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nomination of Governors were left to the
State Governments it is possible that all
future appointments would be political ones.
As the leading article in this morning’s
paper points out only a little while ago one
of the Premiers tried to make a position for
himself at Washington—a positien both un-
necessary and uncalled for. Fortunately, he
failed. I would recommend every member to
read that leading article. It indicates the
dangers that will confront us if the memorial
meets with success. I have moved the
amendment because 1 realise that a matter
of great importance is involved. Let me
give some reasons for my surprise at the
Premier having signed the memorial. A few
weeks ago he returned from the seat of Em-
pire after having met statesmen, financiers
and men of high standing. In England he
we well received; he obtained a good deal of
information and he had a good time. Those
privileged to hear the Premier’s utterances
in the Prince of Wales Theatre on his return
are not likely to forget it. It was one of
the finest addresses I had heard. From him,
therefore, I did expect something better than
his bowing to such a request by subseribing
his name to the petition. It is beyond me
how he could see what he saw, hear what he
heard, and be received as he was received in
the Old Country, and then almost immed-
iately after his return to the State counld
concur m the advoecaey of sueh a radieal
change. Maybe it was within the Premier’s
provinee to act as he did, but on a matter
of such importance he should first have con-
sulted Cabinet and the representatives of
the people in Parliament assembled, and given
them an opportunity to express their views.

On motion by the Colonial Secretary, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 541 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Tenth Day-—Conclusion.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

MR. WILSON (Collie) [4.33]: I shall
not detain the House very long. Were it
not for a litile episode this week, I would
rot have spoken. In common with other
members of the House I attended the Legis-
lative Council to hear the Governor’s Speech.
I lieard it and I believe the Governor was
there. In fact I did not see bim, but I
found out afterwards that he was hidden
from sight by some uniformed person occu-
pying the scat of the Chairman of Com-
mittees. Whether the Governor ever nodded
to me or to the back of that particular gen-
tleman, I do not know. The time has arrived
when we should have some manners dis-
played and we should see that no officer of
the Legislative Counecil stands in front of
His Excelleney. In fact I think a change of
programme would be very acceptable in this
House, because I think the Governor should
open Parliament in the House of the people
—the Legislative Assembly.

Mr. Panton: Hear, hear!

Mr. WILSON: It is not too late in the
day to make the attempt.

Mr. Maley: We will have it over again,

Mr. WILSON: It is one of these things
that everyone appreciates.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We will have
Lo get better furniture here.

Mr., WILSON: I wish to econgratulate
the State upon the appointment of such a
distinguished soldier and gentleman as Sir
William Campion to the position of Gov-
ernor of this State. I 2lso wish to con-
gratulate ourselves npon having so worthy
a Lieutenant-Governor as Sir Roberf Ae-
Millan. At the same time I endorse the ae-
tion taken by the Premier in conjunction
with Premiers in the Eastern States relative
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to the appointment of future Governors
from Australians.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We do not quite
agree with you.

Mr. WILSON: Let me have a show! I
did not interrupt you very much! We have
men in this State who, with all due respect
to the present occupant of the office, could
carry out the duties wisely and well. T am
glad that the Premier has joined with the
other Premiers in this respect. In the *“West
Australian” of the 10th August is a state-
ment indicating that our Premier has for-
warded a memorial to that effect, It states—

The Western Auvstralian Government have

decided to agrec with the request made by the
Premier of New South Wales (Mr. Lang)
that representations he made to the Imperial
Government that in future only Australians
should be appointed to the positions of State
Governors. The Premier {(Mr. Collier) made
that announcement last night.
Of course that debars me as a Scotsman
from taking the job. I am convinced, how-
ever, that we have Australians who could fill
the position honourably and well, men who
kave done yeoman serviee, and 1 think the
time has arrived when Australians should
look after their own country. I congratu-
late the Government on the excellent pro-
gress they have made in ¢onnection with the
finances. When I remind hon. members that
the deficit has been reduced from £229,000
to £58,000, they will see what good progress
has been wmade. While it may be true that
the foundations were laid by other pcople,
the earrying out of the good work was left
to the present Government. They have done
that work well. I congratulate the State
upon nearly turning the corner. -

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Don't pat your
own hacks.

Mr. WILSON: In the Governor's Speech
I find reference to what has been done for
returned soldiers in connection with the
Mental Home. I am one of those who be-
lieve we cannot do too muoch for those people.
They are afflicted in more ways than one and
it is up to the Government 1o help the people
who hore the heat and burden of the fight in
France. Tt is not too late in the day to make
their lot easier, and I am pleased fo note
that the Government are trying (o do some-
thing for these men. There has been and
still is a considerable sum of money held in
various parts of the State in connection with
the War Patriotic Fund. A Royal Com-
misgion was appointed two or three years
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ago to inquire into this malter and the sug-
gestion was made that these sums should be
pocled and placed under the conirol of a
trust directed by three trustees, one of whom
would be appoinfed by the soldiers, one by
publie, and one by the Government. I be-
lieve that the Government intend to intro-
duce a Bill to give effect to that recommenda-
tion. 1f that is done it will enable the money
to be put to its proper use. I hope thab will
be done this year. Referring to forestry mat-
ters, I was pleased to hear the interesting
address delivered by the member for Forrest
(Miss Holman). [ congratulate her on hex
clection to Parliament and 1 believe she will
he a worthy representalive of her father who
did so well in this ITouse. DPractically half
the electors in my constituency comprise
timber workers. In addition to the Collie
mines I have 15 or 16 mills extending from
Nannup to Wilga, Collie, and Greenbushes.
I agree with Miss Holman'’s remarks when
she referred to some of the conditions under
which the men are working as being unsatis-
factory. T know some of their conditions
are fairly good, while others are fairly bad.
Ot course we do not get all bad employers
or all good emplovees, and so it is well that
all the conditions are mixed. I think more
eontrol should be taken over the provision
of aceommodation for workers in connection
with this industry, and T suggest that some
measure should be introdveed for that pur-
pose.  As to migration, I am more than
pieased to congratulate the Premier on the
good work he accomplished in the Old Land.
He made a better agreement with the Im-
perial authorities than was previously given
fo us. Of course we saw the faults of the
old agreement and they have been rectified
to a considerable extent.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You are refer-
ring to Mr. Broee’s agrecment?

Mr., WILSONX: Tf the Prime Minister
(Mr. Bruce) arranges anything, we must
look ont that we are not taken down.

The Premier: Not so good an agreement
now, is it?

Mr. WILSON: I am always seeptical of
Johnny Australians and he is one of them.

Mr. Mann: Are vou sceptical about his
three-quarters of a million?

Mr. WILSON: Practically; hecause we
don’t get it in hord cash. Even if he does
give us £750,000 ke onght -to give more in
view of the zood work done by Western Auns-
tralia on hehalf of the returned soldiers
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when they were disbanded. The returned
guldiers should get a few more three-quarters
ot a million from the Federal Government and
ibe {ime has come when we should be pre-
pared te cut down some of the settler-
soldiers’ losses and the Federal Treasury
should pay for it.  Three-quarters of a
aillivn is not enough.

Mre. Mann: It is not a bad start.

Mr. WILSON: That is so. I believe Sir
James Mitchell moved in this matter when
he was Premier, but I believe that if there
was some more kick from our Federal re-
presentatives the ball would be set rolling
faster. 1 suggest a hetter kick.

Hon. Sir James Miichell: But £1,200,000
15 not too bad.

Mr. WILSON: A vood deal more should
be done for the soldier settlers. When ]
was speaking on one oceasion the Leader
of the Opposition inlerjected about some
land that had been purchased as having heen
a rood bargain.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: So it was.

Mr. WILSON: Some of the land pur-
chased represented outrageous bargains, and
some of the people who sold the land should
not be ullowed outside for two or three
vears. They did it deliberately and the
Teader of the Opposition knows it.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: T do not.
speak for yourself.

Mr. WILSON: You do. They sold it to
unsuspeciing returned soldiers when they
vame haek. TPlenty of farms were sold at
enhanced prices to the diggers, and they
had no hope of pulling through. A pood
many of the men have been foreced off the
land because of the exorbitant prices paid
for it. Exorbitant prices had to be charged
dhem beranse too much was paid by the
Lands Department for the land. Some men
who sold their land to the Government gave
a fair deal, but some of them did not. T
am in favour of group settlement, and I
am in faveur of immigration. From the
mere faect of anvone erificising a scheme,
it shoull not he impuated that he is op-
nozed to the scheme. No hig scheme was
ever lannched without a good many blun-
ders having heen committed. Britain blun-
dered throneh the war and. thourh she won
the war, she Inst financially. We shall win
thronch with the zroup settlement scheme,

You
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but we shall lose financially. The gain, how-
ever, will be socially. What if group set-
tlement cost four or five millions and we
had to write off half the money? If the
Commonwealth could spend seven hundred
millions for the purpose of slaying men in
TFranee, surely to God the Commonwealth
vould spend seventy millions to establish
The Federal Govern-
ment should sce that something is done;
they should help the State to bring group
settlement to a successful issue.

Tlon. Sir James Mitchell: They are help-
ing.

My. WILSON: Sometimes they are not
100 helpful.

Hon. Sir Tames Mitchell: Yes, they have
never heen =0 good as they are now.

My, WILSON: There has been a good
deal of comment regarding the personnel of
the group settlement commission. 1 was
somewhat amused at the remarks of the
member for Perth (Mr. Mann). He said in
effect that the members of the commission
were prejudiced because they were wheat
farmers. On the commission were men whe
have spent practically 20 vears in the South-
West.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not farming.

My WILSON: Well) they were there and
saw how (o clear land, and it ill-became the
member for Perth to criticise the personnel
of the Commission. The hon. member a
few years ago was appointed to a Royal
Commission as a timber expert and he had
never worked amongst timber in his life.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have only
to put in an hour and a half on timber fo
learn ahout it.

Mr. WILSON: The member for Perth
claimed that the members of the commis-
sion were prejudiced because they were
wheat farmers. Was he prejudiced on the
Forests Commission becanse he was not a
timher worker? No. T bhelieve he gave
an honest report in conformity with the
evidenre taken, and T am equally prepared
to say that the group settlement commission
were as honest in their conclusions. They
did excellent work. Complaint has been
made that thev did not call too many wit-
nesses, When a Roval Commission sits it
s possible to et any number of witnesses,
but many of them only cover the same
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ground. There are 127 group settlements,
and almost the same tale is told in each
loeality. It is useless to examine 20 men
if half a dozen can supply all the evidence.
I am given to understand that a good deal
of the evidence was put up to the commis-
sion by the department, who adduced the
best evidence possible. The evidence covers
6,000 odd questions and answers, most of
which I have read. Apart from that I
have visited a good many groups. T have
not too muech knowledge of farming, but
I speak from a certain acquaintance with
the eonditions in both Gippsland and in the
South-West. T was 20 years in Gippsland
and T have heen 20 years in the South-
West.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Underground.

Mr. WILSON: Not all the time. A
miner works only eight hours a day, and
after work he has time to observe the con-
ditions. TIf anyone says the rainfall of the
South-West is as good as that of Gippsland,
he does not know what he is talking about.
The table of statistics submitted to
the ecommission was an  eye-opener,
The rain in the Bacchus Marsh distriet is
more than double that of the South-West.
However, I de¢ not wish to pursne
that matter further, as I understand
there will be an opportunity to dizeuss
the question of group settlement later on.
We have had a diatribe by men born
in Collie against the fuel produced there,
There is a holy Joe in the other
House, one of those pions beef buecan-
cers who gets up and talks about what the
Collie people should do, what they are doing
and what they are filching from the State.
and what they are filehing from the State. 1
can stand all their personal jibes about Collie
coal, but when such statements are published
in the Press, they have a harmful cffeet, and
it is time the member for the district took
up the eudgels in behalf of the industry and
those engaged in it. TFour weeks ago I saw
in one of the aleoves of the House Mr. Harry
Gregory, one-time Minister of the Crown in
this State, sitting with four or five other
members. As T passed I heard a remark to
the effect that we were paying too much for
Collie coal. At the time T thought the re-
mark was intended solely for my edification.
When T returned that way I asked Mr.
Gregory whether he had made the statement
that we were payving too much for Collie
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coul, and he replied in the affirmative. T
said, “You do not know what you are talk-
ing about.”

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
not say that.

Mr. WILSON: I did; and if the hon.
member for Northam considers that the
price is 65, too high, he does not krnow what
he is talking about, either. Mr. Gregory
said the State was paying 6s, 2 ton too much
for Collie ecoal. T denied the truth of his
statement and added, “Anyway, should not
the Collie miners receive an increase of
wages, the same as the workers in any other
trade? Do not forget that vou raised your
salary from £600 to £1,000.” He replied
that he did not want the increased salary,
and I answered, “No, but you took it.” TLet
me now return to that holy Joe in the Upper
House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Anyhow, his
wits are as sharp as the end of a butcher's
block.

Surely you did

Mr. Maley: The Government ought to
buy Irwin coal.
Mr. WILSON: Mr. Holmes, speaking in

the Counecil
Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WILSON: Then I shall say an hon.
member in another place.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member must
not introduee into the debate here anything
that transpired in another place.

Mr. WILSON: Does that mean that any
man may abuse and vilify a lot of workers
and that T am to have no. right of replying
to him?%

Mr. SPEAKER: It means that you can-
not diseuss what transpires in another place,

Mr. WILSON: I have heard it stated, T
do not know whether in another Chamber or
elsewhere, that one man said the State was
paying 6s. per ton more for Collie coal than
it was worth in comparison with Neweastle
coal. T shall prove from departmental
Bzures that that statement is absolutely in-
correct and malicious. It has also been
stated that English capital has control of the
coal mines in lhe Collie district. That is not
correct. I have been through the list of
shareholders and I find the statement is en-
tirely untrue. Still, I was always of the
opinion that we welcomed British or foreign
capital, and that we should do nothing to
traduce it or frighten it away, One man is
said fo have remarked that the State was
paying 6s. per ton too much for Collie cosl
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to ensure that the miners should receive a
pay they never earned. If any member has
ever been down a Collie mine and =een the
men at work, he will agree with me that they
earn their money. No man works barder
than does the Collie miner. The miners are
engaged on piecework, and though they earn
big wages on the days on which they are em-
ployed, their work is intermittent. I guar-
antee that they do not average four days per
week over the whole year. That being so,
surcly they are entitled to a fair day’s wage
for the days on which they are employed.
Would anyone complain that the Fremantle
lumpers earned too much?

Mr. Sleeman : They do not earn too much.

Mr. WILSON: No man would ever con-
tend that they do. If they do receive a fair
rate, they do not average many days’ work
in the week. One thing about ihe Collie
miners is that they do not get a holiday at
any time without suffering a deduetion from
their pay. Yet there are men who wounld
fraduce such workers. They talk abont
bookmakers being in the town. It is true we
have three bookmakers there, but we also
have 1,500 workmen there, including timber
workers, railway men, and colliers. Even if
a man does go to Collie on Saturday and
see between 20 and 40 men gathered together
trying to pick winners, that is not to say
the other 1,450 odd wmen are squandering
their money. Nearly every man in Collie
owns his little home. That does not in-
dicate improvidence on their part. Tt shows
they are looking after their family affairs
and are trying fo make their homes comfort-
able. During the war all kinds of things went
up in price. Before 1914 wheat stood at
4s, a bushel, but during the war it went up
to 9s. Wool also went up.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: It has come down,
too.

Mr. WILSON: That is so. Beef has
gone up and so has sogar. If we compare
the price of groceries now with the prices
in 1914 we find that it costs 33s. to-day to
buy the quantity of groceries we ¢onld have
bought for £1 in 1914. Tn view of the fact
that all these commaodities bave gone up, it
is only natural that wages should go np, and
the wages of Collie miners had to go up as
well as those of other people. An ofi-re-
peated sneer is that we are paying 6s. per
ton by way of a bonus on Collie coal. T am
going to put the boof on the other foot, and
to show that Collie coal is snbsidising the
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Government, and has been subsidising it for
the past 10 years. Last night a member
spoke about the price of coal charged to the
Electricity Supply Department. He was
justified in doing that. Some men did not
know their work when they drafted the
agreement be{ween the Government and the
Perth City Council. Although the price of
Collie eoal went up from 10s. to 24s. a ton,
he forgot to mention that the freight had in-
creased from Gs. to 14s. The freight on Col-
lie coal in 1914 to Fremantle was 6s. 6d. a
ton, but to-day it is 14s. a ton, or more than
double the amount. T suppose ths Commis-
sioner of Railways iz paid to do his work,
and T give him credit for the way he is doing
it, but I do not think he is quite fair to the
industry.,

Mr. Mann: He is deing his work well.

Mr. WILSON: Yes, but if he is unfair in
his comment about the Collie ¢oal industry it
does us no good, Two years ago he said in
his report that it would be woticed that the
price of Collie eoal between 1907 and 1922
had increased from 9s. 6d. to 19s. per tom,
or twice the amount. IHe allowed his state-
ment to stop at that. On the same page he
stated that Newcastle coal had inecreased
nearly 200 per ccot., but he made no com-
ment about it. ‘

Mr. Maley: No provision has been made
for compensation to farmers for the burning
of their erops through Collie coal.

Mr. WILSON: All the erops the hon, mem-
ber grows would not call for runch compensa-
tion. The Comissioner’s analogy was not
fair comment. He also stated that if Col-
lie coal could be obtained 3s. o ton cheaper,
it would be very much better for the rail-
ways. If he wonld take £1,000 a vear off
his salary and convince the railway emplovees
to take 3s. a day less wages, he would save
many thousands of pounds to the service.
He has not tried that scheme, but he wants
the Collie miners to take 3s. » day less so
that he may make a better showing with the
railways. The railwaymen are cntitled to
receive a fair day’s wage and T do not say
they are getting too much, but the Collie
miners are also entitled to that, and they
are not getting enough. Let me deal with
the oft-repeated gihes of tha Leader of the
Opposition and also those of other members
who are attached to his party, that we are
paving extra for Collie coal. I have here a
statement eomparing the consumption of
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Collie coal with that of Newcastle ecal. The
basis employed is 1 ton of Newcastle to 1.38
tons of Collie coal. In 1907 the Chief Mech-
anical Engineer Mr. Hume, gave the Collie
coal figure as being 1.414 tons. e was told by
the then Minister for Railways, Mr. Harry
Gregory, that this was too high. Mr. Frank
Wilson was Premier at the time, and the
Leader of the Opposition was a member of
his Cabinet. It was then decided tbat the
hasis should be 1 ton of Neweastle to 1.342
tons of Collie coal. A Commission was ap-
pointed subsequently by the Labour Govern-
ment. It was ealled the Woolnongh Com-
mssion. Tt made exhaustive tests in order
to aseertain the equivalent value of both
coals. The basis then arrived at was 1 ton
of Neweastle coal to 1.38 tons of Collie coal.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The proportion
is 1.38 tons of Collie coal to one of New-
castle?

Mr. WILSON: Yes. In 1914 the price
of Newecastle coal was 23s. 9d. and of Collie
eoal 11s. In 1915-16 the price of Neweastle
coal had gone up 3s. 2d. a ton to 26s. 114,
but Collie eoal remained at 1ls.

Hon. Sir James Mitcheli: Is that at the
pit’s mouth?

Mr. WILSON: Yes. I am quoting the
standard@ price that should he paid for
standard Collie coal at the pit's mouth, Col-
lie. For Collie coal of a lesser value than
10,000 B.T.Us. a corresponding reduetion
is made. I start off by giving a 5s. bonus
from the Cellie miners to the Government.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Don’t do any
more of it; it costs too much.

Mr. WILSON: The Commission laid it
down that when the selling price of New-
castle coal was 23s. 9d., Collie coal should
be sold at 16s. 1d. Instead of that T am
starting off at 11s.,, and giving the Govern-
ment 5s. 1d. per ton by way of a bonus.
The Woolnough Commission said that when
Newecastle coal was 23s. 9d. Collie coal was
worth 16s. 1d. per ton.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Tt is good coal,
anyhow.

Mr. WILSON: In 1915-16 Neweastle
coal was selling at 26s. 11d., and Collie coal
at 11s. The equitable price of Collic coal
should have been 13s. 214d., and the Collie
miners should have heen getting 23, 314d.
per ton more. On that basis they gave to
the State a honus of £13,668 13s. 4d. I
suppose the Leader of the Opposition would
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be seriously annoyed if I started out to re-
duee the value of our wheat areas. It is
all right to poke a funny gibe at our coal,
even if Collie coal is a little inferior.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: [ am not deing
that.

My, WILSON: But it is the best coal we
have.

Mr., Latham: And we ought to use it.

Mr. WILSON: Apart from that the best
men I know of are at Collic working in
the industry. In 1916-17 the price of New-
castle coal was 28s. 8d., and that of Collie
11s. 6d. We should have got 14s. 74., but
we received 3s. 1d. less than the equivalent
value. Wge thus gave as a bonus to the
State £19,800 14s, 94.

Mr. Richardson: How do you arrive at
that bonus?

Mr. WILSON: Tests were made by the
Royal Commission and officers of the Rail-
way Department to aseertain the equivalent
values of bath coals, and by methods of eom-
putation they arrived at the basis I have al-

ready referred to. They took into
eonsideration every depot, the amount
of coal consumed, and everything was

got together, Mr. Hume must be re-
cognised fto be a man of wide ex-
perience, and his conservative estimate was
that Collie conal should stand at 1.414 tons to
1 ton Newcastle. TFurther, il we take Mr,
Hume’s computation, we have been paying
for the past 10 years too little for Collie
coal. If we cannot depend on our Chief
Meehanieal Engineer to make eomparative
tests of coal, the sooner we get rid of him
the better for the State,

Mr, Richardson: All T wanl to know is
whether the ¢aleulation is worked out on &
percentage basis of the values paid?

Mr, WIL.SON: Yes. In 1917-18 the price
of Newcastle coal was 32s. 1d., and that of
Collie coal 13s. 5d. 'The latier should have
been 17s. 034d. We got 3s. 7344 less than
we should have got, thus giving the State
in that year a sum of £26,160 17s. 2d. In the
following year, 1918-19, Newrastle, still go-
ing up, was 35s. 114d., and Collie, not going
up, was 13s. 5d. We should have got 19s.
3144, or 5s. 10%d. per ton more. That
vear the Collie industry gave the State
£44,427 11s. 3d.

The Premier: I hope you are not making
out a ease for a refund.
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Mr. WILSON: No, but I am making a
cace for ihe proteetion of Cullie. If the
Collic miners kpnew that they were gefting
7s. a ton less than they should be getting,
things in Collie would be in Queer Street.
When I am told that Collic is getting a
honus, a thing which T know to be totaliy
untree, I must take up the cendgels. T do
not think any other trade would have stood
the posilion as Jong as the Collie miners have
stood it. When we have blather skiles in an-
other place getling off their billious elo-
quence, it is fime zome reply vius made.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: “If the Collie
miners are not well looked aftcr by you, no
men are well looked after.

My, WILSON: That is what I am bhere
for. 1 have never lost an wpportunity of

teving to  rectify  their low wages, and
I shall never mizs an ozeasion to  get
a vrise for myself. I wonld not bhe

true to myself if T did not. One must bhe
true to oneself in the first instance: and
even if T am Scottish, T am rrne in my affec-
tion for the bawhees. In 1919-20 Newecastle
coal was 41s. Bd., and Collie 16s. The price
of Collie should have been 215, 014d. The
difference in favour of Collie coal; 8s. 014d.
per ton, reprezented a bonus to Western Aus-
tralia of £70,510 Gs. 10d. In 1920-21 the
corresponding fizures were 47s. 5d, 19s,
and 28s. 2144, the difference of 9s. 214d. in
favour of Collie representing n saving to the
State of £82,890 10s. 1k,  Far 1921-22 the
fizures were 46s. 214d., 19s,, and 27s. 3%d.,
the difference of &s. 33,d. in favour of Col-
lie, representing a bonus of £70,985 16s. 104.
In 1922-23 we have the highest rate of all
for Newcastle coal since before the war
period, 48s. Tisd., with a price of 19s. for
Collie. The price of Collie coal should have
been 20s. 034d., or 10s. 034d. per ton more.
This difference represented a bonus of £26,-
199 8s. In 1923-24 there is a slight redue-
tion of 10d. in the price of Neweastle coal,
which went down to 47s. 9d., while Collie
remained at 195. The difference in favour of
Collie coal, 9s. 5%4d. per ton, represented a
saving to the State of £85,950 12s. 4d. For
the financial year just closed the price of
Newcastle coal was 47s. 5d., Collie again re-
mainiug at 19s.; and the difference of 9s.
2%44d. per ton in favour of Collie represents
a pgift to the State of £83,842 16s. 7d. The
total amount Collie has giver up during
those 10 years is £584,547 73, 11d. During
the war timber jumped from £5 10s. per load
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to over £10 per load, and I heard no one ery
out against tbe {imber people. I do not ery
ont against the wheat grower getting a fair
return. T consider that he is entitled fo a
fair return. And I say the same of the
wool grower. But when people say that ih
order that there may be cheap freights, the
coal miners ought to work for nothing, I be-
gin to take exeeption. Even if the coal was
given for nothing, the Coilie coal miners
have lieen told that they ure nof doing
enough,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
Giovernment say that.

Mr, WILSON: The present (overnment
have been more than fair 10 my people.
However, Collic eoal has plenty to fight
against in the fact of s quality being in-
ferior to that of the imported article, and
we should not deery our own ¢oal. If a man
has a grievance, that is no reason why he
should attack an industry he lmows nothing
about, as was done by a member of auother
1lace. I guarantee that Collie does not know
such men, and does not want to cither. While
other jeople lalk glibly of ¢oal miners, I
venture to declare that our miners in Collie
are just as moral and good living, although
thex do not wear bell-toppers, as some of
their erities are. 1 ecan stand anything per-
sonally, but when it is published that the
Government are giving a bonus to Collie, I
must stigmatise the statement as totally un-
trne. TIf members of the Government will
take my advice, they will not give too much
heed to the vapourings of some offieials.

The present

Mr. Taylor: Do youn not think you are
paying too much attention {o» a member of
another place?

Mr, WILSON: “hen an ex-Minister of
the Crown, who made the basis, deliberately
states that the Government are paying Gs.
per ton too much for Collie coal, the fact
heing that they are paying 9s. per ton too
little, it is time that a stand was taken. The
gentleman’s arithmetie is bad, and he was
only talking for the cecasion. T am talking
for this oecasion, so as to jut before the
House and the country the trne posilion of
affairs. T thank hon. members for having
listened to such a rigmarele of figures, but
I want those figures placed on record so that
thev can be read and digested at leisnre. My
only policy is to keep faith with the coal
miners. ] submit a comparative statement
showing the tonsumption of Neweastle coal
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and Collie coal by the Western Australian
Government railways:—
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MR. CLYDESDALE (Canning) [5.29]:
Ever since my first election to this House
I have wondered what advantage the
Address-in-reply debate can be to the coun-
try; but after listening to the member for
Collie (Mr., Wilson) I am satisfied that the
debate has at least afforded an opportunity
for proving that the State of Western
Australia owes the Collie coal proprietors
a very large amount of money. From every
other aspeet I am hound to say that the
Address-in-reply has become an obsolete
funetion. T cannot help thinking that it
represents the waste of a good deal of time
without benefit aceruing to anyome. Per-
haps members are under the impression
that notiee is taken by the Government of
their speeches and protests here. To judge
from my own experience, and from the re-
sults I have obtained, the effect is practi-
cally ml,

Mr. Sampson: You are perpetuating the
evil.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: Probably T am, but
nevertheless I cannot help thinking that
the time has arrived for the abolition of
the Address-in-reply debate. Members
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could make their points on the Estimates
just the same. Moreover, Ministers are
now waiting to bring down Bills, and the
time given to the Address-in-reply debate
would be better ocenpied in getting on with
those Bills. In common with others, 1 wish
to congratulate the Government on the im-
proved siate of the finances. Now that the
Labour Party is in power the finances, no
doubt, will continue to improve.

Mr. Mann : Can yon tell us anything
about the carry-over?

Mr. CLYDESDALLE: Only that you have
been earrying over all your life. What
impresses me in the debate is the large
amount of morey required by hon. members
for their respective electorates. I listened
to a number of counfry members, and I
estimated that the Government would have
to find over £10,000,000 to satisfy them.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough : YWhat about
metropolitan members?

Mr. CLYDESDALE : They are very
modest in their requests. Personally I re-
quire only a quarter of a million expended
in my electorate.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The country
that wanted nothing would be a good place
to get out of.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: The point is that
the money required by hon. members is
badly nceded for the provision of harbour
works, railways, docks, trams and other
necessary faeilities. In my own electorate
1 want five tram extensions, which, with
the rolling stock, would cost £140,000.
Thenr we require two new ferry boats
between Barrack-street and Mends-street,
at a cost of £15,000, New schools are re-
quired at a cost of £10,000, and I want a
new bridge at the Caunseway alt a cost of
over £100,000, That makes a total of about
£265,000 that I require to have expended in
the Canning electorate. The trouble with
this State is that we have such enormous
areas and so huge an amount of money is
required that even if it ecould@ all be found
we have not sufficient people in the State
to pay the interest bill. Therefore the chief
salvation of the State will be found in a
sound, sane immigration policy. There is
no doubt about that. It has been said by
members on this side that migration tends
to reduce wages. 1 cannot subsecribe to
that, although I agree that administrative
methods will have to be changed. But take
America and Canada: Nobody would think
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of arguing that migration had been the
means of redueing wages or living condi-
tions in those countries; indced it is as the
result of migration that wages and living
conditions there are so high fo-day. If we
had ten times the population in Western
Australia that we have to-day, wages and
living conditions would be infinitely better
than they are. It is a fallacy to detude
ourselves with the idea that migration is
popular here to-day. Actually migration is
very unpopular in Western Australia. 1
have studied the question and I propose to
give some of the reasons why migration is
unpopular. Let me put them under four
headings, as follows:—1, Wages are un-
satisfactory for those who have to work on
the farms; 2, Insufficient provision is made
for the relief of unemployment during
June, July and Augnst; 3, Settlers are un-
able to secure land after serving an
apprenticeship; 4, Unsatisfactory type of
settler from towns in Great Britain. Those
four reasons are militating seriously
against migration in Western Ausiralia.
Take the first one: The Government counld
greatly improve the conditions in respect of
married men. I would suggest that in sev-
eral places on the wheat helt the Govern-
ment build workers’ homes. Those cottages
wounld tend to keep the married men on the
farms, instead of their coming to Perth. If
those men had their cotiages, they would
be able to find employment locally during
the winter months, and they would have
their wives with them. T am led to helieve
that in qunite a number of areas the Gov-
ernment have reserves of about 840 acres.
The proposed cottages could be built on
those reserves, and 10 acres given to each
of the cottage holders. The price of a
worker’s cottage containing four rooms and
a verandah is £147 on rails, Perth. Then
there would he freight, say £10, and erec-
tion, say £30, and we have a cottage for
£187.

Mr. Lindsay: The freight would be nearer
£50.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: That would depend
upon the destination. However, 8s. 6d. per
week wounld pay the interest and sinking
fund on such a eottage. T sugeest that the
Government start with 50 or 60 of those
cottages. Even if the scheme were to prove
a failure it would entail no loss, for the
homes could be sold at a profit.
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Mr. Mann: They would be tenanted im-
mediately they were buiit.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: 1 am satisfied of
{hat. However, the point is that the cottages
would help to keep married men in the coun-
iry. Now l come to the second reason,
namely insuflicient provision for the relief
of unemployment during June, July, and
August. This is not peculiar to Western
Anustralia, where we have mosfly primary in-
dustries. In Canada the Government have
to make special efforts to provide work for
the unemployed during the winter. With us
the position of the unemployed is becoming
worse every vear. This year the Govern-
ment have had fo find more work for them
than in previous vears. Also I know that
in this respect an association with which T
am connected has had a far more strenuocus
year than for many years past. A special
effort will have to be made to provide work
during the winter months, and T suggest that
the Government endeavour to spend their re-
lief money in the country rather than in {he
eity: and, further, that they make provision
ahead of the acfual need for it. When on
the wheat belt recently, I was struck by the
fact ihat the majority of the farmers will
lave to wire-net their properties. If ar-
rangements could be made with the Federal
(Government to advance money on long terms
for wire nelting, we could absorb nearly the
whole of the nnemployed in that work next
year.

Mre. Mann: The Federal Government are
doing that now.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: Eight miles out of
Merredin a fortnight age a body of rabbif
trappers informed me that they had caunght
800 rabbits. The Government might well
consider the advisability of sending some of
the unemployed up there to go rabbiting, for
rabbii skins are fetching 104. at the present
fime, Moreover, unless additional trapping
is arranged for, the rvabbits are going to in-
flict a serious loss on the State.  Rabbit
trapping is not hard work, and quite 2 num-
ber of the unemployed could be absorbed in
it on the wheat belt,

Mr. Panfon: Every week we are import-
ing hundreds of rabbits to be unsed in the
manufacture of small goods.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: During a hastv cat
run through the disiriet we saw thousands ot
them. Now just consider my third reason,
whieh is that would-be settlers are unable to
obtain land even after serving an apprentice-
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ship. The scheme put up by the Leader of
the Opposition was that when the migrants
were brought to the State they should be
given 12 months’ experience and then placed
on farms. No one admires more than I do
ihe good work the Leader of the Opposition
has done, both on the wheat belt and in the
group seitlements; but it seems unfair that
a number of people who have fulfilled their
obligations should be unable to obfain land,
However, the member for Yilgarm (Mr. Cor-
boy) has dealt exhaustively with that, so T
will earry it ne further. That brings me to
the fourth reason, namely the inexperienced
type of settler from Great Buitain.  This
subject has engaged the attenlion for a long
time of those concerned in immmigration. 1
have made inouiries of people who bhave
travelled extensively in Great Britain, and
1 have come to the conelusion that the type
of migrant we rerquire is not avaiable in
Great Britain.

Mr. Panton: Hear, hear!

My, CLYDESDALL: That is not a hasty
Judgment. 1 will not say there are not some
of them in Great Britain; but the migrant
we require 13 even more hadly needed in
Great Britain than he is here. That means
that when the migration agreement is fixed
up, we shall have to take England’s unem-
ployed, for Great Britain i1s not geing to
give us money under the migration agree-
ment and allow us to go outside Great
Britain for our migrants. Of eourse we do
not want to go outside Great Britain for our
migrants; but it is a very serious matter for
the State to have to take inexperienced men
and train them before placing them on the
land. When our soldiers returned from the
Front, some 400 of them, walking abont un-
employed, became desperate. Thereupon the
member for Perth (Mr. Mann) and I called
4 meeting of citizens and formed a committee
with a view to placing those men on the land.
That commiltee set up an instructional school
of industrial training. The 400 soldiers
signed up for a six months’ eourse, and were
taught all the rough elements of farming.
We taught them shocing, horse-breaking,
milking, baking, and everything that was
cssenfial to assist a man in becoming a
farmer, without going too deeply into the
technieal rart. Before siv months were
over 200 Australian soldiers satisfied them-
selves they were not fitted for the land. At
the expiration of the six months only 100
soldiers applied for land, the balance drift-

[ASSEMBLY.]

ing into other avoeations. These were all
people who knew Western Australia well,
but only onc¢ in four was satisfied to fake
up farming, That being so, what is going
to be the percentage of failures on the part
of men who come from the towns and cities
of Greai Britain, when they are placed in
the Great Southern districts and on the
groups in heavily timbered eountry? I have
it in mind that belore these people are
piaced on the land we shall be obliped to
give them some sori of instruction. 1 don't
mean an elaborate school, one that will cost
a lot of money. That is not possible. I
have in mind a place like Blackboy, where
we eonbd give these men a course of train-
ing, with a view to ascertaining whether or
not they are suitable for the land. It would
be cheaper in the long run to do this than
to follow up the present system. A lab-
ourcr i3 & man who is usually able to work
hard. 1t would be an easy matter to train
bim until he was fitted to go on the land.
In the ease of a huker, a dentist, or some
office man, what is it going to cost us to
puk them on the 1and? It is far better that
we should find out first it he is switable for
the life, than to put him on the land fivst
and find out at some exypense that he is not
suitable.

Mr, Grifliths: That 1s the system in Can-
ada.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: 1
of that.

Myr. Sleeman: The present system is the
cause of a lot of unemployment

Mr. CLYDESDALE: Yes. Men have
come to e and I have asked them why
they do not go to work en the land, for
I thonght they were big enough and hefty
enough for the life. They have replied that
they have tried it but found themselves un-
siited for it. One wan told me he had been
o doctor’s assistant, and the other had been
a dentist. Theyv suid they had tried work
on the land but were unfitted for it. I do
not wish to he misunderstood. There must
always be a yercentage of such people.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Two thounsand
of them paid their way to this country.

Mr, CLYDESDALE: Yes. T think the
percentaze of migrants who have proved
snecessfol is fairly good. Judgine from in-
formation T have recgived from people from
the Old Cowntry, the tyne of migrant we
really require is not available, That heing

was not aware
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s0, we must fall back upon the type that is
likely to swell the unemployed in this State.
Alternatively, it will cost the Government a
considerable amouni ol money to clear the
land, possibly more fban the land is worth.
In olher words, the land will be over-capital-
ised.

Mr. Griffiths: Many of the farmers on the
wheat helt were city men from the Old
Couniry,

Mr. CLYDESDALY : The wheat belt i=
quite a different proposition. A percenfage
of wheat farmers from the 0ld Country
have done very well. There are, however,
not tov many areas available now that are
so easily cleared as the older places were.

Mr. Stabbs: There are a good many.

Mr. CLYDESDALY:: And wany Auslra-
lians ave waiting to fake them up if they
are available. 1 am more eoncerned abouf
the heavily timbered country, We want to
zet people with some expenience, for we can-
not place all experienced men in these parts.
1 wish to issue a note of warning to the

Premicr. He has signed the migration
agreement, I am a strong advocate of im-

migration, for I believe this country will
never progress as it should unless we get a
steady inflow of migration from the Old
Country. Tt is all a matter of administra-
tion. But we do not want the wrong type
of migrank. I do not suggest that all these
people have been of the wrong type, for 1
think the percentage of good men has been
exceptionally high. When the Leader of
the Opposition was in England I sent him
a cable concerning a particularly patehy lot
of migrants whom T referred to as a dis-
orace to any part of the world. He told
me afterwards he had not replied to my
cable, because he was of opinion that I had
expected we should get all Eurythmies.

Hon. Sir James Mitcheil: T have seen
raen from every country and have not ceen
them all good from any country.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: That is often the
case in respect to this Chamber. Unless
the Premier is very careful the present sys-
tem will cost the country a large amount of
money. I want fo say a word or two about
tramway extensions in the metropolitan
area. Last vear the Minister for Railways
informed a deputation that he was dubious
ahout further extensions, and would await
the result of the competition of the buses.
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I did wy utmost to induece him to take over
the buses immediately they started.

The Minister for Railways: They had
started then. )

Mr. CLYDESDALE: 'There were only 15
or 20 on the track.

The Minister for Railways: There were
30 ov more. o

My, CLYDESDALE: Even if there had
been 30 it would have been good poliey on
the part of the Ciovernment to bave con-
trolled the whole business, for then we should
not have lhad the trouble facing us to-day.
1 am satisfied that bus competition is not
eoing o he a serious menace to the estab-
lished tramway roules. [ have made in-
yuiries from those who ought to know, and
they have told me that 300 huses wonld he
required to lift the 5 o'clock tramway traffic.
The time has arrived when there should be
more (ramway extensions. It will probably
interest memhers to know the number of
people who travel an some of these routes.
The Beaunfort-street Inglewood line last
vear carried 5,685,000 passengers, the
Leederville line 4,496,000, the Subiaco line
3,817,000, and the Victoria Park line
2,788,000 passengers. Without going into
the merits or demerits of the question as to
whether the service pays, I am satisfied
that the time has arrived when, if the
Government are not prepared to ex-
tend it, they should be willing to hand it
over to some board and let it bave the
control. TPeople in the wetropolitan area
pay for these extensions and pay the fares.
What is the use of having public utitities in
the hands of the Government if they lock
them up for lack of funds? - What is the nse
of the Government moeaning about the posi-
tion if they eannot satisfy the demands of
the public? The Government should ser-
iously consider the formation of a Tramway
Board and hand the service over to it.

Mr. Lambert: What has the rest of the
State to do with tramways in the metropoli-
tan area?

Mr. CLYDESDALE: Nothing at all.
They should be controlled by boards and run
by them. Judging from my experience when
asking for money from the Minister for
Railways and the Premier, I do not like my
chance of getting tramway extensions. I
know the member for Leederville (Mr. Mil-
linegton) is not too pleased with his chances.
I wish also to refer to the Mends-street-
Barrack-street ferry service. The same thing
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applies there, 1 do not for a moment be-
lieve that it is a funetion of the Government
ta run a ferry serviee a mile across the river.

The Premier: I am willing to receive any
reasonable offer for the purehase of the fer-
Ties.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: It will not be long
before tbe Premier will get such arn offer,
but whether he will accept it or not is a
different proposition.

The Premier : 1 will favourably consider
a reasonable offer.

Mr. CLYDESDALE: I am pleased to
hear that. I have got something at last. If
the Government do not hand over the ser-
viee to the local aulhority they will certainly
have to build two new boats. The “Duchess”
has ootlived her usefulness, and the oil
lannch that is used is so small that children
travelling to sehool have to climb on top in
order to find accommodation. Sonth Perth,
like other metropoliten areas, is progressing.
Either the Government should hand the con-
trol over to the local authority, or provide a
sum of at least £15,000 for new steamers, I
have said I consider the time devoted to the
Address-in-reply debate is absolutely wasted.

"Mr. Sampson: How can you say that?
You have made some most valiable remarks.

Mr. CLYDESDALE : Our remarks should
be made without wasting two or three weeks
of the timeé of the House.

Mr. Lambert: We would not be doing
anything else.
Mr., CLYDESDALE: Yes, we should.

¥t does not say much that is creditable for
members if we would be doing nothing else,
The costom should be abolished. I bave put
forward a few suggestions, but what notiee
1s taken by the Government of nine-tenths
of the speeches that are made on this oc-
casion? Members are probably under the
impression that their speeches will be broad-
casfed, and that the unsuspecting public will
swallow everything that is said as being
something out of the ordinary. Half the
time only one Minister is present in the
Chamber, and he is probably thinking about
something entirely different. The Premier
is very likely racking his brain to think of
something to say in reply to our speeches.

The Premier: How T am to do so without
sayinz anything!

Mr. CLYDESDALE: Yes! No one can
do that better than the Premier. He should
consider the advisability of cutting out the
Address-in-reply dehate, so that we may get
on with the business of the country.

[ASSEMBLY.)

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [5.58] : After listening for the
past two weeks to hon. members voicing the
numercus needs and requirements of the
distriets they represemt, 1 am somewhat
eoncerned over the task facing the Govern-
ment of finding the money that will be
regquired to give effect to even a fair pro-
portion of the needs that members have
given expression fo duaring the debate.
Works are required up the country and
down the eountry. There are water sup-
plies throughout the wheut area that will
involve an expenditure, 1 suppose, of sev-
eral hundreds of thousands of pounds.
There is the hills water supply for the
metropolitan area, on which last year was
expended about haif a million pounds, and
for which an additional hLalf million will
be required this year. There are 320 miles
of railways, which have been authorised by
Parliament, but lhave not yet been com-
meneed, the estimated cost of whieh is
about £1,360,000, There are harhour im-
provements, notably at Geraldion, which eost
£110,000 last year, and will cost about a
similar sum this vear; and at Fremantle
where there is an annual expenditure run-
ning into many thousands of pounds; and
at Bunbury where works and improvements
are also required. There is the sewerage
for Perth, notably in West Perth and
Subiaco, on which a good deal of momey
was expended last year, and for which a
similar amount will be required this year.
The Railway Department is asking for a
very large sum of money for rolling stock,
which is said te be very necessary. Again,
we have large and eostly exfensions to the
power house at East Perth, which will mean
a considerable amount of money during the
pnext two or three years. As the member
for Canning (Mr. Clydesdale) has stated,
the position regarding tramway extensions
and greater facilities for distriets already
served by tramways eannof remain as it s
much longer. Tt does appear, after a fair
trial doring the past 12 months, that the
motor buses do nmot meet the requirements
of the people. The Government, it seems
to me, were wise last year in tefraining
from tramway extensions, pending an op-
portunity of judging how the motor buses
would meet the trafficc. I am convinced
that in the future, wheu the city has grown
and its population is largely increased, we
shall pass through the same experience
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here as has been gone through in the large
cities of the Old World: the traffic will be
handled almost enlirely by motor huses.
But il appears that at present we have not
in Perth the population which wonld justify
a regular and reasonably frequent motor
bus gervice.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We want the
roads, too.

The PREMIER: That is so. 1t is sur-
prising, however, to find in London and in
Paris, and also in other large continental
cities, the whole of the people eatered for
day by day almost entirely by motor trans-
port. T do believe that motor lransport
will he the mwode of conveyance of the
future, although we have not yct reached
that stage in Perth. Similarly, large sums
of money are required for drainage in the
South-West, to enable the group settle-
ments Lo advanee. By means of drainage.
lands which to-day ave useless will he
rendered available for settlement. I do not
indicate these points in any complaining
spirit.  As the Leader of the Opposition
interjected a few minutes ago, it iz a
fortunate thing for the State that we do
need money in the direetions indicated.
Were it not otherwise, we should be faced
with a very serious situation, and the
outlook would be far from bright. The faet
that the people who are engaged in our in-
dustries, both primary and secondarv, in the
country and in the city, need railway faeili-
ties, water supplies, and tramway exten-
sions, and all the other utilities I have re-
ferred to, is indicative of a healthy, vigorous
growth in the communily peneraliy. Of
course it is not easy to find, nor wonld it be
wise for any Government ts find, in one
year all the money neccessary for those de-
velopments. There would be ro diffenity in
the State borrowing almost unlimited funds
in London for works of this description; but
I have always contended, and I still contend,
that there is a }imif to the burden of interest
charges that can be placed upon the com-
munity; unless side by side with heavy cx-
penditure of loan funds, we so increase our
population that we have a correspondingly
greater number of people t> mee: the in-
ereasing inferest bhill. The more T revolve
the question in my mind, the more T am con-
vineed that that is the erucial point. We can
safely go ahead borrowing money and ex-
pending it on thoroughly necessary work=< all
over the State, if at the same {ime we keep
on increasing our population to help us fo
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meet the interest hill, While in London I
had the opportanity of mneeting those who
lave been for years, and are still, the State’s
finaneial advisers there. I had several con-
ferences with the directors of the Westmin-
ster Bank, the instilulion whiek finanees this
State in Tondon hetween the issnes of loans.
In the course of conversation with the diree-
tors, and with the general manager and the
assistant general manager, who were kind
enongh to meet me, I zave some idea of the
work on which this country has embarked,
and what the poliey and inteutions are for
the future. I was glad to be chle to say that
in regard to those matters I spoke not only
for the Government but the whole of the
members of this House, T cxplained that
there was no dividing Jine between parties
hero in regard to the need for development
on the lines I have mentioned. After I had
stated the ease from that aspect, I was as-
sured by the directors that there would be
ne difficulty whatever in our obtaining over-
drafts or advances for praetically any
amount that we might require, As the Op-
position Leader knows, the State has fre-
quently run its overdraft at thc Westminster
Bank into a large figure.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell :
millions.

The PREMIER: In yeint of fact, only
a fortnight ago our overdraft was some-
thing over two millions. The bank have al-
ways given us accommodation at very reason-
able rates, Indeed, it has been a better po-
licy for the (Government to run an over-
draft with the bank than to place a loan on
the money market.

Ton. Sir James bitehell : The arrangement
has saved us £30,000 a year.

Yes; over two

The PREMIER: Tt heos, Just prior
te my reaching London the bank rate

of interest went up from 4 per cent. to 5.
This meant that we had tlic benefit of two
millions of money, or as we required it up
to two millions, or even mote, for 4 per cent.,
whereas, had we gone on the market, we
would have been compelled to pay probably
5% per cent. The arrangement, as hon.
members will realise, involved a saving of
115 per cent. on two millions sterling, More-
over, if we had placed a loan of £2,000,000,
we would have been paying interest on the
whole amount from the date of flotation,
although possibly we might not spend the
money for 12 months. 1In the case of the
aceommodation provided by the bank, we
merely draw upon it as required, and pay
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interest as we draw. So late as six months
ago the rate of interest was high in the local
market. It was 6 per cent. when I left here.
While in Australia 6 per cent. had to De
paid for money obtained at £58 10s., the
Stale was obtaining money mn London from
the Westminster Bank at 4 per cani. Ever
since we have had responsibie governinent,
the same man has handled cur loans—-Lora
Giendyne, formerly Mr. Nivisou. That
genileman handled the first Western Anstra-
lian loan, raised in the year when respon-
sible government was granted to us. It was
a very small sum. T discussed the position
very fully with that gentleman on many oe-
casions. He assured me that there wounld be
no diffieulty whafever in our obtaining all
the money we required for the necessary
developmental work apon which the State is
engaged. We are limited only, I should say,
tc ke amount that we can reasonably ox-
pend each year, having regard to the payment
of interest. From the London Ameriean
loan floated a couple of weeks apo—some in
London, the major portion in Ameriea—we
have received £2,000,000. Oni of our alle-
cation of that loan we have ypaid off our
overdraft at the Westminster Bank, and so
we have & clean sheet to zo ahead again, up
to another £2,000,000. The price realised for
that loan was fairly good—£499 10s. at 5 yer
eent.
Hon.
Tondon.
The PREMIER : Yes. ‘The price for the
portion raised in London was slightly better
than that for the portion raised in Ameriea.
As hon. memhers know, the loan was raised
by Loandon financiers in conjunction with
American bankers. [ was not anxious, and
I suppose nobody in Australia was anxious,
to go on the American market for money. It
was only on the adviee—I may say the con-
fidential advice—of the financial authorities
in London that this course was taken. I am
not giving away any secret when I say that
there was great difference of o) inion among
TLondon financial authorities as to the wis-
dom of the course adopted by the Imperial
Government in returning to the gold stand-
ard. An influential section of the Press ex-
pressed the opinion that the Rritish Govern-
ment were making a mistake in taking that
action. It was feared then—and I think in
some quarters it is still feared—that the
retarn to the gold standard might result in
heavy exports of gold from England, a move-
ment which would create difficnlties there. So

Sir James Mitchell: That is, m
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far the return to the gold standard has not
operated in that direction.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: The danger eur-
tailed the power of lending, of eourse,

The PREMIER: Yes.

Mr. Sampson: Was there any obligation
to wipe out the overdraft at the Westminster
Bank, seeing it was at a lower rate of in-
terest than (he lean?

The PREMIER: We cannot go on in-
definitely trespassing, 1 may say, on the
generosity of the Westminster Bauk.

Mr. Davy: The overdraft would be on
demand.

The PREMIER: Yes. The bank hLave
never pressed us, but still it is expeeted that
we shall take advantage of the opportunity
when money ean be oblained at reasonable
tates. ITaving regard to all the cireum-
stances, an overdraft of two millions sterling
iz very substantial; it lasted a whole 12
months. Seeing that we bad £2,000,000 of
the London-American loan available, as part
of the loan raised by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment for the use of the Srates, it was a
wise thing to accept the money that was offer-
ing and pay off the overdraft. Now we are
free to avail ourcelves of the position at the
Westminster Bank until the time is suitable
for us to go upon the meney market again,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER: Dealing with our Lon-
don borrowings, it is gratifying to know that
the Commonwealth loan has been raised on
terms more favourable than we have heen
able to borrow at either in London or Aus-
tralia for some vears past. As ] have already
indicated, with interest at 5 per eent. and
the price at £29 10s, the conditions, taking
all eircumstances into consideration, were very
favourable, My advices from London are
that the terms are not likely to be worse than
these in the future, and there is a possihility
of them being better. 1t is quite likely that
we shall have te go on the market before the
expiration of the present year. Speaking of
loan expenditure, the amnunts we have hor-
rowed annually and expended of late years
have been fairly considerable. For the year
just closed the loan expenditure amounted to
£4,160,000. That was slightly less than the
expenditure for the previous year. As has
been so often stated in this House, it is not
so much the amonnt of money horrowed as
the direction in which the money is spent
that counts.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
whole thing,

The PREMIER: 1t is the crux of our
berrowing poliey. Of that total, consider-
ably more than bhalf was spent in assistance
lo settlers. The amount was £2,259,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: About the same
as in the two previous years,

The PREMIER: The amount has not
varied mneh during those three years, Of
that amount spent in assistance to settlers,
£1,104,000 was spent in connection with the
groups, £257,000 in connection with the Agri-
cultural Bank, £397,000 on soldier settlers,
and 192,000 in ussistance to seltlers, making
up the total I have already given. So long
as we eontinue 1o expend our loan moneys
in thi~ divertion it is a wise policy, for the
money will eome hack to us through many
avenues, No doubt the improved finaneial
position of the State is due to the wise ex-
penditure of loan moneys in past years. We
have every reason to be satisfied regarding
the aetual position of the finances. Particu-
larly is this apparent if we have regard to
the fact that three years ago we had a defieit
of £732,000. That defieit has heen reduced
substantially each year since. Three years
aco the defivit was redueed by £326,000,
leaving it at £305,000. For the year before
last the deficit was reduced to £229,000,
which was a further reduetion on that of
the previous vear of £176,000. Again, last
vear the defieit was reduced to £58,000, a
reduction on that of the previous year of
£170,000. Tion. members will agree that it
is a very substantial achievement within the
space of three years to reduce the deficit
from £732,000 to practically squaring the
ledger.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
derful result.

The PREMIER: Tt has been suggesied in
some quarters thot the Government eclaim
the credit for having done something extra-
ordinary this year but I quote the figures
for the three years in order to show that
there has becn n large reduction each year.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We are con-
cerned only with the benefit to the country,

The PREMIER: That is so. [ am sure
the Leader of the Opposifion is not con-
cerned as to who gets the credit, and neither
am I,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: So long as the
country benefits, that is all that matters.

That is the

It is a won-
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The PREMIER: It should be gratifying
to the people generslly to know that in the
space of three years we have practically got
away from the vightmare defieit that has
been with us for 12 or 14 years until to-day
we can stand with a ledger practically
squared,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The great thing
is that it has not been done by means of any
temporary expedient, bui that result has
been pained ou the basis of permanent ad-
vantage.

The PREMILER: That is so. The aetual
reduction in the deficit has been £674,000 in
three years and that has been due largely to
the faet that we have borrowed courageously
and spent money wisely. Speaking of taxa-
tion, it is interesting te nolc that while we
buve nehieved this result we have been able
lo reduce taxation somewhat. Last year 7%
per cent. wag taken off the surcharge on in-
eome taxes und the other 713 per cent. will
disappenr this year. That means that in the
space of two years we shall have effected a
reduciion in the income tax of the whole of
the surcharge amounting to 15 per cent.
That brings me {o the question of the land
tax and its bearing upon the reduction in
railway rates. It has been contended in some
quarters that the Government have been
rather smart. By some it has been stated
that we have heen more than smart and have
nat been quite lionesl in our attitude regard-
ing railway freight veduetions in conformity
with the promise I gave when the increased
land tax was passed last year. There was
no deception last year. The tax was passed
only on the last day of the session, which
was, I believe, Christmas Eve, and it was
well within the knowledge of every member
of this Touse and of every individual in the
State who followed the matter closely, that
the reduced railwayv rates could not take
cffect for the whole year. Surely the merest
junior in finance should know that it is not
possible to make a reduction in railway rates
retrospective.

Mr. Latham: But the reduction eould have
started on the 1st January.

The PREMIER: I sball eome to that.
The only reasonsble and practicable way
had to be followed. While an increase in
the tax would apply to the whole amount
colleeted for the vear it has to be recognised
that half the vear had passed hefore it was
possible to apply any reduetion in the rail-
way rates. Until we closed down at Christ-
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mas it was not known whether or not the
tax would be agreed to, Subsequently the
. question of reductions in railway freights
had to receive the consideration of the Com-
missioner of Railways and later of the Gov-
ernment.

The Minister for Railways: And the Com-
missioner of Taxation had to consider it as
well to fix the amount,

The PREMIER: That is so. Hon, mem-
bers will realise, then, that two or three
months would be a reasonable time for the
matter to receive the necessary attention and
therefore the reduced railway charges eounld
not have been applied before at least two or
three months of the year had passéd. The
real erux of the gquestion is that the reduced
rates will apply now during the years to
come. But whatever Government had iutro-
duced those rates and the taxatior, it fol-
lowed inevitably that the increased taxation
would apply for the whole year, whereas the
decreased railway rates eould apply for a
portion of that year only. Every hon. mem-
ber realises that that is so. Some hon. mem-
bers may think it would have been possible
to have brought in the reduced railway rates
earlier jn the yesr. That is the most that
any member eonld have reasonably expected
would be done. Taking into eonsideration all
the cireumstances, however, I da not think
there is any cause for complaint. It is sug-
gested that the amount received owing to the
increase in the tax is greater than was stated
hy the (Government. We estimated it at
£45,000, and that was the amount that was
to be allowed in reduction of railway rates.
Neither T nor any other member of the
Government was responsible for fixing the
amonnt. It was impossible to calenlate what
it would be. I did what anyone else would
do; T asked the Commissioner of Taxation
what the amonnt would be that was involved
in the inereased taxation. I did net go any
further than to ask him what the amount
would bo. The Commissioner of Taxation
placed it at £45,000, Then the Commissioner
of Railways was asked to suggest reductions
in freights equivalent to £45,000,

Mr. Sampson: Did that inelude the ex-
emptions?

The PREMIER: It included the amount
received hecanse of the increase in the tax,
and that was the promise that was made.
The revenue received last year may seem to
have been in excess of the £45.000, and
therefore by those who do not understand
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the situation it might be considered that
the Government were not giving the relief
to the full amount of the increased taxation
we received. Those people forget, however,
that revaluations are going on all the time.
The revalnations involve increases each year.
Members know that, especially couniry
members.  Under the revaluation, in some
instances the amount has been raised two or
threc times. It was never promised nov
even understood that increases on aceount
of the revaluation should be reflected in the
reduction of railway freights. The promise
that was actnally made has been carried
out in its entirety.

-Mr. TLatham: You have received about
£62,000 extra from land tax.

The PREMIER : Not by the increased
rate. The hon. member is taking ‘the in-
ereases due to revaluation. The amount
that las come to the Treasury as the resunlt
of the inereased rate of tax is stated by
the Taxation Commissioner to be £45,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell interjected.

Mr. Davy: You would not like fo put on
a tax of 4d. in the pound.

The PREMIER: In some instances it
would not be too heavy. It reaches even Sd.
in some of the other States. With the pos-
sible exception of Viectoria, we have, or we
had prior to the increase, the lowest land
taxation in the Commonwealth,

Mr. ¥. B, Johnston: The highest!
is none at all in New South Wales.

e PREMIER: Of the States that have
such a lax, ours, hefore the increase, was
the lowest in Aunstralia. Surely it eannot
be contended that 2d. in the pound is an
excessive rate of tax!

Mr. Latham: But it is an unfair tax.

Hon. 8. W, Munsie: It is the fairest tax
of all.

The PREMIER: I have all the econo-
mists with me when I say it is the fairest
fax that can be conceived. Only last night
the member for East Perth (Mr. Hughes)
gave us fignres showing that owners of city
propertics had found the values of those
properties doubled in the eourse of two
vears, That means an unearned inerement
given to those landlords, not by reason of
any value added by them to their prorer-
ties, but hecanse of the activities of the
whole community. That being so, the land
tax is popularly considered to he the fairest
tax imaginable.

There
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Mr. Taylor: And it produces more rev-
enue in cilies than anywhere else.

The PREMIER: That is so. Members of
the Country I'arty, when speaking at their
conference and elsewhere, jump to the eon-
clusion that a land tax is a tax on the owners
of large areas of land, that only the men
who own broad acres will have to pay the
tax. But we know that, it being a tax, not
on Lhe area, but on the value of the land,
the owner of a small frontage block in the
eentre of the eity would pay more in taxa-
tion than would the owner of thousands of
acres in & country di-trict. For many years
past the rollections of land tax have heen
about fifty-ifty as between ecity and coun-
try.

Me. Latham: Buot owners in the agrien-
tural areas did not have to pay heth land
tax and income tax,

The PREMIER: 1In that they were ex-
tremely fortunate. It is argued, too, that
no henefit has been obtained by the reduced
railway’ freights.

Mr.
Tidual.

The PRIEMIER: When we consider that
the total earnings of the railways for the
year were £3,360,000, it is realised that it
cannot be expeeted that every individual
user of the railways should derive consider-
able benefit by a reduetion of railway
freights enualling £45,000. Tt eould not be
done. One figure must have some relation
to the other. Before everv person who uses
the railways could derive an appreciable
benefit from a reduction of the rate, the
total amount of the reduction would require
te run into hundreds of thousands of
pounds. Yet we have had dissatisfaction
expressed in some quarters because not
everybody in the country has henefited
materially by the reduction in railway rates.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It would have
heen fairer not to have imposed the addi-
tional land tax.

The PREMIER: T was not able to give
them the henefit of anv very substantial re-
dnction in railway freights, for the reason
that memhers of another place were not
prepared to give me the amount in land tax
that I desized. So it is the members of
another place, who would not give me the
higher tax, who are responsible for the faet
that farmers and others have not received

L:atham: XNo Vbenefit for the indi-
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an appreeciable benefit from the reduction in
railway freights

‘Hon. Sir James Mitchell interjected.

The PREMIER: There can be no doubt
that in this State successive Governments
have done remarkably well by Lhe people.
In some forms, of eourse, our taxation has
heen high as compared with similar taxes in
other States.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
due to Iederation.

The PREMIER: Yes, and also to the
fact that the State Government are doing
g0 many things for the people which are not
done by the Governments of other Siates,
where boards and trusts are created for the
purpose, It has been repeatediy pointed out
when comjarisons are made between West-
ern Australia and the other States in regard
{n taxation and the public debt and the debt
per head of population, that all such com-
parisons are entirely baseless, because in all
the other Siates there are boards and trosts
and other badies who have separate borrow-
ing powers and who carry on public utili-
ties and other coneerns that in Westerr Aus-
tralia are handled by ihe State Government.
That brings me fo the point raised by the
netaber for Canning (Mr. Clydesdale)
when he suggested that many of our utili-
ties might properly be made subject to the
control of beards and trusts. Personally I
am entirely with him there.

Hon. Sir James JMitchell: So am I,

The PREMIER: To-dav the Government
are aperating concerns that are by no means
of State-wide imporiance or influence, mat-
ters affecting exclusively the local |.cople and
which should be controlled hy the loeal
people, eoneerns such as the city water sup-
ply, and tramway service, and electricity,
and ferries. What on earth has such a
trivial service as the ferries between Perth
and South Perth to do with the State Gov-
ernment? Incidentally T ask this as cne
who was a member of the Government who
acqurired all these things.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: T wanted fo
hand them over, but could not get the local
autheritv to agrec.

The PREMIER: T am seriously consider-
ing whether 1 shall not introduce legislation
enabling us to create boards and trusts to
eontrol all those *undertakings that are of
purely loeal coneern. To-day Ministers’
time and the time of Government officials is
taken up with conecerms rewarding which
Ministers should not be troubled at all. Pub-

That has been
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lic utilities that are of State-wide ioterest
should be controlled by the State, whilst
those of purely local concern could best.be
managed by the people directly and immedi-
ately interested in them.

The Minister for Railways: Railway roll-
ing stoek is starved because of some of those
utilities.

The PREMIER: That is so. For years
past the railways, a State-wide publie
wtility, have been more or less starved in the
provision of rolling stock because so muech
money is requnired for electric current or
some other local concern. Now I am asked
to provide two new hoats for the ferry ser-
vice to South Perth at a cost of about
£20,000. T say serviously to the member for
Canning that if he ean induce the South
Perth Road Roard to make a suitable offer
for the old “Duchess” and what is remain-
ing of the ferry serviee, I shall be glad to
consider it, rather than spend £20,000 in
providing new boats for the residents of
South Perth.

Mr. Davy: Can you make it a condition
that members of Parliament shall be earried
free on the ferries?

The PREMIER: We might draft a
clanse preserving all our existing rights.
Turning to the migration agreement that
has been signed between the Comunonwealth
and the State, we should all be glad to know
that it is a econsiderable improvement on the
old one. 1 say that without any reflection
whatever upon those who negotiated the old
agreement, which was the first of its kind,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Not a bad one
either,

The PREMIER: No, it was not. How-
ever, it was the first of its kind to be eom-
pleted in the British Empire and, natorally,
time has served to show where it can be im-
proved. If it comes to that, we here are
crpaged every session improving upon the
legislation we passed in years gone by. One
of the best points in the new agreement is
that under it we shall he able to expend con-
siderable snms in Qdirections that were not
possible under the old agreement. It is
broad enough to enable us to enjoy the bene-
fit of it in rezard to railway econstruction
and road construction and water supply and
drainage; in fact there is no limit really,
except the judgment and discretion of the
Home Government and the Commonwealth
Government as to how far it might not he
applied to the expenditure of money on pub-
lie works.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Teesdale: Da you think you could
work in a jetty under it9

The PREMIER: Yes, cven the Beadon
jetty; it might be possible. I1f we are
able to do that and so obtain money at one
per cent. for five years and one-third of
the interest for the next five years, we shall
be able to proceed with a considerable
amount of development work that other-
wise with our limited population, and =2
rate of interest of 515 or G per cent., we
should not he able to undertake.

Hen. Sir Jaomes Mitchell: We must not
neglect land settlement in order to con-
struct public works.

The PREMIER: Certainly not. But if
we should be able to ecarry on the landl
settlement we desire and also construct
roads, jetties, railways, and other things
coming under the agreement, so muech the
better, I do not helieve that we should ho
justified in negleeting land settlement for
the purpose of building the works T have
mentioned.

on. Sir James Mitehell: If we did so
our last state would be worse than the fivst.

The PREMIER : Yes; but there are vail-
ways that ought to he built. People are
making pressing requests for new railwavs,
even apart from those already aunthorired
by Parliament. 1f we should be able t
take advantage of the agreement, not only
with regard to land settlement direetly :uf
also with regard fo these works, it wanld
be a very good thing for the State.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Take all the
money you c¢an get at 1 per eent, and take
it at once.

The PREMIER : Tt would enable us
justifiably te inerease our loan expenditur:,
becanse while we liave been expending loan
money at the rate of about four million= a
year and accepting the whole of the burdi s
of interest af a rate of 5 or 514 per
eent.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell :
all loans.

The PREMIER : FEven prior to the
scheme we were expending three and 315
millions a vear earrving a rate of 5 or 3k
per cent. interest. TE we c¢an get money
under 1he agreement at 1 per cent, and
one-third of the rate for an additional five
years, we shall be justified in increasing
our annual loan expenditure. The extent
of our loan expenditure is measured only
by the capacity of the people to pay the

Not on all
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interest charges upon it. o, if we met
velief in this way, it will enable us to in-
crease vur loan expenditure, and we should
tlrerefore be able to carry out a great deal
of land settlement and development that
will be of henelit in all the years to came.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : We made
moiuey hy using 3 per cent. money. Surely
we can wmake more by using 1 per rent.
money.

The PREMIER: Yes. OQur public ulil-
ties as a whole are paying their way on
O per cent. money, and because of that we
have lately been able to balance the ledzer.
Coming now to migration and group settle-
ment in the South-West, mny view is thai
the State should go abead with that schemu.
There will be losses undoubtedly. 1t was
never expected fo he otherwise. Although
there have been preat diflienities in conner-
tion with the scheme and although there
will be considerable losses, I believe the ex-
perience of the last 70 or 80 years has been
such as o eonvinee tis that tie desclopment
of the heavily timbered portion of the
State is heyond the capacity of individuals.
That hrings us to the question of allowing
that territory to remain in its virgin state
or to bring it under ecultivation and
development hy community effort. While
we can foresee heavy losses, we shouid re-
gard them in the light, not of a five or a
10-year period. hut of losses to be spread
over many generations. Once an area of
country is cleared and brought into cultivae-
tion, an asset is created not for a vear or
for five vears, but for all time. somethinge
that will be an asset to the people 30 or
100 yenrs hence, and an ever inereasing
asset.

My, Stubhs: Tt will obvinte the necessity
of sending a million ponnds a year out nf
the State for dairy products alone.

The PREMIER: If we come to the con-
clusion that we are going to lose a million.
two millions or three millions, we have to
Took to the future and spread that loss over
a long period of vears. Tealt with in that
way, it will mean per head of population
only a comparatively small sum. We shall
be able to stand that. Then we have to
set the direet losses against the increased
trade and production that will arise from
the work of development carried on when
we are no longer sending large sums of
money to the Fastern States, keeping em-
ploved many thousands of their citizens o
supply our needs.
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Hon. 8ir James Mitehell : At least 100.000
people.

The PREMIER: The indireet gain to the
State by finding employvinent for our own
people and producing the commodities we
require will, I think, far out-weigh any
direct losses that may be incurred. So [
think the seheme must go on. We are en-
paged in a very big lask trying to develop
this linge territory with 370,000 people.
With the aid of this agreement and the in-
troduetion of pevple from oversens, and
with money at a remarkably cheap rate, [
think the future of the State ix assured
and we should avail ourszelves of the oppor-
tunity while it is with us.

on. Sir James Mitehell: Yes, full steam
alead is the only thing for us.

The PREMIER: 1 think #0. As I have
said on previous oceasions, we should have
no craven fears of heing great. We shonld
do, as Fmerson advised, hitch onr wagon
to a star. H is only by comparisons that
ane is able to judge countries, and to make
comparisons one wust travel. 1 have re-
turned from my trip abroad imbued with a
feeling that we are the luckiest people in
the world., We have one of the finest coun-
tries in the wide world, and if people in
other parts were only hlessed as we are,
with the elimate, the soil and the possibili-
ties for the production of wealth that we
have in Weslern Ausiralia, {hey would con-
sider themselves the most fortunate people
on earth.

Tion. Sir James Mitehell: They would
nol he shivering at a Dlitle expenditure,

The PREMIENL: Na. We have nothmg
at all to fear. There is undoubtedly a
tremendous fulure ahead of this State.
Xot any of us to-day, even il possessed of
imagination, ean visnalise what this State
ar Australia will he in 40 or 30 years’ time.
It i only by courage and the development
of our eountry, rich as it is, that we can go
ahead. That is the position as 1 view it,
and thal will be the attitude of the Gov-
ernment.

Mon, Sir James Mitchell: There will be
no unemptoyed when you get to work,

The PREMIER : That 1s so. 1 have said
before and T repeat it, thai T am firmly eon-
vineed that bringing people into the eoon-
trv is not going te create wnemployment,
s0 lonz as we wisely handle the resources
at hand.

Mr. Tayxlor: That is the point.



426

The PREMEER: I have some figures on
soldier settlement that should interest mem-
bers. The Commonwenlih agreed to provide
the capital for soldier settlement, and tie
total amount we have borrowed for this
purpose is £5,G63,300. A\ =mall additional
amount has been provided by the Slaie ior
land purchase paid by bonds. ‘The number
of soldiers scttled on State lands at the end
of Iast month was 5,326, The Common-
wealth agreed to allow a rebate of interest
of 234 per cent. for live years equal, as the
Leader of the Oppesition stated, to 1214 per
cent. over that period.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: About ¢ per
cent. to cover losscs.

The PREMIER: Under this scheme the
State has collected from the Commonwealth
£436,430, and the whole of this rebate h.s
been credited to a speeial trust aceount at
the Treasury. Y¥rom this trust account the
payments have been made. Allowances {o
soldiers on aceount of interest reductivas
amount to £208,91%, and losses actually as-
certained and bank funds recouped total
£83,772, leaving a balance in the fund of
£143,735.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have an-
other £400,000 to eome from the Common-
wealth.

The PREMIELR:
more to come.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The amount al-
together was £300,000.

The PREMIER: The Commonwealth re-
cently proposed a reduction of State indebt-
edness on account of the soldier settlewcat
scheme of £5,000,000 covering all the States.
0Of that our proportion will be £79G,000.
This is a matter that the Minister fo- Lands
has been inquiring into in Melbourne during
the present week. The additional relief
given by the Commonwealth will represunt
a saving in interest to this State of £50,600
Pper annum,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is splen-
did.

The PREMIER: Now I come to a matler
referred to by the Leader of the Obnpusition
regard.ng the Treasury figures.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T will let you
oft that after what you have just told us.

The PREMIER: [ assare the hon. mem-
ber that he is mistaken in the belief that a
sum of money represeniing reimbursements
that should properly have heen eredited to
the year before last was really paid into the
accounts of last year. There has not l:cen

We have something
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any money at all that was properly due to
the accounts of the previous year paid into
the accounts of the year that has just closed.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Then how the
deuee did you get that large amount ol re-
imbursements?

The PREMIER: T could not follew the
lon. member’s fizures. When he was speai-
ing I was not aware of any figures that
would justify his contention. I am assured
by the Treasury officials that every penny
whieh should have been credited to che year
in which the hon. member left officz was so
crediled, and that nothing was takeu iato
last year's accounts that properly pelonged
to the previous year. It is an ever-mcreas-
ing amount, as the hon. member knows. Last
year exactly the same principle was fol-
lowed as in the previons year with regard to
recoups of interest. This is where the Op-
position Leader seems to believe the money
has got into the wrong year. However, I
repeat, precisely the same prineiple was fol-
lowed. The total departmental revenue for
last year was £854,000. In tic previous year
it was £708,000. There was an increase
last year of £145,000,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: How did you
get the £208,000 additional this year?

The PREMIER: It is not £208,000; it
is £145,000,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Is it reimburse-
ments?

The PREMIER: Yes, under the Treasury
tigures.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The amount s
£208,000 acceording to the figures 1 have.

The PREMIER : The figures I have make
the amount £145,000. The increase was Di
per cent., and T think the Oppositicn Leader
has always contended that the araount should
vary from 30 to 60 per cent.

Mon, Sir James Mitcheil: 1id you charge
inferest on works under construction?

The PREMIER: No .

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
should.

The PREMIER: It was not charzed in
the previous var cither.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
charge it.

The PREMIER: 'That ix u matier of
poliey or prineiple. T know the Leader of
the Opposition holds the view that interest
should be taken into revenue as regards
works under construetion.

Well, you

You should
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Hon. Sir James Mitchetl: When the Gov-
ernment are carrying out works for other
peopie.

The PREMIER: I did not adopt that
¢ourse in the year before last; and the Op-
positon Leader, although he believed in the
poliey, did not carry it out except
for the first half of the year. I wrote the
amount back fur the second balf of the year;
it was not very large. Neither did I take
in such interest for the year just closed.
The practice svggested by the Opposition
L.eader has not been in vogue in the past.
I thiok the first time the hon. gentleman
adopted it was last year. 1t is an import-
ant point now, because we have embarked
on a large policy of works, notably the hills
water scheme, in the case of which it might
he considered jusiiliable to take into Con-
solidaied Revenue each year interest on the
loan expenditure.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell; We should do
it. The taxpayer has to pay the interest.

The PREMIER: Quite possibly I shali
do it this year. The collection of interest
by the Agricultural Bank, the lndustries
Assistance Board, and the Soldier Settle-
ment Scheme during the past three years
was as follows:—for 1922.23, £523,000; for
1923-24, £591,000, an increase of £67,000;
and for last year, £664,000, or an inerease
of £73,000 over the preceding year. The
figures for group settlement for 1922-23
were nil, hecause in that year the scheme
had not got going; for 1923-24 they were
£46,000, and for 1924-25, £102,000, or an
increase of £55,000 over the previous vear.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Will you aive
me a return if T ask you for one?

The PREMIER: Yes.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Then I
show you where you are wrong.

The PREMIER : T have not been able lo
diseover it

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You are mak-
ing such a decent speech to-night that T will
et sou off.

The PREMIER: Very well. Tt is un-
fortunate that whilst many of our primary
industries have developed very rapidly in
recent vears, the great industry of zold min-
ing, whirh has done so much for the Statfe
in the past, has been in difficulties. The
Royal Commi:sion appointed to inquire into
the whole industry has made a report which
I regard as one of the most important and

will
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most valuable doeuments any Royal Com-
mission has ever presented to this State.
What the effeet of it will be is hard to tore-
see, because the power tn take action does
not lie in the hands of the (Government, The
effeci will depend almost entirely upon the
view faken by the directors and shareholders
in the Old Country, I do believe that if
substantial effect is given to the Royal Com-
mission’s recommendations, the result will
be greatly to prolong the life of the mines.
The Royal Commissioner pointed out that
unless something is done on the lines indi-
cated by him, a very few years will see the
industry entirely extinguished. I had the
opportunity of meeting those concerned
while 1 was in the Old Country, and I dis-
cussed the whole situation with them; and
T believe they will pay great altention to
the Ruyal Commissioner’s recommendations.
A few puints have been raised by members
in the way of complaint or grievance. One
raised hy the member for East Perth (Mr.
Hughes) was ag to the fees charged at the
Technical School. The fees originally
charged to students at the Technical School
and the School of Mines were abolished
some 10 or 12 years baek, but were re-im-
posed two or three years ago, when the
State finances were not in a favourable con-
difton. The total amount collected is not
large, although the sum paid by each
student may be considerable to him, having
vegard to the yosilion of many of {be
students. The total amount collected last
venr was £2,800, and the fees charged to
studenls over 21 vears ol agze varied from
£1 fo £2 10s. per quarter. That was for
1 rofessional classes. T believe there is also
a registration fee of 5s. per annum. At
the time the fees were re-imposed, it was
considered that a number of adults were
taking advantage of the Technieal Sehool
merely as a hobby, and not with any real
desire fo learn a trade or a profession which
miuht aid them in earning a livelihood.
When motor cars hecame freely used, many
persons went to the Technical School in
order to obtain a knowledge of how to
handle a car and effect minor repairs.

Mr. Hughes: Many people attend just
for the seke of the education.

The PREMTER : 1 shoold not think many
students would attend the University ex-
eept with the ohjeet of learning a profes-
sion to follow through life. T do not know
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to what extent the Technieal School and the
School of Mines were used for other pur-
poses, though I have personal knowledge
of some men well advanced in years, in
fact old men, who attend the School of
Mines to study geology merely as a Lobby,
and who were there possibly to the exelu-
sion of younger students who were more
deserving.

Mr. Teesdale: That is the point.

The PHEMIER: T believe that is the
reason wiy fees were re-imposed. I know
of a civil servant in receipt of £700 a year
who used Lo altend the Technical School in
order to learn how (o handle a motor ear
ansd effeet repairs. 1 do not know whether
such cases were numerous.

Mr. Hughes: Bot the director’s report
calls atienlion to the faet that there has been
a falling off in the attendance.

The PREMIER: It is a strange and
rather disappoiniing feature that when fees
were charzed in the Schoo! of Mines at
Kalgoorlie priovr to 1912, that institation
was belter attended than it was after the
feas were abolished by the then Labour Gov-
ernmenf. On inquiring I was informed by
the staff of the school that the youths, or
their parents, did not take so much interest
in the tuition when they got it for nothing.
However, that may have been only a tem-
porary phase.

Mr. Hughes: I went to the Boulder Tech-
nical School then, and I can state that the
work done at those schools now is vastly

superior.

The TPREMIER: T believe that is
so, especially in the case of the Parth
Technieal School. However, there is a
good deal of point in the hon. mem-
ber’s coitention that those who ean

afford to atiend the University in the day-
time should not have an advantage over
those who, hecanse they have fo earn
their living during the day, aitend the Tech-
nical Sehool in the evening. Another point
raised by the hon. member had reference to
the Workers’ Homes Board. There has heen
an amount of accumulated profits from the
aperations of the heard paid inte Consoli~
dated Revenue—£7500. Those zre profits
which have accnmulated dorving the vears the
hoard bave heen in operation. Probably the
amount might have bheen better utilised in
the erection of additional homes. When the
finanees permit, as T hope they will shortly,
the question of handing over the smount fo
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the board will be favourably censidered.
The £7,500, however, is the accumulation of
profits sinee about 1912, The reason why the
bailding of workers’ homes was discontinued
was the high eost of money. It started with
the war, and sinee then the Loard have had
available to them for the erection of new
homes only sueh snms as eame in from re-
payments. Last year the amount was,
roughly, £50,000—about £4,000 per month.
That would suffice for the ercction of about
72 houses per year. I realise that now when
money is getting cheaper, it is essential to
do something lo provide homes for the
people of this country, both in the country
fowns and in the meiropolitan area. Al-
though scores of houses have been going up,
they are not such as would answer the pur-
poses of the workers. The ercction of houses
in aristoeralie suborbs, sueh as the one T live
in, is not of very much benefit to the aver-
age worker; and T will see if it is not pos-
sible to make available to the board a sum
of money this vear, so that they may assist
in a greater degree the building of workers’
homes. There is also the question of in-
creasing the amount allowed, which at pre-
sent is £550. Borrowed for a period of 30
vears, that amount represents repavments at
the rate of about £3 16s. G6d. per tnonth. If
the amount were increased to £750, the
monthly repayment would be £5 5s., which
T suppose is not greater than the rent paid
by the average person to a private landiord.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We should try
to build houses more cheaply, to get the
material more cheaply and to have the work
done more cheaply.

The PREMIER :
could be done.

Mr. Davy: Buoild wooden houses.

The PREMIER: T believe the proposal
of the member for Canning (Mr. Clydes-
dale) for the ercetion of eomparatively cheap
houses in the country towns is the solntion.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: But that has
been going on for some years,

The PREMIER: T know the hon. mem-
ber inaugnrated the poliecy of building
honzes in the country towns.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
going on how, is it not?

The PREMIER: I think sa. This diffi-
culty has had an effect on the unemployment
diffenlty in lhe eily. People will not make
their homes in the counfry if there is no
housing aceommodation for them. Tf we
could provide them with reasonably comfort-

[ do not know how it

And that is
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able liomes at a low eost, together with a
small plot of gronnd from which they could
supplement their earnings, there wounld be a
greater inducement to the people to go into
the countiy rather than to diifl back to the
city as soon as their casual work was
finished.

AMr. Teesdale: You ought to exiend that
to one or two of the towns up North.

The PRIZMIER: That is so.

Mr. Heron: Tt is had to have all the work
in Perth,

The PREMTIER: 1t is had to have it con-
eentrated in the cities.

Mr. Heron: TPeople have to come from
the ecouniry to the city to get a job.

The PREMIER: Adelaide, Melbourne,
Sydney, and other large towns have hecome
bloated at the expense of the country dis-
ricts. T would like to zee the same thing
extended to our industries. T should like to
see industries opencd up in the country dis-
tricts and not concentrated in a small area
such as the city itself. People are better off
in the country and are more Lkely there to
produce work that will benefit the State
than he returning to the towns and depend-
ing on work that may be made available for
them.

Mr. Sampson: The workers’
scheme would help & good deal.

The PREMIER: Yes. Coming to ths
question of unemployment, it is unfortu-
nately true that there has heen a consider-
able number of men ont of work during the
past month or two. That is no new experi-
ence either here or in any of the other States
or, in fact, in any other part of the world.

Mr. Taylor: Especially at thiz time of
the vear.

The PREMIER: We have seasonal ocen-
pations and work in some avenues eases off
in June, July, and Augzust. TDuring those
months men find their way into the eities
and thus we have this trouble year after
vear. The fact 1hat there has been a greater
numher this year than for some time past
is due, in my opinion, to two rauses. TFirst
of all, within the last 12 months more than
2,000 men of foreign birth or extraction
have arrived in the State. Apparently it
ts n fact that none of these men is out of
work.

Mr. Teesdale: Ts that a fact?

The PREMTER: Yes. These wen are
mostly southern Kuropeans from Italy,

homes
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Greece, Roumania, and Aibania. If they
can come from Europe and find employment
as they have done during the past 12
months, it seems to follow that a large num-
ber of our own people are out of work in
conseauence. I do not know why. Whether
it is that some sections of the eommunity are
giving preference to these men as against
our own pecple, I am not in a position to
say, but they do secm to be able to get work
soon after they arrive here. Hon. members
will probably have seen the repor{ by the
organiser of the Uzly Men's Assorintion whe
said that when iravelling through the eoun-
trv he found a considerable number of our
people unemploved, but that ihese foreigners
were all working, .
My, Taylor: That would appear to ex-
plade the thevry that new arrivals in the
couniry are not adaptabie io our conditions.

The PREMIER : At any rate, that is the
position. It has tended to iniensify the
conditions regarding unemployment this
year. Then again, a fair number of the
migrants have come from the group settle-
ments. They bave become disratisfied and
have left, or left the wroups berause they
were unsuitable. These men have swelled
the ranks of the unemployed.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Of course.
others take their places on the groups.

The PREMIER: Yes, from the Old
Country. TE sueh people leave the groups
they must go on the labour market, becanse
thex have nowhere else to go.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: But as a fact
you do replace themm on the groups.

The PREMIER: But not with our own
preople.  All this has tended to increase the
numbers of our unemploved. That brings
me to the point raised by the member for
Canning, who said that a considerable pro-
portion of the migrants were unsnitable for
settlement on the land.

Mr. Teesdale: Are no Australians filling
the vacancies on the groups?

The PREMIER: Practically none. Some
hon. memhbers have advoeated establishing a
trainine farm or school lere for the
migrants. T do not see how that could assist
us at all. Tn the first place, if we bring
them ont here and they go to a training
farm for six or twelve months, the hon, mem-
ber suzzested that it would then be dis-
covered whether or not some of the migrants
were suitable for a life on the land. That
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would not avail much because we would still
have them on our hands as additions to the
ranks of the employed. The last position
would be no better than the first.  They
might be just as well empluyyed from the
start on the group settlement blocks, secur-
ing training and doing work of more lasting
benefit there than they would do if on a
training farm. The solution, I think, lies
in baving training farms, not at this end but
in the Old Country. Even there considerable
obstacles have to be overcome.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Tt would take
a hundred years to get sufficient numbers ont
here.

The PREMIER: At any rate, it would be
better if the would-be migranls were f{ried
out in the 0ld Country and only those who
felt that the life appealed to them would
then come to Western Australia. Something
is being done in this direction in England at
the Catterick IFarm School.  That scheme
has been started by the Military Department
for the benefit of some 40,000 young men
who are retired from the army every year.
The object is to prevent those men being
placed on the labour market without any
training or voeation te which they can turn
for a living. A large area was purchased at
Catterick and the soldiers get six months’
training on the farm. 1t is not necessarily
for those who contemplate migrating to Aus-
tralia or other parts of the Empire, and the
men are given tuition in other voecafions such
as earpentry, bricklaying and so on, By this
means it is hoped that they will be uble te
earn a living, should they come here or go
to some other part, instead of being thrown
on the upemployment market. We have two
groups, the members of which came from this
school. They have heen settled at Hester.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Very fine groups, too.

The PREMIER: I have heen informed
by the Minister for Lands and others that
those settlers undoubtedly represent the best
type of migrant we have received since the
scheme was inaugurated.

Mr. Teesdale: That is a good case for you.

Hon. Sir Jawmes Mitchell: They are pretty
good men if that is so.

The PREMIER: Quite so, because there
are good men on the other groups as well.
That six months’ training must be of great
assistance to them.  They are taught all
kinds of work that they will be called upon
to do in the South-West. T refer to dairying,
cattle raising, pig raising, pouliry farming,
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ploughing and eropping. The only differ-
ence between the experience they gain at
Catterick and their life in the Sonth-West
s that they do not gain experience in axe
work and clearing. That is all that would
be new to wmen coming from there and tak-
ing up blocks in the South-West. While in
London 1 arranged that our future migrants,
so far as is possible, would be selected from
those who had been through the Catterick
school.  The men there are mostly non-
commissioned officers and Lhe majority bave
|-ensions, some small and some large. That
would prove an added advaniage to them
should they come here.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
Lave children,

The PREMIER: Their wives go to the
farm school for six months with their hus-
bands, If they intend to migrate, the wives
are taught the work that women do on dairy
and poultry farms. I should say that the
six monlhs’ experience wounld he invaluable
to them. It would enable men who faney
they have a liking for a life on the land to
test themselves. In the Old Country there
are many who, after reading pamphlets deal-
ing with the possibilities of a career on the
land in Western Australia, really bhelieve
they would like that kind of existence. After
coming all this distance, however, they find
themselves mistaken and awake to a realisa-
tion that the life does not suit them. A six
montls’ try-out on & farm sueh as that at
Catterick will enable ihose people to decide
for themselves whether or not they like the
life and sueh a eourse of training may pre-
vent many who are unsuitable from eoming
out.

I hope they

Mr. Taylor; Some of those who went to
the goldfields in the early days eleared back
as soon as they saw what the poldfields were
iike.

The PREMIER: I hope that most of our
future migrants will go through that school.
I agree with the Leader of the Opposition
lhat a very high percentage of the men and
women we have are a good class. They are
inexperienced but we must not forget that
Anstralia was first settled by inexperienced
people. The country was settled, too, not
only by inexperienced people, but under
greater difliculties than such people have to
face here.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
that is so.

Hear, hear;
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The PREMIER: If tkese people have
the will to win through and a desire to suc-
ceed and make homes for themselves, there
is no reason why they should not do se.

Mr. Teesdale: Those who condemn them
were also inexperienced at one time and had
to be taught.

The PREMIER: I found in the southern
counties of Devon and Cornwall a body of
citizens who were remarkably keen on the
selection and advice tendered to people in
order to help them to decide whether or not
they should come to Western Australia.
They are anxious that there shall be no con-
siderable jsercentage of failures. The head-
quarters of the Devon and Cornwall Associa-
tion are a{ Plymouth, and if the members of
that association think that a person is un-
suitable, they advise him not to come out.
Of course, after thal preliminary test the
would-be applicant has to run the gauntlet
of the officers in Ausiralia House. Many of
the people from Devon and Cornwall have
gone to the groups in the Denmark distriet.
1 saw them for a week or so before I left
for England and I recognised that they were
a fine type. They bave the will fo sueceed,
and I have no doubt they will do so.

Mr. A, Wansbrough: They are doing all
right,

The PREMIER: T believe so. T will not
detain the House any longer. T believe there
is a great future ahend of our land settle-
ment poliey in the Sounth-West. Some day
we shall be in as good a position as any
part of Australia. I have some knowledge
of the dilficulties encountered by the
pioneers of land seftlement in Vietoria. 1
know the frst settlement in the mallee. T
vefer {0 the Wimmera distriet. The settlers
there were driven off the land and some of
it was considered valueless as a result of
failures experienced in the firsi year or two.
To-day that land is worth £10 or £14 an
acre.

Mr. C. P. Wansbrough: Not for dairying.

The PREMIFR: No, for wheat growing.
It would be worth mmeh more than that
as dairying eountry. Dairying lands in
Victoria are bringing a very high price
indeed. The difficulties we are faced with
in the Sonth-West, and the losses we shall
have to encounter, are not anv greater than
the losses and diffieulties faced by the
pioneer seltlers of Gippsland.

Mr. Latham: And you are offering our
settlers better conditions.
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The PREMIER: Yes, there is n degree
of (iovernment assistance available to-day
that was not available then. It was rather
too mneh to ask people io put in a life of
drudgery and toil for 20 or 30 years with
no chance of benefit to themselves, but
werely in order that their children and
their children’s children might have the
advaniage of their struggles. To-day,
rightly, people want a little of the henefi(
and advantage in their own lifetime; and
with the aid of cheap money and Gavern-
ment assistance they should be able to
achieve a fair measure of success and pros-
perity in their own lifetime.

MR. DAVY {West Perth) [8.46): There
iy little doubi that the Premier, when he
chooges, can 1ift himseif ahove party
polities and deliver a speech that makes ns
all feel that he is not merely the Leader of
the Labour Party, but is the Premier of
Western Australin. All of us who bave
heard his address to-night who will read
it to-morrow ecannot fail to agree that
very litlle criticism ean honestly he offered
on what he has said. He has undounbtedly
been in the highest degvee fair. He has
atlributed the remarkable reduction of the
deficit this year, not to the advent to power
of the Labhour Party, but to plans that were
formed and put into execution years before
1924, To use his own words, he has
attributed these remarkable resulis Lo the
fact that this eountry has borrowed
courageously and expended wisely. Tt follows,
of course, that it was nol courageous bor-
rowing and wise expenditure during 192%
that caused the deficit to again drop re-
markably in that year. Bul although he
did not say so in se many words, every
person who heard him realised that in his
mind the Premier was paying a tribute to
the work dome hy the gentleman next {o
whom I have the honour to sit. As the
Premier spoke to us in his snave and per-
suasive way, and most of us felt that we
were all his supporters, T thought that per-
haps that pleasing style and easy manner
might to a certain extent have been attri-
buted to the showers of eongratulations that
have fallen on the (iovernment during this
debate. Personally 1 have no congratula-
tions to offer to the Government, except
eongratulations on their having received so
many coneratulations. Tt must e a very
pleasing experience to find member after
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member getting up and congratulating the
Government about something. Perhaps I
am going to too far in sayinw 1 have nothing
upon which to cengratulate litem, for vue
might congratulate them on some of the
favours shown them by Providence. Shortly
after the Government's elevation there wus
a lengthy dry spell, and 1 remember the
Premicr saying he was fearful that perhaps
Providence was showing some disfavour
with the reecent electoral swceess of the
party. However, the dry spell passed,
and in the end onc of the most bountiful
seasons that Providence has bestowed on
the State ocenrred last year, giving us
a yield which is not only a record, but
so much a record as to e¢ause astonish-
ment to our brothers in the Eastern States.
It appears to me that, as the Premier said
on a previous oceasion this session, it is the
funetion of the Opposition to eriticise; and
so, although late in the debute, 1 propose to
offer one or two eriticisms, Naluraily |
am of a diflerent political view from the
party at present ip power, and I suppose
it is inevitable that those on this side of the
House should find mnoeh to eriticise in what
has Leen done by the Government, even dur-
ing their short ocenpaney of office. I find
myself very much in discord with what has
lLeen done by the Government. Soon after
their coming into power we had the specta-
ele of the Government granting to cmployees
in the puoblic service a 44-hour weck. Many
comments have been made on that, some fair
ard gsome unfair. My eriticism of it is that
it was foolish, considering the state of the
finances, and that it was in a way a breach of
trust; for, after all, the Government are trus-
tees for the money of the people of West-
ern Australia. When trustees are fo pay
employees, to disburse moneys, it is their
duty to do so in the most cautious and eare-
ful manner. When trusiees are to fix the
wages of their employees, the proper rate to
fix is the market rate for the time being.
That market rate had been fixed by the Ar-
bitration Court, and therefore it was wrong
for the Government te have either raised
wages or shortened hours. I designate that
act as a breach of trust towards the people
of the State.

Mr. Sleeman: The electors sanctioned it.

Mr. DAVY: Yes, it may be said that the
electors sanctioned it. Certainly there was
some talk on the hustings of a proposal to
grant a 44-hour week if the Labour Party
were returned to power; but thal is equiv-
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alent to trustees saying, “That is all right,
our beneficiaries have eonsented.” That, of
course, is not a sufficient excuse. The faet
of the matter is that the people, any more
than the members of the House, are not
competent to judge what is the proper num-
Ler of hours to be worked on any partienlar
job.  We have conslituted an Arbitration
Court to decide that, and neither the House
nor the people are in a position to judge
what is a proper week’s work.

Hon. 8. W. JMunsie: The workers who
have to perform it are not bad judges.

Mr. DAVY: Of course the workers who

liave to perform it would agree to a 34-
Lour weck or even a 24-hour week if
their party proposed it. They look to
their party as to their leaders, and if
iheir leaders told them that 24 hours was

quite suflicient for a week’s work, it would
be remarkable to hear the workers disagree-
ing. Again, we find that at the first oppor-
tunity the Government endeavoured to in-
troduce by legislation a 44-hour week for
all employees in the State. They wished to
fake away from the Arbitration Court its
function of fixing hours. I do not know
why they stopped there and did not attempt
to take away from the court its function
of fixing wages and everything elge, and give
the responsibility instead to TParliament—
not Parliament after due consideration of
cvidence and of pros and cons, but on a
bloek vote backed by what is sometimes
called a brutal majority. That act is one
that I censure. Again, at the first oppor-
tunity they proposed a measure providing
the possibilty of statutory preference to
unionists.

Mr. Sleeman: They were only standing up
to their promises.

Mr. DAVY: T have always been amazed
to find a party expressing itself as the most
humanitarian one, as having regard for the
weak and the suffering, yet incorporating
as part of its policy so brutal a doctrine
as that of preference to unionists.

The Minister for Railways: How can you
have collective bargaining without unions?

Mr. DAVY: You cannot. But I do not
admit that colleetive bargaining should have
as its corollary that those who do not want
vollective barmaining should be starved to
death,

Hon. J. Cunningham: Your own union
favours collerfive bargaining.

Mr. DAVY: My own union has no rules
excluding other people. It is not necessary
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for a person who wants to enter my ubion
to be elected by a majority or any number
of the members of that union. He is ad-
mitted on proving qualifications fixed, not
by that univn, bui by this House and an-
other place, and after consideration by the
Supreme Court of Western Australia. But
my friend’s union retains for itself ihe right
tv admit or not lo admit, or even to expel
from membersbhip, any human being; and
once expelled, if we were to have preference
to unionists as the law of the l!and, we
should have the spectacle of that man Dbe-
ing condemned under certain conditions ic
slow starvation with bis wife and children.
It is always a matter of astonishment to
me that the member for Fremantle (Mr.
Slceman} can get up and pipe a tear at the
thouzht of the unemployed being sbort of
a meal, and in the npext breath advocaie
this hrutal doctrine of prefcrence to unioun-
ists.

Mr., Sleeman: Some professional gentle-
men adopt that policy also,

Mr. DAVY: That is fo fall back upon
the plea that if someone else does wrong
we also are justified in doing wrong.

Hoen. 8. W, Munsie: But we may be doing
pertectly righ.,

Mr, DAVY: 1 say too, that this Govern-
ment—I do not propose to re-open a debate
that oceurred some days ago—has exhibited
a wrong idea of their duty in regard to pre-
serving law and order. We had a debate
recently on the subject of the tearoom
strike. Whatever the outcome of ihat de-
bate, it appeared to me from interjeetions

that some members of the Government
have a novel idea of their functions
in the enforcement of the law. To

my mind the law is written in the statute-
hook to be obeyed. The Government, from
their interjeclions and actions, appear to
claim the right to suspend certain laws of
the land chosen by themselves with respect
to eceriain citizens or groups of citizens,
also choten hy themselves. There can be
little doubt that onee a sirike oceurs, the
people who call themselves strikers—with-
ot any neressary proof that they are so—
are penreitted to vio'ale the laws on the
statute-book. During that dehate attention
was ealled to a =ection of the Criminal
Code—

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. memher must
not open up that debate. That is closed.
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Mr. DAVY: | take it I may refer to
otlier matters atfeeting the question of law
and orde..

Mr. SPEAKER: Not with reference to
the debate which is closed.

A DAVY: We find also that the Gov-
crnment indicated by way of interjeclion
that it might be impossible to suppress
swee, 5, wnd that if anyone endeavoured lo
do su, he would probably find himsell at
the botton of the river. That was an inter-
Jection by the Minister for Lands. 1t would
Lie better to find oneself at the bottom of the
river iuther than fail to enforce the law
as it is writlen. Again, as the law stands,
the running of roulelte tables and sweat
wheels 35 a criminal offence, according io
our cude, and yet we find that the Minister
tor Justice, through his chief execulive
ollicer, thy Comuissivner of Police, appar-
ently is in the praclice of issuing permits to
people to carry on that form of gambling.
An execulive capable of thinking it has the
vighl to do such a thing has a wrong con-
ception of its duty.

The Minister for Railways: A good job
you were not here duaring last Parliament.
You would have had a lot to say.

Mr. DAVY: When L tind that wrong is
being done | do not hesitate to express my
ubjection,  Aguin the hon. member falls
back on the argument that someone else did
it as well as he. I may not refer to the
failure of the (Government to enforee the
authoiity of the Arbitration Courlt during
the vecent strike, bubt the one lesson quite
clear from that trouble is the necessity for
a proper sanction for the orders contained
in the Arbitration Aet with regard to strikes.
The member for Claremont (Mr. North)
suggested that as it had been found impos-
sible to enforee the law against striking and
locking out, arbitration had proved a faijl-
ure and had better be abandoned. T am not
of that opinton, I believe that arbitration
has not only come to stav, but that it has
come to stay for the henefit of the commun-
ity.

Mr. North: I spoke alternatively; I did
not say that was the only course.

Mr. DAVY: Arbitration is an honest
attempt and might be made a successful
attempt to get rid of the brutal, harbarous,
and old-fashioned methed of settling dis-
putes by strikes, but I am firmly convinced
that unless strikes are forbidden and the
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prohibition iz enforeed, industrial arbitra-
tion is a waste of time. At present the
offence of striking and locking out is pro-
vided for in the Act, but there is no one to
police it. At one period in the history of
arbifration in this State, it was the practice
for the parties concerned to initiate prosecu-
tions, and of course the immediate result
was that the prosecution was regarded as a
weapon in the hands of one of the partics
to the strike Lo defeat the other party. That
was most undesivable.
way to prevent strikes—and this legislature
must agree that they should be prevented;
otherwise why retain the prohibition of them
on the statute-book—is to create an officer
whose statotory duty i shall be to prose-
cute any person or hody of persons engagerd
in a strike or lockout the moment the offence
is committed. Until this is done arhitration
can never be more fhan partially effective,
and strikes will continue with all the attend-
ant pain, suffering and loss. The Govern-
ment have not lifted 2 hand to reduce what
1 consider is a very wrong prineiple, namely,
State trading. The State is still a maker of
briecks, a canner of meats, a manufacturer
of ploughs, ploughshares, and harvesters,
and cven of nails, holts and serews. Tt runs
hotels; it is a retailer of whisky and beer.
That of course is not a hit surprising. The
Government stand for that sort of thing,
and we may well expeet so long as they
remain in power that not only will they not
reduce such activity, but that they will be
likely to extend it. It would be mot at all
surprising to find any day that we have a
State butcher shop and a State fish shop
once more.

Mr. Sampson: They have had experience
of them.

Mr. DAVY: And perhaps we may have
State teashops, and the Government might
even venture to ice cream at a penny a lick.
That is the poliey of the party who have put
and kept the Government in power, and the
people of Western Australia must realise
that it is their poliey and is likely to be not
only preserved but extended,

Mr, Sleeman: They might even have a
State lawyer to give advice.

Mr. DAVY: If the hon. member came
hefore the eouct and could satisfv the court
that he had a good case, and had not the
money to pay for legal advice, he could get
free legal service. A great many people do

The only possible -
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not know of that, so I spread the informa-
tion abroad for the benefit of those to whom
it may be useful.

The Minister for Justice: Oh, do not do
that.

Mr. DAVY: This line of activily is part
of the Government’s policy. It is socialism,
and because that is their policy, I feel it
difficult to have the same confidence in the
statement of the Premier on immigration
that I should like to have. I am convinced
that the Premier and the Minister for Lands
are firm beltevers in the necessity for and
wisdom of immigration. They have said
50 in ferms so certain and with an air of
conviction so strong that I cannot but be-
lieve them. But I have found it always dif-
ficult and will always find it difficult to be-
Tlieve that the party that put those two gen-
tlemen in office can ever honestly believe in
immigration. Their policy after all is one
of socialism, one that has as its objective
the spread of the wages system until it in-
cludes every citizen in the country, with
the paymaster ns the State instead of the
private individual. That is the objective
they have in view—the sccialisation of all
means of production and distribution, pro-
duction for use and nat for profit. The
logieal result of that is the extension of
the wages system until it becomes all-
absorbent. If that is the policy of the
Tabour Party I sugmest to them that the
surest way of preventing the realisation of
those ideals is to continue an immigration
and land settlement pelicy. Every man
successfully settled on a farm represents a
hrick in the wall of defence against social-
ism.

Mr., Lutey: Why, they are the pgreatest
socialists of the lot.

The Minister for Railways: The agricul-
tural industry is a State trading coneern.

Mr, DAVY : The Minister might as well
snggest that if T lend £1,000 to finance a
man into a pub and Le pays me 5 per cent.
interest, I amn a pub-keeper. That is ahont
the degree of analogy hetween the Min-
ister’s statement and mine.

Mr. Lutey: You would be getting pro-
ceeds from the pub.

Mr. DAVY: But I wonld not be the pub-
Leeper. There is no analogy. The Labour
Party are ont for soecialism, and, in my
opinion, every man they suceessfully settle
on the land takes them a step further from
the realisation of their ideal. Every time
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they lend encouragement and help to a eo-
operative seheme in the country, and | have
heard svme members on the (tovernment
side ol the Honse advocating co-operaiion
strongly, it 1s an argument in favour of
seli-help rather than State enterprise.
Therefore [ find it diilieult to believe, not
in the honesty of the Premier's belief in
imuigration or of that of the Minister for
Lands, but in the probability of an honest
continuity of an immigration policy by the
party who have put those gentlemen in the
positions they now oecupy. 1 wish I could
think otherwise, because I am in entire
agreement with my leader and the Premicer
as to this poliey. 1 am convineced that our
sure hope, and in fact our only hope, of
success in \Western Australia les in the
eontinnation of Lhe poliey.

Mr. Sleeman: YWe all helieve in it.

Mr. DAVY: Perhaps the hon. member
does, hut the people who put him here do
not. There are one or two matters to which
1 referred on a similar oecasion last vear,
and to whielr T would like to reier again
briefly. I pointed out last year what ap-
peared to me to be a certain burrieduess
in the dvafting of statutes. I said the im-
portance of the matter suggesfed that the
introduction of what takes place in eerfain
other Parliamenis of the world might be of
creat advantage here, namely the appoint-
ment of a gentleman who should be Parlia-
mentary Draftsman and nothing else, and
who should earry on his operations up here.
I aun told that in South Australia there is
a portion of the floor of the Chamber sel
aside by the Standing Orders where the
Parliamentary Draftsman sits when the
Haouse is in session. I urge that it would
he of the very greatest value and help to us
if we had such an official on the spot here,
It constantly occurs that amendments need
drafting quickly in the course of debate:
and when sueh amendinents are drafted by
amatenrs like oursclves on the flnor of the
House, it sometimes occurs that there is
some effect whieh is not immediately
apparent, which does not come to light until
the amendment has become law. .\ Parlia-
mentary Draftsman in this Chamber would
be a safegnard against that. Moreover, the
work of drafting our statutes is of such
importance. and demands such skill and
care and eoneentration, that it should be a
whole-time job. T wrge that on the Minister
for Justice.

[17}

The Premier: Twenty years ago, when I
lirst came here, we had a Parliamentary
Drattsian who used te be here in the
afferncon and at night when the House
wis sitfing.

Mr. DAVY: | sugeest that we be a litile
reactionary in this respect and revert to
the happy state of the past. In making
these remarks 1 de not wish for even a
woment {o be regarded as c¢riticising the
gentlemen doing the work at the present
time. They are reeognised by my profes-
sion as being highly skilled and highly in-
dustrious public servants, but they bave
too much to do and are in the wrong en-
vironment for their job. On one matter
hrought np by the member tor Fremantle
(Mr. Sleeman) I find myselt in complete
arrveement with lim—the question of a
dental elinic. s the hon. member points
out, at the present time we have inspectors
and nurses going round the sehools and dis-
covering that the teeth of our echildren are
not what thex should he, The children are
{hen ordered hame for treatment, and in
many enses the weans to sapply that treai-
ment arve entively lacking.  Why there
should he a distinction between freatment
of that parl of the body which is ealled
deeth, and treatment of any other part of
the hody, I find it dillienlt to understand.
Possibly we are still lagging behind the
march of seienee, and do not realise that
the teeth are one of the most important
parts of the hody. The time has arrived
when our medieal services should ineclude,
without sperial mention, the care of the
teeth of childven. It js done in many parts
of the world. 1 wish to ndd my word in
tavour of taking a step to remedy that
defect. Another matter T desire to mention
may be of some interest to hon. members.
There was introduced last session a very
important Bill to amend the Workers’ Com-
pensation Aet. It was carried in somewhat
modified form, but still it contained most
important alterations of the law as it ex-
isied hefure last session—alterations which,
T {bink, in the opinion of all members of
this House and of another place were
urzently needed. Omne alteration inereased
the amount of medical expenses recoverable

by an injured emplovee. Before the
amendinent was made, the amount of
medical expenses he could recover was
“Not execeeding £1.”  Obviously, ihat

amonn! was almost insultingly ridieulous.
The amendment raised the amount to
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£100. The figures which 1 propose to
quote lead to one of two inferences,

or perhaps fto both. One inference is that
the amendment was in the highest degree
necessary and urgent, amd the other infer-
ence is that some persons in the community
have taken advantage of the :mendment and
that a further burden is falling upon shoul-
ders other than those for which it was in-
tended. 1 have here particulars of six eases
whieh have occurred sinee the 1st March
this year, when the amendment became law,
They are all eases-which have vecurred in one
company, and a company of no great magni-
tude. In the first case a man suffered the loss
of i finger, and under the Second Schedule
to the Aet his compensation wus £150. Iln-
cluding hospital expenses and ambulanee, his
medical expenses fotalled £32 10s. 6d. That,
of course, is not a very large sum as com-
pared with £150; but it has to be remem-
bered that the man’s loss of time from his
work was probably short, becaunse he got that
specially high rate of compensation under
the Second Schedule. 'I'he next case was onc
of a wound in the band, and the eompensa-
tion payable to the man was £16 3s. 9d. The
medical expenses, including those other
items, were £11 15s. 6d.—a guod deal more
than half the compensation. The next case
was a man with a punshot wound. His eom-
pensation was £7 10s., and kis medical ex-
penses eame fo £37 11s. The next case was
that of a fracture of a bone of the knuckle.
The compensation was £13 2s. 6d., and the
medical expenses were £18 14s—nearly 50
per cent. above the compensation. The last
case was that of an injured thumb, the com-
pensation being £6 and the mcdical expenses
totalling £22 17s. 6d. When we passed the
amendment raising the amount of medieal ex-
penses, we never tor one momenf dreamt
that such results would accrue. Of course
the reason is largely that men who prior to
this amendment went to the Perth Hos-
pital or an assisted hospital, and were
treated by the medical profession free, are
now heing put into private hospitals and
treated by the same medical men al the
usual fees. The net result is going to be a
zreal bepefit to the medieal profession, and
incidentally a eertain amount of benefit to
the workers, although I think a man who is
attended at the Perth Hospital is prob-
ably just as well attended as one who
goes to a private hospital. An indireet re-
sult may be that the problem of keeping our
assisted hospitals is going 1o be largely
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svived. If every man who suffers from an
injury orv an iliness that comes onder the
Workers” Compensalion Acet is Lo go to a
private  hospitals  instead ¢l the Perth
Ifospital or an assisted hospital, then there
is going to be a reduced steuin on the re-
sources of these latier hospitals. The debate
has gone on for a lony time, and 1 propuse
o say only one thing more, 11 1 may be per-
mitled to do’ so. Al the beginning of my
second yeur in Lhis House 1 wish to say that
1 have found my yenr here a wonderfuol ex-
perience. When 1 ¢ame in here L said that I
iad furmed (he impression that members of
Parliament were not nearly such horrible
blackguards as many members of the public
pretended to tlionk them. At (he end of that
year, and in commencing my second session,
1 would like to say thal the opinion which I
had formed before I came in has been borne
out. Further, I wish to say that I have en-
joyed the last session, and have found that
the society here has in every possible way an
improving and educaiing effect on those who
are lucky enough to be members of this
House.

ME. LATHAM (York) [9.26]: I am
alal to take this opportunity of congratu-
lating the member for Forrest (Miss Hol-
man) on having been elected o this Housec.
Almost of a ceriainly, it is the first time in
the history of the British Kmpire that the
danghter of a worthy member of a House
hias bheen found taking ler father's yosition.
I trust that the hon. member will find her
stay in this Chamber pleasant to herselt and
beneficial to ber conslituents, Of course 1
would have muneh preferred to have the hon.
member sitting on this side of the House, but
we eannot always have what we want. The
first lady member elected to this Chamber sak
with us, and I would have been glad were the
seeond one deing so. After listening to the
Premier’s speech I am almost nonplussed.

Mr. Heron: He took the wind out of your
sails.

Mr. TATHAM: Undoubtedly, Had the
Opposition Leader been occupying a seat on
the Ministerial bench, he eould not have ui-
fered a speech which T would have endorsed
more fully than the Premier’s speech of to-
night. Doubtless the Premier’s trip abroad
has been a wonderful edueation to him, I sin-
cerely trust that the benefit which he has
received will be extended to his followers.
Tt is a splendid thing to see the greal eities
on the continent, particularly in Belgium,
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Franve, and Germany, an/d also, of eorse,
iz onr own Homeland. Unquestionably, it is
u great benefit for us to eome in contact with
the civilisation of the Old Waorld, The finan-
cial position of Western Ausivalia 1< to-day
a, source of pride. 'fle deficit, which not s
long ago reached as much as £700,000 in a
single year, has been reduced tu £39,000 for
the last finaneial year. I venture to say that
if the present Opposition Leader had been
occupying the Treusury bencl, there would
liave heen a surplis of £59,000. The Premier
made out an excellent case. He spoke of re-
duction of taxation. There has, however,
heen increase of taxation. By way of land tax
£42,000 more was paid, from wlhich amount
has to he deducted £7,000 rredited to the
Railway Department. Then there was the
surcharge  of per  cent. on  income
fax. That would net be a laree amount, pos-
sibly £12,000 or £15,000.

The Premier: It was £33,000 last year.
Of course 1 count reduction of railway rates
as reduction of taxation.

Mr., LATHAM: ‘Those railway reduc-
lions are a maze to me, because, after all,
we find the Railway Department making a
profit of £190,000. We permit them to re-
duce freichts te the extent of €15,000. I ex-
pected to hear from the Premier to-night
that the Government intend to reduce
freights fo smeh an extent that no profits
would be made by the Railway Department.
Tt was never intended that the Raiiway De-
partment, which is a public utility, should
be a profit-making machine.

The Premier: If you are not going to
make any profits on any of the public utili-
ties, how are yon going to finance serviees
that are not revenue-carning—police, edunea-
tion, and so on?

Mr. LATHAM: The Premier knows per-
fectly well that taxation exists for that pur-
pose.

The Premier: You objeet to taxation, too.

Mr. LATHAM: T object to incressed
taxation. The taxation we already have is
quite sufficient. I certainly object to the in-
crease of inecome {ax and land tax.

The Premier: You are in deep water, get
out!

Mr. LATHAM: T am in very shallow
water. It is the Premier who is in deep
water if he means that he will not give any
reduction on railway freights. It was never
intended to make such a profit.

The Premier: They have a long way to
zo to make up the deficiencies in past years.
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Mr. LATHAM: T admit that and ] hope
the Premier will not tax

The Premier: As soon as the accumu-
Iafed delieiency of past years has heen wiped
out, there will he reduetions.

Mr. LATHAM: In that case [ hope we
will have an opportunity to amend them
after the next clection.

The Promier: That is one of the promises
yon will he able lo make.

Mr, LATHAM: And it will be fulfilled.

The Premier: T will get in ahead and re-
duce them.

Mr. LATHAM: I hope that will e done
by the Premier. During his speech to-night
he has enunciated o policy with which we
e¢nn agree in many respects. With refer-
ence tv the improved condition of the
finances, we certainly did have a huuse deficit
o few years ago and I wish {o pay a tribule
to the Leader of the Opposition Ffor the
work he did to inerease production in many
directions. The policy laid down by him
when Premier was good and sound. A Gov-
ernment doing the spade work must neces-
sarily increase the deficit. When the spade
work is completed and production sets in,
the reduction of the deficit follows. Next
vear I believe the Premier will budget for a
surplus. I contend that result has heen
brought about by a well thoughi-out poliey
brought into operation during the last few
vears. We have in Western Australin a
eountry that the present Leader of the Op-
position knew what to do with. He got the
right type of people and they have done
what the State expected. To-day we can
rightly be proud of the achicvements of lnst
vear. When we realise that 360,000 peayple
produced £26,000,000 worth of wealth, we
ean realise what a wonderful performance
it is. With such a small population and
such a vast territory we have many public
utilities that have to be fourd for the pro-
duetion of that wealth.

The Premier: FEspecially when yon have
regard to the proportion of adult males we
have in this State.

Mr. LATHAM: [t has been said that
Giibraltar can hoast of the greatest number
of people per square mile of any part of the
world. Western Austrafia can hoast with-
out fear of contradietion that the people
produce more wealth per head of popula-
tion than do those of any other country.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: And it means
cash, too.
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Mr. LATHAM: A lot of the products
of the State can be exported and these re-
turn to us foreign ‘capital. We have a lot
more to do and if the present policy is con-
tinued—1I believe it will be by the present
Administration—in the near foture Western
Australia will find itself in the bappy posi-
tion of taking the lead among the Australian
States. I was struck by the note of warn-
ing sounded in the Governor's Speech.
Therein it is pointed oub that the greatest
care must be exercised regarding the finances
of the State notwithstanding the appreciable
improvement. I hope great care will be ex-
ercised so that the present progperity may
continue, Regarding the railways, they re-
present a public utility that is used more
than any other for developmental purposes.
We have the largest amount of puhlic money
invested in that utility and I am pleased to
see that comsiderable improvements have
been made in the financial position of that
undertaking. A loss of £400,000 has been
transformed into & profit of £190,000 in
feur years. That is a very ereditable result.

Mr. Hughes: And still they earry super
on a 25 per ‘eent. reduection.

Mr. LATHAM: And every bag of soper
carried produces a lot of wenlth that in-
creages the edirnings of the railways, T
wish T could get the hon. member a farm.

Mr. Hughes: 1 wishk yon could.

Mr. LATHAM: If I could I would put
the hon. member 40 miles away from a rail-
way so that he could not make so much
noise. The Railway Department renders
very efficient services in the interests of the
users of the railways., Right frofm the rank
and file to the Commissioner wé get good
service because we find that there has not
been much inerease in the staff in proportion
to the angmented traffic handled. Despite
that, we gel excellent results. I depreecate
very mmch the statement attributed to a Mr,
Teasdale at the recent Primary Producers’
Conference. A statement is attributed to him
that a keg of beer conld bring trucks to
sidings. .I have bheen nassociated with rail-
way men in the distribution of trucks, and
I can honestly say from experience that
every thing humanly possible was done by
the railway officers to meet the traffic at
the time it was necessary to handle it. That
applies particularly to the guards and the
running staff with whom T have come in con-
tact. * From inquiries T have made in my
own and other distriets I find that railway
officers have rendered most courteous service
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and in every way possible have doune their
best to fulfil reqnirements. I, therefore,
depreeate strongly the statement said to have
been: made by a viee-president of the Prim-
ary Producers’ Association the effect of which
was that one could praclically buy railway
trucks with a keg of beer,

Mr. A, Wanshrough: It is a grave reflee-
tien on the railway men.

Me. LATHADM: T can only hope that Mr.
T'ensdale did not make the statement.

Mr. A, Wansbrough: At any rafe, if he
did I hope he will withdraw it.

Mr, LATHAM: From my knowledge of
the railways officers 1 say. that tl-le"sta.tement
is by no means correct. )

My, Brown: It was only a statement made
by svineone in the hall.

Mr. LATHAM: But it is attributed to
My, Teasdale and I hope, if he did not make
that statement, he will correct it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Perhaps some
people may attribute it to the member for
Rogbourne (Mr. Teesdale).

Mr. LATHAM : The Premier talked about
the great benefits derived from the reduc-
tion in first, seeond, and third class freights.
There is a reduction of £29,030. The first,
second, and third class freights apply to
goods brought from storekeepers. The pur-
chasers of those articles do not receive any
benefit Tor it zoes wholly to the retail mer-
chant. I the Government desired to do
something to assist those who are providing
the money for the railways, they could pro-
vide reductions in the freights on agricul-
tural machinery, corn sacks and other lines
used by the people who pay the freight. I
do not see why the Government want to levy
a tax on the land and then hand the money
over to the railways. I cannot see where
the henefit comes in.

The Minister for Railways: It is not
handed over to the railways.

Mr. LATHAM: XNo, it is paid into Con-
=olidated Revenne,

Mr. A, Wansbrough: The trounble is that
the retail merchant does not reduce his
prices because of the reduetion in freights.

Mr. LATHAM: The retail merchant can-
not do so because the difference would be so
small on individual articles. Thus it is that
the storekeeper gets all the benefit. I was
disappointed when I found that no redue-
tions were made during last year. I thought
the Premier would have anticipated the in-
ereased taxation and made the reduetiop in
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freights apply from the beginning of the
year.

The Premier: Bub the tax was passed
practically in the Iast few days of the year.

My, LATHAM: 1 think the VPremier an-
ticipates a lot of legislation that goes through
this Chamber-.

The Premier: But in this instance I could
not do so because of the hostility shown in
another place.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Well, double it
next year and make up for it.

Mr. LATHAM: T hope at any rate there
will be a reduction on agricultural machinery
and the other items I have referred to.

Mr, Sleeman: Do you mean on machinery
bought from the State Implement Works?

Mr. LATHAM: The member for Fre-
mantle (Mr. Sleeman) is always bringing
the State Tmplement Works into it. TLet
me tell him that on a plough bought from
the State Tmplement YWorks a man had to
pay £5 16s. in freight to get it to his siding.
That is a big item.

The Minister for Railways: We reduced
the freight on e¢rnde oil and said nothing
about it.

Mr. LATHAM : Tt is shown in the retnrns.

The Minister for Railwavs: That was done
during nine months of the financial vear,

AMr. LATHAM: That was on fuel for
tractors but the freight is still too heavy on
fuel. Perhaps the Minister does not know
that the freight on 130 cases of power kero-
sene sent from Fremantle to Kondinin cost
£25.

The Minister for Railways: You know
that all sorts of precantions have to be taken
becanse of the inflaimmahle nafure of the
consignment.

Mr. LATHAM: It is no more dangerous
to earry that over the railways than it is fo
carry chaff. It may be necessary to have the
trucks containing the kerosene further from
the enginé, hut it is not more dangerous than
chaff. It would appear that all the high
freight traffic is being diverted to the roads
and unless the Commissioner of Railways
caters for that traffic it will all go to the
motor lorries. The Minister realizes what
compelilion means beeause he has recently
appointed an advertising agent to ask the
merchants for their business.

Mr. A. Wansbhrough: That was a waste of
time. '

Mr. LATHAM: Bul it has been done. Tt
is an extraordinary thing to appoint a man
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to ask tor this business seeing that the Gov-
ernment bave a monopaly. Tt it is not pos-
sible to keep the traffic in those cireum-
stances, something is radically wreng. I
sugpest to the Minister that he should go
into the question of reducing the freights on
fuel for tractors and so on.

The Minister for Railways: You have had
a reduetion this year.

Mr. LATHAM: But give us a decent re-
duction. We have given the Government an
advantage in laxation that they are not en-
titled to and we should have some return for
it. Another thing in regard to the land tax:
We have millions of neres of what are
called light lands. The Agricultural Bank
is not prepared to risk financing settlers on
that ¢lass of land. If a land tax be im-
posed on it, then a man having 1,001 aercs
can get no rebate of tax at all. Yet to-day
we find diffieulty in getting men with money
tn take up our land.

The Minister for Railways: What?

The Premier: To take up land!

My. LATHAM: I said, “With money.”
We lave the greatest diffienlty in getting
men with money to take up land. Of course
there is no difficulty about getting people
with no money to take up land in the ex-
pectation of the Government financing them.
But people coming here with money are
prepared only to purchasa improved proper-
ties, realising that they ave getting a very
good bargain.

The Minister for Railways: Ouor land is
so cheap.

Mr. LATHAM: But people with money
are shy of taking wp Crown lands. In my
opinion it is a thoroughly good investment
for any man with money to take up 4,000 or
5,000 acres of light land adjoining a rail-
way. If we are to have a land tax on such
land, it will tend to deter people from sel-
ecting it.

The Premier: Tt is a very light tax.

Mr. Hughes: It onght to be a good deal
heavier,

Mr. LATHAM: If I had my way I would
make managing clerks in the legal profes-
sion also pav pretty high taxes.

Mr, Huoghes: Wlere is your consistency?
Just now von said there was plenty of land
available, and next yon say there is diffienlty
in getting a block.

Mr. LATHAM: I can only express my-
self as intelligently as lies within my power.
Tt 1 cannot make the hon. member under-
stand what 1 mean, the fault is his. That
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light land alongside railways should bhe
brought inly use as «uickly as possible. I
hope the Premier will take that inte consid-
eralion when he ihinks of increasing the
land {ax.

Mr. Luley: What 1s the unimproved value
of this light land?

Mr. LATHAM: The Leader of the Op-
position, when Miuister for Lands, in order
to encourage people Lo select that land put
through an Act redueing the minimum price
to 1s. an acre. In tiime every acre of that
land will he used, bui just now it is diffienlt
to get people to take it up.

Mr. Hughes: Yon wouldw't toueh it, but
it #s good enough for others.

Mr., LATHAM: 1 wounld touch it fast
enough if § had no other land. The trouble
is to get people with money to take up that
land when they can buy improved property.

The Minister tor Ratlways: How much
land tax would have to he paid on such
land?

Mr. LATHARM : The Minister ean work it
out.

The Minister for Railways: { have worked
it out. On 3,000 acres it would be about
a fiver a year.

Mr. LATHAM: There are many ways of
making valuations in this State. The State
values first-class Crown land at 156s. per
acre, whereas the new valuation made by
the taxation officer is £2 5s. per aere. So
while the State wight say that these light
lands were worth 3s. per acre, the Federal
people might value them at £1 per acre.

The Minister for Railways: Even so, the
tax would be only about £12 per annum.

Mr. LATHAM: Well that, coming on top
of his other taxes, would be a deterrent to a
selector. To even mention land tax to a
man looking for land is sufficient to put hiny
oft it.

The Premier: That is not what deters him;
it is men hke you making a mountain out
of a molehill.

Mr. LATHAM: Nothing of the sort. I
mention it hecause people are always tell-
ing me sbout it. A man having 1,000 acres
of first-class land might be able to pay land
tax, but a man with 1,001 acres of light Jand
cannot do so. Taxation is a very bad ex-
pedient.

The Premier:
but no taxation!

AMr. LATHAM : The Leader of the Oppos-
ition gave you a good lead when he said,

New railways, new roads,
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“Don’t go in for increased taxation, but go
in Lor wore produection.”

M, Hughes: The mwoney you people have
heen making in the eountry has been buying
property in the city and so running up eity
rents.

Mr. LATHAM: Scarcely a farmer has
bought property in the city.

The Premier: Why, I met wheat farmers
touring all through Europe!

Mr. LATHAM: And no doubt the Pre-
mier was glad (o meet then.

The Premier: They were not worrying
nbout this little Jand tax,

Mr. LATHAM: 1 have alveady said that
our people are producing more wealth per
head of population in this State than
are people in any other part of the
world.  We want o encowrage others
to go on the land. While L am alwaxs
anxious fo see good, strong migrants
coming to this State, 1 certainly hope
that the small areas of wheat lands still
unalienated will be reserved for sons of our
own people. Waestern Australians are en-
titled to that good land, and I hope that the
new men coming out here will be put down
the South-West, while lhe wheat lands are
reserved for onr own children. I was an
understood thing that the group settlement
scheme was for the development of fhey
South-West.

The Premier: Give our sons the good land,
and put these other fellows down the South-
West!

Mr. LATHHAM : If the Premier infers that
the wheat lands are the only good lands, [
disagree with him. What is bappening to-
day? People who came oot here in the full
knowledge that they were to go down the
South-West are getting out on to the wheat
lands.

The Premier: You have forgotten that mi-
nority report of yours.

Mr. LATHAM: I repeat that any land
left in the agrieultural areas should be re-
tained for the sons of our setilers, and that
the neweomers should be put down the
South-West, where the climate is more con-
wenial to them. I know there is very little
forest couniry left in the agrienltural dis-
triets, but T understand that down ¢ . the
south eceast, from Ravensthorpe across to
Esperance, there is a decent belt of conntry.

The Premier: We have had many in-
auiries abont it from people leokiny for
wheat lands.
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Mr. LATHAM: I hope every encourage-
ment will he given to our own young fellows
to get that land. Some day I should like
to see a Bill introduced, linking up the
lsperance railway with the Hopetoun rail-
way. The uther night L listened to a mem-
ber who told us that while the Leader of
the Opposition had given a goud deal of
credit to ceriain individuals, it was uot
definite that all of them had received assist-
ance. 1 admit that not all of those farmers
wot assistance, but I want to quote from
the papers prepared by the State Advisory
Committee for submission to the Lisabili-
ties Commission. On pave 48 ot the report
we find this—

Total advances to 30th June, 1823 :—New
South Wales, £15,000,000; Victoria, £41,000 -
000; Qneensland, £5,000,000; South Australia,
£16,000,000; Western  Australia, £16,000,000;
Tasmania, £803,000,

The amounts outstanding on that date
were :—New South Wales £9,000,000, Vie-
toria £24,000,000, Queensland £4,000,000,
Bouth Australia £10,000,000, Western Aus-
tralia £8,000,000. It shows that while the
other States have made very big advances
to their settlers, Western Ausiralia has just
about equalled all of them, except Vicioria;
and we find that the settlers in Western
Australia have returned a greater percent-
age to the State than have the settlers in
other States. It proves that this Stale has
been generous, and that the settlers have
responded well. There are some astound-
ing figures on page 47 of the papers out-
lining the State case iudicating the pro-
gress made in the agricultural and pastoral
industries. Between 1901 and 1923 the in-
crease in the area under crop in Western
Australia was 1,030 per cent.,, while the
next highest State was New South Wales
with 91.795 per cent. The production of
wheat in Western Australia increased by
1,688.9 per cent., while the next largest was
South Aunstralia with an increase of 207.01
per cent, The production of oats in West-
arn Australia inereased by 2,516.8 per cent.,
while the next highest was Soutl Anstralia
with 339.22 per cent. For barley the per-
venlage for Western Australia was 269,
but South Australia was higher with a
percentage of 1,651.69. For potatoes
Western Australia’s inerease was 214 per
cent., while the next largest was Victoria
with 2049, Catfle in Western Australia
increased by 1338 per cent., and the next
largest was Queensland with 8342 per cent.
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Sheep in this State increased by 153.8 per
ceunt.,, and the next largest was Queensland
with 70.87 per cent. The wool production
in Western Australis showed an advance of
208.9 per cent. and the next largest was
Queensland wiih 90.44 per ceant. Those
fignres show that while the State has
assisted primary produecers to a very great
extent, the amount of progress made as a
resuli of the assistance has been consider-
able. 1 realise that 3f we want to build up
our population we must have secondary
industries. We wmust be self-supporting.

Mr, Sleeman: And we must support sec-
ondary induostries when we get them.

Mr. LATHAM: I agree with thaf; it is
of no use attempting to build up secondary
industries unless we have loyalty amongst
our own people. Everybody in this State
should use Western Australian made goods,
and if the goods cannct be produeed here,
Australian made goods should receive sec-
ond preference and Empire made goods
should ecome next. 1 regret that hundreds
ol thousands of pounds are being spent in
this State on mwutor ears and that the
money is going to America. It is a great
pity that we cannot build up an Empire
trade and buy cars of British manufacture
if they cannot be produced here, It is
lamentable that people within the Empire
should be out of employment while we are
sending cur money to America to buy
motors that could be just as well produced
in Great Britaiu. The Brilish people turn
onl a very fine type of car, and yet there

are very few DBritish-made cars in this
State.
Mr. North: The Ford ears being

assembled in this country are from Canada.

Mr. LATHAM: I wounld prefer to buy
Canadian manufactured goods rather than
see the momey go ouiside the Empire.
Trade within the Empire is & question that
will need serious consideration. Great
difliculty must be experienced in the Home
land to provide work for the people there,
and it is certainly up to the overseas
dominions fe assist the Old Country as
much as possible. I congratulate the Gorv-
ernment upon having established an agri-
cultural college after many years of dis-
cussion. The other night T asked the Pre.
mier how much money remained in the
Treasury from the compulsory wheat pool
for 1921-22, I had in mind that it would
be a good idea to provide that amount of
capital for the agricultural college. The
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money of course is due to wheat growers
bot it would be a good thing if it were
allocated to the agricultural eollege. No
doubt a good deal of State muney will be
mmade availabie for the college.

The Premier: Yes, the college will cost
us a good deal more than that.

My, LATHAM: I admit that.  As the
woney from the wheat pool does not belung
to the Government——

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: T¢
claimed at any time.

Mr. LATHADM : Of course it cun, but the
wheat grower would probably derive some
satisfaction from the knowledge that the
money from the peol was betng used for
research with a view to increasing the pro-
duction of the country.

The Premier: He can have the satisfne-
tion this year of saying that in the amount
we have to find, the £5,000 is included. Tt
will not I]l"l.l\ﬁ any difference to the
Treasurer.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The owners of
the money ean elaim it at any time.

The Tremier: I shall say that acting on
the hon. member's adviee part of my vote
for the college includes that item.

How. Sir Jawes Mitehell: Yelt vou say
von musl not he dietated to by every mem-
her who speaks here.

Mr. LATHAM: L ihink the pool was
wound wp in 1922, und it is not likely that
the money will be glaimed now. 1 am sorry
{hat the Minister for Agriculiure is not in
lis seat. 1 am concerned about the tremen-
dous spread of vabbits in the agricultural
distriets.

Mr. A, Wansbrough:
The farmers’ vwn fault,

Mr., LATLIAM: Because he grows the
wheat on which they feel? An awfu) erime!
It ix im) ossible to keep the pest effectively
in check owing to the large areas of Crown
land=. 1 asked the Premier the other day
whether he was prepared to anticipate legis-
lation in the Federal Parliament by dis-
tributing rabbit nefting ainongst the farmers
as quickly as possible. It will be a tremen-
dous calamity if {he rabbits continue to in-
vrease as they are deing at present.

The Premier: T ean assure yon we are
fully alive tn the danger of it.

Mr. LATHAM : T hape every cffort will
he wade to @t the Federal Government to
mnve. Mr. Grepory is taking steps fo ex-

can be

Whoese fault is it?
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pedite matters at the Melbourne end, and 1
am sure the Minister for Agriculture will
do his best to get the neiting sent to farmers
as enrly as possible. The present is a suit-
able thue to erect the wire, and 1 am anxious
that as much as possible shall be erected
this winter.

Mr. Richardson: Someone suggested tak-
ing down the fence to permit the rabbits to
return (¢ South Australia.

Mr. LATHAM: Some people are brainy
cnough for anything. Thev do nof know
what a great benefit the fence has been (o
the State, or they would not talk about re-
moving it. I am pleased that at last some-
(hing is to be done Lo provide permanent
water supplies in the agrienltural districts,
1 hojre the Premier will make available some
loan funds so thai the Minister for Water
Supply ean hurry on the scheme. TUnless
we gel some very lieavy rains, there will be
a serious shortage of water in many centres
next summer. Throngh the rains we have had
have been heneficial for wheat growing, they
have not been suflicient for water conserva-
tion purposes.

AMr. Tlughes: One would think we had a
farmers’ (iovernment in power,

Mr. LATHAM: If the hon. member were
out of it L would, but not while he is theve.
During the coming summer the railways will
Lie verquired to eart a tremendous ¢uantity of
water, [ was pleased to hear the Premier
say he is thinking of introducing legislation
to perunt of the handing over of local utili-
ties to the people who wse them. That is
one of the finest things [ have heard for a
long time. 1 have always advocated it, and
the Premier will certainly have my support
in any steps he contemplates to hand over
the water supply, sewerage, tramway, and
other utilities, whether they are making a
profit or not.

The Minister for Railways: Tt will be
difficult to hand them over if they are not
profitable.

Mr. LATHAM: Perhaps the Minister will
Le able to show a profit in the year prior
to handine them over.

Mr. Richardson: What about the gold-
fields water supply?

Mr. LATHAM: That has become a
national undertaking, becaunse it serves noat
only the zoldfields but the agricultural areas.
Tt would he diflienlt to control sueh an
undertaking by means of a hoard. I am
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pleased that legislation is Lo be iutroduced
te deal with eleetoral matters, 1 presume
this relittes to a redistiibution of seats Bill.
iy, Kichardson: 1 think you are optimis-
tie. '

Mr. LATHAM: | certainly hope ithere
will be o redistribution of seats Bill. The
member for Canning is representing 13,000
electors.

The Premier: There ought to he three
members for that number.

Mr. LATHAN : And possibly they would
he on this side of the House.

Mr. Huzhes: There is no danger of that.

Mr. LATIHTAM: We wonld not want to
force an election too seon, or the hon. mem-
ber might find his successor on this side
ol the House,

Mr. Hughes: | should like tu bave a go
at you.

Mr. LATHAM: | would not take on
anything so risky as that. I would prefer
someoné who would give the hon. member
a much better run.

Mr. Huoghes: Come yourself.

Mr. LATHAM: It is too risky. 1 was
pleased to hear the Premier’s tone of op-
fimism about group settlement. I do not
propose to diseuss the question at this stage.
I have heard quite a lot about it during
the last few months. As regards the per-
sonnel of the commission I believe the mem-
bers did their best. I think the chairman
in particular did considerably more work
than was ever expected of him. I bave
been associated with a few commissions and
committees, and have never come into con-
tact with a more energetic chairman than
the gentleman who presided over the Group
Settlement Commission.  Immigration of
course is the lifeblood of development in
this State, and I know the Premier is aware
of that fact. I regret that in the Old Coun-
try everv care is not exercised when select-
ing people to come out to this State. When
people at Home are nominated to come here,
they sell up their homes and are then passed
by a doctor. Possibly when they are just
about to embark, one member of the family
is found to he physicallv unfit to leave, and
frequent'v the doctor erants a pass rather
than detrin people whn have sold up their
homes. An easier methad would he to have
officials ~nd a medica! offeer going thrauch
the Tur=' areas, sn that neonle would hold
the me?iaal certifieate bofore they sold

f1e?
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up their bomes.  'The intending nigrants,
lov, would be seen under local conditions,
and the oflicials wonld be able to judge
whether they wonld be likely to nake sue-
cessinl settlers.

The Premter: That is done now.

div, LATHAM: It was stated a while ago
that migrants were not seen by a medical
olficer unfil they boarded the ship. That is
a serious state of affairs, It is a pity that
1 eojde should be declared physically untit
afler having -old up their homes.

The Premier: That iz not the system nuw.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It has not been
the svstem, The certificates are on the file.

Mr. LATHAM: I am plad to learn that
that wort of thing is not happenine.
b hope Jue consideration will he riven to
bringing out a lair number of females to
Australia, too.

Mr. Sleeman: Do you want them ai York?

Mr. LATHAM: If the hon. member in-
terjecting will look up the ztatisties, he will
learn that in this State we have 27,000 more
inales than leinnies. From a publie peint of
view that is a very serious matter. To-day
if we get the right type ol girl, she will al-
ways be able to command a husband who
will be able to maintain her, whereas at
Home she will have to pass her time in
spinsterhood. Some members may treat the
matter lightly, but from a jublic point of
view it is very serious. In Great Britain
there are two million surplus women, and in
Western Australia we are 27,000 women
short on a population of 360,000. Tbe prob-
lem is one that cught to be considered by
the Government. We are continvally bring-
ing out young fellows, who nominate them-
selves, or are nominated by relatives, and so
we are building up a very large male popu-
lation. The proportion of sexes ought to be
more equal. Generally as regards migrants
te this State, I do not think we need
worry much about the small percentage who
prove unsatisfactory. The greatest number
of the migrants will make good citizens, Tt
is a certainty that their children will be true
Aunpstralians: after a few vears’ residence
here it will be very hard to te!l whether they
ever saw the Homeland or not. I do not care
very much about remarks made by members
of the public, and sometimes by members of
Parliament, though mnoet antagonistically,
about migrants having received a dole at
Home. Anyone who has followed up the
history of Great Britain knows that after the
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war very many of her penple were thrown
out of employment. No country ean afford
to let its poor people starve, In Western
Australia we have a system of doles; and
who would say that we shonid net give un-
fortunate people sufficient to maintain them?

The Premier: “Dole” is the termn used in
England.

Mr. LATHAM: I am not objeeting to
the term. What I am objscting to is the
statement that people who received the dole
at Home are ansatisfactory citizens here.

The Premier: That is not right. Some of
the finest and most skilled tradesmen and
mechanies in England have compulsorily been
receiving relief for years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: .And through no
fault of their own.

The Premier: No fault whatever of their
own. BSome of the best peojle in England
have been on the dole,

Mr. Teesdale: Yes; some excellent textile
workers.

The PPremier:
engineers.

Mr. LATHAM: Let us give these people
an op:portunity in Western Anstralia as the
Premier has outlined. T.et themn bave an op-
portunity to develop our lands. The South-
West offers wonderful opportunities to these
people. We want to give them a word of
encouragement, and help them. ¥For Heav-
en's sake, let us not tell these people that
they have no earthly hope of making good,
thus breaking iheir hearts when they come
to the first tronble. These children of cur
forebears have not deteriorated. It is the
duty of every true Western Australian to
help the people who have come out here to
settle on our lands and become good citizens
of this State.

Question put and passed; the Address-in-
reply adopted. .

Yes, and shipwrights and

House adjourned at 10.21 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at £.30
p.u., and read prayers,

QUESTION—RAILWAY, ESPERANCE
NORTHWARDS.

Taking-over by Commissioner.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN asked ihe Colonial
Secretary: 1, Are the Government aware
that the District Settlers’ Assoeciations in
the Norseman-Esperance locality are keenly
desirous of hastening the taking over by
the Commissioner of Railways of the
Esperance-Northwards railway, so as to re-
lieve the community of the inconvenience
caused by the erratiec nature of the existing
railway service between Esperance and
Salmon Gums? 2, Can a more definite date
than “within a month or two,” as stated
in the Governor’s Speech, be given for the
railway to be handed over for traffic?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY replied:
1, Yes, although it is not admitted that the
traffic has been run in an erratic manner.
2, It has already been arranged that the
line will be taken over by the Railway
Department on the 1st proximo.

QUESTION—B.AILWA'Y TRUCKS.
Mileages loaded and empty.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS (for Hon. H.
Seddon} asked the Colonial Seeretary: 1,
What was the average truck mileage, (a)
loaded and (b) empty, per day during each
of the past five years? 2, What was the
truck mileage per day for “Xa” trucks over
the same period? 3, What was the truck
mileage, (a) loaded and {b) empty, during
the last wheat season for trueks used in
that traffic?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY replied:
1, The average truck mileage of both loaded
and empty trucks per day for the past five
years was:--1921, 20.56 miles; 1922, 20.04



