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control is there; I am interested only in
the proposed markets in Western Australia.
T bope that the building here will be eon-
venient not only for the producers but for
the consumers. It is not necessary that
the markets should be built adjoining a
railway or close to a siding. In these days
of motor transport the markets ean be built
in any convenient locality. When the mem-
bers of the trust are selected I hope they
will prove te he men of experience. I have
much pleasure in supporting the second
reading and hope that the Government will
stick to their guns and insist on control
by a trust.

On motion by Hon. V, Hamersley, debate
adjourned.

ADJQURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [9.22]): I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn wuntil
Tuesday, the 23rd November.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.22 p.m,

Negislative Hssembty,
Wednesday, 17th November, 1926.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 430
p.m., and read prayers.

AUDITOR GENERAL/'S REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have received from
the Anditor General, in purswaunce of See-
tion 53 of the Audit Act of 1904, the 36th
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report for the financial year ended the 30th
June, 1926, which I now lay on the Table of
the House.

QUESTION—RAILWAY PROJECT,
KONDININ EASTWAERD.

Mr BROWN asked the Premiev: 1, Is
the Railway Advisory Board’s report on the
Kondinin Eastward project availuble? 2,
If so0, will he lay it on the Table?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Not yet. 3,
Yes.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1926-27.
Report of Committee of Supply.

THE FREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Bonlder) : T move—

That the report of the Committee of Supply
bhe adopted.

HON. &, TAYLOR: It is unfortunate that
we should be adupting the report of Com-
mittee of Supply, which clears the way for
the passage of the whole of the Fstimates,
immediately after receiving the Auditor
General’s report. It is a pity that we had
not the report before passing the whole of
the Hstimates,

The Premier: I should like to make it
clear that I have no responsibility whatever
in regard to the Awuditor (ieneral’s report.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: That iz quite right.

The matter has nothing to do with the Gov-
ernment.

The Premier: The Auditor General is ve-
sponsible to Parliament, and I have no
knowledge &s to why his report has been
delayed.

Question put and passed.

In Committee of Ways and Means.

The House having resolved into a Com-
mittee of Ways and Means, Mr. Lutey in
the Chair,

The PREMIER: I move—

That towards making good the Bupply
granted to Hig Majesty, a sum not exceeding
£5,067,519 be granted from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund of Western Agstralia, and a
sum not exceeding £109,878 from the Sale of
Government Property Trust Account.

Question put and passed,
Resolution reported.
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BILL—LEGITIMATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Debate resumed from the 3rd November.

MR. LATEAM (York) [+.33]: 1 do not
propose to object to the passage of the
measure, which seems to be a uecessary
piece of legislation. The member for Cool-
gardie {Mr. Lambert) in moving the second
reading pointed out that the Bill is intended
to remedy a defect in the Legitimation Act
of 1909. At present a child bora out of
wedlock may be legitimised by a declaration
of the father; bul if the father happens to
die, or if he neglects to make the declara-
tion, even though in his lifetime he may
have adwitted puarentage, the child is still
pievented from becoming a benefliciary in
the event of the father nob leaving a will.
It seews only fair to give power to the
mother Lo zarstfy a court as te the child’s
parentage, as she would have to do if the
child were admitted by the father to have
been his child. The provision that the
mother must satisfy the court as to the
father having acknowledged the child to be
hix affords suffleient proteclion to any re-
maining children. I see no reason why the
Bill should not pass. Tt is necessary in order
to profeet children born out of wedlock,

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
[4.40]: I Lave not read the Bill carefully,
‘but the last clause says that if the father
has not recognised the child, the mother can
obtain recognition for it if she salisfes the
court. That is not quite what the previous
speaker stated. T thought the measure was
very simple, and therefore did not study it.
I have no desire to oppose the Bill, but I
shonld like to know whether, in the event of
& man not lhaving recognised a ekild, the
mother can bring that about after his death.

The Minister for Justice: No. It has to
be proved to the satisfaction of the coart,

1 Committee, ete.

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

BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS ACT
AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

MR. DAVY (West Perth) [445] in
moving the second reading said: I am ex-
tremely pleased to have the privilege of
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moving the motion. In the first place, be-
cause in 8 way it is the fulfilment of a
promise I made to the House, and in the
second place hecanse T think it is a step
towards the realisation of what, io my wmind,
15 the true ideal of a democratic community,
nawely, that as far as possible every citizen
should bave the opportunity to find that
place in the eommunity for which his brains
and character {it him, irrespective of the
wealth or poverty of his parents. It will
be remembered that, during the session be-
fore last, the member for East Perth (Mr.
Hughes) introduced a Bill io amend the
Legal Practitioners Aet. I strongly dis-
approved of that Bill, and was pleased when
it was defeated. It passed this House on
the casting vote of the Speaker, given in
accordance with custom, but was rejected in
another place. My hoslility to that Bill
was based on the faet that, although it did
purport in a certnin nteasure to make the
profession of legal practitioners easier to
enter, at the same fime it very seriously
affected those safegmards that the laws of
cvery eountry provide for the onerous duties
the legal practitioner has, and so opened the
door to the grest power for harm he may
have if people are carelessly admitted to
the profession. DBut undoubtedly there was
in the important remarks of the member
for East Perth what I am not prepared to
admit was more than a grain of {ruth: He
did point out that it was diffeult if not im-
possible for a boy poor to get into the pro-
fession. My answer to that was that the
proper way to achieve the object contained
in that grain of truth was to establish a
Chair of Law at our U'niversity. I do not
think any university ean be termed a com-
plete university, or one that is fulfilling its
camplete funetion in the life of the com-
munity, unless it has a school of law; not
so much a school of lawvers, as a schoo! of
law, After all, we in this House are en-
gaged in passing laws. The community has
to live under those laws, Unless we have
in the community a large number of per-
sons trained in the knowledge of laws that
are and laws that liave been, and trained in
the knowledge of the basis and origin of
those lawy, we eannot expect the community
to have that respect for and thorongh under-
astandinz of the 'aws that are so essential
to the welfare of any society of mankind.
T therefore am pleased to be able to bring
down this Bill. which is termed “An Act to
amend the Tegal Tractitioners Aect,” but
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which in effect is a Bill to assist the estab-
lishment of a chair of law at the University
of Western Australia. After that Bill
brought in by the member for East Pertl
was defeated, T arranged a meeting of mem-
hers of the profession. The whole of its
members were circularised, consisting of
approximately 139, spread all over the
State, but the bulk of them in Perth, We
had a large attendance, and a number of
apologies expressing sympathy with owm
object were received. Unanimously the
meeting earried the following resolution :—

That this meeting is in favour of the estab-
lishment of a chair of law at the University.
It is also in favour of making & contribution
towarde the expense of the establishment and
maintenance thereof, and is in favour of the
Barristers' Board being given power by legis-
lation to raise funds from the profession for
this purpose. That a sub-committee be ap-

pointed of five membera to take steps to obtain
the objecis approved of, with power to act,

Mr. Villeneuve Smith, K.C., Mr. Walier
Dwyer, now President of the Arbitration
Court, Mr. J. P. Dwyer, Mr. MacDonald and
I were appointed the sub-committee. We
went into the matter and came to certain
conclusions that are now embodied in the
Bill. After we bad come to those conm.
clusions, I introduced a deputation of that
sub-committee to the Minister for Justice,
and received from him a sympathetic hear-
mg. But at that time the Treasurer did not
foel himself to be in a position to commit
the Treasury to the Government’s share of
the expense of establishing this chair of law,
and so the matter had to drop. This year
I again approached the Premier, when he
lent a sympathetic ear. Whilst explaining
that no arrangements had been made for
amending the special Aet dealing with the
Tiniversity, nevertheless he gave what I feel,
in 2 man in his responsible position, onght
to be equivalent to a promise, namely a
half-promise.

Hon. G. Taylor: Like a half-truth, a half-
promise is a very dangerous thing.

Mr. DAVY: I do not agree with that.
A half-truth is always the same, whoever
utters it, but a half-promise depends on the
utterer. The half promise of some people
is very much better than the full promise
of others, and in this instance I think the
Premier's half-promise equal to a bond
signed, sealed and delivered by another man.

The Premier: (o straight ahead.

Mr, DAVY: The cost of establishing the
chair of law will be, in the first year, from
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£1,300 to £1,400. After the first year it
will be slightly less. Mewmbers of the pro-
fession have agreed to allow themselves to
be taxed to the tune of £500 per anoum,
which I think is a fair share for them to
pay. I may point out thai the members of
the profession who will do this paying ean
gain no personal benefit whatever from the
project.

Mr. Corboy: Except increased competi-
tion.

Mr. DAVY: Precisely. But it cannot be
suggested that any personal benefit will
accrue individnally. So I can claim on be-
half of the profession that in this instance
—perhaps such instances are but infrequent
—they are acting from altruistic motives.
In the minds of the public the legal pro-
fession is not a very popular one.
I understand that when revolutions take
place, the first people to be strung up to
the nearest lamp post are the lawyers.
Sometimes they are followed by the politi-
cians. The doctors, as a rule, scem to es-
cape.

The Minister for Railways: Yon will not
have much chance to escape.

Mr, DAVY: I realise that. That is why
I am strongly against revolution. As I say,
the cost of establishing the chair of law
will be £1,300 or £1,400 in the first year.
So if the profession find £500, it will leave
the Government to provide the very small
sum of £800 or £900 to confer what will
undoubtedly be a great benefit on the whole
of the community.

Hon. G. Taylor: Will more lawyers be of
henefit to the country?

Myr. DAVY: No, but better-trajned ones
will be.

Mr. Stubbs: How many students will be
able to avail themselves of the privilege?

Mr. DAVY: Onee the chair is established,
all the students that come along will have
to be taken, There is no provision, subject
to lack of building accommodation, whereby
the University may refuse students. It may
be thought by some who do not understand
the position that, seeing the munificent be-
quest that came along the other day, the
University authorities ought to be able fo
do this themselves. It is true that a very
large sum of money has come by way of
endowment to the University. We are ex-
tremely grateful for it. I do not suppose
that suech a small community as that of
Western Australin has ever before received
such a munifieent endowment. But it is
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all earmarked, and indeed will serve to em-
barrass the University authorities in finane-
ing the ordinary University cost. Nof one
penny of it is available for the payment of
the salary of a professor of law or any other
professor, but a very large portion of it is
earmarked for the payment of seholarships
to enable boys to live during the time they
are engaged on a University course, The
University authorities are at present en-
gaged in apportioning these scholarships,
and if we do not get our chair of law es
tablished almost immediately, the law fae-
ulty will not get a scholarship. That is an
added reason for urgeney in this matter. T
should like to explain the Bill. No man
may carry out work which is deemed to be
work for a lawyer unless be be a practitioner
duly admitted—that is the present law-——
or unless he is doing it for nothing, as the
agent for a friend. I do not propose to
enter into the merits or demerits of that
law. It 15 most necessary that the publie
should be protected by our seeing to it that
only properly trained persons earry out these
duties. What is proposed is that, instead of
- merely forbidding anybody exeept a legal
practitioner to do this work, we propose to
forbid anyhody to do the work exeept a
certified practitioner. He will be a man who
has in the year in question taken out his
annual practiee certificate. There is nothing
novel ahout that, for in London and in South
Australia lawyers have to take out annually
practice certifleates for which they bhave to
pay each a fee. Those fees go into Consoli-
dated Revenue.

Mr. Panton: Who issues the certificates?

Mr. DAVY: In this ease it will be the
Barristers’ Board. In London, I think, the
Incorporated Law Society issues the certi-
ficates, and probably a similar body does so
in South Australia. It will not be a dis-
eretionary issue. It is merely a ticket——

Mr. Corboy: A unton ficket.

Mr. DAVY: If you like to put it that
way, I will not guibble,

Mr. Panton: An association tieket.

Mr. DAVY: No, there is no association
of lawyers in Western Australia. There
is in many other parts of the world, but not
in Western Australia. Here we have legal
restrietions laid down by Parliamenf for-
bidding any person who is not qualified to
practise law, and the Barristers’ Board is a
statuiory body which performs certain fune-
tions that have no relation to the preserva-
tion of the interests of the people in the pro-
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fession. However, the hon. member may call
it a union if he likes.

Mr. Lutey: An honourable understanding.

Mr., Panton: You never find one lawyer
scabbing on another.

Mr. DAVY: If the hon. member will get
himself involved in six assault cases during
the next six weeks and employ a different
lawyer in each case, I wil guarantee that
he will be charged at least four different fees
by the six lawyers.

Mr. Corboy: Do you think that, after
having eonsulted the first lawyer, he would
have anything left for the other five?

Mr. DAVY: If he followed my advice, he
would not deserve to bhave anything left.
We propose that the Barristers’ Board shall
issue annually a practice certificate, the hold-
ing of whieh shall be necessary to enable a
man to practise under the Aet. The issue
of the certificate will be merely a receipt
for money received. The fee will be pre-
scribed by the Barristers’ Board, and may
be not less than £5 or more than £10 per
year. The revenue thus derived will go into
the fund into which all the revenne of the
Barristers’ Board is paid and will be spent,
firstly, to provide for ordinary administra-
tion and, secondly, for the payment of £500
each year to the University of Western Auns-
tralia as a comtribution towards establishing
and maintaining a ehair of law. If any bal-
ance remains it will be devoted to keeping
up to date the Law Library which, inei-
dentally, is the library of members of
Parliament, just 8s mueh as it is
the library of the legal practition-
ers. Hach lewal practitioner who desires
to avail himself of the privilege of using the
library has to pay an annual fee, which
members of Parliament do not pay.

The Mipister for Justice: The Government
subsidise ‘he Law Library to the extent of
£700 a year.

Mz, DAVY: Yes. That is the schemne and
that is alt the Bill provides, with two litile
exceptions. It has been thought that if a
man has the scientific training that he re-
ceives feom a proper university course,
thexe is no reason why he should have to
serve a very long period of artieles in the
practice of the profession. However, it is
deemed essential that before a man hegins
to practize as & legal practitioner, he shall
have served & certain period of articles. We
have to remember in this conneetion that
there is  very marked distinetion between
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a barristzr and a solicitor. In England legal
practitioucrs are either barristers or solici-
tors. If they are barristers they do not need
to bave kud any training at all; all they
bave o «o is to keep terms, which they do
Ly eating an excellent dinner on 12 or so
pights in the year, and to pass their exam-
inations. Having done that, they are ad-
mitted to practise. That does not matlier at
all hecause a bLmrrister is employed by a
solicitor, and a barrister would not be em-
ployed unless he knew his work. On the
other hand, the solicitor, who deals directly
with the public, has to serve a lengthy period
of arficles. At present a man has to serve
five vears’ articles to become qnalified. We
propose that if a chair of law ig estahlished
and a stulunt obiainsa degree, he need serve
only two vears’ articles. It is proposed to
give the Barristers’ Board power to preseribe
what part, if any, of the two years may be
served hy the student during the enrrency
of his wniversity course. I think the opinion
of the committee appointed was that if one
Fear was served during the university conrse
and one year afterwards, it wonld meet the
case. That would mean a four-years’ course
for the whole term. If a student had the
brains to hecome a lawyer in four years, it
would be one year less than under existing
conditions. Personally, I wavered towards
stipulating only one vear, but I was, well, not
howled down but unanimousiy opposed, and
1 dare sav the oiher membcrs of the com-
mittee were right. We dare not allow people
in this State, who are both barristers and
solicitors, to hang out their shingle unless
they poss.ss the proper training. That train-
ing they cun obtain in two years and possibly
in one year. The member for East Perth
{Mr. Hugbes} pointed out an anomaly in
the Act. Although the barrister in England
need have no training st all, but ean become
gualified ¥ eating his dinners and passing
his examinations, he can come to Western
Augtralia, put in the six months’ residence
qualificativn and he tunrned loose on the
public. T admit that is an anomaly. T ean
readily urderstand how it occurred. In the
early daye. when there was no training,
people dil not quibble whether » barrister
c¢ame her: or not.

Hon. G. Taylor: There was no reei-
procity between the States.

Mr. DAVY: No. This Bill proposes that
a harnster of the United Kingdom may eome
here and practise if he has two years’ stand-
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ing. That will bring him into line with our
own boys. An amendment that I think
should be made in Committee is to prevent
any hardslip in respeci ol boys who way
aiready have embarked upon the study of
law at the Inns of Court in London. It
may he {Lat there are Rhodes weholars in
Engiand who have already riade their plans,
and cut them pretty fine, too, knowing the
amount ot money available to thom. If we
udded to them the two years’ burden, they
might fied that, after having got through
their three-vears’ course, they would be hung
up for annther two years with disastrous re-
sults. Omnce a student knows.what is before
bim, thers will be no difficalty. We should
make an amendment exempting from the fwo-
years' course the boys who zlready shall have
embarked on a course of law when the
measure roaches the statute-hook. I com-
mend the Bill heartily io hon. members. It
shows thst in this community there are
people capable of doing something at their
own expence from motives that are not sel-
fish. If ibe good intentions of the lawyers
of the 200munity, expressed in concrete
form in this Bill, are given full expression,
I see no reason why other sections of the
rommunity should not do similar things. I
may inform memhbers that there is a move
on behalf of the merchants in the town to
finsnee o chair or diploma of eommeree.
That wouid be of great value to the State;
it wonld " more er less aneillary to a chair
of law. T we establish a chair of law wiib
the revenre found partly by one bedy, there
is & reasonable prospect of gelting a dip-
loma of commerce financed by another body.
Onee we =tart in this way and make it popu-
lar, T sez r.o reason why every section of the
community that has any organisation should
not regard it as itas duty to come to the aid
of the Tniversity and make that institufion
as completa an instrument for the improve-
ment of cducation as it possibly can he. I
hope metrnbers will sympathise with the
objects of the Bill and pass it into law. T
move—
That the Bill be now read a second time.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair;
charge of the Bill.

Clause; 1, 2—agreed to.

Mr. Davy in
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Clause 3—Amendment of Section 6:

Mr. NORTH: Is it clear that if a legal
practitioner went away for a year he could,
on his rsurn, ohtain a practice certificate
without «liffenlty?

Mr. DAVY: I do not think there is the
slightest doubt about it. If a man chose,
I think b« e¢ould refrain from paying his fee
for a nucher of years and then secure a
certifieate again.  The details have been left
to the Barristers’ Board to prescribe by way
of regulution, which wonld be Inid on the
Table in the ordivary way.

lause put and passed.
Clause 4—agreed to.
~ Clause 5—Amendwent of Section 14:

Mr. DAVY : I did intend to move for the
addition of the words I indicated on the
seeond reading but members are in such a
good mood that I feel inclined to let the
Bill go through. I have not drafted the
amendment and, if members will pass the
elause, I will promise to see that an amend-
ment is moved in another place.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I would rather the
member for West Perth moved the amend-
ment here than have it inserted in another
place and then sent back to us for approval

Mr. DAVY: In aceordance with the hon.
member’s desire, I shall draft an amendment.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I think
a clerical error has crept in. The words
contained in the clause should be inserted
before the word “or” in Section 14 instead
of at the end of the paragraph. I move an
amendment—

That at the commencement of paragraph 1
the words ‘' Before the word ‘or’ ’’ be inserted.

Mr. Davy: [t is a very necessary amend-
ment.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. DAVY: I move an amendment—

That the following be added to paragraph
1:—'*Provided that the words so added shall
not apply to Western Australian residents,
who at the time of the coming into operation
of this Aet shall have already entered them-
selves ag students at any of the Inns of Court
in England.’’

The Premier: What is the effeet of the
amendment ?

Mr. DAVY: If any Western Australian
resident is, at the date when the Bill be-
comes law, already a student at an Inn of
Court in London he should not have to wait,
apon his return to Western Australia, two
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years before becoming a barrister. But for
this amendment some hardship might be
created in the case of young men who at
present are at differant Inns of Court.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE : We
should be very careful with regard to the
interpretation of the words ‘“Western Aus-
tralian,” and should make allowances for
all possible contingencies. It would be
advisable to report progress and have the
matter further investigated.

Mr. Davy: I will promise to look into
the matter and see that it is correetly
stated.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Clause G—agreed to,

Clause 7—Provision for appeal from de-
cision of Barristers’ Board:

Mr. DAVY: This clause provides for an
appeal to the Full Court in Western Aus-
tralia by any person who has been refused
n certificate of admission. If, for instance,
the board refused snch a certificate in the
case of a managing elerk, their decision
would be final. That seems to be wrong.

Clause puf and passed.
Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

BILL—ADOPTION OF CHILDREN ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

MR, SLEEMAN (Fremantle) [5.28] in
moving the second reading seid: This Bill
spezks for itself. 1t deals with the ques-
tion of adopting parents having a speeial
entry made in the register of bhirths, giving
particulars concerning the adopted child,
and the surname of the adopting parent lo
the child. Tt is quite competent at present
tor any child, even if he is grown up, on
applying for a certificate of birth, or for
an extraet from the register of birth, sud-
denly to be apprised of the faet that he is
illegitimate. Any outsider who wishes to
be inquisitive on the point cac do the same
thing, and find oat esactly what the posi-
tion is. I have discassed this Bill with
officers of the Siate Children Department
and the Registrar General’s Department,
and they have agreed that sueh an amend-
ment to the Aet is necessary. Members
will ind from the last report of the State
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Children Department that there are 822
adoptions in this State. Any children, on
applying for eertificates of birth, may
suddenly wake up to the fact that they are
not the children of those who have adopted
them, and whom they have always regarded
as their parents. I do not intend to waste
any time in placing the Bill before hon.
members, because I believe all realise that
the step is necessary. I would point out in
addition that provision is made so that the
original registry of birth eannot be open
to inspection except with the approval of
the Registrar General. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. S. W. Munsie, debate
adjourned.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES—STATE
TRADING CONCERNS,

In Committee.
Mr. Lutey in the Chair.
Division—S8tate Brickworks, £32,844;

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
{5.32]: 1 have heen present when the dis-
cussion on the State Trading Cuncerns has
proceeded on previous oceasions. Formerly
I did not seize the opportunity that I re-
garded as necessary to make a few observa-
tions concerning the enterprises with which
I had had some definite eonnection. The
State trading coneerns have been subjected
to a great deal of continnous misrepresenta-
tion. This will continue, on the part of
interested parties, so long a9 State trading
exists. An agilation is maintained so that
public opinion may he so directed as to
ultimately reach a stage when the Govern-
ment——

Point of Order.

Hon. G. Taylor: On a point of order T
would ask for yonr ruling, Mr. Chairman,
as to whether we are permitted to have a
general discussion on the prineciple of State
trading or whether we are confined to the
division lefore the Chair? I raise the
point as to whether there is any obligation
further than to lay the Estimates for the
State trading concerns on the Table,

The ('hairmen: We are in Committee,
but we cannot nmend these Estimafes. As
to whether there should be a discussion on
ench division or a general diseussion
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Hon. G. Taylor: 1 want to know whether
we are eonfined to this partieular division,
or whether we can discuss the general prin-
eiple governing State trading?

"The Chairman: We are not in Committee
uf Supply. Personally I think it would he
butler to deal with each division as it 18
called.

Hon. W. D. Jobnson: I propose to exer-
cise my right of discussion to deal with alt
phuses of State trading. I do not, of conrse.
propose to dizenss each one of them in de-
tail.

The Chairman: I called the division deal-
ing with the State Briekworks, and that is
before the Chair.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: We know that a
vote 15 called and a general discussion fol-
lows. I snbmit that the Committee have nu
opportunity to disecuss State trading
other than on the introduction of these
Estimales. We have no right to discuss
balanee sheets that are laid on the Table,
and if members are to he deprived of their
right to diseuss State trading concerns gen-
erally now, we will have no opportunity te
do so.

The Chairman: At any rate we are deal-
ing with the division now before the Chair.

Hon. G. Taylor: While I admit that I
could not arrive at any conclusion when T
was Speaker, 1 desire. if possible, to ascer-
tain if there is any obligation under the
State Trading Concerns Act {o do other
than lay the Estimates on the Table, and,
secondly, whether the Estimates ean be dis-
eussed like the general Estimates. If they
are to be regarded merely as balance sheets
that have to be tabled, the next step, should
any member desire to discuss what ke con-
siders to be an irregularity or a wrongful
action in connection with the trading con-
cerns, should be to move a special motion.

Hon. W. D. Jobnson: I cannot be ques-
tioned that the Estimates for the State
trading concerns are before the Committee.
When the Railway Estimates were disenssed
last might, we were dealing with a publie
atility. The vote was called and a general
discussion ensuned. If we are to depart from
that practice, an injustice will be done to
members seeing that they will have no other
opportunity to disecuss State trading con-
cerna.

The Chairman: These concerns are pro-
vided for by a special Aet and the Com-
mittee may not amend the Estimatess 1In
cifect, the Estimates are bhalance sheets. It
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has been the custom to discuss the different
divisions as they have been called. It will
be better for the hon, member to confine
himself to the State Brickworks.

Hon. W. D. Jobnson: That would be an
undue limitation. The Estimates have been
submitted and they show the veceipts, ex-
penditare, surplus or deficiency. There are
items just as there are items included in the
Railway Estimates.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is a different mat-
ter. The Estimaies before us relate to con-
cerns governed by a special Act of Parlin-
ment,

The Chairman: That is so, The two sets
of Estimates are by no means in the same
category.

Hon. W. D. Jobnson: Y am not dealing

with special Acts of Parliament. I cannot
diseuss such Acts unless they come before
us in the form of amending legislation. The
Estimetes before us are headed: “State
Trading Conceras. TDetails of the Esfimates
of the Revenue and FExpenditure for the
vear ending 30th June, 19277 T I am
denied the right of a general discussion on
the Estimates, an injustice will be done be-
eause, as hon. members will realise, no other
opportunity will present itself for a general
discussion. T do not propose to limit my-
gelf to the State Brickworks nnless I am
directed by the Chairman to do so. I de-
sire to avail myself of the same opportunity
that we huad respecting the Estimates of
Government departments and publie utili-
ties.

Mr. Latham: We are wot asked to pass
the payment of any money.

Hon. G. Taylor: Then it will be neces-
sary to discuss cach division as it is ealled
on, because the vartons concerns are con-
trolled by different Ministers.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That mekes no
difference. The Estimates are submitted by
the Government and Ministers mey be in
charge of different seetions. It has always
been the enstom for the Estimates to be sub-
mitted and disenssed. Y propose to speak
regarding State trading concerns generally.

The Chairman: These Estimates are in
a different catezory from the general Bati-
mates. This is a question of a halance sheet
put before members for their information.
They ecannot amend these Hotimates, and
the different divisions will be dealt with as
they are pnt from the Chair. T rule that
the member for Guildford must eonfine him-
gelf to the division before the Chair.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon: G. Taylor: Standing Ordér 386 sets
out how the discussion on the CGleneral Esh-
mates must be conducted.

Mr. Panton: But these are not the Gen-
eral Estimates,

The Chairman: Nor are we in Committee
of Supply.

Hoz. G. Taylor: The member for Guild-
ford desires to apply that Standing Order
and, therefore, he is quite out of order.

,ll-ll'

Debate resumed.

Hon. W. D. JOANSON: Though I do
not like your ruling, Mr. Chairman, I will
aceept it. Dealing with the establishment of
the State brickworks, it has often been con-
tended by the critics of State enterprise
that the Government of the day respouvsible
for the establisbment of those concerns,
were simply influenced by Government po-
licy, and that the coneerns were inuugurated
regardless of special cirenmstances. It has
always been suggested that such Govern-
ments desired to establish State enterprises
willy-nilly, whether they were in the public
interests or not. That is a totally wrong
impression for anyone to gain. There was
no connection between the establishment of
the State brickworks and the establishment
of State sawmills. The eirenmstances that
governed the establishment of the one were
not the same as influenced the Government
in inaugurating the other. There has been
no connection between one State trading
concern and another, other than, pos-
sibly, the advencement of some public
utility.  That might he done by the ex-
tension of activities from the sphere of a
Government utility to that of State enter-
prise on the ground that the estblishment of
a particular Stute enterprise might result
in more econontical and better adninistra-
tive working, together with better results. I
am prepared to admit that brickworks
shonld not be established by the State and
that it is not a funetion of government to
make hricks unless there are speeial eir-
enmstanees that necessitate that eourse be-
ing pursued, such as a combination that
is operating to the detriment of the pub-
lie. State enterprice is something like a
revolution in the eommercial world, and can
he compared to the nse of the strike as a
weapon by industrial organisations or trade
unions. A strike is jostified only in very
special cirenmstances. Ro, too, the extablish-
ment of a State trading concern, such as
brickworks, iz jostified only by special oir-
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eumstances. Just as a strike represents ex-
freme aciion by a trade union, so ihe estab-
lishment of a trading coneern is an extreme
action by a Government in defeace of pub-
lie rights. The State brickworks were not
established with the idea of creating a Gov-
ernment monopoly in the manufacture of
bricks, but becanse of special cirenmstanees
at the time, At that particular period the
Government were proposing to ervet many
publie buildings, prineipally in th: metro-
politan srea, and they found that the price
of bricks te the Government was in many
cases bhigher, certainly not lower, than the
price charged to small purchasers of bricks.
It was the desire of the Government to buy
oh a wholesale basis and to have the gd-
vantage generally obtained by purchasing in
that way. THowever, no opportunity was
given to the Goverament to buy in that man-
ner. I{ was found that the brickworks in
the metropolitan avesz were controlled by an
assogiation and that that association regu-
lated the price of bricks. It was i.spossible
for the Government to purchase on a basis
that was equitable as compared to the price
at which others could buy.

Mr. Thomson: Do you mean to say that
the brick makers would not sell to the Gov-
ernment pt the price thay were selling to
others?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: .They wanted to
sell to the (Goverament, just as they would
sell to a small consumer, The Government
of the day intended becoming a purchaser on
A very large seale. and moreover, the Gov-
ernment were cash purchasers. Consequently
there should have heen some special con-
stderation extended, just as there is in any
eommereial enterprise where purchases are
made on a wholesale scale.

Mr. Mann: Was it a combine?

Hon. W. D. JOIINSON: It was & com-
bine of briek producers and they were oper-
ating for the purpose of exacting a maxi-
mum result from the publie irrespective of
quality and everything else.

Mr. MANN: And the department joined
up with the combine.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Agpin, there
was a searcity of bricks at the time.

Hon. (. Taylor: There is a searcity now.

Hon. W. D. JOENSON: The Government
were not able to obtain the quantity of
bricks that thevy desired and work was de-
laved to such an extent that it was eonm-
sidered some action should be taken. The
dual position existed of an excessive price
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compared with the guality of the bricks, and
the fuct that that price was the price
charged to buyers of small quantities. The
(iovernment had trouble in getting the num-
ber of bricks they needed, and it was, there-
forve, decided, in view of the fact that a
workers’ home seheme was being icitiated,
that brickworks should be started. The ques-
tion was not rushed into; it had grave con-
sideration, Txpert olficers of the depart-
ment were consulted and certain difficulties
that were coustantly arising were submitted
to them for an expression of opinion as to
how best to overcome them. The result was
that in the public interest it was deemed es-
sential to start the manofacture of bricks.
There was no desive to attempt to produce
all the bricks that were reqnired hy the com-
munity. Other people were manufacturing
and are still manufacturing, bricks. It is a
strange position that private enterprise will
not try to meet (he public demand for this
commodity.

Mr. Thomson: That is because there is
so much competition from the Government.

Mr. Lindsay: The cost comes out of the
pockets of the taxpayers.

Hon. W. D. JOHUNSON: The lLon. mem-
ber will misrepresent the position. The tax-
payer bas never contributed one penny to-
wards these works; they have all slong been
eonducted at a profit.

Mr. Lindsay: Dv they pay income tax or
land tax, or any kind of taxation?

Hon. W. D. JOFINSON: They contribute
to the general revemue considerably more
than do the private manufacturers ¢f brieks.

Mr. Mann: Nonsense.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask mewmbers not to
enter wpon a general discussion on Stafe
trading.

Mr. Thomsou:
ting.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: All T ask is that
members should he fair, If they will take an
ordinary dommetcial balanee sheet and ap-
ply to it a financial investigation, then ob-
tain the balance sheet from the State Brick-
works and deal with it similarly, they will
find that the State is fulflling eonditions
identieal with those imposed upon private
mannfacturers, and that the Stafte works
are showing advantageously in comparison.

Mr. Marn: Are thev selling any cheaper
than private enterprise?

Hon. W. D JOHENSON. Thut is not a
congideration in regard to the manufacture
of bricks. The responsibility of the Govern-
ment iz .0 supply bricks to rthe genersl

That is what we are get-
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public at a minimum of cost eovimensurate
with a proper relurn to the Lreasury for
the capital invesied. They have no right
to operate a trading coneern at a loss, but
at the same time when a trading concern
is establiched for the protection of the
publie, w-: should not impose upon the public
& charge loyond what is neeessary to work
fhat concern at a profit. There has been
so mueh wisrepresentation shout the matter
by members and by the Press that what I
desire to Jo at this stage, as one who was
connected with the introduction of the brick-
works, i3 te point out that the brickworks
were pot cstablished with the dasire merely
to create a socialistic concern; the brick-
works wore decided upon for tle purpose
of protecting the public against exploita-
fion. Since their establishmens they bave
been & wonderful protector in that respect.
They regulate what is a reasonsble price to
charge for bricks and because of the superior
management they are producing bricks at
# price wth which private enterprise can-
not comp~le. Tt has been said vhat, because
of some State subsidy, the works are not
attempting to fulfil the puklic requirements
in regard to bricks. That is not true. The
State has contributed nothing towards this
business concern. 'What the State has Gone
has been to lead the way in regsrd to econ-
omical manufacture. The equipment and
the management alone make it impossible for
private enlerprise to compete.

Mr. Stubbs: If your argument is sound,
why not :ocialise every indusfry from one
end of tha State to the other?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am desling
with brickworks only; I will not be drawn
away to (Jdeal with socislisation generally.
Moreover. T de not think it necessary to go
into that phase of the question. All I want
rembers to realise is that lo-day we have a
trading concern that was established to fulfil
& definite function and that it has done so.
It bas regulated the price of bricks and
kas mat:unlly inereased the production of
hricks. This cannoet he disputed, that events
confirmed the decision of the time. that it
was essential in the public interest to bring
these works into existence. I want members
to appresiate the fact that State enterprises
are not -art of the Government poliey be-
yond the fact that they ere estallished as a
means of protecting the public against ex-
ploitation. State enterprises are a com-
mercial revolution.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Munn: That is why they charge ihe
same price as the other traders.

Hon. W. D, JOENSON? I do not know
what prize is being charged; all 1 do know
is that they are supplying a public need
and that it is appreciated is shown by the
fact that State bricks are always in greater
demand than the supply available. There-
fore, instead of the Government being in-
fluenced vy members to limit this part of
State trading, they shounld be encauraged to
inereage it, because the quality of the manun-
factured article gompares more 1lan favour-
ably with the article produced by private
enterprise. The equipment enables the
brieks te be turned out at a lower priee, and
the general management is so economical
that it has enabled the works to do a publie
service. Whatever members may” think, and
there has been a lot of reckless talk in re-
gard to a Government subsidy and all that
kind of thing, the works were established
for the punrpose of protecting the publie
and they have fulfilled the task for which
they were brought into existence.

MR, SAMPSON (Swan) [6.0]: I am
sorry the member for Guildford (Hon W.
D. Jolmson) has not given us some more
information, since he started on this subject.
1 do not Lnow that there is so very mueh in
the feeliuy of harmony existing in the State
Briekworks, T heard last year that there
was a gad deal of trouble, or at least a
good deal of dissatisfaction, prevailing
there. I had no intention of referring to
that matter, but in view of the cireumstances
the statement that everything i= going on
smoothly and swimmingly should not be
allowed L> pass.

Mr. Punton: The brickworks employees:
lave a smoke soeial onee s month.

Mr. SAMPBON: That may telp. Dis-
putes arive in various indnstites, and I
understan t that the State Brickworks have
not beer altogether exempt {irom them.
Those w.rks have a big pull over other
treickworks. It has frequently been stated
Lere that Stale bricks are specified for cer-
tain jobs.

Mr. Themsen: For all Government jobs.

Mr. SAMPSON: If a dorble-presced
briek is reqnired, why should not any make
he aceepte® so long as the qnality required
by the Chief Architect is there? T do not
know thst there is mny partirnlar virtoe
sbout State Lricks. I firmly helieve that
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the estabhiehment of the State Brickworks
has had the effect of discouraging private
persons from embarking ¢n the industry,
since thev eonld not but feel evneerned as
to the presibility of great cxtensions of the
State enterprise bringing about such com-
petition as they would not be able to stand
up neainst.  When the State Brickworks
were stavled, it was claimed that bricks
would, as a result, be made available at a
considerab!y reduced price.

Mr. Taomson: At 38s. per thousand.

Mr. SAMPSOXN: I believe someone in
an excess of enthusiasm said they would
be produred at 25s. per thousand with
the wonderful labour-saving machinery
which was to be installed. The establish-
ment of the State Brickworks seems to have
had a bad eifeet on private enterprise. I
bave no hesitation in saying that I see no
great virtue in establishing a State indusiry
where 2 number of privaie persons are al-
ready engaged. Surely the function of Gov-
ernment is to govern, and not to enter into
compelition with people who are earrying on
industries. If the principle of State in-
dustry is to be continued and extended, then
no one engaged in any industry whatever
can feel a great degree of eonfidence in the
future. There must always be the fear

_that the Government will step in and com-
pete. That state of things must prove dis-
astrous From the standpoint of the Treasurer.
One has only o examine the figures of the
State trading concerns to realise that from
their inception, taken by and large, they
have shown deficits. ~

The CHAIRMAN: I will ask the hon.
member to keep to the subject of the div-
ision,

Mr. SAMPSON: Speaking of State trad-
ing concerns, I suppose I can deal with tbe
State Brickworks as an example.

Mr, Sleeman: You were in favour of State
trading the other night.

Mr. SAMPSON: 1 do not wish to be
drawn from the subject. Personally I think
the less said about State trading concerns,
the better. In my opinion it is a great pity
that we have any State trading concerns at
all. I may contemplate the manufacture of
bricks by the State with some complacency,
but if the Government entered into the in-
dustry with which I am coneerned, I would
feel as anxious as those who ate now en-
gaged in the brick-making industry or in the
business of manufacturing implements. How-
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ever, I do not intend to deal with that aspect
further, Mr. Chairman. I repeat, there 1s
no great virtue in having established State
Brickworks or, for that matter, any other
State trading concern. Another point to
which reference has not yet been made is
the statement, uncontradicted so far as I
know, that the output of the State Brick-
works passes through the hands of some
other eoncern and is thus to a certain extent
ander control.

MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [6.7]: I
have listened with much interst to the most
eloquent defence put up by the member for
Guildford (Hon. W\ D. Johnson) on behalf
of the State Brickworks. That hon. mem-
ber would Iead one to believe that the peo-
ple of Western Australia had been in dire
straights because of a brick combine which
waould not supply them with bricks. e
even went so far as to say that one of the
reasons why the State Brickworks were es-
tablished was that the Government were
large users of bricks and wanted them at a
cheaper rate than that at which they were
available to the average eitizen desirous of
pulting up a home. What a wonderful -ar-
gument to put up in faveur of State trad-
ing! The ordirary cilizen who wants . {o
build his little cottage is to pay more than
the Government!

Hon. J. Cunningham: The hon. member
is not right. The private citizen does net
pay any more than the State. -

Mr. THOMSON: I am dealing witk the
remerks of the member for Guildford as to
the reasons for the establishment of State
Brickworks,

My. Mann: That is what the member for
Guildford said.

Mr. THOMSON: The member for Gulld-
ford was a member of the QGovernment that
esthblished the State Brickworks. I am pos-
itively amazed at such an argument being
put forward by any supporier of State
trading. On the one hand it is said that
the public must be protected from a combine
of private brickmakers who are out to ex-
ploit the pablic. But when the Government
want to erect buildings, they, if you please,
mast be placed, as regards the supply of
bricks, on a plane much more advanfag-
eous than that ceenpied by ordinary citizens,
Tn season and out of season we have been
told by the supporters of State trading that
these concerns are established in the inter-
ests of the people. The ery is, “We are
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out to proteet the poor working man whe
wants to build a cottage; we want to see
that be gets cheaper commodities.” By
way of comparison 1 propose to quote an
instance of Government trading. I want to
show the policy of these State trading con-
eerns which have been brought into being
to proteet the public from the rapaecity of
private traders. I know of a State trading
concern

The CHAIRMAXN: Does the hon. mem-
ber’s iltustration deal with bricks?

Mr. THOMSON : It will deal with bricks,
It is comparable. 1t is an example of what
can happen as regards State bricks.

The CHATRMAN: T want the hon. mem-
ber to keep to the division.

Mr. THOMSON: I am dealing with State
trading concerns.

The CHAIRMAN: The question before
the Committee is State Brickworks, £32,844.
I would like the hon. member to keep to
that,

My, THOMSON: I lope, Sir, you will
allow me the same latitude as was granted
to other members.

The CHAIRMAN:
other members to order.

Mr. THOMSON: ‘But the member for
Guildford made his statements, and I think
we should be allowed to reply to them.
Throughout his speech that hon. member
extolled the wonderful benefits which West-
ern Australia has derived from the estab-
lishment of the State Brickworks. On the
other band, I wish to point out that the
State Brickworks have been detrimental to
Westorn Australia. ‘I desire to give an illns-
tration regarding a trading concern from
which a gentleman had been at the trouble
of obtaining a quotation. He received a
written quotation from a Government de-
partment. Eventudlly he was notified that
a tender he had put in was accepted, that
his was the lowest tender. Fortunately for
-himself, before signing the contract, he
placed his order with the State trading con-
cern referred to. The State trading concern
turned round and said they would not aec-
cept the order. I ean verify that statement
because my firm happened to be the
one that reeeived the quotation. The
State trading econeern absolutely repudiated
.their own quotation.’ No private firm would
have done what the State trading concern
did. And State trading concerns are brought
into heing for the purpose of protecting the
interests of private ecitizens! I want to

I repestedly called

{ASSEMBLY.]

be gquite fair to the Honorary Minister
in charge of this division. My illustra-
tion does not apply to the State Brickworks.

The CHAIRMAN : You ceriainly gave
me to understand that it did.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 said it applied to a
State trading concern, not that it applied
ip the State Brickworks. At a later stage
I shall be able to supply definite inforina-
tion with full details.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member gave
me to understand that he was going {0 eun-
nect his illustration with this particular
division, I shonld like him to do 30 in
future,

Mr. THOMSON : 1 was giving an illustra-
tion relating to State trading eoncerns
which are brought into being, allegedly, to
protect the interests of the public. We
find them doing things which, if done by
private concerns, would lead to consider-
able talk about ‘‘rapacious combineg.” T
admit qunite frankly that the State Brick-
works are showing a profit. I do not know
of any other business which is in so favour-
able a position as the State Brickworks.
The Government are spending large sums
of money in the counstruetion of publie
huildings. I do not say that the principle
adopted by the Government is wrong, but
we do find that for the great majority of
public bnildings, irrespective of how far
away they may be from Perth, State bricks
are specified. Any private citizen enjoying
the same opportunity as the State Brick-
works to supply the enormous number of
bricks required for the construction of
huoildings, eould equally show a profit. 1
believe that if the business were thrown
open to public competition, a number of
new brickworks would be established here.
I have diseussed the matter with men
actively interested in the industry, and they
declare that they will not spend one penny
more while ‘there is danger of the Govern-
ment stepping in and utilising the finaneces
of the State in competition with them. The
member for Guildford said that private
enterprise could not possibly compete with
the equipment of the Government. Of
rourse it could not.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. THEOMSON: Before tea I was deal-
ing with the remarks made by a previous
apeaker, who said the establishment of the
State Brickworks had been of great benefit
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{0 the public. T have very grave doubis
about that.. In my opinion, instead of the
establishment of those works being of

benefit to the pablic it has resulted in pri---

vate owners refasing to extend their works.
To quote the statement made by the mem-

ber for Guildford (Hon, W. D. Johnson),
those owners do not feel themselves to be-
in a position to extend their works, believ---

ing that it is impossible te compete with a
Government concern. The State Brieck-
works are peeculiarly and favourably situ-
ated. The (iovernment erect large baild-
ings, including reilway stations, all over
the State.

The CHATRMAN: I ask the hon. mem-
ber to keep to the question.

Mr. THOMSGON: T am saying that when
conntrnetmg a railway station the Govern-
ment speeify the nse of State bricks, and
will not have privately nmanofactured

briecks, even though they be of excellent

quality. Therefore the State Brickworks
enjoy an assured market,
citizen, being in the same position, did not
show a profit it would be only as a resalt
of infernally had wanagement. The mem-
ber for Guildford says that the machinery
and faecilities at the State Brickworks are
right up to date. That heing so, the bricks
should be turned out at a lower cost than
could be done at a private plant. The pri-
vate manufacturer cannot horrow money as
cheaply a< can the Government, Moreover,
he has to pay rates, and if he makes any
profit he has to pay also income tax. And,
these days, he has to pav land tax as well.
It means that the State Brickworks are in
a much happier position than is any private
firm. The member for Guildford contends
that splendid results have acerned from the
establishment of the State Briekworks. I
say it would have heen better for the State
if the money expended on the State Brick-
works had been used to open up and
develop agricultural lands. There would have
been more private brickworks supplying the
requirements of Perth but for the State
Briekworks. Private enterprise is unable
to profitably compete against the Clovern-
ment coneern.

Hon. W. .J. George: None of the private
manufacturers has made much profit.

Mr. THOMSON: T am well aware of that.
There was a proposal to purchase the
Cardiff Brickworks and form a company,
but when the promoters approached pro-
spective shareholders the latter said, “Not

If any private
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on-yeur life;.not while we have the State
Brickworks to compete;;against.”” So the
plant lay idle for a considerable time.

Hon. W. J. George: Also there was not
then the same demand for brieks. That
cpetated "against the ‘Btate Brickworks for
a hiinber of years. '

My "THOMSON : The member for Guild-
ford endeavoured to convey that the aetion
of the then Cloveinment in establishing the
State Brickworks had, resulted in wonderful
benefit to the commanity. He said there
was at that time a combine preventing the
poor working man from geiting his bricks
at a reasonable price, apd that one of the
chief reasons why thg. works were estab-
lished was that the (rovernment wanted a
huge uantity of bricks . at a price below that
then -obtaining.

Hon. W. J. George "1 think they were
misled as to the price at the start.

Mr. THOMSON: No doubt. The then
Government thought that by establishing a
State Brickworks they would redoce the
price ‘of bricks to about 25s. per thousand.
If the- establishment ' of the State Brick-
works has resulted in any benefit at all,
it has been o benefit to only the metropoli-
tan area; for the price of the State bricks,
by the time they have been transported o
country towns, rendets their use entirely
unpiofiteble.  As T say, the only henefi
acerning from the State Brickworks has
acerued to those Iiving in the metropolitan
area.

Hon. W. J. George : About half the
population of the State is living in the
metropolitan ares.

Mr. THOMSON: But it is not the half
produecing the wealth of the Sfate. All
people resident in the metropolitan area are
actually living on those producing wealth
in the country distriets.

Hon. W. J. (ieorge: They are mutnally
dependent, one on the other.

Mr, THOMSON : T do not know that those
employed in city stores or in the State Brick-
works are contributing muoeh to the wealth
of the State. Thé actual wealth being ere-
ated—1 refer now to the speech of the Min-
ister for Lands and {o the speech of the
Treasurer when introducing his Budget;
both alluded to the bountiful harvest.

The CHATRMAN: I ask the hon. member
to get down to the cuestion before the
Chair. We do not want a diseussion, either
of the hountiful harvest or of the Budget.
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AMr. THOMSON : I was abont to use that,
only by way of comparison. The establislk-
ment of the State Brickworks has not been
beneficial to the State. However, I will not
labour the guestion any more, for it is the
policy of the Government to carry on those
works, and so it is of no use kicking against
pricks. Still I contend that the money spent
in the establishment of those works—I am
prepared to admit that they have supplied
large quantities of first-class bricks to the
publie; it is the principle ¥ am dealing with.
If the State had no* entered upon the manao-
facture of bricks, possibly some of the
smaller yards that bave since closed down
would have continued in operation.  The
(Government, by specifying State bricks in
all their buoilding contracts, narrowed the
market for the private wmanufaeturer. On
both sides ot the railway between Midland
Junetion and Bellevue there is a number of
deserted brickworks. Some may say they
were worked out, but judging by the appear-
ance of the adjacent clay deposits it seems
to me there was years of work ahead of
those kilns. On one oecasion I spoke to Mr.
Kealy on the subjeet. He said, “It is simply
because we eannot compete against the Gov-
ernment. It doesn’t matter a damn to them:
whether they lose money or make money,
they still carry on. 1 am in the industry
to make money, and since I eannot do that
I will get ont of the business and leave it
to, the Government.”

Hon. W. J. George: His works being close
to Perth, he had all the advantage of cheap
freights.

Mr. THOMSON: But there was also the
freight to pay on his firewood eoming in
from s distanee; and he had many other
difliculties. Asg the wmember for Toodyav
{Mr. Lindsay) has just pointed out, he also
had to pay taxes, which the Government did
not have to do.

Hon. W. J. George: If he had no income,
he would not have to pay income tax.

Mr, THOMSON : That is so, but if he sus-
tained a loss on the manufacture of bricks
year after vear, whatever capital he had in-
vested in the industry would soon disappear.
On the other hand, if a State trading con-
cern incars a loss, the taxpayers have to
make it good. That is the difference hetween
private enterprise and State enterprise. If
the State brickworks did not show a profit,
no other State industry could do so, becanse
Government eontractors are in the position
of being eompelled to use State-made brieks.

[ASSEMBLY.]

We can only discuss the position of these
enterprises; we cannot do more than enter
a protest. One member has given his ideas
of the beneficent resulis that have accrued
to the people from the establisbment of these
works. My desire has been to show members
that there is another side to the picture, and
that State trading concerns are not in the
interests of the country.

MR. MANN (Perth) [7.47): I would not
have spoken ou these estimates had it not
been for the extravagani and inconsistent
statements made by the member for Guild-
ford (Hon. W. 1. Johnson). That gentle-
man opened his address by saying that
State enterprise was not part of the policy
of the Government in which be was a Min-
ister, and that it was brought into operation
only in extreme cases. He went on to say
that State enterprise was a revolution in
the commercial world jusi as was a strike
in the industrial world. He patted himself
on the back for having heen the originator
of the State briekworks, which he sajd were
cstablished to smash a combine that was ex-
ploiting the publie.  The facts, however,
were just the reverse. The private manu-
facturers were selling their bricks to the
small contractors at a certain price, and the
Government stepped in and demanded that
they should be supplied with bricks at a
reduced price. It was the Government of
which the member for Guildford was a
member who wanted to be the exploiters.
The Government of the day wanted to ex-
ploit the manufacturers, and because the
manufacturers refused to give a special
price to the Government, they, aceording to
the member for Guildford, in the interests
of the people were forced to establish State
brickworks. The hon. member went on to
say that State enterprises were started with
a view to providing a better and more
economical way of conducting business. It
is known that for years the Armadale brick-
works were only half finished, and not unti
the present Minister for Works took charge
were they completed. Yet the member for
Guildford patted himself on the baek and
claimed that he brought into operation a
more eeonomical enterprise that revolution-
ised brick manufacture.

Mr. Davy: And there has been a short-
age of bricks ever sinee

Mr. MANN: The member for Guildford
said the Government stepped in only when
private enterprise had failed.
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Mr. Latham: There have been more fail-
ures since the Government stepped in.

Mr. MANN: The Minister for Works will
be able fo call to mind an oceasion when
one of his constituents had entered into a
large contract for a brick structure. He
had brought experts from overseas to under-
take its erection, and they were standing
idly by for weeks owing to s dearth of
brieks. The Minister for Works had some
force behind him, but even he was unable
to get bricks from the State works. He
saw me and I went with him to a private
manufacturer, from whom the contractor
was able to get the bricks he required. I
wmention this to show that the member for
Guildford was wrong when he said that
State enterprise was brought into opera-
tion only when private enterprise had
feiled. The member for Guildford argued
that there was a combine who were ex-
ploiting the public. If there is one man in
this State who is admittedly a fair em-
ployer and a fair trader, it is the largest
manufacturer of bricks, Mr. Law. There
is not & member of this House who does not
hold that gentleinan in respect. I refuse to
accept the hop. member’s statement that
that gentleman was a party to exploiting
the public. If the Government, when they
started the State brickworks, did it to
break down s combine that was exploiting
the public, why did they not keep their
price well below that of the private mann-
facturers? Did they offer bricks at a lower
price? No. They joined up with the pri-
vate mannfacturers and became c¢o-exploit-
ers, part of the eombine, and sold at the
same price and exploited the same custom-
ers in the same market. The speeches of
the member for Guildford are generally
logical, but to-night he was illogical and
inconsistent from beginning to end.

Mr. Lindsay: There is no doubt he was
a bit out of sorts to-night.

Mr. MANN: I know that we cannot in-
terfere with these Estimates and I probably
should not have spoken but for the extrava-
gant statements of the mwember for Guild-
ford. He told us that there was no connee-
tion between the establishment of brick-
works and the establishment of sawmills,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must not disenss State sawmills.

Mr. MANN: We have always been led
to believe that brickworks and other enter-
prises were established by the State to
police industry and see that the public ob-
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tained a fair deal. Can it be suggested
that the public ure getting a fair deal when
precisely similar prices are being charged
by the Government eoncerns?

Hon. G. Taylor: Prices are higher than
ever.

Mr. MANN: Yes, prices have gone up
year by year.

Mr. Lindsay: And still there is a short-
age of bricks.

Hon, W. J. George: It was impossible
to prevent wages from rising.

Mr, MANN: I do pot suggest that it
was possible.

Mr. A. Wanshrough: You would not
have the Government run their enterprises
at a loss, womld you?

Mr. MANN: T wish to show that the
State brickworks have been of no serviee
whatever to the people.

Mr. Thomson: Hear, hear!
point.

Mr. MANN: They have never supplied
brieks at 1ls. per thousand less than have
private manufacturers. Where, then, docs
assistance to the people of the State come
in? If it is contended that the brickworks,
as a State enterprise, help to swell the
Treasury figures, there may be something
to say for them, but when it is eontended
that they were established to police the in-
dustry and protect the people, and when the
(Government have raised their prices and
sold under conditions exactly similar fo the
private manufacturers, it is patent that the
State brickworks have not served the pur-
pose that the hon. member elaimed for them.

Mr. Davy: The State brickworks do not
pay income tax or rates and taxes,

Mr. MANN: That is my concluding peint.
Private enterprise bas to operate under the
same arbitration award as do the State
brickworks. Tt bas to pay income tax or
dividend tax; it has to pay land tax and,
in fact, evary form of taxation applicable
to the industry, while the State works pay
no taxation at all.  Notwithstanding the
fact that the State works pay no taxation,
they do not sell bricks one penny cheaper
than do private manufacturers. Wherein,
then, lies the benefit that the member for
Guildford claimed had resulted from the
egtablishment of State brickworks by the
Government in which he was Minister for
‘Works? The bon. member claimed that the
brickworks had been inmangurated to bring
about more economical production, Yot

That is the
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the brickworks were left unfinished for
years.

Hon. W. J..George: They required an-
other kiln.

Mr, MANN: Yes, the other kiln did make
rroducticn wiore eeonomical, but the hon.
wember who suggested that he was the he-
ginning and end of excellence n orgaunisa-
tion failed to do his job., If the member
for (tuildford is going to defend every State
trading ¢oncern on the same grounds as he
has adopted to-night, the (Government would
be quite ,ustified in closing dywn all the
State trading concerns at once or dispos-
ing of them, for the simple reason that they
are not wevving the purpose for whick iley
were estahlished,

MR. STUBBS (Wagin) [7.56]: Ta dis-
cuss intelligently the division pow hefure
us, it would he necessary to ascertain ex-
actly how much eapital is invested in the
State brickworks.

Hon. . Taylor: I think it is £3S,000

Hon. -J. Cunningham: The amount is
£40,080.

Mr. STUBBS: 1 do not intend to dis-
cuss the merits or demerits of State trad-
ing eoncerns, becanse I daresay that if T
attempted to do so, I should be called to
order. However, you, Mr. Chairman, have
been kind enough to allow other members a
certain amount of latitude, and I hope you
will he equally kind to me. I do not care
twopenee which Government estallished the
State trading coneerns, or whirh Govern-
ment continned them afterwards. Both were
wrong and ir my humble opinion did not
cdo the -izht thing in the interests of the
Fnblie. A'thovgh it may be charged against
me that T sat behind a Government that
continned to earrv on State brickworks
when there was an opportunity to dispose
of them, I am deadly opposed to them, and
I consider that the later government were
equally to blame with the Government that
established them.

Mr. Teesdale: Did they have ¢ chance to
cell them?

Mr. STUBRS: They did not try to sell
them.

Hon. W J. George: Go on!

Mr. STTRBS: If they did, they could
not have tried very hard. Therefore it is
of no nse members on this side of the House
glang-whanging the Government for con-
finuing State tradine concerns, and brick-

[ASSEMBLY.]

works in parttenlar, beeause they had an
opportunity to try to dispose of them and
did not avail themselves of it. I decline to
be a hypoerite. I supported a Government
that contimued Stete trading con:erns when
they should have sold them.

Mr. Tescdale: You would net have had
the Govornment sell them for .. song.

Mr. STTUBPS: I would not cave a hutton
what thev werc sold for. 1t was not in the
hest inter.rts of the State to coiutinue them.

Mr. Teesdale: And wou'd nat we have
keard of it i we had dispased of them for
thitty hoh apiesce?

Mr. S81'"'BBS: The Honorarv Minister
has been kind enough to tell us that £40,000
ig invested in these works. The interest on
fixed and working capital is £1966. Tf a
private individual had £40,000 invested in
similar works, the rate of interest would be
at least 7 per cent., which would amount
to £2,800 anrnatly. He would be a very
foolish men who did not write five or 10
per eent. off the £40,000 every year for wear
and tear on rachinery. Any nember who
understands business will agree with that
contention.  Allowing £2,800 for interest
and £4,000 for depreciation we huve a total
of £6,807, wtich is a considevably lnrger
sum than the Government propose to write
off The estimated amount to he contri-
huted to Consolidated Revenun is £6,000,
which the management expect t¢ abtain from
the sale of £40,000 worth .f hricks.
Working expenses and salaries run into
about £30,000. No private company ecould
carry on business on those lines. Tf it did
it would soon be in the bankruptey ecourt.
If, as the member for Guildford stated. the
brickworks were established for one definite
purpose, and they have achieved that object,
the time has come to consider whether they
should not now be disposed of. Sometimes
the establishment of industries carried on by
the State is justified. just as in a case of
emergency when war broke ont, but to con-
tinue carrying them on year after year will
have the effect later on of eausing people
with money to refrain from putting it into
enterprises of this kind lest the Government
shonld enter into competition with them,
These hrickworks have been in existence for
10 or 12 years. We are told by the member
who has ehampioned their eanse, that they
were established to provide a long-felt want.
Can any fair-minded memher say that we
have not now sufficient private enternrise
and fair-minded business people in the State
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to supply all the bricks necessary for Wesl-
ern Australia 4t a reasonable rate and with-
cut robbing the people? If it is logical to
carry on these brickworks now it would be
equally logical to soecialise every industry in
Western Australia.

Myr. Thomson: That is what the Govern-
ment are aiming at.

Mr. STUBBS: Everyone wounld then be
working for the Government. I must say
that on more than one oecasion the present
Government, when they found a certain
trading eoncern was being carried on at a
loss, closed it down.

Hon. G. Taylor: That was in the ease of
the fish shops.

Mr. STUBBS: I rose as s humble unit in
Parliamentary life of this State to say that
the time is now ripe to dispose of this trad-
ing eoncern. I also wish to say that the
Government whieh established these concerns
and that which carried them oh were
eqnally guilty, I do not care twopence who
established them. The profits alleged to have
been made this year are not commensurate
with the amount of capital involved in the
brickworks. 1 ask the Government to watch
carefully the cost of produetion, and see
whether they are justified in eontinuving to
run their State brickworks in opposition to
those of private enterprise,

MR DAVY (Weat Perth) [85]: I am
sorry the member for Guildford, who started
a fight or controversy, should have then left
the :Chamber, for I should have liked to have
a shot back at him.

Mr. A. Wanshrough: He is not far away.

Mr. DAVY: I am not acemsing him of
running away, but I wish he were here.
Even those of us who have been in Parlia-
meunt but a short time realise what a sort of
little Benjamin is represented in these brick-
works in relation to the member for Guild-
ford. He regards them as the piece-de-re-
gistance of his political life, and does not
miss any opportunity to impress upon us
what a wonderful blow he struck for de-
mocracy in Western Australia when he es-
tablished them.

My, Teesdale: He did not tell us that last
month.

Mr. DAVY: But he told us to-night. T
bave always found it difficult to understand
how the hon. member reconeiles his various
attitudes one with the other. He stands for
State brickworks. He told us in his first
speech that I ever heard him utter in the
House that it was not a function of Govern-
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ment to do for the people what they eould
do for themselves, but to do for them what
they could not do for themselves. At the
same time he is a stalwart supporter of the
principle of co-opevation.

Hon. G. Taylor: The standard bearer.

Mr. DAVY: Yes. To my mind, and I be-
lieve to the minds of others who have given
any thought to economies, that is the anti-
thesis of socialism. We find in bim these
three inconsistent attitudes. 1t is not worth
while endeavouring to enter info & lengthy
argnment on the merits or demerits of State
trading, becanse it is not relevant to the
issue before us at the moment, and it has
also been thrashed out over and over again.
We know the arguments on both gides. 'We
have reviewed them, and weighed them aec-
cording to our political eolour. I wish to
make a remark or two with regard to the
State brickworks. 1 am nol making any
accusation, and am not in a position to re-
late as a faet what I will now put forward
as hearsuy evidence placed before me.
Had there been time I would have taken
steps to conlirm what I propese to say now,
or to obtain refutation of it. It reems to
me oo important sn aceusation aguinst the
State Brickworks Department to leave un-
mentioned, even though I am not in a posi-
tion to state these things as facts. Quite re-
ceutly a builder of my acquaintance, whom
I believe to be a straight man, told me he
had & number of workers’ homes contraets,
and that part of the conditions of those con-
tracts was that a certain number of bricks
shonld be bought from the State Brickworks.
That was the condition of his contraet.

Thie Minister for Works: Your friend
sitting next to you introduced that prin-
ciple,

Mr, DAVY: I do not care whether he did
or did not. That is not the point.

Hon. W. J. George: Occasionally T do the
right thing.

Mr. DAVY:

Sometimes even the Min-

_ister for Works does wrong things.

The Minister for Works: Very zeldom.

Hon. G. Taylor. Not in your opinion.

Mr. DAVY: This man assares me—IL
eannot vouch for the accuracy of the infor-
mation—that a large proportion of the out-
put of the State Brickworks is in the hands
of a conple of Perth firms, who are eartage
contractors, but who apparenily have
bought up a large quantity of the output of
the brickworks, .Thiz man informs me that
in order to be supplied with briek=, which
he must have to complete his contruct, he is
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obliged to go to those people and induce
them to let him have a few bricks.

Mr. Thomson: As & favour.

Mr. DAVY: Yes. A condition which,
aceording to him, is placed upon his getting
these bricks, is that he shall buy his lime
from the persons in question. I am not
making that as a statement of fact. 1 have
not yet been able to verify it, but I shall
do so, or have it contradicted. I trust the
Minister will treat my statement as a serious
one. If he finds that my informant is wrong
he must not blame me for having made an
unfounded charge. I am not making a
charge, I told the man in gquestion to put
his statement in writing and give me some
information so that I might check it. I
said if he would do this T would go into the
matter. This uestion has come up earlier
than T expected, but I do not wish to lose
this opportunity to bring it up. I urge in-
vestigation of the matter. In the meantime I
ghall insist upon my informant produeing
evidence to show that these are facts, That
is the chief reason why I rose to speak on
this subject. I cannot, however, subseribe to
the views expressed by the member for
Wagin, when he says that the Government
which ecarried on State enterprises i+ just as
much to blame as the one which started them,
We cannot close down State enterprises with
a stroke of the pencil, If we did that we
would cause a catastrophe. Suppose the
party, of which we on this side are mem-
bers, came into power after March.

Hon. W. J. Geurge: As we shall do.

Mr. DAVY: That is irrelevant to the sub-
jeet. TWe could not, because we disbefieve in
the State Implement Works, close them
down suddenly and throw hundreds of men
out of employment,

Mr. Stubbs: Selt them.

Mr. DAVY: The State Implement Works
cannot be sold in two minutes.

Mr. Thomson: TUnder present conditions
it would be impos=sible to sell them.

Mr. DAVY: The negotiations for sale
must he condncted, as the law stands now,
in full public view. No binding eontract
for sale can he made without the consent of
Parliament.

Mr. Thomson: Of both Honses.

Mr. DAVY: It is necessary to make a
sort of temtative agreement for sale, which
would not bind either party. This is then
submitted to Parliament and everyone begins
to talk about if. Al the faets and figures
are diseussed.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. (. Taylor: And the Government vili-
fied.

Mr. DAVY: Everything is mixed up.
When the subject has been diseussed in this
House it is taken to another place, and if is
torn to pieces from other points of view.
What chance would the Government have,
with the law as it is, of disposing of State
trading comcerns? It would be extremely
difficult to get rid of them. I eannot sub-
seribe to the views expressed by the member
for Wagin when he says that the continuer
is as bad as the initiator. If is somewhat
like the drug habit. Once a person aequires
it, it is diltieult for him to break himself of
if. It is also like protection. We cannot
wipe that out at onee because the result
would be too disastrous. The hon. member
is uncouseiously a little unfair, and a little
erroneous in the statement he has made,
that those who continue these things are as
bad as those who initiate them. Althongh L
am strongly opposed to this particular trad-
ing concern I do urge npon the Minister to
look into the rvmours to which I have re-
ferred.

ME. NORTH (Claremont) [8.14]: Dur-
ing the lnst two sessions [ lisicned closely
to Ministers dealing with various State en-
terprises and public utilities. T Yave noticed
over and over again that there isr a demand
for an extension of some of the earlier
cnterprise<, which are siready -tarved for
funds beeause the State as a whole is over-
loaded with debt. That must noply to the
brickworks. Seo long as we have our eggs
in so many haskets, we have set up the
position «f the Railway Deparlment asking
for four veilways which they cunmot have,
althongh Ministers have told us repeatedly
that thev would willingly approve of the
expenditire of mary hundreds ¢f thonsands
of pounds in other directions, provided
these enterprises were not in existence. T
think that iz a reasonable argoment to ald
to those slready advanced. The State should
limit its interest in these coneern: to reason-
able boun s, even if it meant that they ve-
tained onc or two and made snceesses of
them. T have heard references to the possi-
bility of syending five or six milfion pouvnds
in conneer,on with some activities that would
show a relurr of 10 per cent., and those
remarks have been made coneerning our
railwavs :«nd other aetivities. 7T trmst the
Government will look into this yuestion and
that the Aivision under diseussion will be
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expupged from the Estimates, by mcans of
an efficien{ sale.

MR. LINDSAY (Toodyay) [817]: I
visited the State brickworks in company
with the Minister on the oceasion of the
cpening of the new kiln. I agvee with the
Minister’s action in installing the additional
kiln. The machinery could not turn out
bricks to capacity because there was not
kiln room for burning purposes. The Min-
ister referred to the capital cost of the
works, which he gave as £40,030. I natice
that the interest ¢n the working capital is
given as £1,966. What interest in charged?
If 5 per cont. is charged, which is less than
the rate 1t which we can get momey fo-day,
the amount for interest would be £2000.
It is evident, therefore, that fLe inferest
charge i3 less than 5 per cent.

The Prrnier: It would Le bosed on the
rate of interest at which the money was
Lorrowed for the purpose of that expendi-
tore,

Mr. Thomson: At which rate no private
individua! cowld borrow money!

Mr, LINDRAY : Sinking fund charges are
represented by £106. In the operations of
the State brickworks maechinery is used,
and there is a comstant digging away of
the hill for the purpose of securing clay
and the getting rid of the material nsed for
the briets. In the circumstances, sueh a
gmall provisior for sinking fund struck me
as peculiar, in view of the smoun’ of capital
involved.

Hon., W, .J. Geovge: There i3 a deprecia-
tion reserve of £14,000.

Mr. LINDSAY : That is not shown here.

Hon. W. J Gecrge: It is shown in the
Public Warks Department’ report.

Mr. T"NDSAY: In view of the ather
charges thnt sre indicated, it srems to me
that if cne were to run private Lrickworks,

it wonld he necessary to provide for greater

charges than the Government have disclosed
in these details.

The Premier: Full depreciation is pro-
vided for in the balance sheet.

Mr. LINDSAY: But that is not disclosed
here.

Hon. W. J. George: You will find those
particulars in the departmental report.

Mr, LINDSAY: I was not aware of that.
I thonght from what T eould see, more pro-
wision should have been made to pay back
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the capital cost of the machipery, and of
the clay that has been removed.

HON. J. CUNNINGHAM (Honorary
Minister—Kalgoorlie) [8.201: I do not in-
tend to enter into a discussion as to whether
a previous Government were right or wrong
in establishing State brickworks, but Lo
deal with the period under review. During
the past financial year a new kiln bas been
added bo the works., As the result of that
provision, the output has been considerably
increased. The new kiln was provided
merely fo meet the growing demands of the
publie. It was found that with the former
plant, we could not fully employ the machi-
nery. A large percentage of the original
capital eost of the State brickworks was
allowed to lie idle; hence the determination
of the Government to get the utmost out-
put with the eapital expended on the brick-
works. Despite the references to the opera-
tions this evening, during the past 12
months, and prior to that year, the works
proved useful in the interests of the metro-
politan area. A large percentage of the
output from the brickworks has been used
in connection with the ereetion of publie
buildings outside the metropolitan area.
The name gained by the works is such that
sales are made in different parts of the
State because we produce high-class pressed
bricks only.

Mr. Latham: As a matter of fact, you
eannot cope with all the orders.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM. : We do not
enter into eompetition with local firms re-
garding wire-cut bricks. At present our
output is booked np for four months ahead.

Mr. Sampson: What is the significance
of not entering into competition regarding
wire-ents ?

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: Daily I am in
receipt of communications from both large
and small contractors urging me to use my
influence with the business manager of the
brickworks to make available supplies
necessary to carry on their undertakings,
The primary object of the establishment of
the works was to supply the Public Works
Department with bricks for building con-
struetion purposes.

Mr. Davy: The member for Guildford did
not say that.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: In addition to
that, any surplus is made available to the
public. We have no fronble in getting
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orders, but our trouble is to cope with those
we receive.

Hon. G. Taylor: There is a seareity of
bricks in the metropolitan area.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: Yes. The mem-
ber for Swan asked why we did not enter
into competition with firms producing wire-
cut bricks.

Mr. Sampson: You forced a number of
those previously engaged in that industry
to eease operations, becaunse they feared the
Government would enter into competition.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: T know of no
Hoffman mill in the State similar to that
operating at the State mill. Onbe kiln elosed
down for repairs and renovation, because
the machinery had become worn out. [
understand the kiln has re-started or is
about to do so. It twrns out pressed bricks.
At present we have not the capacity to
enable us to supply the demands of our
clients.

Mr. Mann: You know that a new com-
pany will start shortly.

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM : There is room
for a new company. The Government are
not jealous, because we are confident we
ean hold our trade.

Hon. G. Taylor: You will bring them into
the amalgamation.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: We can retain
the elients who deal with us. .

Mr. Davy : And many of your elients
have to he elients by the compulsion of law,

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : Not necessarily
s0. Regarding the statement by the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington that a large
percentage of bricks were needed by the
Public Works Department for the construc-
lion of buildings, the provisg he referred
to was inserted in the contraets because it
was neeessary to have a first-class article,
and the best bricks obtainable in the State
are those turned out by the State brick-
works.

The Minister for Works: That is quite
right, too!

Hon., J. CCNNINGHAM : That is the
simple explanation for the inelusion of that
proviso in the contraets,

Mr, Davy: And as a resnlt, the building
of the homes of the people is held up.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: I do not dis-
pute it. I have already stated that we are
booked up with orders four months ahead.

The Minisier for Works: Private enter-
prise cannot supply the demand.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. Davy : Naturally, because private
vnterprise is being pushed out.

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM : Before the
present Government took over the wurks,
150,000 bricks per week were being turned
out; now the weekly output is over 306,000

Mr. Mann: That was due to the addi-
tional plant.

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: 1t was due to
working the plant to its fullest capacity.

Mr. Stubbs: Do you suggest that if the
State brickworks eclosed down to-morrow.
the price of bricks would go up and the
people would be exploited ?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : There is no
possibility of the State works closing down.

Mr. Teesdale: What about a better price
for better bricks?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: The public re-
quire bricks and must have them.

Mr. Davy: Just a3 the opinm fiend re-
quires opium!

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : The member
for Perth made a statement that the State
brickworks had become fused in a combine
for the production of bricks within the
metropolitan area, Had I followed the
advice of the member for Perth, that wounld
have been the position. That hon, member
introduced to me a gentleman who put a
proposition forward, and if I had agreed
to it, what the member for Perth say=s
would have been true.

Hon. G. Taylor; Now we are getting the
facts,

Mr. Mann: He offered to take over the
works$ :

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : The member
for Perth introduced a deputation to me,
consisting of one man, He was an inter-
ested party in connection with the produe-
tion of bricks, I understand he was the
seeretary of the Producers’ Association.
He said, “When you erect the new kilnm,
will you give us a guarantee that the Gov-
ernment will not reduce the price of
bricks ¥’ Of course he could not get that
guarantee. Yet the member for Perth,
knowing these facts, is prepared to charge
the State brickworks with linking up with
the combine and inereasing prices! When
were prices increased?

Mr. Mann: You are not putting the case
quite fairly. You are telling only half the
story.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: [ am not. The
member for Perth made a definite statement.
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Mr. Davy: Half the story is betier than
the whole!

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: [ am telling
the whole story and the member for Perth
knows that is so. That hon. member said
we had linked np with the combine and in-
creased prices. As a matter of fact, prices
have not been increased during the time the
present Clovernment have been in office.

Mr. Thomson: Have the prices been in-
ereased by others in the industry?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: The member
for Perth is entirely wrong. He has no
acted up to his ordinary standard and in-
dulged in a little research work to make
sure of the faets. He has misrepresented
the position altogether, and no one knows
it better than he. The gentleman I referred
to asked for the guarantee that prices would

“not be reduced, I can show the member for
Perth a report taken by a shorthand writer
who was present at the time. If he desires
to see it he may do so. The member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) dealt with this
position in a general way. It is not my in-
tention to follow his example by entering
into a discussion on the general phase of the
question. The member for West Perth (M.
Davy) referred te statements that had been
circulated or made to him and he said tha:
there were one or two persons who con-
trolled the output from the brickworks.
That statement is entirely wrong. There
are people whom the Government appoint to
aet as agents.

Mr. Davy: What are their names?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: Their names
are Bradley and Jenkinson, of the State
brickworks, and we have representatives in
other centres.

Mr. Davy: Do not those people sell lime?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: I am not in-
terested in what they sell. They can sell
bair or horses if they like.

Mry. Davy: Suppose they make it a con-
dition that the people huying bricks must
algo buy their lime?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: The provision
laid down is that in the event of their re-
selling any of the State bricks that they
ghall not charge more than the price those
bricks command at the works.

Mr. Davy: Would the selling of lime be
an infringement of that?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: I am not in-
terested in what business those people
carry on. They ean carry on any business
they like provided they act homourably as

2283

agents in the inferests ol the State DBrick
Works.

My, Davy: If what [ bhave said is troe
would they be acting honourably?

Hou. J. CUNNINGHAM: I do not know
what the hon. member has said. He prom-
ised to go into certain phases of the ques-
tion and advise me later. I can tell the
hon. member that [ have already looked into
accusations similar to those made here and
have found that they were without founda-
tion. 1 do not know thaf it is necessary
for me to go any Further. 1 quite antiei-
pate that when a debate such as this tekes
place an attack will be made, not only on
the brickworks but on the principle of State
trading genecaily.

Mr. Thomson:
pointed.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: I was not, but
I expected the voie to go through withont
discussion. Not one hon. member would
agree to close the brickworks to-day. It
is a known faet that previouns Governments
did not make n single effort to dispose of
that hranch of State trading.

Mr. Thomson: ‘They knew that they conll
not; it was impossible.

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: Everything
was inpossille, necording to the hon. mem-
ber.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
wandering away from the subject.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : It seems {o me
that members speak in this House with their
tongues in their checks.

Mr. Thomson: Not on thiz side of the
House.

The CHALRMAN: The hon, member is
still getting away from the suhject.

Hon. J. CUNNINGUHAM: The Stats
brickworks during last year showed a
profit of £4,805. The total aceumnlated pro-
fits sinee the inception of the works amount
to £13,764. In addition to the payment of
interest to the Treasury, £3,281 was paid
to the credit of Consolidated Revenue, this
being an appropriation of profits jwhich
makes the total peid to the Treasury to-
wards general revenue to the 30th June,
1926, of £9,148.

Hon. G, Taylor: On a £40,000 capital
expenditure.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: The -capital
cost of the works up to the present i
£40,800, but I want the hon. member to
remember that the cost of the additional

You were not disap-
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kiln was approximately £10,000. 'That was
built a year or so ago. The total deprecia-
tion sinee 1914 amounis to £13,835. Of the
profits £6,500 has been invested at the
Treasury and with the interest on that in-
vesiment there has now accumnlated a fund
of £7,442, In addition to the depreciation
fund £774 has been provided as a sinking
fund for the redemption of the loan. The
output of bricks during last year was
11,301,708. It can thus be realised that the
works are run in the interests of the State
and the publie. The works are rendering
good serviee to the State and harmonions re-
lations exist amongst all who are engaged
there. Operations are being carried on with-
ont any frietion, The feeling that exists
there from the manager to the lads is one
of giving the best possible service to the
State. The only difliculty is that the works
eannol cope with the demand made upon
them. XNotwithstanding what may be said
to the contrary, there is ample opportunity
for private enterprise to enter the field of
brick production within the metropolitan
area,

Mr, Davy: Then why don’t they?

Hon. J. CONNINGHAM: The reason is
that until recently the finanees not only of
Western Australia hut of the world were so
dislocated that business men were not in a
position to put large sums of monev into
trading converns such as brickworks.

Mr. Davy: Why into bricks and not into
hoots?

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: Where has
there been any additional large smms of
moeney put inte new boot works?

Mr. Davy: If T want to buy a pair of
boots I get killed in the rush by the people
who want to sell them to me.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: We also know
that a representative of those people, who
are desirons and are about to launch out
in the manufacture of additional bricks, and
a representative tonring the old couniry and
Amerieca with a view to his becoming
familiar with the latest machinery for the
production of bricks., We know what hap-
pened only a few years ago. The building
trade fell off altogether in the metropolitan
aren and the State brickworks eould not get
rid of their production. One of the largest
eustomers of the State brickworks to-day
is a man who stuek to those works right
through those bad days when it was diffi-
cult to dispose of the ontput of the State
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brickworks. 1 commend the vote to the

Committee.
[Blr. Lambert took the Chair.]

Mr. MANN rose to speak.

The Premier: You cannot speak again;
you have already spoken.

Mr, MANN: The Minister did not submn}
the estimates. He merely replied.

The Premier: That does not matter.
He has replied to the debate. You cannot
speak twice on the division.

The CHAIERMAN: 1 understand the bon.
member has already spoken.

Mr. MANN: The Minister said that I
took a deputation to him

The Premier: You cannot get around
it in that way. You can only speak to an
item, '

Mr. MANN: 1 merely wish to say—

The CHAIRMAN: Do T understand that
the hon. member is speaking to item No. 1,
the Manager?

Mr. MANN: By way of personal explana-
tion will you allow me to speak?

The CHATRMAN: I am at a dizadvant-
age as [ have only just taken the chair, hut
I will listen to what the hon. member has
to say.

Mr. MANN: Speaking a little earlier in
the evening I said that the State brickworks
were part of the combine.

The CHATRMAN: Order! I do not think
the hon. member will be in order in dis-
cussing generally the brickworks, He must
speak to an item.

Mr. MANN: The Minister said I took a
deputation to him.

Hon. J. Cunningham: T said that had
I followed the advice put up by the depu-
tation that you presented

Mr. MANN: We expect that at least the
Minister when speaking will not endeavour
to take advantage of his position by telling
onlv half the storv. We expect the Minis-
ter to be honourable and to tell the whole
story.

Hon. J. Cunningham: If the bon. mem-
her is going to persist will T be permitted
to reply to his remarks%

The CHATRMAN : The member for Perth
will appreciate the fact that he has already
spoken and T must ask him not to eontinue,

Mr. MANN: My desire is merely to make
a personal cexplanation.
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The CHAIRMAN : The member for Perth
will appreciate the fact that 1f T allow himn
to make an explanation the Minister will
also desire to make a further explanation,
and so it will go on. 1 ask the hon. mem-
ber to confine his remarks to item No. 1,
the Manager,

Mr. THOMSON: Why is the manager’s
salary £704 for 1925-26 and £550 for the
current financial vear? His responsibilities
have been increased by the installation of a
kiln costing £10.000.

Hon, J. CUNNTNGHAM: The manager
whn was in conirol for a number of years
has retired, and a new manager has heen
appointed. The new manager, for his first
term of 12 months, receives a =alary of
£350. At the end of the year the salary will
come up for revizw.

Hon, . Taylor: Did the former manager
receive £530 for his first year?

Heon. J. CUNNINGHAM: VYes, or else
£500.

Mre, Davy: Is this position under the Pub-
lic Service Commissioner?

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: No.

“Mr. Davy: The salary seems very small,

Item, Salaries, Wages, and Genernl Work-
ing Expenses, including repairs, cte., £30,-
000 :

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister mentioned
the names of vartous agents appointed to
sell the bricks. YWhat commission is being
paid to those agents?

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: I do not mind
allowing the hon. member to know the com-
mission paid, bnt we should have rome re-
gard for the business of the State brick-
works, for the channels through which they
operate, and for all the ramifications of the
underiaking. 1 is not usual io proclaim
publicly such details as rates of eonumnission.
I am prepared to let the hon. member have
the information, hut I constder his question
untair.

Mr. Teesdale: It is not usual to state
publicly the result of a private deputation.

Mz, THOMSOY: We are dealing with a
matter of public expenditure involving £32,-
844, The Committee are entitled to know
how the money is to be expended.

The Premier: That is not the guestion
you asked. Tliere has been no refusal to
give information ahout the £32,000; that is
a different matter.
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My, THOMSON: If commission is being
paid for sale of bricks, is it not included in
the amount of £32,000%

The Premier: No.

Mr., THOMBON: It is usual to give such
information. Surely we have nolhing to
hide. If the CGovernment bave uappointed
agenis, we are entitled to know what com-
mission is being paid to them.

Hon. G. Taylor: I do not think private
firms give such information.

Mr., THOMSON: This is not a private
firm.

Hon. G. Taylor: It is on the same lines.

Mr. THOMSON: We are dealing with
public money. This is the first time sinee I
have beenr a memher of the Chamber that in-
formation has heen refused me. Certainly I
have no ulterior motive. The Minister's
stetement that sapgents had been appointed
prompted me to note down a question ag to
the amount of commission paid, ‘I'he Gov-
ernment publish the name of every officer
employed in the Public Service, together
with the salary paid him; and muny ecivil
servants ohject etrongly to the publleatmn
of that information.

Mr. SAMPSON: The fullest information
should be given to the Committee. How
many times have gibes been uttered here as
to private business arrangements nnd hon-
ourable understandings by means of which
the public are exploited! If the information
degired is not given, an impression may be
created that a considerable sum is paid away
in commissions, Therefore the wtmost pub-
licity is desirable in the interests of all con-
cerned. At a meeting of sbareholders the
cards are laid on the table, and that should
be done in this instance. We are all share-
holders in the State briekworks, many of ns
against our will.

Hon. G, TAYL.OR: Aill we cux demand
from the Minister i5 an assuranee that he is
seiling the bricks on the same commereial
hnes as are adopted by other people. I do
not know that private firms herald forth all
the details of their business.

Mr. Dary: Bt companies tell all their
shareholders, and zll of us are shareholders.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: They tell th.ir share-
holders, but the ehairman of direciors gives
to the Press merely what he thinks enfficient,
Memhers of the Press are not permiited to
altend shareholders’ meetings, nor are
“Hansard” reporters. If we are poing to
probe into the brickworks as is pronosed, T
fear they are not likely to nay. The Gov-
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- ermuent must act on the zame lines as pri-
vate enterprise. l'requently we do noi give
Governments a fair chanee {rom that as-
peet. The Minister should not be asked to
. lay all his ¢ards on the table. If there werc
any question of raseality—-

Mr. Thomson: There is no such question.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: If there were, I would
be the first to open fLire on the (Government.
However, from what 1 can gather the admin-
istration of the brickworks is beine carried
on exactly on the lines laid down by a
Government 1 supporied.

Mr. TEESDALE: 1 disagree with the
previous speaker. - It is extraordinary for
him to charge members with a desire to
probe into the business of the brickworks. 1
object to the reference to possible rascality
as a result of our questions. The Minister
stressed the honourable manner in which the
clav-heaving husiness is conducted, and
gurely he ean allay the execitement by saying
so much per cenf. commmission is paid.
Such information may be found in all bal-
ance sheets. There is nothing wrong in the
questions which have been asked, and refer-
ences to possible rascality are totally unealled
for. I hope the Minister will give the in-
formation desired. Although the State bricks
are said to be the finest made here, they
bring only the same price as other -bricks.

Mr., DAVY: This is one of the most
illuminating discussions I have heard in
Parliament. [t brings home one more of
- the vital defects in State trading concerns

in competition with private enterprise.-

After all, the people of Western Australia
are shareholders in.this concern, and un-
doubtedly all the sharcholders in any con-
cern are entitled to know all the facts about
that coneern. On the other hand, T agree
that in & eompany in which all the share-
holders are also all the consumers, it might
be unwige to let- all the consumers into the
seerets of the concern. So we have in effect
the position that the direciors of the com-
pany, who are the Government of the day,
find it inexpedient to take into their confi-
dence all the consumers, who are also all the
shareholders. It is too ridiculous to expeect
a company that has to tell its shareholders
and consumers alike all its private concerns,
to compete effectually with companies that
confide only in their shareholders.

Mr. THOMSON: Surely the Minister is
going to supply the information asked for.
The State Implement Works bave nothing
to hide, for in their balance sheet we find
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that they pay by way of commission and
discount £5,055.

Hon. G. Taylor: Perhaps the bricks are
in that.

Mr. THOMSON: No, they are not,. We
are entitled to ask what commission the
State Brickworks are paying. If the Min-
ister finds difliculty in telling us the rate
of the commission, perhaps he could tell us
the aggregate amount, as is done in respect
of the Siate Implement Works. Also I
should like to know why one man should
have a eclose reserve of the sale of State
bricks.

Hon. J. Cuonningham: Whe told you
that ¥
The CHAIRMAN: 1 undersiood the

Minister to say he would make the informa-
tion available io the hon. member if he de-
sired it. |

Mr. THOMSON: 1 certainly desire it.
But surely the Minister will supply the in-
formation to the Committee! I cannot be
that he has anything to hide. We are en-
titled to know what proportion of the
£32,000 shown here as working expenses
goes in commission.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : The hon. mem-
ber is now on a different track. He asked
first for the percentage we allow the agents,
but now ha will be satisfled if T tell him
the lump sum. I bave not the figure here.

The Premier: It would have no meaning
if he got it.

Mr. THOMSON: If comuission is being
paid on the sale of bricks, and if it is not
shown in the aecounts, then a proper state-
ment of acecounts has not been rendered to
the Committee.

The Premier:
sheet.

Mr. THOMSON: I have the balance
sheet here, but the information is not given
in it.

The Premier: Is the balance sheet of the
State Implement Works in the report of
the Public Works Department?

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, but no mention is
made of the eommission paid on the sale of
bricks. We are entitled to know the amouni
being paid. Also I want to know why one
or two men are appointed agenis for the
State brickworks,

Hon. J. Cunningham:
that?

Mr. THOMSON: I think the Minister
said there was one in Perth and one in Bun-
burv. The attitude of the Government lead:

It will be in the balance

Who told you
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’ to believe that they do not wish to sup-

F ', the Committee with the information.

°  Hon. J. Cunningham: What do you want
io know for?

Mr. THOMSONX:
know?

Hon. J. Cunningham: Tell me what you
want o know for.

My, THOMSON: I am entitled to know.
The Minister will not give us the informa-
tion. Tt is an astounding state of afiairs,
It leads one to believe the Government are
doing something they do not wish to dis-
elose.

The Premier: Go on, go on. Pursue that
just a little further.

Mr. THOMSON: We can only come tu
that conclusion when they refuse to disclose
simple information.

The Premier: There is no consultative
council*behind us.

Mr. THOMSBON:
the State Brickworks.

My, Corboy: You would deal with them
all right, if you had your way.

Mr. THOMSON: I have asked respect-
fully for the information. I have not shifted
my ground. ]| merely thoughi it would
help the Minister ont of a difficulty if we
were satisfied with the sane information as
is supplied in the balance sheet of the State
Traplement Works.

Mr. TEESDALE: In my experience the
Estimates have never before gone through
so smoothly. There has been no obstruction.
We bave not worked in two-hour shifts, as
we did in one memorable session. We have
let the Estimates go throngh without being
unreasonable, and this is not an ubnreason-
able request. The Minister eounld tell us
the remlt of a private conversation in his
offfes.

Hon. J. Cunningham: It was not a pri-
vate conversation.

Mr. Chesson: It was not private.

Mr. THOMSON: T must record my pro-
test.

The Premier: The hon. member cannot
carry on all night. There is a limit some-
where.

The CHAIRMAN: I understand the
Minister has said he cannof give the hon.
member the information here.

Mr. THOMSON: Very well.
amendment—

That the item be reduced by £1.

Why should I not

We are dealing with

I move an
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I regret having to take this actiom, but it
is the only way we have of raising a pro-
test against the Minister’s refusal to supply
the information asked for. I bave mno de-
sire to hold up the Estimates or to em-
barrass the Government,

The Premier: For goodness sake don’t
worry about embarrassing the Government!
You ean do that as much as you like.

Mr. THOMSON: Why not answer the
guestion?

The Premier:
That's all ahout it.

Mr, THOMSON: There is the position!

The CHAIRMAN: T should like the hon.
member to put his amendment in writing.

Mr. THHOMSON: That is not usual.

The CHALRMAN: According to preced-
ent it is not competent in the hon. member
to move to reduce this Vote. It is not a
matter of Supply, as the Revenue Estimates
are. This is merely a statement of revenue
and expenditure.  Acecording to a raling
given by a previous Speaker, it iz not
competenl in the hon. member to move to
reduce the amount.

Mr. THOMSON: TUnder what Standing
Order is that? .

The CHAIRMAN: It is aceording to a
ruling by a previous Speaker. To put it
in order, 1 rule that the hon. member is not
in order in moving to reduce the Vote.

The Premier: This is only a statement of
estimated expenditure,

Hon. G. TAYLOR : There can be no doubt
about the soundoess of your ruling on that
point, Sir, for we are not in these Esti-
mates asked to voie expenditure. It bears
out my statement to the Speaker last night
and again to-night. These Estimates really
ought mnot to be under discussion. They are
submitted to the House under an Aect of
Parliament, and years ago we drifted into
a discussion' of them because they were for
State trading concerns. I was largely re-
sponsible for starting that diseussion. Still,
the hon. member is not in order in moving
to reduce the item.

Mr. THOMSON:. On the statement made
by the member for Mt. Margaret, I disagree
with your ruling, Sir. You gave as & reason
for =0 ruling that a previous Speaker had
roled that we could not move to reduce
these items. Now we have-a statement by
the member for Mt Margaret, the ex-
Speaker, that it has been the custom to dis-
cugs these Estimates. I maintain that by
virtue of that custom we are entitled to

It won’t be answered.
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disciso this item aud deal with it as we
have done in years gone by,

Tkon, &, Tayler: There is no vote to re-
duce.

"The CHAIRMAN: There is a difference
befween discussing the Estimates and mov-
ing to reduce an amount.
© Mr. SAMPSON: It will be within the
recollection of members——

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Does the
wmember for Katanning desire to disagree
with my ruling?

" Mr. THOMSON: The Premier has stated
that ke will not supply the information, and
according to your ruling we are not in a
position o get it. Having nsked the ques-
tion and been refused, 1 ean do n¢ more,
but if the position is that the Committee,
considering the finances of the State and the
huge expenditure involved in State trading
concerns, cannot deal with the amounts, the
sponer the practice is amended the better.

.Mr. SAMPSON: I remind the Committee
that doring the diseussion on State hotels
in 1923——

The CHAIRMAN: On what ilem is the
hon. member: speaking?

Ar. SAMPSON: On ltem No. 2, salaries,
wugus and: general working expenses, inelud-
ing vepairs, ete., £550. The Committee in
1923 condidered the expenditure provided
for State hotels, and after long discussion
decided to reduce the amount.

Hon. G. Taylor: That was an amount
from Consolidated Revenue.

The CHAIRMAN: I chall not allow the
hon. member to procesed on those lines. He
must confine his remarks to the item,

Mr. SAMPSON: The matter to which I
refer was the salary of one of the inspec-
tors, and beecause of that I consider I am
justified in drawing a comparison hetween
the two items,

The Premier: Are yon disagresing with
the Chairman’s ruling?

Afr, SAMPSON: No.

The Premier: Then you are dikenssing it.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am referring to sal-
sries. A precedent was established in 1823.
The document bhefore us gives details of the
Eatimates of Revenue and Expenditure, and
I submit that unless the amouants are ap-
proved by us—

The CHATRMAN:.I shall not allow the
hon. member to proceed on those lines. He
must discnss the item.

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, SAMPSON: If in the opinion of tt‘
Minister it is unwise that the amounts shoul
be disclosed, we should be given informa-
tion to some extent.

Item, Interest on fixed and working cap-
ital, £1,966:

Mr. MANN: Prior to the expenditure of
# considerable amount of capital for ad-
ditions to the State brickworks, I took to
the Honorary Minister a deputation consist-
ing of the secretary of the Brickmakers’ As-
sociation, who stated that if the Government
would refrain from proceeding with the
additions, the assocviation would establish a
company to produce the bricks that the
Government desired should be made. He
told the Minister that Mr. Law was visiting
England and the Continent inquiring into
the brick industry and the most economical
method of producing bricks, and said it was
hardly fair that private enterprise “should
be expending its eapital when the Govern-
ment were working in opposition. The Min-
ister replied that the Government intended
to proeceed with their extensions. Then the
Minister and the sceretary chatted about the
indastry.

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot allow the
hon. member to proceed on those lines. He
apparently is trying to bring up some past
history of a deputation, and 1 cannot see
that it has any bearing on the subjeet. I
ask lim to confine his remarks to the item.
No good purpose would be served by re-
opening the general diseussion.

Mr. MAXNN: I merely wished to show that
the seeretary was in a position to satisfy the
Minister thai private enterprise would have
provided all the necessary bricks if the Gov-
ermnent bad refrained from making addi-
tions to their works.

Hon, 3. Taylor: There would then have
been less interest to pay.

Mr. MANN: Yes; the Government would
have ineunrred less expenditure and wonld
have had to find less interest, and would
probably have obtained a similar return
from the works. T mention those facts to
show the reason for the deputation to the
Honorary Minister.

Division pnt and passed.

Divisions—State Kerries, £3463 BState

Hotels, £64,637—agreed to.
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Division—State implement and Engineer-

ing Works, £189,593:

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Estimates show
an increase of £2,388 over the expenditure
of last year. We know nothing about last
year’s operations of a huge industry in-
volving a tremendons espenditnre of public
money. Perhaps the Minister is in a posi-
tion to give us an idea whether the works
are being extended to meet the growing
needs of the eountry. More land is being
brought under cultivation, and there should
be an inerease in the output of the works.
An increase of £2,388 does not indicate a
great increase of output. What new
machipres are being made at the works, and
how are they competing with private enter-
prise in the Eastern States or with the
firms that are assembling machines in this
State? The Minister should let us know
bow the works are meeting the require-
ments of farmers in the way of up-to-date
machinery and labour-saving appliances.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Tha
trouble with the State Implement Works
has been that no new capital was provided
to bring the plant up to date.

Hon. G. Taylor: They were started with
bad old plant. i

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Yes,
plant that was quite obsolete. Last year
we provided £10,000 for mew plant, and a
good deal of it is already working. Some
of it eould not be obtained from England
owing to the eoal strike. All we could de
was to obtain quotes for delivery a certain
period after the termination of the strike.
Some of the new machines will rednce the
cost of particular operations by 200 to 300
per cent. )

Hon, G, Taylor: I am glad to hear that,

Mr. Sampson: The new machines could
not reduce the cost by that percentage.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : There
are moulding machines and steam bammers
for heavy wark of which we have hot yet
had delivery. The machines that will re-
duce costs greatly are the plumbing and
woodwork machines. The blacksmiths and
moulding shops will receive attention this
vear, when we hope to provide a similar
amonnt to help bring the plant up to date.
It is useless to expect the works to compete
with the highly developed factories in the
Flast unless modern plant is provided.

Mr. Sampsan: Are you developing road-
making plant or anything of that kind?

80]
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I want
the works to give attention to the manufae-
ture of agrenltural implements rather than
general engineering. They were established
with the idea of {urning out machines
locally instead of importing them from
overseas. That was my idea when I en-
vaged the new factory superintendent, Mr.
Mellor, of the old firm of Mellor’s, who has
becn engaged in manufacturing agricultural
implements all his life.

Hon. G. Taylor: Is he showing resulis?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He has
not yet had time to show results, but he
Lnows his work, and is well fitted for the
job. His father was in the business before
him, and he was in business with his
brother, -

Mr. Sampson :
implement works.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He was
in charge of Shearers’ works at Mannum,
and should know what is required. To
secure improvement, we must equip the
works with, up-to-date machinery so that
they may turn out manunfectures economi-
cally. We in this State have not the massed
production that manufactorers in the East-
ern States enjoy, and if the works are
turther handicapped by obsolete machinery,
we cannot expect them to compete suceess-
fully. Those who know the manager, Mr.
Shaw, are aware that he puts his heart and _
soul nto the work, and does not spare him-
self, ‘

Hon. (. Taylor: He is a very capable
man.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: To ex-
peet him to make the works pay with the
obsolete plant was to expect too much. 'We
propose to change the power plant. An old
steam plant consisting of engines and
boilers has been used, and every time any-
thing went wrong, the whole of the plant
was held up. Electric enrrent is now being
introduced, and eack machine will be run
by separate batteries so that a small stop-
page will not iunterfere with the whole of
the plant. It is estimated that the new
power plant will pay for itself in three
vears, and we shall have the proceeds from
the sale of the old plant to the good. There
is nothing wroug about that. The manage-
ment estimnate that the new plant will re-
sult in a saving of 33 1/3rd per cent. in
power costs. Ik is estimated that the re-
turn from the old plant will be as much
as las to be laid out in the new plant, The

He comes from modern
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manager thinks that with these improve-
ments there should be a far better future
in store for the works. These works have
laboured under heavy difficulties, but T trust
the expenditure of £20,000 on new plant
will place them on a much better footing.

My, MANN: 1 wish to make a suggestion
to the Minister.

Mr. Davy: To close down the works?

Mr. MAXNYN: If we must have these works,
let them be equipped and run to the best
advantage. In other works of this kind the
bonus svstem is instituted as a reward for
ideas of originality. 1t has been faund that
this system tends to more economical work-
ing, for it enconrages men to put forward
snggestions for the betterment of the sys-
tem, and to indicate valuable inventions
concerning different parts of machinery.
When 1 was in Melbourne last I visited
Massey Harris’s works, and | was led to
understand that at McKay’s works at Sun-
shine some extraordinarily nseful ideas were
put forward by the workmen as the result
of the institution of this bonus system.

Mr. Teesdale: It has led to some men get-
ting the sack.

Mr. MANN: Up-to-date managers are
looking for ideas, and would not dream of
dispensing with the services of those who
put them forward.

Hon. G. Taylor: Mr. Shaw would not
do that.

Mr. MANN: Instead of depending only
apon the brains of the works manager and
the general manager, the Minister should in-
duee those who are engaged at the Imple-
ment Works to put forward their ideas, and
give them o bonus according to the value
of those ideas.

Mr. TEESDALE: We have no machinery
in my part of the State, but I took part in
a conversation the other day econcerning
machinery. 1 was interested to hear that
for two or three seasons great objection had
been raised to the State Implement Works
harvester. Tt was admitted that no better
ploughs were torned ont than those at North
Fremantle. and other implements were also
mentioned ag being satisfactory. I won-
dered whether the deficiency that was spoken
of in relation to the harvester wag due to
the inahility of the management to use cer-
tain patents that are requisite for the sme-
cessfol working of sach an implement. Tt
appeara that only in certain details is the
harvester deficient. T am aware that num-
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bers of farmers make a dead sei against
the Stale lmplement harvester. 1t would
be interesting to hear from the Minister it
any attempt has been made this year to dis-
|:ose of that objection, which seems to be
detrimental to the acceptance of an imple-
ment whieh in other respeets appears to be
siitable,

Mr. THOMBON: I am going to be con-
sistent.

Mr. Heron: We would not ezpect it of
you,

Mr. THOMSON: I regret that the State
Implement. Works were ever brought inio
existence. No doubt they were established
with the best of intentions, but had they not
been established, T feel sure that two or
three thriving private implement manufac-
turers would have established themselves in
Wentern Australia. We koow that Metters
cracted a lavge building, and then practic-
ally ceased operations in this direction. Can
the Minister say whether any attempt has
heen made on the part of MeKay's of Vie-
toriz to negotiate for the purchase of the
State Tmplement Works? Unfortunately
the State works have been run at .a loss
ever singe fheir inception. T am not east-
ing any reflection upon the management. 1
have not met Mr. Shaw, but T think he is
doing his best with an obsolete plant. T
am not reflecting upon anvone. The bal-
ance sheet shows that there has been written
off a sum of practically £120,140. T do not
know how this comes to be taken in also as
an asset. Perhaps it is hoped by the intro-
duction of up-to-date plant to recoup the
works for this amount. Ever since ‘these
works were starfed they have been run at
a loss to the State.

Mr. Chesson: Nothing else could be ex-
pected with the obsolete plant on whieh they
were started.

Mr. THOMSON: I have said so. That
does mnot remove my opposition to State
trading concerns. But for these works we
might have had a branch of McKay's or
some other up-to-date machinery manufae-
turing firm established in Western Aunstralia.

Mr. Sleeman: Do von think that wonld
have happened?

Mr. THOMSON: Yes.

Mr. Sleeman: Yon are very optimistic.

Mr. THOMSON: T know it was the ae-
tion of the hon. member and his upion which
materinlly helped to prevent the establish-
ment of snch works here.
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Sleeman: You know nothing of the

THOMSOX: I do know it
Sleeman: You know that it is a lie.
THOMSON: Ii is not a lie.

Myr. Sleeman: It is a lie.

Mr. THOMSON: It is perfectly true.
Mr, Sieeman: You know it is a lie,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The mem-
ber for Fremantle musi desist from making
these remarks.

Mr. THOMSON: The hon. member can-
not put that sort of thing over me. I have
too long been a member of this House to be
browbeaten.

Mr. Sleeman: All your experience will
not stand to yon. It is a lie. .

Mr. THOMSON: I do know

Mr. Sleemar: You know a lot.

Mr. THOMSON: I know that the man-
ager of McKay's Harvester Company came
here, and entered into megotiations with the
local unions.

The Premier: What has that to do with
the State Implement Works?

Mr. THOMSON: 1t has a lot to do with
them.

The Minister for Works: It has nothing
to do wilh this vote,

Mr. THOMSON: If it had not been for
" the State Implement Works——

The Premier: I rise to a point of order.
The hon. member has regaled the House on
four occasions during the last two or three
months with all this matter connected with
MeKay’s and the local anions.

Mr. THOMSON: Do you not like to
hear itf

The Premier: I have some regard for
what is relevant to the matter before the
Chair. If T wandered all over the place in
the rambling fashion followed by the hon.
member, T could talk imterminably upon
-- many questions. The matter of MecKay's
making an agreement with the local unions
has nothing to do with the State Implement
Works. The hon. member is ont of order.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the hon. mem-
ber to confine his remarks to the vote.

Mr. THOMSON: I am dealing with the
State Implement Works.

Mr. Sleeman: This vote has nothing to
do with McKay's.

Mr. THOMSON: I have been too long
a member to he prevented from saying what
T intend to say. I am here to voice my
opinions, in the same way that other mem-.
bers can do. I do not bar them from ex-
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pressing their opinions. We are dealing
with State enterprises, which since their
inauguration have meant the loss of many
thousands of pounds to the State. I am
entitled to disenss this matter, and to draw
comparisons in doing so. But for the es-
tablishment of this trading concern of a
cerfainty we would have bad established
in the State several private manufacturers
of implements. This would not have cost
the State one penny; on the other hand
the revenue of the State would have materi-
ally benefited as the result of the taxation
paid by private enterprises, I, therefore,
regret the extension of the prineiple of
State trading. T do not say the Minister
is not administering the department in the
way he thinks right. I do not say he is not
cllicient in what he is doing. I am opposed
to the principle. It is not in the interests
of the State. It is unfortunate that we
have not gol.

My, Sleeman: It is a wonder you did not
sell those trading concerns when you were
on this side of the House.

The CHATRMAN: Order! T do not in-
tend to allow any further discussion on the
cjuestion as to whether the implement works
vould be s0ld or not, or as to whether
McKay's could have come here or not. The
hon. member must confine himself to the
Estimates of Revenne and Exzpenditure as
submitted on these Estimates.

Mr. THOMSON: I am dealing with that
matier.

The CHATRMAN: I do mot think it is
fair to discuss all these things.

Mr., THOMSON : When interjections
ure made, such as those made by the mem-
her for Fremantle, it is diffieult to refrain
from replying to them. If I do not reply,
it is tantamount to acquiescing in the state-
ment that T am neglecting my duty. I com-
mend “Hansard” to the bon. member. If
he will read it, he will learn what action I
took in the endeavour to induce the Qovern-
ment {o sell these State trading concerns.
The jibes he throws at me are without foun-
dation and unwarranted.

Mr. Sleeman: You did not carry mueh
weight.

Mr. THOMSON: I have the courage of
my eonvictions which is more than can be
said of some members. I am not reflesting
npon any particular individval. It is un-
fortunate that the Implement Works have
meant such a Joss to the State. That has
not been the fault of the management, but
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of the ohsolete plant that was first installed.
The. works have never been in a position to
pay their way. I must be consistent, and
protest against this kind of thing. If I had
not spoken upen this vote, some members
would have said I had raised my voice on
the State Brickworks, but had allowed the
State Implement Works to pass unnpoticed.

The Premier: We know well that yom
will not pass anything.

Mr. THOMSOXN: I stand solidly for my
principles, and insist upon voieing my
views. I wish to be consistent.

Hon, G. Taylor: You ought to move to
strike ont this item.

Mr, THOMSON: If I had my way, 1
would have np hesitation in striking out
these items, but according to the ruling of
the Chair we can only diseuss them, and
nothing more. It is contrary to the rules
of the House for a private member to move
to inerease expenditure that will mean a
levy upon the taxpayers. We are, there-
fore, bamstrung. According to the Consti-
tution, a private member is mot permitted
to move for increaged expenditure.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. THOMSON: 1 am finishing in a
moment.

The Premier:
be obeyed.

'"The CHATRMAN: The hon. member is
not in order in proeceding along these lines.

_Mr. THOMSON: I am endeavouring to
place before the' Committee the diffienlty of
our position. T merely desire to draw a
comparison. We are placed in a diffieult
_position. When dealing with the general
Estimates we cam move to reduce a vote
or an item, but according to the ruling of
the Chairman we are not able to do so upon
any "of these items. We are placed in n
peculiar position. We are here oeenpying
responsible places, and are regarded by the
publie as custodians of the State’s purse.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Surely this is ted-
ious fepetition.

The Premier: This is the fourth time you
have told us all this.

Mr. THOMSON: We are helpless in the
matter. All we can do is to raise our voices
in protest against this additional expendi-
ture or against any partienlar itera that is
placed before us.

Ttem, Wages, Maierials, Stores, Freights,
and Working Expenses, ete,, and expenses in

conneetion with the undertaking generally,
£162.958: .

Order! The Chair shomld
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Hon, G. TAYLOR: The Auditor Gen-
eral’s report states on page 12—

Trust fund. The balance ia included in re-
turn No. 1 as ‘* Trust Fund,’’ total £20,854,306
0s. 5d., of which £2,496,292 13s. 4d. wag unin-
vested, A perusal of the return ghowas the
following debit balances:—Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, main roads, £20,987 16s.; Common-
wealth Government, wire mnetting advances,
£7830 1ls. 8d.; North-West, main road
development, £5,420 19s. 9d.; State Implement
and Engineering Works, £53,766 4de. 44. ...

Does that amount of £53,000 odd represent
the whole of the losses imenrred sinece the
inception of this State trading eohcern, or
is it a loss for one year? What roused my
euriosity was the Auditor General's foot-
note—

The first three are of a temporary nature,

The other items (trading conrcerns) are peren-
wial. The State Trading Concerns Act, 1916,
provides that the money required shall be taken
from the ‘' Advance to Treasurer’’ or a Par-
liamentary apprepriation. As regards two of
the trading concerns {State Implement and
Engineering Works and State Sawmills) the
reason for the overdraft is that sufficient
capital has not been provided. In the other
cages, apart from any shortage of capital, the
earnings have not been sufficient to meet work-
ing expenses, interest, ete.
As regards the trading concern under dis-
cussion, we learn that £189,593 is needed to
earry on the business up to the 30th June
next, the amount representing an increpse
of £2,388 over lgst year’s expenditure. What
I want to know j5 whether the amount of
£53,000 odd referred to in the Auditor Gen-
eral’s report represents the total losses since
the inception of the concern, or last year’s
lose ?

The PREMIER : That amount represents
the whole of the loss, right from the ineep-
tion.

Division put and passed.

Divisions—State Quarries £26,020, State
Skipping Service £221,000, State Sawmills
£923,705—agreed to.

Division—Wyndhem Freezing, Canning,
and Meat Export Works, £334,000:

Item, Advances to Kimberley cattle own-
ers (ineluding purghase of stnd cattle and
herd bulls}, £10,000:

Mr. LATHAM: How is the amount of
£10,000 made up?

HMon. T. CUNNINGHAM: The Minister
has made available certain stud bolls with a
view to improving the herds in the North-
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West. The bulls are made available to the
pastoralists on easy terms,

Mr. Latham: But surely not £10,000
worth ?
Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: No, noi

£10,000 worth. It is the policy of the de-
partment, upon delivery of cattle, to make
an advance to the owner with a view to
assisting him to earry on his operations. As
a result, & recoup takes place out of cattle
delivered to the Wyndham Meat Works, Ac-
cordingly a sum of money is made available
for that purpose.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I find the value of
having the Anditor General’s report avail-
able while the Estimates are under consid-
eration. Unfortunately the report was pre-
sented to Lhe House only this afternoon,
after the conclusion of the Revenue Fsti-
mates. On the same page of the report as
I quoted from previously, T find the fellow-
ing—

Wyndham Freezing, Canning, and Meat Ex-
post Works, £238,569 14s, 0d.

Does that amount represent the loss from
the inception of the works? ‘

The Premier: Yes.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: That 1= the accumnu-
lated loss?

The Premicr: Yes.
Division put and passed.

Resolutions and the

adopted.

reported report

BILL—PUBLIC EDUCATION ACTS
~ AMENDMERT.

Second Readimg.

Debate resnmed from the 3rd November.

MR. DAVY (West Perth) [9.33]: After
.careful pernsal of the Bill T cannot see any
vital objeetion to it. The portion which
deals with the tightening up of the enforce-
ment of compulsory education seems to me
necessary, and the portion dealing with the
provision of an appeal board for teachers
has precedent in several other departments
and probably is a proper thing. One lLitile
sub¢lause in the clanse dealing with the
appeal board seems to me unjustifiable, and
¥ propose to say semething about it in Com-
mittee. I rcfer to the prohibition against
the teacher who is appealing to the board
from employing a legal practitioner fo
reépresent him or her. Tt is astonishing
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to me that in this somewhat highty special-
ised society in whieh we live, the one section
of the community that is earefully trained
for the representation of other people should
be prohibited from acting where other peo-
ple have grievances to ewcpose or need to de-
fend themselves.

Mr. A. Wansbrough : Why give that
right to one section and not to angther?
It is not given to the industrial seetion of
the community.

Mr, DAVY: I do not at all approve of
the prohibition in that case either. I regard
it as ridieulous. The most experienced
union advocates in the Arbitration Court
ure generally agreed that the work in the
Arbitration Conrt would be done better and
niore fairly by the trained professional man
than by the half-trained lay advocate, I
have heard uwuion advocates say that they
would rather have a lawyer appearing
against them in that court than the very
experienced but lay advocate. However, I
will deal with that matter when the clanse
comes up. Otherwise I have no critical
comment to offer upon the Bill. The
measure seems necessary, fair, and properl ¥
drafted.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

T Committee,

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; Hon. J. Canning-
ham {Honorary Minister) in charge of the
Bill.

Claunses 1 {o -1—-—ag1eed to.

Clause 5—Amendment of Section 2 of
Act No. 2 of 1907:

Mr. THOMSON: Why is it propesed to
omit from Seetion 2 of the Act of 1807 the
reference to a Government or efficient
school being situared within six miles of
the ehild’s residence?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: When the Act
of 1907 was passed, the usual mode of
transport was by spring cart, or sulky, or
other horse-drawn vehicle. To-day the
motor car comes into use for the transport
of children from the various distriets to the
school.

Mr. Thomson: The reference is to a con-
solidated school?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHADM: Yes.

Mr. Thomson : What about those who
have not got motor cars?
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Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : This deals
with motor transport provided by the Gov-
ernment,

Mr. LATHAM: The proviso to the clause
sets out that subject to regulations a grant
at the prescribed rate per day may be made
to a parent or guardian of a child. At
present the department require the produe-
tion of a certificate from the Taxation De-
partment setting out that the parent’s gross
income does not exceed £400, and the great-
est difficulty is often experienced in pro-
curing the driving allowance. Previously a
declaration was deemed sufficient. What is
the reason for demanding a certificate from
the Taxation authorities, seeing that the
information disclosed is such as should be
regarded as secret?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : The Govern-
ment must be satisfied that the gross in-
come of a parent does not exceed £400,
While not desiring to cast any reflection
upon parents of children, it has been found
necessary at times to verify statements
that have been made {o the department, and
the best information available is essential.

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister's explana-
tion shows the inconsistency of the Govern-
ment regarding regulations, For the con-
venience of the department, consolidated
schools are provided in the country and
that avoids the necessity for a number of
small schools. The Government provide
motor transport to take the children to
those schools, at no' charge to the parents.

The Premier: That is done in the inter-
ests of the higher education of the children,
rather than in the interests of the depart-
ment.

Mr. THOMSON: I am in favour of con-
solidated schools, but wish to point out the
inconsistency of these regulations. Although
the transport facilities are provided free in
respect of the consolidated schools, and free
railway transport is granted under the pro-
vigions of the Act, the regulations set out
that when a man furnishes his own convey-
ance to enable his children to attend a
country school, he canuot receive the driv-
ing allowance if his gross income exceeds
£400, and unless he has a certificate from
thke Taxation Department te support his
statement.

Mr. A, Wansbrongh: T saw a form to-
day and it referred to “actual income.”

Mr. THOMSON: T appeal to the Gov.
ernment to amend the regulations, for the
present systemn is not fair. No guestion is
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asked regarding the parent’s salary wheve
transport to consolidated schools is con-
verned, but the man who has to provide the
conveyance and feed and shoe a horse, bas
to provide a cextiticate showing that his
gross ineome does ngl exceed £400. That is
not fair, and I protest against suckh a pro-
vision.

Mr. C. . WANSBROUGH: In consoli-
dated school areas served by charabanes
many of the children are not within reason-
able distance of the charabane rounte. Yet
the parents beyond reasonable distance from
thoge routes are just as much entitled to
their driving allowance to take the children
to the charabanc ns they were to have their
chiidren driven to the school displaced by
the consolidated school. As to the income
limitation, it is quite possible for a man
with & gross income of £400 to have no real
ineome at all. T readily admit that many
such men have had eonsideration from the
Minister, but to get this they had to go to
considerable trounble to secure the necessary
certificate from the Taxation Department.

Mr. A. WANSBROUGH: I have a little
grievance from my own electorate. For the
past 12 months children on the King River
route have been brought in to the Albany
school by motor car. However, that car
has diseontinued running and the parents
have heen forced to provide other convey-
ances for their children. The parents of
two boys, who were just within the school
age and were finishing their schooling, pur-
chased hieyeles for the hoys, instead of n
horse and trap. Beeause they purchased
bieyeles they were not permitted to get the
driving allowance that they could have
claimed had they purchased a horse and
trap. I hope the Minister will look into
that case with a view to remedying it.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: There is good sense in
what the member for Beverley said. A
little time ago a man reputed to have a
oross income of over £400 found that it
panned out at £120 taxable income. I agree
with what the member for Katanning said
as to the inconsistency in asking no ques-
tions about the financial position of parents
whose children are driven to the consoli-
dated sehool, but insisting on going into his
inecome taxation before granting a driving
allowance to a parent who provides his own
conveyance for the purpose.

Hon. . TAYLOR: T am struek with the
objections raised to our education system.
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1l do not know what more assistance the
people require in educating their children.
To say that a special driving allowance
shonld be granted to parenis who can buy
bicycles for each of their sons to ride to
school, is asking a little too mwuch. In
Queensland 1 have seen fine boys walking
five or six miles to school. Many of those
boys, now equally fine men, are in this
State, distributed over our goldfields and
agricultural aress. Wo should be gratefnl
for what we have, when we remember what
the pioneers had to put up with, It is ap-
palling to think of 2 man buying bieyeles
for each of his sons and then making a
grievance of being denied a driving allow-
ance.

Mr. Thomson: What do you know about
it? You could not ride a bieyele.

Hon, G. TAYLOR: You do rot know
what T ean ride. The whole grievance ap-
pears to he that the Government have been
generous to some people in driving their
children to school, and have not provided
exaetly the some facilities for all. Just con-
sider the inereasing cost of our edueation
system |

Hon. J. Conningham; The Voite has been
doubled within the past 10 vears.

Hon. G. TAYLOR : And still there is dis-
conitent. That story of the bicycles is just
too much for me.

Mr. A, WANSBROUGH: It is all very
well for the hon. member to eriticise, but I
sayv that all parents shonld be treated alike.
Refore the motor car was taken off the run
those parents had an allowance for sending
their children to school, and I contend that
the allowance skonld have been continued.

- Clause put and passed.”
Clause 6—-Teachers' Appeal Board:

Mr. DAVY: I have an amendment to
move. Paragraph (¢) of Subelause 5 pro-
vides that the teacher may conduct his case
in person, or by an ngent, but that no legal
practitioner shall appear on behalf either of
the appellant or of the department. T real-
ise that the unfortunate Tegal practitioner
is distrusted by certain sections of the com-
mnnity, particularly by any section with
vevolutionary tendencies. T am not putting
np a plea for the lezal practitioner, for I
can imagine that what & man of feeling
would be likely to gain if permitted to ap-
pear before the Teachers’ Appes] Board
wonld be extremely small. But there can be
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no reason lo justify the depriving of a
teacher suffering under a real grievance and
a very serious punishment of having the
Lest mouthpiece that he or she can obtain
to represent his or her case. This is an ap-
peal board for persons who hava suffered
punishment in the shape of fine, transfer
at their own expunse, reduction to a lower
cluss or grade, reduction fo a position carry-
ing a lower salary, or Yismissal. The Minister;
is now providing a tribunal to which the
teacher may appeal, but the teacher is not
to have the best representative available to
present his case.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: The teacher would
not bave counsel appearing againsé him,
either.

Mr. DAVY : No, but the department
would probably be represented by one of its
highly experienced advocates, perhaps Mr.
Hussey who, by the time the public appeal
board sessions are linished, would bave re-
presented the Government in something like
300 or 400 cases.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Mr. Stevens, of the
Public Service Association, Is being edu-
cated in a like maunner.

My. DAVY: Perhaps he is.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Why not leave it
to him?

Mr. DAVY: Why should we?

Hon, W, D. Johnson: Why not ¢

Mr. DAVY: Who is to say Mr. Stevens
will be available? lle might die to-morvow;
whereas the Government would have plenty
of other people to call to their aid.

The Minister for Justice: The Crown Law
Depariment might retain & K.C.

Mr. DAVY: What has that to do with
it?

Hon. G. Taylor: That would ool matter.

Mr. DAVY: This is a case in which a
citizen suffers a serious punishment, per-
haps dismissal for a serious offence that
might blast his eharaeter.

The Minister for Justice: He could take
action at eommon law afterwards,

Mr. DAVY: What sort of action could
he take and what zood would it be :f he lost
his position?

The Minister for Justice:
wrongful dismissal,

Mr DAVY: It is not a question ¢f wrong-
ful dismissal. The Minister suggests that
the board is to be a faree, that a person who
is dismissed shall not be permitted to be re-
presented properly and might be defeated
on his appeal. Then he may go to the com-
mon law courts and bring an action for

Action for



2206

wrongtul dismissal. Why make two bites at
a cherry because of some exfraordinary
prejudice against the legal profession? 1t is
most unjust. I can begin to understand the
motives that actuated those persons—not
members of the Governmemi party-—who
originally provided that a legal practitioner
should not appear in the Arbitration Court
when sitting to deal with awards. The idea
was that anything i the nature of a legal
dispute should he avoided and that the pro-
ceedings sbould be eondueted on the lines of
a round-table conference. It was thought
that the importation of legal practitioners,
who spend their lives in somewhat strenuous
and bitter fights in the common Jaw courts
might affect the proceedings in the Arbitra-
tion Court. Tbe idea has been completely
ahortive, hecause in no conrt do we find
more hitterness exhibited than between the
highly experienced advocates who appear re-
spectively for the unions and the cmployers
in the Arbitration Court. The appeal board
will really be a court of eriminal appeal, and
why should any Government suggest that a
person with a sense of grievance should not
avail himself of any representation that he
can get? How can it he justified 7 Before the
Public Serviee Appeal Board any person
who thinks he can get better value by em-
ploying a lawyer raay do so, and T do not
know that the proceedings have been delayed
in consequence. Some lawyers perhaps are
longwinded, but so also are some laymen.
I suggest that thi= provision has slipped in
by aceident.

- The Minister for Justice: Not at all.

Mr. DAVY: Tf not, it has probably heen
dictaled by the department.

The Minister for Justice: by nseful and
lone experience?

Mr. DAVY: Whose long and a=eful ex-
pevienes?

The Minister for Justice: Twenty years
experience in the Railway Departroent has
shown that this practice is the best.

Mr. DAVY: Did the Railway Appeal
Roard recommend that lawyers should be
excluded? Of course not. Are not they the
best judges?

The Minister for Justice: No,

Mr. DAVY: Are not the members of the
hoard who see both sides, the hest judges, or
does the Minister consider that the depart-
mental advoeates are the hest judges?

The Minister for Justice: No, an appel-
lant is the best judge. He knows where he
gets a fair deal.

[ASSEMBLY.}

Mr. DAVY: If it is in the appellant's
interest to deprive him of the right to choose
an advoeate, why pot leave it to him to de-
cide for himself? I move an amendment—

That in line 2 of paragraph (d) of Sub-
clause 3 the words ‘‘but no’’ be struck out
and the word ‘‘or’’ inserted in lieu.
1t that mnendment be agreed to, I shall move
to delete the words “shall appear on behalf
of the appeilant or the depariment.”

Hoo. J. CUNNINGHAXM: I oppose the
ampendment. I made it elear during my re-
marks on the second reading that this pro-
vision 1ad been inserted as a result of con-
ferences between the Minister for Educa-
tion and the representatives of the teachers.
The teachers are the people most concerned
and they have agreeu to a board of appeal
constituted on the lines set out in paragraph
(d) precluding the appearance of lawyers.
We have the railway and police appeal
boards where Jawyers are preclnded from
appearing. .

My, Davy: Very improperlv.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: No doubt the
teachers, in coming to this determination,
were influenced by the fact that the Educa-
tion Department is a Government depart-
ment, and that the Minister for Eduncation
wonld have unlimited means at his disposal
to brief the best counsel obtainable to re-
present him, whereas the individnal teacher,
apart from any help he migkt receive from
the oreanisation of whieh he may be a mem-
ber, would have to rely upon his own re-
sources.

Mz, Davy: Then forego the right of the
department.

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM: Thiz picce of
lezislation has been agreed upon between
the teachers and the Minister for Education,
and therefore I am justified in asking the
Committee to reject the amendment.

Hon. @, TAYLOR: T do not see why legal
practitioners shonld not be permitted to
defend teachers before an appeal hoard. Tn
the department there are highly trained
nfficials who will be most skilful in the hand-
ling of casea on behalf of the department,
and the teachers will therefore he seriously
handicapped in substantiating the claims
they mav personally pot forward on their
own behalf.

Mr. Chesson: The teachers will engage
their own agents to act for them.

Hon. . TAYLOR: I have been an advo-
cate myself in the Arbitration Court, and
T know what ig entailed in the task.
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The Premier: You Jo not say thai the
people for whom you acted suffered as a
result of your representation?

Hon. G. TAYLOR: No, 1 was suceessful
owing to the justice of the case I bhad to
put up. Teachers should have the right if
they so desire to employ counsel to plead
their cause. We know that employees have
had to agree to things because they have
thought they could not do any better.

Hon. J, Cunningham: The teachers were
not compelled to agree to.this.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: They may have
thought that, as this Bill wounid take them
a long way further than they were before,
they should aceept it as it is. If they knew
they had a choice in this matter they might
prefer to bhave the assistance of counsel. I
would not be a party to preventing any see-
tion of the communmity from employing the
best legal advick obtainable in a matter of
this kind.

Hon. J. Conningham: The teachers have
asked for this Bill.

Hon. G. TAYLOR : It is because I realise
the injustice of this elause that I support the
amendment,

The Minister for Justice: They will have
the seeretary of their union to appear for
them.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The same privilege
should be extended to teachers in this matier
88 i5 extended to other people.

Mr, MANN: Recently the president of the
Arbitration Court, and another member of
the court, reproved the seeretary of the
Tramway Union for the inadequaey of his
experience and for the manner in which he
drafted his case.

The Minister for Justice: Therc are some
inexperienced lawyers who do not make a
good job of their eases.

Mr. MANN: The court zaid this official
had not fully looked after the interesta of

" his union.

The Premier: That does not prove any-
thing. Judges often reprove lawyers for
not putting up a better ease.

Mr. Davy: You are confining the feachers
to one person.

Hon. J. Cunningham: Their agent.

Mr. Davy: Where will they get him?

Hon. J. Cunningliam: The agent will be
chosen by the teacher.

Mr. MANX: The only personr the teacher
ean look to is the secretary of the union.

The Minister for Justice: Or any other
teacher.
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Hon, J, Cunningham: Or any other secre-
tary.

Mr. MANN: The advocate must be some-
one who is au fait with the regulations and
the technicalities of the department. Some-
times a good eause has been spoilt by the
inexperience of the advoecates. Teachers may
find themselves in that position.

The PREMIER: The point made by the
hen. member proves nothing. Every day in
the court lawyers lose cases, and clients suf-
fer through their incompetenee. oudges fre-
quently reprove lawyers for their conduet
of cases. The appellant is not confined to
a union secretary in this case. He can select
anyone he likes. )

Mr. Davy: Anyone bar a lawyer.

The PREMIER: Very well, bar a lawyer.
I have no prejudice at all against lawyers.
For my part I would not care whether they
appeared before these boards or not. But
let me remind hon. members that there are
many appeal hoards in this State, and that
the Public Service Appeal Board is the only
one before which lawyers may appear. The
member for Perth and other members have
argned that lawyers should be permitted to
appear betore the Teachers’ Appeal Board
in the interests of the appellants, the
teachers. But the teachers themselves do
not whut lawyers in this instanee. They
have agreed to the clause. Therefore the
men and women for whom members oppo-
site are pleading do not know their own best
interests, apparenily. Hon. members talk
about techniealities. It is becanse of those
very technicalities that before appeal boards
men who are not trained lawyers are often
able to do better than many a f{rained law-
yer. .
Mr, Davy: The lay advoeate is more tech-
nieal than the lawyer. .

The PREMIER: It is a question of know-
ledge of the practieal side of the case. The
lawver knows nothing about that. Tt is
not a matter of interpreting difficult laws in
these eases; it is a question of fact.

Hon. G. Taylor: There is the interpreta-
tion of regulations.

The PREMIER : That is a simple matter.
Cannot eduneated men snch as teachers argne
regulations affecting their own interests?
The youngest member of the Public Service
knows as mnch about all the regulations
aflecting his salary, promotion, saperannua-
tion and so forth as all the membera of the
legal profession put together. I do not know
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whether members of the Public Service study
these mafters up in their evenings or dur-
ing their spare time in the oflice, but no
member of the legal profession has any-
thing on a public servant in that respect.
That is because of the first-hand practical
knowledge the public servant has, which he
must first of all pump into the legal prae-
titioner, who never gets as close a grip of it
as the public servant himself. Tt is by
agreement between the Government and the
teachers that the elause appears as printed.
However, there has been no demand from
the Railways Appeal Board, for instance,
that lawyers should be permitted to appear.
Another reason why it is in the interests of
the teachers not to permit lawyers to ap-
pear is that the case is one of the Crown
on one side against an individual on the
other, and that the Crown could obtain the
gervices of the best trained lawyer in the
city, irrespective of cost. So an impecuni-
ous teacher, who otherwise would not en-
gage a lawyer, might be compelled to brief
counsel also. IFf it comes to a question of
feeing lawyers, the Crown Law Department
are probably in a position to obtain a more
eminent lawyer than the school teacher. At
present the case is one of layman against
layman. Under the amendment it would he
a case of lawyer against lawwer, with the
advantage to the Crown of being able to
secure the most expensive lawyer. That is
the view taken with many persons who have
to deal with appeal hoards, and that is the
reason why in this instance it is proposed to
exelude lawyers.

Mr. DAVY: T will eanswer the Premier’s
last arcument first. He savs that if the
appellant i= permitted to have a lawyer. the
department must alan he permitted to have
a lawyer. and that the department will win
hecanse ther ean pay more for a hetter
Iawyer. Precisely the same argument anp-
pliez to the case of a man charged in the
Criminal Court. If the Premier’s argument
is eood, the Crown onght not to be allowed
tn have a lawyer to prosecnte, and the
acensed onght not to he allowed to have a
lawver tn defend him.

The Premier: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. DAVY: That seems to me an irre-
sistible inference from the Premier’s arpu-
ment. The cost of Iawvers in this town is
practieally the same, whoever mav he the
lawyer engaged. One ean brief any connsel

[ASSEMBLY.]

to appear in appeals such as these for aboub
the same fee. If the Crown wanted to brief
the most eminent King’s Counsel, they might
in such eases as these pay a guinea or two
extra on five or six guineas.

The Premier: I think in most cases the
fee of a King's Counsel would be four or
five times as much. It is mot a question of
the rase, but of the man.

Mr. DAVY: No. The Taxing Master
allows a little more to a King’s Counsel
than to a junior.

The Minister for Justice: But the fee
marked on the brief is not taxed.

Mr. DAVY: Tt is faxed by the Taxing
Master.

The Minister for Justice: Nothing of the
kind.

Mr. DAVY: T admit the hon. gentleman
is Minister for Justice, but I regret to sug-
gest that I perhaps know alittle more about
this matter than he does. Of course the fee
on brief is taxed every week by the Taxing
Master.

The Minister for Justice: The fee under
the agreement made between solicitor and
client for taking up the case is not taxed.

Mr. DAVY: No.

The Minister for Justice: That is what I
am talking abeut,

Mr. DAVY: But T am talking about taxe-
tion. The whole thing is governed by taxa-
tion. In my experience I have not known
of any case in which a King’s Counsel was
paid more than was recovered on taxation
from the other side.

The Premier: Ave there not cases in
which the fees of the King’s Counsel are not
taxed at all? If I desired to secure a King's
Counsel, he counld stipulate for a fixed fee.

Mr. DAVY: He might, but there is very
litfle of that done in Western Anstralia.

The Minister for Juetice: It has been
done lately.

The Premier: Tt is done by the Crown.

Mr. DAVY: The Minister for Justice is
probably thinking of eriminal cases, which
are different from ordinary cases. Even
with its unlimited power, the Crown could
gain no advantage over the appellant in this
type of case. The next argument, and in
faet the only argument, put up in favour of
the clause is that the teachers agreed to the
exclusion of lawyers. T say they did not
agree; and that is not giving the lie direct
to Ministers. The teachers’ organisation



[17 Novemser, 1926.]

agreed. The trouble is that Ministers and
members opposite visnalise the whbole comun-
ity as divided into iwo sections—on the one
side the employers’ organisation or the Gov-
ernment departments, and on the other side
the employees’ organisation or the unions,

The Premier; Surely we are entitled to
assume that the executive of the teachers’
union know the opinions of the teachers.

Mr. DAVY: T do not think the Premier
is entitled to assume that, at least not when
it is proposed to deprive an individual of
what is generally regarded as an absolute
right; that is, to be represented by the best
mouthpiece he can get, when in court or
hefore a board.

The Premier: Would the exeentive not
know the feelings of the feachers?

Mr. DAVY: The executive would not
know the feelings of teachers who were not
members of the union.

The Premier: They are practically all
members of the union. Once a year their
conference ig held and these maiters are
dealt with,

- Mr. DAVY : There are some teachers who
are not members of the union.

Member: More shame to them!

Mr. DAVY: That is the attitude adopted
by some people! Because a man is not in
the union, he can be trampled upon and his
opinion respecting any subjeet ignored ae-
cordingly. There are some teachers who
are not in the umnion.

The Premier: But not many.

My. DAVY: And we know that such
teachers cannot get any promotion; they
are blocked every time.

Mr. A. Wansbrough: Quite right, too.

Mr. DAVY: That is the union point of
view. The teacher cannot get promotion un-
less he is in the organisation,

The Premier: That is not correet, in the
way you put it,

Mr. DAVY: That is how I have heard it.

The Premier: You hear all sorts of things
in the street.

Mr. DAVY: Apparently it is nearly cor-
rect.

The Premier: Tt is not.

Mr. DAVY: At any rate, it is not neces-
sary for that statement to be correct or
otherwise for the purposes of my argument.
There are some who do not belong to the
Teachers’ Union and no person who does
not represent such teachers, has any right
to agree to deprive them of the right to
seeure somecne to represent them.
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The Minister for Justice: If there were
no Teachers’ Union, there would be no re-
guest for au appeal board.

Mr., DAVY: Perhaps not, but what does
that mean? Some unfortunate teacher may
be dismissed and find herself confronted
with the necessity to appear before an ap-
peal board,

Hopn. J. Cunningbham: She can appoint
an agent.

Mr. DAVY: Where can she make her
appointment, if she is not a member of the
union?

Hon. J. Cunningham: She ean appoint
someone of her own selection.

My. DAVY: Where can she look for
someone, if she is deprived of her right to
secure the services of a lawyer?

The Premier: She can get her best boy!

Mr. DAVY: And he may perhaps put
more love and affection into the work, than
gkill. I am surc the Minister will not think
I am raising thiz point to harass him and
to delay the consideration of the clause. I
believe this is an unjust provision that
should not appear in the Bill, and I contest
it on that ground. Not only is it unjust,
but it is grossly illogieal and senseless. In
our society we set up a division of labour.
One section we train to represent other
people. They are called lawyers. The Pre-
mier talks about lawyers as though they were
people who expounded the law. In 99 cases
out of a hundred, there is no law in it. In
most instances the job of a lawyer iz to
present the facts.

The Premier: As they affect his client.

Mr. DAVY: Yes, quite irrespective of
the law. He has to absorb the case of his
client and aet as his mouthpiece.

The Premier: It is better to have if first
hand than when absorbed in that way.

Mr. DAVY: Yes, if it could be produced
first hand, but 999 people ont of a thonsand
would, if confronted with such strange cir-
cumstances, he absolutely speechless, The
Premier recollects the first oceasion he stood
up to make a speech, His knees knocked
together and he found himself unable to
give expression to his thoughts.

The¢ Premicr: But teachers would mnof
seleet an agent of that deseription.

Mr, DAVY: Tle trouble is thet no one
efse will be available. It is not an easy
thing to get someone to give the necessary
attention to an individual’s case for nothing.
Even the union secretary might not be avail-
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able, because the teacher concerned might
not be a member of the union, The unfor-
tunate person would be ignorant of how evi-
dence should be presented. Perhaps dis-
missed wrongfully, the young teacher might
have to face an ordeal upon which his whole
future depended. He would be unable to
secure expert assistanee because e Teach-
ers’ Union had agreed with the Education
Department to bar lawyers. . ucunseiously,
I believe, the provision is 1ac.uded in the
Bill, but it will tend seriously tu detract
from the valne of the mcasure.

Mi. MANN: I can visualise the Premier
in arguing the ease we are putting before
members this evening.

The Minister for Works:
do it,

Mr. MANN: I am pot as capable to un-
dertake that task as the Premier, or the
Minister for Works who has spent half a
lifetime in different courts. The chairman
must be a

Let us see you

police or resideni mag-
istrate, a man possessing a trained
mind, who will view a  question from

the strictly official point of view., Then
the Direetor of Education will be repre-
sented by someone who will not be the big-
gest noodle proeurable. Suppose the teacher
desiring to appeal was a resident of Broome
or some other North-West port, and the resi-
dent magistrate presided and the clerk of
courts, not the sympathetic Minister himself,
represented the Director of Education. How
could such an unfortunate teacher get some-
body to represent him in Broome?

The Premier: 1 am surprised that these
unfortunate teachers have agreed to sueh a
provision !

Mr. MANN: The union agreed to it, but
if we ean point out a weakness we should
do so.

The Premier:
a weakness in it.

Mr. MANN: Frequently persons inter-
ested have failed to see weaknesses until it
was too late,

The Minister for Works: Why was this
fonght for in the Arbitration Court?

Mr. MANN: T think the Minister would
change his mind f he had an opportunity
to redraft this elause.

The Minister for Works: Not at all.

Mr. MANN: I pointed out one instance
last week.

The Premier: That was only one. Tt could
happen with a lawyer.

The teachers do not see

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, MANN: I repeat that I am sure the
Minister has been arguing against his own
personal inclinations.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following resuli:—
Ayes . .. R §
Noes .. .. 37
Majority against .. o

AYEB.

Mr. Brown Mr. Sampson

Mr. Dovy Mr. Taylor

Mr. Denton Mr. Teesdale

Mr, Grifiths Mr, C. P. Wansbrough

Mr, Mann Mr. Latham

Mr. North (Teller.}
NoEs.

Mr. Chesson Mry. Milllngton

Mr. Collier Mr. Munsle

Mr, Corboy Mr. Panton

Mr, Coverley Mr. Troy

Mr. Cunningham Mr. A. Wanebrough

Mr. Heron Mr. Willcock

Mies Holman Mr. Withers

Mr, Kennedy Mr. Wilson

Mr, McCallum (Teller.)
Paira.

AYES, Noes.

Bir James Mitechell Mr. Angwin

Mr. Maloy Mr. Marshall

Mr. Richardson Mr. Clydesdale

Mr. J. H. Smith Mr. W. D. Johnson

Mr, George Mr. Lambert

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 7—Agreed to.
Title—Agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER {(Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder): T move—

That the House at ita riging adjourn till 4.30
p-m. on Tuesday next.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.7 p.m.



