing Committee,
but sueh price shall be subject to adjust-
ment on the ultimate realisation of the
harvest, to & price erual to snch rate per
bushel as is receivable by the farmer un-
der this scheme.

Tn other words, if the miller, having put his
wheaf into the scheme and got his 3s

advanced against it. takes it out al
5s. 1d. to grist; and if the farmers
get ds. 2d. at the siding, the miller
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will get a refund representing the difference
between 5s. 1d. aud 4s. 2d. That is absolutely
definite and clear, and the arrangement was
made largely by the then Minister. Now
the hon. member says that he was trapped,
and we must believe him. But I say he was
a jolly innocent man if his suspicions were
not aroused. The millers had sold flour for
export, and that flour was covered by about
33,000 bags of wheat. Someone said that
the millers held 150,000 bags of wheat on
which they received this enormous advantage
over the farmer. But it turned out that
they held 340,000 bags of wheat, and there
was nothing in the arrangement to say that
they should stop buying. Apparently they
bad an unlimited right to buy. At any rate
no attempt was made to check the actual
quantities; the millers were to send in their
returns. It was not uniil two months after-
wards that any attempt was made to cheek
the quantities. And they drew money from
the pool on their own certificates. Of course,
the millers, in their negotiations with the
then Minister, made the best possible bar-
eain for themselves. The hon. member has
asked what T am doing abount it. I am doing
all that I can. 1 have gone inlo the matter,
and I intend to go still further into it. The
millers got '£165,000 from the pool. Under
the arrangement they have not to pay
interest on that, for the payment of
the interest will fall upon the farm-
ers. Indeed, ihe millers pay no part
of the pool charges exeept railway
freight, and they take 134d. per bushel for
receiving their own wheat into the mill.
I do not know how mueh of this the farmers
will lose in the end, but I think they will
lose a very considerable portion of it. That,
hawever, is what the agreement provides. 1
suppose hon. members will agree with me
that if we had bad business men managing
the wheat pool this £48,000 would have been
saved to the pool. The acquiring agree-
ment, too, is fairly favourable to the agents.
Under this pool the wheat will be worth
altogether six million pounds, that is the
26 million bushels that will have to be
handled and shipped, and that which will
be turned into flonr, hecanse we intend to
ship about 7,000 tons of flour per month.
Hen., members who are interested in the
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quest for bran and pollard will be made
glad to know that something over 4,000 tons
of bran and pollard will e made svailable
per month to the people of the State, This
scheme is being most cheaply managed. I
mtend to see that the waste of last year shall
not go on this year, and that there shall be
no loss of money which can be avoided.
Some waste and loss there must be. When
it is remembered that there are 600,000
grains of wheal in every bushel and 20 odd
million bushels concerned, it is easy to see
how careful one must be in watching this
work. The pool is being managed well now
and the farmers will reap the full benefit
of it. A good deal of work has been done
in connection with the soldier seitlement
scheme whieh was touched upon {o-night.
The late Government arranged with the
¥ederal authorities and the Governments
of the olher States to join in the work. A
meeting was held in Melbourne and the
member for Guildford (HMon. W. D. John-
son) atiended the conference there. He
very rightly and properly said that Western
Australia would take a considerable number
of soldiers and settle them upon the land. I
think he mentioned 14,100 soldiers. He put
np a good, bold scheme, and it was arranged
that we were to get the money for the pur-
pose. Months followed months, however,
and not a tap was done either by the hon.
member or his Government to further the
object. We were then required to submit a
scheme fo the Prime Minister and Ministers
representing the other States, who sat in
Melbourne during January of this year.
That scheme was submitted and approved
by the Prime Minister, and funds are now
available. The idea is that the Lands De-
partment shall set aside and survey the very
best land available in the State for our
soldier settiers. It will readily be agreed
that nothing but the best of land should be
set aside for the purpose. When the Lands
Department has found the land, it will hand
it over to the Agrieultural Bank authorities
who will effect the improvements. The idea
15 to improve this land. The lands will be
largely in the South-West, although when-
ever wheat lands are wanted they will be
made available. The farms will, generally
speaking, be made in the South-West. It
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15 proposed to seb aside farms of from 80 to
160 acres in the very pieck of our land. It
is intended to fence the boldings and ereet a
coitage upon each aund olher necessary
buildings, and to clear about 20 acres ahead
of settlement. Hawving done that, and
seltled the soldier upon the land, it will be
necessary to give him a contract under the
Agricullural Bapk system to effect further
improvements. This money will be repaid
by the soldier settler just as it would be by
any other setiler, the only difference being
that he will pay intevest at a low rate, down
to 314 per cent. in the early years. The
difference between 3% per cenf. and the
amount the State will have to pay for the
money will represent a loss, and part of
this will be borne by the Federal anthori-
ties and part by the State Government. The
soldier settlers will be controlled by the in-
spectors, just as the assisted farmers are
to-day. ln other words, we should have
iuspectors controlling the farmers, giving
them advice and help, and paying them
month by month for any work they do
under the Agricultural Bank system. It
must be realised that, of course, there must
be some delay before they get off fheir
first erop. They will, therefore, be allowed
to earn something in addition o this. In
the Sonth-West 20 acres of land well worked,
in that portion of the country down helow
Bridgetown, will enable a farmer to pro-
duce such crops as poiatoes and to do some
dairying. It is found that 40 acres of elearcd
land in that district will make a very fine
holding indeed.

Mr. O’Loghlen: I hope they will Lave a
better markel for their fruit than is to be
found this vear.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
is to be hoped they will have. 3t is not
proposed, however, that they should grow
fruit on the first 20 aeres. It will be found
that many people are doing marvellously
well on very small areas in that part of
the State. If hon. members will visii a farm
near Torbay. about 30 miles from Albany,
they will meet a farmer who has been cul-
tivating 40 acres for a long time. He has
five aeres under orchard, 10 acres under
English grasses. five acres each vear under
potatoes, and the rest under mixed ecrops.
He told me le was getting abont £400 for
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hig crops and that apart from the expense
of fertilisers his costs were but little. In
the kaustern States 1 found that dairy far-
mers ot small areas of from 20 acres 1o
160 acres were doing very well indeed. The
land I saw was not equal to the land in the
south-west of this Btate, but it was bring-
ing from £20 to £40 an acre.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: Where was that?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: At
Lilydale, and between that place and Mel-
bourne.

Mr. Green: Why, il is the best Jund in
Australia.

The MINISTER TOR RAILWAYS: T
had no vppertunity of zeing further afield
than Lilydale.

Mr. Lambert: You would not draw a
Fair comparison between Lilydale land and
some of the South-West land.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: [
think that mueh of the land in the South-
West ig very much better than the Lilydale
land. The people ure living well there, 1
visited a dairy farm of 160 acres, buf I
found that the owner was away in his motor
ear. He was living in a comfortable house.
What can be done in Victoria can be done
in Western Australia. I think that the sol-
dier settlers are going to help us settle this
great prablem of dairy production in the
South-West. At Lilydale the people live
almost altogether upon their cows. The
inspector who took me out to the district
from Melbourne had been inspector in
charge of the Lilydale district. He said,
“YVon would imagine you were in Ireland
when vou get to this district, for every far-
mer has his hunter.”

AMr. Foley: They arve nearly all Secoteh
around Lilvdale.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
mention this to show that the dairy farmers
there are on small holdings, that they do
live in comfort, and enjoy life. T suppose
very few of us have seen much of the South-
West of this Siaie. A good many of us
criticise it without knowing much abont it.
Tt is beautifnl country and a great deal of
it is first class land and can be put to zood
use by the soldier settlers. We are going
to give the men this land in holdings of up
to 160 acres, and T hope that in a few vears’
time. when the dairying industry is opened
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up and intense culture is practised, the land
will realise a value eqial to the best value
to be found in Victoria. I do not see why
our farming areas should not do very much
better than those in Viectoria, at any rate
for the first few years, because we have
to buy our bacon, our butter and milk
and fea, and dairy produce from Vie-
toria, which means a fairly high freight
to be added on to the price of these com-
modities, Because of the fact that these
goods have to be brought over from Vie-
toria, and that there are two or three
profits to be made out of them, if we grow
them here we should do very well ont of
them. The leader of the Opposition did
not make out a very strong eage in sap-
port of his motion. I do not know whom
we ought to blame for il. It is at all events
very comprehensive, and must have been
drafied at a big party meeting and everyone
there must have added a word or two.

The Premier: It does not say much for
the party.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: No.
They say we have a lack of initiative and
ability in the administrafion of the affairs
of this country.

Mr, Thomas: Your own supporters’ papers
B8y 50.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
They say that we have abandoned the prin-
ciples of responsible Government. I ven-
ture to say that the ecountry was never so
prosperous as it was in 1911. It is per-
fectly true that the farmers for these last
years of our Government were very pros-
perous, and happy and cheerful. They had
plenty of hope and something to look for-
ward to. It is also a fact that they have
never been 50 comfortable since, until—

Mr. Thomas: Quite recently.

Tha MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Qnuite recently. We took over the Treasury
benches on the 29th July last, and I believe
the farmers began to feel prosperous on the
1st August, The farmers have never had
a better time than they have had since the
Ist Awgust, and have never been in such
comfortable circumstanees.

Mr. Holman: What do you put that down
0%
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The MINISTERE FOR RAILWAYS:
‘To good administration and faith in the
Government of the country.

Mr. Holman: Your ecolleagues say they
lave had no time in whieh {o go into mat-
lers.

The MINISTKR JFOR RAILWAYS:
We have had time to effect that change, at
any rate. If we are given an opportunity
the broad acres of the farmers will assume
again the valne which they had before the
days of the Labour Administration. That
Administration knocked the bottom out of
the indusiry by destroying values. They
made securities worth nothing, They dam-
aged the farmer without benefiting anyone.
Before their days the land represented some
security. When a farmer took it to any
financial iostitution or any merehant, he
could get eredit upon it. By false methods,
not vicliously undertaken, and by lack of
knowledge and experience, the Labour Gov-
ermment destroyed absolutely the value in
our C.P. leases.

Hon. T. Walker: Had not the drought
something to do with that?

The MINISTER FCR RAILWAYS:
This was before the drought. They destroyed
credit. No one wounld take a lease as secur-
ity, or lend money on it. The hon. member
says that the drought bad something to do
with it. Of eourse the drought had some-
thing to do with it, but our farmers will
rise superior to a drooght or two. They
have donec so in the past. That is not the
point at all, Tt was a question of deliber-
afely, not viciously, damaging the secarity
of the farmers. Every acre held by our
farmers and agrieulturists should be made
the best security possible.

Hon. T. Walker: You are doing that for
Esperance, are you not?

Mr. Green: You dropped your policy
there.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
think I will leave the hon member to talk
for Esperance. If we want our country
to develop, our lands must represent good
security. We must give the people some
security of tenure, something they can take
to a financial house and borrow money
against, so that they may provide themselves
with stock, effect improvements, and supply
themselves with water, ete. We must allow
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them to employ labour and improve fheir
holdings. The men who take up these lands
are not millionaires. It takes money to de-
velop our broad acres, and we must allow
people to borrow. Every producing country
is a borrowing ecouniry, especially one which
has only one c¢rop of wool or wheat
in the year. It will fake at least 1%
millions to put m the next erop. Some-
one has to find thal money and the people
who hold these lands bave to borrow. It is
for the House to see that the seeurity of our
broad acres is maintained. The regulation
of the late Government affeeting landed
securities struck a heavy blow at the inter-
ests of the whole people. With regard to
finaneial assistance fo the agriealtural in-
dustry, it is frue that a sum of three mil-
Hons has been advanced to the farmer in
ten years; but during those ten years the
farmer has ereated assels worth 30 millions.
At one swoop the late Government destroyed
the security of many farmers. There is no
couniry in the world but would be in trouble
under such reckless administration.

The Premier: It was ignorance, largely.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
it were not for its wheat and wool, where
would Westernn Australia be to-day, and
where would the worker be?

Hon. T. Walker: How about your argu-
ment as to expending rooney extravagantly?
It was spent for the benefit of the country.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
There we are again. Where would the coun-
try be to-day but for its wheat? '

Hon. P. Collier: We spent so mueh money
developing the agricultural indostry and
constructing railways and harbours all over
the country.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Withont our wheat and onr wool io-day,
there would be nothing in Western Austra-
lia for anyone to do or for the people to live
on. There will be eight months’ solid work
for the Jumpers at Fremantle and Bunbury
and Albany becanse of the agricnltural de-
velopment promoted by the previous Liberal
Government.

Hon. T. Walker: Out of the 15 millions
we borrowed.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member’s Governwent did not
build so many agricultura] railways after
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all. One thousand miles In five years does
not constitute a record for Western Aus-
tralia. The previous Liberal Government
were building at a better rate when Lorrow-
ing 1% millions annually, as against the
five millions borrowed anncally by the last
Government. If there were assets for the
15 millions spent by the previous Govern-
ment, assets earning interest and sinking
fund. no one wonld have a word to say
against the last Administration on that
score. Bul the asseis are not there, and now
hon. wembers opposite move a vote of want
of confidence in the Government because, by
reason of the reckless expenditure of the
previous Administration, we cannot imme-
diately set things right. Let those bon.
members be fair, let {hem admit their errors,
let them admit thai the irouble is of their
ereation and not due to the men who have
just assumed office.

Hon. T. Walker: Admit your own misre-
presentations.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I am always careful to avoid misrepresenia-
ion, and I have heen specially ecareful to-
night. Here is the situation, and one can-
not get away from it—the money is gone,
and has to be repaid by taxation. 1 warn
the Ilonse again that the wealth of the
country will not bear the taxation necessary
to meet this emormous charge year after
year, It will have to be met by increased
produetion; and I eall on every hon. mem-
ber to help the Government to achieve that
end. In this time of stress and trouble, let
us get rid of doubt. Let us get to work. Let
us be national—sinee that is the ery. Just
a8 our men at the Front are helping to
achieve victory over the enemy, so let us
here help to achieve victorv over nature.

Mr. O’'Loghlen: Why do you not go on
with your programme?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
What are we going to do now?

Mr, Green: You should resign.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Let us not have this waste of time in sense-
less eriticism and no-confidence motions.
The country c¢an be helped out of its
froubles, and will be helped out of them.

Mr. Underwood: You will be ont of office
before then, ’
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The vountry has to be developed now, be-
cause of the reckless estravagance of Low.
members opposite. It has to be developed
in order to pay its way; and that nay
[rove soine compensation for the reckless-
ness of the past Government. I hope the
moltion will be rejected, as it deserves to be
rejected. No doubt the voting will be on
striet party lines.

Hon. P. Collier: How is the new indepen-
dent party going to vote?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The Government will steer the ship of State
into n safe harbour. They will bring baeck
prosperity. They will prepare for the howe-
coming of our soldiers, which hon. members
opposite cannot do. What did the previous
Governmeni do in that directign?

Alr. O'Loghlen: What have you done in
six months?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
In January we got instructions to go ahead,
and we are going ahead, We will make
wark plentiful if we are given the chance.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You are closing down
works, instead.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Had not this war oeccurred, the greatest
unem):loyved diftieulty ever kmown in Ans-
tralia would have come about in this numer-
ically small State. The year 1915 would
have seen such an unemployed difficulty as
the late Government could not have faced, as
wounld have forced them fo leave office. We
must seeure population, and encourage the
people in their activities.

Hon. T. Walker: 1n order to do that, we
must get rid of you.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Notwithstanding the remarks of the mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle (Hon. W. (.
Angwin), the people are ready and will-
Ing—— -

My, O'Loghlen: To deal with you.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
the hon. membher interjecting gets justice
done to him he will not think much of it.

Mr. O’Loghlen: I will take the risk,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1T
personally have no fear of an appesal to the
reople. T am a democrat, and that is more
than hon. members opposite ean say, Not-
withstanding this hostile motion, we shall
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be in office long enough to bring back pros-
perity to the State. When we have done
that, and have added ancther 100,000 or
200,000 to the population, hon. members op-
posite may have an opportunity by persist-
ent misrepresentation to turn us out of
office. But that time has not eome yet. Hon.
members opposite do not really think that
if there is a general election they will get
bhack to the Treasury bench, T regret the
moticn has heen moved at this stage. There
are much better things {o do than to diseuss
this motion, which can have only one result.
Hon. members oprosite know they cannot
carry it. Let me just refer to the charge
of hanging on to office.

Ar, Q'Loghlen: What about last weelds
happenings ¢ :

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
There is no sincerity in that charge, Hon.
members opposite carried on the govern-
ment of the country for eight monihs when
they were in a minority, They would not
give Parliament a chance during all that
time, but kept right away from their mas-
ters, still spending money recklessly, indulg-
ing in Siate trading,in the purchase of
steamers, and so forth, hehaving just as if
they had a majority behind them. They pur-
sued that course for eight months; and now
they say to us, “Go to the eountry, leave the
Treasury benches!” When the test comes,
they will regret it.

Myr. THOMAS (Bunbuory) {856]: In the
weary waste of words to whiech the howv.
gentleman has treated the House, T have
been able to grasp just one point on which
it is possible to hang un argument. The
Minister for Railways said that the present
Government had restored eon.denee to the
country. In order to do that, they would
have to vestore, first of all, the confidence of
their own followers. And vet we have sach
an exhibition as was recently given in vhat
widely-cireulated publication eontrolled by
the member for North Perth {Mr. Smith),
which told the Government supported by
that hon. member to “get on or get ont.”
That publication informed Ministers that
they had made a failure of evervthingz they
touched. Further, there was the spectacle
of the Colonial Secretary journeying all
the way to Wagin for the purpose of per-
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sunading one hon. member to stick to the
old ship a day or two longer. And in the
face of these things we are told that the
present Government bave restored confi-
denee fo the eountry. It is, in faet, the
common talk of the people in the street
that Parliament House has been concerted
icto a place of ridicule, that Parliament
House has been made the langhing-stock of
Weslern Australia.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must not reflect on the House.

Hon. P. Collier: The hon. member did not
reflect on ihe House. He said the people
were saying these things.

Mr. THOMAS: ] acecept your ruling on
the poinf, Mr. Speaker; but T am reminded
of an aneedote of the famous London come-
dian, Little Tich. He was taken to the
British House of Commons, and after he
had listened to the proceedings for an bour
or two, he was asked “what he thonght of
it.”” His reply was that it was all right,
but that it would be hetter if they had a
piauo there. 1 have conjured up to myself
the vision of a plano in the midst of this
Chamber, with the Minister for Railways in
burnt cork playing away, and the Attorney
General sitting in the middle as interlocutor.
No donbt the proceedings would be highly
interesting, and possibly they might prove
more instructive than under present condi-
tions. To proceed with my examination
of the arguments of the Minister for Rail-
ways as to the restoration of confidence: so
effectually have the Government restored
public confidence in themselves that we are
“told on the best of authority—I do not
think Ministers themselves will dispute this
—that the Premier has been ordered by
his own followers to throw overboard his
finaneial proposals. So sunbservient has the
hon. gentleman beeome to the wishes of
those who are keeping him in his well paid
position, that he has obeyved this order. He
reminds me of a Parliamentary candidate at
Albany who—it is related—concluded his
speech by saying, “Ladies and gentlemen,
these are my principles; if you don’t like
them, I ean alter them.” The Premier intro-
duced his financial proposals, his taxation
Bills, and other things; and when the first
puff of adverse wind came along he said,
“These are my proposals, but if my fol-
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lowers do not like them I can easily alter
them” It reminds me of the time when Sir
Gieorge Reid was Prime Minister of the Com-
monwealth, and he had been doing some-
thing rather worse than usual. A ecartoon
appeared in the Bulletin showing that the
Right Hon. gentleman had taken off his
hat, collar and tie, boots, coat and waist-
eoat. each garment spread around him on
the ground being labelled “Principle.” The
last scene of all was his valet asking him
whether he would take his shirt off as well,
and Sir George Reid replied, “ Yes, take
that off, too, becuuse I am going to have a
uay time.”

The Minister for Works:
meaning of that$

Mr, THOMAS: It means that the Gov-
ernment’s prineiples are going to be scai-
tered to the wind, and they are going te
hang on to oflice by their eyebrows and have
a giddy time, though the conntry may suffer
in the procegs. One of the greatest sins of
commission, so tar as the Government are
conecrned, apart from financial blunders, is
the attempt they made to foist the Trading
Concerns Bill on this Honse, and I lay at
the door of the Minister for Works the
blame for that. Notwithstanding the fact
that he endeavoured by a subterfuge to
foist the Bill on to the House as the pro-
duet of some of his oflicers, the eat has been
let ont of the bag that the hon. member pre-
pared the objectionable clauses himself,
those elanses whereby he sought to deprive
the people of Western Ausiralia of their
dearly-won liberties, the highest privilege
they have in this land, adult suffrage. The
Government talk about having resiored con-
fidence; 1if they thought for one moment that
they held ihe confidence of the country,
would they endeavour to introduce a Bill
to this House which wonld have the effect
of depriving the Labour party for all time
from carrying one of the planks of their
platform into effect.

Mr, (’Loghlen: Would they do what they
did last week if they thought they had the
confidence of the couniry?

Mr. THOMAS: T do uvei suppose they
woald,

Mr. Nairn: What do you refer to?

Mr. O’Loghlen: Many things.

What is the
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Mr, THOMAS: The people of Western
Australia realise that an attempt has been
made by the present Government in this
Chamber and by the Minister for Works fe
tamper with their liberties, and no matter
what else they may forget, the people will be
slow to forget the action the Government
fook recently in conneetion with the Trad-
ing Concerns Bill. Hon. members are seni
to this House to protect lime honoured
rights and privileges, but the Minister for
Works in introducing a Bill which would
deprive the Chamber of the right of starting
any trading copeern, a right which it has
possessed for the past 20 years

The Minister for Works: It never had the
right.

Mr. THOMAS: 1t has had the right and
privilege for 20 years, but the Bill which
the hon. member introduced meant i(hat the
whole of the adult voters in Western Aus-
tralia would be powerless to earry into
effeet iheir wishes, no matter what they
might be, and by the reactionary conduct of
the Minister for Works, before a majority
of the electors could do anything the ap-
proval of another Chamber would have to
be obiained. Not content with all the
boasted confidence they have in the country,
the Government want to entrench themselves
still further behind the property Chamber in
order that they might hold what they have
to-day. If the Government did not fear the
people they would not be perpetrating
these tricks.

The Minisier for Works: Why do youn
not alter the Constitnfion?

Mr. THOMAS: If the hon. member had
the spirit he professes to have, he wonld go
to the country.

The Minister for Works: You know that
vou dv not want to go yourself?

Mr. THOMAS: T have no ambition for
an election, less possibly than any other
member. but T am sent here to guard the
interests of Western Australia, and whai-
ever my personal eonvictions may be T shall
fight so long as I have the power to hurl
members opposite from office so that the
sovereign will of the people may be ex-
pressed and that those hon. members may
once more be relegated to the eool shades
of Opposition. We heard that the Govern-
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ment were making great preparations with
regard to repafriation.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They bave entrenched
themselves.

Mr. THOMAS: They are heginning to
understand something of warfare because
they are gettting into their dug-outs. It
would be reasonable to anticipate, when the
leader of the Government has been talking
about national politics, that the question of
the repatriation of our soldiers, and pro-
viding for the men who are bearing the
brunt of battle in the firing line to-day, the
Government wonld at least give Parliament
an opportunity of discussing those prob-
lems, so that a word might be put in from
every side of the Chamber as to the best
means of doing something for these who
have done so much for Western Awstralia.
Yot even to the extent of the rights of
soldiers fighting at the Front, the Govern-
ment want to make the matter a party one,
and whatever they propose to do is going
to be done after they have crawled into re-
cess, after they have succeeded in getting
through this session as quiekly as possible
by throwing overboard everything that
might cause them trouble. Only then do
they propose at their Cabinet meetings to
decide what is to be done for the soldiers of
Western Australia.  One would imagine
that the members of the Ministry were the
only individuals in the State who had an
interest in the returned soldiers. The mat-
ter is so vital, so pre-eminently important to
Western Australia, that it should have been
discussed in the early days of the present
session, and it should have received the
tuliest and profoundest consideration be-
eause, no matter what Western Australia
may do in the days that are to come, no
gratitnde we ean express and no favours we
ean extend will ever repay those men for
what they have done for Western Australia.
It would have been to the credit of the Gov-
ernment if they had given Parliament a
chanee to deal with this preblem whieh is so
near to our hearts. The people of West-
ern Australia are longing to show some
generous anpreciation of those nobhle fel-
lows who have fought for us. On the fAoor
of this House there should be a free dis-
cussion as to what is best for their welfare,
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and whatever scheme of land settlement is
to be offered to them, I would like to see it
on the most generous scale that can pos-
sibly be conceived, so that those who decide
to embark on land seftlement shall have
their future secured. It would be a eredit
to Western Australia if those who have
fonght for us kpew that in their hour of
trouble and need the State was going to
stand by them. But are we going to do
thui?  We are going to have a proposal
which will be fathered by six members of a
Ministry, and there will be some scheme
ehout which there will be said some day,
“You Labour fellows did nothing to help
the returned soldiers.” I suppose when the
repatriation of our soldiers is effected the
breezy optimist frorm Northam will elaim all
the honour that can cecome from whatever
has been accomplished. I appeal to hoo.
members on the Ministerial front bench who
have heen courteous enough te listen to me
to seize the opportunity before it is too late
to place their proposals before Parliament.
Mr. (OPLoghlen: And seek salvation.

My, THOMAS: Yes, here is the penitent
form. There is still hope for the Minister
for Works if he will come to the penitent
form of the House, confess his sins, and
promise good conduet for the future. I had
the pleasure of hearing a greal portion of
the Premier’s reply to the charges made
against him by the leader of the Opposition
and by the member for Guildford, and I
also had the pleasure of hearing his under-
study, the leader of the Country party, ex-
plain the defieit, The leader of the Country
party said that all the troubles of the pre-
sent Government were due to the muddle
which existed before they came into office.
If the present Treasurer is such a heaven-
born financier, if he is the Napoleon of
firance he would have the eountry helieve
he is, why did be deceive the people hy
telling them that he eould square the ledger
and stop financial drift and bring back
prosperity ?

Hon. J. Seaddan:
in seven months.

Mr. THOMAS: Why does not the Pre-
mier give some evidence of his eapacity?
And what has the Attorney General done?
His sole accomplishment bsa been to pro-
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mise, as the Sunday Times says, a round
table conference on mining matters in order
that the people interested in the industry
might have a chance of expressing their
views. Seven weary wmontbs have passed
and the Attorney General is still meditat-
ing in hig tired fashion as to when the time
will eome that he will give the people an
opportunity of expressing that opinion.
Nothing has been done. The exeuses which
have been offered by the Premier are old
and hoary; they have grown whiskers and
are toothless. During the past seven months
the present Government have put up an
Australian record, because, so far as I ean
ascertain, no Treasurer has ever accumu-
lated a deficit at the same rate 2s has been
done by the man who praises himself so
mueh.

The Minister for Works: Your chickens
are coming home to roost.

Mr. THOMAS: The hon. member who
now leads the Opposition in nearly five
vears was responsible for a deficit of
£1,400,000.

Mr. Nairn: He started off scrateh.

Mr. Munsie: No; he began with a deficit
of £83,000.

Mr. George: The Liberals went out with a
£30,000 credit. .

Mr. Taylor: They did not, and you know
it.

Mr. THOMAS: The present leader of
the Opposition. going through a period of
strife and trouble, in nearly five years aceu-
mulated a defieit of a million and a quarter,
but the men who eried to the country of
their business acumen, and their power to
show a judgment superior to that of those
Labour fellows and whose training aseur-
alely fitted them for the job, the men who
were going to bring about prosperity, have
in seven months done almost half as mueh in
the way of creating a defieit as the leader
nf the Opposition was able to Jdn in five
years.

The Minister for Works: Nothing of the
kind.

The Attorney General: We bhave had to
spend most of our time in Parliament.

Hon. J. Scaddan: He is arranging fo go
mto conference.
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Mr. THOMAS: I thought it might be he
was arranging the mining conference. I
am satisfied we have given the Government
a fair {rial extending over seven months,
and they have been seven months of depres-
gion and failure. The Treasurer’s whole life
has been a record of failure, and the hero
of o thousand failures has achieved yet
another suecess as a failure.

The Minister for Works: You have a right
to talk shout life-long failures; what about
your own?

Mr. THOMAS: My life has heen satis-
factory so far as I am eoncerned. 1 have
had a good time and am rather enjoying
myself at the present moment. I have no-
thing to complain of. We also heard a
great deal from the members of the present
Government when in Opposition abouf the
nefarions secret contracts of the Labour
Government.

The Minister for Works: What about the
Ministers who resigned and nearly broke up
vour party over the Nevanas affair?

Mr. THOMAS: When did any of the
Ministers resign?

The Minister for Works: There is one of
them (Mr. Coller).

Hon. J. Seaddan: Did one of your Min-
isters resign recently? Answer that.

Mr. THOMAS: The leader of the Oppos-
ition evidently knows something about the
preseni Ministers.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I do. I know that one
of them threatened to resign not so long
ago.

Mr. THOMAS: This question is one
of interest particularly to my hon. friend
who interjects so ruch (The Minister for
Works). He is always harping on the ques-
tion of secret contracts, that the Labour
Government trailed the honour of the coun-
try in the dust, that when in office they did
all sorts of things which were a disgrace to
Parliamentary Government. I assert that
no other Government administered the
affairs of this country more honourably
than that Government, the members of which
now sit in opposition. But what do we find
now? Shortly after the present Govern-
ment came into power, they themselves, not-
withstanding their loud-mouthed abuse of
what the previous Government had done,
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entered into a secret contract with Messrs.
Emannel Bros., for the purchase of 14,000
head of eattle. And in connection with that
contraet we find that the show was put away
by one of their own supporters in another
place. That supporter, after endeavouring
to get the Clovernment to rectify their blun-
der which they foolishly refused to do, laid
clearly and distinetly before the people of
this State the ferms of a secret contraet
which had been perpetrated by the very
people who are always howling against
sacret contracts.

The Minister for Works: That statement
has been blown out long ago. Why not
give us the truth?

Mr. THOMAS: For the information of
the Minister T may say I never speak on
the floor of the House anything I do not
honestly believe.

The Minister for \Works: Then you are
talking about something you know npothing
at all abont.

Mr. THOMAS: On the contrary, I am
speaking of something which I thoroughly
understand. One of the most lamentable
and regrettable incidents of the whole pro-
cedure was—and I am accepting the state-
ment of Mr. Holmes—that after he had
given the details of this contract to the

. Chamber and the people of Western Aus-

tralia he had just walked out into the cor-
ridor when a man representing the Govern-
ment offered to buy 500 or 1,000 head of
cattle from him on the same terms and con-
ditions they had previously offered for the
14,000 head purchased from Emanuel Bros.
This was done, notwithstanding the faet they
were not in a position to ship the eattle.
They would give Holmes Bros. mo chance
for a coniraect prior to this, but when the
matter had been exposed to the public of
Western Australia and they saw the Gov-
ernment in danger, they sought to buy this
man off. That was a most disgraceful pro-
posal. Tt is searcely believable that in West-
ern Australia to-day any Government would
have heen guilty of such an act.

The Minister for Works interjected.

Mr. THOMAS: I have only the assertion
of the man who made the statement, Mr.
Holmes, and it has never been denied, that
immediately he left the Chamber after ex-
posing the actinn of the Government he was
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approached by this man who said he bhad
been cent direet from Ministers.

The Minister for Lands: He said he had
been sent by one Minister. There are more
Minisler than one in the Cabinet.

Mr. THOMAS: If the Minister is refer-
ring to himself, 1 will aceept the statement.
It i true be is not the only Minmister in the
Cabinet.

Hon. W. €. Angwin: There are not toe
many like him.

Mr. THOMAS: T accept the Minister’s
word, but I repeat it is one of the most re-
greftable incidents which has oceurred in
Parliamenfary history of Western Austra-
lia, this obvious attempt to buy a man off
the course he intended to pursue. They
would silence him by an offer of £10,000 for
1,000 head of cattle.

The Minister for Works: You have made
that statement, now prove it.

Mr. THOMAS: 1 have made the state-
ment that Mr. Holmes made the statement in
another Chamber.

The Minister for Works: And you are
quite ready to believe if.

Mr. THOMAS: Notwithstanding that the
Government has a representative in that
Chamber in the person of the Colonial Sec-
retary, Mr. Holmes’s statement has not been
denied. If it is not true, why was it not
demed?

"The Minister for Works: We will tell you
all about that.

Mr. THOMAS: In conneetion with this
contract, the Government did not ecall for
competitive offers; they consulted no other
firm as to whether they had any stock to
sell, made no altempt to ascertain the price
of bullocks in the North-West. They merely
entered into an agreement to purchase
14,000 head of cattle al £10 per head.

The Minister for Lands: That is not cor-
rect.

Mr. THOMAS : Tt may not be exactly cor-
rect as to price, but it works ont approxi-
mately that amount. As a matter of faet
the contraet price was 334d. per Ib.

Hon. J. Seaddan: They provided £120,000
on the Estimaies.

Mr. THOMAS: Which works out in the
vieinity of £10 per head. That contract was
made with a firm which had not previously
shipped one head of stoek by the State
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steamer. It works out at £140,000, and if
cost of earriage, £5, be added it will mean
that over £200,000 of this country’s money
was placed in a seeret contract by a party
which had howled from the house tops that
they did not believe in secret contraets. And
the contract had io be dragged from the
Government before they would allow the
country to see it.

The Minister for Works:
great imagination.

Mr. THOMAS: Where does the imagina-
tion come in? What is more, T am told by
people interested in the cattle trade that
taking the cost delivered at Fremenile it
will amount te anything up to £15 per head,
which is the highest price ever paid in
Australia for a hig berd of cattle.

Mr. Butcher: And the contract was made

You have a

"hy your own party.

. Mr. THOMAS: It was not. Holmes Bros.
have said they bought caftle in the North-
West last year for from £4 5s. to £4 10s
per head to ship down for sale at Fremantle,
I cannot see why the price of eatile should
jump suddenly from £4 10s. per head to
something in the vieinity of £10. We are
told that in open eompetition caftle could
be bought for from £4 5s. to £4 10s, but
when it comes to these genilemen who hold
secret contracts in such abhorrence, they
enter into a deal like this Tovolving £200,000
without allowing any competition whatever.

The Mimister for Lands: Did vour Gov-
ernment buy at £4 10s. per head9 ,

My, THOMAS: They hought at 3d. per
Ib. Tf members will cease intenjecting
aeross the Chamber I should endeavour to
elaborate mv argument.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They do not want
vou to elaborate. -

The Attorney General: You will at Jeast
admit that the Minister for Lands is an
honourable man.

Mr. THOMAS: There is one honourable
man left tn the Ministry and they all appeal
to and hide hehind him. They say in effect
that if the others are finished and done with,
one must at Jeast trust the Minister for
Lands. ANl T can say is that if that Minister
has any fanlts they are probably due largely
to the eompany he keeps. As a result of the
dehate which took place elsewhere, the
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Colonial Secretary was led inilo partly mak-
ing a statement that he would give other
growers in the North-West an opportunity
of shipping their cattle, or the Government
would purchase from them on the same
terms and conditions as the purchase from
Emanuel Bros. Further to that we find
that in an interview with the West dus-
tralian of the 13th November, the Premier
said—

He maintained that Emanuel Bros’
contract was a good deal for the people
of the State, and the Government were
prepared to extend similar lerms and eon-
ditions to other cattle owners in the Wynd-
bham distriet.

On the 30th January of this year a com-
munication eame to one of the other eattle

owners from E. H. Golding, in which he

said—

T shall be glad to know when 1t will be
convenient to call on you regarding the
purchase of your fat cattle by the Gov-
ernment.

And the Premier had previously said that
he would give the other caitle owners the
same conditions as he had given to Emanuel
Bros. After a lot of preamble and delay in
bringing the Government to the point, this
is what they offered to the other cattle
owners—

The contract for the purchase of cal-
tle by the Government from Emanuel
Bros. i1s for a fixed and definite sale of
from 10,000 to 14,000 head of cattle to the
Government, and the latter number to he
reduced if the season is short.

Etcetera, ete. That is to say, if Emanuel
Bros. have any inconvenience they can lop
off 4,000, but if it suits them they can send
the full 14,000. The draft agreement sub-
mitted to the other cattle owners reads—
Provided that the vendor is to give the
Government an option over a number of
fat cattle, hullocks—
Etcetera, ete. They purchase outright from
Emanuel Bros., paying them within 30
days of landing the stock in Fremantle.
Notwithstanding the Premier’s promise,
notwithstanding what the Colonial Secretary
bhad said, they purchase for eash from
Emanuel Bros., but in dealing with the small
owners they will take an option.

. this point.
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‘T'he Minister for Lands: There is & good
reason for that.

Mr. THOMAS: Of course; a most ex-
cellent reason—yon will protect the country,
which you did not do betore, Let me con-
tinne—

Emanoel Bros.? contract provides that the

catlle are to be delivered at the yards

at Derby between the lst May and the

end of September.
The other agreement provides that if the
Government exerecise their option, the ven-
dovs are to ship befween the 1st April and
the 31st October. That is to say, they will
have to travel their eattle in the worst month
of the year, when it is too wet for travel-
ling in the North-West, and when the people
to whom the Government pay cash would
not take it on. Yef the man whom they
offer an option must consent to travel his
cattle in April.

The Minister for Works: Is there not
any difference in the distriets?

Mr. THOMAS: Not so far as regards
Under the contraet with
Emanuel Bros. the steamers have to make
direet trips, and all the trips the boats can
do between the 1st May and the end of Sep-
tember are provided for. Consequently, all
that can be offered the other cattle-growers
is the running of the boats in April and
October, two impossible months from the
growers’ point of view. I draw this con-
trast to show that to their friends Emanuel
Bros. the Government give the eream of
conditions; they buy from them at cash,
and every condition in the agreement is in
favour of Emannel Bros.

The Minister for Lands: Does the hon.
member know when the cash has to be paid?

Mr. THOMAS: 1 undersiand it is 30
days after delivery in Fremantle.

The Minister for Lands: That is not cash.
We first get the money for the cattle.

Mr. THOMAS: In the one contract dates
are fixed, and the ships have to be there
on time. In the agreement submitted to the
other owners, nothing is said on this point
of the sbipping of the catile. Emannel
Bros.’ contract provides that the firm shall
deliver a specific namber of cattle at Derby
for each shipment, and that the Government
accept all responsibility immediately the
cattle are put in the yard. The draft agree-
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ment for the olher owners provides that
the Government may alter the date, or quan-
tity, of any shipment by giving the vendor
seven days' notice in writing. It means that
the other people have no chance whatever
of shipping their cattlee Emanuel Bros.
control the whole situation. The cattle of
the other growers may be on the road before
notice is given to the growers, but in the
ease of Emanuel Bros. notice must he given
well ahead. Again, Emanue] Bros.’ contract
provides for direct carriage from Derby to
Fremantle, whereas the other people’s cattle
have to be carried from port to port, the
Journey thus occupying a much longer time,
with a consequent large increase of wuslage.
whieh, as everybody knows, is greater in
port than at sea. Under these conditions the
increase in wastage would be as high as 20
per cent.

The Minister for Works:
you represent?

Mr. THOMAS: The people of Western
Australia, and I am trying to keep the
State’s politics pure. Emanuel Bros.’ eon-
tract provides that any catile not up to the
required standard may be rejected by the
Government at Derby, and that any cattle
so rejected shall, if desired by Emanuel
Bros., be shipped fo Fremantle on Emanuel
Bros account at £5 per lead, including
{reight, fodder and attendance. This gives
Emanuel Bros. the option of shipping any
rejected cabtle, or returning them to the
station. Suppose the Agricultura]l Depari-
ment, having engaged space on one boat
for 750 head of cattle, were to eull out 100
head, and that Emanuel Bros. refused to
ship the culls; the State ship would have
to come down the coast with £500 worth of
space empty. So, we see the (GGovernment
are practically compelled to buy anything
Emanuel Bros. like to offer them.

The Minister for Lands: That is not fair.

Mr. THOMAS: I see no other reading
of it.

The Minister for Lands: In any ecase, it
s the late Government’s agreement.

Which firm do

Mr. THOMAS: What I strongly ob-
jeet to is that a contract for a
huge sum of money has been made

with Emannel Bros., the wealthiest pastor-
alists in the State, a contract in which every
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condition is made favourable io the firm,
while the smaller cattle owners, who have
patronised the State Steamship Service ever
since its inception, are left out in the cold;
and, after a lot of battling, the Government
say to them, “We cannot buy your cattle.
We deal with only wealthy pastoralists, but
Just to pacify you we will take an option
over vour ecattle, although probably we will
never exercise it.” Emanuel Bros.” contract
provides that their responsibility ceases
when the cattle are put in the Derby yards,
irrespective of whether a steamer is avail-
able. The draft agreement with the other
poor unfortunates provides that the Govern-
ment are not held responsible for any fatlure
to take delivery caused by loss, damage, ete.,
to the steamers which would otherwise bave
been available. For ihe wealthy buccaneers
everything is provided and guaranteed, but
for the small growers nothing whatever is
done. It is the most ghasily attempt to
treat those people nnjustly that has ever
been made in Western Australia. It is the
most disgraceful agreement ever put for-
ward by any Government.

Mr, Nairn: Is it as bad as the powellising
agreement ?

Mr. THOMAS: There was nothing wrong
with that. The hon. member is merely try-
ing to draw a red herring, A peculiar phase
of the contract with Emanuel Bros. is the
provision thal, in the event of the loss of a
shipload of stocl, the firm has the privilege
of estimating its value by lbe previous ship-
ment they sent, or by the next suceeeding
shipment. Now, assuming that a ship did
go down with 730 cattle on board, if
Emanuel Bros. desired to be dishonest—and
1 do not think they would—in the subse-
quent shipment they could send down the
finest beasts grown on any of their statioms,
and when (hey arrived in Perth the Govern-
went would have to pay the value of these
bullocks for the sbipment that had pre-
viously been lost.

The Minister for J.ands:
exist in your own agreement?

Mr., THOMAS: They have even gone to
the extent of buying their fodder from
Emanuel Bros.

Mr. Munsie: And they did not grow one
ounce of it

Did mnot that
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My, THOMAS: No; but they are buying
from someone else and making a profit out
of the Government.

The Minister for Lands: Tenders were
called for the fodder.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Had you not suffi-
cient fodder on the Yandanooka estate?

Mr. THOMAS: T do not see any mention
of tenders being ealled for the future. I see
that it provides that the fodder for cattle
en roufe to Robb's Jeily will be supplied by
Emanuel Bros. and delivered on rails at
their store at Robb’s Jetty, and™ that the
quaniity to be fed on cach vessel is Lo be not
less than 140lbs. per Lead per voyage. Ex-
peris say that the most fodder to be con-
sumed would be approximately 70lbs. per
head, but that, allowing for delays on the
way, 90lbs, would cover everything. [t
appears, therefore, that Emanuel Bros, are
to be paid for 50ibs. of fodder more than
would be required on the voyage down.

Hon. P. Collier: Where did they gef the
fodder? They bought it from agents.

Mr. THOMAS: They managed to get the
ear of someone.

Mr., Munsie: I would nof mind so much
il they had bought it from the Yandanooka
estate, even if they sold it baek to the Gov-
ernment. )

The Minister for Works: How dJdid they
manage with the previous shipment under
your Government? The terms are the same,
and it is the same contract; it is your con-
tract.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: It is a totally dif-
ferent thing, .

The Minister for Works: You had not the
pluck to sign it before you left office.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Bunbury has the floor.

Mr. THOMAS: I have sufficient confi-
dence in the Minister for Lands to believe
that he will tell the House lomnestly whe did
make the contract.

The Minister for Works: The late Gov-
ernment were too lazy to sign it before they
went out of office.

Fon. W. D. Johnson:
ineorrect.

Mr. THOMAS: I have the denial of ex-
Ministers that they had anything to do with
Lhe formation of this contract. We have

That is absolutely
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proof that the Hon, J. M. Drew refused to
enter into any arrangement for this year
because he anticipated at that tine that he
would be leaving office, If he had made any
agreements he said he would have made
them the same as were made in the previous
year, when the carriage of catile belonging
to the other people in the North-West was
fairly and squarely provided for.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: Did not a depula-
tion waif upon the Premier?

Mr. THOMAS: He was then leader of
the Opposition, and expressed his approval
—not in ungualified terms—of a contraet
being made that it would provide for the
shipping of eattle for all and sundry in
the North-West. It comes to the lot of a
Liberal Government, whose Ministers have
prided themselves so mueh upon their aver-
gion to seeret contracts, to make the biggest
contract of its kind that has ever been made
in Western Australia, to pay the highest
price that has ever been paid for cattle in
the whole of Australia, and to make a one-
sided agreement in favour of a wealthy firm
and offer to the other dealers in the same
loeality an agreement which is unjust and
unfair in the extreme.

Mr. Nairn: That statement is not right.

Mr. THOMAS: The same old interjection.
It is not right, it is untrue, represents the
limit of the hon. member’s vocabulary.

Mr. Nairn: The Queensland Government
paid a penny per pound more than this
Government,

Mr. THOMAS: If it was the matter of
the price of a bottle of wine the hon. mem-
ber might be a fair judge.

The Minister for Works: What about a
box of pills?

AMr. THOMAS: Yes, they would do the
hon. member the world of good. Tt eame
to the lot of the Liberal Government to per-
petrate an agreement which will cast a re-
flection upon them so long as they remain
in political life.

The Minister for Works: You ought to
be happv.

Mr. THOMAS: Can I be happy when T
see the honour and integrity of this Parlia-
ment brought into question, and an injustice
such as this done to the people of that vast
provinee?
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‘The Minister for Works: Any stick to
beat a dog with will do for you if you getl
hold of it.

Mr. THOMAS: S0 long as the hon.
gentleman admits that 1 am beating him
now, it is all right. [ have spent some days
in going into this guestion, and have tried
to deal fairly and honestly with it.

The Minister for Works: How many
pounds of beefsteak are there in a bullock?

Mr. THOMAS: One might jost as well
try to find out how much intelligence there
is in the hon. member’s top story. If the
hon. gentleman desires to interject surely
he can find somelhing else than eheap in-
sults.

The Minister for Waorks: One gets tired
of hearing these tarradiddles.

Mr. THOMAS: The facts are too solid
either for the Minister or his colleagues.
They cannot clear away the stigma which is
attached to them for ever having carried
into effect this contract.

Mr. FOLEY (Leonora) [9.53]: In speak-
ing upon this no-confidence motion, I wish
it to be clearly understood that whilst this
counfry is so upset by the war, and whilst

conditions remain a$ they are at present, -

I do not care what Government is in office.
I have heard a great deal of national
government, and have heard the word
“national” used ever since I have been a
member of this Chamber. When the war
broke out there was talk of looking at every-
thing from a national point of view, of giv-
ing over party differences and party squab-
bles, and setting all these aside until after
the war. The present Opposition were then
oceupying the Treasury bench. As a Gov-
ernment they were honest in the compaect,
they made, and honestly kept that compact,
that they would not bring forward in this
Chamber any eontroversial matters. The
then leader of the Couniry party, the mem-
ber for Irwin (Mr. Gardiner) said in
an impassioned address to members of this
Chamber that party polities were out of the
question, and there were “Hear, hears” and
all sorts of wishes expressed when that hon.
genlleman made his speech. At the very
first meeting of the House after that speech
griticism was levelled at the then Govern-
ment by the present ocenpants of the Treas-
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ury beneh. 'This eriticism was the most
stringent I have ever heard since I have
been in this Chamber. It was not levelled
for the sake of giving any helpful adviee
to the Government, but levelled at them from
a purely party point of view, and it was
one of the worst and lowest-down party tae-
ties that could possibly have heen resorted
to. From that time onward they have never
let up on the Labour Government, and on
every possible occasion they have dragged
party in its worst form into their attacks
nupon that Government. Then we were told
that the finances were wrong and that every-
thing was wrong. I challenge any member
of the Liberal party during the ecurrency
of this war to prove to me, and this Cbam-
ber, and through the Chamber the State,
that they have ever in one instance and in
conneclion wilh one measure or any one
subject indulged in any helpful eriticism
at all. They have never given one word of
credit to any Minister holding a portfolio
under the Labour Government. They ask
why a want of confidence motion is pro-
posed at the present time. Such a motion
is absolutely necessary, and this State is
calling in lapguage most eloguent that the
confidence of this Ilouse should be tested
by the people who put us here, and to be
allowed to give an expression of opinion on
the question of the present Administration.
We find a list of Bills on the Notice Paper.
One is the Franchise Bill, and there are
many more on that page. We then come to
the various taxation measures, and to others
of a most econtroversial nature, including the
Trading Concerns Bill. There is not one of
these measures I have mentioned buf in
some way or other in a direci fashion re-
presents matters with which the poliey and
principles of the Labour party are closely
conneeted. They now ask this House to
give over all party criticism, but to allow
them to bring in every thing of a party
nature whilst we lay down the principles
that the people of this State put us here to
speak upon and work for. And now, he-
cause we put principle and sincerity first,
they think we are doing wrong in launching
a no-confidence motion. Immediately hefore
this motion was launched a section of the
Government made an appointment. A va-
cancy was caused by the gentleman who
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held this position resigning from it.
‘Whether the change that was brought about
is going Lo be good from the point of view
of the gentleman who now holds the posi-
tion, I cannot say. Had the Labour Gov-
ernment been in office and resorted to such
tactics every newspaper in the metropolitan
area and every man who took any interest
in public affairs would have had something
to say about the appointment I have spoken
of. That was done by a section of the Gov-
ernment. And the members of that Govern-
ment twitted this side of the House, when
on the Treasury bench, in regard to cer-
tain appointments. The fact reflects litile
credit on them that they should have criti-
cised the late Government for appointing
te the management of the State hotels a
man who was among eleven applicants sel-
ected as the best of those who had responded
to the advertisement of the position.
Minister for Railways has told s that the
Government did not make & certain appoint-
ment. But did not the gentleman appointed
by that Minister take the place of Mr. Sui-
ton? Mr, Sutton has done good work in this
State, and enjoys the confidence of the peo-
ple. Never in one instanee did Mr. Suiton
hetray the confidence placed in him by the
former Minister for Agrienlture. Undoubt-
edly, however, he was an overworked man.
Whether the position will be better filled
by Mr. Sibbald, whom the Minister for Rail-
ways appointed without consulting either the
House or anyone else, remains to be seen.
In view of Mr. Sibbald’s appointment, it will
ill-become the Liberal parly to eriticise any
appointments which may be made by any
future Lahour Government. My knewledge
of polities tells me that sincerity is the main
essential of good government,

Mr. Thomson: Are vou sincere now?

Mr. FOLEY: T refuse to take notiece of
inane interjections. Let us ses whether the
present Government have given any evidence
of sincerity. The Premier said that he was
bursting and burning to get to the country;
that the people, who are masters of the situ-
ation, should have the earliest opportunity
of expressing their opinion as to who should
oceury the Treasury bench. He is reported
as having said on the 24th July last:—

The people should be consulted at the
earliest possible moment, but not hefore

The-
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we have had an opportunity to look info

things.

The Government have bad several months
to look into things, and the business acumen
with whieh ihey eredit themselves should
have enabled them to know their poliey
within that period. I am strengthened in
that view by the fact that the Minister for
Railways worked wonders with the Indus-
tries Assistance Board in nine days. We
are told of many things that have happened
in nine days; there are many nine days
wonders. If the hon. gentleman could put
the Industries Assistance Board on a sound
business footing in nine days, why does he
not exlend his reforming activities? He
said to-night that he had never accused the
member for Guildford (Hen, W. D. John-
son) as Minister with doing anything wrong.
The Premier, however, did eriticise the mem-
ber for Guildford, saying—

The Industries Assistance Board was
found to be in a state of chaos, ledgers
and books not being well kept. My friend,
the member for Northam, who is now
again seeking election as a Minister, in
nine days did everything that was neces-
sary to put it oh a firm and fair business
basis,

Speaking not as one who knows much about
what the Industries Board have dene, but
yet speaking with the knowledge of a mem-
ber of this Chamber who has closely studied
the Aect under whieh the board orerate,
gpeaking, too, as one who recognises that
industries assistance was a new thing,
sprung upon the people of this State, I
recognise that a large undertaking of this
nature must be liable to mistakes. The Pro-
mier stated that he brought a wise mau from
the Eastern distriets who rectified every-
thing in nine days. The Premier said (hat
for this reason be wanted the electors of
Northam to return that hon. gentleman to
this Chamber.

Hon. P. Collier: Why does not the Pre-
mier turn this marvel loose in the Tieasury,
to fix up things there?

Mr. FOLEY: Western Australia is at
the present time in need of an autoerat, if
the right man can he found, Assuming that
the member for Northam made such a sue-
cess of the Industries Assistanee Board,
why does not the Premier shift him along
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a few seats and let him take cbarge of the
Treasury? In fifteen days he might straigh-
ten out the finances. Goodoess knows buf
what he wmight stop the war as well. There
is a remote possibility, or say a fair business
risk, even of that. On the subject of a dis-
solution the Premier further said—

1f Mr. Scaddan’s object is to get a
dissolution, 1 will promise bim thai as
soon as it ean be arvanged. I will not hold
office a momenl longer than the people of
this State want, but 1 will give them the
oppertunily of saying who shall be on
this side.

Hon. . Collier: Brave words,

Mr. FOLEY : Then there i9 the legal lum-
inary, the reernit from the Young Liberal
League, in the person of the Attorney Gen-
eral

Hon. P. Collier: The boss of the bridges.

Mr. FOLEY: Who is going to bridge
this matter over in the same manner as the
Swan. He showed good judgment in saying
affer his rc-election for Canning, and not
before—

I am dug in for Canning. Tt will take
all the Willie Johnson big guns to shift
me ont of Canning. I am here to stick.
Hon. J. . Connolly (Honorary Minis-

ter) : So he is; quite right.

Mr, FOLEY: The price at which that
bon. gentleman and his fellow Ministers are
here at the present time, is defianee of the
people ol this Siate. Their leader in an-
other place, Mr. Colebatch, the demi-god of
everything in Liberalism, the great I.am,
the man who was going to do everything,
the trenchant eritie who knew everything
when he was in Opposition, and who
has been the most miserable fatlure in a
Ministerial eapacity, said that the Liberals
were burning to get {o the country. The
Liberals ounght to be pretty well burnt
now. Mr, Colebateh did have a vietory
last week—the first victory he has gained
since he has been a Minister. If he has
done nothing else, he has re-cemented his
party. Still, bearing in mind the pliability
of the gentlemen now occapying Minis-
terial positions, there is not much credit due
for the job he performed in that direction.
As regards locking inte things, there are
one or iwo on which Ministers might well
exercise their judement. A great deal has
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been said about what the Liberal party
have done for the pastoralist.  But only

one elass of pastoralist is being considered
at the present time, Almost the whole of
the area from Kalgoorlie north to Peak Hill
is now being pioneered by pastoralists, small
men. They are outside the rahbit-proof
fence: it is said that it does not matter

much whieh side they are on, though
every member of the Liberal Govern-
ment  maintains  that the rabbit-proof
fence iz a great blessing to these
cattle men. At the same time they

are paying far more for their land than the
pastoralists of the North pay. It was the
present Minister for Railways who raised
the rents of these small cattle men—the men
who are doing so much to give the people
of the goldfields and of the metropolitan
arcas cheap meat at the present time. ‘

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): When did this happen?

Mr. FOLEY: Before the Minister fook-
that trip.

Hen. P. Collier: In 1908.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : He was not in office then.

Mr. FOLEY: 1i was when he was wrging
the miners to go on the land, when he was
saying to them, “Do not keep down in the
dark, dank mines; do mnot kill yourselves
working in mines, but go on the land; all
you have to do is to tickle the soil and up
comes the golden grain: if you have no
money, we will lend it to you; if yon bave
no horses, we will give them to you; if you
have no machinery, we will give it to you.”
In fact, the hon. gentleman was going to
shovel everything possible into the miners.
Unfortunately, many miners were bulldozed
into taking up land on areas where they
should not have been settled; and they have
not made a sncecess of agriculture in conse-
quence. It was just at this time the then
Minister for Lands was negotiating to raise
the rents of the small pastoralists in ques-
tion.

Hon. .JJ. D. Connolly {Honorary Minis-
ter): When did he raise the rents?

Mr. FOLEY: Just before making that
trip.

Hon. J. D. Comnolly {Honorary Minis-
ter): T say, no.
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Mr. FOLEY: The Honorary Minister
will have ample opportunity of replying to
me. T feel positive that Ministers, when
they come to reply to my statements on this
subjeet and to the eriticisms of the member
for Bunbury (Mr. Thomas) on the cattle
deal, will have all the denying to do that
they want, and all the trouble they are look-
ing for in order to prepare their reply.
Whether I am right or wrong as to the
time, those eattle men who are pioneering
that portion of the State are growing some
of the best cattle we e¢an produce, and some
of the best horses to be found in Australia.
Yet these people are hampered worse than
those who are in the North-West. The
Premier does not want a dissolution, though
the Attorney General who spoke on the
same platform as the Premier declared that
he wanted a dissolution. He, however, was
"not serious. OQur old friend the Minister
for Works, who is the Alpha and Omega of
everything so far as the world is concerned,
said, “Try us with a dissolution.” So far as
the Lahour party are concerned, we are
sincere on this question and we are con-
vinced that a dissolution would mean that
the people would be consulted. We were
willing and anxicns to consult them.

Mr, Thomson: You have a safe seat.

Mr. FOLEY: That is the only considera-
tion amongst Liberals at the present time.
They do not care about the country; the
position is as to how it will affect them per-
sonally. T like an interjection from the
member for Katanning because I know he
always replies to it himself. We heard a fort-
night ago the leader of the Country party
making his poliey speech. T listened to it
but I really could not say what his policy
was. 1 bave this idea, however, that before
ke spoke to the majority of his members
the Premier spoke to him and told
him what he wanted. The leader of
the Country party of course is a blind
follower, and unfortunately for many mem-
bers of that party they are obliged to follow
their leader. I take no nofice of the leader
of that party because no eriticism comes
from him; he is bound hand and foot to the
Premier. They talk ahout the Labour
party being bound hand and foot by Cau-
cus! We are not bound hand and foot into
being forced to stay here when the people
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should have the opportunity of saying
whether we have a right to continue to be
here. This subject is mentioned, and the
member for Katanning interjects that he
might lose his seat.

Mr. Thomson: I did not say that.

Mr. FOLEY: The hon. member can
bardly expeet us to know what be really
means.

Mr. Lambert drew attention to the state
of the House.

Bells rung, and a quoram formed.

Mr. FOLEY: The Government are not
sincere in their desire to go to the couniry.
What they are sincere about, or perhaps I
should say anxious about, is to get into re-
cess. I want to know what they propose
to do when they are in recess. The Minister
for Railways talked at great length to-night
on the question of the repatriation of the
soldiers.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honovary Minis-
ter); He talked with some effeet, too.

Mr. FOLEY: I do not agree with the
hon, member. Hon. members and the people
of Amstralia have been tatking on the ques-
tion and that is all that has been done. Hon.
members can talk till doomsday about re-
patriation but the soldiers will derive no
benefit from it. I contend it is the duty of
the Government not to go into recess until
some scheme of repatriation has been
brought forward and every member in the
House has diseussed it and assisted to for-
mulate a policy as to what we should really
do. But the Government want to horry
into recess and they are only doing what
many people and editors of newspapers in
Australia are doing, namely, beating hot
air, This is not a work for the Minister
for Rallways to take in hand during the
recess. It is a matter of the greatest im-
portance and if is the duty of every mem-
ber of Parliament to dieuss it and assist in
the direction of formulating a definite
scheme. Something has been said about re-
turned soldiers being started on the work of
growing potatoes. The Minister for Works
told us that two tons of potatoes which were
recently sent to the markets brought about
£2, and we learned also that on another
oceasion six bags were sold for 6a. If
potatoes are being grown to fetch only that
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price, it is very apparent that the Soutb-
Woest is too far away from the markets for
successful jotato growing. If men who
are physieally fit cannot grow potatoes sue-
cessfully down there, how are we going to
expect returned soldiers, many of whom will
be physically unfit, to make a living in this
way? T contend it costs a good bit to put
in an acre of potatoes and to Luke them off;
1 suppose it would come to £18 an acre, and
when we are told that two fons recently
felched £2, the outlook is very poor for re-
turned soldiers. The suggestion has also
been made fthat some should be assisted in
the direction of fruit growing. Ts it not a
farce in take about physically unfit soldiers
undortaking this work? An hon. member
in this Chamber recently wrote an article
whieh appeared in the Producers’ Eeview on
the subjeet of fruit growing, and that hon.
member kpew what he was writing about,
yvet fruit was only fetching 1s, 6d. a case.
How can returned soldiers become orehard-
ists when fruit only realises that price? 1
am convinced that potatoes and fruit are
right out of the question. 8o far as wheat
growing is concerned, we know that it is
impossible for even physieally fit men to
make a snceess of it and yet it is proposed
to established returned soldiers in this in-
dustry. There are quite enongh men on the
land who are not fit to be there and whose
failures have to be borne by the taxpayers
of this State.

Mr. Thomson: Rubhish.

Mr. FOLEY : There are men on the land
in the hon. member's constitnency who
would be better off it, not only from their
own point of view but from that of the tax-
payers of the State. Yet we propose to put
more men on the land. We should also
reicember too that there are 1,000 farms in
the possession of the Agrieultural Bank
which are not being worked t{o-day, and
these are farms which have been
thrown up heecause those who started
them failed to make a suceess of them.
And now the member for Northam tells
us he proposes to do something for those
men. Prohably he will allow those forfeited
holdings to remain idle, But it may be that
he will make a virtue of necessity and put
the returned soldiers on to that land, and
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under the guise of doing lhem a good {urn
will do them a similar had turn as was done
to hundreds of men from the goldfields
under his previous administration. This
House should insist that the Government
artive af finality oo this question of the
repatriation of soldiers. Unless they do so,
it will be a very serious indietment of the
Governmenl ; it will show that all they have
told us has been merely heating the air and
idle talk. Xt is our duty to legislate for the
soldiers, and unless we do so we are not
doing that which Lhe Siate pays us to do.
I want the Government to hring down a 13ill
and afford the House an opportunity of dis-
cussing it. After the sad experienve of the
thousand farmers on Lhe Agricultural Bank,
L want somelhing more than lhe member
for Northam hag told us, I want also the
opinion of the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson), and I want the best brains of
this Chamber brought Lo hear on the in-
anguration of a schere for the repatriation
of our soldiers. There is little need for me
to speak on the guestion of the finances, for
it is not given to everyone to he an expert
on finance. At the same lime one does not
require to be a great mathematician to
realise that, despite Lhe business acumen, the
business ability, and all the other attributes
of Thusiness possessed by the present
Govermmend, if we may take them at their
own valnation, the deficit has sleadily in-
creased month by month. Not only that, but
there has been a cessation of the poliey
followed when the present leader of the
Opposition was in charge of the Treasury.
At that time in many parts of the Siate,
but more particularly in the metropolitan
area, a good deal of work in sewerage con-
nection was carried out which is caleulaled
to bring in revenue in the fulure. We find
to-day that scarcely a man is engaged on
that work in the metropolitan area, and
almost every man employed on water sup-
ply at Kalgoorlie bas been put off. T wish
to issue this warning, that unless the matler
of the upkeep of the pipe line is carefully
watched, we may in the very near future be
faced with the position that vur goldfields
areas are without water. I will not say ilie
Government would not think anything of
that; they would consider it a great cal-

amity. But if the cheese-paring policy of
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the present is allowed to continue, wost of
our mines may have to close down, and if
that happens many of them will not start
again. They are at present working on a
very close margin between profit and loss,
and we should see that they are afforded
every facility to keep working. The Gov-
.ernment, by their cheese-paring poliey, have
ecommitted an act which, in the near future,
may leave Kalgoorlie without water. And
why have they done this? To save an odd
penny here and there. The member for
Buobury (Mr., Thomas) has pointed out in
conneclion with the cattle deal that it is
possible for rich men to get thousands of
pounds out of the Government—and still
they wonder why it is a no-coufidence
motion is hurled at them. The Attorney
(General assures us that business acumen will
be used. It is marvellons how that ery of
business acumen is always (rotted ouf.
When the leader of the Opposition was in
charge of the Treasury, it is true we bhad a
deficit, but it was not so big as that of the
present Treasurer. But he did not stop
works of every deseription. He kept the
wheels of indusiry going te a greater ex-
tent than the present Government have done.
The present Government elaim to be men of
business, but, seeing that they have increased
the deficit, despite enhanced revenue,
1 submit it is about time we had some resulf
from that bnsiness acumen.

Member: They showed business strategy
last week. :

Mr. FOLEY : I never questioned the Gov-
ernment’s capacity for strategy. 1 know
them to be strategists, and would advise
some of them to go to the goldfields where
they would certainly seeare a job as under-
ground engineers. FHow has the Attorney
General shown his business acumen insofar
as it affects those who elected him? He has
raised the railway fares to every station in
his electorate, to Burswood, At. Lawley,
Maylands, Bayswater, Victoria Park and
Belmont. And he has raised the fares on
the working man. The Attorney General
stickg out his chest and gays he is a beifer
Labour man than any of us on this side.
He tells himself this so often that probably
he believes it. He has raigsed the second
class fares by 66 per cent., from 3d. to 5d.
‘That is the good business acumen the people
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of thé Canning electorate have to thank
the Attorney General for. He said to him-

self, “My best friends ride first class, as I
do,” and he showed class bias by drawing a
line of demarcation between the wealthy
people who ride first elass and those who
ride sceond. He did this when be raised the
first class fare by only 40 per cent. as com-
pared with the 66 per cent. rize in the case
of the poor man. The fares of the navvy,.
of “Bill Bowyangs,” the shop girl, the men
and women whom he cajoled into voling
for him, and the apprentices, have been
raised G6 per cent.; but the big men oceupy-
ing high positions in the town;, who ride
first class, have had their fares raised only
40 per cent. The Attorney QGeneral has
lost no opportunity of raising the faxes on
poor men in the Canning electorate. The
people of that electorate elected him to
show his business acumen. If this raising
of taxes on the poor represents his busginess
acumen, he ought to take the first oppor-
tunity of asking his electors if they are
satisfied. If he did this, T an inelined to
think his big vietory at the recent election
would now be exactly reversed. The member
for Leederville (3r. Veryard), a supporter
of the Government, hag to take dicfation
from the Attorney General, for the Aitorney
General has also put a tax on the electors
of Leederville, whose second-class railway
passengers now pay a 66 per cent. increase,
while the first-class passengers pay a 40
per cent. increase. The same imposition has
been put on the electors of Subiaco. In
respect to North Perth, we see nothing of
the promised penny sections on the trams.
Personally T admit T do pot think our popu-
lation safficiently large to warrant penny
sections; but they were promised, and the
promise should be fulfilled. Again, the busi-
aess acumen of the Government was made
manifest in their income tax proposals,
Here, also, they drew a class distinchion
between the rich and the poor, for in their
Bill they proposed an increase of 181 per
eent. on the poor man in receipt of £200
a year, while the increase proposed to be
levied on the man worth £2,000 a year was
only 23 per cent. I am not objecting
to equitable taxation. To my mind any
man not at -the Front should be per-
feetly willing to pay taxes; indeed,
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if they were to tax us to the exfent of
10s. per week, no one would be justified
in cavilling at it. But I objeet to
the Governmeni drawing class distinctions
in their taxation proposals. What we want
is, not class legislation, but legislation which
will bear equitably on all, will give equal
opportunity to all. ’

Mr. Smith: You have not had equal op-
portunities for all from the Trades Hall

Mr. FOLEY: The only time I met my
friend at the Trades Hall he had equal op-
portunily with me. The Government have
eriticised everything that the late Govern-
ment did, more particularly in respect to
State steamers, Long before ever State
steamers were established, the present Pre-
mier issued a cireular letter to the pastor-
alists of the North, asking them if they
would support a service of State steamships.
On the 12th May, 1916, the Premier de-
clared that they would take advantage of
the high market to dispose of the disastrous
State steamers. Why, then, have the Gov-
ernment not given effect to their poliey. as
enunciated at the Canning election. and sold
every one of the Slate steamers? Why do
they not sell the “Kangaroo” at a profit
while they may? At the Canning election
the worst that eould be =aid ahout the State
steamers was freely said by the Premier, the
Atforney General, and the Colonial Seere-
tary. If those genilemen felt so lkeenly
about the State steamers why do nol they
now get rid of them? They have made more
than the ‘“Kangaroo” cost during the
present vear. There are people in the
North-West who are not getting a fair deal
from the Tiberal Government, even from the
steamer they have at present. As the mem-
ber for Bunbury (Mr. Thomas) said, they
have to make about 10 direct trips from
Fremantle to Derby doring a certain season,
which means that all other portions of the
North-West are without a steamer service
during that time. This service was not in-
stituted by the Labour Government to make
money for one firm, but to take the place
of railways which people enjoy in other
parts of the State. The whole thing is a
scandsl and a shame. All other parts of the
North-West are being sacrificed for the sake
of one firm which is going to make a fabul-
ons sum of money out of the country. They
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are paid for the cattle which come down,
and they will atso get the cattle from the
small men who bring their stock inte Derby.
On the understanding that they are going
to get a hoat the small men will get their
cattle on the road between their stations and
the port, and Emanuvel Bregs.,, who will have
the vessel, will send out their agents and buy
these eattle at a priee which will represent
a sacrifice. a5 the owners would rather ac-
eept that price fhan take them back to the
station beeause of the lack of feed along the
road. KEven before State steamers were in
aperation the big cattle firms took every
available foot of room in ihe hoals to the
exclusion of the cattle of the small men.
This has {aken place in the past, and will
continue to take place in spite of what the
Minister for Lands thinks. 1 do not say
that the Grovernment are doing this for the
sake of putling small men down, but wilh-
out n knowledge of the question, which they
honld have from their officers, they have
inade this agreement which is g0 much op-
posed to the interesi= of the small men. The
Government have not kept their word, and
have nol given the State u scintilla of evi-
dence that they possess the business know-
ledge nceessary to run the eountry, in spite
of their saying they possessed it. They have
done nothing but bring in a number of party
measures and fight them with a party bit-
terness on every possible oceasion, If they
come before the House nfter recess with a
repatriation scheme for us to discuss, and
not one for the members of Cabinet only,
they will be doinz something which the
counntry demanis that they should do. When
we find them stooping to the methods they
have emploved for the purpose of hanging
on to office, we eannot expect much from
them. When the Premier was beaten fairly
and squarely one night he asked the Gov-
ernor for a dissolution. His Excellency told
him to go back and get work. He did not
put it in two words. T have always had a
deep admiration for the member for Pil-
hara (Mr. Underwgod). In the Chamber
one night he said that he would be prepared
to carry on the duties of Governor at £500
a year and do the work well. If the position
oanly needs a man lo tell people to go and
get work, T am sure the hon, member eould
carry ont the duties with greater effect than
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even His Excellency. The leader of the Coun-
iry party was then consulted. In my belief
the Government knew well that a dissointion
would not be granted, but nevertbeless they
brought the leader of the Country party to
heel. They cajoled bim into thinking that
he was the only pebble on the beach, whereas
it was not the leader of the Country party,
but the party sitling behind him, some mem-
bers of whom had expressed independent
opinions. Unfortunately for the State, the
Premier was then able to cajole the Country
parly into submitting to anything that

would keep the Governmenl in office.
This was an absolutely wrong thing
to do. When  ¢riticised  the other
night the Minister for Mines, to use

a slang expression, flew off the handle. !
hope he will not do so to-night, because 1
want to tell him something that he can do
for the miners. The miniog industry just
now is at a low ebb and on the wane. Ti
is an industry which was responsible for
the progress of this State, and had it not
been for the war and the scarcity of men
our mines would have heen flourishing to-

day. There are new shows opening up, and

some of our gold-producing mines wonld
have been turning out wore gold but for
the conditions brought about by the war.
Costs of material which is used in the pro-
duction plants have gone up from 60 per
cent. to 80 per cent. We as a State must do
something for an industry which has brought
about so much progress in the State and
which for many years represented, possibly,
the paramonnt factor in that progress.
There bas been nothing in the policy formu-
lated by our friends opposite for the assist-
anee of this indnstry, and nothing new put
before us by the Minister for Mines except
the proposal for a eonference.

Hon. J. I. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : That iz more than the Labour Minis-
try did.

Mr. FOLEY: If the late Minister had
committed the folly of calling a conference
I would have criticised him for so doing. If
there was any idea totally bereft of any-
thing that would do good for the industry
it is that of calling a conference,

Mr. Carpenter: It has not been called
yet.

- him outside.
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Mr. FOLEY: They bave promised to do
g0. ! hope the Minister for Mines will not
carry out Lis promise, and if he does not
we will be thoroughly satislied.

The Attorney General: What is your sug-
gestion?

Mr. FOLEY: That the Minister should
leave the econference absolutely alone.

The Attorney General: Then yon ean con-
sider your invitation eancelled.

Mr. FOLEY: I was a member ol one min-
ug conference, and another member of it
was & publican who—1 should say from
# knowledge of him extending over years—
iad never gone three steps from his own
door. e had a pretty good mine, which
petered out when the town petered out. I
have heard that gentleman dilate on the
great gualities of the prospector, the man
who blaxzed the track. That was the man
he was going to stiek up for. Bat it all
ended in absolntely nothing. And similarly
the Ministers proposed conference would
endd in nothing. In my opinicn, what is
needed to sbhmulate goldmining at the pre-
senl 1ime in Western Australia is the ap-
pointment of a man who thoroughly under-
stands the subjeet, from top to bottom, to
go all over this Staie visiting old shows,
and then, with the assistance of the data in
the possession of the Mines Department, to
report to the Government which of the old
shows are worth working again. Sueh a
man is to he had in this State, and he should
be paid by the Government a salary com-
mensurate with that which wounld be offered
The Government could come
to the assistance of mining by pumping out
such old shows as this man might recom-
mend. Many of them were closed down be-
cause at that time their low-grade ore did
not pay to work. The same man could
look round for likely country for prospec-
tors. It is all very well to point to the State
Geological Survey Branch; bui what the
Government should do is to put on fifty good
men to go over the known auriferous belt,
or a little further out. TUnder the super-
vision of a good man, these prospectors
conld do much to stimulate mining; or,
for that matier, the Government could obtain
on our fields prospectors who would not
need supervision. But the Government, so
far from assisting mining development, are
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in many cases charging exorbitant rates for
water at subsidised mills where prospectors
erush their stone. That does not help the
industry, and I have not yet heard of any
contemplated change of Mines administra-
tion in this respect, In faet, I know of
nothing for the advancement of mining that
has emanated from the present Government.
A mining conference is to be held in Mel-
bourne, and if the Minister for Mines pro-
poses to attend it he should get a man who
knows mining in this State—irrespective of
whether lie is a Government officer or not—
to accompany him, so that what is needed in
the interests of Western Australian mining
may be laid before that conference. In re-
speet of wmining, this State is unlike any
other Stale. If the Minister adopted this
course, we should have some reason to credit
Lhe Government with sineerity. If the pros-
pecting vote will not meet the cost, advant-
age can be taken of a section of the Indus-
tries Assistance Act, in the same way as
that weasure is applied to promoie agri-
culture. The Act contains the necessary
provision, though the previous Covernment
said that everything peedful would bhe done
under the Mining Development Act. The
Mipister for Mines will be well guided if he
adopts this suggestion in order to assist the
first great industry of this State.
On motion by Mr. O'Loghlen debate ad-
" journed. . '

House adjourned at 11.5 p. m.
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Quegticns : Esperunce Roilway Constroction 1837
Indastries Assivtance Bourd, Wheat Bags 1837
Water Supply, Bayswater and Maoylands... 1837
‘Wheat Marketing Scheme ... 1838
Railway Conntrnction, Moryaret River .. 1838
Tradiog Conceros, Guvernment Assistance 1848
Agent Goneralship 1839
Sewyrage System, ?nrluunont House 1839
Miving Industry 1539
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Commission . - . 1839

Papers pre‘ented
Motion: Want of| Conifidence in the Government ...

Freczing Works,

The SPEAKER 1ook the Chair at 4.30
p.m, and read pravers,

QUESTION—ESPERANCE RAILWAY,
EXPENDITURE,

Mr. SMITH asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What expenditure, exclusive of
the Royal (‘ommission, has been incurred
in connection with the Esperance railway
since the stoppage of work? 2, Are there
any olficials or workmen on the line at pres-
ent and what are they engaged in?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1. On land resumption survey, £303; care-
taker’s wages, ete,, £23—£326. 2, One per-
son only is employed—a earetaker.

QUESTION — INDUSTRIES ASSIST-
ANCE BOARD. WHEAT BAGS.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON asked the Min-
ister for [udustries: 1, Have the Industries
Assistance Board arranged the price which
15 to be eharged the farmers for the wheat
bags supplied? 2, Tf so what price has heen
fixed?

The MINISTER FOR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1. Yes. 2, 8s5. 8d. per dozen.

QUESTION—WATER SUPPLY, BAYS-
WATER AND MAYLANDS.

Hon. W. D. JOHANSON asked the Min-
ister for Water Supply: 1, Whether he is
aware that during the summer the water
supply, partienlarly of Bayswater and May-
lands, has been deficient in quality and



