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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
»0., and read prayers,

QUESTIONS (3)—RAILWAYS,
Yarramony-Eastward Line.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Premier:—1,
[s he aware that the four statistical areas,
:he eentre of which the authorised Yarra-
nony eastward line is to traverse, contri-
Juted onc-fifth of the total wheat yield of
:he State, namely, 4,023,388 bushels? 2, In
vtew of this splendid contribution to the
State’s wheat yield, will he endeavour to have
he 18-year old promise of a railway hon-
jured, before he loses control of the Treas-
mwy? 3, Will the railway be started before
:his Parliament expires?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes.
3, I am not able to say at present.

2, Yes.

Water railed and cost.

Mr. A, WANSBROUGH asked the Mizister
Lor Railways: 1, What was the approximate
juantity of water railed to Katanning and
Wagin for railway purposes during the year
1925-26¢ 2, What was the approximate cost
»f haulage? 3, Was water supplied to set-
lers on the Wagin-Newdegate, Narrogin-Cor-
rigin, and Narembeen sections doring the
same period? 4, Tf so, what was the ap-
proximate quantity?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, (a) To Katanning, 5,000,000 gal-
ons. (b) To Wagin, 5,375,000 gallons. 2,
(a) £8,757. (b) £9,604. 3, Yes. 4, Wagin-
Newdegate section, 26,000 gallons. WNarro-
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gin-Corngin section, 13,000 gallons. Narro-
gin-Narembeen section, 617,000 gallons.

Brookton-Dale River ILine.

Mr, BROWN asked the Premier: 1, Is 1t
a faet that funds have been made available
by the Federal Government for the construe-
tion of the Brookion-Dale River railway? 2
If so, when do the Government intend to pro-
ceed with the construction of the line?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2, This
matter will receive consideration in connee-
tion with other railways which have been uu-
{kerised,

QUESTION—PETROL. TAX.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Premier: 1,
What was the total amount of tax collected
by the Commissioner of Taxatien under the
Motor Spirit Vendors Act of 1925 for the
quarter ended 31st March, 1926% 2, Is any
charge levied by the Government upon the
vendors of petrol for the use of these public
moneys? 3, If so, what is the nature of the
charge?

The PREMIER replied:
4d. 2, No. 3, See No. 2.

1, £23,058 17s.

QUESTION—WOREKERS' COMPENSA-
TION LIABILITY.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is he aware that insurance com-
panies accept no liability under the Workers'
Compensation Act for medical expenses when
injuries oeeur to workers who have taken the
precaution to belong to a fund providing for
medieal treatment in the event of accident
at work? 2, Is he aware that the same com-
panies are charging the maximum premium
as if the liability were accepted? 3, In fair-
ness to employers and employees, will he this
session take the necessary legislative action
to prevent this form of abuse?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Yes. 2, Yes. 3, The matter 1s receiving
careful consideration by the Crown Law De-
partment.

QUESTION—FREMANTLE PRISON.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Honorary
Minister (Hon. 5. W. Munsie) : What is the
cost of sustenance per head per week for
persons incarecrated in the Fremantle
prison?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for the
Hon. 8. W, Munsie) replied: The cost for
sustenanee per head per week for prisoners
inearcerated in the Fremantle prison is 11s.
1d.  This ineludes ali expenditure, except
staff costs.

QUESTION—ROAD BOARDS, RATING.

Mr, MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Did road boards in the south and
zouth-west portion of the State receive a
circular similar to the one forwarded to
Meekatharra Road Board, dated the 28th
Apreil, 1926, instructing them to impose a
rate of 2d. in the pound on the unimproved
value? 2, If not, to what portion or por-
tions of the State was the distribotion of
this cireular confined?

he MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, By direction of the ex-Minister a cirenlar
was sent on the 2nd day of July, 1923, to
all Doards, other than those in the North-
West, who rated at less than 2d. in the £,
stating that if they continued to do so it
would be taken as an indieation that they
were able to carry on their business without
Government assistance, and that consequently
an annval subsidy would not be granted.
On oceasions sinee then sueh boards have
been advised that if they continne to rate
at less than 2d. the Minister would take that
fact into consideration when allotting the
subsidy. 2, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—PGLICE, MEEEATHARRA
CASE.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Justice: 1, On the two eounts—Crown w.
Leake, of Prairie Downs Station, heard and
dismissed at Meekatharra on the 29th March,
1926, what was the total eost, ineluding
all expenses such as motor and frain hire
(if any) for native as well as white wit-
neszes, sustenance for witnesses, court fees,
ete.? 2, Upon whose recommendation did
Deteetive-Sergeant  Manning  prefer  the
charees against Albert Leake?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
1. £30 motor hire in effecting avrest, and £33
16s. 1d. paid by Crown Law in fares and
sustenance. 2, The watter in the first place
waz referred to the Aborigines Department,
which considered that Albert Leake should
he vrosecnted with the ubmost rigor of the
law. Tt was then referred to the Crown

Law Department, and the latter officers re-
commended proseeution under Sections (8
and 187 of the Criminal Code,

QUESTION—IMMIGRATION.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON asked the Minister
for Lands: How many (a) nominated, and
(b} assisted migrants eame to Western Aus-
tralia during the 12 months ended 30th June
lnst?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
{a) Nominated migrants, 1,816: (b) assisted
migrants, 1,914. Total, 3,730.

QUESTION—WIRE NETTING
SUPPLIES.

Air. B. B, JOHNSTON asked the Minister
for Lands: 1, What quantity of rabbit-proof
netting was purchased by the State Govern-
ment for advances to settlers? 2, What was
the price paid per mile? 3, Under what eon-
ditions is this neiling being made available
to seitlers?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, 2,000 miles purchased by the State on the
25Lh March, 1926, of which 898 miies has
been delivered by the manufacturers. 2, £43
14s. 3d. 3, Further moneys were made avail-
zble by Commonwealth under original scheme
whieh enabled 635 miles to he supplied to
settlers on terms of repayment over two years
free of interest. Netting at present is being
eranted on 23 years’ terms, in equal half-
vearly payments of £4 0s. 7d. per eent. The
settler is debited with bandling charges, ete.
1f the new Commonwealth agreement i3 fin-
alised and ratified by Pariiament, it will en-
able netting to be supplied over 25 years on
terms in equal half-yearly payments of £3
10s. per eent. For netting granted at pres-
ent by the State under mortgage, « elause in
the mortgage has been included, enabling
such netting to be brought under the pro-
posed agreement when completed. The State
Covernment have uotified the Commeonwealth
Government of their aporoval of the agree-
ment.

QUESTION—STATE SAW MILL,
MANJIMUP.

Mr. J. H. SMITH asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What provision has heen made
to reconstruct No. 1 State mill at Manjimup
that was desiroved by fire? 2, Ts he nware
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that a number of families ave still residing
on the area, while the wage-earner is com-
pelled tn seck work clsewhere, necessitating
the keeping of two homes?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, The bush has been classified, plans are
beiny prejared, and reconstruction is an-
ticipated to coinmenee in about three months
time. 2, Evervthing possible was done fo
find emplovment for employees aflected by
the fire. To assigt those who could nat be
re-emploved by the department it was ar-
ranged that former employees aml their
families could, 1f they so desired, continne
to oceupy mill homes at a very considerably
reduced renial for nine months. The usual
mill tenfals are now bemg charged, and
the=e renials are mueh lower than those
operaling elsewhere,

QUESTICN—GROUP SETTLEMENT,
CIRCULAR.

Mr. J. H. SMITH asked the Mlinister
for Lands; 1, 1s he aware that Circular Ne.
88 is cauwsing grave dissatisfaction amongst
group seftlers gencrally, and the scttiers are
unanimous that it is impossible to carry on
under the present limitations? 2, Will be
consent ureatly to modify the eiveular or
withdraw it?

The MIXISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, A number of protests against Cireular No.
88 have been received, but T am not aware
that these represent all distriets or settlers.
2, Circular No. 88 has been modificd.

SITTING DAYS AND HOURS.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [+.48]: T move—

That the House, unless otherwise ordered,
shall meet for the despaiel of business on
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays at 4.30

p.m., and shall sit until 6.5 p.m, if neeessary,
and, if rveguisite, from 7.30 pam. onwards.

MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [449]: I
move an amendment, which I hope the
Premier will accept—

That the figures ““4.30°" be struck out, and
61T inscrted in lieu.

Most eountry members who are in Perth on
sitting days practicaily are engaged in kick-
ing their heels around ail day, waiting until
the hour of meeting, If the House

assembled at 3 o’clock, Ministers would be
afforded an opportunity of doing a little
work, if neeessary, after lunch and before
the meeting of the House. The time I sug-
gest would give them an hour after lunel,
At present Ministers carry on at their
offices up to 4 o'clock or a quarter past
four, and then they come here and have to
sit till all hours of the night. If we met at
3 p.m.. there should be no reason why the
House could not adjourn, subject of course
to the expedition of business, by 10 o'clock
cach night. 1 do not propose fo labour the
question, There was a period when the
House met at 2,30 p.m.

My, E. R. Johnston: At one time we met
in the morning.

Hon. i. Taylor: The system [uiled.

Mr. THOMSON : There are States in
wlhick it has not failed, and there is no
reason why it should fail here, It has not
failed in the Comunonwealth Parliameant,
nor in that of Queensland, which has all
day sittings.

The Minister for Lands: Surely you
would not follow the Commonwealth prae-
tice?

Mr. THOMSON: Why not?

The Minister for Lands :
Commonwealth Parliament
hudy.

Mr. THOMSBOXN: We are not discussing
that phaze: whal we are disecussing is the
motion hefore the House. We ought to be
able to do much hetter than we ure doing
now, Ministers, though keen advocates of
what is termed the 44-hours prineiple, do
not put it into practice with regard to them-
selves.

Mr. George: They could not.

Mr, THOMSOXN : I am not sure whether
they could or not. My amendmeni should
mean the espediting of business, and cer-
tainly the hour which I propose should he
better for Ministers. In my opinion we ean
do buciness more effectively by beginning
an hour and a half earlier. We arc now
working eontrary to nature in that we work
at nieht. Tn the Railway Department one
af the most strennously debated guestions
has been what is termed continuous night
work. I appeal to members of this House
who were formerly members of the railway
service Lo give practical effeet to their prin-
ciples by voting for the amendment.

Mr. Lutey : What about the time for
knoeking off ?

Because the
is an inferior
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Mr, THOMSON: I commend my sugges-
tion to the Government.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder——on amendment) [4.59] : If the
House could be assured that by meeting ai
an earlier howr we should adjourn at an
hour earlier than has been customary in
the past, there might be something in the
amendment.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Or if we could
de more business,

The PREMIER: Yes. OQur experience,
however, has been that no matter what time
the House meets, we generally sit on till the
ordinary hour of adjournment. Therefore
I think the amendment will only mean pro-
longing the honrs of sitting and perhaps
providing ampler opportunitiez for us all
to make speeches. I do not know that the
adeption of the amendment would have any
other tangible result for those country
members who, as the member for Katanning
(Mr. Thomsen) has said, spend the sitting
days kicking their heels around the eity
wailing for the Honse to meet. I do not
think those members would, under the pro-
posed alteration, have to spend any less
time in the ecily than they have spenr
hitherto.

Mr. Thomson: At any rate, they wonld

-wet more rest at night.

The PREMIER: If the hon. member
could assure us that from an earlier mect-
ing hour such a benefit would result— ,

Mr. Thomson: That matter is in your
hands.

The PREMIER.; Qur experience has heen
that even by meeting earlier we go on to the
usnal hour. A former Parliament did ex-
periment with earlier meetings.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Twice.
Hon, G, Tavlor: Several times.

The PREMIER: T remember that onee
the Hounse experimented with meeting at
230 pm. In a few weeks, however, mem-
hers were glad to revert to the old hour of
meeting, If the House assembled at 3 p.m.,
Ministers would not have the opportunity
of doing any work after lunch: the time
available would not be worth while. The
present hour of meeating, 4.30 p.m., allows
Ministers at least one and a half hours i»
the afternoon, doring which they can do a
considerable amount of work,

Mr. E. B. Johnston : The amendment
wonld relieve Ministers of being over-
worked,

The PREMIER.: They are more likely to
be overworked lere by extra speeches as
the result of earlier meeting. The experi-
ence of the House, extending over a long
number of years, is that 4.30 p.m. repre-
sents the most convenient hour for members
to meet.

MR. E. B, JOHNSTON (Williams-
Narrogin [5.0]: I support the amendment
moved. by the member for Katanning {Mr.
Thomson).

Mr. Marshall: Remember that you are
the only single member in this House!

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : Both the Federz!
Parliament and the Queensland Parliament
meet in the daytime, the Iederal Parliament
on some days and the Quecnsland Parlia-
ment all the time. I was interested in read-
ing a telegram in the “West Australian”
emanating from Queensland. The Govern-
ment of that State are always held up by
Ministers as setting an example of how
things are done well. I do not agree with
them in most instances, but I do on this
question. That telegram indicated that the
Queensland Parliament had found day sit-
tings advantageons and were continuing
them permanently. 1 do not agree with the
suggestion that Ministers should go to their
offices at all after lunch en a dav when the
House is sitting. We cghould not expect
Ministers to do a morning’s hard work and
then, after lunch, to return to their offices
for another couple of hours’ work hefore
coming to Parliament for a further six or
seven hours of strenuous labour. That is not
a fair propesition and I am sorry that the
member for Katanning did oot speecify 2.15
or 230 pom. as the hour for meeting. If
Ministers were to spend the morning in their
departmental cffices and devote the after-
noon to their Parliamentary duties, they
woulé’ be serving the conntry well, rather
than to come here tired after havine spent
part of the afternoon dealing with depart-
mental matters. I do not think that deputa-
tions should wait upon Ministers excent on
Mondavs and Fridavs. and certainly not on
days when Parliament is ritting. T am fullv
aware that there were differences of opinion
reearding the success of dav sittings when
they were held in the past. One member
interjected that the eountrv members were
not suited by the earlier sittings. On the
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confrary, country members would be better
suitec. by whole-day sittings, and the total
elimimation of night sittings. The earlier
sittings were satisfactory from the point of
view of country members, but those who
were in the Chamber at the time will re-
member that we had amoangst us three King's
Counsels and two other lawyers of high
standing in their profession. Those were
the members who mainly urged objections
to the day sittings.

Mr. Marshall: Lawyers are always bother-
some people.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : Members are re-
munerated more satisfactorily to-day than
ever before.

The Premier: But yow must admit that
we had small attendances when we sat
earlier.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: The position held
by a member of Parliament is one of honour
and dignity and is not one to be attended to
after the member has done a day’s work
elsewhere. If the alteration in sitting hours
were mace, the State would be batter served
and members would find it more to their eon-
venience.

The Minister for Lands: Members did not
attend satisfactorily when the experiments
were iried.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: 1 hope the
amendment will be aceepted by the House
for it will he a step in the direction of day
sittings.  If it is agreed to, it will relieve
Ministers frem the burden of doing a full
‘day’s work in their offiees before attending
to their Parhamentary duties.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (XNor-
tham) [5.5]: The work that Ministers have
o co to-day is sueh as they have had to do
sinee we have had the Parliamentary institu-
tion in existence, and it is work that will
continue in the future. The experiment sug-
cested by the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson) has bheen tried hefore without the
slightest satisfoetory results.

The Minister for Tands: Tt
ceveral times.

Hon. Sir TAMES MITCHELL: Ministers
have to ecarry out their work and members
have to give consideration to Ministers' pro-
nosals. Tt takes me a full dav to o into
the various pronosals advanced bv Ministers
at the previous sifting. 1 should like to
have dav rittingz and if we conld meet at
10 o'clock and adjourn at 5 o’cloek it would
be reasonable.  That is not possible, anc

was {ried

present hours are as convenient as any that
can be suggested. Of course, if we could
get through the work hefore us between 3
o'clock and, say, 9 p.m., it would be a dif-
ferent matter. I remember the various occa-
sions when the House decided to meet earlier,
and I know that those efforis were not at-
tended with any success whatever. In faect,
tronble was experienced in getting members
to attend.

My, Griffiths: They had not got used to
the earlier sittings.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At times
it was hard to get a quorum. The Leader
of the Country Party knows that when mea-
sures are introducec to the House, we have
to look through them. The first we hear of
those proposals is when the Ministers move
the second readings. We are expected to deal
with those measures on the following day
and time is required to look through them.
If we met at 10 a.m. and adjourned at 5
pm., we wonld eertainly have the evening
to look info the various legislative proposals,
but uncer ordinary eirenmstances the pre-
sent hours provide the necessary time in the
morning and early afternoon to enable us
to peruse Bills.

The Minister for Lands: If we met dur-
ing the earlier hours von mention, we would
have to meet after 5 o'clock to recommit
Bills, because no one woild be here earlier
in the day. Ve have had experience of this
business before.

Mr. Thomson: You conld get your Bills
through.

The Minister for Lands: Country mem-
hers were absent, T do not refer to the
Country Party members.

Hon. Eir JAMES MITCHELL: Every
member desires to have day sittings but in
the existing ecireumstances they are not
possible. As a country member I have to
come to the ¢ity, like other country mem-
bers. If there were no difficuities in the
way of the alteration, I would agree with
the member for Katanning. As it is, I, a=
Leader of the Opposition, require all the
time T can get to he ready when the House
meets. Any hon. member who desires to
deal with legislative proposals satisfactorily
and properly must have timc to consider
them.

The Premier: In those circumstances I
amt sorry I did not support the amend-
ment! If it were agreed to you would not
have sufficient time to consider our pro-
posals.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I would
have to get somebody else to talk while [
gave consideration to Bills, I hope the
House will not agree to the amendment.
If we are to bhave an alteration, let us sit
at 10 o'clock in the mornings and have day
sittings only.

ME.GEORGE (Murray-Wellington) [5.9] :
I wish to deal with the question from the
point of view of Ministers as well as frow
that of ordinary members. My experience
as a Minister showed that very few morn-
ings in the week passed without some mem-
ber of Parliament wishing to speak to me
for half a minute or so. That half minute
generally stretched into half an hour or
an hour. Trequently Ministers are unable
to do mach departmental work in the morn-
ing. It might ke possible to deal with a few
letters but as a rule deparimental work has
to be done after lunch before the Minister
goes to the House, Matters may come be-
fore him in the morning that require look-
ing into and the information is obtained
during the morning. It is then placed be-
fore the Minister after luneh and is ready

for him to give his decision. In the dim
and distant future if the member for
Katanning (Mr, Thomson) lives long

enough, he may oecupy a Ministerial posi-
tion and he will then remember what I have
said. I realise that members are pressed
by their eoStituents regarding various
questions and members desire to get an
answer as (uickly as possible. They resort
to direct action with the Minister. They
either worry him on the telephone or call
upon him and get him to deal with the
matter in his office. The work of the State
lras to go on, and it is not all done in this
House. Ministers have the responsibility
of running their departments, and unless
they ean keep their work pretty well up to
date, it zets into arrears and then there are
eomplaints not only from members of Par-
liament but from their constituents. 1
remember occasions when we met earlier
in the day and I remember, too, that it was
with great diffienlty that quorums were ob-
tained. Then again, members who made
speeches that could be condensed into 10 or
20 minutes, gencrally stretched them out
for an hour or more. Their idea was that
if they spoke earlier in the day there would
be a better chance of getting a good report
in the newspaper than if they waited until
later on.

The Premiecr: No member thinks of that
at ali!

Mr. GEORGE: I am not averse to any
improvement if it can be shown thai
an improvement can be obtained. In this
instance, however, I am satisfied that it
would merely lead to the embarrassment of
Micisters and their work would he inter-
fered with if the amendment were agreed
to.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [5.13]:
I oppose the amendment. 1 held strong
views regarding morning sittings in the
past. The Touse tried both morning and
carly afterncon sitlings. Both experiments
failed and we were glad to vevert to the
1.30 p.m, siftings.

Mr. Griffiths: For how long were those
experiments tried?

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Long enough to show
that they were not workable. Hon. members
have had experience of the position and
therefore I am not prepared to support the
amendment. Jf this were proposed in the
nature of an cxperiment I would support
it. We tried it, and it failed. I agree with
other members who have mentioned that it
was with difliculty that quorums were ob-
tained. If the proposal were agreed to, it
would be found that Ministers would not
have an opportunity to attend at their offices
after 1 o’elock and would not appear there
again until next morning. This proposal
will not expedite the work of Ministers, nor
will it work in the intercsts of the State or
of members themselves. if they eannot get
aceess to Ministers after 1 p.m. on a day
when the House is sitting. T hope the mem-
ber for Katanning will not press his amend-
ment. My experience has heen gained over
a long period ané T am positive that if we
started the session in June, we would still
have to hurry and seurry, sitting all night
during the latter portions of December in
order to get through our work by Chrigtmas.
And if we were to start in August we should
lind the same result. [ venture to say we
ghould be here just the same, sitting all night
as we have done every session sinee [ have
been in Parliament. So it is idle to talk
about starting early in the day to prevent
that; it has not prevented it in the past,
and I do not think that, temperamentally, the
House is constituted any cifferently than it
was the last time we tried early sittines.
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MR. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [5.16]: The
question resolves itself into a matter of cus-
tom. If the sittings were started early and
it was foucd that members were becoming
too loquacious, the I'remier could very soon
put an end to that by giving us one or two
atll-night sittings,  Apparently the early
sittings work all right in the Federal House
and also in Queensland. A question constantly
asked onc outside the House is as to why
we do not it in the daytime 1t is ridiculous
for members to put up arguments about
what Ministers can or cannot do in their
offices. Apart from sitting days, there are
Mondays, Fritays, and Saturdays.

The Premier: But there is all the hon.
member’s  own  correspondence  te  be
answered. . . -

Alr, GRIFFITHS: Yes, my correspond-
ence keeps yom all busy. I write to Minis-
ters rather than bother them personally in
their offices. Like the Leader of the Op-
position, I favour meeting in the morning
and having day sittings instead of night
sittings. These night sittings are all very
well for members following protessional
avocations and having this job at £600 per
annum as a sideline.

Houn. G. Taylor: But yon are always on
the farm.

Mr. GRIFFITHES: I am always on the job
looking after the wants of my constituents.
To some of the metropolitan members a seat
in Parliament is merely a sideline. On the
other hand, some of us devote the whole of
our time to our work in this House. I think
we should get better work done if we had
day sittings. The amenrlment that we sit
at 3 o'cloek represents the thin ecee of the
wedge, for T take it the proposed new prac-
tice would soon resolve itself into exclusively
day sittings.

Amendment put and negatived.

Question put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.

On motion by the PREMIER, ordered:
That on Tuesdays and Thursdays Govern-
ment business shall take precedence of all
motions and orders of the day.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION.

On motion by the PREMIER, ordered:
That Sessional Committees be appointed as
follows:—Library Committee—3lr, Speaker,
Mr. Angelo, and Mr. Corboy. Standing

Orders Committee—>Mr.. Speaker, the Chair-
man of Commiltees, Mr. George, Mr, E. B,
Johnston, and Mr. Marshall. House Com-
mittee—NMr, Speaker, AMr. Chesson, Mr.
Lambert, Mr. Stubbs, and Mr. Thomson.
Printing Committee—2Mr. Speaker, Mr. J.
MaeCallum Smith, and Mr. Panton.

EILL—SUPPLY (Neo. 1) £1,913,500.
Standing Orders Suspension.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
{Hen, P. Collier—DBoulder) [5.22]: T
nmove—

Thitt so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended ay is neeessary to enoble resolutions
from the Commitives of Supply and Wiays and
Means to be reported and adopted on the same
day on whieh they shall have passed those
Commitiees, and also the passing of a Supply
Bill through zl! its stages in one day, and to
enable the business aforesaid to be entered
upon and dealt with before the Address-in-
reply is adopted.

Message.
Message from His Exeellency received and
read recommending appropriation in con-
nection with the Bill.

In Commitlee of Supply.
The House having resolved into Commit-
tee of Sapply, Mr. Lutey in the Chair,

THE PREMIER (Hon.
Boulder) [5.24] 1 move—

That there be granted to His Majesty, on

account of the services of the year cnding
30th  June, 1927, -a sum not exeeeding
£1,913,500.
This is the usual Supply brought down at
the opening of the session. 1t is Lo cover
two months only, July and August. It is
based upon last year's expenditure, being
approximately one-sixth of the total.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: 1t is for both
loan and revenue.

The PREMIER: Yes, as is usual when
asking for Supply. The amounts are, from
Consolidated Revenue, £850,000; from Gen-
eral Loan Fund, £750,000; from Government
Property Sales Fund, £10,500; from Land
Improvement Loan Fund, £3,000; and from
Treasurer's Advanece. £300,000.

P. Collier—

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham} [5.26]: I do mot propose to offer
any opposition to the passing of the Bil),
for it is the usual thing and is hased upon
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!nst year's expenditure. But I want a little
information from the Premicr. This Supply
will earry us over August.

The Premier: Up to the end of August.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The year
has not started too well. Still, one cannot
take very much notice of the monthly re-
suits, for interest is charged monthly, and
credits are due. The interest bill, appar-
ently, has heen inereased to cover a econ-
siderable amount of loan money. However,
we shall get that amongst other particulars
when we get the Loan Estimates. Tt looks
something like interest on £5,000,000, a very
considerable sum, However, if we get that
£350,000 from the Commonwealth, we ought
to be all right. Will the Premier tell us
whether the money has been paid over?

The Premier: Yes, it was received in
monthly payments, the final payment being
made at the end of June.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well,
that is satisfactory, for we can mnow take
that money into this year’s aceounts,

The Premier: The figures do not show any-
where yet.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, but
we have the money. I suppose the Premier
has not yet been advised as to whether it
is to be an annual payment.

The Premier: I have had some advice.
We are to get £300,000 this year, less the
amonnt we were gelting under special grant,
namely, £85,000. So the net sum this year
will be about £215,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then our
finances this year will be assisted to the
extent of £565,000.

The Premier: Yes, £350,000 from last
vear, and £215,000 for this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then we
shall have a credit balance this year.

The Premier: We ought {o be nearly able
to do it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
satisfactory te know that we shall have
an extra £365,000 to go to the credit of Con-
solidated Revenue. 1n view of this, probably
we shall wipe out the taxation before we
finish the session. Certainly the £565,000 will
enable us to square the ledger. I am sorry
it is not what the Commission recommended,
but it is a fairly considerable sum, and T
congratulate the Premier upon it. He ean
sail along easily for the rest of the year, and
sleep well at night.

The Premier: I amn burdened with wealth,
‘The trouble is 1 do not know what to do
with it,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Has the
Premier had much money under the migra-
tion agreement? I refer to the 1 per cent.
money.

The Minister for Lands: Two millions and
& quarter.

Hou. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: This year
he has had 114 millions?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
getting on.

The Minister for Lands: Over a period of
two years.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: He has
had 1% millions at 1 per cent. this year. I
hope we shall be allowed to go on with neces-
sary public works through the use of this 1
per cent, money. [ appreciate the fact that
we have £8663,000 to the credit of our re-
venue, and 234 million pounds at 1 per cent.
There is n good deal yet to come,

The Premier: I do not know that there
is any more of that particular money.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: My old
friend told me we were to get 10 million
pounds,

The Minister for Lands: It has not yet
been approved of. If they would approve of
the 10 million pounds, we would not have
any bother over the railways.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I merely
rose to congratulate the Premier upon hav-
ing such a good friend af the head of the
Federal Government. They did not do a tap
for me.

The Minister for Lands: They gave you
£750,000 for migration.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
gave me nothing; but they did lend me a sum
of money at 2 per cent. interest. The Pre-
mier has had a refund of interest, and that
has gone into the past vear’s aeceounts, This
represents another decided advantage to the
Premier. I am sorry I did not take more
money, because the refund of interest would
have reached a greater amonnt.

The Minister for Lands: The agreement
was not signed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
Minister has had the refund.

The Minister for Lands: Not yet.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1T have
no objection to the granting of Supply.

But the
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MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [5.35]: L
affer no objection to the Bill. We shall have
an opportunity later of discussing the Esti-
mates. The Leader of the Opposition has
said that the Premier has a good friend in
the Leader of the Federal Government.

Hon. G. Tayler: In the Federal Treasurer.

Mr. THOMSOXN: T understood we were
to get £450,000 a year. That was the recom-
mendation of the Roval Commission. I hope

‘to receive some information from ihe Pre-
mier as to the finaneial proposals. We are
informed that there is a sum of £350,000 in
hand, and that, with last vear’s amount, we
shall get £565,000, The Premier is in a hap-
pier financial position than any other Pre-
mier | have known of in this Stute.

The Premier: They would not trust any
previous Treasurer,

Mr. THOMSON: That position is due to
the Federal Government.

The Premier: If I do go out of office,
they will stop sending this money.

Mr. THOMSON: The Premier might
state what money has been handed over by
the Federal Treasurer. There has been an
exehange between the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition, but the country
should know what the Federal Government
have done in the way of assisting Western

Australia financially during the past 12
months.
THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—

Boulder) [5.37]: 1 have no wish to withhold
any credit that is due to the Federal Govern-
ment for any grant ihey have made to the
State. T think I have mentioned this in the
Press several times during recent months.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: That was nef
suggested.

The PREMIER: No, bot 1 am reminded
that the Federal Government have been ex-
tremely kind to us, and that we have been
fortunate in getting this money.  The
€350,000 that was promised last year re-
presented a grant for that year pending con-
sideration of the guestion at the finaneial
conference. That money has hecn paid to
the Treasury but has not yet been touched.
The Commonwealth propose to make a grant
of £300,000 a vear for five years.  That
amount is less the sum we wonld receive in
anv ease by way of the speeial grant we

have been getting. We have been drawing a
special grant diminishing by £10,600 a year.

Mr., Stubbs: It has nothing to do with
the money allotted for roads?

The PREMIER: No. The grant for this
year, instead of being £300,000, will amount
to about £215,000. Next year it will be
£10,000 less, and so on. I suppose that
for the five years it will average befween
£170,000 and £1°0,000. Whilst T am glad
to acknowledge that this money has been
mace available, T wounld remind members
that it does not give us anything like the
amount recommended by the Royal Commis-
sion. It falls far short of the recompense
we should receive according to that Royal
Commission.

Mz, Angelo: And it was their own Royal
Commission.

The PREMIER.: There can be no question
about our going on our knees in gratitude to
the Federal Government for what they have
done. They appointed the Commission to
inquire inte our disablilities, and were ob-
liged to grant us something; but the amount
falls far short of what was recomménded.

Hon. G. Taylor: The Royal Commission
did not take into consideration any previous
grant from the Federal Government.

The PREMIER : We were uot getting any.

Hon. G, Taylor: They took no notice of
the per capita granis, but reeommended an
annual payment of £450,400.

Mr. Marshall: Clear of any other grant?

The PREMIER: Yes, and over a long
period of years. They now propose to give
us £300,000 for five years, less the amount 1
have stated, instead of the £450,000 recom-
mended by the Commission for a long period
of years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You will take
the money and aecept ihe risk?

The PREMIER: I will take the money.
Members will have read of another £150,000
it 15 proposed to give us. I think that is
contingent upon our aecepting their pro-
posals with regard to the North-West,

Mr. Stubbs: Have the Federal Parliament
agreed to the £300,000 grant for five vears?

The PREMTER: I think the Bill is now
hefore the House.

Question put and passed.

HResolution and the

adopted.

reported report
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Committee of Ways and Means.

The House having resolved into Committee
of Ways and Means, Mr. Lutey in the Chair,

On motion by the PREMIER, resolved—

That towards making good the Supply
granted to His <Majesty for the service of the
year ending the 30th June, 1927, a sum not
cxeeeding £850,000 be granted out of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, £750,000 from the
General Loan Fund, £10,500 irom the Gov-
ernment Property Sales Fund, £3,000 from the
Land Improvement Saleg Fund, and £300,000
from the Public Account for the purpose of
temporary advances to he made by the Trea-
surer.

Resolution
adopted,

reported and the report

Bill introduced, ete.

In gecovrdance with the foregoing resolu-
tions, Biil introduced, passed through all
stages, nnd transmitted to the Legislative
Couneil.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Second Day.
Debate resumed from the 29th July.

HON. BIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [5.50]: T am afraid that within the
next few weeks we shall have to listen to
a great many speeches on the Address-in-
reply. The last session of a Parliament, as
members know, is usually devoted to speech
making and sometimes a little scalp hunting.
I do not propose to do anything of that kind
hecanse it sometimes means misrepresenta-
tion. What I propose to do is to devote my-
self, as far as I ecan, to the position of the
State, The last Parliament was not parti-
cularly creditable because of misrepresenta-
tien, which [ think, move or lesz, helped to
defeat the Government then in office, We
take a serious view of our responsibilities,
and T think we ean get through the present
Address-in-reply without any serious misre-
presentation, and conduct the debate entively
in the interests of the people whom we repre-
sent. I cannot eongratulate the Government
on the Specch. It certainly is not a very
creditable production. T wish to apologise to
my friend the member for Yilgarn (My, Cor-
boy) for the unseemly interruptions that
took place while he was speaking. I am
afraid T was responsible for starting those
interruptions, whieh did not give him a chance
to do justice to himself. Neither do T think
that the Speech itzelf gave him much chance,

and thercfore the Premier should also apolo-
rise to the hon. member. I believe that the
hon, mewber, and My, Gray, who moved the
adoption of the Address-in-reply in anotier
place, met and disecussed the Speech when
they were invited to move the Address, and
that they were not very jubilant over their
task. 1 can imagine that what they said was
this: *By jove, there is not much to talk
about; there is hardly a headline that is new;
we have heard all these things before.” They
looked through the Speeeh and came to the
statement that it was extremely gratifying to
find that the sinking fund established for the
redemption of the goldfields water supply
Loan would be wmore than sufficient for that
purpose. The member for Yilgarn has a good
mewmory and will therefore remember the pre-
sent Leader of the Opposition telling the
House foar years ago that there would not
be any need to contribute anything further
towards that ginking fund. So there we have
an item (hat is four years old. Then pro-
ceecling a little further, the two hon. mem-
bers came across the statement that the Water
Supply Department have redueed the priee
of water to the mines. Again they remark:
“By jove, that is pretty stale, too.” That
concession was made in 1922 and the hon,
members decided of course that they could
not allude to that subject either.

The Minister for Lands: Some people are
apt to forget.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And
some people are likely to deceive, thoughI de
not say that the present Government would
do naything ltke that. I do say, however,
that the Government must be bankrupt of
matter when they include in the Governor’s
Speeel items that are so stale. The Speech
is supposed to disclose the programme of the
works intended to be ecarried out and the
legislation the Government propose to intro-
duce. The two members, reading on, come to
the paragraph relating to the opening of 44
schools. The Upper House member remarked
“1 think we ean say we liave opencd five hich
schools, too.”” Then the member for Yilgarn
retorted, “No, those five schools were opened
vears ago; they are merely referred to here
in connection wilh the number of children
attending the schools, and so we cannot say
anything about them.” Then (hey come to
the works to be constructed, and they find no
imention of the Yarramony railway promised
by the present Premier in 1911, hefore the
clections. They also find that there is no
veference to the Dale River railway.
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The Premier: Those Bills were brought in
by xyou just before the last election.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I carry
out my promises. There is no mention of the
railway from DPemberton southwards, but
there is a reference 1o the re-laying of the
Jardee-1*emberton line, which my friend put
down in 1913. There is no mwention of the
Point Samson jetty, and in fact nothing at
all upon which the two members ean con-
gratulate the Government.

The Minister for Works:
disappointing to vou.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it is.
1 do not view the work of this Parliament in
the same way as my friend, the dictator who
has just interjected. The two members had
to say something, and the member for Yil-
garn had to confine himhelf to laudatory re-
marks of the Premier. 'We all respect the
Premier.  The member for Yilgarn found
nothing good in the Speech, but found a lot
of good in Premier and spoke of him as a
true prophet—a man who made no mistakes.
It often happens that a true prophet is an
impostor. I say at onee that the Premier is
neither one or the other. It is said that a
prophet has no honour in his own country,
but we all bonour the Premier who certainly
is anything but an impostor. The member for
Yilgarn was pretty hard pushed when he
said that this prophet had estimated ecor-
reetly, and that he was only ount to the ex-
tent of £1,000 in his estimate of expenditure
of nearly £9,000,000. As a matter of fact
there was not one line in the Estimates that
was right.

Mr. Corboy: Is there ever?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELT: No, but I
was zoing to say that estimates generally are
fairly aceorate. If the taxation had not
amounted to £95,000 move than the cstimate,
the deficit would have been nearly £200,000.
If the railways had carned £300,000 more
than was anticipated there would have been
a credit halance.

That must be

The Minister for Railways: We did not
stop the rain from failing .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The rain
did not alter the position; the railways lost
on both sides of the ledger.

The Minister for Raitwavs: There wonld
have been a lot more revenue had the har-
vest come up Lo expectations.

Tion, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is not
because von did not earn, hut because yom
spent where vou should not have spent. If
the business concerns had not returned
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£68,000 more than the Premier estimated,
1 (o not know where his estimate would
have been.

The Minister for Lands: In faet, if he
fiad got no revenue whatever, we should have
had a larger defieit than the one you built
up when you were here,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Premier is a little mere genervous than is the
Minister for Lands. The member for Yil-
zarn {Mr. Corboy) was reduced to calling
the Premier a prophet.

My, Corbox: 1 denied that, a minute or
so aga. It was one of yonr own supporters
who said that by wayv ol interjection.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: However,
the hon. member did say that we had done
nothing to reduee the defieit, and that the
Premier hac done it ail.

Mr. Corboy: On the other hand, T zave
you every eredit for what vou have done.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Well, ¥
apelogise to the hon. member. I theught he
gought to give the impression that my Gov-
ernment had simply created the deficit.
However, T am sure he 4id not mean that,
and so 1 readily accept his explanation. The
State has had credit balances only five times
sincg we federated. In 1913-15, with a La-
hour Government in power, the deficit was
£565,000. Tn the year 1922 the deficit was
£732,000. ,

AMr. Panton: Who is in power then?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I was.
I faced a deficit of £732,000, the result
largely of the work of the previous Labour
Govermment.

The Premier: Anc to help you face it,
vou tock the head of that Labour Govern-

ment into ¥your own Government: vyou
wanted him o help vou ont of if.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: When

vou take over 2 very hig deficit in a time of
stagnation and depression as the vesult of
war, it is very dilfienlt to reduce that deficit-
I confess that the present Treasurer, when
Leader of the Opposition, recognised the
difficulties of the position. In 1922.23 we
“reduced the defieit by £327,000, and in 1923-
24 we wiped off another £176,000, In 1924-
25 the present Premier wiped off £171,000,
and this was increased in 1925-26 by
€43,000. That is ithe position.
The Premier: Not a bad position, either.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, it is
not. The House ought to recognise it and
not eudeavour to show, as the member for
Yilearn did, that the preceding Government
had been careless in their financial transac-
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tions. I am sorry there is not in the Speech
more tor one to talk about. Many new pro-
posals that are bound to be introduced here
ought to have been included in the Speech.
Finance bas now been made easy for the
Government. Still, this temporary expedient
to give us help is not at all satisfactory.
Five years is nothing in the life of a eoun-
try. We had control of the Customs for
five years, but the time passed before we
could take advantage of it. So I say a
limited grant for five years, while very help-
ful, is not what we have a right to expeet.
However, for the moment {inance will be
easy. The Premier will admit that the State
was prosperous when he took office, that
trade was aetive and production splendid.
Qur policy of land development during the
previous five years was hearing fruit when
the Premier came into office. Year after
year we shall he reaping progressively hig-
ger harvests. However, it is a gradual pro-
cess and slow. The Premer will admit that
during his first year the railways, instead
of showing a loss of about £540,000, inelnd-
ing sinking fund, showed a profit of £50,000.
It was the loss on this invested money that
cansed the deficit. When the railways were
losing, the Government, of course, had to
find the difference. I had to tale £732,000
from loan to eover the defleit in 1922, This
year the Premier had to find £99,000 to cover
his deficit—a very different thing. TDhuring
the year just closed the railways showed a
substantial loss. 1 shounld like to compare
1924-25 with 1925-26. The gross revenue
last year was £427,000 more tham in 1924-25,
and the expenditure was £812,000 more.
Taxation inereasec. by £194,000, whilst tim-
ber increased by £39,000, giving addi-
ticnal clear revenue amonnting to £233,000
under those two headings—a magnificent
addition to the Premier’s revenue. Whilst
he showed for last year a gross revenue of
£8,808,000 that is not actnallv revenne. Our
clear revenue is but a very restricted amount.
I often wonder whether we shonld not be
wige to show our figures in quite a different
fashion. Qur business concerns last vear
earned £151,000 more than in 1923-24. Here
is where the Minister for Railwavs comes in.
He gspent on business concerns £256,000
more than was spent in 1923-24. It has
never happened before, and I do not know
why it should have happened last vear. that
whilst railway revenue was decreased, the
expenditure increased. The interest re-
couped last year was £320,000 greater than
in 1923-24, but in interest and sinkine fund

the Premier had to pay an additional
£464,000. We Lad a million and a half
of one per eent. money included iu this, and
the Premier must have held very large sums
to his eredit over the whole year fo have
createc: this additional interest bill. One
of the great temptations of any Government
is to hold huge sums of money to their
credit, and it does look as if the Premier
last vear held too muech fo his eredit. The
defieit was £140,000 less than it was in my
last year of office, but as against that the
Premier has had a elear revenune of £357,000
more than I had. I suppose the Premier
will realise that something better might have
been done, considering the enormous increase
he has had in clear revenne. However, the
Premier is only one Mivister, and I am
afraid that some of the other Ministers,
notably the Minister for Railways and the
Minister for Works, have been spending
freely. TUnless all Ministers back up the
Treasurer, the Treasurer cannot succeed in
his task. Certainly we have not succeeded
during the past two years. Last year we
spent £468,000 more than was spent in the
previous year. We ecertainly had an
inerease of £942,000 in gross revenue &s
against 1923-24. We eertainly had £181,000
from business coneerns and we certainly had
£357,000 additional clear revenue. But ap-
parently all that clear revenne has gone up
the spont and £40.000 increased defleit with
it. T think the Minister for Railways and
the Minister for Works eould help the Pre-
mier to explain what really happened. The
business eoncerns, again, show a greater rev-
enue of £68,000, but on the expenditure side
an increase of £191,000. Certainly one
would expect some inerease in the expendi-
ture, but not £191,000, Then I see that
sandalwood has given the Premier an addi-
tional £50,000 of revenue.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Before
coming to the proposal for the abolition of
the per capita payments by the Common-
wealth to the State, I should like to do jus-
tice to the treatment meted out to us by the
Federal Government during the past vear or
two. While we cannot agree with the pro-
posal for the abolition of the per ecapita
payvments, it cannot but be acknowledged
that the Federal Government have recently
given us a considerable amount of help. But
temporary expedients, while helpful, are not
so very useful. In the experience of a coun-
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try, five years is nothing. The Premier
wishes to reduce taxation because it is too
bigh. He could do it on a five years’ pro-
posal, but it would be very much easier to
do it on the basis of 25 years. I consider
that under Federation the people in Aus-
tralin are entitled to live, providing for
State and Federal requirements, taxed at
the same rate. If, because we are federated
and because we have given up our right to
almost the whole of indirect taxation, we,
the States with smaller populations, are to
be taxed at a rate altogether out of propor-
tion to the rate imposed in the bigger
States, then the smaller States must suffer
and suffer for many years, because the re-
. sults will be felt in 50 years’ time, If people
with money to spend on the establishmeni
of factories are compelled to go to States
where taxation is low, the fact of their
avoiding the lesy thickly populated States
must be a great disadvantage to them, The
Federal Government have helped us during
the last few years in at least eight different
ways. Firstly, they paid the graot of
£350,000, which the Premier has received
and which will come into this year’s revenue,
Secondly, there is the grant for this wvear
of £300,000, or it may he £450,000. Thirdly,
there was the reduction of the debt due by
the State Government to the Federal Gov-
ernment on aecount of soldier settlement,
an amount of £796,000. That amount was
written off our debf from the 1st July »of
last year.

The Minister for Lands: No, from the 1st
January of this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I under-
stood that the rebate was made from the
1st July of last year. Anvhow, for the last
six months it represents an advantage to
us of £25,000.

The Minister for Lands: We do not get
it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, but
we do not pay the interest on it.

The Minister for Lands: We do not get
the interest.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Interest
is charged up to the people who horrow the
money.

The Minister for Lands: They do not pay
it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
¢ourse, it is not possible to collect the whole
of the interest due to the Government.
Tnder the soldier settlement agreement there

is the 12%, per cent. payment on account of
moneys spent by the State in order to cover
losses.

The Minister for Lands: That is nol true.
either.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Why?

The Minister for Lands: Because the sol-
diers will not pay it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They did
pay a great deal of it. I shall have to give
notice of a question to-morrow to ascertain
the amount. I know that they paid hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds.

The Minister for Lands: But not on all
of it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
practically all.

The Minister for Lands: “Practically all”
is only about 1%% millions.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: We have
in that fund a considerable sum of money
on ,which we pay no interest. That arrange-
ment was made five or six years ago. Fifth-
ly, there is the migration agreement. The
Minister says the amount is 1% milliens,
but on that we shall be paying 1 per cent.
instead of the ordinary rate of 5 per cent.,
and there the Treasurer will effect a saving
of £60,000 a vear. That is 2 help. Then there
will be a refund of interest on the first ad-
vance made under the migration agreement,
and on which we pay 2 per cent. or under.
That will represent a considerable sum.
Then we réceived a special road grant of
£48,000. That was an unconditional gift.

AMr. Thomson: Unfortunately, it was all
spent on one road.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Oh, no.

Mr. Thomson: Nearly all.

Mr. Marshall: You mean it was all spent
on the sare road.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate. £48,000 has been speat in this State,
and it was an unconditionsl grant from the
Commonwealth. I do not think it was all
spent on one road.

Mr. Thomson: About £36,000 of it was.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We do
not eet much roadwav constructed for
£36,000 nowadays. To allot it, the Govern-
ment must start somewhere; they must radi-
ate from some centre. Then we have the
per canita payment of £96.000, for the first
time in the history of the State, distributed
on an area as well as a population basis.
That i1s an advantage.

Well,
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Mr. Thomson: I think that is the scheme
we want applied to Federal finances gener-
ally. )

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
would be 2 fine thing for the State.
the Premier agree with it?

Mr. Thomson: I think he does.

The Premier: Yes, if it were put in the
Constitution, but I would not trust the Com-~
monwezalith anthorities for too many years.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It it not
fair for the Commonwealth to distribute the
money entirely on a population basis. The
road grant for this year is £384,000, but I
do not know what the position is. From day
to day there appear to be changes. One day
we are told the agreement has been signed,
that the Minister has the department ready
and is prepared to go ahead with the ex-
penditure of the money. What the position
is at present, T do not know, but it is quite
clear to me that if New South Wales does
stand out, this taxation cannot be applied to

That
Does

the whole of Australia because it is speeial

taxation for a special purpose. Is our agree-
‘ment complete? Do we get the £384,0007
The Minister for Works: T wish we knew.
My, Marvshall: I think the Sounth Austra-
lian Government gre challenging its legality,
and T hope they are proved to he right.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
the Federal Government are challenging the
right of the State Government to impose a
petrol tax. ‘
Mr. Marshall: Yes, and T hope the South
Australian Government win that, too.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Fed-
eral Government certainly promised us
£20,000,000, and we certainly expect to get
it. Distributed on the per capita plus an
area basis, it is very favourable to us. This
is a record that I think the Prime Minister
and his Government ean point to with satis-
faction. I do not say that justice is heing
done to us yet, but the list of grants I have
quoted must be very helpful to the Premier.
It means that his revenue has been strength-
ened and that his expenditure on public
works has been augnented considerably. The
Minister for Lands has laid on the Table the
new migration agreement. With this T shall
deal later. TUnder it we are to get six mil-
lions of money for land settlement, and
£4,600,000 for works, all at 1 per eent. Some
of this money has been spent, but it is help-
ful to be able to borrow money at 1 per cent.
and a large sum of money, too. Of course, it

eannot be spent except over a period of
years, but the people of this State should
take comfort from it because, for the first
time in our history, except for soldier settle-
ment, we are being helped in the big work
of developing this great country of ours.

Mr, Marshall: We are making a rod to be
thrashed with later on—a rod for our own
backs.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Aaron’s
rod, the hon. member means. Iinance may
be easy for'the Government now.

Mr. Marshall: The people in this State
are taxed by the Federal Government. 1t
is not so generous on the part of the Fed-
eral Govermment to grant sueh assistance.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:: Of course,
we pay taxation to the Federal Government,
but how much less do we pay per head of
population than do the other States? If the
Minister for Works, who has been traversing
the North, making, probably, very rash but
at any rate very liberal promises, were to treat
the hon. member’s distriet and the rest of the
North-West as liberally as the Federal Gov-
ernment have treated Western Australia un-
der the road grant, and if he were to give
to the North a proportion of this amount
caleulated ¢n an area-cum-population basis,
the North would receive a consideable sum.
1 do not think the Minister for Works, ¢r
any other Minister, would treat the Noxth
co generously as the Federal Government
have treated this State, Dealing with the
per eapita payments, I am sorry to have
lo oppose the proposal of the Federal Gov-
ernment, hecause I believe that Mr. Bruee
means well by the Sinte. The abolition of
the per capita payments, however, is opposed
to the interests of this State, and as it would
be wrong to leave the people of the State
in any doubt, I propose to show that it
would be utterly impossible, and utterly
wronyg, for Westorn Australia to agree to
the proposal. We have to keep in mind
several things. One is that a greai many
members of the Federal Parliament ave uni-
ficationists. Thev want to govern the whole
of Australia from Canberra. I venture to
say that we can best manage our own affairs.

The Minister for Lands: Hear, hear!

Mr. Marshall: Do not forget that we are
encouraging unifieation. We are aceepting
evervthing the Federal Government are offer-
ing, road grants, mining grants, and all the
rest.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Federal Government do not wish suoch grants
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to be accepted, they bad better not offer
them. If the Premier dared to refuse
£300,000 or £400,000 here or there, we would
soon get another Treasurer. Of course we
accept such grants. Unifieation, however,
is in ihe minds of a great many people. 1n
this Federation we are of more importanee
than the Federal Government. We have the
important things to do. We have the de-
velopment to earry out. The Federal Gov-
ernment could not come here and so much as
drive a peg in the ground without our per-
mission, Lt was never intended that the 1ed-
eral Government should do more than a few
things. Under the Constitufion, their rights
to do such things were limited, but were not
defined. Therefore, they have added and
added to them these big jobs, in order that
they wight deal with them with & good
deal more satisfaction (6 themselves
I do not know what would have happened if
the men who first formed the Federal Gov-
ernment had lived for 20 or 30 years. Prob-
ably things would bhave been different. This
ham-stringing of State Goveroments has
been going on from day to day. It is im-
possible for Australia to develop exeept by
the aid of State Governments. The Federal
Government arc helping in certain direc-
tions, such as with regard to the immigra-
fion seheme, land development and works,

but that is all thev are doing. This
terrifory is ours. They cannot take
over the northern part of this State

without the consent of the people. It is ours
to look after with the help of the people, It
is our duty to protect the people, police the
country, administer justice, and attend to the
wants of our citizens in a thousand different
ways, I'or these serviees there is no remuner-
ation. The remuneraiive services belong fo
the Federal Government. For every letter
that passes through this State they are paid.
The trade of the State is ereated by the State
Government. The very taxes which the
Federal Government eollect are due to the
activities of the people of the State, and
largely duc to the policy of its Government.
When we remember our responsibility to the
people of the country and to Australia in
general, we shall see that treatment such as
is proposed is not fair either to us or to Aus-
tralia. The manufacturing centres in Aus-
tralia mnst bave customers, and these must
he found within Australia. XNo one ouiside
Australia could buy the manufactured goods
at Australian prices. We have to remember
the disadvantages under which we are suf-
fering. The question of the future and the

development of Australia is almost an inter-
pational one. 1 will show how urgent it is
that the British territory we have the honour
to govern should be developed as soon as pos-
siblee. 1 am concerned about the future.
After 25 years cxperience of Federa-
tion, and findiny it is K not satisfactory,
that it is hampering rather than help-
ing us, that neither in the spirit nor in
the letter is the Constitution obeyed, that none
of the things we were told would happen has
happened, and that praetically all the things
we were told would not happen have hap-
pened, [ do not know why we should con-
tinue under Federation unless we get a bet-
ter arrangement under the Constitution,

Mr. Thomson: Can we get out?

Hon, G. Taylor: We can try.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We
should try first to get justice and decent
treatment. It is unthinkable that we can
be lied to this ehariot wheel of the I'ederal
Government for all time, if it is bad for the
people of Australia in general, and of West-
ern Australia in particular. I think we can
get out. Norway and Sweden were governed
jointly more or less in times past, but they
managed to separate. There is nothing that
we can do that we eannot undo if we go the
right way to work. It will be a slow business,
and ! do not know where we shall find the
men with sufficient moncy and leisure to de-
vote themselves to undoing the Federal knot.
I should like to see this eountry free. If we
had remained frve we should be in a better
positiocn. When I hear reference made to the
great development that has oecurred in West-
ern Australia becuuse of IFederation, and
hear the claims of Federal Ministers conecern-
ing it, I shudder to think what may happen
and dread the thought of the State being fur-
ther hampered by any more Cominonwealth
taxalion, It is true that because of Federa-
tion we had to develop, and ereate wealth
out of which to pay Federal taxes. To that
extent Federation has done us some good. All
our work has been done under great difficul-
ties. Mr. Deakin foresaw what would hap-
nen. Amongst some letters to the Lonaon
#*Morning Post,” published in 1902, we find
one in parfienlar that ought to be remem-
bered.

The Premier: Tt was most prophetie,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. Mr.
Deakin said—

As the power of the pursein Great Britain es-
tablished by degrees the authority of the Com-

mons, it will ultimately establish in Australia
the authority of the Commonwealth. The
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righta of self government of the States
have been fondly supposed to be safe-
guarded by the Constitution. It left them
legally free, but financially bound to
the chariot wheels of the eentral Govern-
ment. Their need will be its opportunity. The
less populous will first suceumb, those smitten
with drought or similar misfortune will follew,
and finally even the greatest and most pros-
perous will, however reluctantly, be brought to
heel. OQur Constitution may remain uwnaltered,
but a vital change will have taken place in the
relations between the States and the Common-
wealth, The Commonwealth will have acquired
a general control over the States, while c¢very
extension of politieal power will be made by
its means and go to increase its relative su-
periority.

The Premicer: That is what is taking place.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Mr. Dea-
kin was one of the framers of the Constitu-
tion, and one of the preatest men Australia
has produced. The Constitution was two
years old when this was written. Were we
deceived when we were induced by our votes
to enter Federation? If we were, we have a
right to get out, and it is our duty to en-
deavour to get out. 1 do not wish to talk
secession now. It is our duty to our children
and our children’s children, and to Austra-
lia and the Empire, that we should have the
right to develop our own State and people
it in our own way. That is a better way
than any way the Commonwealth may
suggest. We live here and meet our own peo-
ple, and know them, Commonwealth mem-
bers are sheltered. They cannot be ap-
proached, for they are 2,000 miles away. I
do not know why we should not retain the
right to govern ourselves. We voted our-
selves into Federation, and must fight our
way out of it if we are to get on,

Hon. G. Taylor: And do it hefore we gel
too old.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T have
told members how little the Federal Govern-
ment enter into our daily lives. We are
responsible for such matters as education,
police, the administration of justice, health,
transport and so forth. I think the Federal
Government collect in this State about £3,-
100,000 in taxation. Of course there is the
war to be paid for.

Mr, Marshall: In indirect taxation?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In taxa-
tion, direct and indirect.

Mr. Marshall: They take more than that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MTTCHELL: The State
Treasurer had a record last year in the way
of taxation, which amounted to £1,400,000.
The Federal Government get more than twice

that. Of course, they returned us £550,000
last year,

The Minister for Lands: That includes
interest on transferred property.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 think
not. Let us remember Mr., Deakin’s words.
The Federal authorities take this money froy..
us. We must make some allowance for the
war debt, but must also remember that the
responsibility of our Government is firsily to
the people of our country, and secondly to
its development. We now come fo the ques-
tion of the abolition of per capita payments,
ineluding the special grant, as we see from
the figures published by the Federal Treas-
urer. This is aceompanied by the surrender
of certain taxation. It is very difficult to say
how it will affeet us in every detail, becaunse
s0 much is proposed to be surrenderel. The
per capita payment is made to us from Cus-
toms and Excise, When we federated it was
arranged that we should get three-quarters
of the Customs and Execise collected, and as
much of the other quarter as remained unex-
pended by the Federal Government. We gol
that, but as time went on the Federal Gov-
ernment wanted to do things. They sug-
gested they should pay us through the Cus-
toms.

The Prewmicr: They had no direct taxation
then. This was their only souree of revenue.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. The
return of the three-quarters of Customs and
Exeise was fixed under the Constitution for
10 years. From 1910 onwards it was ar-
ranged that they should pay us 28s. per head
of the population. Every baby born in the
State vesterday would carn for Western
Australia 23s. We did not want them to
impose a land tax or income tax fur our
henefit.  We could do that ourselves, but
we could not impose indirvet taxation. The
Federal Treasurer said the other day, “lt is
not rieht that we should collect faxation for
the States to spend.” That in theory is
gooc. He concluded by saying, It is
right we should collect indirect taxation for
the States to spend, beeanse they cannot col-
leet it themselves. Therefore, we are going
to zive them £2,000,000 a year for the mak-
ing of roads, and are going to colleat 114
millions by indirect taxation from Customs.
and Excise.” Tf we had possessed the
right to impose indireet taxation. it would
have heen wrong for the Federal Treasurer
to impose it. This is the amount re-
turned through the Customs. A eambaien
has been orgnnised by Australian Ministers
with the objeet of making Australia helieve
that we are gething this amount fronr
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land tax or income tax. That is not so.
1t comes from Customs revenue. Would
the people of this country have agreed io
live by direct taxation only? Was any ape
such a fool 25 years ago as o think that we
could collect enough money by direct taxa-
tion to carry on the development of this
country? We could not collect anything,
because we had nothing to tax; there were
no incomes and no {and vahtes, and not much
land owned by private people. Of course
we did not agree to live entirely by direct
taxation. We did not agree then, and we
cannot do it now. We eannot do justice
to the country by this means. Our people
are already overtaxed, taxed to an extent
that amounts to a stifling of indusiry.

The Premier: Yet if this goes through we

shall have inereased taxation instead of re-
duced taxation.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: [ will
show later what it will amount to. If we
agreed to live by means of direet taxation,
that taxation would be so high that no new
industry would be starfed in Western Aus-
tralia by any man with a considerable amount
of capital. He would be an idiot to do it.
Taxation in this State would be nearly four
times as much as in Victoria. That is the
other point.

Mr. Thomson:
that level now.

Ilon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but
not if we add Federal income tax.

Mr. Thomson: It is Is. Id. as against
4s.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt is 1s.
2d. plus ds. Gd., a total of 35 84, to-day
in Vietoria. That is Commonwealth and
State taxation combined. The two taxes
would total about 8s. Gd. here to-day. The
total would be 6s. more 1f we agreed to the
Commonwealth’s present  proposals.  The
position is bad enough now,

The Premier: Tt would bhe sheer lunacy
for this State to agree to give up the sum
proposed to tax its citizens.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. We
would be traitors to those coming after ns
if we did it, and also traitors to Australin,
Our mannfacturers wonld not have a markef,
What does it matter to Vietorin or New
South Wales whether a farm is made in
Western Aunstralia on the one hand or in
Victoria or New South Wales on the other?
Every vear we send £20 to the Easiern
States for manufactured goods, £20 per head
of ponulation. men, women and children,
for goods mapnufactured in the East: and
often confoundedly bad goods too. TUnder

The taxation is aboui on

Federation we agreed to buy the goods o
the Eastern States at their manufacturer
own prices. 1{ must make every Wester
Australian wish fo get out of Federatior
and that as speedily as possible.

The Premier: There would have been n
possible chance of Federation had the peopl
not theught that Customs and Excise revenu
would be available to the States for all times
Otherwise not one State would have agree
to Federation.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: OF cours
not. It is the undeveloped States that mus
suffer. A rich State can live by dircet taxa
tion easily. I am sorry to have to weary th
House with figures, 1t seems to be my fat
always to have figures tu submit to hon
members. The last year for which the fui
firures are available to me is 1923-24, anc
[ shall take that year for the purposes ol
comparison. The posilior has not aliere
materialiy sinece. In 1523-24 Vietoria ha¢
1,657,000 people, wha paid £1,700,000 in in
come tax, equal to £1 0s. 6d. per head. Tl
highest Vietorian rate on income earnec
by persona! exertion was 7d. in the pound
though it is true Victorians yaid 1ls. 2¢. or
income derived from property. But one
sixth only of the Victorian income tax it
that year was paid on incomes derived from
properties, Therefore the average Vietorian
taxation was pretly low. Nevertheless Vie
torta raised from it £1 0Os. 6d. per head.
A little over 9 per cent, of the Vietorian
ropulation paid income taxation. In 1923-24
Western Australia had 364,000 people, wha
paid £502,000 by way of income tax, repre-
senting £1 7s, Td. per head of the popula-
tion, as against Vietoria’s £1 0s. 6d. Our
highest rate in 1923-24 was 4s. 7d.; the tax
graduatec  from that fizure downwards.
Here 29,000 people paid income tax. Just
9 per cent. of our people paid income tax
then. Vietoria would need to add 122 per
cent. to her low rate of tax, her low maxi-
mum rafe of tax, on income earned hy per-
sonal exertion, inereasing the rate of 7d. to
1s. 3t5d.  The rate of 1s. 2d. on income
earncd from property would have to he in-
ereased to ls. 7d., and that would be the
hichest tax. Now let us turn to our own
position. We should have to aid reuchly
90 per cent. to our taxation on ineomes from
personal exertion, and our highest rate of
fax would then he Sz 8l4d. Can it for a
moment he considered possihle for our

peaple to pav such, taxation? OFf ecourse.
the whole of the taxation to be sur-
rendered  does not  represent  income



but whatever the proportion might
be, the increase would apply at the
same rates. Forty per cent. of the in-
come taxation by the Federal Government
surrendered here would represent 40 per
cent. at 8s, 8d., as against 40 per cent. in
Victoria at 1s. 3%%d. and 1s. 7d. T wish to
make it clear that this is what would happen
if we agreed lo the Feceral Government’s
proposals. Victoria is a very rich country.
The Victorians have grown rich—and more
power to them—hy the efforts of people all
over Australian. Now the Victorians have
the right to put a barrier around Australia
and send their goods into all the other Aus-
tralinn States. The Vigforians, therefore,
will grow richer and richer. The position
is very simple to understand. If ounr Pre-
mier lived in Vietoria and Victoria wanted
from him £50 in taxation. his income there
being, suv, £15300, and if the income of a
good Western Australian like myself were
£500 and Western Australia wanted £30 in
taxation from me, while we should both of
us have to pay the same amount to the re-
spective taxgatherers, so far as I ean work
out the figures I shoulé have to pay the £30
out of my £300 while the Premier would pay
the £50 out of his £1,500. The tax would he
2s. in the £ in the case of the man living in
Western Aunstralia, as against 8d. in the ease
of the man living in Vietoria. T repeat, we
are entitled to live as a federated peonle
taxed more or less at the same rvate. Now
take the ease of land tax being surrendered.
In 1923-24 the popnlation of Vietoria was
45 fimes greater than the population of
Western Aunstralia. But the land tax col-
leeted in Vietoria was nearly 13 times as
great as the land tax collected here. Estate
duties for 1923-24 were low in our case,
I will admit; but, taking the figures as they
are recorded, T fin, that estate duties in Vie-
toria were 20 times greater than here, whilst
the Victorian population was 4% times
ercater than ours. The entertainment tax
was about six times greater in Vietoria than
in Western Australia.  Now it iz pro-
posed to surrender some of these taxes in
their entirety. Hon. members will see how
unfair it would be to expect this State to
accept the surrender of these ecomparatively
low aggregate amounts from varions forms
of taxation as against Vietoria’s aceeptance
of the surrender of eomparatively very large
amounts. I notice the Federal Treasurer
savs that income tax inereases at the rate
of about G per cent. per annum. T should
have thonght the babies born and the

tax;
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migrants arriving would be worth more than
that increase in income tax to the Federal
Treasurer. It follows that arrangements
which are absolutely fair fo-day would be
unfair to-morrow. I have shown that the
proposed surrender of taxation by the Fed-
eral Govepnment is uot the same in respect
of all the States. In Vietoria the proposed
surrencer would represent much greater
amounts than here. On the other hand, the
25s. per head proposed to be taken from us
is even all over Australin. T repeat, if the
proposal were fair to-day, it would be unfair
te-morrow. After 96 years 9 per
cent, of the people pay income ras. Bub
100 per cent. of the peonle pay Customs
duty. T Dbave shown that income taxation
derived by the Western Australian Premier
in 1923-24 amonnted to about 27s. 7d. per
head, as against nearly £7 per head collected
in Customs duty from everybody—from the
haby born yesterday and from the man who
crank his first eup of tea in Western Auns-
tralia on the wharf vesterday, We have to
consider cur responsibilitv to Australia just
as much as the Federal Parliament has to
consider ifs respongibilify, and we have to
eonsider our responsibility fo the people of
this State in = way the Federal Parliament
is not called upon to do, We have no right
to take risks,  That is all right from the
Federal point of view. T hope we shall deal
with this question, and with all Tederal
questions, on non-party lines. At any rafe,
I should like to see a committce of members
representing all parties of the Honse aceept
the responsibilty of making recommenda-
tions fo this House about cvery Federal pro-
posal of vital importance to the State. The
State shonld not be permitted to suffer in
orcer that parties mayv gain.

Mr. Thomson: FHear, hear!

Hon. Sir JAMES JMITCHELL: What
does it inatter whether parties come or parties
80, so long as the eountry praspers? Theve-
fore it would be well for the whole House to
face one way on the present question. There
will be many vital questions following this
one—vital, T mean, to the people of Western
Australia.  Since we have heen fools enough
to federate, it is for ns to ficht. Federation
is an uneven thing. The development of this
State is rendered extremely difficnlt beeanse
of the burdens imposed on us through Fed-
eration. This Parliament and the Federal
*arliament should be co-operaling for the
welfare of Australip. The Federal Govern-
ment eannot make Awstralia.  They ean
make Factories by imposine high tariffs, hut
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they cannot make .\usiralia. They have
no influence outside the towns of Australia.
They can develop the towns; they can ecaunse
the heaping up of bricks and mortar. But
they cannot make wheat grow. We have to
find the customers for the manufactures, and
we have to lind the people to be taxed by
the Iederal Parliament. Therefore this Par-
Hament and the Federal Parlinment, I say,
should be co-operating. There is no over-
lord; there cannot he. We are more impor-
tant than the Federal Government. It was
never intended that there should he any
overlerd. There cannot be any partnership,
but there may be co-operation. The duty

of the Federal Parlinment and our duty is

fo en-operate.

The Minister for Lands: In the Federal
Pavliament they do not think the same as
we think, though.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No; but
let us insist that that is our vight; and if
we cannot get justice done by the State, let
us stand by the State and see what we ean
do. God knows, I do not want—-—

The Minister for Lands: We will go down
to-morrow and eollar the Customs Depart-
ment !

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 do not
know about that.

The Premicr: As soon as we get the bridge
fixed up, we will make them step along!
You know {he importance of lines of com-
munication,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Bit by
bit we have been driven into this corner. OQur
brcks are towards the wall, and we have to
see that justice is done to ourselves. If Fed-
cral (ipvernments were sineere—I do not
refer to the present Government alone but to
piast Governments as well-—ahout Federation
and about co-operation, they would have re-
turned to us the surplus revenue collected
during past vears. The Federal Government
have millions of pounds of surplus revenue
tucked away. Last vear they put away
£2500,000 of surplus revenue. While we
build up defieits, they build wp surpluses.
Let them face the position fairly and hon-
estly: let them realise the position regarding
the development of our great territory of
Australia.  If they do so, they will admit
that Australia cannot be buili up by putting
hricks fozether with mortar in the hig cities.
Rather will {hev agree that the greatness of
Ausfralia must be buili up by the primary
producers of Western Australia and the other

States. The Iederal Government rcap the
harvest; the State Governments are the
gleancers. That is neither good for Ausira-
lia por for us ns a State. The Federal au-
thorities have taken all the services that
pay, and we are left with the services that
cannot and are not intended te pay. No one
poes to the Federal authorities with requests
to provide for charilles, for hospitals, for
police protection, or for work for the unem-
ployed. Those responsibilities rest with the
States: the Federal authorities have the
cash.

Mr. Lambert: State politicions go to the
Federal arena when thev are out of work!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
that some aothers will go there very sovon!
1 have pointed out the percentage of our
people who will be called upon to make good
the per eapita payment of 25s. per head that
may be surrendered, They will have to pay
mitclt higher taxation than they arve paying
now, and T hope the public will realise that
not one of the 9 per cent. who will have to
make up the surrendered payments will he
relieved of one penny of their eontributions
to the Federal Government.

The Minister for Railways: Each workman
wlto has n wife and two children pays 10s. a
week through the Customs,

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And
every other man in that position has to do
so too. It is nonsense for pecple to be placed
in such a position., At the same time, the
Government represent high protectionists.

The Minister for Mines: What ahont your
high protectionist friends in the Federal
Governmeni? That will not do!

The Premier: The division in the Federal
Government on the tariff is not on party
lines hut on geographical lines.  Vietoria
and New South Wales are high protectionist
States hecause they get the advantage.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And
those States have so many representatives
in the Federal Parliament.

The Premier: Of course, the TFederal
Country Party do not believe in a high tariff,
but thev impose it all the same.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T doubt
if we could find half a dozen men in the
Federal Parliament who really do oppose
protection. A 2ood many talk against it,
hut they do not vote agninst it.

The Premier: There are about two only.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
said that no iwo States impose the same
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rates of taxation to-day, and if the aboli-
tion of the per capita payment is insisted
upon the disadvantages will be greater still.
That point should be remembered. I trust
that we shall itncrease our population
rapidly by means of immigration and all
will pay Customs duty. Then there are the
children who will be born,

The Minister for Lands: They are doing
very well ou the groups just now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Western
Australia is asked to pay for the develop-
ment of the State, for the ecucation of the
people, for the provision of hospitals and so
forth without getting a penny by way of
taxation from the people who are coming in.

The Premier: The trouble is that & great
number of the Federal members and Min-
isters have never been in office as State
Ministers. Had they been connected with
State Governments, they would have a better
appreeciation of the position.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They do
noi see that we have to provide schools and
so on. I would like to make clear to the
people the section upon whom this burden
will fall. Let us face this question fairly.
It is not possible to tax a man who buys an
artiele merely in order that he may sell it.
The imposition becomes part of his tvading
costs, just like rent or wagzes. Therefore it
throws upon him very little additional bur-
den; he would not pay anything like 8s. 8d.
in the pound' out of his own pocket. He
would pass on the tax in the selling price
of hig goods, and so the hurden would fall
largely upon the sheep farmer and the agri-
culturist, and the salaried man. The wages
man, of course, would be exempt for
the most part. These are the people who
have to pay, and at present the farmer pays
both land and income tax. There is an ex-
emption up to £5,000 respeeting the Federal
land tax, but our land tax is imposed without
any such exemption. Obviously we could not
apply the two forms of tax to the land,
which means that the taxation will have to
be applied to all without exemption. For
the farmers there will be no esecape; they
will have to shoulder the full force of the
Federal indirect tax and the full force of
the direct taxation as we'l. This, tog, in a
country of primary production, not of manu-
facturing! Obviously the primary producers
will have to pav the piper.

The Premier: They et both barrels.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: By God,
ves  The Almighty alone knows how the

farmers will shonider this burden of taxa-
tion.

The Minister for Lands: The only way is
by means of Tevolution! Let us get at it as
early as possible,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The bur-
den that now must fall npon the § per cent.
of the faxpayers will be added to year by
year, [f the price of wheat and wool were to
slump, I do not know what would happen.

The Premier: That would upset their eal-
culations as to out incomes.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: And if
that happencé, who would suffer most?

The Premier: The State would go fo
pieces,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Of
course. We must not take the risk.

The Premier: I think we would be en-
titled to go to any length in resisting it.

oo, Sie JAMES MITCHELL: It is very
difficult to get ihe people generally to realise
what the true position is respecting this o1
any other proposal. Furthermore, the
{rouble is that when such proposals are con-
sidered, it is by men sitiing in Melbourne
who know not Joseph. The proposals are
determined there. They may be perfectly
sound and reasonable foc the people im
mediately surronnding those who propouné
them. T ean quite understand some people
in Vietorin and New South Wales appreei
ating the proposals, beeause they will suil
them. On the other hand, if they are ae
cepled, the people who are really Coing the
work of making Anstralia will be crippled
As the Premier said, we are asked to sur
render a cerfain 253, for a verv unecertair
28s. to be collected from people here whe
depend upon primary production.

Mr, Marshall: It would be a most un
popular form of direet taxation.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It i1
right that people should regard taxation
with disfavour, because it is quite possibl
te tax people out of work, although om
eannot tax them into work. It is muel
worse when the tax is imposed by an au
thority not faced with the responsibilitv o
providing work for people thrown out o
work beeanse of the taxation. In my opinio:

there are two countries in  the worle
suffering  to-dav—China  and  Australiy
China 15 suffering  because there i
ne  government at all, and apparventl:
the country eannot be governed. On th

other hand, Australia has too much rovern
ment.  Why the devil do we want to set u)
another king over us? The State Parlia



[3 AvucusT, 1926.] 45

ment is enough. With vur populalion we
can attend to our development, yet 250,000
people were foolish enough o say they
wanted another lord.

The Premier: Yes, and now the lord has
set up a whole lot of commissions over us!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: O Lord,
yes!

Mr. Clydesdale: Lord help us!

Hen, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We can-
not pay oo much for good government, but
bad government is cear at any price. The
faet is that Federation has set up another
authority that is not helpful; it js harmful
and retards our progress. Why cannot we
recognise that it was to be & limited Federa-
tion, with limited responzibilitieg?

The Minister for Railways: That was the
original intention.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Fed-
eral Government should reduce their fune-
tions to the few it was intended they should
rontrol, and they should reduce the colleetion
of revenue to the utmost extent. Nat-
urally the war costs have to he borne by
them, but the Federal authorities are in-
culging in a series of extravagances. When
I read the Federal Treasurer’s Budget
Speerh, T wondered what it was all about.
Here was fifty miilions of money to be spent,
and out of it Australia was to have built a
few houses for members of Parliament in
Canberra! T could not see in the Budget
speech one tap that meant work for the
people. nor one tap that meant the creation
of wealth.

The Premier : The {iovernment spent
£2,000,000 on Federal eanital buildings last
year.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: 1f hon.
members were to peruse the Budget, they
would wonder what part of it conld be
imagined as being ecaleulated to encourage
the development of Australia. They would
wonder what portion of it was intended to
advance the interests of Australin or prove
beneficial to ihis or anyv other State. We
must mot surrender one farthing of their
small coutribution to us from Customs and
Kxeise.

Mr. Corboy: After all, it is only our work
that makes it possible for them fo give us so
much.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Dis-
abilities Commission was a Commission of
hard-headed, fair, capable men. The chair-
man was experienced in Federal politics,
ltaving been a Minister of the Crown, and

another member was from South Australia,
and a third member was an ex-chief of the
Customs of Australia, & man hard as flint,
They were not from this State. They were
sent to us by the Federal Government, and
they found that, for the good of Australia,
we should have the right to control our own
Customs for 25 years, and that, until we
seenred that eontrol, we should have a grant
of £450,000 per annum. Now we want it. The
Federal Government were advised by that
Commission that we had been unfairly
treated. Our case was established, and our
duty to posterity is to see that our wrongs
are righted, I have said that any question of
State rights should not be a party question.
I hope we shall be able to keep these great
questions, that will live long after Govern-
ments are forgotien, well awey from pariy
politics.  To arrive ai the resnlts of the
Federal tariff, let us compare the State Im-
plement Works with our State butter and
bacon tactories, The State Implement Works
have to take advantage of every penny of
Customs protection. Even so, the works can
barely pay their way. Had we not written
off a very considerable sum, those works
would have been unable to show a prefit at
all.  Yet, as the result of protection, some
farm implements that previously cost £100
vost to-day £175, representing a measure of
73 per cent. of protection. The farmers sof-
fer from that, while the advantage to the
State is net very much, being not more than
the employment of a few men at Fremantle
instead of in the East.

Mr. Sleernan: The farmers do not support
ihe works very much.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL:
don’t you?

Mr. Sleeman: I attempt to do so?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then you
are doing your Juty for the first time in your
life. Now take butter and bacon factories.
They are not protected, but have to compete
with the old-cstablished factories in the East-
ern States. It is not fair competifion. T re-
member when the merchants said they womd
not sell Western Aastralian butter in Perti.
'The Government said they would have to ; and
to make the way clear they advanced thous-
ands of pounds in order thai the imported
hutter might be held until the loeal butter was
sold. The Western Australian butter and
bacon factories suffer the whole disadvantage
of the tariff without getting any protection
at all. The Northam factory turned out 200
sides of hacon per week, worth £500. This

Why
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£300 was produced within the State and so
was £500 saved to Western Australia, as
against money spent for bacon imported
from the Eastern States, The money served
to pay wages and taxes and railway freight,
and to increase trade. It was circulated in
the distriet and so provided employment. It
was money taken from_the soil. The farmer
has to live under the tariff without benefit-
ing by it at all, Even the plough that ploughs
the field in order to feed the pigs that go to
the bacon factory, has to pay Customs duty.
Every penny produced by the factory had
to be wrested in keen eompetition with the
factories of the Rastern States. We
cannot continue to buy food from the
Eastern States when we have land that will
grow it. For many years we have been
sending out of the State £2,700,000 annually
for food that we should grow ourselves,
thus paying taxes to the Governments
of the other States and providing cap-
ital and work for the people of those States.
The Northam butter and bacon factory did
more to provide work and create wealth with-
in the State than the State Implement Works
have done. Mining also has suffered greatly
hy the tariff. Nothing we have been able to
do has helped the industrv over the stile.
We have reduced the price of water to the
industry and have exempted the indusiry
from certain taxation borne by other sec-
tions of the community. Why did we have
to do all this for the mining industry?
Because the tariff has helped to kill it.

Mr. Marshall; Yet the protectionist argues
that protection makes home markets !

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We have
rendered this help, not for the shaveholders,
but in order that we may provide work and
create wealth. Ilowever, it has proved of
little use, for the tariff discounts all that we
may do, and up to date we have not been able
to put our gold mining industry on its feet.
Qur importation of foed, which persisis
largely beeause there is a tariff, could be pro-
duced within the State. It is equal to more
than the value of all the gold produced in
the State or the timber we export; yel
our food production is sadly retarded by the
wretehed tariff. In all the efforts we make
to produce stufl for export we are seriously
hampered by the tariff. So, it is important
that in all these hig questions we should stand
together in order that onr country may be
developed. I wish to point out that, during
the last century the population of the world
has more than doubled, and that during

the last 10 years the inercase in world popu-
lation has heen 174,000,000 people, being
four times the population of Britain, and
more than all the population of - North
Ameriea, Yet, during the last 15 vears, the
world’s wheat yield has inereased only to the
extent of 7,000,000 bushels. This, then, is
our chance. We wonder why wheat is dearer.
It is beeause of the wonderful increase in
world population.

The Premier: Yes, it is not that Amorica
has ceased to be a wheat exporting country.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Our
chance lias come, for the world’s unoccupied
land does not provide for the expansion ren-
dered nccessary by this amazing increase in
population. Outside the frigid North, Aus-
tralia possesses the only unpeapled land in
world. So, whether we like it or not, we shall
have people coming into Australia, partic-
vlarly into Western Australia, in scarch of
food. The problem will be to provide food
for the people. Just imogine it! The world’s
wheat crop has inerensed by 7,000,000 bush-
els in 15 years, whereas in 10 years the
world’s  popuiation  has  increased Dby
174,000,000 people. Never again shall we
be able to satisfy the demand for land in
this State, not even if we have at work all
the surveyors -we can possibly get. My ad-
vice is to get them as soon as we ean and
keep them at work., The world has awak-
ened to the fact that ifs increased popula-
tion must inevitably mean greater demands
for cultivable land. So the primary pro-
ducer can look for a very much better market
than he has known in the past. I am pleased
to know that the Minister for Lands sold
more land last year than in the previous
vear, and is selling a good deal of light land,
which can be used with wheat at 5s. a bushel,
whereas it was useless when wheat was 3:.
Gd. a bushel. We have millions of acres
that will be uwsed now, when the world’s
market is so much firmer, and when we know
that the demand will continue. It is a great
thing to know that the Eastern States are
now turning towards the West and viewing
our lands with favonr. DBy the way, the
world’s cattle are fewer than bcfore; the
world’s sheep are fewer than before, and
after all the world’s stack is the only reserve
of food. We shonld give an opportunity to
men of our own race first of all as we are
doinz in this State. We must have cheap
money, and we must have a good deal more
freedom than we enjov if we are to make
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this country what it ought to be. I do not
intend te say wmuch about group settlement.
This is a great co-operative scheme with the
people of the State on the one hand and
the farmer on the other hand, the one finding
the money and the other doing the work, All
land settlement in this State has been co-
perative work, becanse the settlers have not
bad money. The people who settled the
wheat helt did not have money. The South-
West pecple have not money. Group settle-
ment resolves itself into a question of man-
ugement. We have in the wheat belt a won-
derful set of men because, when we settled
it, Australia was depressed and men eame
here from all yuarters. From our goldfields
we got a wonderful seleetion of men. In
the South-West we have Lrom the Old Coun-
try a splendid lot of men who are doing
good work.  Many of these things really
ought to be discussed on the Estimates which,
I hope, will be brought down fairly soon.
A word or two now about mining. T regret
that the gold yield is gradually but surelv
declining, and I agrec that we ought to do
evervthing possible to stay the drift and,
if possible, pick up some of the leeway. It
is difficult to know just what to do, but it
seemns to me that the Federal Government
stand to lose taxation particularly. We have
invested millions of money in railways, water
supplics. pnblic buildings and other requis-
ites for the goldfields and we, too, stand to
lose a lot. If the State Government and the
Federal Government could come together
and consider how mueh they are likely to
lose if the zold mining industry comes to an
end, and if they vould meet those engaged
in the industry and cotne to some sort of an
arrangement to enable the industry to con-
tinue for five or ten years, or even longer if
possible, some good might result. We have
to do something, It is of no use delaying
or talking about the guestion. We stand 1
lose u great deal it the mines close down. We
have cone all we can to assist the industryv
by reducing water costs and exemptine mines
from taxation. It is idle to deplore the past
in rest eet of disabled miners. Let us face
ouy responsilnlities. We were foolish in
failing to colleet something from the geld
that was produced, bat we did not do it and
all Governments of the past are to blame for
that. Gold stealing seems to be one of the
serionz handicaps, but I do not propose to
deal with that guestion to-night. Tt is not
a fitting time to fouch upon that aspect of
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the guestion. The Government have offered
to help to supply the mines with cheaper
power. That is something, but we have
to do enough to enable the mines {o make
their low-grade ore pay. The railways
and water supplies will suffer unless some-
thiuyg is doue fairly svon. I know it is hard
to decide just what should be done. I am
not bBlaming the preseni Government on the
score that something has not been done, but
it is necessary for them to act as quickly
as possible. 1 am not so pleased with Mijn-
isters regarding the North-West Department.
Thai depariment was established by my Gov-
ernment, hut the expenditure was voted by
Parliament and without a word of protest
from members now on the Government side,
and yet the Government during the revess
and without discussing the question with any
member of the late Government determined
to abolish the department. When it is a
guestion of abolishing a depariment estab-
lished by a previous Government, those re-
sponsible might well ask why the department
was established, especially when the House
ltad confirmed the act. Yet the Govern-
ment have wiped out this department with-
out word or thought., We established the
North-West department to benefit the State
and particularly the North, and to provide
a better eonneetion hetween the Government
and that part of the State. Surely it is
wrong not to have eontinuity. We should
endeavour to have continnity of Government,
Yet to-day we have the North-West Depart-
ment, and to-morrow it i= wiped out heeause
of a change of Government. Why is not the
North entitled o have its department?

The Minister for Justice: You only estab-
lished the department by way of experiment.
You did not know what the effect of it would
be.

Mr. Thomson: It was an honest attempt
at lecentralisation.

Hon. Sir JAMES AMITCHELL : Of
course we knew; of course it was suecess-
ful: of course it was right to keep it moing
and of course it was wronz for the Govern-
ment, without sayvinz anvthing, to abolish
the hlessed thing when Parliament was not
sitting. There was no iustification at all
for that.

Yr. Lamond: The electors up there do
not avree with vou.

Mr. Marshall: They have heen erying for
its abolition for vears. They lauched at the
fallaey in the first place and in faet at the
whole of the ramifications of the department.
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Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: They did
not; I know as many pcople in the North
as does the hon. member,

Mr. Marshall: Xa, vou don't.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: A mem-
ber who represents Meckatharra can hardly
speak for the North-West, because that
town i3 connected with Perth by train. I
should think the people of the North would
resent it. They appreciated the establish-
ment of a department to which they could
go and which was sympathetic with their re-
quirements. The Government had no right
to abolish the department without consulting
Parliament. Now a proposal has been sub-
mitted by the Federal Government through
the Press to take over the North. The Min-
izter for Works has heen touring the North
and I think he has told the people that they
alone should have the right to decide whether
the North is to e handes over to the Fed-
eral Government.

The Minister for Works: T did not say
that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
think that the Minister Lad said it, but I
think I read it iw the paper.

The Minister for Works: No.

The Premier: To be consnlted, hut not
alone.

Mr. Marshall: You must have read some-
thing that was not in the paper.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Anyway,
the Minister led them to think that they had
the right to decide.

The Premier: That did not appear in the
Press here.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
dic.

The Minister for Worky:
published.

‘Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL : The
Minister for Works told me he had not seen
the newspapers for five weeks, and so he
does not know what was published.

The Minister for Worke: I have seen all
those renorts. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
was sugzgested.

Mr. Sleeman:
the “Leader.”

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL,: The offer
by the Federal Government to take over the
North leads me to remind members that the
Federal territory has heen run at a loss of
£400.000. towards which Western Australia
pays £25,000. Tf the Federal Government
take over the North and run it, it will be
done at the eost of the people of Australia,

That was never

T sav it

That must have been in

an¢ we shall have to help to foot the bill
Why, 1 should like to know, do the ¥Federa

- authorities make these proposals through th

Press instead of submitting them through th
Government to this Parliament? Whateve
is best for the North and for Australi
should be done, hut it ean be done as wel
or a hit better by the State Government tha
hy the Federal Government. The Northen
Territory is represented in the Federal Par
liament by ons man who has no vote. Ou
North is represented in the State Assembl:
by four members and in another place b:
three members, who have both voice an
vote. 1 should think they would hesitate t
han¢' themselves over to the eontrol of th
Federal Government,

Mr. Marskall: One has already committe
himseif.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We hav
to consider what is the best to be done. W
are offered by the Federal Governmen
£2,700,000, the cost of our public works i
the North, the offer being made through th
Press, of course. 1f we tnke the land nort!
of the 26Gth parallel, we find it represent
about one-half of the State. I think tha
land would probably Dbe worth anywher
from 1ls. to 2s. per sere. Probably we wouli
get £30,000,000 if we offered the land to th
squatters who now oceupy it under lease
hold. We woulc then still have the right ¢
tax it at the rate imposed upon land dow:
here. 1f that land were :old to a svndient
in London, we would get a tremendous sun
for it. 1t is worth £30,000,000. Then tak
the great pearling industry, the riches o
fish life nnd the fact that the North-West i
auriferous from end to end. Tt produce
gold, tin, lead, eopper anc in fact ever
metal and mineral known. If we have re
gard also to the fact that it is possible coa
will be found there, I do not see why thi
territory should be handed over to the Fed
eral Government, particularly as such a pro
cedure would not he an atom of advantag
to any single individual in the North. Prob
ably it would he a disacvartage. Why the
disadvantage the peonle of the North simpl:
to let the Federal Government take i
over? We are not rich enough at presen
to develop the North, but all the Govern
ments of Australia arve nof rich enough t
develop the coastal plain of Australia. I
will he years before that is done. Th
hest that can be done for the North is hein:
done to-day. Tf some day it c¢an b
a separate State, well and good. TE th
people of the North once fall inte th
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clutches -of the Federal Government, they
will never get a separate State. They will
be governed from Usnberra instead of hav-
ing their own members {o represent them in
this Paclizament. Therefore there is sowe-
thing more in the question than the mere
valuing of the North in pounds, shillings and
pence, and before I woulC eonsent to any
change, 1 should want to know how the
people of the North will be benefited and
the fulure of the North

in what way
will be made Dbrighter Otherwise [

should not be prepared to let the North
2o to people who at present ecannot
manage what they have. It is a great anc
wonderful territory and some day it will
maintain a great population. I am sure that
the people of thé' North can approach the

Government here, while on the other hand

the State Government can hardly approach
the Federal Government, s¢ what chance
would the penple of the North have if
they had to deal with the Federal Govern-
ment? The question of employment is all-
important. There are far too many men
ouf of work to-dav, and vet our expendi-
ture has been the heaviest probably of
any year we have known.  Arbitration
is the law of the land. If arbitration
could onlv fix wages and conditions that
would snit the men—and not too many
conditions, either—we would have a better
chance of keeping men in work. There is
nothing so sad as to see a man looking for
work, and to see the waste of wealth as a re-
sult of unemployment. When money ceases
to flow through the pockets of the working
man frace becomes stagnant, though I do
not sugeest that the working man gets very
much more than is suflicient for him to live
on.
Mr. Sleeman: They do not get enough.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No gue
gets enough, but the unemployed are not get-
ting anything. I do not know whether this is
the fault of our Arbitration laws. Every-
thing should be fair as between the employer
and employees. Work in this eountry should
be plentiful. T know that work comes from
the wise expenditure of monev., We ecan
spend a great deal of money, and still
have serious unemployment unless it is spent
in the right direction. We must have works
going on if we are to avoid unemployment.
We should unite in an endeavour to make
the fruth known. It is easy to say that men
do not get enough to live on, that the hours
are too long, or that they should have better
houses and conditions; and it is easy to say

that employers are not good employers. Men
are not helped by this lip service. They are
only heiped when the truth can be spoken to
them. All slipuld join in the work of finding
employment for all who need it. I know that
unemployment comes through bad employers,
and that these are a menace o the commun-
ity. I know that bad vunion leaders are a men-
ace to the workers.

Mr. Sleeman: They are few and far be-
tween,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There are
bad employers and bad workmen. The “go
slow’’ policy ereates unemployment,

Mr. Sleeman: You never see them go slow.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: - I know
that bad results witl gecerue from the unwise
expenditure of money. Iligh wages do not
necessarity preduce work, It is the work that
men do that ereates employment. A man to
whom £10 is paid, and who earns £9, is nut
doing much for the countrv. Ile is not en-
couraging employment or making more work
for others.

Mr, Sleeman: What about the man who
s geiting £4 and earning £37

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He is the
man. The work that is done creates work,
and the accruing wealth creates more work.
The man who earns £5 and receives £4 is per-
forming a national service.

Mr. Sleeman: And the man is working
his heart out and starving at the same time.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The hon.
member’s remark will not help any of the
workers, nor will his attitude of mind help
them. It will not assist the unemployed to
tell them that when they do work they work
too hard. In the aggregate the work done by
the: people of this State is wonderful, but
there are men who do not work properly. It
is the efficient use of machinery and money,
and the creation of proper work that leads to
emplovmment. Work only creates work when
it leads to good results. It is no use fooling
with the suliject. Every man who is in em-
ployment is in danger, because others are
competing for his job. Ii does not help the
trouble to put up wages. One man who is
out of work helps to put another out of
work. Money is only distributed in small
quantities. Tt is the money that goes out in
wages that creates emplovment for other
people. T wish we could settle these ques-
tions enee anc, for all. No one wants a man
to work harder than he does, but we want
him to be happy, comfortable and contented.
The remarks of the hon. member will not
help him one jot.
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Mr. Sleeman: And we want men to get a
fair wage while they are working.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
never could be & wage that the hon. member
would not eall unfair. He will never say that
the result of the work of a man is unfair,

Mr. Marshall: There is no oceasion to say
that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is casy
lo profess great concern for the working
man, and to show it in this way. We ought
to come to some reasonable arrangement as
between the employers and the employed.
Those who have set themselves up as em-
ployers are responsible for their workers.
There is the employing seetion and the work-
ing seetion of the community. The employ-
ing seetion is entitled to see that everyone
in the community is at work. This eannot
come about if we are going to have all this
pinpricking and nonsense. 1 have seen cases
in the Arbitration Court which canse one to
wonder what they are all about. Sometimes
it is an interpretation of a Government case,
or, as to whether a glass should be picked
up in the right hand or in the left hand.
That does not help anvone.

Mr. Sleeman: We know where all the pin
prieks ecome from.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T could
well understand the sweater being locked
up, but I eannot understand the reason for
making trouble with ihe employers over
every tinpot thing. Very often trouble oc-
curs with Government employees.

Mr. Sleeman: Very often there are pin-
pricks in Government departments.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They arc
largely manufactured. Fortunately there are
only two cardinal sins. These froubles are
manufactured as between the employer and
the employee for the sake of making trouble.
The time has come when fair dealing is all
that should be needed. The management of
the affairs of the workmen should be in the
hands of their appoinied leaders. We must
have unions where big bodies of men are
employed. T do not say that the union
leaders are always to blame.  Both sides
have {o be reasonable, and meet together.
Roth sides inust agree that it is a good thing
to employ and a good thing to work. We
could then have o better result. I under-
stand from the Premier that 200 unemployed
men will be at work in 2 few days. We
should not have a man out of work in this
country. T deplore the fact that the Gov-

ernment have ignored the laws of the land.
[ do not intend to deal with the insurance
scheme of the Minister for Works, but will
leave that to the member for West Perth
{Mr. Davy). I mwust, however, protest
against this praclice of the Minister, of giv-
ing preference to unionists. There is no law
against preference to unionists. The Gov-
ernment have twice tried to get ihe House
to agree that the court should give prefer-
ence to unionists. I am told that in some
places preference is given to members of
one union and not to those of another. I
am told it is necessary for a man 1o join
the AW.U. in places such as Geraldton or
Kalgoorlie. A man may have been a member
of the carpenters’ union for 30 vears, but if
he wants a job he has to sign up with the
AW.U,

The Premier: Where has that oceurred at

. Kalgoorlie?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T will get
the case for the Premier. 1f that is so it is
wrong. [Ireference should be given to no
one, whether he be a unionist or not. A man
is wise if he joing a union, but he should
be free. He should not be compelled to join.
The Governmeni have no right, with the
funds of the State in their keeping, to ignore
their responsibilities to all the people. I pay
taxes. 1 do not want the tax I pay fo be
used in giving preference to any one set
of individuals. All are entitled to live. No
one should be compelled to pay 25s. in order
to get a job. The question of the compul-
sory eontribulion by unionists to a fund
for political purposes, has heen discussed
before. Men shonld he free to pay or net
as they please. The Government have said
men are not to have work unless they be-
come unionists. That is wrong. They have
1o right to say to Mr. Tom Butler “Here i
the job; where are your men” Wihat has
that to do with him? FEveryone has a righi
to register at the Tahour Burean whether he
has a ticket or not. -

The Minister for Lands: There are score:
of these men af the Peel Estate.

The Premier: There is no preference tc
the A W.U.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am tol¢
there is preference to unionists. A man &
compeiled to pay 23s. for his ticket, and som¢
of this money is used for political purposes
The Minister for Works has impesed th
condition that a man must have a unionis
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ticket before he has the right to live by his
work. 1 objeet to that. The Minister says
the men will be given time to pay for their
ticket. 1 hope that is the ease. If the Gov-
ernment are going to insist upon this kind
of preference they shonld give the men time
in whieh to pay for their ticket. I most em-
phatically protest against this sort of thing,
though I have nothing to say against the
wisdom of a man joining o union if he de-
sires. The workers must have some organ-
isation.

Mr. Sleeman: What are you complaining
about ¥

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The pre-
ference to unionists. ’

Mr. Sleeman: You think they should not
come in

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: ‘They
should ecome in voluntarily, It is an abuse
of the power of the Government to put the
funds of the people to this use.

The Minister for Lands: Some of those
who grumble most do not want work.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Gov-
arnment have no right te adopt that attitude,
What right have they to determine whether
a man should helong to this, that or the other
anion, partienlarly as the funds of the party
wre strengthened hy these contributions?

The Minister for Lands: I know of some
nen who have never filled a job for 20 years.

Hon. Sir JAMBES MITCHELL: They are
slever people.

The Premier:
anionists.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: [ know
several who are net, and who weuld not join
inder any eonsideration. What vight have
‘he GGovernment to say that a man shall not
ive by his work in the Government
service unless he  joins  a  union?
He iz a taxpayer, too, and finds revenue,
3omeone has to find the money that the Gov-
rnment spend. Tt is a rotten thing that a
nan—

The Minister for Works: Who finds the
noncy for carrving on arbitration?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
yrings it another point. I can quite under-
itand the unions wanting the men to pay
omething towards the cosi of condueting
heir eases, but I cannot understand the man
vho does not want to pay for a Labour paper

jeing compelled by the Government to buy
3

All the genuine men arve

The Minister for Works: The money 3
man puts in for his union is the best invest-
ment he makes in his life.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL. Scme or
the men do not say so.

Mr. Marshall: Have you convinced your-
sclf that yvon are right? No one else is con-
vinced.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I must
apologise for the want of understanding on
the hon. member's part. I consider that the
44-hour week introdueed by the Government
has inereased eosts considerably and has re-
duced employment without being greatly ap-
preciated by the men. In the interests of
the country, it would be much better to give
the cash for the additional hours. Certainly
the 44-hour week must reduce work. There
will be an opportunity on the Estimates to
discuss many things which otherwise I should
like to refer to now. The migration agree-
ment has been signed, and that is satisfac-
tory. The best I eonld do in my agreement
wils to get assistance for five years at the rate
of two-thirds interest. That represented a
very constderable advantage, Mr. Bruce, how-
ever, has managed to induce the British Gov-
ernment to give still better terms, and under
the new agreement we get virtually twice as
much-—ten years’ assistance instead of five,
I am delighted to know that the agreement
which I was able to make, and for which I
am responsible, has led up to this betfer
agreement. 1 hope it may lead to a still bet-
ter one. [ am judeed pleased that the agree-
ment has been liberalised, and I hope this
State will proceed actively with the work of
development, I regret that there is to be
no redistribution of seats. I am sure the Pre-
mier regrets it, too, because he said years
ago in this House that the time was over-
ripe for a readjustment of boundaries.

The Premier: There are different points of’
view,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. The
Premier is the head now: he was the tail
then,

The Premier:
then,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is not
right that the country should be represented
as it i5 al present. The Canning electorate-
has gome 14,000 electors, while Menzies has
374.

The Minister for Works: How many has.
Roebourne?

T was the head of the tait
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» Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
not the figures for Roebourne just now, bug
1 have no desire to avoid giving them to hon.
members, if they really want to know.

Mr. Marshall: I think Roebourne has 244.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am not
concerned about the number of voters in any
particular electorate. I hbelieve there are 600
or 700 in Roebourne; but have hon. mem-
bers opposite no sense of deceney, no sense
of justiee to the people of this country? Why
should the present state of affairs be allowed
to continue? It is indecent that the repre-
sentation should be on the present basis with
the present houndaries,

The Minister for Mines:
withdraw your Bill?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister for Mines knows why my Bill was de-
feated.

The Minister for Mines: Why?

Hon. 8Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Partly
because the Minister voted against it, because
hie howled against it all over the country.

The Minister for Mines: My vote did not
matter; you had a majority.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I did not
have a majority. I bhad not a set of followers
who were afraid of eaucus. I was not in the
fortunate position of having on my side of
the House 27 members of whom 13 were
ready to obey the other 14. My party was
composed of free men. I had no chanee of
compelling anyone to sit on my side or vote
with me. The Premier, if he liked, could
put through a redistribution of seats Bill to-
AMOLTOW.

The Minister for Works: It was a ques-
4ion with yvour followers of saving their own
3kins.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: With the
present Government it is a question of sav-
‘ing their own skins that they do not put up
. redistribution of seats Bill.  Does the
“Minister for Works mean fo tell me that his
Trovernment would not put up a Bill if that
-were not the case? OF course it is a ques-
-tion of nembers opposite saving their own
-gkins.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. Sivr JAMES MITCHELL: What is
the Premier going to do abeut the matter?
T shall move about it myvself im the House
if he does not. T am prenared fo test the
feelineg of memhers on the subject. We owe
somethine to the peaple of this country,
and should pravide them with proper divi-
:sions and proper adjustment of electoral

Why did wou
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boundaries. I tried to co it, but eould not
get the Bill passed. No houndaries fixed by
anybody will snit everybody, but there is no
reason why, boundartes whieh suit scarcely
any member of this Honze should suit the
people of the country. It is a scandalous
thing that redistribution of seats is not
mentioned in the Governer’s Speech. How-
ever, we shall see what we can bring for-
ward if the Government will not act.

- Mr, Lambert: You did not resign when
yvour Bill was defeated by your own mem-
bers, You eould have resignec.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, and
the hon. member can resign his seat in this
Parliament now. Of eourse I eould have
resigmed,

Nr. Marshall: You =oon got out of office,
so it did not .matter mueh.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: It is a
dreadful thing for this country that such a
man as the member for Murchison (Mr.
Marshall) is sent here at all.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
bad shoppers, very bad shoppers, and ne-
cept anything. When the Estimates come
along I shall bave an opportunity of dis-
cussing questions of finance. T fear T have
already occupied the time of (he House
too long, though Federal questions have
taken up a good deal of my speech. I con-
sider it is the cuty of all members to go inte
the present Federal question without any
display of party feeling. It is not a ques-
iton of the present Government or the pre-
sent Opposition or Mr. Bruece. Let us do
Justice by the country, and let us come to-
gether ns regards these proposals. If they
be good, let us aceept then;; if they are bad,
as I say they are, let ns juin to oppose then.
The Federal Government zre not doing us
justice, We are entitled to a great deal more
than we are getiing. Of course, we do not
want anything we are not entitled to. We
have 2ot something, at any rate. DBut our
fatnre is endangered becaunse of the power
of the Federal Government, and largely be-
cause of the Feceral financial proposals. In
many instances infirmity of purpose has been
disclosed by the State Government, and this
has led to a good deal of trouble. I hope
the Government will vise sunerior to all their
difficulties, and that all our people will ect
back to work again, and that we shall
achieve wealth and prosperity. Everyone
chould fizht for a better and brighter and
happier life for all our people, no matter
where they live; but we ought to he per-
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fectly clear and frank and honest about it
all. I reiterate once again that we ought to
Jjoin in the ficht against the Federal authori-
ties where their proposals are against the
interests of Western Australia, W¢ must
fight for the right to live as a sovereign
people. We are the morz important Gov-
ernment of the {wo, witii more important
things to do. When we federatec it was
intended that this should be so. that we
should be the important partner and bave
the grester responsibility  There was a
time, before we federated, when we were in
the enjoyment of responszible government,
when we really governed ourselves. How
different was the old time in this land from
this time under Federaticn! All of us re-
member to-day that ence we had responsible
government and knew only one other Gov-
ernment, namely the Britizh Government. I
am reminced of those days, and T wish thev
were back with us. Then we conld say with

Kipling—ana [ think his words most appro-
priate—

Daughter am T in my mother’s liouse, hut
mistress in my own;

The pates are mine to open, the gates are
mine to close.

On motion by Mr.

Thomson debate ad-
journed.

Tlouse adjourned ar 9.30 p.m.
Rcaislative Council,
Wednesday, 4th August, 1926.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chalr at 4.30
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Received from the Assembly and read a
first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Third Day.
Debate resumed from the previouns day.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan,
[4.40]: Before addressing myself to the
motion for the adoption of the Address-in-
reply, 1 desire to express to Mr. Ewing my
personal thanks for the references he was
kind enough to make regarding newly re-
elected members. 1 join with him in extend-
ing a weleome to those members amongst us
who have come berg for the first time. Com-
ing as they do to fresh fields of labour, I
feel sure that they will render the same
signal service in. the assistance they will
give to the work of this House that they
rendered in the past in different spheres. In
common, 1 know, with feelings that will he
expressed by all other hon. members, T nat-
urally regret the non-reappearance of those
members who were formerly occupants of
seats here. New members will appreciate
the fact that such an expression of feeling
conveys no reflection upon them in any
sense, It is merely the expression of natural
feelings one entertains when parted from
friends formerly members of the Legislative
Couneil.  The motion under discussion iz
eourhed in terms which many members will
think deserving of their ready acquiescence
and adoption. There may be others, however,
who may consider subjects are dealt with
in the Speech of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor that deserve some eriticism. Tt may
even sugpest to them the necessity for some
amendment, Varions questions, of which
notice has already been given, wonld rather
presuppose the fact that there is room for
eriticisin relating to various subjeets deait
with in His Excellency’s Speech. 1 concur
in the desire that has been expressed for cel-
erity in disposing of the Address-in-reply
debate, but it must be recognised, by no one
more than by vou, Mr. President, that this is
the only oceasion when hon. members have
an opportunity to ventilate various subjeets
during the course of the one debate. As a
rule, members do not lose the apportunity
that presents itself at this period of the
session. The Speeeh is replete with many

" subjeets, with some of which we are already

familiar, but it will be conceded that the
Speech indicates elearlv a desire on the part
of the Government to assist the prosperity of”
the State. Though sayving that of the nres-



