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happen very often. With regard to the
presidential position, hon. members are
pleased to think that I have filled it with
satisfaction. I think they may also have
some satisfaction in the way I have repre-
sented them as President in other directions,
and I feel that they have no canse for com-

plaint. As Chairman of the Joint Honse
Committee hon. members will find that
I leave the affairs of that committee

in & most satisfactory condition. We
have had the help of capable men on that
committee for years past and it -will be
found that the funds have been dealt with
as satisfactorlly a3 hon. members could
hope. I was able to achieve one of my ob-
jectives, and hon. members have the satisfac-
tion of knowing that their corridor has been
made as comfortable for them as pussible.
With the help of the members of the com-
mittee, a greaf improvement has becn made
there, and I hope later on to take advaniage
of those conveniences myself. I thank hon.
members for their kindly remarks. 1 hope
to be associated with them during the next
two years, and I trust that, with our united
efforts, we will continue fo condnct the busi-
ness of the State with as much advantage in
the future as in the past.’

House adjourned at 6.28 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.
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QUESTIONS (2)—CHARITIES DE-
PARTMENT.

State Dependants.

Mre. MARSHALL asked the Hon, J. Cun-
ningham (Honorary Minister): 1, What
was the total number of children dependent
or partly dependent, on the State, irrespec-
tive of the canse, on the 30th June, 19209
2, What was the total number of adults de-
pendent on the State at the same date?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM replied: 1, 3,897
children, 2, 1,529 adults.

Unemployed Relief.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Hon. J. Cun-
ningham  (Honorary Minister): What
amount was paid through the Charities De-
partment to the unemployed for the respee-
tive months of May, June, and July in the
years 1924, 1925, and 19261

Hon, J. CUNNINGHAM replied: 1924—
May, Nil; June, Nil; July, £7 Bs. 1925—
May, £717 14s. 3d.; June, £949 17s. 6d.;
July, £1,288 13s. 1926—May, £651 15s. 64d.;
June, £976 12s.; July, £1,346 4s. 6d. Assist-
ance granted in 1925 and 1926 is due to the
change of policy of granting relief in deserv-
ing cases which previously had been refused.

QUESTION—MIGRANTS DEPORTED
OR REFPATRIATED.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, What number of immigrants have
been deporled or repatriated from the State
for the five years ended 30th June, 1926% 2,
What were the reasons actuating the Gov-
ernment in taking aetion in this direction? 3,
What was the total eost involved? 4, Did the
State carry the whole of the financial obii-
gation for this action? 5, If the Commnon-
wealth Government finaneially assisted the
State in this work. to what extent did they
do so? :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied: 1,
175. 2, Migrants were repatriated on medical
reports that they were likely to become per-
manent charges on the State. 3, £5,316 Bs.
6d. 4, No. 5, £2,829 18s. 6d.

QUESTION—RAILWAYS, MEEKA-
THARRA STOCK TRAIN.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Bailways: 1, Is it his intention to consider
the advisability of giving preference of road
to the special stock train ex Meekatharra in
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order 1o further expedite the transporiation
of stock? 2, What is considered to be the
maximum speed per hour, having regard to
absolute safety, for trains proceeding to and
from Meekatharra?

Tlhe MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The time tabled for special stock
trains, Meekatharra to Midland Junction, is
36 hours 40 minates, and as this is under-
stood to meet the wishes of those concerned,
no alteration is econtemplated. 2, An average
speed, including all stops, of 18 miles per
hour.

QUESTION—WATER SUPPLY,
DAGLISH ESTATE.

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Ministér
tfor Works: 1, How many applications from
owners of land in the Draglish estate to have
water laid on to their bloeks have been re-
ceived by the Water Supply Department?
2, Do the Government intend to have fink
mains laid into the estate? 3, If so, when
will a start be made with the work?

The MINISTER FPOR WORKS replied:
1, Three applications before link mains were
decided on in March, 1926, None since. 2,
Yes. 3, When retieulation extensions there-
from are authorised, which will be subject
to funds being available and revenue being
sufficient to cover annual expenses op each
reticulation extension.

QUESTIONS (2)—REPURCHASED
ESTATE, CUMMININ.

Fliles.
Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands: Is it his intention to lay on the

Table of the House the files dealing with the
purchase from Mr. 8. J. McGibbon of the
Cumminin station property and its subse-
quent disposal?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1f the hon. member desires it on motion, I
have no ohjection.

Rents payable.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands: What is the amount of rent pavable
annnaily by cach holder of land in the Cum-
minin station property?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
Annual rental, in-

Loe. No. Name. clncing interest.
£ s d
21567, 21568, r)130"—A_llen,

E. M. and K. .. 18718 8
21569—Fitzpatrick, G. E. .. 817 2
21571—Eiliott, E. H. .. .. 168 18 0
21572—Street, 0. D. T. 3712 7 4
21570—Cocks, H 150 8 0

Total annual rental .. £966 9

[

QUESTION—PRISON FARM, TO
ESTABLISH.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Hon. J. Cun-
ningham (Honorary Minister): In view of
the comparative idleness of prisoners held in
Fremantle (iaol, is it proposed to take steps
fo establish a prison farm, and if so, when?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM replied: The
matter is being favourably eonsidered, and
steps will be taken when a suitable oppor-
tunity presents itself.

QUESTION — ROAD CONSTRUCTION
AND COMMONWEALTH GRANT.

Mr. STUBBS (without notice) asked the
Premier: 1, Will the annual Commonwealth
grant recently given to this State for devel-
opmental roads lapse if the Bruece Govern-
ment’s Pederal Aid Roads Bill is de-
feated? 2, If so, is it contemplated to make
provision for expenditure on the part of the
State for the necessary works which wonld
he carried out if the Commonwealth grant
were continued ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, As to what
will happen so far as the Commonwealth is
concerned should the Commonwealth grant
or the Federal Government’s proposals lapse,
I am unable to express an opinion. The
Commonwealth might econtinue to make
grants from revenue as has been done during
the past two years, or it might not do seo.
I have no information whatever as to what
the intentions of the TFederal Glovernment
are in the event of their present proposals
being defeated. 2, As to whether in the
event of Commonwealth grants not being
available the State Government will. make
provision for road ennstruction, T am unable
fo give a definite answer; but I presume we
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shall have to carry on a programme of voad
construction as has been done in past years,
That programme would, of course, be on a
scale considerably reduced as compared with
what would be the case if the Commonweath
grant were continued.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY,
Fourth Day.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

THE PREMIER (Ilon. P. Collier—-
Roulder) [4.41]: It is to be expeeted, I sup-
pose, this year as in past years, that mem.
bers will avail themselves of the opportunity
of the debate on the Address-in-reply to ex-
Fress their opinions upon the many ques-
tions which coneern the public interest at the
moment.  Usnally on the Address-in-reply
there is a stoektaking, or general review of
the State’s operations for the preceding
vear; and on the whole I think it is of ad-
vantage to the people generally, who are thy
taxpayers and whose interests we are here
fo serve, that they should at the close of
this debate have a better knowledge of the
State’s affairs than they bhad previously.
Perhaps it would be expecting too mueh
that all the speeches or comments on an ocea-
sion such as this, in the last session of a Par-
liament, would be entirely disinterested; but
there is scope for useful comments, and for
erificism where members lonestly believe
eriticism to be justified. A discerning peo-
ple will, bowever, be able teo separate the
wheat from the chaff. They will be able to
distingnish comments that are intended to
be useful from eriticism which partakes
mostly of the character of political fault-
finding. Last evening the House was treated
to the periodieal wail to which it has been
accustomed for some years past. In the
course of about three hours the Leader of
the Country Party was unable to find any-
thing, or seareelv anything, in the actions
and the work of the Government that he
could commend. I believe he did approve of
one comparatively small act of the Govern-
ment, in regard to the agreement with the
Young Aunstralia Leagune for the settlement
of hoys on farms. The House, however, has
beecome accustomed to the hon. member’s
attitude. for it is not only when he is in
Opposition, as he has been during the past
two vears, that he voices eomplaints in long
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and wearying speeches. For two or three
years while sitting on this side of the House,
allegedly supporting a Government, his
speeches were characterised by the same note
of complaint, Members, ivo, will be aware
that this tone of eomplaint began early in
1921; and in view of what hon. members
have had to endure since, I almost feel that
the present Leader of the Opposition ren-
dered a signal dis-service to the House when
he declined to listen to the pleading request
of the member for Kalanning in that mem-
orable letter of his asking to be taken into
the Government,

My, Marshall: The hon. member got down
on his knees and crawled.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That was a confi-
dential letter and should never have been
published.

The PREMIER: The then Premier was
not impressed by the hon. member's appeal
to be permitied to attain one of ihe ambi-
tions of his life, namely, Cabinet tank. I
have read that letter over again, and I am
rather surprised that the touching nature of
the appeal contained therein did not influ-
ence the good nafure of the Leader of the
Opposition, more cspeeially as it was
pointed out there that their views, not npon
the big outstanding questions affecting the
State, but in regard to the development or
future of Nornalup were on a par. Idonot
know quite what was in the mind of the
hon. member about the future of Nornalup;
whether it was to be developed as a nice holi-
dav resort for fishing purposes, or whatl
scheme he may have had in mind. But, not-
withstanding this piteous appeal, the Teader
of the Opposition remained celd-hearted, and
from that day forward, whether the Leader
of the Country Party has sat behind the
Government or in Opposition, he has in-
dulged in pettifogging, snarling, fault-find-
ing, in a manner similar to that he displayed
last night. First of all, the Governor’s
Specch was too long, and had had the effect
of wearying members. Then the hon. mem-
ber proceeded to read the Speech from be-
ginning to end, practically every paragraph
of it; and although members were comfort-
ably seated, I venture to say they were
much more tired of it than they were when
the Governor finished it a week ago. The
hon. member roamed the politica! landseape
in search of reasons for fault-finding, bat
ever he came haek to the same point. He
had his mind on certain constituencies, and
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he talked of certain electorates. When deal-
ing with group settlement he became almost
eloquent in praise of the standard and class
of men he bad found amongst the group
settlers. He said he was going to fight for
justice for them, and be occupied half an
hour in detailing alleged grievances of those
people in the group settlements. It iz as
well to remember that, had the group settle-
ments been left to the hon. member and the
members of his party, they would not have
been in existence fo-day. When those settle-
ments were inangurated by ‘the Leader of the
Opposition, and wntil he left office, he re-
ceived nothing bui complaints and fault-
finding in respect of them from the Leader
of the Country Party.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Helpful eriticism.

The PREMIER: Yes, helpful criticism—
averylhing was wrong from beginning to
end. As a matter of fact, the official orgaa
of the Country Party, se late as last
Uecember, attacked the Gov-rnment for
doing what it deseribed as squandering
millions of pounds on group settlement in
the South-West. That organ said the
money should have been expended in the
suter wheat belt, and that we wore squand-
ering millions of pounds in the South-West,
Now the party is busily engaged with an

organiser in each of those electorates
where group influence predominates. I

doubt if the Leader of the Couniry Partv
ever visited a group scttlement until dur-
ing the recent Counecil election, when he
went travelling through them looking for
votes.

The Minister for Lands: Previonsly he
had been to Denmark only.

The PREMIER: I warn the member for
Nelson and the member for Sussex thal
there is a Country Party organiser abroad
in both those electorates.

The Minister for Lands: And ove at the
Peel Estate.

The PREMIER : Yes, and Murray-
Wellington is on the list also. Wherever
eroup influence predominates, those organ-
isers are now fo be found. In this morn-
ing’s paper Dr. Saw iz reported as havinz
said that, whilst the two parties sitting
opposite in this House were in serious eon-
flict at the last eleetion, at the present
moment the most cordial relationship ex-
isted betwoen them. That relationship, T
venture to say, on the part of the Country
Party, is the kind of relationship an
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ussassin might have when studying the best
manner of putting a stilette into his
vietim; or the cordial relationship a
cannibal chief might feel when feeding his
vietim for the next feast, and while the
pot is boiling on the fire. That 1s the kind
of cordial relationship existing between the
Country Party and the members tor Nel-
sou, for [rwin, for York, for Murray-
\Wellington, for Sussex, and Ffor Wagin.
There is a Country Party organiser abroad
in each of those electorates, awd also in
Moore, where a candidate i~ alveady
selected.

Mr. Latham: L do not know why yon are
giving them so guod an advertisement.

The PREMIER: I am wuarning my un-
sophisticated friend not to be misled by
this cordial relationship while the daguer
15 beiny sharpened.

Mr. Davy: To whose advautage is the
wurning, yours or ours?

The PREMIER: To yovur advantage; for
L coufess T would infinitely prefer to see
the members who hold those seats st
present retain them after the next eleclion,
vather than see those seats won by mem-
hers of the Country Party. That !s the
reason for the warning,,

Mr. E. B, Johuston: That is the truth
uL lasi.

'he PREMIER: T have never disguised
. The renson for it all is, as expressed
hy the Leader of the Country Party last
night, that those hon. members are no!
capable of adequately represcuting ihe
(arming community in this House, Thn
Leader of the Opposition—I do not know
why he should be allowed to escape this
cumpaign—and the memhers for York, fo.
Wagin, and others, are not really capable
ol properly and adeyuately representing
the farmers in this House. That was the
reason given. The member for Irwin (Mr.
Maley), T venture to say, in actual practi-
<nl achievement has plonghed more of the
lunds of this State, and himself reaped
more wheat in one year than the whole of
the Country Party have done in the whole
of their lives. Yet the electors of Irwin
will be told that their interests ean only
be served by changing the hon. member,
bacause he does not understand the farm.
ers’ diffienlties, and returning a member of
the Country Party. That is the kind of
enrdial relationship awaiting those hon,
members. The Leader of the Country
Party =aid the finances should have been
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better than they are, that whilst the deficit
has been reduced, there should have been
a surplus. There was a very distinct note
of regret in the hon. member's voice, in the
tone of his expression; and it was not bu-
cause the finances are not as good as ho
would ltke to have themn, but because they
are not infinitely worse,

Mr, E. B. Johnston: Because there wu.
not a surplus.

The PREMIER: When the Governimment
took oifice, the Leader of the Country Party
expected that at the end of three years we
should have wrecked ourselves financially.
That was his hope. And baeause his hope
is not being realised he is disappointed an-
can only express the view that the financcs
should have heen better, and that there
should have been a surplus. He talked of
the per capita indebtedness of the State,
and showed how it has inereasel daring the
pust two years. What does he want? The
per capita indebtedness of the State has
in¢reased because we have been borrowing
money and expending it in a manner ap-
proved by the House. Had the Govern-
ment borrowed the money and spent it in
the way we wepe urged to spend it by the
very quarter from whieh the complaint now
cmanates, the per capita indebtedness of
the State would have heen donbled. Going
baeclk to the discussion on the Loan Esti-
mates last year, we find that the whole of
the complaint was that there were not many
more millions provided on the Estimates
for expenditure on public worke and in
other ways thronghout the State. So, to
guote the net inerease of the debt per bead
of the population means nothing at all. Tt
will inerease mueh more in the years im-
mediately ahead of us, no matier what
Government may be in office, if the State is
to take advantage of the signed agreement
for the introduction of migrants and the
construetion of publie works. both of whieh
necessarily involve the expendifure of large
sums of money,

Mrx. Stubbs: We cannot have the puddivg
and eat it too.

The PREMIER : No, we cannot.

Member: The assety also bave increased.

The PREMIER : Yes, of course they
have. The Leader of the Country Party
talked of the Harbour Trust charges. Thosa
charzes have not heen altered since the
enrcharge was imposed in 1917, The sur-
plus cash from those charges went into the
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Treasury last year, as it bas been doing
ever since there has been a Harbour Trust.
1 do not know whether the hon. member,
in ecommenting upon this and other things
at every possible opportunity, endeavours
to convey to the peaple of the State that
these charges, or, as he said, a surplus of
£140,000—which it was not; it was £130,000
—Ilast year, represented charges imposed by
this Government. 1§ think that is the idea
in the hon. member’s mind. He argued that,
because 66 or 68 per cent., of the charge
went wpon cargo owners, it meant the owners
of those gonds passed it on in prices, and
therefore it involved an inecrease in the price
of articles or commodities. But last year,
when it was pointed out that the Govern-
nment had reduced the railway freishis by
£45,000, the hon. member argued that that
made no differcnee whatever in the cost of
the goods carried over the railways. So,
aceording to the hon. member, when we re-
duce charges, it does not have the nffect of
reducing the cost of eommodities upon
which those charges are levied, but when we
increase charges it has the effect of increas-
ing the prices of the commoditics so affected.
The hon. member cannot have it both ways.
He turned to the Ravensthorpe smelter, too.
e seems to be the political garbage carrier
of the State. e eollects all the kerbstone
information. To anyone who has z eom-
plaint he lends a willing ear. He acts as a
gramophone in the Iouse for all the dis-
gruntled, dissatisfied people in the State.
His specches generally consist of reading
letters, reading extraets from newspapers,
reading something all the time, ex-parte
statements which he puts before the House
as faets, apparently without attempting to
verify any one of them. When a complaint
is wade to him, he does not go, as do most
members, to the Minister or to the depart-
ment concerned, ascertain the faets of the
case, and reply to his correspondent. No,
he nurses it until the House meefs and then,
if he thinks he has a charge fo make against
the Government, pours it ouft here. Last
night he referred {o the Ravensthorpe smel-
ter case, a case which iz sub-judice, hecause
an appeal is pending to the Privy Council.
and it was highly improper to disruss it in
the eircumstances.

The Minister for Mines: Certain aspects
of it are subject to appeal.

The PREMIER: Yes. He was under the
impression that the Government were refus-
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ing to pay to the people concerned some-
thing which ought lawfully to be paid to
them.

Mr, Corboy: That was absolute rot.

The PREMIER: The persons who sued
the Government—the action was started dur-
ing the term of the previous Government—
refused to accepi the decision of the High
Couri given 12 months ago, and have been
pressing the present Government to vary
the verdict of the court, beeause it does not
suit them.

Mr. Corboy: They asked for the varia-
tions before the present Government took
nifice and could not get them then.

The PREMIER: Because the deeision of
the court deoes not suit them and hecause
they did not get the money they expected,
they are asking the Government to set aside
the decision of the court as it affeets some
of the litigants as against others. Of course
no Government could nndertake the respon-
ribility of ignoring a decision of the court,
as some of the other litigants wounld then
have a case against the Crown for not com-
plying with the decicion of the High Court.

Mr. Corboy: And the Government would
have to pay twice.

The PREMIER: Yet the Leader of the
Country Party picks up that case and comes
here without knowing anything about it.
He takes up the case of the Sunshine Har-
vester people, and talks of the attitnde of
organised labour in this State being opposed
to piece-work, He does not know, though
he ought to know, that as a general set
policy of Labour, there is no opposition to
piece-work. As a matter of fact a consider-
able amount of work is carried on and a
very large number of men are employed 11
various callings in this State on piece-work.
The coal miners work on piece-work; the
gold miners work on piece-work; a large
number of timber workers are on piece-
work; shearers, bricklayers, plasterers, and
many others I could name undertake piece-
work. He, however, gives us something from
a newspaper of a complaint by Mr. McKay,
here again taking up a complaint without
inquiring into its merits. He wants to know
why the engineers’ unions in Western Aus-
tralia do not fall info line with the engineers
of Vietoria. What has Victoria to do with
it? Does anycne say that we in Western
Australia, whether employers, employees, or
any other section of the community, shounld
do exactly as is done in Vietoria. The fael
is that the engineers’ organisations in this
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State have never worked on piece-work and
have never been asked by the emplayers to
do so. Consequently the unions concerned,
when approached in this matter, replied,
“We will carry on in vour works as in all
other engineering works in Western Aug-
tralia.”

Mr. George: You can have piece-work only
where there are large repetition orders,

The PREMIER : It was the only reason-
able answer that could be given, and there
was no need to ask the Government to ad-
vise the engineering unions to do something
they bad never done in the past.

Mr. Marshall: [i had nothing to do with
the Government.

The PREMIER.: Then the Leader of the
Country Party made a erv about the appren-
ticeship system and said the wnions wers
preventing all the boys from learning a
trade. One amazing statement he made was
that fathers were preventing their sons from
gelting an opportunity to become tradesmen,
The hon. member ¢ught to know—and he
must know becanse on this point he has
been corrected in this House over and over
again—that the question of apprentieeship
is and has been determined by the Arbitra-
tion Court. It is one of the issues when a
case is brought before the Arbitration Court,
just as other issues are, wages, hours of
labour and other conditions. Tt is not a
matter of the attitude of the unions towards
apprentices thaf governs the question, The
matter is determined by the court. The hon.
member would have {he people of this coun-
try helieve that the number of apprentices
is limited below wha! he considers to be
reasonable, because of the attitude of the
Labour organizations.

Mr. Sampson: The main effort of the
unions always appears to be to limit the
number of apprentices.

The PREMIER: Tt is not. 1t has been
admitted by men competent to express an
opinion that the apjrenticeship system in
rogue in Western Australia is the best in
the Commonwealth. Tt is governed by the
eircumstances. The hon. member said there
was one apprentice {o three tradesmen. The
number of appreniices depends upon the
trade and upon the circumstances. In one
trade it might be one apprentice {o six
tradesmen, perhaps one apprentice to three
tradesmen, or perhaps one apprentice fo
every journeyman. The Arbitration Court
decides the number, and whatever the afti-
tude of the Labour organisations might he
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it would not influcnce the court. Does the
court accept the advice of the unions on the
question of wages?

Mr. Davy: Of coarse it does.

The PREMIER: It does not.

Mr. Davy: If they come to an agreement
and it is registered, it may become a common
rule.

The PREMIER: The hon. member means
that if the employars come to an agreement
with the employees?

Mr. Davy: Yes.

The PREMIER: If it is a matter of
agreement between both parties, why does
the Leader of the Country Party convey the
impression that the limitation of appren-
tices is entirely due to the attitude of the
Labour organisations?

Mr, Davy: [ am not attempting to justify
that contention.

The PREMIER: That is the poini.

Mr. Davy: But other people might not
be able to get into o certain trade on ae-
count of an agreement between the em-
ployers and employees.

The PREMIER : In the case cited by the
hon. member, there would be a mutnal spree-
ment between the two sides.

Mr. Davy: Yes, to the detriment of the
third party—the public.

The . PREMIER: T am merely dealing
with the attitude of the Leader of the Coun-
try Party in endeavouring to heap the whole
of the blame and responsibility for the limi-
tation of apprentices on the Labour organ-
isations. It is a matter that is dectded by
the Arbitration Court according to the cir-
eumstances, Again, the hon. member spoke
of the Arbitration Court being a comrt of
persecution, because employers are brought
hefore it and fined [or trivial offences. We
know from our reading of the newspapers
that many employvers have been fined very
lighily, but have also been compelled to dis-
gorge large sums of money due under
awards of lhe court and withheld from the
employees. In any case the court is admin-
istering the Iaw which this Parlinment
passed last session, and it is altogether
wrone at this stare, when a new court has
heen estahlished and is functioning in a
manner that T believe will give a greater
measure of industrial peace from now on
than we have ever experienced before, for
any memnber, much less the leader of a party,
to refer to the court as a court of persecu-
tion. Tf there should be persecution or if
injustice shonld b¢ done to any employer,
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the fault lies with Purliament that passed
the law and not with the President of the
court who has to administer it. I do net
propose to bother further with the hon.
member,

Mr. Richardson:
well.

The PREMIER: Although he delained
the House for just o2 three hours

The Minister for Lands: That was to
yualify for the leadership of the Opposition.

The PREMIER: Length is always a fea-
ture of his speeches and we are generally
able to judge what their length will he, I
want to advise the Leader of the Opposition,
who has a kindly feeling to all members, to
recollect that if he should feel impelled to
speak at great length, we ure always only
too willing lo listen to him, but he should
hear in mind that we shall afterwards be
inflicted hy a longer speech from the Leader
of the Country Party. His speeches are
published in the “Primary Producer,” whiech
speaks of the hon. member as the real
Leader of the Opposition. He spoke for
half an hour longer than Aid the Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. F. B, Jobnston: Yon have recognised
that in vour reply.

My, Corhuy: The Premier has been gen-
erous and has flattered him.

The PREMIER: If, with the passing of
vears, parties should he transferred to op-
posite sides of the House, T shall rely npon
the Leader of the Opposition displaying that
good sense which he showed in April, 1921,
when he received that famous letter from
the Lea’er of the Country Party.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The position might
then be reversed.

The PREMIER: Let us hope at least that
it we have to endure the hon. member in this
ITouse. the eountry will never have to endure
him as a Minister.

Mr. Corboy: Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position stated, in quite a friendly way, that
the Government must have heen bankrupt
of ideas, because a paragraph appeared in
the Speech relating to the sinking fund on
the goldfields water scheme loan.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T said it was
ancient history.

The PREMIER: Tt was, and it was-not
insertec with a view to claiming credit for
i, bhecause the eredit is due to those who
went before us, 23 vears aco, and who made
that wise provision. The Leader of the Op-

You have done very
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position, however, knows that the Governor's
Speech is read very carefully in places out-
side of Western Australia. It is read in
England by people who are interested par-
ticularly in the finances of the State. The
goldfields loan will be due in January or
February of next year, and we shall be go-
ing on the London market at about that
time, as we usuvally do, for a2 new loan of two
or two and a half millions, and I thought that
the time was opportune to reminé people in
the Old Country that while we were asking
for a new loan, an old loan had fallen due
and there was sufficient money in the sinking
fund to meet it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: A good tale is
always worth repeating. '

The PREMIER: That reference in the
Speech was not inserted bhecaunse we were
hankrupt of ideas.  As the hon. member
says, 1 good tale i= worth repeating, especi-
ally as some years have elapsed since it was
mentioned, and I am not sure that it will not
bear still further repetition, It is stated in
some quarters that finance has been made easy
for the present Government, beecanse of the
grants received from the Commonwealth. 1
wish fo state that whatever ike present finan-
cial year may have in store for us, during
the two vears we have heen in offee, we have
not been aided. in the slightest degree by any
rrants from the Commonwealth Government.
The financial resnlts of the past two years
stand absolutely on their merits, and we
have not heen assisted in any way by grants
from the Commonwealth. The grant from

- the Commonwealth will he made avaijlable
this vear, but for the two vears that are
passed that has not heen so,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We have had
over £40,000 for roads, and other little bits.

The PREMIER: Thbat would not affect
the revenue Estimates, Had that money not
been made available from the Common-
wealth, and had we expended it ourselves,
no doubt it would have come from Loan
money. That £48,000 grant does not affect
the revenue.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Finance has
heen made easy. You have not had to bor-
row to that extent.

The PREMIER: So far as borrowing is
concerned, it meant that we had £48,000 that
we need not have horrowed. I am talking of
the Revenue Estimates and Expenditure. In
that respect we have not been assisted in the
slightest degree. The Leader of the Country
Party (Mr. Thomson)} said that had it not
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been for motor ecompetition there was uo
doubt in the world the Government would
bave increased railway rates. 1 do not kmow
how he could divine what might be in the
minds of Ministers. When asked to justify
that he said that several years ago, when the
railway finances were not in a very sound
position, the Government of the day had in-
creased railway rafes.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
wages were materially increased.
done to meet the increased costs.

The PREMIER: 1 am noi speaking of
the merits of that action. There was an in-
ereased expenditure on the railways of £250,-
000 because of the rise in wages, and the
Government had to meet that by imposing
increased charges. There is no ground for
the assumption of the Leader of the Country
Party in the case of this Government. Far
from increasing rates or receiving financial
assistance from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, notwithstanding the frequent asser-
tions of the hon. member that taxation is in-
creasing all round, the position for the past
two years has been that the deficit has been
covered by a sum of £140,000. This has been
achieved without any increase in taxation ex-
cept £30,000 from an increase in the land tax.
which was more than balaneced by a remis-
sion of £45,000 in the reduction of railway
rates.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You imposed a
land fax and income tax upon the farmer
that he did not have to pay before.

The PREMIER: The increased amount
received from the langd tax was £30,000, and
the reduction in railway rates for the full
vear amounted to £45,000, No in¢reased tax-
ation has been imposed by this Government;
on the other hand, there has been a reduction
in taxation.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: There have been
some increases.

The PREMIER:
perhaps.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You make the
farmer pay both a land fax and an income
tax now.

Mr. George: He did not do that before.

The PREMIER: There has been a reduc-
tion in taxation.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No fear.

The PREMIER : During the first year we
were in office 714 per cent. was taken off the
supertax of 15 per cent. That meant a re-
duetion of £25,000 a vear. The second 7Y%
per cent, reduction which continued Jast year,
meant £39,000.

It was when
This was

A few stamp duties,
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Mr, Latham: Youn have had more than that
from the land tax. .

The PREMIER: I bave given away the
land tax in the reduction in railway rates.
Income taxation has. been reduced by £65,-
000. Had fhe supertax not been abolished,
the finances would have been £65,000 befter
off.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You cannot take
credit for that.

The PREMIER: I do. The Bill was in-
troduced by the Government, and passed
through both Houses with the consent of the
Government,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But what about
when it got to another place?

The PREMIER: If we accept amend-
ments made by anotber place, we are en-
titled to take credit for the Bill as it finally
passes.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I think the Pre-
mier was very annoyed at the time.

The PREMIER: 1 felt like the hon, mem-
ber did many times when he found his Bills
dealt with rather harshly there. That reuuc-
tion deprived us of £65,000 of revenue, and
so the deficit for the two years would have
been that mueh less. In the eurrent financial
vear that 734 per cent. disappears.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You received
nearly £200,060 more last year from taxa-
tion. ,

The PREMIER: Not by any increase in
the rate of taxation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There has been
an inerease in the number of taxpayers, and
in the number of taxes collected.

The PREMIER: It would be a sorry
thing for this State if our taxation did not
inerease in value each year. I know that
the number of taxpayers is inecreasing, and
that incomes are increasing. The total col-
leciions each year are bound to go up. This
year there will be between £80,000 and £90,-
000 given away by the abolition of the other
714 per cent. supertax. The tax over the
past two years has been reduced by the 15
per cent. supertax, which has now been
abolished. This will make a difference in this
vear’s finanees of between £80,000 and £90,-
000,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Oh no!

The PREMIER: T am taking the figures
of the Taxation Commissioner. The remis-
sion of the 714 per cent. last year made a
difference of '£39,000. If we allow for the
normal inerease of this year over last year
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the figure will be between  £80,000 and £90,
000.

Mr, B, B. Johnston: It was agreed to twi
years ago.

The PREMIER: This Government re
duced taxation to that extent.

Mr. E. B. Johnston; Now we have th
Federal grant, you might go a little further

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Up
position says that there was not one line it
the Estimates that was right,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell; In the Revenuu
Esimates there was not one that was exactly
right.

The PREMIER: Of course not.

Flon, Sir James Aitchell: There never is

The PREMIER: It would be & remark
able thing it it were so.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
could be done.

The PREMILER:

Hon, Sir James Mitehell:
£100,000 out.

The PREMIER: I will show the hon.
member that he was more than £104,000 out.

Hon. Sir James Mitcheli: No one ever
said T was a prophet.

The PREMIER: As the year goes on, if
we find we are not likely to realise onr esti-
mate in any particular department, we have
to endeavour to counteract this by a redune-
tion in expenditure. In the year 1928-21
the Leader of the Opposition underesti-
mated his defieit by £257,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Due to a rail-
way strike.

The PREMIER: Of course there are ex-
planations, and there is justification for the
alteration this vear, He estimated that the
defieit would be £399,000, but it actually
was £686,000.

Mr. Mann: His estimate regarding the
licenses revenue was cut down by half.

The PREMIER: T admit that there are
explanations, just as there arc sound rea-
sons why I have been ont in some of my
estimates. In 1921-22 the T.eader of the Op-

I said it never

1t is only an eslimate.
1 was noi

position underestimated his defieit by
£161,000.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is the

way fo do it
The PREMIER: e estimated a defieit
of £370,000, but the actual deficit was
£7532,000. I am not the only Treasurer who
has undevestimated in regard to his Budget.
Mr. Latham: What about the next vear?
The PREMIER: He savs that if the taxa-
tion had not amounted to £85,000 mare than
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the estimate, my deficit would have been
£200,000.

Hon. Sir James Milchell: It was a nice
little hit to get.

The PREMIER: I received £95,000 more
from taxation than I had estimated. Ha+d
my estimate of taxation only been realised
it i1s true I would have had a defiait of
nearly £200,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You know that -

my deficit came down rapidly to £3220.0m0.

The PREMIER: I am coming lo these
figures. 1 do not wish to put the hon. mem-
ber in a wrong light.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : T have just scen
a beauntiful cartoon of myself in the
“Worker” It appears from this that the
Labour Party try to make out that they only
are the financial geniuses.

The PREMIER: In the two years that
I have been in office 1 have never made any
pretence to having any speeial gualifications
with regard to finance. 1 have never at-
tempted to take any credit to myself or
the CGovernment.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: I have said so.

The PREMIER : But I am justified in en-
deavouring to show the trme position, and
the aetual fAnancial results achieved during
the two years we have been in office. T have
never attempted to underrate the abilities
of any of my predecessors. I know well the
difficulties that Treasurers experienced in
those very had vears during the war and fol-
lowing the war. I give fult credit to the
fact that in the last two years when the hon.
member was in office the corner was turned
finanecially. Considerahle reductions were
made in each of those two years in the de-
fieits to which we had heen accustomed.
The hon. member said that if I had no! un-
derestimaied my taxation receipts, my de-
ficit would have been £200,000.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: That is true,

The PREMIER: YVes. During the last
vear in which the hon. member wag in office
he underestimated his receipts from taxa-
tion by £157,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Good. That was
5till better.

The PREMIER: He wourd up the year
with a deficit of £220,000, Let me apply
his words to himself. Had he not under-
rstimated his receipt: from taxation by
£157,000, his deficit wonld have been
£386,000. That is precisely the argument he
has advanced against me.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T was only try-
ing to show that you were mot a prophet.

The PREMIER: In that year, 1923-24,
the estimate on aecount of ineome taxation
alone was £112,000 below actuoal collections.
It- is a mighty good thing for Treasurers
Lhat sometimes sources of income do exceed
their estimates, because very often expendi-
ture increases beyond expectations, and in a
manner beyond the control of a Treasurer.
Unless sources of revenue came to the as-
sistance of a Treasurer, there would fre-
quently be greater discrepancies. This year
the deficit was increased by £45,000 as com-
pared with last year. That was oceasioned
by a falling off in railway receipts com-
pared with the estimates. Railway receipts
were £182,000 below what I anticipated they
would be. There is an explanation for that.
It was due to the fact that the harvest did
not come up to expectations. It was con-
siderably below that of fhe previous year
and much below what T thought it would be
when the Estimates were framed. While
the shoriage in railway receipts was due to
the harvest in one respect, it was also due,
to a degree, to the overseas shipping strike,
which held up vessels in our 'ports for six
or seven weeks. Such an occurrence would
have a very material effect npon our rai!wa_\;
receipts. Our timber trade was stopped.
The timber rates provide one of our most
remuncrative returns, but they were cut off.
Because of these circumstances, the dues re-
ceived by both the Fremantle Harbour Trust
and the Bunbury Harhour Board showed
decreases. While there was a falling off in
Tailway receipts to the extent of £17,000,
this was short of the estimate by
£182,000. Railway expenditure goes up all
the time and unless our receipts increase
each year correspondingly, we soon get into
a diffienlt position. Railway expenditure
must of necessity go up, for causes heyond
the contro} of any Government, The inter-
est bill goes up annually, and every time a
new railway is taken over fresh charges have
to be taken into consideration. No Govern-
ment, nor yet any Commissioner of Railways

has any conirol over that expendi-
ture. Last year, for instance, £30.000
additional was expended for water

haulage on aecoun{ of the dry season
and the absence of water in the dam~
throughout the country distriets. That item
alone i1s a substantial one. There was an
industrial trouble at Collie whieh lasted for
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a little while and it represented a cost to the
Railway Department of £5,000. Then there
was a loss as compared with the previous
year ot £38,000 on azceount of reduced rail-
way freight collections.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Of course water
is hauled every year.

The Minister tor Railways:
same exfent.

The PREMIER: I made it clear thai the
expenditore of £30,000 represented an
amount more than was expended during the
previous year. Of course there is always
some haulage of water but during the year
1 refer to, water had to be hauled all through
the agricultural districts. As the Leader of
the Opposition rightly: pointed out, the ex-
penditure last year was £812,000 greater
than in 1923-24, his last year in office, but
the revenue also was £942,000 greater, The
inereased expenditure of £812,000 for the
two years was due to two main causes.
Under special Acts, £510,000 was expended.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: 1 pointed that
oul.

The PREMIER: The Government have no
control over that expenditure.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes, they have.

The PREMIER: Certainly not.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You created the
interest bill by borrowing.

The PREMIER: Of course we crented it,
but the £510,000 of the £812,000 was due
to the increased interest bil.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: In two years?

The PREMIER: Yes. The hon. member
might say that the Government have econtrol
over the position because we defermine the
amount to be bovrvwed, but he wonld not
contend that the Guvernment should have
borrowed any less than they did durire the
two years,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T pointed out
that vou received recoups to a considerable
extent. The public do not pay the £510,000.

The PREMIER: No. Tlhere was an in-
crease, under the heading of public utilities,
of £256,000, The Government have very
little control over that item.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Yes, you have.

The PREMIER: Not much. There arz
inereases in the volume of work done and
the Government cannot control that pesition.
There were other causes as well, but the main
point is that so long as revenuc increases it
a greater rafe than the expenditure, we arv
not in a very bad way. It is when the

Not 1o the
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expenditure 1s increasing at a greater ratic
than the revenue, that the State drifts bacl
financially. In twe years our expenditur
has increased by £310,000 but our revenw
has increased by £042,000.

Hon, Sir James Mitelell: But £357,00¢
is due to timber fees and other sources o
income.

The PREMIER: There have been in
creases during the past two years. On edu
cation therc has been an inerease of £15,000
on medical and health reguirements £24,000
and on the Police £29,000. The last men
tioned was due to an increase in wages,

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Still, zreall;
speaking, the same policy has been car
ried on.

The PREMIER: Has it? T shall shov
that it Las not been the same policy. It al
depends upon the amount of money the Guv
ernment are prepared to make available
Maticrs regarding the police are not aifecter
by the Goveroment, and to a large exten
the same applies to edueation, beeause an;
Government must find the necessary mone;
Lor increased expendilure.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1t all depend
on what you get for the expendilnre.

The PREMIER: That is so.

Mr, Mann: You probably wisk that th
Hospital Bill ad been passed!

The PREMIER: Perhaps T should no
have regretted it very much.  Respectin:
State children, there was an increase o
#£16,000 for the two years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What was th
inerease for the fwo years prior to that?

The PREMIER: I do not know; I did no
look up those figures for they would hav
shown onr rcturns to so much geealer ad
vanioge.

Mr. Sampson: Or to the country.

The PREMIER: At any rate, that is th
position. T have said all that is necessur;
regarding the finances. T car fairly «laix
on behalf of the Government that affer iw
veurs in offiec, the finnnces of the Stste ur
in a sound condition. I do not elaim at al
that that result is entirely due to our work
At the same time the financial position o
the State is infinitely better than at un;
other period since 1911.

Hon. G. Tuylor: That is due to the pres
perity of the State.

The PREMIER: And that is due largel,
to the policy of governments.
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Hon. G. Taylor: There is a lot in that,
too.

The PREMIER: A very greail deal. On
actual figores, however, the pesition is hetter
tivin at any time since 1911.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Because we
worked along the lines of our policy for
seven years.

The PREMIER: 'That is so. The non.
member is in with me in this respeet.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But T did
first,

Mr. Mann: You have not found it neces-
sary to change the policy very much.

The PREMIER : Respecting much of 1,
no. There was a good deal in the poliey
of the Mitchell Geovernment .that we enp-
ported while in Opposition, and naturaily
we have eurried on that poliey while we have
been in office. I am glad to say that there
has not been much division of opinion in this
Parliament for years past, respeeiing the
more essential things that go towards the
prosperity of the State. There is sound
foundation for sauving that the State to-day
is more prosperous than it has been for
many years past.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: No, it is not
as prosperous as it was two years ago!

The PREMIER: Of course it is.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Trade is not as
good, and money is nol as easy.

The PREMIER : Trade is as good and the
finances are sound. No one ean honestly
deny that if he considers the position during
the past two years. We have reduced the
deficit by £132,000 in two years, and have
achieved that net by increasing taxation,
but by redueing it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I reduced ths
defieit by £500,000 in two years.

The PREMIER: Surely the hon. member
did not expect to continue decreasing the
deficit at that rate indefinitely. If that were
so, he would soon have had millions as a sur-
plus.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Certainly 1 did.

The PREMIER: By the time the hon.
member finished up, he had exhausted all
the possibilities of inercazed revenue and
fecreased expenditure.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, I had not.

The PREMIER: The Government found
that the possibilities had been exbausted in
many directions. Nevertheless we have im-
proved the position.

f5)
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Hon. Sir James Miichell: The revenue
came from the increased production we were
working for all the time, and that is what
you are working for now.

The PREMIER: Increased production is
going on now. Fortunately increased pro-
duction does not depené upon the policy of
Governments; it depends upon the seasons.

Mr. Davy: It would go on better without
Governments.

The PREMIER : Especially in a State of
primary production such as Western Aus-
tralin, prosperity depends to a great extent
upon the seasons and upon the prices we
get for our products exported overseas—
two things over which Governments have no
influence. Prices make a great difference in
the position because if they are favourable,
we have another million pounds or twe
willion iounds for cireulation, investmeent
and the further development of the State.
Hon. members will readily agree that that
would. make a eonsiderable difference in our
position. So it is that I ean claim that the
Ytate has never been more prosperous than
it is fo-day." The development that has taken
plare during the past two years has been
indeed great.  TWe have kept the finances
within reasomable bounds and we have re-
dnced the defieit. Nothwithstanding that,
we have faced increased expenditure, par-
ticularly in the Railway Department. For
fear that someone may misrepresent the posi-
fion [ateron, it is perhaps necessary for me to
make it elear that the increased expenditure
in the Railway Departmeni was not as a
result of anv usurpation by the Government
of the functions of the Arbitration Court.
There were automatic increases following the
practice that has existed for six or seven
vears. There has also been a considerahble
increase in the wages of Government em-
ployees curing the past two years. The
Government have honoured the elassification
of the Civil Service and paid automatic in-
creases in this instance as well. At the same
time there has been a reduction in taxation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No fear.

The PREMIER: Oh yes.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Increased taxa-
tiorn.

The PREMIER: Taxation has been re-
duced. There is a tendency to make people
helieve that, because the total receipts from
taxation were mreater this year than Jast
vear, we have imposed additional taxation.
Such iz not the position. There has been
inereased prosperity, with consequent larger
incomes for those who pay taxation. There
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is also a greater number of 1axpayers; many
who were not within the sphere of taxation
huve improved their positions and are now
paving taxes. That is a good sign.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There are a
thousand people writing two cheques instead
of one these cays—the farmers.

The Minister for Lands: You know that
there has been a decrease in taxation.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No.

* The PREMIER: Of course there has been
a reduection.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No fear.

The PREMIER: Yes, fear, and the hon.
member knows well that that is so. I am
justified in asking the people of the State to
realise that the finances have improved, and
that, while higher wages and salaries have
been paid, a reduction in taxation has been
effected.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell ; You got £200,000

more; the people know what they are pay-
ing.
The PREMIER: The Government, by
their po'iey and administration, have kept
the Slate progressing, and, if the hon. mem-
her likes, in the manner in which we found
it.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Not quite as
eoond.

The PREMTER: The wmigration agree-
ment. as members know, has heen sigued hy
the (Government, ané. we have submitted a
sehednle of expenditure Tor £10,612,000,
for seftlement £6,000,000. and for works
£4,612,60% Al that we have had approval
for is £629,000 lor works,

Mr. Stubbs: Over what period is this sum
tn he spread?

The PREMIER: Ten years. The balance
of the amount that we have submitted has
heen held over for eonsideration by the Com-
miasion,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We have had
two and a quarter millions under the migra-
tion agreement—one per cent. money.

The PREMIER: Personally, I econsider
there was no need for the appointment of
a Commission lo handle this matter.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T agree with
vou.

The PRIMIER: When T spoke to the
Prime Minister in regard to the matter he
said he could not make the amount greater
pending the report of the Commission, be-
cause he did mol wish to tie their hands.
His desive was to leave them entirely free
to decide what works should he constructed
—-drainage, road makine, railwavs, ete.,
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which would come within the scope of the
agreement. There will be three men coming
over here and our requests will receive their
consideration. T suppose they will stay here
for a week or two, or perbaps a few weeks,
and no coubt they will conscientiously try
to disecharge the duties that have been en-
trusted to them. At the samne time I feel
that between the two Governments, State
and Federal, an agreement could have been
reached on the advice of the officers, pro-
fessional and otherwise, as to the works that
would come within the secope of the agree-
ment, without the intervention of any Com-
mission,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We arg respon-
sible for the payment of this money.

The PREMIER : Yes, for the expenditure
and repayment, and we are also responsible
to the people of this State to see that it is
wisely expended and that success will follow
1its expenditure. But if the Commission re-
ports adverscly on any proposal submitted
by the Government, the report may Dbe
adapted.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: What the deuce
do they want a Commission at all for?

The PREMIER: 1 do not know, except
that we are drifting towards governmenl
by Comniissions.

The Minister for Lands: I think the
“Sunday Times” put it correctly when they
said that it was another step towards uni-
fication.

The PREMIER : We are drifting towards
Commissions in all things, and this Com-
mission will have the effect of delaying
matters. Whatever is done will be done
in the dark, and we may not know whether
we will get the benefit of the cheaper in-
terest, or whether we shall have to pay the
Full interest. In the meantime, on the
gsroupse, there has been a great deal of
work done. During the past two vears 650
honses have been ereeted and 47,000 acres
have been placed under .pasture. There
have hieen 34 schools erected.  The number
of eows sent to the groups is over 7,000,
and in addition there have heen sent pigs,
horses and other steck. These ave matters
that T think T am justified in reminding the
IJowre have been altended ‘o by the Gov-
crminent. T do so to justify the claim that
the admiuistration has heen in the interests
of the people of the State wenerally. The
advances by the Agricultural Bank, the In-
dusiries Assistance Board and for soldiec
settlement amount to £1,680,000.
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Hon, Sir James Mitchell :
group seitlement?

The PREMIER: No.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: The amount
You guoted is less than the average.

The Minister for Lands: 1t is not.

Hon. Sir James Mitebell: Tt is.

The PREMIER: I desire to show that
every phase of development has been
assisted. There has been no wild or revolu-
tionary policy pursued likely to bring the
country to ruin, such as was predicted in
some quarters. During the past year the
land selected totalled two million aecres,
apart from pastoral leases, an inerease ol
100,000 acres over the figures of the previ-
ous year, showing that the land -settlement
policy inaugurated iy the Leader of th=
Opposition is still geing ahead. The area
under erop last year, although the harvest
was not so good, was a record, and the
prospects for the present year are ex-
tremely bright, The agrienltural college
will be completed in the course of a month
or two, and will be opened for the reception
of students before Christmas. Experi-
mental farms are being established, and I
think it is a great pity that our predecessors
did not go in for this policy many years
ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We did.

The PREMIER : To a limited extent.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We established
farms at Chapman, Merredin and Bruns-
wiek.

Ineluding

The PREMIER: In distriets where they |

were not needed to the same extent as they
were needed in the wheat growing areas.

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: The Merredin
farm almost proved that wheat eould not
be grown there.

The PREMIER : They shou!d have heen
established where seftlement was extending.
It is well that we should test the country in
this experimental way, and T am sorry that
more farms were not established many
vears ago. There are now four experi-
mental farms being established. One in
the direction of Wongan Hills paid its way
last vear aud the result of the experiments
there, will he of great value to those who
intend to farm lighter lands in that diree-
tion.  Agricoltural water supplies have
heen extended 130 miles during the past
couple of vears, and no less a sun than
£70,000 bas heen expended on other agri-
cultural sapplies. All this work has heen
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done in the agricultural districts, notwith-
standing that we were not supposed to be
in sympathy with the man engaged in agri-
culture. Railway construetion has been
carried out to the limit of available funds.
There are some members who feel that they
have grievances because some of the rail-
ways which have heen authorised for a few
years have not yet been built. 1t would be
impossible for any Government to eonstruct
all the new railways in one year. With the
other eommitments and obligations of the
State, particularly with regard to group
settlement work, necessarily only a certain
amount of money ean be made available for
railway construction.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There should
be more than a third of our bhorrowed
money made available for railway constirue-
tion.

The PREMIER : We could easily get
ahead of ourselves in railway construection,
but that work must have relation to the
increase in population, otherwise the mile-
age of tailways would hecome dispropor-
tionate to the popnlation, and so would
affect the financial position of the whole
system. Harhour works have been carried
out and the Vietoria wbharf at Fremantle
lias been rebumilt with conerete. That should
fast for all time and should obviate the
necessity fae annual expenditure in maiu-
tenance. A feature of the past year, too,
has been road eonstruction. The amount
of money provided by hoth State and
Conunonwealth totalled £546,000, and in
addition to that the BState expended
£100,000 on rcads in group distiricts.
But the £546,000 has beeen expended under
the agreement with 1he Federal Government.
and T should be sorry indeed if anything
happened to defeat the proposals now be-
fore the Federal Parliament. Members
know that in this State, beeause of the greatl
distances and the scarcity of popul:tion,
the road problem has been most serious. If
a programme sueh as has been submiited by
the Federal Government were carried out
for the next 10 years, at the end of that
period much of our difficulty regarding road
transport would be overcome. It is almost
heyond the imagination of many people to
conceive what the expenditure of that sam
of money would mean.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
lions sterling in ten vears.

The PREMIER: Yes. From our point
of view it is deplorable that the proposal

Over six mil-
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appears likely to be defeated by reason of
the attitnde of Eastern States Governments,
and possibly to some extent because of a
lack of enthusiastic support on the part of
some of our own Federal members.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I do not think
that. )

The PREMIER:
the tax.

Hou. Sir James Mitchell: Quite right, too.

The PREMIER: I hardly think the
Federal Government could have been ex-
peected to find all the money they proposed
to expend on roads from ovdinary rovenue.

Hon. Sir James Mitchelt: The surplus
was about 214 millions last year. )

The PREMIER: Yes; but it would be
hard for any Government to be asgured that
over a period of ten years there would be a
similar surplus, enabling them to make such
an arrangement with the States.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They should
have put the tax on when they needed it:
nof now.

The PREMIER: Personally I am a good
deal with the Prime Minister in the speech
which he recently made against monopolies.
T believe that the people who control the
importation of oil into Anstralia could well
have borne the additional tax without in-
ereasing the price to the eonsumer.

Mr., George: They are charging a pretty
rood price now.

The PREMIER: I have no doubt the
Prime Minister was sure of his figures be-
fore he gave them to the eountry, and in his
speech he showed where exceptional or extra-
ordinary profits were being made by those
in the oil business. Me also showed that
prices here are altogether out of pronortion
to those charged in other parts of the
world.

Mr, George: It is funny how the oil
people have come together. A little while
ago they were cutting one another’s throats.

The PREMIER: 1T rather think the oil
people put it over a good many of the people
in different parts of Australia, as regards the
extra cost to be imposed on the man who
runs a ear,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It does not
matter to the oil people, of course, becanse
they will pass it on.

The PREMIER: The Federal proposal
is especially favourable to Western Aus-
tralia in #hat it would not mean any in-
crease, or onlv the slightest increase, in onr
petrol tax. That is not so in the case of

They are opposed to
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other States, but here we have the tax al-
ready. The only increased cost involved in
our c¢ase would be the additional duties on
chassis, tyres, and other parts. During the
past 12 years the Federal Government have
put away more than £10,000,000 of surplus
revenue, which should have gone to the
States. In that conncetion there has heen a
deliberate evasion of the law, and so the
States have been deprived of a sum of
£10,000,000.  Indeed, it is diffienlt to know
what the Federal surpluses actually have
been.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell :
the purse.

The PREMIER: As the late Mr. Deakin
remarked, the power of the purse will even-
tually mean unification. It shonld Le grati-
fying to members and to all residents of the
metropolitan area that praetically for the
first time in our history we have got rid of
bore water. That is the result of a pretty
heavy expenditure during the past two vears,
but the hills water supply is well on the
way. Nothing but hills water has been used
during the past few months—winter months,
of course. I do not kmow that it will be
possible to get through the summer months
without bore water. The hills scheme has
already meant a econsiderable expenditure,
and that expenditure will go on yet for sev-
eral years before the work is completed and
the future water supply of the eity assured.

Hou. Sir James Mitchell: I am afroid
that if we do not have hore water, the rates
will “bore” us a bit.

The PREMIER: Yes. The hon. member
explained at North Perth that the commence-
ment of the scheme meant additionnl taxa-
tion, that water rates would be increased.
The people knew that, and of course they
cannot have a large expenditure on water
supply for this part of the State and im-
pose the eost of it upon the taxpayzrs gen-
erally, many of whom derive no benefit from
the scheme, TDuring the past couple of vears
we have had a considerable quantify of
railway rolling stock under construetion.
In the Government’s first year of office thev
had to find a sum of £100,000 for locomo-
tives, which were then ordered oversea. Since
then we have had about 12 locometives con-
structed or under construgtion in the Mid-
land Junetion workshops, and the pesition
now is such that, provided the building of
locomatives and rolling stock is earried on
regularly each year, provided that we do not
allow the supply of stock to get into arrears

The power of
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and then have to obtain a large guantity in
any one year, a quantity with which our
own resources could not cope, all our re-
quirements should be supplied by our own
State workshops.

Mr. Mann: Your trouble is going to be
want of trucks, not want of locomotives,

The PREMIER: Yes. Knowing that
there was a shortage of truecks last year and
that the experience was likely to be re-
peated, 1 allocated early in this year
£150,000 to the Minister for Railways to
be expended on trucks.

Mr. George: We want another thonsand
trucks.

The PREMIER: The amount provided
will not furnish nearlvy the number of trucks
that the Commissioner of Railways desires.
However, it scems inevitable that we shall
alwave have truck shortages. We want to
guard against the inconvenienee becoming
too great. If the State bad sufficient trucks
to move the harvest within the time that
some people desire, this would mean that
a considerable proportion of the rolling
stoek would be standing idle for the greater
part of the year. All that we can hope to
do is to ensure that we have sufficient roll-
ing stock to obviate serious inconvenience to
the people concerned. _

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: They have not
had much to complain about up to date.

The PREMIER: I do not think they have.
People are apt to rush into the Press with
complaints if they are unable to get a num-
her of trucks immediately they order them.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The ships are
chartered badly. .

Mr. George: If there were more trucks,
it would save a great deal of maintenance on
the rolling stock.

The PREMTER : Of course it would, be-
canse trncks are kept on the road when they
ought to be in the workshops undergoing re-
pair. But in a growing State like this, where
we have so much to do and so few people
to do it, everything cannot he done in a year
or so. There hag been ennsiderable expendi-
taure on additions to the East Perth power
house, The amount runs into abont
£300.000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : There is always
stuff on order for the power house. It is
never finished.

The PREMIER : Never. Immediately the
present additions are eompleted at a eost
of £300,900, the thing will commence again.
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13ut I suppose it is all due to the growth of
the city; it shows that we are cxpanding and
that vew demands for power are arising in
many directions hecause of the growth of
the eity.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is a good
thing.

The PREMIER: A very good thing. In
this connection it is worth mentioning that
for the first time in the history of Western
Australia there is a proposal to establish a
power scheme in the Collie district, and =0
give the south-western part of the State, at
any rate, the beoeflit of cheaper power than
is now available. In Vietoria I learned that
the power from those great works in Gipps-
land is ecarried over distances of hundreds
of miles, right down from Gippsland through
the agricultural areas. It is a buge scheme.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The eoal there
is very cheap.

The PREMIER.: Yes. The scheme, I be-
lieve, cost five millions of money. It will
not be self-supporting for another two
vears, bnt once that- stage is reached, the
works will he.able to show large profits or
else supply power at extremely low prices,
which will be of the grecatest assistance to-
wards the establishment of industries in Vie-
torta and to her agriculture as well. The
sooner we get it into onr minds that the nse
of electric power should not be confined to
cities, but should he extended to country
districts, the bebter it will be for us. That
discovery has been made in the Old Coun-
try, though it was swrprising to me to find
that some comparatively large towns there,
towns not far from London, were using kero-
sene lamps. .

Mr. Sampson: In the Old Country thay
establish factorics out in the country, where
conditions are better.

The PREMIER: It would be infinitely
hetter that our secondary industries, as they
spring into existence, should be established
in the eountry, so as to overcome the curse
froin which Australia suffers, that more than
half the popnlation of each Australian State
is concentrated in the metropolitan area.
Our secondary industries should be estab-
lished in country towns, as the woollen milis
are established in Albany. Indeed, T should
like to see all our secondary industries, all
our factories, established in the country dis-
tricts.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Where stream-
lets flow.
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The PREMIER: Yes, and where daisies
bloom on the hillside. 1t is a bad thing that
country districts should be as they are in
some of the Kastern States, with declining
populations. In many country districts of
Victoria the population iz now less than it
was 40 vears ago. We know that the poliey
of high protection means building up the
cities, since work is coneentrated in them:
and so the boys and girls of the eountry
families migrate {o the ecitics instead of lead-
ing the health, open life of the countryside.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pm.

The PREMIER: BRefore eoncluding [
should like to say that mueh important work
has been done in recent years in pont of
reforestation. During the past year just on
one million acres of land have been perman-
ently dedicated to the future of our forests.
That is all important, when we remember
that the value of the timber exported last
year was over 1% miilion pounds. It was
really a record in the history of the State.
To-day timber is one of our big industries
and the souree of mueh wealth production.
For very many years the value of our forests
was not realised, and very little was done
in the wny of preserving them for future
generations. ITowever, that was all altered
with the passing of the ¥orests Aet, and
now for many years therc has been going
on a properly co-ordinated system of work
that will ensure the perpetuation of our
forest resources for all time. A great deal
of pme planting has been carried out also.
Weo have in this State large areas suitable
for pine growing; bul just as we have been
lax in providing our own food supplies, so
have we neglected to provide, if not the whole
at all events a considerable amount of our
own softwood requiremenis. With the re-
latively large arcas that have been planted
in the watershed of the Helena River and
in other parts of the State during reeent
years, it means that after 15 or 20 years,
when the first crop will come to maturity,
we shall have # rotation of crops that will
zo far to meet our own requirements. 1 was
surprised to find the large areas of pine up
hehind the Mundaring Weir, where practi-
cally all the valleys and hillsides have been
cleared and planted. The whole of the
plantation is looking well and healthy, TIn
the course of a few years all the watershed
of the Mundaring Weir will be covered with
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pines. As I have said, a willion acres of
tand have been dedieated to our forests, and
I hope that another considerable area wilt
be preserved in the same way.

Hon. G. Taylor: Not all for soft woods?

The PREMIER : No, the million acres ure
for hard woods.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: All jarrah
country is protected now; the agriculturists
cannot get it.

The PREMIER: There is a considerable
area nobt vet protected.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But it cannot
be sclected without the Minister knowinyg
whether there is jarrah on it

The PREMIER: That is so.

Mr. J. H. Smith: A considerable area of
that will not be protected.

The PREMIER: Tt would have been un-
wise to devote to any other purpose that
whiech ought to be reserved for forestry.
The Commonwealth Government have taken
the matter of the future of our hard woods
into sertons consideration and have decided
that each State should have at least certain
aress reserved. We are still the greatest
hardwood growing State in the Common-
wealth, despite which we have much below
the area of forests that the Commonwealth
have allotted for us.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: It is very easy
for them to say what ought to be done.

The PREMIER: Yes, it is another in-
stance of the Commonwealth instructing the
State as to what to do with iis own resources.
Still, if in the foture the Commonwealth
should he unable to meet its own require-
ments of bardwood, and bearing in mind
that supplies would then have to he brought
from other parts of the world, it would
beeome an Australian-wide question of great
importance.

Mr. Sampson: Tt would pay some of our
companies to organisc tree planting here
instead of sending so much money out of the
State.

The PREMIER: Over a million and a
ha!f pounds’ worth of our timber was cx-
norted last year; o it will be seen that tim-
ber is an important factor in the economic
tife of the State. I bave refrained from
saying anything in regard to the Federal
Government’s proposed withdrawal of the
capitation grants to thig State. T think the
matter might be fully ventilated when the
wution now on the Notiee Paper comes up
tor consideration.



{5 Avcust, 1926.]

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But will that
Le n timef

The PREMIER: [ am not sure whether
we ought not to suspend the Standing Or-
ders and get on with ii,

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: I am quite sure
we should not lose any time whatever.

The PREMIER: I had it in mind fo
ask the House fo agree to suspend
the Standing Orders in order that the
question might be discussed at the earliest
possible moment. That has been done
in Victoria, where a motion similar to that I
have placed on the Notice Paper was car-
vied unanimously in both Houses of the Vie-
torian Parliament,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Let us take it
von Tuesday. If you agree, members will
know about it, and so will be ready on Tues-
day. .

The PREMIER: 1 am willing that mem-
bers should take this as an intimation. Cer-
tianly the matter ought to be discussed be-
fore the Federal Parliament closes, which
will be next week, for 1 think it i3 well that
they should know the opinion of this Parlia-
ment representing the people of Western
Australia, I see no cause to alter the
opinions [ have expressed ever since the
matter was first broached. The conference
held in Melbourne, when the Premiers were
called together, was really a waste of time,
for the Commonwealth Govermmnent had de-
termined on their policy before the Premiers
met, Anybody who gives serious thought
to the matter will recognise that it is the
most importanl question that has come be-
fore this 1’arliament or the people of West-
cern Australia for very many years past.
Our finaneial future is wrapped up in the
whole question, for if we should be deprived
of a share of the Customs and Exeise rev-
enue, we would be at the merey, not only

of the present, but of all future Federal

Parliaments. As the late Mr. Deakin so
shrewdly prophesied, we would then he with-
in measurable distance of unification. The
question of unification ought to be dizenssed
openly and by itself, so tbat the people
might know what they are doing and
whither they are drifting. The poliey
adopted by all Federal Governments for
many years past has been one of insidious
and gradual whitfling away of the righis
and sovereign powers of the States, and the
making of the Commonwealth an overlord of
the State by virtue of its financial strength.
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Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Not by virtue
of the Constitution.

The PREMIER: XNo, but because of its
financial stremgth. As with individuals, so
with Governments, where the power of
money lies, there will the influence of govern-
ment rest as well. I am certain, though it may
not be intended, and dounbtless is not intended
by those who propose to make the change,
that change tends in the direction of unifica-
tion. Whalever the intention, that will be
the inevitable result.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
gun; we want the thunder.

The PREMIER: 1 hope we shall retam
as mueh of our self-governing rights as we
can. As said by the Leader of thé Opposi-
tion the other night, it will be a black day for
this State when we are entirely governed
from Canberra, or any other centre of East-
ern Australia. If left alone to work out our
own salvation we have nothing o fear.

Mr. George: We have not done so badly.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But we have
had to make awful sacrifices. We have to
pay taxes that we should never have had to
pay but for Federation.

The PREMIER: That is so. On the Sup-
ply Bill I said that the proposed grant of
£300,000 per anpum for five years had been
promised by the Federal Government, but
that the grant was inciuded in the Speecial
Grants Bill now before the Federal Parlia-
ment, a Bill dealing also with the withdrawal
of the per capita payments. 1 do not know
why our grant should have been inclnded in
that Bill, for the two questions are entirely
separated. Whether we are to get {this money
from the Commonwealth in future by way of
per capita payments or whether, as suggested
by the Federal Government, we are to raise
the wency by taxation, has nothing to do
with the guestion of the speeial disabilities
this State has suffered under Federation and
with which the Royal Commission dealt. Yef
the two are brought together in the one Bill.
I have no definite information from the Fed-
eral Govermmnent, but so far as one ean gather
from the Press telegrams, that Bill is going
to be shelved until next session,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: That is in re-
spect to the per capita paymenis.

The PREMIER: Yes, and the proposal
{o grant us £300,000 per annum for five
years is in the same Bill.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
nouneed separately.

They have the
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The PREMIER: It is in the Bill, and
if the Bill be dropped, it may be that we
shall not get the £300,000. At any rate, un-
less the Federal Government introduce a
separate Bill dealing with this special grant,
they will have no Parliamentary authority to
pay us the special grant of £300,000 this
year.

Hon Sir James Mitchell : Surely they will
introduce a separate Bill!

The PREMIER: I do not know why the
special grant should have been included in
the Bill, becanse the two matters have no re-
lation to each other,

Hon. G. Taylor: The inclusion of both
matters in the once Bill jeopardises the
£300,000.

The PREMIER: Yes. It may have been
included in the same Bill as a sort of warn-
ing that if the measure providing for the
withdrawal of the per capita paymenis were
lost, we would also lose the £300,000 grant.

Mr. Latham: It would be a very poor
spirit if they did that sort of thing.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T would not
like to think thal of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The PREMIER: Neither would I.

Hon. Sir James Mitechell: They made 2
definite announcement about the speeial
orant.

The PREMIER: Yes, and that was apart
altogether from what might be done with
regard to the per capita payments or taxa-
tion. It has nothing to do with that ques-
tion.

Mr. Latham: It was arranged before the
Commonwealth decided to withdraw the per
eapita payments.

The PREMIER: Not the £300,000 grant,

Mr. Latham: Waell, the Disabilities Com-
mission sai before the matter of the per
capita payments was diseussed.

The PREMIER: Yes, but the Govern-
ment did not deal with the maiter of the
special grant until about the same time, If
the Bill dealing with the per eapita payments
is going to be shelved, I have no doubt the
Commonwealth Government will make other
provision in acecordanee with their promise
for the payment of £300,000 to us this year.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : What about
the other £150,000%

The PREMIER: That is subjeet to our
accepting their proposals for the transfer
of the North-West. That amount is offered
hy way of payment of interest on the money
which has been expended by the State in
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the North-West, and which the Federal
Government caleulate as being £2,700,000.
The Federal Government propose to take
over £2,700,000 of our debi, and to pay
interest and sinking fund on it to the extent
of £150,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You will never
get that £150,000, anyhow.

The PREMIER: I am not building upon
that.

Mr. (George: Why not put up the North-
West to tender, and see if we cannot «o
better than the Federal Government are
offering?

The PREMIER : While not pronounemng
final judgment on the matter, I largely
agree with the views expressed by the
Leader of the Opposition regarding the
North-West. Our experience does not en-
eourage us fo hand over any portion of this
territory, and ecertainly we conld never
agree to hand over a portion of it in the
form, as it were, of a blank cheque. We
should require to know what the Federal
Covernment propose te do for the North-
West. We have an obligation to the people
who live there, and who have interests in
that part of the State to see that their
future interests will be preserved. |

" anticipate that the Commonwealth Govern-

ment will adopt the attitude, “We have
oftered to take over that portion of your
territory. In return for that we shall
assume certain financial obligations which
vou have incurred regarding it. As to how
we govern it in the future will he a matter
for us.” ’

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The Federa]l Gov-
ernment made an agreement with South
Australia that has not yet been kept.

The PREMIER: Yas I anticipate that
the Commonwealth will not indicate to us
in any detailed way how they propose to
govern the North-West or what they pro-
pose to do with it.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell :
have a little commission.

The PREMIER: Bearing in mind that
most of the functions of Government in
the Commonwealth sphere are heing rele-
gated to commissions of various kinds, no
doubt the North-West of this State woulkl
be handed over to a commission. As a
matter of faet, T think that was the prn-
posal made by Senator Pearce some time
ago.

The Minister for Works: That is sn.

They wonld
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The PREMIER: I think that was ad-
vanced as one of their proposals last year
while 1 was in England.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Yes, that is <o
—superior men,

The PREMIER : Men with big salaries.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: They have got Mr.
Gunn, (he Premier of South Australia.
Look out or you might be the next!

The PREMIER: If there were such
a_ possibility, perhaps I should not be so
hostile. Having in mind the number of
commissions being appointed, it is only 2
matter of time when it will come to the
turn of most of us to be included in soms
commission or other. I am not anticipating
that we shall be able to come Lo an agree
ment with the Commonwealth regarding the
North-West. 8fill I am prepared to sus-
pend judgment on the matter until we hear
further from them.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: I am in no
doubt at all, because they have made their
offer.

The PREMIER: But the whole offer is
contained in about 10 lines of printed
matter on ordinary foolscap, and we eould
never agree to hand over the North-Wes:
to the Commonwealth with no more in-
formation than it is possible td convey in
10 or 12 printed lines.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We have nu
right to hand over the territory or th:
people to the tender mercies of someonc
sitting at Canberra,

The PREMIER: Of course not, unless
the people of this Stale, with the endorse-
ment of the people of the North-West, were
to agree {o it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We are all one
people.

The PREMIER: Then, if the residents
of the North-West did agree to the trans-
fer, it might be a ease of our having to
save them from themselves. Parliament
would have the responsibility of determin-
ing finally whether the territory should he
handed over.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You would not
let the people of Northam and the sur-
roundings, for instance, decide that they
were going fo ent away from Western Aus-
tralia and become Commonwealth territory.

The PREMIER: Xo, unless we thought
it would be for the good of the State, gen-
erally speaking.
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Hon. G. Taylor: We would not le{ ihe
member for Northim go, anyhow.

The PREMIER : On the same line of
reasoning, I suppose the rest of the Com-
monwealth would not agree to Western
Australia geiting out of the Federation.
They might say “You think it would be a
very pood thing to secede from Federation,
but we are going to save you from your-
selves, We shall not allow you Lo get out.”

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The question is,
will the Tederal Government give our
people in the North better conditions, better
facilities, and better opportunities than they
have under us?

The PREMIER: I do'not think they will.
Past experience of dealings with the Com-
monwealth, both in regard to this State and
the Northern Territory of South Australia,
does not lead us to helieve that they will be
ahle to do better by the North-West than
we have been able to do.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : In dealing with
this matter we must be {rue to this country
and to the people of it.

The PREMIER: We shall be true.

The Minister for Works: You Iimit that
expression to this particular matter?

The PREMIER : Not to this matter
alone. In the whole of our dealings with
the Federal Government and our attifude
to the Federation, our first duty is to this
State and to the people of this Stafe,
whether it be the matter of the transfer of
the North-West, the atolition of the per
capita paymenis or any other quesfion we
are colled npon to decide. Personally I
have not much doubt as to the attitude of
the sreat majority of the people of Wesi-
ern Australia on the two matters I hava
specified. We could not get the same free-
dom and opportuniiies to develop our
resources in our own way when controlled
from Canberra or from Melbourne as we
could if controlled by our own people
throungh the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia. I hope fo have the matter discussed
on Tuesday next so that we shall know defi-
vitely, so far as this Parliament might be
able to speak for the people, the attitude of
the people towards this all-important ques-
tion.

Hon. G. Taylor: Before you sit down,
wonld you mind giving us the first 20
minutes of vour speech over again?
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MR, GEORGE (Murray- Wellington)
[7.55]: 1 wish to express my appreciation
of a considerable portion of the speech
which the Premier Las celivered this evening.
It has heen not only temperate in tone but
informative, and has given us many details
whieh will be of great service to members.
I do not wish it to be inferred that I agree
with everything the Premier has said, but
1 must acknowledge that he has given from
his point of view informatten which will
he of wvalue fo all members. Many
people, and some members too, have
represented that the Address-in-reply is
not of mueh serviee, but if I may be
allowed te express my opinion, T wonld
sayv it would not be well if the debate on the
Address-in-reply  were abolished.  Even
though it occupies a considerable amount of
time, it affords each member an opportunity
to bring before the House matters whieh he
thinks are necessary not only for his own
constitueney but in the best interests of the
State. Although it may be arguec that
many of the matters brought forward could
well be submitted to Ministers in their offices,
the airing of these matters in the House adds
foree to them. The Premier spoke of the
present prosperity and fhe extra revemue
being realised from taxalion, and the
Leader of the Opposition interjected that
the area of taxation had Leen very muoch
widened by the abolition of exemptions and
g0 forth. There is another veason of which
no doubt the Premier is fully aware, which
is responsible for se much more taxation
heing received during the last 12 months,
namely that the systern that has been in
vogue in the Taxafion Department for some
time has reached such a stage that it has
heen possible to get the assessments out very
much earlicr than in previous years. Con-
sequently funds have come in more expedi-
tiously and have thus angmented the revenue
of the State. Although I do not wish in
any way to raise the question regarding the
Commouwealth Government, I should not
like this opportunity to pass without giving
a few of my views for the consideration of
members. The very wording of paragraphs
in the Speech itself shows iiow careful every
one of us must be when dealing with matters
which can be put almost into the eategory
of the gifts that the Greeks bring that be-
tray us. Paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 deal with
the proposals made by the Commonwealth
Government. The Premiers of the several
States met and discussed the matier and de-
ctded that they would have nothing whatever

[ASSEMBLY.]

to do with the Federal Government’s pro-
posals to abolish the per capita payments.
1t did not suit them. They were quite within
their rights in refusing to accept it. They
were representing their people, all classes of
people and not a seetion of any one political
colouring, and they exercised their rights.
The retort of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment was to bring down other proposals,
and instead of those proposals being such as
mght have met the objections that were
quite reasonably advanced by the Premiers,
they did not oxtend as favourable considera-
tion to the States as cid the original pro-
posals.

The Premier: That is so.

Mr. GEORGE: My past experience of
Federal Ministers leads me to believe that
we have to be very careful what we do with
them. The gun is always loaded, and when
it goes off both barrels usunally hit some-
thing. They brought forward this alterna-
tive proposal that was less favourable to the
States when it should have been more fav-
ourable if possible, seeing that it is our
money which they have taken from us, and
which they are going to hand back te us
as a sort of charitable dole. Any proposal
they had to bring forward should have been
more favourable to the States than other-
wise. None of the Commonwealth Govern-
ments has given us fair eonsideration in
view of the ecircumstances in which this State
stands. I do not know why this is. T have
come to the conclusion that it is not so much
the individual Ministers of to-day as it is
that we are graduaily drifting into a sort of
bureaueratic control at the hands of Com-
monwealth officials. I formed that opinion
when I was in the Bastern States with Six
Henry Lefroy and Mr. Gardiner some years
ago, when we had various negoliations with
the Commonwealth Government. We must
look with great suspicion and with great
earefulness upon any of the proposals that
come from them. A great deal of the trouble
‘that oceurs to-day is due to there being tw
leaders and iwo parties, when there should
be only one leader and one parly as op

.posed to -the Labonr Party. It make:

me wonder how it is possible for a com-
bination of free traders and high protec
tionists to be on the same side of the House
and vet feel they are representing their con-
stituents in the way they ought to do.

The Premier: Page is pulling Bruce down
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Mr. Gritiths: Would they be any better
on the other side of the House?

Mr, Marshall: They wounld be better cut
of the House.

Mr, Griftiths: You would be,

Mr. GEORGE: Whether it is one party
or the other, this State gets the same lack
of consideration, and 1 may be pardoned
for being doubtful about any scheme they
may put up to us.

Mr. Thomsen: This State has had more
consideration from the present Federal ad-
ministration than from any other.

The Premier: The last proposal over-
shadowy the lot, and wipes everything outf.

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member is wel-
cume to his opinion. T have a right to mine.
I had a great deal to do with the fizht against
Federation. If this beautiful State of ours
had only been allowed to carry out its own
desliny we would have been on top to-day,
and the other people would have been seek-
ing that consideration at our hands which
they refuse to give us in our day of need.

Mr. Thomson: I agree with that.

Mr. GEORGE: No country in the world
with so small a population has done so much
in 30 years since responsible Government
ns Western Australia has done. If those
gentlemen who bronght about Federation
could only se¢ the result of their efforts
to-day, 1 think they would fturn in their
graves, though many of them have been dead
a long time. The whole trend of the deal-
ings with the Commonwealth Government.
and Commonwealth officials from the top to
the bottom, is towards an insidious advance
by which they can get to know beforehand
what is going on in the States, so that they
may know where they are when they take
over. In the Public Works Depariment we
were doing work for the Commonwealth
Government, and doing it well. We were
doing it with the staff we had, and were re-
ceiving from them, I think, five per ceni.
comamission. We were complimented upon
the quality of the work, and the expedition
with which we carried it out, as well as for
pur economical methods. I was told, and
other Ministers were told, that so long as
we carried out the work in that way the
Commonwealth would refrain from starting
their own public works. And yet they have
done so. They have taken work away from
the department, and we have lost the com-
mission which belped te pay the salaries of
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that big organisation. We cannot reduaee
bands because they are needed for other
works, The Commonwealth, just as in the
case of taxation, started the work to get an
idea of the inner running of this big State.
There has heen some talk of secession. If
I felt there was any possibility of this suc-
ceeding, I would devote the remainder of
my time and as much of my substance as I
could spare to help the movement along,
but T do not believe we have a chance of
varrying it out, though I very much wish we
bad. The atiitude of the Commonwealth
people 1s such that they would merely look
upon any movement of that kind in this
State, no matter how well it might be sup-
ported, with calm - content, because t{hey
know they have the full power and strength
to héld us in the grip in which we are an-
fortunately clasped. We shall probably be
able to say something more about that later.
What guarantee is there for the people of
the North that the Commonwealth can gov-
ern them betier than we have done in our
way? We have people here who know the
North thoroughly. Many of them have been
born there &nd have been connected with it
all their lives. And yet we are supposed to
believe that gentlemen thousands of miles
away can govern the North-West better than
ean the people of the State to whom it be-
longs. I would rather be governed by Down-
ing-street, mueh as that was decried some
vears ago, than from Canberra. The officials
in the office in London were people pos-
sessed of trained knowledge, full experience
and ample information concerning the State.
They had no axes of their own to grind
There is no part of the Federa! Government
which is eonnected with Néw South Wales
or Victoria that regards Western Australia,
or has treated it from the early days of
Federation, in any other way than as an
appendage from which they may draw fri-
hute, and upon which they may dump the
stuff they cannot dispose of in their own
States. It is rubbish to talk about Western
Australia in the way they do. T do not care
whether it is Mr, Bruece, Mr. Hughes, or Mr.
Charlton. They all talk in the same way.
On the one hand, thev speak as if they were
trying to help us, and on the other hand they
are trying to cut our throats, in verv mueh
the same way as people do in the Levant, the
eastern end of ihe Mediterranean Sea, where
they shake hands with one hand and feel for
one’s fifth rib with the other.
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The Premier: There are some like that
in this State.

Mr. GEORGE: Western Australia is a
good place. There is a paragraph in the
Speech dealing with drainage. Drainage in
the South-West is a matter of great import-
ance and should be carried out. It is pro-
posed to spend £205,000 at Busselion. I am
glad the Government intend to do so,
for it will mean that they will carry
out a decision arrived at by previous Gevern-
ments., I am also glad they can get the
funds for the work. The South-Wesl, es-
pecially around Busselton and betwesn Fre-
mantle and Bunbury, cannot come into its
own or support the population it cught to
have without proper drainage. If between
Fremantle and Bunbury the coast lands of
the State were dealt with by a comprehen-
sive drainage scheme, we could settle 100,000
prospéerous and contented people, whereas at
present there are only swamps and timber.
The quality of the land between the south-
western railway and the oecean, many hun-
dreds of thousands of acres in extent, has
been proved by pioneers who have lived
there and worked there, The disability due

to the lack of drainage, the immense rain-

fall and the flow of water from the Darling
Ranges on to the plains, has rendered a
great proportion of that area impossible
from the point of view of cultivation. Al-
thongh T congratulate the Minister on being
able to get money for work at Busselion, I
hope he will not forget this fertile area be-
tween Fremantle and Bunbury. This is not
so much a small portion of the State; it is
a kingdom awaiting 100,000 settlers who,
with their wives and families, could prosper
there.

The Minister for Lands: If we oalv had
the money what could we not do?

Mr. GEORGE: 'There is nmo harm in
peguing away at the subject. During the
regime of previens Govermrmenis zurveys
were started and earried ont to some extent
regarding a conerete form of drainage for
that part of the State, so that if the happy
time came when we had the money, it woull
be possible to do the work rather than make
the attempt, as has been done in othur parts
of the State, of trying to get water to run
up hill. .

The Minister for Lands: It has been
necessary to make a survey on the eastern
side of the line as well, so that there shall
be no mistake next time.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. GEORGE: At the South-West Con-
ference at Bunbuyy in July last a number of
important guestions were dealt with by men
who had been settlers on the land for many
vears, and who knew what they were talk-
ing about. I have here a number of the
resolutions that were agreed to. One is—

The Conferenee endorses the policy of first
utilising undeveloped land adjacent to exist-
ing railways,

The Premier: That is very sound.

Mr. GEORGE: Another resolution was
that it was necessary that a Closer Settle-
ment Bill should be introduced. The Con-
ference also urged upon the Glovernment te
undertake a comprehensive drainage scheme
for the country between Pinjarra and Bun.
bury. These matters were fully debated by
practieal men. They bad not much 1o say,
but what they did say carried weight and
showed their earnestness and sincerity. An-
other resolution was that the strip of coast-
line from Parkfield to the west of Harvey
should be opened up for settlement. These
conferences have been carried on for 18
vears. I think Mr. Money, ex member for
Bunbury, has had most to do with (hem. He
has worked with great zeal and persistency
in keeping them going, and as the outeome
of these conferences great benefits have ae
crued to the State.

The Minister for Lands: Are these Crowr
or private lands?

Mr. GEORGE: Last evening we had &
long speech from the member for Katan-
ning (Mr. Thomson). This has been deali
with this evening by the Premier. However
there are a few points in the hon. member'
gpeech to which I am sure be will not mind
my referring. On those peints I did nof
quite understand him. He was dealing with
the earnings which it was possible for mer
to make under eirculars 88, 92, and so on:
and he instanced that what was considered
a fair priee by the group foreman for clear-
ing by piece work or cootract would he
about £9 per acre, whilst clearing donc
under the group svstem had cost from £1£
per acre upwards. I think the Minister fo
Lands interjected fo the hon. member {hal
there were local differences in eonneetion with
various blocks of land, and that therefore
the respective costs of clearing could noi
well be compared. That is quite right, Al
practical men know it; and the member for
Katanning must know it, too. What I eould
not quite understand was this: the hon. mem-
her was arguing, or 50 T understood, that if
the price of clearing by contract proved te
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¥ £9 per acre, and the earlier clearing on
he same group had cost £18 or £20 per
rere, then in the making up of the necounts
he clearing should be charged right from
ke start at the contract price, I do not
hink the hon. member can really have meant
hat, but if he did

Mr. Thomson: I de not think vou could
iave been listening properly.

Mr. GEORGE: I was listening quite
sroperly, and that seemed to me to he the
siew expressed by the hon. member. If he
lid not mean that, it is all right; but if he
1id mean it, 1 would like tuo point out what
L nice sort of mess there would be when the
Jovernment were setling uwp these hundreds
of eases of group settlement.

Mr. Thomson: I said that if the Govern-
nent maintained that the men were able to
ngke too much money at £9 per acre, the
Jovernment could not reasonably charge £15
ser acre in respect of such land.

Mr. GEQRGE: I think the hon. member
anst admit that the cost of clearing the
and, whether done by contract or hy dav
vork, would be a fair charge against the
and when the accounts were made wp. If
1e argues that the clearing could he done
‘heaper to-dav than it eould be done years
20—

M:. Thomson: I did not argue that at
L.

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member read a
citer from a settler whose name he did not
rive.

Mr. Thomson: For obvious reasons. The
ettler might be persecuted if T gave his
1ame.

The Minister for Lands:
mmber of his block,

Mr. Thomson: No, T did not give it. It
ippeared in the Press.

Mr. GEORGE: Tt is just as well to he
:lear about this. The case in question would
1t be a case of any of the groups I have
md to do wilh. The Minister for Lands
seems to think the member.for Katanning
nimself does not know anythine about the
mse. However, I am informed that the set-
Jer whe is supposed to be the one to whom
he member for Katanning referred, earned
wer and above departmental charges £3
ser week. If he paid 25s. for his forage,
1e would then have about £3 15s. per week
eft for himselt. YWhen a man is workine
m a place that is to be his own, and has
1 honse. thus being free of rent, he is not
loine too badly on those figures.

You gave the
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Mr. Thomson: Where did you get ihat in-
formation from?

The Minister for Lands: I gave it to the
member for Murray-Wellington, it you want
to know; and it is correct.

Mr. Thomson: The man ought to know
what he has been earning.

Mr. GEORGE: I have had some of these
complaints made to me by settlers on the
Peel estate; but instead of going to the
Press, and instead of coming to the House
and Kicking up u bother, 1 investigated the
varions complaints, and after 1 had got them
down to what I thought a common sense
basis, I saw either the Minister or the de-
parimental officers with regard to them, Not
a single complaint which I brought forward
1 that manner, and which when examiued
was proved to have foundation, but was recti-
lied at once. The business of going round
among the settlers for the purpose of trying
tv pick up matters on which tu hang politi-
cal propaganda is too small to take up the
ume of the House with. [ regard greup
settlement as having become an institution
of this country just as mueh as any other
institution we have in Western Australia.
1 regavd group scltlement as being far above
the polities of either the Nationalist, the
fountry, or the Labour Party. The nation’s
woney has been invested in the group settle-
ment seheme, and the success of group set-
tlement has to be achieved whether the .
scheme is carried on by the member for Kar-
anning, or by the present Premier, or by the
Leader of the Opposition. To attempt to
make group settlement complaints a meuns
of politieal propaganda is absolufely
worthy of a member of this Houst

Mr. Thomson : That is what you are doing.
[ did nothing of the sort.

Hon. G, Taylor: But you were blamed Tor
dong it.

Mr. Thomson: That does net prove that
[ oid 1.

Hon. G. Tavlor: You look rather sus-
picions.

Mr. GEORGE: I read with considerable
interest the report of the interview which
the member for Katanning and other mem-
bers of his attenvated party had with the
Minister for Lands. Possibly the represen-
tatives of the Press ~ould not «quite under-
stand the hon. member, any more than I
could wnderstand him perfectly last night,
or perhaps the Press did not attach as much
importance to the hon. member’s sintement=

un-
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as he himself did; but so far as 1 eould
gather from what appeared in the news-
papers there did not seem to be very much
in the matter except that some very worthy
gentleman, actuated by the purest politieal
natives, had been peregrinating through the
different groups and listening to this thing
and that and the other and swallowing cevery-
thing told to them.

The Minister tor Lands: The member for
Katanning has been only in one district.

Mr, GEORGE: I did not know that. 1
thie hou, member and his party want to wo
really good work to assist Western Austra-
lia, they ean do it in conneection with the
group scttlements by clearing up misunder-
standings. Most of the troubles on the
groups urise from mere misunderstandings.
I would suggest that the hon. member and
bis party, instead of pursuing the ecourse
they have adopted hitherto, should quietly
go to see the Minister for Lands or his
officers and get things put right in the sume
way as I have done. This business of de-
erying group settlement will not wo any
good cither politically or socially, nor will
it do the country any good. Western Aus-
tralia bas its enemies, ils decriers, peopls
whom it does not suit to see Western Aus-
tralia go forward. Tn that respeet Western
Anstralia resembles every other country.
What good can it do either Western Aus-
tralia or the group settlements when it is
reported—especially at Home, where the
loeal position is not well understood—that
the Leader of the Country Party and other
members of that party have been going round
the group settlements and lave found them
seething with discontent?

Mr. Thomson: [ never said anything of
the sort.

Mr. GEORGE: I know the hon. member
did not say it, but that is the meaning of
his aetions, and that is the only interpreta-
tion to be put upon them.

Mr. Thomson: Tt is your interpretation.

Mc. GEORGE: It is an interpretation
which more than I have given to the hon.
member’s actions. The man who pursues
the course to which I have referred is pot
acling squarely by the counfry. There was
a certain statement made about a group fore-
man, that the group foreman would harry
a seltler oul for the purpose of putting an-
other man in {hat settler’s position,

Ar. Thomson: I did oot say that.

[ASSEMRBLY.]

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member did
say it. I do net suppose that foremen ox
supervisors are any less honest, or any less
men, than the members of this Chamber, I
ask any member what he would think of
another member who was found vilifying a
Minister in order that he mighi grab thai
Minister’s portfolio? What would any mem-
ber think of another member who poisone:l
the food of a man so that he might take fool
whicl belonged to that man, and which was
not poisoned, to give it to some other man
who had nof worked for it? Such state-
ments are utterly unworthy of a member of
this House.

Mr. Marshall: They arc only worthy ol
the memher who made them.

Alr. GEORGE: [ do not say that. [ have
a great respeet for the member for Katan.
ning as a private person, but he is a little
inexperienced in the ways of politics and
wants to jump too scon.

Mr. Lindsay: How lony does it take to
hecome experienced ?

My, GEORGE : The main discovery I made
in the zroup settlements is that little troubles
continually erop up, but that they arc
troubles whieh ean be put right, and have
been put right, and always will be put right
I say thaf lo the eredit of the Minister fo
Lands, who, 1 am satisfled, is endeavouring
just as much as my chief or anyone else to dc
the square thing by the settlers. The greai
thing is to complete the drainage scheme uuc
the road system, T know that not only om
Government but also the present Govern
ment spent a great deal of money in building
roads thromgh the various groups. The
ereatness of the expenditure no doubt ha:
caused Ministers to stop and think how far
the matter should go. But I hold that ecer
tain representations were made to the grouy
settlers, and that those representations should
be faithfully observed. Group settlement it
a fine experiment, and one which will turr
out a great suceess; and the representation:
which have been made to the settlers shoul¢
he earried ont to the full and legitimate end
1f money is not available at present for extra
roads, they will have o wait; but T do hopt
that when the money is available, any Min
istry that may be in power will regard the
making of the promised roads as being one
portion of the eontract that was entered intc
with the original group settlers. Some time
ago I brought under the notice of the Min
ister for Tands a case on the Peel estate
where T carvefully went over the roads, nol
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only as a member of Parliament but as a
man who has had to do with that class of
work for a good many years. My representa-
tions to the Minister received courteous and
full consideration, and so far as he could
the hon. gentleman met my requests. I want
to thank him here publicly for promising
that as soon as he is able to provide the
necessary tunds, roads will be made in cer-
tain groups. lt does not matter a button to
e if the making of those roads is going to
put into the electorate a lot of people who
will vote ngainst me at the next election. The
satistaction and comfort and convenience of
the people on the gronp settlement areas are
ot far more importance than either my re-
furn or the return of any other member of
this Chamber. Unless we ean begin te think
apart from ourselves, begin to think of
Western Australia as a whole, apart from
matters which touch our personal con-
venience, unless we cease to regard our per-
sonal convenience. as being the first con-
zideration, we shall not rise to full strength
as men who believe in their country. I shall
not say much about what the Premier had
the goodness to mention to me concerning
somebody who is going round my distriet or-
ganising to destroy my political basis and so
forth. I do not know who the gentleman is.
However, if there is to be a fight, 1 shall try
to be in good training when the fight comes
and give the gentleman in question a good
battle. 1 shall beat my opponents, because
even they cannot make my old constituents
forget the years of serviee they have had
from me and the respect which they feel for
me s a man. 1 notice that a new Traffic
Bill and a2 new Roads Bill are to be intro-
duced. I am sorry that I have not vet been
able to get fizures rezarding what has been
paid for motor car fees in the metropolitan
area, or for drivers’ licenses, or by way of
fines. Tlowever, the point I want to submit
for the Minister’s consideration—possibly he
will not agree with my view, but he may
think it over———

The Minister for Works: 1 can give the
agpregate amount, It is £54,652.

Mr. GEORGE: For last year?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Mr. GEORGE: The aetual amount will
not make any difference. My point is this:
In the metropolitan area the fees are col-
lected by the police, and they are dealt with
by the Minister, who allocates them in what
e considers the fairest and best way, to let
them be used for making the roads better.
By somr oversight drivers’ license fees were
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omitted from that provision in the original
Tralie Act. I am anxious that every penuy
derived from vehicular fees, apart from the
expeuses ineurred on account of police work,
shall be devoted to the improvement of our
roads. During my term of office an amount
was allocated to the different boards and
each year an engineer and Mr. Sanderson as
well looked over the work and submitted a
report. Good work was done in that way.
Probably some similar system is being car-
ried out now, but the fact remains that the
more money that can be procured for the
purpose 1 have mentioned, the better the po-
sition will be. Then there is the question of
the fines imposed upon motorists. 1 do not
see why fines should not go to swell the
amount handed over to the Minister con-
trolling our roads, I am fully aware that
under some particular Aet all fines paid in
the police court must be contributed to Con-
solidated Revenue through the Solicitor Gen-
cral. There has been much agitation amongst
the voad hoards regarding that point, Those
boards go to the expense of the prosecu-
tions, wvel they cannot recover their costs.
The fines go to Consolidated Revenue, and.
the costs somewliere else. Whatever may be:
said regarding the costs of the proseeutions,
L believe the fines could fittingly be applied
to the same purpose as the license fees. 1
have been perusing the interim report and
statement of results in connection with the
railways, and 1 notice that the earnings are
given as £22400 below those of last year,
while the working expenses have inereased by
£153,000 and interest by £46,000. These
items represent nearly £230,000, to which
extent apparvently the railways went to lee-
ward last year. No doubt the Minister for
Railways and the Commissioner are giving
that aspeet serious consideration, but it is.
Just as well we should know that that is
really the financial position of the railways
to-day. Going further with the analysis, we
find that while the earnings per train mile
have deercased a little over 14d., the working
expenses inereased by 7 2/3d. That is a seri-
ous position. No doubt some of that inerease,
as pointed out by the Premicr, was due to
inereases nnder Arbitration Court awards.
In my opinion, however, the greater propor-
tion of the increase has heen nceasioned hy
the institution of the d4-hour weck in lien
of the 48-hour week. My own experience
tells me that sueh an alteration must inter-
fere materially with economies that micht
otherwise resnlt in the working of our rail-
ways. Then again. T nofiee that passenger-
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journcys have decreased to the extent of
753,000, That decrease could be made up
between Perth and Fremantle on aceount of
the loss of passengers occasioned by the
taxis and char-a-bancs. The astonishing
part of it to me is that while there has been
that decrease in the passengers earried, the
amount of money involved is stated as
£2000 only. On the olher hand, the goods
and live stock returns have diminshed by
£24.000. I presume the decreased earnings
on aceount of goods is due to the wheat har-
vest, but the whole of these items afford a
considerable amount of food for reflection.
Although 1 cannot deal as fully as I would
like with this subjeet on the Address-in-reply,
I will endeavour to deal with the position
more fwly when the Estimates are before
us. I shall not do so in any earping spirit,
but with the object of assisting the railway
authorities in 1he task confronting them.
There is another item to be taken into con-
gideration when we nofe the increased ex-
penditure. 1 refer to the heading known as
“departmental free freight.” All the ecoal,
timber, sleepe.s, ralls and so on required for
the Railway Department are carried under
free freight orders. Last year 45,000 tons
were carried under that heading in excess of
the record for the previous year, the total
being 450,000 tons. That is a very consider-
able item. While T do not argue that that
service should be 1aid for, I contend it musé
be taken into aecount when we give consid-
eration to the railway figures, with a view to
finc.ing out what has to be done. During the
Premicr's speech reference was made fo an
inerease in the railway rates. I was a mem-
ber of the Government that authorised the
increased charges. I do not know whether
hon. menthers see it in the same light as I
do, but it appeals to me that a defieit on
aceount of the railways materially affects the
general finances of the Siate, not merely
those of the railways alone. Unless rates
are raised te meet the deficiency, then the
burden must fall on the income and land tax-
payers. Thus not merely the farmers bhut
every one ol us has {o bear a share in carry-
ing the burden. If much of the railway defi-
cit is on accouni of the 44-hour weck, the
positinon is that the men are given four hour:
less work per week, and the loss on aecount
of that has to be made up hv the taxpayers
of the State. Regarding the metropolitan
water surply. T am pleased to find out what
the position was last summer. It has proved
that the plans for the supply of water in
the metropolitan area were well thought out,
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und that what the engineers undertook to do,
was achieved. In justice to the engineer
who passed away in such lamentable circum-
stances some time ago, I would like to make
reference to eriticisms made regarding the
foundations of the wall. Those criticisms
were heard in this Chamber bui more especi-
ally in the Legislative Couneil, where the
comments were made by amateurs who
should have been ashamed of themselves.
They commented on the foundations and
upon the clay that was to be used in the eore.
I have received information from thoroughly
reliable sources that a solid foundation has
heen obtained. Mr. Lawson gave that in-
formation to me before he died, and it bas
heen confirmed by the engineer in charge of
lhe work now. I am assured that an abso-
lutely good stone foundation has been ob-
tained for the wall, and the clay, as BMr. Law-
son said it would be, is absolutely suitable
for the care in the wall. Some reference was
made last night to certain huilding opera-
tions that arve at a standstill on account of
a strike by workmen who objected to a fore-
man. I do not think such conduet ean be
cefended, not only beeause the men lose time
and wages which they refuire, but hecause
there must ke diseipling in connection with
such work, just as there must be discipline
in the ranks of industrial unions. The pre-
sident, secretary and committee of a union
have o excrcise a certain amount of over-
sight beeause in earrying out a task, some-
cne must be responsible to see that it is
carried out projerly, While I deprecate
such instances strongly, we must remember
that they are not local.  The same thing
haprens iz the Eastern States, and in other
parts of the world. Recently 1 reeeived a
communication from the Association of Rail-
way and Bridge Builders of Ameriea, of
whicl: organisation 1 have been a member for
many years, dealing with the same question.
It appears that they have been experiencing
trouble with their workmen in conneetion
wilth wnges, hours, and work dene. So far
as T ean judge, exactly the same spirit that
is evicenced here is displayed in other parts
of the world. Tt is really one of the after-
maths of the war. I believe the common
sense of the people and of workmen them-
selves will remedy the position in time, al-
though there may he trouble for individuals
while it is going on. A coniroversy is heing
waged regarding the insurance question. I
will not denl with that now but will wait
with considerable interest to hear what the
Minister for Works has to say on that point.
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At the Bunbury conference to which | have
already referred, the chairman of the Main
Roads Board explained the position regard-
ing the Commonwealth grant and pointed
out respecting the money to be made avail-
able, that tor every £1 of Commonwenlth
money there would. have to be 135 from the
State of which 7= td. would have to be pro-
vided by the road boards. He explained
that tlre money that would have to be found
could he raised by means of loans. If that
ix the position, and the subsidies that have
heen paid tor so many years past are to
continue. [ do not think {hat arrangement
will adver<ely afleet, the roud hoards to any
extent. | am afraix. there are many people
who have not read the provisions of the Main
Roads Act thoroughiy, Thev are not aware
that hefove the construction of roads is com-
menced, the programme of work must be
submitted by the Main Roads Board {0 the
varions road boards for their opinion. Tf
the opinion of those hoards is not accepted,
then the road hoards will have the rizht of
appeal to the Minister. Their interests,
thevefore, are fairly well safeeuarded, T re-
gret the absence from the Governor’s Speech
of what ix reallv a matter of importance to
Western Auvstralia. T refer to the problem
of what i= to he done regarding the present
state of the electorates thronghout the State.
A redistribution of seats has been overdue
for many vears. When Sir Tames Mitehell
was in office, he endeavoured to get such a
Rill passed hy Parliament hut found that he
eould not do so. T am satisfied that if the
present Clovernment made up their minds
to introduce a redistribufion of seats
Rill. they would be able to eonvince
the consciences of a mnumber of their
party members that a redistribution is
necessary. T have not been able to
wet the whole of the fizures, but those T
have at my disposal are up to the 3lst
Decemher last. From these T find thar
whereas at the time of the election in
AMarch, 1924, there were seven seats, return-
ing. of course, seven members to this Cham-
her, representing an agersgate of 4,696
clectors, in December last they represented
4,337 electors. The seven seats I refer to
are Cue. Menzies, Mi, Teonora, Mt. Mar-
garet. Pilhara, Roebourne and TYilgarn.
Murray-Wellington has over 5,000 electors
on the roll and only one memher. As
showing the progress made in the South-
West. T max sax that when in June
of 1304 T first contested that seat there
were  only 200  electors on the roll.
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S in U2 yeavrs the electorale bas gained
over 5,000, and hy March next, when the
general election will be held, I expect there
will be 6,000 electors im the constituency.
I hope the House will recognise the import-
ance of the representative of that electorate.
There are also seven seats, namely Cool-
gardie, Gascoyne, Honnans, Kanowna, Kim-
berley, Mt. Magnet, and Murchison with
less than 2,000 electors each. In JMarch of
1924 the aggregate for the seven was S43%
electors, but on the 31st December last Lhe
sggregate was 7,678,

The Premier: There are great possibili-
ties in all thosz electorates.

Mr. GEORGE: Wonderful possibilities.
The most wonderful thing about it is thai
we should have 14 members representing
12,000 electors.

Mr., Lambert: When Murray-Wellington
has been able to progress under the dis-
advautages it has carried, anything is
pussible in these other constitueneies.

Mr. GEORGE: When Providence inflicts
ont us a seeming disability, sometimes it is
a blessing in disguise. Fortunately I did
not hear what the hon. member said. Then
there are eight seats with electors number-
ing from 7,000 to 14,600, or an aggregate
of 81,477 electors as against the 4,337 for
the seven seats I first allnded to. Yet
those eight seats have only eight membaers.
[ am sure the conscience of the Premier
will impel bim to attend to this matter as
nuickly as possible. The member for Can-
ning (Mr. Clvdesdale) represents 14,603
clectors.  Consequently he ean very well
say to me, “You are representing only 3,000
elecrors, whereas | vepresent 14,0005 so if
yvou have one voie, I ought to have three”
'Then there is T.eederville with 11,923, and
Subiaco with 10,7G62: East Perth with
8,683: North Perth with 8,593; West Perth
with G,106: and, for the benefit of the mem-
her for Murchison (Mr, Marshall), Murchi-
son with 1,036.

My, Marshall: Wili you tell me how it is
that the member for a seat with 8,683 con-
stituents ean do all their work in 20
minutes a day, whereas it takes me fuli
time to attend to the requirements of my
1,036 constituents?

Mr. GEORGFE: I am not arguing for or
against any member: I am merely arguing
that the time is ripe for the introduetion
of a Bill for the redistribution of seats.
The interests «f the various elasses of
workers. investors and the like, demand
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that a rveadjustment of seats shall be made
in accordance with the readjustments of
population caused by the Huctvations of
employment and attendant causes.

The Premier: What you want is fo got
a redistribution so as to upset the work of
those organisers to whom 1 referred this
afternoon,

My, GEORGE: No, no. The Premier has
a very vivid inigination, but that is not
my ohject at all. T want the people of the
State to have their representation as it
should be according to the various interests
and the population of the various disfriets.
I am convinced that when the Premier
comes to think of it he will to his own self
be true, and will acknowledge that there
are points worthy of consideration in what
I have brought hefore him.

The Premier: Of course there is a lot to
he said on both sides.

Mr. GEORGIE: There is a lot te bhe said
on all sides. Whether or not the Premier
will be allowed to follow the dictates of his
own conscience and convictions in  this
respeet, I do not kuoow; but if the prayers
of members on this side are of any avail,
we will rzadily pray for him that before
the end of the session he may bring down
a redistribution Bill so that at the next
election we may have the frue voice of the
people,  We cannot have that while one
member represents 14,000 and another
represenfs only 434 persons. We require
to get the true voice of the people, so that
their representatives here can let us know
exactly what is required.

The Minister for Lands: Would vou not
like a Bill to postpone the election for three
or four years?

Mr. GEORGE: No, T do not want that.
If the electors should happen to think they
would be better suited by members other
than ourselves, we must puf up with it and
wish the men who succeed us good luck in
their endeavours to promote the interests of
Western Australia,

MR. PANTON (Menzies) [8.53]: Unliks
those members of the Opposition who have
spoken, T find in the Speech quite a lof of
intevesting matter, sufficient to give rise tn
unending debate.

Hon. Sir James Miichell:
about if.

Mr. PANTON: Since the hon. member
spent two and a-half hours endeavouring to

Tell us all
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de that, and since 1 de not pretend to have
his ability, it would be useless for me to try
to tell the House all about it. T am glad the
CGrovernment have funugurated a deep boring
system in the mines. Although a great deal
of pessimism has been indrlged in respecting
gold mining, I am optimistic enongh to be-
lieve there is a bhig future awaiting gold
mining in Western Australia. Having some
knowledge of the flelds, 1 also helieve that
the lest and cheapest method of finding out
whether there is payable ore at depth, is
that of deep horing by diamond dnmil. [
hope the operations noew bheing carried
on at the north end of Kalgoorlie will he
extended fo other distriets where hundreds
of mines have been abandoned after heing
worked to a depth of 200 or 300 feet. ! agree
with the last speaker there is guite a lot
that one could say ahout State insurance.
In my view the system should have been
introduced many years ago. However, as
a better opportunity will be afforded when
the Bill comes before us, I do not propose
to deal with the question at any length to-
night.

Mr, Lambert: The member for Murray-
Wellington (Mr. George) is a most uncom-
promising supporter of State insurance.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T do not think
you are right.

Mr, PANTON: I learn from the Speech
that it iz proposed to bring down a Bill
dealing with hospitals. I do not know what
the proposal may be, but I hope it will he
for the benefit of the administration of hos-
pitals. Having had some experience as a
member of the Perth Hospital Board, I say
that Parliament requires to realise the ever
erowing necessity for an up to date hos-
pital in Perth. There iz altogether too little
room in the Perth hospital, and in conse-
guence surgical cases, especially on the
women’s side, are heing held up from day to
day. T trust that if the proposed Bill is
zoing to vemedy that matter it will be on
preity comprehensive scale.  There is an-
other section of the community to which the
Government should give very serious con-
sideration, namely, the charitable institu-
tions. The time has arrived when theve
should be some properly co-ordinated svstem
of looking after our charitable institutions.
all of which are doing great work, each in its
own sphere. However, owing to the faet
that they are all working independently,
thev are cosiing a great deal more than they
would if we had some system of co-ordina-
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tion. I would appeal to the Treasurer on
hehalf of the blind section of our ecom-
munity. Because we seldom see a blind man
or woman in the streets of the city, many
people fail to realise the large number of
blind people in our midst. I have heen asso
ciated with both the Industrial School for
the Blind at Maylands and with the Braille
Society for the past three years, and the
longer I am associated with those institu-
tions the more am I eonvinced of the neces-
sity for greater assistance being affordel
by the Government to those people if they
are to bhe given anything like a fair deal.
Briefly the 'position is this: At the schonl
at Maylands there are 56 men and women
who, instead of being allowed to sit about
in moody condition, worrying over their
affliection, have bheen taken in and trans-
formed into useful citizens producing ser-
viceable artieles such az mafting, mats, eaps
grass chairs, hair brooms, and various other
articles. Unfortunately it has to be done in
competition with articles made by machin-
ery, worked by sighted attendants. Tt may
he interesting to the Leader of the Countrv
Party to know that these blind people
have their own union, and it will he
pleasing to him to learn that ‘the hulk
of them are working on picee work
at fheir own request and at the same
rates as are paid for brushware manu-
factured in the Eastern States. T'nfortun-
ately if they were paid on the results of
their actuel work they would he on the
verge of starvation. That is our diffi-
culty. Whilst the more efficient men and
women are able to earn £3 and £3 5a
per week, they are but few in number. For
various reasons, whether mental eapacity or
the fact that some of them lost their sight
relatively late in life and consequently have
nut the keen sense of touch found in those
born blind, the bulk of those workers are
net able fo earn sufficient to keep them.
Consequently the board has had to add 40
per cent. to what they earn, plus something
more for the married men and women. Most
of them are married.  Of three married
conples, both husband and wife are blind.
These 56 men and women are manufacturing
£11,000 worth of goods each year, but owing
to their being blind, the loss on the turnover
iz approximately £3,580 a year. Conse-
quently the school is going back. We are
told thai Western Australia iz emjoving a
period of prosperity and the Speech shows
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such an optimistie tone, that one might well
conclude that the position of the people of
this State is as good as, if not better than
ever before. The whole of the workers are
receiving higher rates of wages. The basic
wage has heen increased. Men and women
in every walk of life have received advances.
Civil servants have been re-classified at higher
rates and the police foree and in fact the
whole of the industrial and professional
workers have henefited.  Surely then the
blind people should participate in the wealth
of the State. Unless something is done in
the near future to assist the two societies I
have mentioned, these blind people will have
to be taken out of the sehool as industrial
workers, lose their independence, or work for
a much Jower rate of wages than they are
receiving at present, a rate upon which it
would be impossible for them to live. The
fundamental principle of the school is to
keep these people working. So long as they
ave working they are happy.

Hon. G. Taylor: Thbey are all anxious to
work.

Mr. PANTON: Yes, and they do work.
To anyone visiting the school at Maylands,
it is an eye-opener to find how happy and
contented these people are. I appreciate the
assistance that has been given by the present
and by past Treasurers. At present we are
receiving £2,300 a year from the Govern-
ment, of which £500 goes to the Braille
Saciety and £1,800 to the Industrial School
at Maylands., 1If these institutions are to
continue their work, another £1,000 is re-
quired.

Hon. G. Taylor: Would that cover both
institutions?

Mr. PANTON: Yes. There was a time
when we eould appeal to the people of West-
e Australia and obtain substantial assist-
ance for the blind, but organisers
of charitable appeals during the last
few vears agree that the art of free
giving in this State is a thing of the past.
Not lonz ago we oreanised an appeal for
the blind, hoping o raise £10,000, but after
six months’ sirenuous work the net resuit
was £3,000, 60 per cent. of which was ob-
tained by means of art unions and other
gambling devices. In Melbourne the
Mayoress made an appeal to the publie on
hehalf of the blind and obtained £54,000
in six weeks. That shows the difference
heiween the two States. Much as we should
like to carey on without invoking further
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aid from the Governmeanf, we find it im-
possible to do so. The Braille Society is
carrying on a wonderfully fine work. In
Vietoria I'ark we have a rest home for the
blind where 20 old men and women are
living out their lives comfortably and
happily. Other activities of {he Braille
Society are partienlarly interesting. We
have =even children in the school being
educated. One young man educated in the
school—he was born blind—is a B.A. The
teacher of the school was trained at May-
lands.  Apart from the 20 old men and
women, a large number of blind people are
being eared for in their own homes. They
are being instructed by the home teacher,
Mrs. MeGregor, who has devoted praeti-
callv the whole of her life to teaching the
Braille system. It is essential that these
people be tanght to read and write. Lef
members imagine for themselves what it
would be if these blind people had to sit
at home night after night without a chanee
to read or write. That would be their fate
but for the activities of the Braille Society.
A large number of ladies who volunteered
to learn the Braille system have translated
180 novels for our library. All that organ-
isation and all these activities eost money.
An ordinary 2s. novel translated into the
Braille svstem fills 18 volumes measuring
10 x 12 inches. We are grateful fo the
Government Printing Office for having
bound the volumes for us. After three vears
assoeiation with these two societies, I
appeal to the Treasurer when framing his
Estimates for the ensuing vyear, to give
sympathetic consideration to these people
who arve unable to help themselves, Another
£1,000 will get us out of the wood. We do
not pay large salaries: no one is asking for
them. The least efficient worker is capable
of earning only 16s. per week, and to that
we add 40 per cent. The majority of the
blind receive the invalid pension of £1 a
week, but even that makes up a sum which
is very little to live on at present. Most
of them are trying to mainiain their own
homes. That is what we want them to do:
we want them to be good citizens of the
State. Given syvmpathetic consideration hy
the Premier. T believe we shall he able to
maintain 56 workers in the institution
doing good work for themselves and pro-
ducing necessary articles within the State,
besides keeping a larxe mumber happy in
their own homes, teaching them fo read and
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write, and caring for the old meu and
women. I hope my appeal will not be in
vain, With all the money which we have
been told is locked up in the bank

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : The Premier
has a tremendous lot!

The Premicr: I am embsrrassed to know
how to dispose of it!

Mr. PANTOXN: I am agsking for a com-
paratively small amount. T am glad at hav-
ing got in early with my request. 1t is in-
deed creditable that one can pass along the
streets of the cily without encountering a
blind man or woman hegging, and the eredit
for that iz due to a band of unselfish work-
ers in the eause of the blind. We are
grateful to sucecessive Governments for the
concession of free transport for the blind
on tramways and railways, but we do want
another £1,000 to enable us to continue our
work. If the Premier has any anxiety as
to how to dispose of the thousands of
pounds of which we have lheard, well, he
knows my address.

On motion hy My, J. H. Smith, debalz
adjonrned.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 1) £1,913,500.
Returned  from - the Council without
amendment,

House adjowrned at 9.10 p..



