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arrange with a member here to conduct
the Bill through this House.

HoN. F. H. PIESSE (after a pause):
I move that thje Bill be now read a first
time.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a first time.

MOTION-SANITARY SITE AT NORTH
PERTH, TO INQUIRE.

DRa. McWILLIAMS (North Perth):
As this motion will not detain hon. mem-
bers long, 1 beg to move:-

That a Select Committee be appointed to
consider the question of the removal of the
City Sanitary Dep6t from its present position,
and to recommend a suitable site for such
purpose.
This dep6t has been used for something
over ten years, and the whole of the night-
soil of the city of Perth has been placed
there, also a considerable amount of refuse,
as well as numbers of dead animals of all
descriptions picked up from the streets
of Perth. This site is of considerable
elevation, standing on one of the highest
parts of the city of Perth, on the Wanneroo
Road, and adjoining a large lake. The
drainage from this s ite has percolated the
soil in various directions and gone into
the lake. This site has been responsible
for a great deal of the disease in that
locality. During the time I have been
resident in this State, some 10 or 11 years,
I have noticed the prevalence of disease
in that particular quarter of the city.
There have been numerous petitions pre-
sented in regard to the site, and promises
have been given that something would be
done. It was simply a temporary site set
apart for depositing the nightsoil. The
people in the district are up in arms
against this site, and have been for some
considerable time, as it has prevented
population in that direction. The trend
of the population of the city is in a
northerly and westerly direction, and the
laud is locked up there for the time
being on account of this sanitary site
for the city. If a select committee wero

apited, something could be done
Some better scheme might be brought
forward for the disposal of the soil.
Although this site might have been suit-
able nine or ten years ago, it is not so
now, being in the centre of a thickly -
populated district. I need not dwell on
the matter farther, but I feel it is a

matter of pressing necessity, not for only
our city, but for the adjoining suburb
of Leederville, which borders on that
particular area. That is all I wish to
say on the subject. I hope the motion
will be carried, and that members will be
appointed on the committee who know
something about this subject.

MR. WILSON (Perth): I beg to second
the motion.

THn PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake): I
desire to support the motion brought
forward by the hon. member, and I thank
him for doing so. It will be very much
in the interests of Perth.

Question put and passed.
Ballot taken and committee appointed,

comprising Mr. Daglish, Dr. Hicks, Dr.
O'Connor, Mr. Wilson, w~ith Dr. McWil-
liams as mover; to report on the 6th
November.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 11'86

until the next day.

lLrgislatibe

o'clock,

gzti ebt1p,
Thursday, 24th October, 1901.

Papers presented - Question: Agricultural Show.
Attendanae-Crioninal Code Bill, third reading-
Supply Bill, £500,000, second reading, in Committee,
reported-Annua Estmates (debate), fourth day;
Votes passed, Burt to Attorney Genersi, progress-
Adjourrnent.

TBE SPEAKER took the Chair at
4830 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the MiNISTER, FOR WORKS: Cor-

respondence as to Coolgardie Water
Scheme.

By the COLONIAL SECRETARY: Papers,
Dismissal of warder at Fremantle Prison.

Ordered to lie on the table.
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QUrESTION-A.GRIC ULTURAL SH1OW,
ATTENDANCE.

MR. C. H. RASON asked the Premier
without notice: Is it the intention of the
Government to adjourn the House over
the afternoon of Tuesday or Wednesday
next, so as to enable members to attend
the Royal Agricultural Shbow?

THE: PREMIER replied: This matter
has not received consideration so far; but
I am prepared to submit to the Rouse at
its rising a proposal to adjourn until
7-80 on Tuesday evening, and it will be
for hon. members to decide.

CRIMINAL CODE BILL.
Read a third time, on motion by HoN.

W. H. JAmEs, and transmitted to the
Legislative Council.

SUPPLY BELL, £2500,000,
SECOND READING.

THE PREMWIER (Ron. G. Leake), in
moving the'second reading, said: In sub-
mnitting this Bill for its second reading,
very little explanation, I think, is re-
quired. Hon. members will see that the
Government ask for a farther supply of
£500,000. The reason for bringing down
the Bill is that the supplies which were
so liberally granted by the House in the
early part of the session expire this day
week, and that unless we get the Estimates
and the Appropriation Act passed, we
-shall have no money to go on with. It
seems to me there is no possible chance
of passing the Etisnates within a week;
and it is incumbent on *me, therefore, to
ask the House to grant those farther
supplies, which are for one month only.
I cannot very well ask for less. It will
be seen that £800,000 is asked for out of
Revenue and £200,000 out of the Loan
funds. That is taking approximately
the month's Revenue, and the proportion
of Loan funds to Revenue shown in the
last Supply Bill. Hon. members will, of
course, recognise that no Government,
whether mine or anybody else's, can
properly carry on unless supplies be
legitimately voted. I amn only following
out what sbems to me the proper con-
stitutional course in asking the House
to pass this Bill If the Rouse declare
that there is no necessity to pass the
Bill, and that we can go on and use
our revenue, then hion. members will

be taking on themselves a responsi-
bility which of course I, as. a c;onstitu-
tional Minister, cannot take on myself
without the absolute approval of the
House. I have, therefore, brought this
Bill down, and ask the House to paiss it.
The passing of the measure will not give
the Ministry any particular advantage
over Parliament, though it will insure
our financial existence for another month.
I know it has been suggested in private
quarters that the Government are prob-
ably anxious to get the Estimates and
the Appropriation Act through, in order
that they may adjourn at once, and thus
avoid any criticism which might possibly
arise out of a certain inquiry now being
held. I give the House the assurance,
however, that whatever is done, I will
meet hon. members in order to permit of
expression of opinion on the report of the
board of inquiry now sitting, which
report I expect will be in the hands of
the Government in a week or so. There-
fore, if the Ministry are to be challenged
on that particular question, every oppor-
tunity will be offered members for the
purpose. f promise the House that. f
do not, therefore, ask for this supply
with an idea of avoiding any responsi-
bilitv whatever, but merely in order to
carry on the services of the state. r do
not think I would be justified in asking
the House for anything less than a
month's supply; and it is with confidence
I submit the Bill, after this explanation,
to bon. members.

lbs. F. H. PIESS' (Williams): I
have no objection to the Bill, since it is
necessary that the Government should
have supplies to carry on the husiness of
the country. The Premier, however,
alluded to what may be termed an
impression privately held. I do not know
that there was any necessity to allude to
that impr~ession. So far as supplies are
concerned, the business of the country
cannot be carried on without supplies.
Any Government in power would need
supplies; and therefore no opposition
could be offered with anything like
a. reasonable chance of success to the
granting of supplies. I have no hesita-
tion in supporting the measure. Tt is
necessary that supplies should be granted;
and, as I say, I see no reason what-
ever for offering any opposition to the
Bill.

[ASSEMBLY.] Seeond reading.
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Question put and passed.
Eil read a second time.

IN COMMITTEE,

Bill passed through Committee with-
out debate, reported without amendment,
and the report adopted.

ANNUAL ESTIATES.
DEBATE ON FINANCIAL POLICY-FOURTH

DAY.

Resumed from previous Tuesday.
MR. F. CONNOR (East Kimberley):

I join with other members in con-
gratulating the Treasurer on his first
appearance in that role, and in com-
plimenting him on the able manner in
which he brought down the Estimates.
There are, however, certain items as to
which I do not agree with the Treasurer;
but these can be argued in detail as they
come along. It has been the custom in
former years to criticise severely the
statements which the Treasurer brought
before the Committee; and the most
persistent attacks were made on the
Treasurer, for -what reason ? Because
it was said he over-estimated what the
revenue -was likely to be for the coining
year. We were told by hon. members,
who then sat on this (Opposition) side of
the House that they would not, when their
turn came to occupy the Treasury benches,
ever make a similar mistake. Abuse
was levelled at the then Treasurer on the
ground that he was over sanguine as to
the prospective revenue. That is one of
the points on which I differ with the
hon. member who has had the honour of
placing the Budget before the House. I
consider that he has over-estimated the
revenue which he will receive.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: By how
much ?

MR. F. CONNOR:. I will tell you that
later on. Not only has the Treasurer
over-estimated the revenue, but he has
over-estimated the amount we are likely
to get for any loans which may be floated
by us on the London market- I hold
that we are not in a, position to launch
out on a public works policy such as that
shown by the Estimates. I consider that
even a worse state of things will be shown
by the Loan Estimates, which are not
before the House yet. The Loan
Estimates will form the crucial teat in

connection with the Government of the
country. I say that when we place a
loan on the London market, and can get
only £89 cash for £100 of stock, we are
in a bad position indeed. I maintain
that when the late Government put a
loan on the London market at two or
three points higher, there was just as
good a chance of floating it as there was
in the case of the loan recently issued.
No doubt the loan is very popular in
London. I should say it would be
popular! I should say, if I were an
investor and had the chance of buying the
stock of this State at X89, it would be a
popular loan with me. The people who
lend us this money, seeing the security
we offer, are practically buying £100 of
money for £89. That is really what it
comes to. I say our position is a bad
one indeed; and I hold that the gravest
mistake ever made in connection with the
affairs of this State, the hugest bluncder
ever committed, has occurred in conmnee-
tion with that loan. I charge the people
now in power, and particularly the
Colonial Treasurer, with having made
that immense blunder, and having
damaged the credit of the country to an
extent-

THE PREMIER: We acted on the
advice of a gentleman of your own
selection, Mr. TLefroy.

MR. CONNOR; 1 am. not here to take
Mr. Lefroy's part: I am here to discuss
the present position of the country. I

Imaintain that an awful mistake, a huge
*error, a colossal blunder, has been com-
mitted. It is not the loss of the money
so much; it is not mnerely the money we
lose becamuse of the blunder; but the fact
that we are discredited in the markets of
the world, and thus put in a position we

*have no right or need to be in.
LABOUR MEBER YOU ought to dis-

miss Mr. Laefroy, then.
MR. CONNlOR: No; we may dismiss

somebody else very soon. I do not pro-
pose to go into the Estimates in detail:-
I will take my opportunity when we are
discussing the items, to show my appre-
ciation of some of the proposals of the
Government-I will not say my condem-
nation of some of their proposals, since
it is impossible to condemn anything
emanating from such shining examples
of honour, and honesty, and probity, anid

*ability, as are now to be seen on the

Annual -9stintales. [24 OcToEER, t901.1
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Treasury bench. I cannot take up that
position. But I shall criticise in some
respects.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: YOU
might have given us an opportunity of
selecting our representative in London.

MR. CONNOR: If the hon. member
who interjects would aoccept the position.
I am sure all hon. members would be
indeed glad, though we should be sorry
to lose him in this House. All the same,
if the Opportunity arises, I shall be very
glad to help the hon. gentleman to the posi-
tion. On page 7 of the Estimates, I see an
item about which no explanation has been
given by the Treasurer. How is be going
to get the moneyP The estimated
revenue for the year endig June
last under miscellaneous receipts was
£20,000. We find for the next year,
ending June in 1892, the hon. gentleman
tells us we are going to receive £76,050,
nearlv four times as much as was received
in the previous year. While it is our

duytnrticise the Estimates, we should
see that no injustice is done to the
country; still we want an explanation
when we are asked to vote money, and the
hon. gentleman does not tell us where
this money is coming from. I am not
going into all the items: they are all on
the same lines. There is not one item in
which there is not an increase, and
nothing is said as to where the increases
are coming from. All the amounts are
increased enormously without any explan-
ation whatever. We have been told by
the Treasurer that his policy is one of
retrenchment; he wants to keep the
control of the affairs of the country
within reasonable bounds; he is not going
outside the mark, he is not going
to expend anything he has not got. It
seems an extraordinary thing that in the
general summary on page 13, we find the
estimate for last year was £2,905,508,
and then we see an increase for this year
in the estimated expenditure of £484,140,
an estimate of nearly half a million of
money more than was expended last year.
We have Lad no explanation sufficient to
justify us in passin Estimates framed
on these lines. Memtbers who have more
time than I have had to go into the
Estimates may see an explanation, but
from a cursory glance I cannot. I do
not wish to offer any opposition generally,
because it is time the affairs of the

Icountry were allowed to go on, and that
we should get through some of the work
of Parliament; but while on that subject
II would like to suggest to the Govern-
ment that it is not quite right that when
there is anything that Ministers object
to, but that members on this side want
p)articularly to debate, members on the
Government side should make it their
business to absent themselves.

MR. MooRInAin: Gall it an intelligent
criticismn.

MR. CONNOR: I know that all the
intelligence and all the brilliance are on
the other side. I wish to tell members who
grace the Treasury benches, that last
night when we were debating a matter,
hon. members on the Government side
made it their business to pass a slight on
any criticism which was passed by this
side of the House.

THE MIIsTER FOR WORKS: Who
was speakingP

MR. CONNOR: An hon. member who
Isits here, and I am afraid the Minister
will have to listen to that hon. member
frequently in future.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 am
prepared for it.

MR. CONNOR: With a revenue of
nearly three and a half millions the
Treasurer should have been able to
satisfy every member of the Honse, but
what is the result? Nobody seems to be
satisfied: hon. members a11 round the
House, and some of those sitting on the
Government side, say they are not satis-
fied. Are the Estimates based on the
policy of " spoils to the victors "? I
would not suggest that it is so, I should
be very sorry indeed to impute motives
of that sort to the Government, but that
is the opinion about the Estimates which
some members have formed. Still I
cannot possibly agree with such a sug-
gestion as that, and I give as a reason
the princely manner in which the district
I have the honour to represent has been
treated. Some constituencies represented
by members on this sid have also been
treated well. Take the constituency that
the member for York represents: that
member cannot Subscribe to the " spoils
to the victor " Estimates, because of the
way in which the district he represents
has been treated.

THE COLONAL TREASURER: There
are no spoils for either side.
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Mn. CONWNOR: We have had a
great deal of discussion during the
last few days as to where we are to get a
revenue from, and the question of free-
trade and protection hane been discussed
very freely indeed. I do not think that
has anything to do with the Estimates of
revenue and expenditure: what we have
to look at is that we require a certain
revenue as put forward byv the Colonial
Treasurer. We mus t get that revenue, or
else some of the works suggested will have
to be put aside, or the services of some of
the civil servants who are employed will
have to be dispensed with. We have had
heroics on this matter by members on the
Government side; we have been told that
we do not want the sliding scale, that we
shall have a free breakfast table, that we
do not care how the revenue is made up
by the Federal Parliament, we will do
away with anything that effects the people
here. I ask the Treasurer whether he
supports the policy of the sliding scale ?
I anm pleased to hear that he does not,
because I myself am a free-trader. As
long as we find money to meet our
requirements, I say take off every duty.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: You did
not talk in that way when the Stock duty
was under consideration.

MR. CONNOR: I was not opposed to
the abolition of the duty on stock. Let
the hon. member read through Hansard
and see what he can find to that effect.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Life is
too short.

MR. CONNOR: Then the hon. rnei-
ber should not insinuate what is not
right. I did not oppose the abolition of
the duty: I supported it.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I With-
draw the remark.

MR. CONNOR: In the discussion of
last night we found the Ministerial sup-
porters trying to make a lot of capital out
of it. Members camne in here pledged
to support the sliding scale. Will they
support it? They were to support it no
matter what happened. I got an expres-
Sion from one member of the Ministry
last night. That hon. gentleman said the
Ministry would continue the sliding scale;
still we shall find the Premier going to
Fremantle to-morrow night and telling
people there that he is a free-trader to
the bottom, that he wants tbe country
f reed from the sliding scale and from every

incubus. I want the slidingacaledoneaway
with, but we must not be made bankrupt
for the purpose of doing away with the
sliding scale. We must have something
put in its place. I am a supporter of the
present taxation in this country. There
is no good burking it. No free-trader
or protectionist or revenue tariffist, or
whatever hie may be. can say we are in a
position to carry out our engagements if
the sliding scale is abolished, until some-
thing else is provided. We cannot do
without the sliding scale yet, and I say
that on the floor of this House as a. free-
trader. The hon. member who conducts
the Public Works Department says " hear,
bear." I san afraid he is inclined to be
sarcastic.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Ilam not.
MR. CONNOR: Let me draw the hon.

member's attention to this fact. When
the Estimates of loan expenditure camne
before the House, some very nasty ques-
tions will be asked the Minister about
certain works carried out under his
supervision.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Hear,
bear.

MR. CONWNOR: I will ask the hon.
gentleman to take note of this: the
Minister was warned what was likely to
occur in connection with the Coolgardie
Water Scheme. He has ignored the
warning. The Minister promised to give
the works a trial, but he has not done so,
and we are no nearer getting a trial than
we were then.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, you
are.

MR. CONNOR: It is a few months
now.

THE MINISTER FOR WORS: You are
a month nearer.

MR. CONNORt: I want to tell the
Minister for Works what I have told
him before. I am giving the opinion of
a man who ought to be an authority,
and I say that the work will be an
absolute and huge failure. The work
will not be of any use when it is com-
pleted. The joints will not be of any
use to carry the water through to Cool-
gardie. I do not get up here to say that
without considering what I am going to
say. I am not here to mnake rash state-
ments.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is a
free country.
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MR. CONNOR: You take the respon-
sibility, that is all.

THE MINTsTER FOR Wona:: I said it
is a free country: you have the right to
your opinion.

MR. CONNOR: I thank the hon.gentleman for giving me that privilege.
1 did not think it was a free country froml
the way the hou. gentleman looked. For
the hon. member i3 such a good-natured
looking gentleman as a, rule, he rarely
gets out of temper, and it seemned as if
I had touched him in a sore place. But
I[ do not want to do that, because the hon.
gentleman is one of the most good-
natured and best-tempered men in the
Assembly, one of the most lovable
gentlemen in the House; and that being
so, I did not want to attack the gentle-
man himself, personally. I am attacking
the work in connection with the Cool-
gardie Water Scheme. Although the
work does not come under these Esti-
mates, in a short time it will be before
the House.

Mr. TAYLOR interjected.
MR. CONNOR. This is not Mount

Margaret: this is the Assembly.
Ma. TAYLOR: It is not East Kim-

berley.
MR. OONNOR: We are improving

the breed of cattle in East Kimberlev;I
do not know if that applies. Anyhow, we
are getting some new bulls there. I
could not let this occasion pass without
referring agin to the Coolgardie Water
Scheme, and impressing upon the Minis-
ter for Works that if he takres the respon-
sibility of carrying out the work without
givng the test as to whether the pipes
will stand the strain necessary to send
the water along, hie is taking upon him-
self a very great responsibility and one
-which I should be very sorry to take, or
-which anyone who thinks out the ques-
tion would be very sorry to take. Why
have we not got the test before this?
That is what I want to know. What is
the objection if there is nothing to fear ?
If the pipes are all right, give the test
and make the people satisfied; but we
have the Press full of letters in connec-
tion with the water scheme, and these
letters are written by people who are
reputed authorities, who are supposed to
be practical engineers. I come here
voicing the opinion of a man who aught
to be the best authority in the country.

THE MINISTER rOR WORKS: Name?
ME. CONNOR: I would rather not

name, but if the Minister forces the name
from me I will give it.

Tns MINSEsrE FORL Woans: I think
the hon. member ought to give it.

Mni. CONNOR: Thenameis Fochardl,
the agent for Bell & Company. I am
sorry the hon. gentleman has forced me
to give the namne, but I am not going to
make any statements which I cannot
substantiate.

THE M1INIsTER FR WoarCs: I have to
give the name of my authority.

Ms. CONNOR: He is paid for giving
his advice, and you are paid for looking
after him. The other man is giving his
opinion gratuitously, and his opinion
may be all the better for that.

THE MrxisTrs FOR WORKS: Perhaps
his advice is worth what is given for
it.

MR. CONNOR: I thought the hon.
gentleman was getting angry; but really
there is nothing, to be angry about, because
it is fair criticism, and it is necesssary
the criticism should be mnade. I would
like some indication or promaise from
the Minister for Works as to whether
this trial is to be made at all; or are we
groing to take a " header " and chance it,
an if te pipes are not good we must
lose the lotd If that proves to be so, we
may still be able to make some use of the
pipes, say for bringing water to Perth
and Fremantle. If they are of no use for
the purpose intended, as I am informed

Iis likely to be the case, we may in that
way save a large proportion of money
voted for the scheme, by utilising the
pipes to that extent. It is the duty of
the Minister to give this House and the
country an opportunity of finding out, by
a trial of the pipes, say up to the first
pumping station, whether they are really
successful or not. Everything one says
in this Rouse now is liable to be
attributed to party feeling or party
motive. I aui not attacking the Govern-
inent in connection with this matter, but
I am- putting this forward in order to
save the country from the awful calamity
that must ensue if these pipes are not
going to be a success. In doing this, I
am not attacking my hon. friend the
Minister for Works; but I do sirt it is
necessary to get a trial of these pipes, and

Juntil we have had this trial, he may

pkSSEMBLY.] Debate on Finance.
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expect this matter to be brought up in
this House on every possible occasion.

THE M11N1sTER FRo WORKS: YOU get
so annoyed about it.

Kit, CONNOR: I am not annoyed, I
assure you.

Tas MINISTER iFOR WORKS: Well,
you simulate annoyance.

Mna. CONNOR: Leaving the Minister
for Works, may I now suggest to the
Colonial Treasurer that when he brings
down the next Estimates-

THE, COLONILL TREASURER: Next
yearP

MR. CONNOR-. Next year, if you like
-I give you another year-be should
consider whether it is possible for the
Government of which he is an ornament
that they way reduce the expense of
administration, even by doing away with
a certain number of members of this
House. I suggest this, even though I
may be one to go. I think the reduction
should go farther, by reducing or abolish-
ing the Upper House.

Ml~snn: Abolish it?
MRs. CONNOR: Well, reduce the

number of members. I should prefer
that rather than abolish it. I think the
administration is too cumbrous, with 50
members in this House and SO0 members
in the Upper House. We mayv well make
a reduction, now that the most important
of our powers of legislation as a State are
transferred to the Federal Parliament.
Therefore, I think it would be a. good
idea if we could make this a Corn-
muittee of Ways and Nteans ra-ther than
a Farliament; because, after all, the
law - making part of our duties as
representatives has been taken away to
a great extent. The present system
is costing this country too niuch money,
and also costing those who are sent
to this House too much time in at-
tending to the business of the country.
Another suggestion I would make to the
Colonial Treasurer is with reference to
the establishment at Rottuest. Can they
not make Rottnest Island into a pleasure
resort and a sanatorium for the State?

TH1E COLONIAL TREASURERB: We have
done it pretty well already- The only
difficulty is the native prisoners who are
now there.

MR. CONNOR: Yes; dying off. I do
not refer so much to the saving that
would result from doing away with the

establishment at Rottnest, but I would
"suggest that if the Government were to
throw the island open, say on the principle
of leasinkg, to people on the goldfields
coming down to the coast for a change,
there would be a large revenue obtained
in a short time. I would not be in favour
of selling the land, but it should be let
on leases, in building sites, and the Gov-
ernment. should encourage the providing
of a steamboat service between Fremantle
and Rottnest Island. The effect of this
woold be to induce people to spend their
holidays at Rottuest, instead of going
away to the other States, going away to
what are comparatively foreign countries
to spend their money. We should in that
way get a large revenue in the shape of
ground-rent for leases.

THE COLONIA-L TREASURER:. We have
it already under consideration.

MR, CONNOR: I am glad to hear
that is so, and my reference to it wifll
probably strengthen theTreasurer's hands.
It will be a capital thing for the country.
I would suggest to the Minister for
Works .bhat it would be better, when the
Government can afford it, to increase the
subsidy to roads boards. Take, for
instaince, districts in the far North, where
people are developing the country by
settling in it at distances of perhaps 50)
miles from each other, yet developing it as
best they can under the hard conditions
which must attach to people who make
homes or stations in unsettled coun-
try. I say that people wiLo go out
to make a beneficial use of distant and
undeveloped parts of this country should
be assisted mere liberallyv than they are,
for they are doing useful pioneering
work in establishing uew centres,- new
pastoral and mining districts; and they
should receive more consideration in the
form of grants to roads boards than those
bodies have hitherto received. I am
sorry to have to refer somewhat curtly to
one Minister who, last evening, attacked
my friend the rnemnberfor Northam (Hon.
G. Throssell). The remarks made by
that Minister were rather unfair, con-
sidering that the hon. member to whom
be was referring could not hear him very
distinctly. Tt would be a benefit to this
House if personal attacks like that were
kept down;i and I th in k m embers on the
Ministerial side might well take example
from members on this side.'
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THE COLONIAL TREASURER: It Would
be an awful thing if we did!

Ma. CONNOR: The member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins), in referring to
the Estimates, wade severe comments on
two or three items. He said it was a
terrible waste of money that persons wbo
look after the rain gauges in the outside
portions of the country, making records
for statistical purposes, were costing the
awful sum of £1 per man per month. I
admire the hon. member for attacking
such an enormous thing as this, because if
we can do away with these observers of
rain gauges, and if we can do away with
another class of people who are objected.
to sometimes by certain members, I mean
the squatters in the country--

Mn. HOPKINS: I made no reference to
squatters.

MR. CONNOR:- We are told that
members on this (Opposition) side of the
House are always talking of "1chucking
out " the Government. I say distinctly
that we do not want to interfere with
them. They are doing very well-cer-
tainly they are creating a good deal of
amusement for us, and I for one
enjoy the position. immensely when I see
these people spreading out their chests,
saying ".Put us out," and inviting
members on this side of the House to go
over and take charge. They say* , "1We
will carry on ;" and we say, " You will not
wary on." I advise them not to he too
positive in their declarations, because we
may take it into our minds some day to
" come on." As far as 1 am personally
concerned, however, I am prepared to
give the present Ministry every chance to
carry on the affairs of the country, al-
though so far as I can see they are carr *ying
them on not too well. I think we might
improve on their management. I am not
satisfied, however, that they have yet
done anything so dreadful as to make it
necessary for us to throw them out. I
ask them again to restrain themselvesi, and
not so frequently throw out their chests
and invite us to "come on." It is just
as well not to do that. I myself
asked for the placing of a few small items
on the Estimates. I made application to
the hon. gentlemen in charge of the
various departments; and I received in
reply thick piles. of stationery. If all the
replies were together, they would form an
immense Pile. However, the final out-

come was that I got nothing. I do not
take exception to that, but I would recomn-
mend to hon. members on the Treasury
benches a method of saving much money
which now goes in stationery. They
mnight simply say straight out to members
who do not sit on their side of the House,
" We will give you nothing, and you
need not apply to us. You need not
waste your stationery, and we will not
waste that of the Government; and so
there will be a great deal saved to the
country."

THE MINISTER FOR MINES:' We are
treating other members on this side in
just the same way.

Ma. CONNOR: We were told that
we were to have a measure brought for-
ward for the handing over of the Fre-
mantle Harbour Works to a harbour trust.
That measure has not yet come down. I
think it ought to be introduced; because
if the Harbour Works were handed over
to a trust or board, they would produce
an amount of revenue which they are
certainly not producing now. There are
many other things I should like to speak
on, hut I will not detain the House. I
will take the opportunity, when we come
to the various items, of showing that I,
at any rate, do not want to burk discus-
sion. I J ust desire to mention now, by
way oif conclusion, that I understood that
when the ILeake Government came into
power, some of the doings of the old
party, the Forrest party, which had not
met with the approval of the predecessors
of that party, would be brought into the
light of day. We were told that the
pigeon-holes of the late Government
would be raked out. We were told that
all the wrong done by the late Govern-
ment, and for which they and their
supporters were responsible, would be
brought into the light of day. Well, we
have not yet seen brought to the light of
day anything that reflects on the Forrest
Government or on the supporters and
followers of that Government. I con-
sider that either the leader of the present
Government should justify that state-
ment by explaining what he has found in
the pigeon-holes, or that he should tell
as that he has found nothing.

MR. F. W. MWOORHEAD (North
Murchison): The member for East Kim-
berley has condescended to give the
present Government an extension of life
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till the next year; and so I am encouragedI
to make a few criticisms on the present
Estimates in the hope that my friend
the Premier may be able to follow the
suggestions I shall make with regard to
one or two departments next year. My
criticisms will be brief, and mainly directed
to the departments controlled by my
friend the Premier. Farther, my
criticisms will practically be a repetition
of one or two of the points which I
endeavoured to impress on the House
when these Estimates, or similar Esti-
mates, were previously brought down.
The department of my- friend the
Attorney General does not appear to
have received very much consideration
from the Colonial Treasurer in these
Estimates. The two principal branches
that I wish to refer to now are, in the
first place the police, which fall under
the administration of the Premier as
Attorney General, and in the second place
the Attorney General's more immediate
department, the Supreme Court. It may
be within the recollection of hon.
members who sat in the old House, that
I called attention to the analous
position occupied by the taxing master of
the Supreme Court in this State. I
pointed out that he was inadequately
repaid, for his services to the State were I
of considerable value, and his position
demanded something more than the
salary that was attached to his services.
I desire to point out again that the taxing
master of the Supreme Court stands in
this State in a very anomalous position:
in fact I think the taxing master in
almost all the Australian States stands in
an anomalous position, inasmuch as,
being a civil servant, he is dependent,
like other civil servants, on the will of
the Government. The amount of bills
taxed annually in this State is very large.
It may be fairly judged from a reference
to the statistics which I mentioned a few
evenings ago in this House. In the
course of his taxing, the taxing officer
must be brought into conflict with either
one or other of the solicitors who present
their bills. He cannot p lease both sides;
and when I m'ention that his taxation
results in the reduction of bills by some-
thing like a third of the entire total pre-
sented, the House can well imagine that
the officer does not incur the friendly
feelings of all members of my profession.

What is the result ? It may be, in time,
that the very solicitor whose toes the
taxing officer has trodden on, in turn
becomes the Attorney General of
this State; and, as we are all human,
I do not suppose that the gentle-
man, who assumes the role of Attorney
General will entertain the most kindly
feeling towards the man who has very
often cut down his income. That
militates, I submit to the Committee,
against the independence of the taxing
officer to a certain extent. He knows
very well that perhaps one day or another
the man who is practically his superior
officer may be a man whose account he
has muloted in the way I have indicated.
Again, I wish to point out that in the last
three years, during which the present
taxing officer has been in office, under his
observation have come bills to the extent,
I should say, of about £100,000. Now he
has taxed off in that time--I am allowing
a fair average of one-third: very often he
taxes off a, half, but a third is a fair
avenage-he has taxed off in that time
£88,000, which amount represents the
consequent saving to litigants of this
Statq. Hon. members will at once see the
importance of an officer in such a position
as that. He requires high ability; and
under the peculiar circumstances in which
he is placed here, namely as a civil servant
and as a dependent, so to speak, on the
will of the Attorney General, he requires
great itidependence of character. He
needs to be of very strong and indepen-
dent character indeed. I speak within
the authority of the report of a. Royal
Commission which examined very closely
into this matter in Victoria. The recoin-
inenda~tions of that Royal Commission
I now desire to bring under the observa-
tion of the House, as supporting my
contention that in this State we do
not adequately remunerate an officer
standing in the responsible position of our
taxing master of the Supreme Court.
(MR. SAran: Hear, hear.] In Victoria
the entire question of law reform was
made the subject of inquiry by a Royal
Commission; and I will now briefly
refer the committee to one or two
paragraphs of that report. Dealing with
the question of the taxing master,
paragraph 56 of the report states:

The two essentials for the position of taxing
=aster are absolute independence as regards
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salary, and large experience either as a
solicitor or as: a solicitor's managing clerk.
As regards the former requirement, it is
instructive to refer to the salaries paid to the
taxing officers in England. as evidencing the
importance there attached to the position.
The senior taxing master in the Chancery
division receives £2,000 per annum, and the
other taxing masters from £1,200 to .£1,600
per annumt. The taxing masters have prn-
cipal clerks at salaries up to £600 and £2700
per annum, and junior clerks from £9100 to
£350. The taxing officers in England are
selected from solicitors of high standing and
extensive practice . . . .- The taxing
officer is in essence a judge, and a judge of
very critical issues, and has to control the
charges made by most highly- trained men
for their own personal benefit. Frequently,
too, he has to act as judge of these charges
without having anyone before him to repre-
sent the party to be charged, and to urge the
view which is contrary to the interest of the
party whose bill is being taxed. There is
hardly any office beneath that of a judire, the
duties of which are sq important and delicate
as those of the taxing officer. We suggest
that the rule above quoted-[dealing witf the
ws officio character of Masters in Chancey
-relating to taxing officers should be repealed,
and that Section 234 be amended so as to
specifically name the office of taxing officer in
the same way that the offices of prothonotary.
Master-in-Equity, etc., are mentioned, and tha
a sufficient salary should be provided to induc
a solicitor or managing clerk of large experi-
ence to undertake the function and forego all
idea of transfer or promot ion. It is an nwis
parsimony which saves a few hundreds per
annum in not providing a special salary for a
taxing officer when such a provision may be
the means of saving great sums to the public,
and of putting a check on extortionate demands
of practitioners.

That is the opinion of a Victorian Royal
Commission, which sat for many days
and examined all the Judges, and bad the
best practitioners to give evidence before
it. That opinion, briefly summarised, is
this. There ought not to be any parsi-
mony practised in regard to an office
which may mean the saving of a good
many hundreds or thousands per annum
to the public at large. The report even
went to thelength of suggesting that a Bill
should be introduced into the Victorian
Parliament making the taxing officer a
perfectly independent officer, independent
of all except Parliament, and, in fact,
putting him on a similar footing to that
of a Judge. I do not go to that length
here; but I would suggest to mn'y friend
the Attorney General that if the courtesy'
and kindness displayed by the member
for East Kimberley is to be imitated by

those who sit alongside that bon. mem-
ber, and if we on this side of the House
have an extension of life for another

jyear, my friend would then consider the
suggestion I have briefly made, namely
that the salary of the taxing officer
should be made commensurate with his
position, and commensurate with the
amounts which pass through his hands.
These amounts may be glened from the
fact that the taring fees received during
this year amount to about £21,600,
whereas the salary of the officer-it has
been raised by some £250-is now about
£450. That is nothing more nor less
than the salary paid at the p)resent
moment to the chief clerk on the civil
side of the Crown Law Office. I desire
to refer hon. members to other instances
in which an increase might be made with
every satisfaction, in fact with every
claim to justice, in the Attorney General's
office; but I shall only dwell on another
one, inasmuch as an increase in that
particular gentleman's salary was also
promised on the laist occasion. The
officer in question is the librarian of the
Supreme Court. That gentleman is a

practitioner of the Victorian Court,
and be receives exactly the same salary,
as the usher of our Court. Now, as I
pointed out once before, the gentleman
who holds the position of librarian
here is a qualified legal gentleman,
exceedingly obliging ih the discharce of
his duties, and thoroughly well up in the
works which are under his charge. Rfe is
one of the best references I bave ever
discovered in the way of case law. All
you have to do is to mnention a particular
case or a particular matter, and you will
find that Mr. Coleman is able to lay his
finger on what you want. That gentle-
man, whose qualifications, by the way.
were highly spoken of by the late Attor-
neyv-General, is receiving the munificent
sumn of £190 per annum, Ithink, or £170
per annum. 1 understand the excuse
made last time for not raising his s:,lary
-and I presume the excus,' will be
repeated on- this occasion-is that he
receives £50 extra from the legal board.
I submit that circumstance has nothing
to do with the question. Mr. Coleman is
there in the discharge of certain duties ;
and I submit with every confidence that
the duties he discharges are inadequately
remunerated. Of course I do not say
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that the usher is overpaid: on the con-
trary. I think lie also stands in a position
where perhaps his services might bo more
liberally considered. I pass to anotber
branch of my friend's department which
I think requires the attention of the
House, and that is the police. Before
dealing generally with that, I wish to
point out one or two peculiarities which
strike one at once on the police estimates.
We have here a police force divided
into a uniformed constabulary and a,
detective force. I wish to direct the atten-
tion of the House particularly to this
matter. I find that an inspector in the
ordinary force, under the heading of
"1constabulary," receives.£325 per annum,
which I do not consider too large a sum
for the amount of work which our police
are called on to discharge. Turning now,
however, to an inspector in the detective
branch, I find that his salary is exactly the
same,X£325. I think itis well recognised.
that there is a very great difference
between the amount of intelligence which
has to be exhi bited by an inspector of the
detective branch and that required of an
ordinary inspector in the constabulary.
Such a distinction is recognised in every
police force that I know anything about.
In the Enuglish police force, the detective
branch is considered a higher branch than
that of the ordinaryv cons tabulary. Detec-
live work deinanas a greater amount of
training, a higher education, and a greate-r
degree of what we ordinarily call intelli-
gence. What is required in the ordinary
police force -is rather the flue, upstanding,
strapping young fallow, with plenty, of
muscle and perhaps very little brains.
In the detective branch a man requires a
deal of training, and a. deal of education;
and I certainly think the distinction
which I am endeavouring to draw now is
well recognised by all classes of the
community. One is the man of muscle,
the other is the man of brains. I submnit
that there is an anomaly in placing an
inspector of the detective branch on the
same level as an inspector in the ordinary
constabulary force. To see that the
distinction is recognised, we have only
to turn to the constables; and we find
that the remuneration of the ordinary
uniformed constable is not as high as
that paid to a constable in the detective
branch. In other words, the compiler
of these estimates recognised that the

ordinary detective is on a. higher grade-
I do not know whether it is mentally or
otherwise-than the ordinary gentleman
in blue and silver who parades our streets.
The distinction is recognised in the case
of the ordinary constable; and I1 submit
it ought also to be recognised when we
rise to the rank of an inspector. An
inspector in the detective branch ought
to stand on a different footing from the
ordinary inspector.

MR. DAGLISH:- He gets £5 extra.
Mn. MOORHTEAD: My friend may be

able to throw a little more light on the
matter. I look on it only as presented
in the Estimates; and I say, here is an
anomaly, I do not say that inspectors of
constabulary are paid an inadequate sum:
on the contrary, I think those gentlemen
are paid what adequately represents their
services to the State.

'MR. JAconY: There are too many of
themi.

Mn. MOORHEAD:- I also call atten-
tion to that. It is true that in area our
State is by far the largest State of Auas-
tralasia. It is true our population is
not as large as that of the other
states, hut it is scattered a good deal;
our interests are exceedingly large; yet
when we turn to the detective branch
of our department, we find there are at
present only about 16 detectives and one
inspector available for the entire State.
At the present time, not more than three
detectives are in town of an evening; in
fact I have known times when there has
been no detective, except the Inspector
himself, in town. That, I think, requires
an amendment. I think the detective
branch of the police force should be
placed on such a. footing as to insure
the successful and speedy detection of
crime. In my humble opinion the police
force of the State ought to be placed on

isuch a footing as to give assurance
that when a service is rendered to the
State, and a man is incapacitated by age
or otherwise from farther service, he
should be placed on a similar footing to
officers in the civil service. At the pre-'
sent time no inducement is held out to
a constable to remain in the force. He
has nothing to look forward to, except
the discretion of a board, which has at
its service a very limited sumu of money
to give a policeman something in his old
age. Under the present system, a board

Annital BRfinialee. 1807
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is constituted which baa at its disposal
a fund. That fund is made up by the
fines inflicted on the constables them-
selves for breaches of duty, and a certain
proportion of the fines of the police
courts; these now have been limited by
abolishing the old Act, which gave a por-
tion of the fines to informers; but the
fund is made up mainly by the fines
inflicted on constables for breaches of
duty, contributions from the constables
themselves, and an amount given by the
Government. The board have at their
disposal a sum of about £2,000. A
constable may work his way up to be
an inspector. The inspectors do not come
under this particular Act: they are
entitled to a pension after certain service,
under the Public Service Act. An
instance was brought under my observa-
tion the other day. A man served the
State about thirty years. At the end of
that time he was retired, and he received
in a lump sum something like £800 or
£900. That man would have pre-
ferred to come under the Public
Service Act, and to have had assured
to him an annual amount for the
remainder of his life. Instead of that
he got a lump sum, which by investment
would not give him sufficient to live on;
for a sum of £900 would not give a man
a home, and keep his wife and family,
because that man might live for 20 or 30
years. I take it, no matter what claim
a man has on the benefit fund, he can
never receive sufficient to give him an
income for the remainder of his life. I
bring this matter under the observation
of the Premier, and I think my remarks
are supported by the report of the Com-
missioner of Police, who says the time
has come when, if the finances allow it,
some steps should be instituted by which
the police should be placed on a similar
footing to the civil servants. If a man
haod some inducement to continue in the
service we should get better men, and
there would be some recognition of the
services which these men have rendered
to the State. At present there is no
inducement for a man to remain in the
force, and apart from calling on the
benefit fund, no matter what amount is
received-and I believe it is calculated on
the basis of one month's pay for every
year a man has been in the force--he
cannot receive a sufficient sum to enable

him to live upon it. The administration
of the fund is in the hands of a board,
and it is purely in the discretion of that
board whether any sum is granted. A
case came under the notice of the
House the other day, that of Detective
Mvc~artney, and it was shown in that
instance thiat the board can make a slip
sometimes. That man was retired in
consequence of ill health: hie had served
the State for a number of years, but the
board considered hie was not entitled,
under the regulations, to receive any
particular portion of the fund. The man
is incapacitated, but if he had been
under the Civil Service Act, I think he
would have received a sumn of money
annually, sufficient to have kept him.

MR. A. E. MORGANS (Coolgardie):
Before dealing with the question of the
Estimates-and I intend to deal with
them very shortly indeed-I would like
to make some remarks with regard to the
criticism of the member for East Kim-
berley (Mr. Connor), in reference to the
Coolgardie W"ater Scheme. The hon.
member says he is in a position to state
that the whole scheme is going to be a
failure. I think if the hon. member is
possessed of this information, it would be
advisable that we should know the source
from which it comes, in order that we
may judge of the merits and the opinions
expressed on the scheme. Some complaint
is made as to the testing of the pipes, and
I think too much time has really been
occupied in carrying out that important
test. I think itshould have been done
earlier. Possibly the Works Department
may give members some good reason for
the delay.

MR. JACOBY: Day labour.
MR. MORG-ANS: I agree with the

hon. member that the day labour system
may have had something to do with it.
This test will give Parliament and the
country some valuable information, but
so far as I have bhen able to ascertain-
and I have made inquiries, and watched
the joints being made, in some cases-
I do not see why there should be any
great doubt about the joints of the pipes
not standing. It will certainly be most
interesting to have 30 or 4b miles of
pipes tested, and I do not think the
member for East Kimberley should throw
so much doubt on the matter as he seems
to have done this afternoon. There is
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one inconsistency in the member's position
which I would like to point out. He says,
if the pipes are no good for the Coolgardie
Water Scheme, they might be used for
bringing the water from the dam to Perth
and Premantle. I would point out if
the pipes are no use in the one case, they
will not be in another.

MR. F. CaNNon: In the one case it
would be a gravitation scheme.

ME. MORGANS: I thought the hon.
member would make that explanation;
but I know something about engineering
matters, about hydraulics, and certainly
there is some difference in pumping water
to a given height in which case the
pulsation of the pump ma 'Y have some
effect on the joints of the Pipes; but if
you pump water from a height of 100ff.,
you will have exactly the same pressure
onthejoints, barringthepulsation. There-
fore the criticism is not quite weli founded.
With regard to the Coolgardie Water
Scheme, I as one who took a great
interest, and who in a measure assisted
in carrying the scheme in the House,
desire to see the test made; but T mnay
point out that I have every confidence
that the joints will be a success, and the
scheme in its entirety be a. success also.
The member for East Kimberley will be
glad, as I shall be, to have the test made,
and we shall see that it is a success.
With regard to the Estimates, I would
like to ask from the Treasurer a little
information. I have gone through the
figures, and I am not able to understand
them. I am quite sure the Treasurer
will be able to throw some light on one
or two points which I shall call attention
to. I notice on sheet No. 3 there is an
estimate of the gross revenue, (a) customs
and excise £1,084,500, and (b,) posts,
telegraphs, and telephones £227,500,
making a grand total of X1,312,000. I
may say, mn passing, I think it is a matter
of regret that for the information of the
House, as well as the country, more
details are not given with regard to the
manner in which the hon. gentleman
arrived at these figures. I wish to ask
the Treasurer if the amount also includes
the duties collected by the State under
the sliding scale?

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
custom-house of the Federal Parliament
collects all the duties.

MR. MORGANS: I suspected that
was so. I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman what proportion of the
£1I,084,500 is to be received from the
collection by the State under the eliding
scale ?

TnE COLONIAL TRAnsunEa About
X212,000.

MR' MORGANS: In that ease we
must assume it is intended that the
Federal Government will collect about
£800,000: that agrees fairly closely with
the estimate of Sir G. Turner and the
figures ithave before me. If I under-
stand rigtl this statement, the Treasurer
expects to receive £1,084,500, together
with £227,000 from posts and telegraphs,
making a grand total of £ 1,312,000.
In turning over to the next page,
under this table I notice that a. statement
is made under the heading of expenditure,
and the expenditure on account of the
Commonwealth is £75,500. I would like
to ask the Treasurer exac-tly what that
means. I do not quite understand it,
because I observe from the figures of Sir
George Turner that he expects, in con-
nection with the transferred services, to
deduct £326,000.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: But I
have taken off the amount.

MR. MORGANS: Before these figures
were made up ?

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: We have
to pay the expenses.

MA. MORGANS: No; the Federal
Go~vernment receive the revenue and pay
the expenses.

THu COLONIAL TREASURER: That is
so: I show that.

Mn. MORGANS: How is it shown?
Blecause the accounts are so complicated
I cannot see where it comes in.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Under b,
the expenditure on customs and excise is
£255,000, and the revenue £227,500.
There is an error there in stating customs
and excise.

MR. MORGANS: Under which ?
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Under a

and b. In section b there is a6 printer's
error. "Customs and excise" should
read " posts and telegraphs ": the expen-
diture is £255,000, and the revenue
£227,000, leaving a loss of £28,000.

Mn. MORGANS: Now that I see
there is a printer's error, it alters the
direction of my criticism; but I would
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like to dive deeper into the matter. There
is one other point: there should be a
corresponding entry on the other side of
the ledger, in regard to that.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: So there
is, in the first page of receipts.

MR. MORG-ANS: You have shown a
total income of £1,800,000, and on the
other page you show that the total cost
to the Federal Government for trans-
ferred services is £75,000.

THE COLOrNIA TREASURER! PlUS
£255,500.

Ma. MORGANS: Tf that is the cost,
I would ask bow much the Colonial
Treasurer calculates for the transferred
services as due to the Federal Govern-
ment.

THE COLONIAIL TREASURER: They are
all in that amount, which covers the whole
cost.

MRt. MORGANS: That is what I wish
to get at, but it is not shown anywhere
in these Estimates. What is the meaning
of this statement made by Sir George
Turner, in submitting his Estimates to
the Federal Parliament, when he says he
estimates that he will receive from
Western Australia through the customs
and excise £800,000, and through the
posts and telegraphs X215,40l0, making
a total of £11,015,400. He debits this
State with the transferred services, and I
take that to mean the 25 per cent.
that he will receive from our customs
duties.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: It is not
done that way, in this State.

MR. MORGANS: Sir George Turner
charges against this State £344,000 for
the transferred services, and £14,000 for
the other services, making a total of
£358,000, leaving a, balance to be returned
to Western Australia of £656,958. That
is his estimate for the coming year. Does
the Colonial Treasurer agree with thatl'

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: No.
MR. MORG ANS: Then, seeing that

the Estimates are now before the Federal
Parliament, it is only right the Treasurer
of this State should throw Some
light on it, and see where the difference
comes in. Supposing that Sir George
Turner's estimate is correct as to the
amount of £2656,968 to be returned to
this Stale, which the Colonial Treasurer
tells us is not correct, taking these figures
to be correct, they show that the collec-

tion of revenue from this State will
amount to X427,542, whereas according
to the estimate of the Colonial Treasurer
the amount he is supposed to collect by
the State is £2,100,000. So far as I can
see, there is a large discrepancy in these
figures ; at any rate, I cannot understand
them. I notice that on the following
page of these Estimates, even in the
Colonial Treasurer's figures, there is a
discrepancy, unless he is in a position to
explain them.

Tas COLONIAL TREASURER: You have
got the paper for last year.

MR. MORGANS: No; it is dated for
this financial year.

THE: COLONIAL TREASURER: There is
a printer's error.

MR. MORGANS: For the information
of the Colonial Treasurer, I will read
what Sir George Turner says, as reported
in the Federal Hansard:-" In Western
Australia we anticipate that we Shall
collect £100,000 from customs and ex-
cise, and £215,400 from posts and tele-
graphs, or a total of £21,015,400."

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Sir George
Turner is wrong in his estimate, that is
all.

MR. MORGANS: Then I think it is
desirable the Treasurer of this State
should set him right, before the Federal
Tariff is settled. No member in this
House knows how these figures are made
up.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I have
not built my estimate on the same lines
as Sir George Turner, but the results are
the same. I stand by my own estimate,
and I say he is wrong.

AIR. MORGANS: You are dealing
with the gross revenue of the State, and
here you show a loss of X-28,000 on posts
and telegraphs. Very well; if there is a
loss of £28,000, there cannot be any
revenue from that department.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Tt is put
into the account.

MR. MQRG-ANS: I am dealing with
the figures, not with questions of book-
keeping.

THe COLONIAL, TREASURER (in
explanation): There is an impression
abroad-quite an erroneous impression-
that the Federal Government retain one-
fourth of the total revenues which they
receive. For the first five years there is
no such thing. As a matter of fact,
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there is nothing in the Federal Consti-
tution Act which allows the Federal
Governmwent to take money unless they
require it. The limitation is what is
known as the " Braddon blot." Under
that they take one-fourth if they require
it, and they may not take anky more.
During the five years of the sliding scale,
all the Federal Government do is to
collect our customs and pay the cost of
the customs. I have shown in my Esti-
mates what the income will he, and I
have shown in my Estimates what the
cost will be. In con nection with the post
office, the Federal Government collect
the whole of the proceeds, and charge
us with the working of the post offices.
I have shown that the working of the
post office will result in a loss of £28,000.
Consequently, we shall get back the
custom-house money less the £28,000
loss on the post office. That is what we
will get back, less our proportion of the
general expenses, amounting to £16,000.
There is nothing about retaining one-
fourth and returning a proportion, as
Sir George Turner suggests: the prin-
ciple does not come into vogue during
the operation of the sliding scale, and
not for ten years after the establishment
of federation. Sir George Turner has
estimated on one basis, and I have
estimated on another. Every financier
estimates on his own basis. My figures'
are absolutely correct: that I can guar-
antee. As to the Estimates, I stand on
my own Estimates.

MR. MORGANS (continuing): I can
only say it appears to me a very serious
matter that there should be an apparent
discrepancy of about £400,000.

THE Cotoin. TREASURER: There is
not.

MEL. MORGANS: On the face of it,
there certainly appears to be such a
deficiency. The explanation given by
the Colonial Treasurer with regard to
Section 95 puts on that section a con-
struction that is quite new to me. I
certainly understood that it is within the
power of the Commonwealth Government
to take any proportion of the revenue of
Western Australia, up to 25 per cent.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Per head.
MR. MORGANS; That is the propor-

tion per head of the population.
TER COtowni- TREASURER: If they

collect eight millions they can take two

millions; but they must charge it per
head of the population.

MR. MORGANS: If the expenditure
warrants it, have they the right to do it
or not?

Tnx COowoiA. TREASURER: They have
not the right. They must take it from
the whole of the revenue, and then they
must allot their expenses per head of the
population.

MR. MORGANS: If we take those
figures, there is a great discrepancy
between the figures of the Colonial Trea-
Surer and those of Sir George Turner.

THE COLONIAL TREASURERt: The dis-
crepancy is more apparent than real.

MR. MORGANS;: If the hon. gentle-
man thin -ks he is in a. safe position, I will
say no more about it, except that the
whole thing is a mystery to me. I do
not understand how the Colonial TUrea-
surer has arrived at his figures. He may
be able later on to explain them, and I
shall listen with much interest. Now
that we have this correction with regard
to posts and telegraphs, of course my
criticisms may fall to the ground.

ThE COLONIAL TREASURER: I regret
the mistake very much.

Ma. MUORGAkNS: It is unfortunate
that the Colonial Treasurer did not men-
tion the printer's error in his speech.

THE MINISTER FOR MiNEs: The matter
was mentioned, but only incidentally.

MR. MORGANS: Under the circum-
stances, my intended criticism falls to the
ground to a very large extent.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: That
accounts for three or four hundred thou-
sand pounds.

MR. MORGANS: It makes a very
great difference. With regard to the
Estimates generally, I am rather in
accord with the member for Guildford
(Mr. Rason), who thinks that the Trea-
surer has exceeded the limits of prudence
in arriving at the Estimates. I can only
hope that it is not so; because, if the
figures come out as the Treasurer
suggests. it will be a proof that the
country is in a very prosperous condition.
There is one thing, however, to which I
would like to draw attention in connec-
tion with these Estimates, During the
last six or eight months very large
imports have taken place into this
country in view of the impending imposi-
tion of the Federal Tariff. I think the
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trade of this country for the last six or
eight months has been abnormal. If,
therefore, the hon. gentleman has based
his figures on the returns without making
due allowance for the abnormal condition
of imports, I think it very likely that his
figures will turn out disastrously for him.

TnE COLONIAL TnEswan: Your
leader says that I am £4 00,000 too low.

MR. MORGANS: I did not hear him
say so.

THE COLONAL TREASURER, He said
it.

Mrt. MORGANS: I have not discussed
the matter with the leader of the Opposi-
tion; but I am certain, at any rate, if he
says the estimate of revenue is £400,000
too low, that his view of the matter and
mine are altogether different. I think
clearly there has been an abnormal
condition in regard to the importation of
mining machinery, for instance. I know
there has been an abnormal importation
of mining machinery.

THE COLONIL TREASURERa: This State
dlid not get much out of that.

MR. MORGANS: Not a great deal.
But the fact remains that there has been
an abnormal importation in view of the
impending imposition of the Federal
Tariff. I know that Several American
firms have imported very largely, in the
belief that a federal duty would be put
on machinery. This circumstance may
very seriously affect the figures of the
customs, and at the same time it may,
and probably will, affect also the returns
from the rilways. Looking at the
position of the country at the present
time, and the condition of the mining
industry on the goldfields, I do not
anticipate there will be such a large
amount of machinery erected this year
as there was last year. My reason for
saying this is that the great Kalgoorlie
mines have nearly the whole of their
machinery erected now. They have spent
enormous sums in the erection of
machinery, and the freights paid by
them to the railways have been enormous
also.

THE MINISTER FOR MINSs: Supplies
will grow next year on account of that
machinery which has been erected.

Mat. MORGANS: Yes; that is perfectly
true. But I was about to point out that
a large number of those mines have had
their machinery running now, some for

six or eight months, and in a few
instances for a year. Take the Great
Boulder machinery: that has been erected
for more than a year ; and so it is with
the Boulder Perseverance and other large
mines, which have paid the Government
enormous sums for freights on the rail-
ways. It seems to me, therefore, that
the estimate of the Treasurer of an
increase of £105,000 in the railway
receipts is rather high, to say the least of
it. It appears to mae th~ere is some
explanation to be given, and I wish to
ask the Commissioner of Railways one
question on the subject. Is it his
intention, in order to achieve this increase
of £106,000, to increase the rates on
goods from Fremantle to the gold-
fields ?

THE COMISnSIONER OF RAILWAYS:
The rates are to be readjusted.

Ma. MORGANS: That is what one
may, call an Irish man's broad hint. I am
certain that, taking the ordinary normal
traffic, there is no justification for
expecting an increase of £105,000 in the
railway revenue up to June, 1902. There
is no reason for expecting that increase,
unless the Commissioner of Railways has
some intention of drawing more blood
still out of the goldfields by means of an
increase of freights.

THE COMMISSIONER Op RAILWAYS: It
'will be done generally, if it is done at all.

MR. MORGANS: Yes; but the only
trouble is that the goldfields have to part
with more blood than all the rest of the
community put together. This applies
particularly to those goldfields people
who have enterprises out in the back
country. They are the people who are
bled the most; because, in addition to
heavy railway freights, they have also to
meet heavy charges on their machinery
in the way of cartage. Therefore, I
anticipated as soon I read these Estimates
that there was -a nigger in the fence,"
as is vulgarly said. When I saw that
the Government had brought into their
Estimates an increase of X105,000 on the
railways, I thought to myself, " The Com-
missioner of Railways has some dark
designs on the railway rates."

THE OommisIONER OF RAILWAYS:
Not dark; light designs.

MR. MORGANS:'And he intends to
put uip the railway freights in order to
make this increase.
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Tin CoMMISSIOwNR Of RAILWAYS:
These are not my estimates.

MR. MORGANS: I know that; but
I also know that, notwithstanding the
optimistic character of the gentleman
who made the Estimates, he would not
have foreshadowed this increase unless
he had consulted with the Commissioner
of Railways as to how mnuch more that
gentleman's department could pour into
the Treasury. I think there must have
been some consultation on the question.
I do not say the Commissioner of Rail-
ways and the Treasurer did consult, but
I think they must have done so. I fancy
there is some connivance between the
Treasurer and the Commissioner of Rail-
ways for the purpose of "1bleeding " the
people a. little more.

TuE COMMISSIOwN OF RAILWAYS:
Supposing, now, we were to increase the
passenger rates, and leave the goods rates
as they are P

Mn. MOR-ANS : I think it would be
a, fair thing, if the rates arc to be increased
at all, to increase the passenger fares as
well as the fr~eights; but in the interests
of the mining industry, and in the
interest generally of the goldfields pu~blic
who are living under very difficult. cironin-
stances and conditions, I desire to point
out to the Treasurer and the Com-
missioner of Railways th~t to increase
the railway rates or passenger rates at
the present time Would cause great dis-
appointmient on the goldlfields.

THFE COMMISSIONERt OF RAILWAYS:
Your leader says ours are the lowest rail-
way rates in Australasia.

MR. GEOxoE: There is good reason for
it, too.

MR. MORGANS: I believe they are;
and in view of the conditions of life on
the goldfields, they should be the lowest.
In view of the cost of living there, I
repeat, they should be the lowest. I do
not think that either the Treasurer or the
Commissioner of Railways should take
any credit for the lowness of the rates.

MINISTERS: We do not.
MR. MORGrANS. The conditions of

life on the fields are very difficult and
expensive ; and an increasq of railway
fares and freights on the top of this
monstrous Federal Tariff which we have
to face, 'will be a very severe blow to the
goldields people.

T'fun OsinSSxoNn OF RAILWAYS:
I do not 'want any credit: I only want to
pay my Way.

At 6-30, the OswaRMAs left the Chair.

At 7-30, Chair resumed.

'Mu. MORGANS (continuing): I think
it is pretty clear that members on the
Ministerial benches, and the Commis-
sioner of Railways in particular, have a
tendency to increase railway rates. I
hope any increase made on the goldields
railways will be as moderate as possible.
We all agree that the railways must be
made to pay, and I am quite sure it
should not be necessar 'Y, when proper
economy is introduced into the working
of the railways, to increase the -rates in
order to make the railways pay not only
the interest on the cost of construction
but the redemption of the capital. I
I would like to say before sitting down
that I am disappointed, and I think my
friends from the goldfields are also die-
appointed, that the Colonial Treasurer
has not placed anything on the Estimates
for the farther extension of railways
on the goldfields.

TH-E COLONIAL TUxASUnna: That
never Comes OTh the Estimates, you know.

Mn. MVORGANS: The Colonial
Treasurer might have tol d us th e Govern -
ment intended to do something in spend-
ing a portion of the money at their
disposal for this purpose. I think there
is one railway that I might take this
opportunity of calling the attention of
the House to, the farther construction of
the line from Mt. Malcolm to Layer-
ton. That is a portion of the goldffields
of the State that absolutely requires
railway communication. I think it is
only necessary to ge a, glance at the
returns of the gold fom that district to
show that it merits a railway. As far as
I see from a recent return of gold from
that field, there is no doubt that it Stands
in the position of the second largest gold-
producing district of the State; the out-
put per month is close on 20,000 ounces,
and there is no portion of the goldfields
which can compare with this, barring of
course Kalgoorlie. All the conditions for
the construction of the line are favourable.

IThe country is level, and with regard to
Ithe cost of construction , although I amt

Annual Estimaleo:



1814 Annual Estimates: [ASSEMBLY.] Debate on Finance.

aware the contention of the Engineer-in-
Chief alwayvs has been the construction of
railways into the back country should be
on the lines of the permanent raitways,
with heavy rails and sleepers, some
departure might be made from that
policy. We are quite satisfied on the
goldfields if we can get light lines of
railway constructed. We do not want
railways that will can3' us at the rate of
60 miles per hour, but we want railways
which will take passengers at the rate of
about 20 miles per hour, and to move our
freight along at a reasonable pace. If a
departure is made in this direction, it
would be much easier for the Govern-
ment to build railways, because the cost
would be less. If funds are available it
is better to build a permanent railway at
once I admit, and to put down heavier
rails making a permanent line of it. But
it is better to have a cheap railway than
none at all. The construction of the
railway from Mt. Malcolm to Iaaverton
involves no engineering difficulties. There
can be no question in the minds of the
Government as to whether the railway
would pay or not. The line would pay
handsomely, and we have only to look A
the returns from the line from Menzies to
to Rookynie to show that in that direc-
tion from Menzies northwards there is9 a
valuable and profitable traffic. The rail-
way from Mt. Malcolm to Laverton
would return a handsome profit to the
Government on the cost of construction ;
and seeing this is the case, the Govern-
ment should not hesitate to make the
railways at the earliest possible moment,
even if they have to borrow the money
for the purpose. It is a very good financial
basis for any Government to start on to
invest their money in railways and open up
the country,if it is shownthatthierailways
will pay a handsome return on the outlay.
Supposing the Government do build
the railway in this direction, I am quite
sure they will get the support of the
House, and I am quite sure every
member realises the necessity for the
extension of the railways to the back
country. I would like to take this
opportunity of calling attention to) one
fact. So far as mines on that north-
east goldfield are concerned, I can
assure members it will he very difficult
indeed in another year to carry on the
mining operations at many of the large

mines. Fuel is becoming very scarce
indeed, and as far as mining timber is
concerned, it is impossible to get it except
by bringing it from the coast. That is an

expensve operation under present cou-
diin.In regard to some of the mines

in which I am interested in that district,
we have had to haul the whole of the
shaft timber by cart from Menzies, and
we have had to pay freight from £10 to
£13 per ton. It is true in regard to the
particular mine I am referring to that
has not borne heavily on us because it is
a profitable mine, but there are many
other mines in that district which are not
returning a profit, therefore these heavy
expenses make it impossible to continue
the development of the mines in that
particular district. I can assure mem-
bers unless the railway is constructed
from Malcolm to Laverton within the
next twelve or eighteen months, it will be
a serious thing for the mines in that
district. I hope the Treasurer will be
able to see his way, long before next
June, to place at the disposal of the
Oommnissioner of Railways a quarter of a
million of money, or say £200,000, for
the purpose of constructing this line from
Mt. Malcolm to Laverton.

THx TREAsuRER: Most happy.
MR. MORGANS: If the Treasurer

has not the necessary funds at his dis-
posal, allow me to suggest that he
borrow the money, and I amn sure mem-
bers will not object to borrow the
money, even on Treasury bills at a
high rate of interest, for the construc-
tion of the railway. The mines in that
district are quite prepared to pay a
high rate of interest on the outlay, and
they are also prepared to pay a heavy
sinking fund. I hope my words are
making some impression on the Premier.

THE PREMIER: Oh, none.
MR. MORtGANS: The hon. gentle-

man knows as well as any member in the
House the absolute necessity for the con-
struction of this railway.

THn PREMiER: Hear, hear.
ME. MORGANS: Although I am

sitting on the Opposition side of the
House I would like to extract a promise
from the Premier to-night that he will
take this matter into his favourable
consideration.

THE PREmiER: Ali, I will do that.
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MR. MORGANS: I am not satisfied
with that, but T would like the Premier
to go a step farther and say that he will
extend to the people in that district a
railway and that he will put the work in
hand at an early date.

THE PREMIER: As soon as we get
another Loan Bill through.

Mn. MORGANS: We will give you a
Loan Bill, if you will bring it in, say for
three-quarters of a million.

THE PREMIER: Who are "1we?"
MR. MORGANS: All of us in this

House.
Mu. TAYLOR: Bar this one.
MR. MORGANS: A majority of us

willdo it. I really hope the Government
will take into serious consideration the
construction of railways as an urgent
matter. With regard to the sliding scale
of State duties, I think that in view of
the Federal Tariff the Government should
give full consideration to the question of
making some reduction in the State
Tariff. Suggestions have been made, and
I believe the member for Kanowna (Mr.
Hastie) intends to address the House on
the question of the sliding scale. I would
like to point out that although the Gov-
ernment may suffer a reductionof revenue,
yet something will have to be done in the
way of relief in the food duties of this
State. Take cheese, for instance: I have
been told that it is not produced in suffi-
cient quantity for local consumption, in
either Victoria or New South Wales.

THE COLONIAL TREmASURER: It Comes
from New Zealand.

MR. MORtGANS: If that is the case,
and seeing that the duty here is 2d. per
lb. on cheese, it would be an advantage
to importers that, instead of those food
duties remaining as they are, they should
be reduced if not abolished; particularly
the duties on eggs, bacon, hams, and other
such foodstuffs. Considerable relief could
be given to the consuming public by that
course; and if the Treasurer will take
this into his consideration, it will be
satisfactory to the House to know that
it is the intention of the Government at
least to consider this matter, and if pos-
sible reduce some of these duties, if not
remove some duties entirely. I do) not
think it would be right to remove the
whole of these dutties, because n doubt a
promise was made at the time we entered
federation that the sliding scale should

be maintained; and we must, as far as
possible, keep faith with the public in
regard to that. But I do not think it
would injure the farmers or others in this
country if at the same time we leave the
duties on chaff, wheat, and such produce.
If the duties could be removed from some
of the foodstuffs, it would be a great help
to the whole community. In conclusion,
I would like to say it is absolutely neces-
sary for the good of the country that the
Government should keep before their
eyes the question of the construction of
railways for opening up the goldfields.
I have said many times that the mining
industry and its development in this
country depend really on the extension of
railway facilities; and the question of the
construction of railways into the back
country will, I hope, be one of the principal
cares of the Government during the
recess. We know that a survey of some
railways has been made lately, and I
believe a majority of members would back
tip the Government if they would at least
begin the construction of some of those
railways which are so badly needed.

HON. G. THROSSELL~ (Northamn);
Before the debate is closed, I desire to
refer, briefly if possible, to some remarks
which fel from the member for Boulder
(Mr. Hopkins) the other evening. In
making reference to one of the items in
the Estimates, he spoke of a work entitled
the Golden Gate of Anstralia, and asked
for some explanation with regard to it.
I desire to acquit the member for Boulder,
or any other member, of deliberately mis-
quoting for an improper purpose; but I
think the House will agree with me that
when members quote from papers kaid on
the table of the House, they should quote
in such a manner as not to leave a false

impression on the minds of hon. members
-M.GEoRGE: Hear, hear] -and cer-

tainly in such a manner as not to do an
injustice to a. member who is absent. I
should hardly have noticed the remarks
but for the reference that was made to
the member for South Fremantle (Mr.
Diamond), who happen to be away.
The member for Boulder left an impres-
sion on my mind, and I think on the
mind of hion. members generally, that
Mr. Diamond, when a member of Parlia-
ment, was guilty of improper conduct.
I am glad the papers are now on the
table of the House. The member for
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Boulder, I consider, in dealing with the
subject should have given us an idea of
the whole of its history; and especially
be should have told US that this won-
derful little book dates back to 1899.
The projected publication camne before
Sir John Forrest in 1899, and it was
hanging fire until 1900. 1 gather from
the papers, which I studied for the first
time to-day, that Sir John Forrest in the
middle of 1900 approved of the terms
and conditions under which Government
assistance was to be given, and also
approved of the title, The Golden Gate of
Australia. Thus, in assisting Air. Dia-
mond in the publication of the book, I
was only doing what I ought to have
done, namely tarrying out a contract
entered into by my predecessor. When
we look into the papers in that
jacket on the table, it is wonderful
to discover the vast amount of interest,
and intelligent interest too, which has been
taken in this wonderful little book. Hon.
members will find from an examaination of
the contents of that jacket that every
Fremantle member brought his influence
to bear on Sir John Forrest, urging him
to assist Mr. Diamond in the publication
of his volume, and pointing out the great
good which would result to Perth and to
the State from such action on the part of
the right hon. gentleman. Even the
Municipal Council of Fremantle passed
a solemn resolution recommending the
then Premier to have the work printed.
Amongst other members who addressed
the Premier on the Subject was the
member for East Fremantle (Hon. IT. 3.
Holmes). Amongst the papers in that
jacket is a letter written by our respected
Commissioner of Railways, which I think,
seeing that the question has been brought
up, should be quoted, because we all like
to see how tbe same thought strikes great
minds far apart. The member for Boulder,
in quoting me the other evening, said
I had stated that Mr. Diamond had
deserved well of the Government, and
therefore should receive recognition. B 'y
a wonderful coincidence, almost the same
words appear in a letter addressed by my
friend the Commissioner of Railways to
Mr. Diamond, and through him to
Sir John Forrest, which letter I shall
now have the pleasure of reading to the
House. The date of the communication
is the 19th March, 1900, which shows

that this is a matter of ancient history,
and not a matter of modern history, as
the member for Boulder would have us
believe the other evening:-

I have read with interest the representa-
tions you have made to the Government
concerning the book you propose getting out,
entitled "Fremantle, the Brindisi (nr San
Francisco) of Australia; " and I anm Satisfied
that the publication and distribution as set
forth by you would be the best advertisement
for the port of Fremantle, and the colony also.
I hope and trust the Government will fall in
with your views and give you the order for the

pbooks as required. It is quite clear to the
Ipeople of this town that your efforts in bring-
ing the North German Lloyds steamers to our
port have considerably strengthened the hands
of the Right Hon. the Premier in his efforts to
bring the P'. & 0. and Orient steamers here;
and I dc hope that your valuable services will
be recognised.

MEnrnns: Fell in!
HoN. G-. THROSSELiL: I know

nothing farther about the book. I comn-
pleted. the contruct entered into, as
already stated, by my predecessor. I
have not even had the pleasure of reading
tlit book, because the Government have
not had the courtesy to send me a copy;
therefore I van only describe its character
by referring to the words of wisdom
whaich fell from our Treasurer the other
evening, when he spoke so favourably of
the production. So highly did the hon.
gentleman estimate the wonderful little
book, that he introduced words of the
highest commendation of it into his
Budget speech. If the member for
Boulder requires farther information as
to the merits of the book, I simply refer
him to my friend the Colonial Treasurer
and to my friend the Commissioner of
Railways. I hope I have said enough on
the matter. I rep eat again, and seriously,
that when members do quote they should
take care to convey a correct impression
totbe House. They should take care lest
unwittingly they convey a false impres-
sion. I refer now to the impression con-
veyed by the member for 'Boulder con-
cerning a member who is absent owing to
sickness, that the member in question
improperly entered into a contract with
the recent Government. Of course Mr.
Diamond can stand criticism, but I may
say it was not before the election, but
shortly after it, that the papers were
shown to me, and I became aware how
greatly interested many of use were in the
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wonderful little book. With regard to
the other matter referred to by the mem-
ber for Boulder, I think hon. members
will agree with me when I say that it
does not become Rue to make farther
reference to it. I consider, and I again
hope bon. members will agree with me,
that the member for Boulder iu descend-

In to the mention of that little incident,
has done himself a grave injustice. I
am sufficiently well known to the old
members of the House and to the public
to make it unnecessary for me to disclaim
having ever shown improper favour either
to friends in politics or to friends by
relationship. I think hon. members
generally will do me the justice to say I
stand clear of those charges. I repeat,
the hon. member for Boulder has done
himself an injustice in making the allu-
sion. I have pleasure in making this
explanation, which 1 make entirely in the
interest of Mr. Diamond. I trust the
Commissioner of Railways will refresh
his memory and tell the House, if he
think fit, that he did use his influence
with Sir John Forrest to secure the pub-
lication, and that he admired the author
and the book.

THE COMMISSIONER or RAILWAYS: I
had not seen the book when I Wrote that
letter.

MR. HUTCHINSON (Geraldton):
Before the Colonial Treasurer replies, I
would like to offer a few words. I do
not intend to detain the Committee long,
but I wish to refer among other matters
in the Estimates to the increased subsidy
set down for municipalities. As far as I
have been able to gather, while the pro-
posed subsidy has been increased to
£20,000, there is to be no alteration of
the lines on which the subsidy is dis-
tributed. From what I have seen in the
Government Gazette of last year, I am
satisfied there is a great necessity for
alteration in the method of distribution
which has prevailed in the past. If this
sum of £20,000 is to be distributed in
the same manner as the subsidy voted
last year, we shall find that Perth, with a
population of -27,000, will get at least 25
per cent, of the vote; probably if Perth
comes early in the year, it will get more
than £5,000. Moreover, if in adldition
to Perth we take Fremnantle and the
various metropolitan centres, we shall
find that almost half, if not quite half, of

the subsidy will be mopped up by Perth
and the districts round about. I consider
that a better arrangement should be
made. I have reason to believe that at
present municipalities send in returns
which are not in accordance with the
Municipal Institutions Act. It is the
custom for municipal councils to send in
ech month a statement showing the
amount they have collected in rates
during that month, and up to the present
they have obtained from the Treasury a
subsidy of 10s. for each X1 of rates they
have collected. An inspection of the
returns published in last year's Gazette
shows that certain municipalities with
very small populations have collected in
rates sums comparatively enormous. We
find, for instance, that Albany, wvith a
lPopulation of 3,610, received only £909
2s. 8d. by way of subsidy, while Kanowna,
with a population of 1,040 according to
the census returns, received £751 7s. 10d.

TH3E MINISTER FORL MINES: What was
their revenneP

MR. HUJTCHINSON: If the return
is correct, the revenue of Kanowna, in
the shape of rates was something like
.£1,600.

TE MINISTER FOR MINES: Well,
what was it not?

MR. HUTCHINSON: The revenue of
Albany at the same rate was only £1,800.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Is it cor-
rect or is it not?

MR. HUTCHINSON: It should be
the business of the Colonial Treasurer to
ascertain that. I say I think it is not
correct, and I am drawing attention to
the matter for that reason. I do not
wish my friend, the member for Kanowna
(Mr. Hastie), to think I am making out
there is something dishonest about it;
but, at the same time, it does seem a bit
peculiar. I can hardly understand how
people so keen after their interests as the
people of Kanowna probably are would
submit to a rating such as appears here
-a rating far higher than that imposed
on the people of Albany. I really cannot
understand why the Kanowna people
submit to it. I feel, somehow, that they
must, place a great deal of trust in their
municipal council, or else that the town
clerkr for the time being may possibly
have taken a mistaken view in his returns
to the Treasury, which returns I fear
may not be in accordance with the Muni-
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cipal Institutions Act. Again, we find
that Broad Arrow, with a population of
540, received by way of subsidy a sum of
£215 15s. 4d.; whilst Buloing, with a
population, according to the census re-
turns, of only 190, received in the shape
of subsidies £185 uls. 5d.

MR. McDONALD: The subsidy is
granted, not on the basis of population,
but on the basis of the amount of rates
collected.

MR. HUJTCHINSON: It is very
puzzling to me that a population of 190
should submit to being rated in one year
to the extent of £371.

MEMER: If they did not submit to the
rates, they would be taxed in some other
way.

MR. HUTCHfINSON: I propose to
take nothing on trust. I am seeking
information: I am seeking light. I want
the Colonial Treasurer to look into these
things and see whether they are right.
At the present time I am not prepared
to trust to human nature too much-not
even human nature as represented by my
friend the member for Kanowna. Coming
back to the matter I first referred to, the
question of Perth receiving more than
its share of this subsidy, I wish to remind
hon. members that the subsidy per head
for the city appears to have amounted to
8s. 2d., whilst the subsidy per head
received by Fremantle was 4s. 6d. What
I am driving at is to show that although
the basis of distribution at the rate of
15s. or 10s. in the X seems fair on the face
of it, nevertheless it does not. work out
fairly in practice: the great centres, and
what 1 may ternm the energetic centres,
on that basis, get more than their fair
share.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: People
on the goldfields rate themselves, whilst
you are not used to that.

MR. HUTCHIN SON: We have only
the word of the Minister fnr Mines for
that: I am not prepared to take it ou
trust. What I wanted to lead up to was
to ask the Colonial Treasurer whether it
would not be worth his while to make
some arrangement whereby the Govern-
ment auditor would inspect the accounts
of municipalities before next year's sub-
sidies are paid. I believe I can state it
as a fact that for years past some muni-
cipalities, have not sent in returns at all;
but they have nevertheless continued to

draw subsidies, month by month and year
by year.

M&. HOPKINS: The late Government
were to blame for allowingc them to do it.

MR, HUTCHINSON: The present
Governiuent have had some mouths to
look into the matter; and I just want to
follow up something which they appear
to have forgotten. I do not want the
present Government to pursue the faults
of the old Government. [MR. HOPKINS:
You are quite right.] If a wrong has
been practised in the past, I do not want
it to be practised any longer. I do not
want the present Government, or the
members of this House, to be tootrustful,
to place too much trust in human nature;
for if they do they will go down. I could
mention the names of municipalities in
this State which for years past have not
sent in returns.

MR. Horuins: You ought to name
them.

MR. HUTCHINSON: if the Colonial
Treasurer -will get some of his officers to
refer to the Government Gazette of last
year, he will find that what I say is
correct. I hope he will make these
inqmries, and I hope be will not allow
any farther subsidies to be paid until a
satisfactory audit has been made of the
accounts of these municipalities, and until
their accounts have been published in the
Government Gazette, in accordance with
the Municipal Institutions Adt.

MR. F, McDONALD (Cockburn
Sound) : I have only one or two matters
to mention. I think the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Hutchinson) was mayor
at one time of the municipality of
Geraldton ; therefore he should know that
the Government subsidy is very valuable
and very acceptable to municipalities
throughout the State. The advantage of

*getting a subsidy of lbsa. in the £21 is, of
course, reserved mainly for those munici-

-palities which help themselves in the first
instanice.

MR. HUTCHNuSON: That means, of
course, that the biggest man gets the
most out of the funds of the State.

MR. McDONALD : Those munici-
*palities which rate themselves and see
that the money is collected early in the
year, naturally get most of the subsidy.

-In looking through the returns of various
*mumecipalties, I find that no effort is made
to collect rates which are struck. We find
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deputations coming to the Government
with requests for sums of money, while the
ratesestruckliavenotbeen collected. Speak-
ing for one of the Fremiantle municipali-
ties, I commend the action of the Colonial
Treasurer in this matter. I know that
the Fremantle municipalities have always
made an effort to collect, during the first
sir months at any rate, the greater part
of the rates. The subsidy is an incentive
to the municipalities to collect. I am
quite in accord with the contention of the
member for Geraldton that the Govern-
ment should, if possible, appoint an
auditor to inspect the accounts of munici-
palities, which might pay for the services
of the Government auditor in the same
way as they pay for the services of the
municipal auditors. r must congratulate
the Minister on the increased amount
which is placed on the Estimates for the
roads boards. I am quite in accord with
the member for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans)
in his desire to see the Government bring
in a Loan Bill for the purpose of con-
structin grailways.

MR. F. WILSON (Perth): I must
enter my pr otest against the disparaging
remarks of my friend the member for
GeraLdton in regard to the city of Perth.
I want to point out that if people will not
rate themselves-and possibly the people
of Geraldton object to taxation in any
shape--they cannot get anything out o
the Government subsidy.

MR. HUTCHNmSON: I did not mention
Geralilton at all.

ME. WILSON: No; but I am men-
tioning Geraldton now. Perhaps the
hon. member speaks from experience
gleaned in his own neighbourhood, in
his own town. I know -many munici-
palities and roads boards in this State
which have never yet exercised the right
and power conferred on them to rate
property in their districts.

TaxE MINISTER FOR MINS: And they
never will exercise it.

Ma. WILSON : The same thing applies
to these provincial towns. They do not
like taxation: they are not as progressive
as they might be. and hence they do not
require so much money from the Govern-
ment. But when one comes to the
enterprising, go-ahead, progressive metro-
politan city, the capital city of the State,
one finds heavy rating. We spend our
money Bad -

MR. HUTCHINSON: Yes, you do; Bad
all you can get

MR. WILSON: And we look to the
Government to assist us in making the
capital city a beautiful plaoce. desirable to
live in; and farthermore I may point
out, for the hon. gentleman's edification
and Education possibly, that the Govern-
ment own a vast quanitity of property in
Perth on which there is no rating. The
very House in which we are assembled
ought to bear some proportion of the
rating of this city. It is natural and
only right that the Government should
subscribe to the upkeep of this city, to
make it a beautiful city and a credit to
the State. I have not much to say in
regard to these Estimates. I wish merely

Ito point out that I think the Colonial
ITreasurer has some justification in being
somewhat sanguine in his Estimates.
When one looks at his figures, and
sees the enormous increase he expects to
obtain, we mar imagine he is somewhat
sanguine; but I think that any man who
is mixed up with commercial pursuits in
this State at the present time must admit
that the outlook on the commercial
horizon is such as would warrant any
Treasurer in being sanguine and hopeful
for the future. *I am proud to add my
testimony to that aspect of the question.
I believe that Western Australia was
never so sound financially, and never so
sound commercially, as she is at the pre-
sent time, and I look forward to an
advance and a progression, a steady

Iadvancement. We do not want any boomis
1such as we had before, but we want

I steady progress; and I look forward to
tbe next two or three years with great hope
and expectation. I believe that all our
industries are sound, much sounder than
they have been before. The pastoral,
agricultural, timber, coal-mining, and all
industries of this State are making steady
and satisfactory progress; and under
these circumstances, I think the Treasurer
may be excused if he has been, to our
minds, perhaps somewhat sanguine in his
Estimates in regard to the future. At
the same time I would like to remind
members that he is justified in expecting
an increase in the revenue through the
operations of the Federal Tariff. I believe
that the explanation which hie gave is a.
correct one. He tried to explain to the
people of this State, althdugh subjected



1820 Annual Estimates: ASML. ebt nFnne

to considerable adverse criticism when
we were fighting on the federation ques-
tion, not only in this House but subse-
quently before the people on the hustings,
that the cost of federation to this State
could only be a proportion of the upkeep
of the Federal Government. I am proud
to think that the figures so zuauy of us
quoted have been borne out by the Esti-
mates placed before the Federal Parlia-
ment. We find that Western Australia's
proportion of the upkeep of the Federal
Government is set dlown at £16,000. I
believe my own figures were.£17,000, and
others estimated it at a similar amount.
It is shown conclusively that the cost of
joining in that movement is not going to
be such an expensive matter. The same
principle will follow year after year. It
will make no earthly difference; it is
merely a question of the administration
we have to adopt. Of course, we shall
have our battles with regard to the inci-
dence of taxation, Such battles will have
to be fought in the Federal Parliament,
the same as in this Parliament, and it is a
childish argument, which will not bear
inquiry, to say, because we are going to
have a. Federal Tariff to which we object,
we should not have entered into federa-
tion. Whether we had the Federal
Tariff in dispute or not, we certainly
should have had the tariff to discuss in this
House, and perhaps the fight would be
just as strong and just as heated here
as it will be in the Federal Parliament. I
must admit that the Colonial Treasurer
has given us no grounds for the
Estimates placed before us. He stated
over and over again that he estimated
to receive this amount and the other
amount, but he adduced no reasons why
he should expect it.

Tanr COLONIAL TREASURER: Nobody
ever does.

Mit. WILSON: I think somebody
ought to do so, and the sooner the hon.
gentleman mends his ways in that respect
the better. Give us something to criti-
cise: to say that the Government will get
three millions or four millions o* revenue,
is nothing at all. Anyone could make a
statement of that sort, but I want the
Minister to give some grounds for the
faith that is in him. The Minister has not
done that. But I say again that I am not
disposed to quareL -with him or to be
captious, nor do 1 want to criticise hiq

statement in any way, because I believetbat
we have before us a 'aseason of prosperity,
and that, as far as Western Australia is
concerned, we shall come very near to the
figures be has placed before us. At the
same time, I hope that mnembers will not
underrate the importance of fighting, not
only in this Assemnbly but publicly
throughout the State, against thle iinposi-
tion of excessive customns duties, and that
when anything crops up in the Federal

IParliament which directly affects us
adversely they witl not be backward in

jexpressing disapproval of it. If we watch
the interests of our State I see no reason
to fear, a~nd I1 feel sure that the ultimate
outcome of the 12 months' operations, so
far as this State is concerned, will be

Ieminently satisfactory.
AR,. F. WALLACE (Mount Magnet):

Before the Colonial Treasurer replies, I
would like to say a word or two with
reference to the question of subsidies to
municipalities; and to a. great extent I
have to support the member f or Gerald-
ton (Mr. Hutchin son) in that part of his
remarks wherein he pointed out that on
this question of subsidy, the larger mnuni-
cipality got the larger proportion. With
that I agree, and I say we cannot arrange
the subsidy in any other form, unless we
make it a bonus, which is much the
same.

MR. WILSON: Is there any reason why
it should not be ?

Mnt. WALLACE: I do not say there
is any reason, What I want to point out
is that as far as the municipality of
Geraldton is concerned? I think the hon.
member (Mr. Hutchinson) claimed that
the metropolitan municipality has written
off a far greater proportion of the rates
levied than has the municipality of
Geraldton. That brings ame to the point
that there is urgent necessity for the

I Government to have some closer super-
vision over the expenditure of the flunds
given to municipalities. With reference
to Perth, there has been no end to

Iwriting off of rates due to the council.
Mit. WILsoN: Where does the hon.

member get his figures f rom ?
Mu. WAkLLACE: I am quite correct.

If the Government give to the mnunici-
pality of Perth, or any other mnu nici pality,
a subsidy, I contend that the Government
should see that the municipality collects
a fair proportion of the rates. The

rASSEDIBLY.]L Debate on Rnarce.
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question of an auditor also crops up, and
it appears to me to be an urgent need of
the State in regard to Government grants
of money to municipalities, to know how
the money is spent. We do not know
how the money is spent, any more than
that we have a tabulated statement that a
certain sumn has been spent; and I want
to see the moneys given to municipalities
throughout the State expended in a
similar way to what they would be in a
commercial concern. I contend that as
far as the municipal council of the city of
Perth is concerned-and I are glad. to
say some of the representatives are, and
have been, members of this House-they'
do not carry out the powers they possess.

Ma. WILSON: I know they do.
MR. WALLACE: There is one thing

they do, which I say is unjust. If they
would not write off so much as they have
been doing, they would not have to resort
to the unjust practice of levying on
occupiers of properties because former
occupiers or owners have allowed the
rates to run into arrears. There has
been passed through this House during
the last few years-and I am sorry to
say I was here at the time-a section of
the Municipal Act empowerig a council
to seize and levy upon the furniture of
the occupier of a property on which rates
are due, even if the rates have been due for
years past. I contend that if the muuicipal
council would pay closer attention to the
collection of rates which the. Act empowers
them to levy and collect, they would be
doing far more justice to thie people of
the State. I hope the Government will
take note of the remnarks of the member
for Cockburn Sound (Mr. McDonald)
and arrange for some audit whereby they
will be able to see how the money given
both for the improvement of the city and
the outlying places is spent. I think
that the drainage scheme run ning down
Wellington street and Pier street is in a
very shady position. There are some very
peculiar transactions tarried on in con-
nection with that affair.

AIR. WILsoN: I know nothing about it.
Mu. WALLACE: I speak of the hon.

member as a representative of the munici-
pality of Perth, and asone wholhas, on every
occasion, taken the opportunity of defend-
ing the municipality. I have every reason
to believe from what I have heard and
seen that, had there been better supervision

by the Government over the expenditure
of the money given for the construction

Iof that drainage scheme, the Stake -would
have benefited by many pounds. I hope
the Government will exercise a close
supervision.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret):. I
will not lose the opportunity of makring a
few remarks in reference to -what the
member for East Kimberley (Mr. F.
Connor), and the member for Coolgardie
(Mr. Morgans) have said to-night. I
certainly feel somewhat inclined to back
uIp the arguments of the member for
East Kimnberley with reference to the
water scheme; and with all due respect
to the Minister for Works, if there be
a particle of truth in the statements and
representations inade to me during the
last three or four weeks with reference
to the water scheme; the matter is a
serious one. These statements have been
made by men who are working On it, and
have been working on it for a consider-
able time, some of the men being in high
positions, and others doing the mnanual
labour. It is generally understood by
the people who are working there that
this schemne will be, as the memb er for
East Kimberley described it, a huge
failure. I am Sorry to tell the House
this is the general opinion. I may also
tell the House it is my intention to move
next week for a, Royal Commission to
inquire into that work. I1 think it is

Inecessary that the country should know
exactly whether it is going to be a success
or a filure. There were questions asked
in this House in the early part of the
session as to tests these pipes were
receiving, and the Minister said they
were receiving certain tests, and were
found a success; hut I have been told
that those tests have not taken place;
that tests have taken place, but not the
tests as described. I have also been told
that the joints of those pipes are not
finished, and that as far as caulking is
concerned, during the last heavy rain,
water got into the pipes and it was
simply being conveyed down the pipes,
and the pipes leaked at the joints. If
that is a fact it is a -very unsatisfactory
state of affairs. I hope it is not a fac-t.'

Mn. Mououis: I hope you do not
believe that.

MR. TAYLOR;- I am not goinga to say.
I tell you what I have been told. Ais
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the Minister for Works knows, I have
been in contact lately with a num.-
ber of men who have been on the
works and who have fallen out with
their employers. The statements I make
seem to be borne out by these men, and
borne out by people still working there.
It is generally understood that this
scheme is not intended to convey water
to the gold fields at all; that it was a
scheme drawn up by the Right Hon. Sir
John Forrest with certain objects; that
before he knew where he was, the scheme
was decided upon, adopted, and work
started; that the work is simply being
continued; and a certain amount of
money having been borrowed, it is
being expended on the work. The
papers have been laid on the table
to-night; and if any hon. member wishes
to read them, he will find statements
made by certain engineers who were
supervising certain works in connection
with the pipe track and the pipes, and he
will find that one particular engineer
made himself objectionable through
scrutinising too closely the material of
which the pipes were being made.

THE MINISTER FOR WORS: Who says
that? The man himself ?

MR. TAYLOR: During the last month
or six weeks, there have been certain
statements in the newspapers setting
forth the conditions on that pipe track;
and any, hon. member who refreshes his
memory by reading them will find that
pipes which have been condemned have

Since been put in on the track. Sheets
of iron that have been condemned have
since been worked up. These statements
are given out to be true; and I say it is
absolutely necessary that the country
should know exactly how the scheme is
going on. I do not know; but I do
know of the manner in which the caulk-
ing of these pipes is being carried out.
If what the men working on the pipe-
track say about it is true, the country is
being 'got at." There is no doubt in
my mind about that.

Ma. STONE: If the men are not
"getting at" you.

MR. TAYLOR: Well, they may be.
Of course I do not know. I am not
throwing any blame,"n the Minister for
Works. I know he cannot be in his
office and at the same time be supervising
that pipe-track; but I say, nevertheless,

it is necessary that we should know
whether the scheme is to be a success,
and that we Should have a section of those
pipes which are caulked tried and tested,
to see whether they will carry the water.
Regarding what thie member for Cool-
gardie (Mr. Morgans) Says wvith reference
to the Government finding money to carry
on the railway through the Eastern gold-
fields, I say that is a splendid idea, and

Iit gives me pleasure to support the state-
ment of the lion. member, as I know the
part of the country of which he speaks.
Any lion. member who goes through that
country and observes the activity in the
Mining operations of the people there,
will find they are working under great

Ihardship; and that it is absolutely
Inecessary that the railway line should
be carried on from Mt. Malcolm to
Laverton. I should also like to point out
something which the member for Cool-
gardie (Mr. Morgans) missed. The hion.
member was not present at the time when
the member for York (Mr. Monger)
moved for the discontinuance of the rail-
way from Malcolm to Leonora, and that
it proceed towards Mt. Morgans. At
that time, it was generally understood by
the House and by thme Mini stry that the

Inecessities of that portion of thie country
through which the member for York
wished the line to he extended were very
great; and it was admitted on all sides
of the House that the line should be
continu-d. I think it was also tacitly
admitted that if the Railway Construction
Branch could see their way to build the
line originally proposed. seeing that it wits

Ilikely to pay, it would be quite in order
to birtild that line, as it would be a paying
concern. T feel sure the line could be
continued from Mt. Malcolm to Laverton
without any flotation at all. I believe
the line would pay for itself as it goes.
I feel sure the receipts from the traffic
from Menzies via Kookynie to Mt.
Malcolm, and then on to Leonora, would
be sufficient to carry that line right
through without a loan; and if not, I
would certainly urge upon the Govern-
mient the necessity for raising the money
as Soon as possible. If there were a loan
floated at once to carry on that line, I say
it would be one of the wisest acts the
Gu-vernment could do. [MR. MOaon"S:
Hear, hear.] I Say, we should not retard

Ithe progress of the railways through the
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State, especially in parts where they are
badly needed. The goldields lines have
from their inception been successful; and
I hope the Government will see their way to
construct, at the earliest possible moment,
that line from Malcolm to Isaverton.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS (Ron.
W. Kingsmill) : If T may be allowed for
a moment to make what I may call a little
persona] official explanation with regard
to some of the remarks which have fallent
from bon. members on both sides of the
House about that never-ending subject of
attack, the Coolgardie Water Scheme, I
should like to do so. In the first place, I
am aware that several totally irresponsible
persons are making statements, most of
which I believe to be altogether incorrect,
about the carrying-out of this water
scheme.

MR. JOHNSON : Are your officers making
correct statements ?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
was about to inform the Committee that
where we have on one side responsible
and skilled officers whose reputations are
resting upon this water scheme, and on
the other side persons -who are absolutely
irresponsible, and who-well. I shall not
say they have no reputation to lose, but
they have at all events less reputation to
lose, and far less at stake than the gentle-
men who are my technical advisers-I
think it is not only my duty, but it would
be the duty of any man with a grain of
common sense, to believe that men whose
reputations rest upon the successful
carrying-out of the work for which they
are responsible; and that is what I have
done. I am becoming very tired of con-
stantly replying and giving practically
the same reply every time to the
attacks which are made upon this
scheme; and I really hope, as I have
hoped in the past, that this will be the
last occasion on which I shall have to
make this reply.

MR. TAYLOR: Address yourself to the
point, and then you will not have to reply
so often.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Now
that there is a little quiet, I have pleasure
in telling hon. members that this morning
I was informed by the Engineer-in-Chief
that a considerable length of pipe-line
will be ready for testing within three
weeks. (MEmBERS: Hear,h&r.] I have
already informed the House that what I

may regard as an official test of the
efficiency of the pipes, that is a test by
actual pumping, will be possible in about
four months. Farther than that I cannot
go; and I must impress upon the Com-
mittee that while I occupy the position I
do, I shall take notice of and believe in
the statements of skilled men whose
reputations rest upon the successful
carrying out of this scheme, as against
the statements of men who are irre-
sponsible, and who are very often actuated
by an animus against the scheme, owing
to their being discharged servants of the
Government.

MR. C. H. RASON (Guildford): I
should not have risen again, were it not
that I hope to induce the Treasurer, in
his reply, to make some farther explan-
ation which to my mind is still wanting.
I refer to the explanation he gave the
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans) as
to the disparity between the Treasurer's
estimates and the estimates of Sir George
Turner. When we find two financial
experts of the calibre of these gentlemen
disagreeing, it seems to me the fact
supplies food for reflection, and requires
an explanation. Of course I shall not
say Sir George Turner is right and our
Treasurer is wrong, nor shall I reverse
that statement.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: First show
the disparity.

Me. RASON: If you will allow me for
a moment, I wish to deal with the state-
ment of the Treasurer whbich was intended
to show that he is correct and Sir George
Turner is wrong. The only explanation
we have so far had, and which the
member for Coolgardie obtained from
the Treasurer, was a reference to Section
95 of the Federal Constitution Act;i and
we were assured-at least this is the point
upon which I want an assurance-that
by our Treasurer's reading of the Act,
and in fact in his absolute belief, the
Commonwealth do not and cannot, for
10 years, retain any' portion of our
customs and excise revenue, or of our
post and telegraph revenue. That is
what the Treasurer said; and he referred
to Section 95. Section 95 of the Act has
nothing to do with that, and is not
susceptible of any such interpretation.
Section 87 of the Act says :- &

During a period of 10 years alter the estab-
lishment of the Commonw-ealth and thereafter



1824 Annual Rstirnates: [SEBr lbt nFnne

until the Parliament otherwise provides, of
the net revenue of the Commonwealth from
duties of customs and of excise not more than
one-fourth shall be applied annually by the
Commonwealth towards its expenditure. The
balance shall, in accordance with this Consti-
tution, be paid to the several States, or
applied towards the payment of interest on
debts of the several States taken over by the
Commonwealth.

Now with that power given to the Com-
monwealth, I take it any Treasurer must
realise that there is at all events a risk of
the Commonwealth absorbing one quarter
of the net revenue; and I think any'
Treasurer who does not anticipate that
risk is not doing his duty in the best
interests of this State-. We may rest
perfectly sure, I take it froma what we
have already seen, that the expenses of
the Commonwealth And the necessities
of the Commonwealth will make it
absolutely necessary that the Common-
wealth should retain one-fourth of the
revenue of this and of the other States;
and my only object in rising was to ask
the Treasurer to still farther explain his
previous explanation.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER
(in reply generally) : It may be well,
perhaps, if, while this is fresh in the
minds of hon. members, I give the
explanation which the hon. member asks.
If the Committee will bear with me. I
shall try to do so. Section 89 of the
Commonwealth Act reads:-

Until the imposition of uniform duties of
custonms-

(i.) The Commonwealth shall credit to echb
State the revenues collected therein by the
Commonwealth.

(ii.) The Commonwealth shall debit to each
State (a) the expenditure therein of the Com-
monwealth incurred solely for the maintenance
or enntinuance, as at the time of transfer, of
any department transferred from the State to
the Commonwealth ; (b.) the proportion of the
State, according to the number of its people, in
the other expenditure of the Common wealth.

(iii.) The Commonwealth shall pay to each
State month by month the balance (if any) in
favour of the State.

MR. RAsoN : " Until the imposition
of uniform duties."

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Just
so. The limitations under which the
Commonwealth has guarded itself are in
the section known as the " Braddon blot."
But through the whole of the ten years.
the principle is ruled by this sub-section
(b):; "the proportion of the State, ace-

cording to the number of its people."
That is to say, if this State, for instance,
collect a million of money from customs,
and the State of Tasmania or the
State of South Australia collect two
millions from customs, the Common-
wealth will not take five millions from
them and two and-a-half millions from
us, but will take our ratio of the
other expenditure of the Commonwealth,
in proportion to the number of our people.
And they may. out of the whole of the
money collected from the customs of the
Commonwealth, which is supposed to be
about eight millions every year during
the first 10 years, expend up to two and
a-hall millions-one quarter. Through-
out the whole time, per head of the popu-
lation is the principle involved. My
colleague has just given tue some figures,
which come out about just the same as
those which Sir George Turner mentioned,
and which I have provided for. I do
not want to waste time in a dissertation
on the interpretation of the Federal Act.
We have before us our own Budget.
First of all, I want to express, most
sincerely, my thanks to members all
round, for the courteous wa 'y they have
dealt with the Budget, which I have had
the honour to present to the House.
Neeessa-ilv, as this is mv first Budget,
there is a niewness to the 'work itself, and
a necessary lack of information. It can-
not be expected that I could go into the
Treasury for a matter of two or three
mouths, and obtain the close acquaintance
with the affairs of the country which the
right honourable gentleman who so ablyv
filled the position to- the past 10 years
had. Be had followed the State up from
a revenue of X414,000 a year, to three
millions; and it is not to be expected
that I should have that close touch with
the finances that he had. Consequently,
I feel grateful to members for the con-
sideration they have given. I want also
to point out th~at the Treasurales this year
in the Australian States have, every one,
been under gr-eat difficulties in conse-
quence of the changes that have taken
place. Every Treasurer has bad to
wrestle with the questinn under great
difficulties; and I find myself in as
great difficulties -as other Treasurers
have found themselves in. Then, again,
I tried to bring my remarks within a
reasonable time. 1 tried the patience of
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members for over a period of 2+ hours,
and I tried to give all the information I
could in that time. I dealt with what
seemed to me to be the most necessary
questions, and entirely forbore entering
into unnecessary particulars, so much had
I to present. When lion. members will
recollect that Mr. Peacock in Victoria
occupied seven hours in the delivery of
his Budget speech, and that he had the
same difficulties to wrestle with and the
same questions to deal with that this
House has to discuss, they will see the
difficulty' in complying with the requests,
and the difficulties which must arrange
themnselves in the minds of hon. members.
I did my best, and I succeeded to a large
extent, in making hon. members under-
stand what I had to say. Naturally I
did not make all things clear. I do not
intend to deal with the criticisms of hon.
members individually; but if I am to
gronp the criticisms on the Budget, they
amount to this : the primary criticism isthat the Treasurer has overrated his
Estimates. This is, perhaps, the most
peculiar thing I have struck for many
years. The same bon. members who have
declared most emphatically that the
Treasurer has overrated his Estimates,
passed on to deal with the question of
the Federal Tariff, and before they had
been speaking five minutes on that tariff,
they affirmed, and the Press has affirmed,
that the Treasurer has to get £400,000
more out of the Federal Tariff than he
received hitherto. Tf that be true, on the
one hand, that the Treasurer has to get in
one line alone less than one-third of the
revenue in consequence of the Federal
Tariff-1400,000 as the leader of the
Opposition says, and £300,000 as other
members state-how are we to reconcile
that announcement with the statement
that the Treasurer has overrated his
estimate? All have asked what I am
going to do with the money. First let
us collect it, and I will tell hon.
members what I will do with it. I have
pledged the Government, if we get a
stray £400X,000 or even £300,000, that I
will not appropriate it without the
authority of Parliament. We will call
Parliament together. if need be; at any
rate we shall come in with the actual
surplus which the new tariff gives us;
so that Parliament shall decide how to
deal with it. We are not going to deal

with the money" on our own." As far
as this account of the forecast is con-
cerned, it is based entirely on insufficient
thought. I would like the leader of the
Opposition particularlyv to take notice of
a few facts. He says the Treasurer will
get from the federal duties an increase of
£400,000. I am quite curious to know
how this is arrived at. The hon. member
will please notice these facts-I am not
in the realmsa of theory, Itam dealing with
facts-the total duty collected last year
through the customs was £959,837. Of
this duty beer yielded £238,410, spirits
yielded.£220,358, wines yielded £19,267,

Itobacco and cigars yielded £2139,005,
or a total, out of the £959,000, of
X417,067. There is no alteration in
these duties for this year; there will
be next year-two shillings per gallon
will come off spirits. There is even
in this a factor, not of increase but
of decrease. While we charge 16s. per
gallon say on whisky, because it is
manufactured in Victoria, so also in the
case of brandy ; we cannot charge 16s. on
gin, because it is not manufactured in the
other States. So the duty will be less
and not more, on these items. Then
again, the balance we have now to deal
with is £632,770. The duties, however,
on the products from the Eastern States,
which wvill remain about the same during
the present year, amount to £212,000.
So that this reduces the amount we
received from the customs last year to
£800,770. Will the leader of the Oppo-
sition tell us how he is going to get an
increase of £400,000 out of that? There
are only £306,000 of duties affected by
the Federal Tariff. Next to that, will
the hon. member remember-because it is
my duty to remember, as Treasurer-
that nearly twelve months' supplies of
tea have already come into the State.
nearly seven months' supplies of sugar
have passed the customs, kerosene for at
least six months has passed the customs
-the pricipal items which we might
have expeted an increase of duty from;
those articles transferred from the free
!Hst, we shall not realise any duty from this
year. There is one item I shouldlike to call
attention of the lion. member for Cool-
gardie (Mr. Morgans) to, because be
spoke at some length about it last night.
and I interjected figures which he
evidently did not catch. Last year we
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imported mining machinery to the
amount of £324,342. This, at five per
cent., yields £16,217 in duty. We
imported parts of machines, valued at
X107,244, and the duty, at 10 per cent.,
yielded £10,724, or a6 total of £26,941.
That is the whole duty which we obtained
from machinery last year.

Ma. MORGANS: That does not agree
with the statement of the Collector of
Customs.

TUB: COLONIAL TREASURER: I
am giving the figures of the Collector of
Customs. If this machinery was imported
from the other States-as far as I am
able to judge, 34 or 40 per cent. comes
from the other States-but, supposing
the whole of this machinery was imported
from the other States, supposing there is
no decrease in the imports, although the
hon. member told us there will be, and
we import during the year- and hon.
members must remember that there are
only about eight months of the year
during which we can expect to get
revenue from this or any other sourve-
the same amount of machinery, to the
tune of X431,686, at 25 per cent., the
totalduty thus yielded would beZ7,871.
The hon. member told us last night it
would be £145,000. The total increase,
then, I want to impress on members,
which comes from machinery, supposing
the whole of the machinery comes from
abroad, and supposing the whole of it
pays 25 per cent., not only on machinery
but on parts, the total increase which the
Treasury would receive in the year would
be £70,930. But the Treasury will only
get eight months of that; therefore the
whole increase in the principal line in the
Federal Tariff would be 50 per cent., the
increase on machinery and parts.

MR. MoRaANe: What year are you
going onP

THE COLONIAL TREASURE R:
Last year.

MR. MORGAN: The year 1900 ?
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

Yes. Supposing that all machinery
camne from the other States, for the
effect of a duty of 25 per cent, would shut
out the foreign machinery, and it is~
expected that it will have that tendency,
then the Treasurer will not get any in-
crease at all: he will only get five per
cent.

MR. MORGANS: That is what I said.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
want to point out to members that I am
speaking of the tariff f rom the Treasurer's
point of view with a view of getting

imoney in. I am quite with the member
for Coolgardie, and I Miay here state that
I had not anl opportunity of speaking last
night. I am quite with the member for

Coogarieand voted wvith him, and I
blee this federal duty, if carried, will

be most injurious to the mining industry,
most serioissl' injurious; hut at the
same time it will not work the disaster
which the hon. member pointed out. I
regret the hon. member took such a
pessimistic view of the question ; and lie
did more hiarm to the mining industry
last night than has been done for the last
seven years, trying to overdo a good
argument, and trying to present a pessi-
mistic view to the country. I wish to
call attention to another point. Would
the Treasurer of this country, or any
other country, be justified in acting upon
the assumption that this tarriff is going
to passP Was there ever a tariff placed
before any Parliamnt in the world
which was passed intactie Was there

I evr tariff put before this Parlit.
meior any other Parliament, passed

intact? Hon. members know it is not so.
That tariff, as it is now on the table, will
not pmass. I should be living in a fool's
paradise if I were to estimate that the
result of the Federal Tariff would be to
increase the revenue of the State greatly.
I say it will do nothing of the sort.
Rion, members complain that I have not
explained how I am to get the estimated
revenue. In this hon. members are not
just to themselves ; because I laid on the
table of the House the exact figures of
the revenue obtained by the Government
last year; so that hon. members can see
at a, glance, by comparing the two sets of
figures submitted, what increases I have

esiated. In regard to the Customs, I
have estimated an increase of between
a980,000 and £90,000 ; and I say I am
justified in doing so ; but I am not jus-
tified, Sad no Treasurer can ever be
justified, in estimating such huge sums
as £300,000 and £400,000 by way of
increase owing to the Federal Tariff. Of
course, as I stated just now, if we do get
a great deal more money than I expected,
hon. members will have an opportunity

Iof voting it. I wish to refer to certain
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remarks of the leader of the Opposition,
who not only charged me with over-
estimating th~e revenue, but coolly asked
me what I intended to do with the
siurplus of £4,00,000. The bon. gentle-
man suggested, and several other mem-
hers suggested, that this money should
be earmarked and set aside for some
special work. The old role of catching
your hare Lefore you cook it applies here.
Let-us get the money first. If we ge-t it,
I guarantee there will be a good way of
spending it ; and I promise that the
House shall have an opportunity of
deciding how it is to be spent. The next
point which the leader of the Opposition
tried to make was the long-exploded one
that the Government had tried to "fake"
the accounts. I use the common phrase
lbecaulse I want to be understood.

THEOCOMMISS[ONER OF RAILWAYS: The
remark was applied to the late Govern-
menit.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
hon. menmber raised this point before;
and as I publicly contradicted hun and
gave the fullest explanation to the Press,
1 am rather surprised at his repeating
the charge on the floor of the House. He
knew it was not true; and I did not
think it worthy of an hon. member hold-
ing the responsible position of leader of
the Opposition-

THE CHAIRMAN: The bon. member is
not justified in using that expression.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:
Then I withdraw it, and Substitute that
he knew the statement was incorrect. I
may use an expression employed by Air.
Reid in the Federal Parliament, and say
"confoundedlyv incorrect."

MR. CONNOR: That is worse.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

will withdraw the expression, if it is
offensive: I only intended it as a joke.
If the hon. member did not know the
statement to be incorrect, he ought to
have known, because the correction was
published; and, farther, he ought to have
known it for the simple reason that I
contradicted the statement on the floor
of the House. The bon. member lays
great stress on the fact that the Govern-
mnent had to pay this year 53 weeks'
wages to the men employed in the Rail-
way Department. He lays a great
amount of stress on a matter of £1 1,000
or £12,000. Every man who stops to

think must know that if there be 365
days in a year-and a year is sup-
posed to consist of 365 days and a few
hours-there must necessarily he an
extra week every six years, or at any
rate every seventh year. Consequently,
in paying weekly wages there must come
a year in which you will be com-
pelled to pay 53 weeks' wages. But
what are the facts in connection
with this matter? The wages in the
Railway Department up to the time the
late Government were in power, were
paid fortnightly; and it so happened that
the year before, the then Colonial
Treasurer had dfie same difficulty as I
had of making both ends meet; and when
he came to the railways and found that
the accumulated week had arrived and
that there would be 53 weeks in the year,
he refused to pay the extra week's wages
and passed it on to this year. Cons-
q uently the unfortunate Treasurer of this
year has to provride 53 weeks' wages. HE
has to pay an extra weent s wages, because
the Treasurer of the Government of which
the leader of the Opposition was origin-
ally a member, passed over this extra
week. What were we to do with it?
Pass it on this year, or not pay it for six
years and then have two extra weeks
instead of one? Who is going to pay it?
I hope the hon. member will be in power
and will be able to pay it himself. The
present Government believe in paying
money as itis due, and believe in standing
by the Audit Act. That Act compelled
us to pay 53 weeks' wages last year. The
him. member has farther stated that in
some way or other we closed the accounts
dlown before the proper time; but the
bon. menmber knows the Audit Act
dtmands that the accounts should be
kept ope until the 10th July. For what

pupoe To get in the whole of the
accounts up to the B0th June: to get in
the whole of the debits and credits. We
treated the accounts as the Audit Act
demands they should be treated. There
was no departure from the Audit Act. I
want hon. members to understand this.
There was no departure from the ordinary
custom of dealing with the accounts this
year-no departure from thepractice of
any preceding year.

MR. RAsoN : Except as to some credits.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER; No.
MR. RasoN : I think so.
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TEE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
hon. member did not allow me to finish
my sentence: be interrupted me just in
the middle of a sentence.

MR. RAsoN: I beg pardon.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I

was saying that there had been no change
in the keeping of the accounts; and then
I was going to say, except the changes
involved in federation. The rule which
the Audit Act demands could not apply,
and was not applied, to the Common-
wealth Departments. The customs, post
office and telegraph revenue which was
excluded, amounted to £27,880. That
revenue was excluded because we had to
clear up definitely on the 30th June, so far
as the Commnonw~ealth Departments were
concerned. But, though we cleared up the
income, we also cleared up the expendi-
ture; and the expenditure came to £9,220.
Consequently, if I bad done what the
hon. member says and what it was
insinuated in the Press some time ago
that I had done, the deficit would have
been X1,340 more than it is. So that,
instead of doing what has been suggested.
I did exactly the opposite; or rather, the
result is the opposite, for I did nothing.
The ordinary book-keeping methods were
preserved. Perhaps I have said enough
on the subject. I hope the hon. gentle-
man will not return to it. The next
criticism is that the Treasurer should
have waited until he saw the Federa]
Tariff. What for? Has the Treasurer
of any other State waited? And how
long should I have waitedP Should I
have waited till the tariff was published ?
But is that tariff to be the tariff of the
Commonwealth ? I trow not, I hope not,
as far as some of the items are concerned.
We have taken steps to try to alter the
tariff. And so it is with every tariff. The
tariff will necessarily be altered. Then,
what was the use wiaiting? I had to do
what every other Treasurer has done-
make the best of the circumstances and
make the best possible estimate. Time
alone will tell how far I amn correct; but if
I may judge by facts within my know-
ledge, these estimates are closely accurate
so far as the customs are concerned. Then
it has been suggested by hon. members
that, seeing we are to have this extra
£400,000 from the Federal Tariff, it
would be a good thing to do away with
the sliding scale. I wish to say A once

that, so far as I am concerned-and 1
think I speak for the Government in this
matter-there is no intention of inter-
fering with the sliding scale. [Several
MEMBERs: Hear, hear.] The one line of
difference when the federal question was
before th3 State, the main difficulty at
that time, was as to whether any special
protection should be given to the farmers.
I contend, and I think T am right in
contending, that very few men, if any
man, had more influence in this State
on the federal question than Sir John
Forrest, who went down into the farming
districts particularly and pointed out to
the people, who were anxious, as we all
were, to enter federation if it was safe
to do so, that the sliding scale would
prote: them; and many of the people.
especially the fanning community, voted
for the Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing
but the Bill, on that understanding. That
was the watchword of the federal party,
of which I was one. In the addresses I
gave in the Perth Town Hall, in the
country, and all through my own district
-I spoke eight nights in succession on
the federal question-I said every lime
that the sliding scale would materially
help our farming industries especially,
and that the sliding scale was the one
thing which would he of assistance to
the farmers. Whether we were agreed
or not, whether we were free-traders or
protectionists, there was one united feeling
that the pledge should be kept, and that
there should be no interference with the
sliding scale. Of course 1, with the Premier
and several other members of the House,
would be pleased if we could get rid of
some of the duties. For instance, we
collected on butter last y ear £40,175;
on cheese, £8,060; on eggs, £11,290;
on flour, £14,981 ; on wheat, £1,934;
on bran, £9,143; on cakes and puddings,
mostly from Swallow and Ariel, £2,865;
on chaff, £3,042; on oats, £11,342; on
honey, £21,082; on hams and bacon,
£28,480; and including several other
items of produce, about.£150,000 in all.

HON. F. H. PIESSE: One hundred and
twenty-seven thousand pounds.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: It
comes to £150,000. There are a good
many other items on which we have
taxation, principally things manufactured
in the other States and goods that come
from the other States. Last year the
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total revenue we got from intereolonial
duties amounted, as nearly as I can
ascertain, to 4212,000. If we can spare
the money, it would perhaps be a good
thing to get rid of some of the duties:
that is, if the House so desired. The
next suggestion I have to deal with
comes from the member from Northam
(Hon. G. Throssell), who said he ex-
pected the Government would, as they
had promised, go in for economical
administration. Here is a sample of
economy. The bon. gentleman has pro-
posed that the Government should reduce
the salaries of Ministers. The reduc-
tion proposed would save £800 a year,
because Ministers get £200 a year as
private mnembers. Then the hon. gentle-
man proposes to reduce the salaries of
members of this House by £20 a Year,
and the salaries of the members of the
Legislative Council by £10 a year. By
this reduction we should save £6,000.
But then he blames the Government for
not giving an advance concerning which
he left a minute! There are two of these
minutes, one suggesting £200 and the
other £300. I do not know which minute
the hon. member owns; but assuming that
he owns the former, the increases under
the arrangement which he suggested,
and which he says ought to have been
made, would have reached £10,000. So
that if we had carried out his ideas we
should still be to the bad, as far as our
accounts are concerned ; though no doubt
the individuals concerned would have
derived some advantage. Next, the hon.
gentleman complains that the Govern-
ment have not made provision in the
Estimates for a water scheme for Fre-
mantle. We have to pay the back debts
of the former Government, and we are
asked by the late Premier to provide
.2400,000 out of this year's revenue for a
water scheme for Fremanitle. Then, on
top of that, we have the member for

cootgadie (Mr. Morgans) asking us to
provd money for a railway out to
Laverton. Of course these thinugs are
desirable. I am most anxious to build
these great public; works out of revenue,
and it is a sound financial policy; but

the difficulty is that the revenue will not
stand it. I will. show presently how. If
the figures I have placed before members
are correct or approaching correctness,
the Government have only £803,000 for

works, and this scheme would mean
£400,000. On public works we are
already committed to £,79,000 for ceon-
tracts entered into by the former Govern-
ment, whilst £45,000 is required to carry
on office work and oversight; and besides
these sums we have £72,000 for miscel-
lAneous; so we have less than £2120,000
to spare, if we do no new public work,
and do not provide any' sum for roads
and bridges, or anything else. It has been
suggested that we should abandon all these
schemes and go in for a water supply;
that we should abandon them and go in for
a railway to Laverton. The time for the
discussion of those things will be when
my friend brings down the Loan Esti-
mates, and to introduce them now is
simply to draw a red-herring across the
track. Then, again, it is said this country
is labouring and toiling under a tremen-
dous load of taxation. What is the
taxation ? 'The gross revenue of the
country shows that the people, one way
or another, contribute to the Treasury
about £17# per head. My Estimates are
based on a forecast for this year, and I
have confidence that the population of the
State of Western Aurtraliaforthefinancial
year we are dealing with will be 200,000.
We are steadily increasing, almost every
week, and I estimate the population at
that number. That would give us £217
per head; but £7 10s. of this is paid for
fares and carriage on the railways. Is
that taxation? Will members say that is
taxation ? Do we not earn the moneyP
Do we not take the people from place to
place, and do we not carry their goods at
less prices than goods are carried at in
any other State ? How can that be taxa-
tion ? And then we do general services
for the people; not only posts and tele-
graphs, but a number of miscellaneous
services. For instance, we do postal ser-
vins for them at a loss of £1 5s. per
head; and general services amounting to
£21 15s. Uf we come to the direct taxa-
tion which I placed before members, they
will find the sum is only £6 10s. per bead
of the Whole population. That is the
taxation, and it is not fair to this State,
nor is it fair argument, to say this country
is tottering beneath the weightof taxation.
It must be borne in mind that ina country
where you have a large preponderance
of grown male population, taxation is
always very much higher in proportion
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per head than in a State where the popu-
lation is on the ordinary average of men,
women, and children. I say the amount
of this taxation comes to about £6 10s.Ler head. There are several other items.

should just like to give my word of
approval to the member for Subiaco (Mr.
Daglish) on the question of the cost of
printing and other works of that char-c-
ter. The Government have had this
under consideration, and I think we
ought to charge the departments for the
work these institutions do for them. In
that case I think it would be shown that
these institutions are not only sell-sup-
porting, but that they give a profit to the
State. Members say, " You are going to
have a big revenue; what are you going
to do with it?" I have tried to show
members what I am going to do with it.
I want to impress upon the Committee
that we have a load of £175,000 a year
to carry upon the Coolgardie Water
Scheme, and there is not one shilling yet
coming in. It is one of the most remark-
able things that hon. members who have
stood up here to-night to criticise the
Coolg-ardie Water Scheme -the member
for East Kinmberley (Mr. P. Connor) and
others-are the very men who supported
the late Government and who fought
hard and fast to get that Ooolgardie
Water Scheme floated; whilst to-night
I stand here as Treasurer of this
State and make provision for £175,000
a year on that scherxe. against which
I spoke for three hours and three-
quarters in this House in one speech,
and which I opposed constantly after-
wards. But what is to be done? We
have entered upon the scheme, and the
money is invested in it, so we must make
it as complete as possible.

ME. HOPKINqs: Finish it as soon as
you canl.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: And
I sincerely hope that it will be even a
greater success than its promoters ever
anticipated it would be. Still, we know
there will be nothing comling from it for
some time; and this money has to be
paid. The leader of the Opposition (Hon.
F, H1. Piesse) made a considerable point,
or thought he did, about the question of
the capital of the railways. MY friend,
the Commissioner of Railways, dealt with
that question from his stand point; and I
have only one word to say about it. I

pointed out to members that we have a
considerable sum of the money of the
State invested in our railways. That is
all right. The hon. member Says, " You
are not expected to pay interest and
sinking fund on that."

HoN. F. H. FssE: Certainly not.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:

Then a man has to start business with
£10,000 capital, and he is not to expect
that business to pay interest and sinking
fund. I think commercial men will not
look at things in that way. Supposing
on that principle we built railways out of
revenue entirely, then the hon. member's
argument is that our rates should be
such that we should carry the people for
the mere cost of carrying them.

Hos. F. H. PxEssE: And maintaining
the railway.

ME. HopKiNs: The people pay it all
the same.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER:That
would be a question of policy. The people
pay it all the same, as the hon. member
says. The people who use the railway s
ought to pay the mouey; not the people
who do not use them. The railway is
simply a big carrying concern, and the
Government have the monopoly. If there
be anything in the State that ought to
pay its way, and for which the people as
a whole ought not to be taxed to Provide
the means of traffic for a portion of the
people-because a la-ge number of the
people do not use the railways at al-it
is the railway. It is all very well to say
the people get an indirect benefit. They
do; but let the people who use the rail-
ways pay for them. Where do we come
out, supposing my estimate is right tfis
year? Perhaps it will be said I am
wrong. My figures come from the Rail-
way D~epartment, and I am prepared to
admit that if the incidence of the rates is
not so altered that the railways can be
made to pa.y % interest and sinking fund, I
may be wrong; but I understand that the
bulk of the penple of this State do not
desire that the railways should be made a
profit to the State. They do, however, ex-
pect the railways to pay working expenses,
interest, and sinking fund onl the capital in-
vested in them. [MR. Gsonas:Certainly.]
Supposing Ilam wrong, will hon. members
say how we can expect to get this extra
£100,000 out of the railwaysP But sum-
posing we do not get it. Let us look
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first on the supposition that we shall get
it. If we get it we shall have an amount
of £880,000 in round figures as the gross
profits of the railways. And we shall
have to pay out of that £243,477 for
interest and X66,900 on borrowed capital,
making £310,000, or leaving the magnifi-
cent profit of £220,000. That is, assuming
that the Treasurer's estimate of X100,000
will be made good. Ron. members say
it will not be made good. The only effect
will be, if it be not made good, there. will
be a deficit on railway account of £280,000.
[MR. GEORGE: Exactly.] I want to
know where that £80,000 is to come
from. The revenue will not stand it. as
I pointed out to bon. niemberir. Conse-
quently there is no issue before the State
that will place us on a sound financial
basis, but to expect the railways to pay
their expenses, interest aud sinking fund .
[MR. GEORGE: All gospel truth.] I have
been asked to explain, though I do not
think it is very necessary, because I never
yet knew a Treasurer asked to explain
how he was going to get his revenue.
That is a question never discussed in
Parliaments, lbut we get new things in
this Parliament, and we must be pre-
pared for them. We have been asked to
explain. I have explained how we got
the revenue last year, stating the sources
from which that revenue came, and menm-
bers can see at a glance what the increase
is. We expect to get a readjustment of
the freights, and a considerable increase
upon the railways; and I have alrady
pointed out that if we do not get it, and
if hon. members on the opposite side
are correct, there must necessarily be a
deficit, unless we collect this £2400,000
which hon. members speak of in relation
to the Federal Tariff.

MR. GEORGE: You will not get that,
anyhow.

THE COLONIAL TREASUJRER: 1
know I shall not get it, but your leader
says I shall. I do not believe it, and I
prefer to take the hon. member's figures
in preference to the figures of his leader.
I have estimated the figures of the revenue
which the Treasurer can be expected to
receive for the eight months of the year.
There can be no profits from. posts and
telegraphs and telephones, even if there
be not a greater loss than last year. The
direct taxation is, as I pointed out,
£6 10s. per head, and that will give

X 1,084,00 from customs. Then the
dividend duty, £80,000;j stamp revenue,
£249,000; licenses and so on-1,256,000.
Members complain that there has been
an increased estimate in the mines, which
they say cannot be realised. All I can
say is that my friend the Minister for
Mines (Hon. H. Gregory) has a large
quantity of tailings which he intends to
treat during the year. Andl the estimate
by his department is that the money will
be derived from the tailings. I do not
wish to detain the Committee at any
unnecessary length, because really there
has been no very important attack made
upon the Budget, and members are not
trying to show us where we can reduce
it. Some members have taken a cer-
tain exception to the municipal grant.
The Government think the policy sug-
gested is a good one; and I have every
sympathy with the member for Geraldton
(Mr. Hutchiinson) regarding the point
which he has raised. I do not know that
it is perhaps as black as he has painted
it, but I think there is room for examina-
tion; and. seeing the Government have to
pay for one auditor, I think it would per-
haps be well they should have their own
auditor. But regarding his suggestion,
he will notice that I have tried to meet it
to a certain extent; and after all, the
Estimates are in the hands of the Com-
mittee. No Government put Estimates
on the table with the idea that they will
stand by them as they stand by a
motion of want-of-confidence; and if the
lion. member chooses to move that the
£20,000 limit which I have fixed should
be reduced, the Government will consider
the question, and so will the Committee.
But I have tried to go in the very direc-
tion the hon. member desires. I saw the
point, and said: " These large municipali-
ties must not swallow up all the grant;"
and so I decided that the ten-shillings rate
should come into force after the amount
of rates had reached £20,000.

MR. HUTCHIN1sON: That would be
about a quarter.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: if
so, the bon. member can move to reduce
it. We have done our best to suggest

Iwhat the items should be; but we are not
wedded to particular itemis. I much
regret one or two remarks made to-night.
I do not think they were made unkindly;
but as they are recorded in Haneard, I
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think it is necessary to speak of them.
For instance, the member for East Kim-
berley (Mr. Conuor) tried to maintain
that the Government, in dealing with
public works, were acting on the principle
of " spoils to the victors." Now it is a
most peculiar thing, but nearly all the
members who sit on the Government side
have told me we are giving all we have to
give to members of the Opposition.

MINISTERIAL ME9MBERS: R.ear, hear.
Mn. HOPKINS: It is pretty true.
THE COLONIAL TREASURER:- If

that be true, it is not a case of " spoils to
the victors."

Mnu. GEORGE:- Spoils to the would-be
victors.

Tas COLONIAL TREASURER: It
may be a neglect, in some respects, of our
faithful Supporters; but I assure hon.
members it is not viewed from that stand.
point at all. Wben we deal with those
questions, we deal with them -upon their
merits; and we do not ask ourselves
whether the member is sitting behind or
in front of us. The taxation is the taxa-
tion of the whole people, and it is the
duty of the Government to distribute it
upon an equitable basis.

MR. GEORGE: Then why do you not
give me a little more ?

MR. HAsTIE: I suppose you gave the
mooney where it would do most good.

THE COO)NIAL TREASURER:
There is another point regarding which
I should like to ask the consideration of
hon. members, because it is a matter of

Importance which affects the crt'dit of
this State. The member for East Kim-
berley, who, I am sorry to see, is not here,
made an attack upon the Government
regarding our loan policy. Well, that
does not come into the Budget, anyhow;
but as tbe attack has been made, it is
just as well to say a. word upon it. First
of all,"the gentleman who occupies the
posit-ion of Agent General was appointed
by the former Government. His appoint-
ment was one of their last acts; and we
are not responsible for the quality of the
man, and I make no complaint about his
qualifications. But if there be any blame
to be attached or applied by the member
for East Kiniberley to the transactions
which have taken place in London. I
should like to remind him that the
Government whom he so heartily sup-

Iported, and not the present Government,
Iappointed the Agent General.

Mm. GEORGE: The old Govern ment
are defunct.

TuE COLONIAL TREASURER: As
the appointment has been made, it is not
within our province or our power to alter
the &p ointment. But what is the comi-
plaint PM.JACO3Y: You accepted his advice.

Tan COLONIAL TRESASURERK: The
point is, there are two questions in the
loan plicy. Now bon. members, if they
have taken the trouble to watch the
English financial papers for some four or
five years past, must have noticed that
the trend of feeling has been altogether
against subscription loans. What has

Ialmost been forced by public opinion and
by Press opinion in financial circles in
England has been the fixing of a% mini-
mum, and allowing people to tender for
the amnount they require. If we look on
the relations between ourselves and other
colonies, we find ourselves in this position.
For instance, New Zealand is undoulbtedly
one of the most prosperous and sound of
the Australasian colonies. What do we
find regarding New Zealand? The Agent
General wires that it is inadvisable to

iseek to raise a loan in London at present.
The message adds that the Government

Ihave consequently reduced the amount
proposed to be borrowed for advances to
settlers to one million sterling; and the
Opposition contended that half that would
be ample. Now New Zealand found it
was necessary to alter its term of loan and
reduce its amount, in order to make
proper fi nancial arrange ments. That was
on August 2nd. Now on October 4th we
have, dated from London, this.

The Queensland 3 per cent, loan of AL,374,213,
which was issued at 91J, was subscribed twofold.
Now the West Australian loan was issued
at, 91; and will any member say that we
are in a better position to force the hands
of the London financier than is Queens-
land I? Yet Queensland was compelled to

Imake its loan a subscription loan at
£91 los., and Queensland had the same
expenses that we have. The cable con-
tinues: -

Small applicants will receive in full the
amounts applied for, and the larger applicants
about 40 per cent, of their tenders.
I said just now our Agent General was
not of our appointing. But in justice to

[ASSEMBLY.] Debate on -Knance.
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him, I must read his communication of
13th September:-

I ha already decided, upon the New South
Wales loan being dealt with, to proceed with
ours. The business was not decided except
after everything had been thoroughly threshed
out wihour financial advisers.
Now tbe hon. member (Mr. Connor)
blames the Government and blames the
Treasurer. I will ask bon. members to
answer this question to themselves, not
to me. What has the Treasurer of the
State to do, or the Treasurer in any of
these States to do, but to act upon the
advice of the Agent General and the
financial advisers in London, whatever
that advice may beP

MR. GEORGE: He must act on it.
Tatr COLONIAL TREASURER:

Well, the hon. member (Mr. Connor)
says the Treasurer has dealt the greatest
blow to the State; and he says it in that
kindly manner in which he excels.

MR. GEORGE: But your action may
not have been judicious.

THn COLONIAL TREASURER: It
was not my action at all, in any case.
The Agent General continues:-

It will be generally admitted here a very
good bargain was wade, and I feet confident
we could not have come before. Now we shall
be in before others who contemplate coming
into the market. You express suarprise at the
difference between the treatment held out to
New South Wales and to Western Australia.
New South Wales stock have always been
looked upon as the console of Australia; and
if you look up quotations you will see-
I did look them up before I dealt with
the question.

You will see they have been ranging from
3 to 4 per cent, above us. Ability to pay
is gauged here, not by the amount of revenue
produced, or the value of exports, but by the
population of a country, though a flourishing
condition of trade, as evidenced in our ease,
must aist; and if it was not for such, believe
me :we would not get a 3 per cent, loan off at
91. 1 was strongly advised to operate under
the .W.S. Act at 3 per cent.; and all things
considered, I am sure it is the proper coure.
We create a stock ranking parT passu
with a similar class already in existence;
and moreover the sinking fund at 3 per wet.
on the full amount, Xt2,500,000, would become
due early next year, when, if we operated
under any other authorisation, we should have
to pay sinking fund on a million and a half
of money we had never received. We could
not get a 3J per cent, loan underwritten at
par; and I thoroughly believe it would not
have been done at more than 98. We took
everything into consideration;3 the fact that

a 31 per cent, would bring in more money
among the rest; but it was unanimously
decided among our financial advisers that a 3
per cent. loan at 91 was the best thing that
could be done. Our prospectus was to come
out to-night, and just now I heard that there

Iwere bad reports as to the condition of the
United States President, producing trouble on
the Stock Exchange. lam just going to meet
bank and underwriters to discuss the position.
whether we should come out to-night under
the circumstances. It is most unfortunate, as
our work was going on famously; but I hope
after all we shall not have to stay proceedings
at this stage.-Yours, etc.,

H. B. Lsraoy.
P.S. -1 have just been to the city, and con-

sulted with the bank and underwriters with
regard to bringing out loan under the circum-
stances above mentioned. We have decided to
go out at once, and think the public will come
In.
Writing at a later date, the Agent
General says:-

As you are already aware, our loan was
announced on the Stock Exchange on Friday
afternoon last, and on Monday afternoon the
lists were closed after .f5,425,000 had been
offered. The result is considered here to have
been eminently satisfactory, though in con-
sideration of the fact that the issue went
off so well, it will doubtless be said that
the stock was offered at too low a figure.
Success of any kind will always lend itself to
criticism such as that, even in the winds of
those who participate in the success. I can
assure you of this, however: We could not
have got over the smount underwritten at
mote than 91. which, compared with the terms
obtained by New South Wales, must be con-
aideted satisfactory, calculated on the relative
ptsitions of the two classes of stock when the
market was approached. There my be matters
which require looking into; and if you have
instructions to give, I shall be glad to have
them for future occasions. I feel satisfied,
however, on the basis of the arrangements
agre uPon for the West Australian issues,
th~e ate may congratulate itself that its
credit is still good in the eyes of the invest-
ing public. When I went to the city, on
Friday last at 3 o'clock. President McKinley's
relapse was exercising the minds of business
people; but though some people might have
been inclined to hold back at such a time, we
decided that having gone so far, it would be
m dangerous to stop than to proceed. A.

31 per cent, loan could not have been under-
written at more than 99; and a 3 per cent at
91 may be looked upon as a better transaction.
If you work it out, I think you will find it so.
I bad worked it out long before, and I

I know-I have pointed it out years ago
from the other side of the House-that a
3 per cent, loan floated at 90 is better
than a 312 per cent. loan at 99. I have
dealt, I think pretty fully, with the
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criticisms upon the Budget; and I hope
that when we come to the items, I shall
be able to give bon. members any infor-
mnation they desire. My one object is to
make matters as plain as I can possibly
make them. The Government have no-
thing to hide. We want bon. meinbers to
assist us from all sides of the House. If
there be anything wrong in the Estimates,
help us; because Estimates are not a
party question. Help us to put matters
on as sound a basis as possible. I am
free to admit that I was hot a, pessimist
in the preparation of these Estimates. I
say we are about to have a prosperous
year; and ] have based nxy Estimates
upon what I believe to be facts. But
then, in conclusion, I want to call hon.
members' attention to the fact that if,
for instance, I had reduced my estimate
of revenue by £200,000, I should have had
to come before this Rouse with a deficit,
because it is simply impossible to reducethe expenditure. (MR. GEogan:; What ?)
I have pointed out we have a legacy of
nearly £200,000 from the former Gov-
ernment; we have £175,000 to provide
for the Coolgardie Water Scheme; and
we are committed to works of the former
Government to such an extent that we
have only £130,000 or £140,000 available,
even with a revenue of £23,417,000.

MR. GEORGE: That is your con-
ten tion.

THlE COLONIAL TREASURER: I
say there is no means, so far as Ilean see,
of reducing the expenditure, unless we
deal with one or two items such as the
municipal grants or the roads boards
grants. I have good hope, and I ask
the Committee to hope, that we shall
obtain this revenue; and I think when I
bave such a supporter as the member for
Northam (Ron. G. Throssell), who tells
me still that I shall obtain more revenue
than I estimate, I ay 1 think we should
go cautiously and yet hopefully. We
have made the necessary provision for
the absolute wants of the country; c, -t
for luxuries. There is no luxury upon
the Estimates.

MR. HoPKIms: What about the Perth
Park ?

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: In
the circumstances, I do not think the
Perth Park a luxury; but the hon. mem-
ber may perhaps except that itemn. There

is always a fly in the ointment some-
where, or hon. members always endeavour
to find one. But I say there are no
luxuries here; and the absolute necessi-
ties ot the State demand that from
somewhere we shall get this money. I
think we shall get it in the ordinary and
proper manner, through the ordinary
channels which I have mentioned in this
speech. I thank hon. members for the
very kindly way in which they have
treated me personally, and the Budget
which I have presented; and of course, if
I live to present another one, I hope it
will be a little more clear; but that will
depend upon the kindliness and the
courtesy of the gentlemen who sit opposite.
At the saume time, I say we have simply
one course to pursue: simply to do our
duty as well as we cani, and leave the
future to take care of itself. I thank
hon. mnembers for the indly way in
which they have received the Budget,
and again I move the first item, "His
Excellency the Governor."

MR. W. J. GEORGE: I will intrude
on the Committee for a moment or two,
to make some remarks on what has fallen
from the Treasurer. He has infonned us
that unless hie had arranged the Esti-
mates as he did, there would have been a
deficit of 2200,000. T want to etuphagise
this matter of the preparation of the
Budget. The course would have been
simple indeed. The Treasurer should
have found out what the expenditure was,
and hoped, and trusted and believed that
the revenue would come in to meet it.
While we may have faith in Western
Australia and its recuperative powers, it
is absolutely certain with the infamous
tariff which is attempted to he imposed
on the Commonwealth, Western Australia
is not going to raise the estimated revenue,
and members may just as well think over
the question very seriously. If the State
does not raise the reveuue there will be a
condition of affairs in this country which
will be positivel y appalling. I am not
cr iticising the hon. member in a carping
spirit, I have already tendered my mneed
of appreciation of the way in which he
has brought forward his Budget, but I
say it behoves every member of the House
to do what he can to reduce the expendi-
ture.

TnECoLNLosaEnnsunxR: The debate
is supposed to be finished.

Debate on Rname.[ASSEMBLY.]
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Ma. GEORGE: The bion. member is
not finished yet: he looks very healthy
and strong.

THE COLONIAL TwAsuttF: I have
given my reply.

MR. GEORGE: I know that, but we
are in Committee, and I am taking that
latitude which is allowed in Committee.
The Chairman of Committees took a lot
of latitude the other night, and I am sure
if I am erring, it is in good company* .
The hon. member did not reply to a, state-
ment which I made the other evening,
and that is the reason why I have risen
to speak now. The hon. member failed
to reply to a little criticism about £12,000
which did not exist.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: Oh, I
forgot that.

MR. GEORGE: Well, I would like
the bon. member to make that point
clear. In the statement given on page 3
there is a, debit balance of X74,000, and
the statement was made that in the pre-
vious year there was £12,000 which the
hon. member has taken credit for, but
which did not exist. It seems to me that
£12,000 ought to be put to the £;74,000
so as to let us understand what is the
actual deficit. Let us understand whether
it is £74,000 or £84,00. I want the
hon. members to understand distinctly,
and the cou ntry also, if people will listen,
and I believe they will, that the Treasurer
is not going to father on to this side of
the House any of the trouble or difficul-
ties which he states the Government
which preceded him brought about. We
on this (Opposition) side of the House
represent an entirely new party, and we
are not going to have foisted on us the
sins of a previous party.

THE COLONIAL TREAsuRER: Then do
not attack us now.

MR. UEORGE: I do not attack the
lion, member.

MR. TAYLOR: Will the hon. member
listen to the explanation, and sit down ?

Ma. GEORGE: I sit down " in sack-
cloth and ashes " every night of my life,
out of consideration for the member for
Mt. Margaret, and that is what makes
me irritable next day. The bon. member
may now smile on me again, and the
clouds will clear away, and we shall have
a bright and clear azure sky. Will the
Treasurer clear up the point? Task him
to do so.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: If
the hon. member desires information, and
he generally does, 1 sometimes think that
he might buy" a Chainb era'IJulorination for
the People. Hut in this Case that book
would not supply the necessary informa-
tion. There was really a deficit, at the
beginning ot the year, that is if the
accounts had been made up there would
have been adebitof£32,402 5s. 9d. There
was said to be a surplus of £12,371 12s.
l~d.; that did not exist, butthe debit did.
So that the difference between the actual
state of affairs, had the accounts been
properly placed before members, would
have been ai deficit at the beginning of
last Year of £C44,474 18s. 7d. That.
amount and some excess on form "J "
makes up the £74,839 Os. 3d. I do not
k-now if the hon. mnember understands
that.

MuI. Osonos: I see what you are
coining at.

TuE COLONIAL TREASURER:
That is all the explanation I need mnake.
But I want to draw attention to what I
consider to be a rather important item.
I have made up the wages sheet, including
the railways salaries and wages, and I find
that Western Australia pays £1,588,598:

+that is the estimate for this year, or an
aiiunt of £8 5s. 4d. per hiead of the popu-
lation ini wages and salaries. Queens-
land pays £3 9s. 4d., New South Wales
pays £8 s. 8d., Victoria pays £8 4s. 4d.,
South Australia pays £2 l~s. 3d., and
Tasmania pays £1 5s. 7d. I think these

fgrsaeworthy of the consideration of
o.mebers, especially when members

speak on the question of retrenchment.
I want again to repeat the figures which
I gave the other evening, that in 1899 our
salaries and wages came to £1,166,549;
in 1900, to £1l,220,991; in 1901, to
.£1,342,243; while the increase this year
brings the amount up to £1,578,198, or
£8 5s. 4d. per head of the population.
I think these figures require a little con-
siderat ion at the hands of members.

MR. F. CONNOR (East Kimberley);
II want to explain my objection to the
hon. member's Budget. The Government
came ii. with the idea of retrenchment,
the expressed idea of retrenchment; a
less expenditure of public money. The
vote for the Year ended 30th June
amounted to £2,905,503. The retrench-
ment Government who cine in to reduce
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expenditure and to put the finances on a
sound basis, have increased this amount,
according to their estimated expenditure,
by.£434,143. I mention that in reply to
the member who criticised what I had
to say' this evening. There is half-a-
millioix increase on the expenditure esti-
mate.

Question-That the first item in the
Estimates, "His Excellency the Gover-
nor," be agreed to-put and passed.

[Estimates discussed in detail, on votes
and items.]

Executive Council, £325-agreed to.
Legislative Council, £2,375:
Sin JAMES LEE STEERE: Very

little provision has been made for the
gaymwent of witnesses called before Select
Committees. This was not, he believed,

the fault of the Treasurer, because the
President of the Legislative Council had
informed him he had made a mistake in
applying for only £50. Last year £441
7s. M*. was spent in the payment of
witnesses before select comimittfes; this
year there had been double the numbe~r
Of select committees, and a larger amount
than that expended last year would be
required ; at any rate, not less than £500.
Therefore, the Treasurer would have to
take that payment into account.

HON. F. H. PIESSE: The attention
of tbe Committee should be drawn to the
large expenditure in this direction.
In some instances, owing to representa-
tions made by those interested in
select committees, with a view prob-
ably of obtaining all the information
necessary, numbers of witnesses had
been called probably to give evidence
on one subject, whereas one or two
witnesses sbould have been selected, and
might have served the purpose. There
was the question of the Goldfields Train-
ways Bill, under consideration last year:
witnesses were summoned from Kalgoorlie
and Coolgardie, increasing the expenses
very considerably, and those witnesses
gave evidence on the same point. He
mentioned this because, as chairman of
that select committee, accounts were sent
to him for verification, and he was
surprised to find that some of the amounts
were very considerable. He understood
that some of the witnesses were to have
been brought down by those interested in
the matter at their owrn expense, whereas
the country had to pay the expenses of

the witnesses. This expenditure should
be kept down, and there should be some
understanding as to how many witnesses
were to be called. One or two witnesses
ought to be sufficient to give evidence on
certain points, but it was found that
several witnesses were brought before the
committee to give exacily the same
evidence. This item was b~eginning to
grow into a larger sum than had ever
been expected. It should he in the
discretion of the committee to call
witnesses, but the committee should see
how far they could economnise the great
expenditure which had hitherto been
incurred.

MR. HOPKINS: Although economy
should be practised in connection with the
conduct of select committees, it was not
desirable that the inquiry should be
conducted in what might be termed a
perfunctory manner, for the sake of
economy. Probably the committee of
which he (Mr. Hopkins) was now chairman
was one of the largest, and had taken more
evidence than most select commrittees; yet
the total expenditure up to the present
for tbat committee was 10s. 6d. He was
speaking of the Food Supply Committee.
In regard to the cases in point mentioned
by the member for the Williams, he had
some knowledge of two accounts sent in
by witnesses who came from Boulder to
give evidence on behalf of the mi-
cipalitv. Before those witnesses left
Boulder, they sent a telegram to the
Clerk of the Assembly asking whether
their expenses would be paid, and they
received a reply in the affirmative. The
expense to the country amounted to £8
or £29 in the case of each witness; but
the actual expenses of each witness must
have been more than £10. It would be
a pity' if, in the case of an inquiry, for
instance, into the construction of a tramn-
way which would compete with the Gov-
ernment railways, the matter were allowed
to go through without all the necessary
evidence being obtained.

MR. W. J. GEORGE: The Speaker
was right in drawing attention to this
item of £50. The work of select com-
mittees was to lay before -the House
reports based on the opiuions of different
witnesses. If the members of select
committees were informed that it was
undesirable to incur expenses in obtain-
ing evidence, they would hardly trouble
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to get witnesses. The impression should
not go abroad that on the score of
economy inquiry was to be stifled. Such
economy would be atterly false. Possibly
the Treasurer might see his way to make
an alteration here. An error of £200 had
been made on page 17 in connection with
payment of members; and the amount
there over-estimated might be added to
this item.

SIB JAMES LEE STE ERE: From inquiries
made he gathered that the items should
be about X500.

Mu. GEORGE: It was his opinion
that more than t500 would be required.

THE PREMIER: No doubt a mistake
had been miade in the item referred to.
The Government would probably wish to
recommit the Estimates, and if necessary
a Message would be brought downi to
increase the amount to £600.

Vote put and passed.
Legislative Assembly, £5,765:
SIR JAMES LEE STEERE: Insuf-

ficient provision had been made for the
requirements of the Legislative Assembly,
and he desired to offer some observations
on that vote. Generally speaking, the
provision made under the heading of
"Legislative Assembly " was nothing like

as larg as it ought to be, considering the
responsbility of the work performed by
the officers and servants of the House.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: This vote
was for a larger amount than was spe'nt
last year.

Sia JAMES LEE STEERE: A memo-
randum drawn up by him, showing the
cost of the Legislative Assemblies of the
other States, as compared with the cost of
our Legislative Assembly, would rather
surprise members. The Committee, he
thought, would be surprised to learn how
niggardly we had been in making pro-
vision for our own Assembly. Taking
first the Legislative Assembly of South
Australia, and excluding the cost of
Hanseard reports, which in South Aus-
tralia were done by contract, it would] be
seen that the ct,st of the South Australian
Legislative Assembly alone, not of the
two Chambers combined, was £5,583, as
against £3,150 here. Thus the amoutt
allotted in South Australia for exactly
the same work as here was £2,433 more.
In Queensland the Legislative Assembly,
excluding Hansard, cost X6,224, as
against £3,150 in Western Australia; so

that the amount allowed here was smaller
by almost exactly one-half. In Victoria
the cost of salaries only for the Legisla-
tive Assembly, excluding Hansard and
Library, amounated. to £9,081. The cost
here, on the same basis, was £2,070,
showing a difference of over £7,000
against ouir Assembly.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: There
were 86 members in the Victorian
Assembly.

Sxu JAMES LEE SflYERE: Yes;
but that did not account for so great a
difference. In New South Wales the
Legislative Assembly, for salaries only* ,
cost £9,873,. as against £2,070 here,
showing a difference against Western
Australia of £7,808. The expenditure in
some Legislative. Assemblies, those of
Victoria and New South Wales especially,
was extravagant; but this Assembly
might be placed on the same basis as that
of South Australia, because the cases of
the two States resembled each other very
closely. The number of members here
was about the Same as in South Australia:
perhaps our House was now a little
larger. Therefore, a comparison might
fairly be made between South Australia
and this State. We might well make up
our minds to increase the salaries and
allowances for every vote connected with
the Legislative Assembly. It would not
be a bad plan if, before the next Estimates
were brought down, a small committee
were appointed to take this matter into
consideration. That committee might
consist of the President of the Legislative
Council, the Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly, and the Colonial Treasurer.
It was undignified that the Assembly of
this great State, as it now was, should be
treated so illiberally in comparison with
the Legislat ive Assemblies of other States.
One particular item to which he desired
to call the attention of the Colonial
Treasurer was that of salaries for the
refreshment room waiters. The cost of
their salaries for last year was £681 19s.,
or say £682. He did not know for what
reason the Colonial Treasurer had cut
this amount down by £100, when it must
have been evident to the hon. gentleman
that, in view of the increase in the number
of members, a larger staff would be
required in the refreshment rooms.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: There
were two refreshment rooms now.
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SIR JAMES LEE STEERE: That
made no difference to us. In faoct, he had
been obliged last year to pay the wages
of two extra waiters and a telephone-room
attendant out of the refreshment room
vote, there being no other vote available
for the purpose. The expenditure on the
Legislative Assembly refreshment room
for the past three months had been £200;
and it was improbable that the rate of
expenditure would be less during the
remainder of the year. A vote of £800
would almost certainly be required; unless
it was the desire of the Government that
we should sh ut up the refreshment room
after we had spent £500. Probably lion.
members would not like that. The vote
was not sufficient by X300 to carry us
through the year. He hoped that if any
Supplementary Estimates were to be
brought down, the sumn for this item
would be increased. He could assure
hon. members that he tried to keep down
the expenditure as much as possible, but
the amount now proposed would be
nothing like sufficient for the expenditure
in this connection during the year.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: The
remarks of the Speaker had been carefullyv
noted by him. The suggestions made
were valuable. We might, perhaps, be
able to make some arrangement, though
not in these Estimates, and not in Sup-
plementary Estimates, for he did not
intend to have any Supplementary
Estimates. However, we ought to make
some better arrangement at any rate next
year. Possibly the matter might be dealt
with in another way.

Vote put and passed.
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT

(Hon. G-. Lealie):
Attorney General, £209,845 18s. l0d.:
MR. W. J. GEORGE: Item 1,

"Secretary, £460," appeared to be a new
item, and therefore called for explanation.
The Premier mi,,ht also explain Item 3,
" Clerk to Parliamentary Draftsman (8
months at k40tO pa.), £266 1s. 4d.";
Item 7, " Circuit Prosecutor (8 months at
£500 pa.), £2333 6s, 8d."; and Item 8,
" Chief Clerk (8 months at £400 p.a.),
£266 13s. 4d."

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: With
regard to Item 1, the salary was not
new. If hon. members would refer to
the Estimates of the year before last, they
would see that the salary appeared there

as an item. At that time the secretary
was paid £650 a year; but the gentleman
who held the office then also held the
office of Commissioner of Titles, con-
sequently it did not appear in the
Estimates of last year. The gentleman
in question had ceas -d to be a member of
the civil service, and was ntow serving the
public well and faithfully in another
capacity.

MR. Hopxf NS: And at a lower rate.
(General laugh ter.)

TasATTORNEY GENERAL: Ithad
been necessary to ap~point some one to fill
the vacancy. The gentlenm who now
filled the position had occupied another
position in the department. He hadl not
been appointed at the original salary of
£660, but had been given the salary set
against his name, £450. The item,
therefore, did not really involve a new
man or anew office. The officer in ques-
tion was one of the best men in the service.

Mit. GEORGE, referring to item No.
2, "Law and Parliamentary Draf tsman
(eight months at £800 per annum).
£533 6s. 8d.," said the previous arrange-
ment was for £2600 a year. No doubt
the Attorney General would give an
explanation.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Drafting was, he considered, one of the
most urgent matters. The gentlemen
who had previously been doing this work
were no longer available, and he desired
to get one who would attend to this and
do nothing else. It was necessary to pay
a good salary if good work was wanted.
We needed not only a good lawyer, but
one who had a pa*rtictular aptitude for
this work ; who wais, in fact, an expert.
He wanted to make this office attractive
to what he considered a good man, and
consequently he asked the House to fix
the salary A £800, for which amount he
thought, he could get a good man. He
thought at first be would require two
gentlemen for this work, one common
law man and the other an equity muan,
but after a conferenc-e with a gentleman
who understood the subject, he came to
the conclusion that if he could get a
really good man at £800 a year, and give
him a professional clerk at £400, we
should be able t,- have the work done
well. His idea was that the work of a
Parliamnentary draftsman should com-
mence imimediately the session closed,
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and not immediately the session opened.
Unfortunately his position had been that
his Bill drafting had had to commence
immediately the session opened, and that
was one reason why the session had been
delayed and the work had not been put
forth with that despatch he could have
wished. If the House passed the vote,
he would fill the appointment without
any delay, and during the recess the
Parliamentary draftsman would have his
instructions to prepare Bills. Next ses-
sion, instead of having- to wait, members
would find 10 or 12 measures placed
upon the table on the opening day, in
order that there might be no n-
necessary delay in getting to work.
He would tell ton, members, and he
spoke as a professional man, that this
salary was by no means a large one.
Indeed, it might be found not enough,
and if he were looking for a billet, he
would not take it. It might be necessary
to increase the amnount afterwards, but he
believed he could get a man for the money
mentioned, and he assured the Committee
this item was necessary.

Ma. GEORGE: With regard to this
matter, he agreed with the Premier, and
of course he did not presume to dictate
to the lion. gentleman as to what sort of
man he should get. If the salary were
made £1,000 a year, it would pay the
country well. Much time would be saved
by having Bills brought before us pro-
perly put together, so that there would
be no necessity for a lot of discussion
through some indefinite meaning.

IMa. DAGLISH: Was there an) abso-
lute necessity for as large a staff for the
Attorney General's office generally as was
provided for here ? In South Australia,
in regard to this particular department,
they managed with a secretary and five
clerks. He was not now including the
Parliamentary draftsman or his clerk. In
Western Australia we had a secretary
and eight clerks.

Tas ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was infinitely more litigation both on the
criminal and civil side Of this State than
in South Australia. There was one
increase (Item 7 and Item 8), which was
practically the result of the establishment
of Circuit Courts. The appointment of a
chief clerk was also necessary, because we
wanted another common law clerk to
attend more particularly to the railway

business. There had been a great deal
of litigation by and against the Crown
lately- . Moreover, departmental reports
had been asked for. In his opinion the
staff was not at a11 too Large, for all his
nen were fully occupied.

MR. JACOBY: There was a good deal
of law expense in connection with the
railways. Could not a great deal of the
expense incurred by the Crown Law
Department be charged against the rail-
way votes?

THE ATTORNEY GEN~ERAL: To
do that it would be necessary to haveextra,
costs clerks. The department would be
a revenue producing one if allowed to
charge costs for allit did. He himself
would do the whole thing on commis-
giou.

MR. JACOBY: Provision was made for
a, circuit pro'secutor and so on, but'there
was no provision for travelling expenses
and that sort of thing for- the Judge,
unless the Judge's expenses wvere provided
for later on as circuit expenses. There
would be a considerable amount of
travelling expenses in connection with

Ithe office.
HoN. W. H. JAMES; So far as sec-

retary to the Parliamentary' draftsman
was concerned, sonic provision had to be
made, but lie thought an increase front
£800 to be £460 a year too big, and in
his opinion the Crown Law office was a
department which was as badly in need
of reorganisation as any department
of the service. He hoped the Attorney.
General, as soon as he got into recess,
would, if he had an opportunity, go into
the question thoroughly. Those who had
professional experience would not fail to

Irealise that somne steps should be taken to
put the department on a more efficient
basis, and no doubt additional money was

Inecessary for the purpose of obtaining
wore officers. The state in which the
department was left reflected little credit

Iupon those responsible for its past
administration. He hoped some effort
would be made to make the office a real
live office, and to impress upon the
responsible officers that in conducting
Government business they should use as
much care, energy, and intelligence, as
they would if t hey were conducting a.
a private business.

MR. H OPKINS: Last year £134 wasIplaced on the Estimates for law books,
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but this year the amount was £100. It
had been stated on very good authority
in this House that there was more litiga-
tion in Western Australia than in any
other State in the Commonwealth, and
more appeals. Probably many of these
appeals might be the result of ignorance,
and much of that ignorance might be
removed by providing justices of the
peace with books of reference. In his
opinion £100 would not be sufficient.

MR. SAYER: There was a separate
vote.

MR. HOPKINS : If theme was a vote
for the purpose, it was a very good thing.
That was a new introduction in Western
Australia. Books were never provided in
the past.

MR. W. J. GEORGE, referring to Item
16 " Incidental Expenses £226," said
there was a new item, " Travelling
Expenses." He only referred to inci-
dental expenses for the reason that for a
great number of years there had been a
tendency to underestimate the amount,
and we had additional sums brought
forward in excess Bills. It would be well
to make proper provision for it.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
year the incidental and travelling ex-
Penses had been split up.

MR. GEORGE: Yes. He saw that.
He thought more money might be
allowed.

MR. JACOBY, referring to the item
"Postage, Telephone Rent, and Tele-

grams, £200," said he noticed that
right through the Estimates this year
we had an increase, which the Trea-
surer explained was owing to the fact
that we should have to pay the Com-
monwealth for these services. In some
departments there was apparently too
much extravagance in these items and
they might be forced to curtail their
telegrams and postages. Why was the
item so high?

THs ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member had almost explained why.
These were now charges made by the
Commnwealth Government. Instruc-
tions had already been given to all
departments under the Premier's control
that civil servants must use clear and
concise language in telegrams; not
wiring, "I have the honour to report
for the information of the hon. the
Priemier," but beginning with the

substance of the report. The superin-
tendent of telegraphs had recently men-
tioned having noticed a great falling-off
in telegraph receipts since the charge
came into force, though there had not
been sufficient time to ascertain the
saving to the State. Telegrams sent
were charged uip to each department
monthly by the post office. The Crown
Law Department had to telegraph to
magistrates and to give instructions to
the police, particularly in administering
the criminal law. Due economy would be
exercised.

MR. GARDINER, referring to item
"Parliamentary draughtsman, X250,"
asked for an explanation of this new
office.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
was not exactly new. The money was to
cover fees already incurred for Parlia-
mentary drafting to date. The greater
part of the drafting had been done
gratuitously by Hon. WV. H. James, to
whom the thanks of Parliament were due
for the trouble taken; but in some
instances Bills had to be given out to
practitioners, who must be paid. The
Parliamentary draughtstman's salary did
not start from the 1st July; and only
eight monthis would have to be provided
for.

Vote put and passed.
Supreme Onirt, £212,932 4s. 6d.:
MR. GEORGE, referring to item

"Deputy Registrar and Taxiag-officer,
£460," asked, why this new officer?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
intended to allow the taxing-officer to do
the work of the deputy registrar. Whilst
the latter was taking chamber work he
was kept away from other duties; and it
was thought economical to increase the
duties of the taxing-officer. The member
for North Murchison (Mr. Moorhead)
had pointed out that the taxing-officer
was underpaid, and that his salary should
be secured otherwise than on the Esti-
mates. Without dissenting from that
suggestion, he (the Premier) would say
no difficulty had so far arisen. Had no~t
some decision been arrived at by his pre-
decessorP

MR. W. F. SAYER: No decision as
to the officer's not being on the Estimates;
but the salary was inadequate for so
important an office, and he appreciated
all tbat the member for North Murchison
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had said. In England there were 12
taxing-officers,' each of whom received
£21,500 a year; and £450 for such a man,
in a, State where the duties were so heavy
as compared with, say, South Australia,
was altogether unsatisfactory and inade-
quate.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
officer had to suffer by reason of the
understanding that salariest over £300
should not be increased. Otherwise, he
would be glad to raise the salary.

Ma.. SAYER: The officer was a Victorian
barrister.

TnE ATTORNEY GENERAL: And
a very capable man.

MR. SAYER: First-class as a, taxing
offier, having a, wide knowledge of his
duties and performing them most excel-
lently. He was one of the best taxing-
officers he had ever met in his experience,
being especially fair to clients.

MR. DAGLISH: It seemed somewhat
suspicious to hear lawyers praising a
taxing-officer. Possibly the gentleman
dlid not tax people enoughl.

THE ATTORNEY GEN ERAL : It cut both
ways.

MR. DAGLISH: This State was Dot
as populous nor were its resources as
great as in other States, and we would
make a mistake if we attempted to pay
some of the large salaries which were
paid by the more thickly populated
States, which were better able to bear a
large expenditure. He would hesitate
before he agreed to increase a salary of
such respectable dimensions.

Mn. WALLACE: The member for
North Murchison had drawn attention to
the salary of the librarian at £170. This
officer had been highly praised; he was
very capable, and although salaries above
£200 had not received increases, this
officer's salary should have received the
ordinary £210 rise. We should not allow
it to be said we were "sweating" our
officers. There should be less officers
arnd better salaries.

Mit. GEaORGE: Did this officer occupy
any other position?

Mn. WALLACE: The officer drew
£20 as clerk to the Barrister's Hoard;
still that did not increase the salary
sufficiently for a good and reliable officer.
There was no inducement to officers in
this State, if the heads of the departments
keep them down year after year.

M. SAYER: It seemed remarkable
that the usher of the Court received £190
a year, whereas the librarian received only
£170. Why bad not the ordinary in-
crease of £10 been made in this ;.ase ?
As the member for North Murchison
had pointed out, this officer differed from
most librarians in knowing something of
the contents of the volumes.

'NixR. DAGLISH : Did the Sheriff hold
any other office and receive any other
remuneration than the £550?P No note
was givvn to show that the officer held a
second position.

Ma. HOPKINS: This was a comuplaint
which should be made. There were
officers holding half a, dozen positions, and
the salaries attaching to those positions
should be shown in one sum against the
office. He drew attention to an instance
in which a warden on the goldfields, who
only had to travel three and a half miles
and had at railway train to go in, was
allowed £E1,50 a year for horse aud buggy,
£50 a year for forage andl travelling
expenses. If an officer had half a dozen
sources of income, these should be shown
on the Estimates.

THrE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Sheriff was also inspector of prisons, and
received a stilary of £160 for that office
It would have been better jfthe full salary
received by the Sheriff had been shown.
Ile agreed that the positionsa which officers
held should be given on the Estimates.
A note should be made at the bottom of
the page.
Tnx COLONIAL TREASURER: The

su ggestion which hon. members had made
was carried out to a great extent on the
Estimates. There were notes at the
bottom of the page ishowing the different
positions held by officers.

MR. JACOBY - The fact that the
different positions held by some officers
were shown misled members in regard to
other cases which were not mentioned.
Here we had the librarian and the sheriff
receiving amounts fromn other offices,

TEE ATTORNEY GENERAL! The
additional amount received by the librarian
had nothing to do with the Estimates,
since it was paid out of the funds of the
Barristers' Board4

Mu. SAYER: The services rendered
by the librarian to the Banisters' Board
were rendered after the library was
closed, after five o'clock in the afternoon;
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and therefore the small stipend in ques-
tion should not be taken into consideration
by us.

MR. DAGLISH: Did the Sheriff hold
a position under the Electoral Regis-
trar ?

Ma. GEORGE: Yes; the Sheriff re-
ceived X100 a year in that connection.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: That was
the case when the gentleman in question
was Under Secretary; but was it the case
now?-

MR. GEORGE: The Sheriff received
the £100 last year. Did the office carry
any additional emolumentsF

MR. TAYLOR: Civil servants should
not be permitted to do overtime work in
addition to their special duties.

MR. DAGLISH: The question lie had
put had not been answered. He would
refer the Colonial Treasurer to page 79,
item 2, " Chief Electoral Officer. £2100."

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member might allow the question to
stand over. The exact figures as to
plurality of offices would be obtained.

MRa. HUTCHINSON: Would tbose
figures deal with all cases of plurality of
officesP

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If
any hon. member, having a particular
officer in mind, would mention that officer,
the information would be obtained. in
the great majority of instances where
officers held two offices, the circumstance
was noted. Here was an omission: why,
lie could not say.

MR. HUTCHINSON: A return show-
ing the number of officers drawing more
than one salary was laid on the table a
year or two ago. That return caused
hon. members considerable surprise.

THE: ATTORNEY GENERAL: Hon.
members would be supplied with that in
a similar return, if possible.

MR. GEORGE: Item 22, " Sheriffsa
chief officer, £300," was new, and called
for explanation.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
arrangement or understanding under
which the Sheriff was appointed was that
an officer should be given him to attend
to certain special duties.

AIR, GEORGE: To do the dirty work?
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not

so bad as that: to attend hangings. It
was considered that such rave duties
should not be performed by an officer

styled " bailiff "; it was considered more
fitting to style the official in question
" Sheriff's chief officer " and give him an
increase in salary. The man was a
particularly good officer, and had been in
the service for a very long time.

MR. GARDINERt: With respect to
Item 24, " Assistant clerk, Sheriff's
office," be would lii:e to know whether
fees or perquisites were derived by any
officer of the Court from sales under
distress warrant, for instance.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Under the Auctioneers Act, bailiffs were
allowed to sell goods under a writ of
execution without holding licenses. No
conmssion was charged: the service
was covered by poundage.

MR. GARDINER: That was all right,
provided the Government got the money.

AIR. HopXKINS: The trouble was that
the Government did not get the money.

Mit. GARDINER: Perhaps the Pre-
mier would look into the matter and
inform the Committee where the money
did go to.

THn ATTORNEY GENERAL: Very well;
he was quite prepared to report progress,
if members wished.

MR. HOPKINS: Before progress was
reported, he would like to draw attention
to the fact that on the 18th July he got
the member for Hannans (Mr. Hastie) to
ask on his behalf what steps had been
taken it; regard to the appointment of a
resident magistrate for Boulder, and on
the 4th September he (Mr. Hopkins)
moved that certain returns be laid on the
table. Those returns were of great
importance, inasmuch as he was in a
position to prove that the district of
Boulder yielded more revenue, had a.
larger population, and generally speaking
conducted more business than any place
where there was a resident magistrate,
with the exception of Perth and Fre-
mantle, throughout the width and breadth
of the State. Although this was carried
on the 4th of September (and he particu-
larly wanted to bring this before the
notice of the Attorney General and the
House), we found that Boulder had not
been included amongst the places for
resident magistrates, and the returns
were not yet on the table.

MR. GEORGE: We had not yet reached
that portion of the Estimates.
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MR. HOPKINS: But we should do
S.50

TnE ATTORNEY GENERAL: This was
pointed out by the hon. member in order
to be Of assistance to him, that be
might be prepared to answer the question
when the House next met. He rather
fancied the return had been placed on the
table.

MR. HOPKINS: No; oniy one relating
to the police district; not the one relating
to the magisterial district.

On motion by the ATTORNEY GENERAL,
progress reported and leave given to sit
again.

ADJOURNMENT.
THE PREMIER: I beg to move that

the House at its rising do adjourn until
half-past seven on Tuesday next. It has
been intimated to me by several members
that the Guildford Show will be held on
that day, and Several members intend to
go to the show. I therefore submit this
motion to the House with that idea. I
do not know whether any member objects.
The leader of the Opposition approves.

Question put and passed.
The House adjourned at five minutes

past 11 o'clock, Until the next Tuesday
evening.

Le-iz tat ib e
Tuesday, 291h

(sz 5iC IIIa I P.
October, 1901.

Federal Tariff Resolution, Reply from Federal Prime
Minister-Papers presmnted: Report of J. Davies
Inquiry, etc-Notie of Motion: No Confidence;
Adjornent.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 7-30
O'clock, P.M.

PRAYERS.

FEDERAL TARIFF RESOLUTION-
REPLY FROM FEDERAL PR=M
MINISTER.
The SPEAKER announced that, in

reply to the resolution relating to the

IFederal Tariff, forwarded by him to the
Prime Minister of the Commonwealth,
he bad received the following telegram:-

Your telegram conveying resolution of the
Legislative Assembly has been received, and
will be considered.

En. BARTON,
Prime Minister.

PAPER PRESENTED.
REPuRT OF INQUIRY BOARD ON CHARGES

AGAINST MR. JOHN DAVIES.

THE PREMIER (Hon. G. Lealce): I
move for leave to lay on the table a copy
of the report of the Board appointed to
inquire into the charges against Mr.
John Davies. I would like to explain to
hon. memblers that this is a copy of the
report; but with the report axe
voluminous notes of evidence, which of
course I cannot place on the table at the
present time, but I am having that
.evidence printed, and as soon as it is
printed members will receive a, copy.

Leave given, and copy of report laid
on the table.

* OTHER PAPERS.

By the COLONIAL TREASURER: 1,
Annual Report of Government Store-
keeper, 1900-1 ; 2, Annual Report of
Working of Statistical Office, 1900-1; 3,
Return (ordered on motion by Mr.
Hastie) of Customs Duties expected on
imports from Australian States.

Ordered to lie on the table.

NOTICE OF MOTION-NO CONFI-
DENCE.

ADJOURNMENT.

HON. F. H. PIESSE (Williams): I
beg to give notice that on Thursday, 3st
October, I will move:-

That the Government does not command the
confidence of this House.

THE PREMIER (Hon. G. Ticale): I
have great pleasure in moving " That the
House do now adjourn."

Tan SPEAKER&: To whoat day? Better
move that the House, at its rising, do
adjourn to some date.

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: I have given
notice for Thursday ; but if the Premier
wishes for a later date, I am in the hands
of the hon. gentleman.

THE PREMIER: No business can be
taken till this is disposed of.

Tap SPEAKER: Of course, I know that.


