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The select committee almost pleaded with
the Main Roads Board to utilise the services
of the local governing bodies instead of ap-
pointing large staffs of officials who did not
know the work. This Chamber has heard me
on more than one oceasion refer to the need
for technically tireined scientific men;
but I say in this connection that men of
practical knowledge—men who have spent
a lifetime on road work—are also needed.
A man from the University who is
without practical experieace has to acquire
that kind of knowledge, hut he will acquire
it more guickly than an untrained man.
Perhaps there have been lon many engineers
on these roads, and not enough road board
foremen and road menders. 1 believe the
result of the oufery which has been raised
will be that the Main Roads Borrd will use
the services of the loeal poverning authori-
ties, and that the Federal Government will
show themselves more reasonable in regard
to specifieations and conditions. I frust,
too, that the Main Roads Board will benefit
by the experience of the past and value
more highly the independence which this
House, supported by another place, was re-
sponsible for giving them. The members of
that bhoard have been placed in a position
where, if they have sufficient stamina and
backhone, they shonld be able to keep them-
selves entirely independent of political con-
trol,

On motion by Hon, W. J. Mann, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 6.13 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,
Thursday, 9th August, 1928.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—WEHEAT, BULK HAND-
LING FACILITIES.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Acting Minister
for Works: 1, Has any consideration been
given in the plans for harbour extension
at Fremantle, to the question of bulk hand-
ling of grain that is being forced upon this
State, and to the consequent need for less
wharf frontage for handling of wheat in

butk than in bags? 2, Is he aware
that the Director of Agriculture has
stated repeatedly: “When we have to

handle 50,000,000 bushels of wheat, bulk
handling will be foreed upon this country,
as it will be impossible to handle it other-
wise? 3, As indications point to the cen-
tennial objective of a 50,000,000-bushel crop
being attained, before any further action is
faken regarding the Fremantle harbour ex-
tension, will he go into this matter with the
Engincer-in-Chief, with a view to altering
the plans to provide for bulk handling, if
necessary?

The ACTING MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: 1, Yes. On the 9th July, Cabinet
instructed that the Director of Agriculture,
the Secretary, Fremantle Harbour Trust,
and the Engineer-in-Chief jointly should
consider and report on the question of bulk-
handling of wheat. That eommittee are now
investigating all aspects of the question.
The possibility of future bulk handling of
wheat on the north side of Fremantle Har-
bour was in view when the recent scheme
for futnre harbour extensions at Fremantle
was put up and the general scheme was de-
signed aceordingly. 2, No. 3, There is no need
to alter plans which were originally based
on the necessity of making provision for
posgible future bulk handling.

QUESTION—STATE ADVERTISING IN
BRITAIN.

Mr. GRTFFITHS asked the Premier: 1,
Ts it correct as sfated by returned travellers
from Great Britain, that “the system of
advertising Western Anstralis in the Home-
Iand in conjunction with the combined States
iz not at all effective’ from a Western Aus
tralian point of view"? 2, Tf g0, eannol
steps he token to advertise Western Aus-
tralia independently of the other States?

The PREMIER replied: In the absence
of adviee as to the number and status of the
returned travellers who made the statemeni
alleged in question 1, I cannot determine
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whether independent advertising should be
undertaken as suggested by question 2.

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

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [4.39]: I do not think that the
speeches of the Leader of the Opposition
and of the Leader of the Country Party
require that I should speak at any great
length in reply. [ wish to refer at the out-
set to one or two questions that were dealt
with by the latter. Commenting upon the
land settlement scheme east of the Great
Southern Railway, the hon, member was
concerned as to whether the port of Albany
wonld be properly treated with respeet to
the railways to be constructed to serve that
area. I think he expressed his doubts in
that regard becanse some time ago a state-
ment appeared in the Press purperting to
give particulars of the routes of the several
railways that will have to be constructed
in that area. That statement was entirely
unaunthorised and, as a matfier of fact, the
qnestion of railway routes there has not yet
been considered at zll in any definite or
final way. The hon. member, and other mem-
bers of the House as well, can rest assured
that when the recommendations of the Rail-
way Advisory Board are finally presented
to the Government, it will be only after the
most ecareful, exhaustive, and thorough in-
vestigation of the country. Even then, if
it should appear to those who represent
ports In the southern portions of the State
that ali the railways they would like to see
leading into those particular centres are not
to he constrneted as they would wish, those
hon. members must remember always that
the ohject of constructing railways is to
serve the people who are settled on the land
in cerfain loealities, rather than fo serve
partienlar ports. I think it will be found
that the scheme of railway eonstruction that
will be proposed, will be the hest to con-
serve the future interests in the districts
throughout that great area. T agree en-
tirely with the suggestion of the Leader of
the Country Party that our own Waestern
Australian people should receive preference
when the allotments are made of land in that
area, or in any other part of the State,
where Crown lands may yet be available.
It is trume that quite a number of people
have come in Trecent months from the

Eastern States, particularly from South
Australia and Vietoria, and that they are
still coming over each week, with the objeet
of securing farms in this State. While it
has been stated by hon. members that we
should welcome those pecple as citizens, it
will be conceded that our own Western Aus-
tralians, particularly the young Western
Australians of the present generation, a con-
siderable number of whom bave been brought
up on the farms of their fathers, are en-
titled to first consideration. I think the
policy of the Land Board is in the direetion
of giving preference to Western Australians.

Mr. Mann: Have the members of that
board been instructed to give that prefee-
ence?

Hon. G. Taylor: They would not be in-
stroeted!

The PREMIER: I do not know that we
could instruct them, but I think the poliey
of the Government and of Parliament is
known to the members of the board. By way
of interjection last night, the Minister for
Lands stated that 90 per cent. of the blocks
already allotted had gone to Western Ans-
fralians. Then again the hon. member was
coneerned regarding the Fremantle harbour.
The work contemplated there will be of con-
siderable magnitude and of very great ex-
pense.  Naturally cvery member of the
Houge and of the publie, too, is entitled to
examine snd analyse the proposals, both for
and against, the schemes outlined by the En-
gineer in Chief and by Sir George Buchanan.
I can only say that although there was dis-
eussion on the subject Iast year

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There wag no
proposal.

The PREMIER : There was not a definite
voting of money. What was done indieated
the decision of the Government.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: You did not
adopt any scheme.

The PREMIER : If the hon. member looks
up the reports of the debates, I think he will
find that the Minister for Works stated that
the Government had accepted the scheme of
the Enginer-in-Chief.

Mr. Mann: He hardly said that. He said
it would be submitied to this Hense.

The PREMIER : The actina inken vugard-
ing land resumptions is part of the scheme,
because the bridge over {he river and the
railway are involved in the scheme of the
Engineer-in-Chief,
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Hon, Sir James Mitchell: We distinctly
understood that we were not committting
ourselves to anything definite.

The PREMIER : Of course. I was about
to add that the House will be consulted. The
House has a right to say whether the scbeme
shall be adopted.

Hon. @. Taylor: That vote did oot ¢com-
mit us to any partienlar schome,

* The PREMIER: No, the vote was for
£5,000 for boring to test the possibility of
foundations in tke river. That work is only
just about eompicete and nothing more will
be done until the House has heen consnulted.

. Hon. G. Tayler: It was werely prepara-

‘tory work.
- The PREMIER: I shou!d have no objec-
tion to a further examination of the whole
question of harbour construection, but I am
not able to see that any good purpose would
be served, or where we are to get any au-
thority greater than those who have already
pronounced judgment on the matter.

Mr. Mann: It was done in connection with
the metropolitan water supply.

The PREMIER : This scheme has been ex-
amined very carefully and two eminent en-
gineers in this braneh of the profession have
expressed opinions on the matter.

Mr. Mann: Which are guite opposite.

The PREMIER: Yes,

Mr. Mann: That surely calls for further
inquiry.

The PREMIER: Is it suggested that we
shonld derive benefit from submitting the
views of those engineers fo a select ecommit-
tee, a Royal Commission, or any bedy of
laymen?

Mr. Mann: No.

Hon. G. Taylor: It would be no good at
all.

The PREMIER: 1t would be utterly ab-
surd.

Mr. Mann: You could do what you did
about the metropelitan water supply,
namely, bring an export from Vietoria.

The PREMIER: I do not know whether
we can get an expert of any greater stand-
ing than the two men who have already re-
ported on the gquestion.

Hon. G. Taylor: The point is they dia-
agree.

Mr. Corboy: The point is
scheme is good and feasible.

The PREMIER : Either scheme js possihle
and feasible. The question is which scheme

that either

will give ihe greater efficiency at the least
cost.

Hon, G. Taylor: And meet requirements.

The PREMIER : That is so. The House
will have an opportunity to diseuss the
whole question within the next few months,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell : There is no one
here with sufficient knowledge to decide be-
tween the two schemes, -

The PREMIER : Not in Australia.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not in this
House.

The PREMIER : Nor in Australia, so far
as I can ascertiain,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I would not say
that.

The PREMIER: 1 mean there are not
greater authorities in Australia than the two
who have already dealt with the matter. I
do not propose to go further into the ques-
tion to-day. It is one that will require very
full eonsideration and discussion hefore any
money is expended upon it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It is a big
question.
The PREMIER: In one sense if is a

good thing for the State that work of this
kind is required. The need for greater
shipping facilities indicates the growth and ,
development of the State. The expendi-
ture involved in any scheme, in addition
to the ordinary annual expenditure of loan
money, will he the cause of considerable
worry to the Treasurer for years to come.

Mr. Teesdale: Has there been any pro-
nounced congestion with the present har-
bour faeilities?

The PREMIER: T believe there is con-
gestion at present, but to earry out any
scheme of harbour extension will entail
years of work. We must look years ahead,
and I believe it is beyond doubt that the
existing harbour will not carry the trade
that will ¢come to it in the years immedi-
ately bhefore us.

Hon. G. Taylor: That ia unless you start
making preparations at once.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: If you started
to-morrow, you could not get the accom-
modation provided soon enmoungh.

The PREMIER: That is so. The Leader
of the Opposition began his remarks by
expressing great displeasure at the Gov-
ernor’s Speech.

Hon. G. Taylor:
expeet.

TWhat else wonld you
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I was justified
in doing so.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the
Opposition was not only angry with its
tone and composition, but was almost offen-
sive in his references to it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I was only
sympathising with the member for Coolgar-
die in the diffieulty that confronted him
when he moved the adoption of the Address-
in-reply.

The PREMIER: The hon. member said
the whole programme indicated that the
Government ought to resign. That is a
sentiment that might be entertained by any
Opposition Leader upon all the Speeches
put forward by the Government. To use an
original phrase, the time is always ripe for
the Government to resign, that is from the
Opposition point of view. He said some-
thing eonstruetive might have been ex-
pected. I think I have heard that phrase
before; in fact, I might bave used somewhat
similar terms during the years I was in
Opposition.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
justified in doing so.

The PREMIER: With the Opposition,
there is never anything constructive in the
- Governor’s Speech. The hon member said
it might have been taken from a menthly
statement by the publicity officer. I have
not had time to read all the monthly state-
ments of the publieity officer.

Mr, Griffiths: They are worth reading.

The PREMIER: I agree with that. If
they are somewhat on the lines of this
Speech, the work of the publicity officer
for Western Australia is very good indeed.

Myr. Griffiths: Undoubtedly it is.

The PREMIER: The hon. member said
further that the Speech was a sham—that
i3 where he got angry—and did not repre-
sent what the Government really thought.
I am prepared to admit that the Speech
did not represent all that the Government
think about some things. It would not be
judieious for the Government to put ioto
the Speech all that they thought—

Hon. G. Taylor: Especially about the
Opposition.

The PREMIER: I was about to add
those words. The Leader of the Opposition
gaid the Speech dealt with what Ministers
had done and that if was an overdose of
egotism. I have read the Speech again,

You were not

although I had read it many times during
the course of its eomposition.

Mr. Mann: Surely you are not going
to read it again now!

The PREMIER: I consider it to be one
of the most modest Speeches that has been
presented to Parliament for many years,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We shall bave
a Royal Commission on the question.

The PREMIER: I fail to see that any
part of it deals with what Ministers have
done.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
take it clause by clause.

The PREMIER: Alsg, I fail to see that
it bears any indications of egotism. The
Speech is & plain, straightforward state-
ment of the State’s progress during the
past 12 months, It must be remembered
that the Governor's Speech is circulated be-
yond the confines of Western Australia. It
goes to other States and to other countries,
and I think it a good thing that people who
are not here and have not opportunities to
learn how the Btate is advanecipg from year
to year should be made sequainted with
those facts through the medium of the Gov-
ernor’s Speech. Let members turn to the

Then let us

. paragraph dealing with finance and they

must agree it containg nothing but a merz2
statement of receipts and expenditure for
the year. Is there anything in it that can
be construed into egotism or a narration of
what Ministers have done? Under tbe head-
ing of wheat production we say that the
yield for the year was 355 million bushels,
which was 5 million bushels greater than in
the preceding year. That is sometbing which
should be made known. In merely showing
the progress made by the sgricultural areas
during the year, there was no attempt to
boost Ministers or to claim credit for hav-
ing been responsible for the whole of the
inerease. Then, in a modest line and a half
under the heading “Pastoral development,”
we state that the number of sheep increased
during the year by onc million head. Is
there anything wrong in letting the world
know that our sheep have increased by a
million in & year? Is {here anything in
that brief paragraph indieating a desire to
boost ourselves¥ When we say in another
paragraph that 2,145,000 acres of agricul-
tural land and 11,000,000 acres of pastoral
land were allotted during the vear, can any-
one take exception to it? Where is there
any trace of egotism in a statement of thag
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kind? Coming to the paragraph headed
‘fAgricultural water supplies,” we have com-
pressed into the fewest words possible the
fact that extensive operations for the pro-
vision of water supplies in agrieultural
districts were carried out during the year
I venture to say that bad the Government,
of which the hon. member was head, done se
much in the way of providing agricultural
water supplies, it would have been an-
nouneed in a paragraph running into not
line and a half, but half a page. Despite
all the years he was in office and all the
talk of the construction of what wes known
as key dama—references {0 which figured in
every policy speech for years—it remained
for the present Government to commence
the work. Since we have been in office a
great deal has been accomplished to provide
for the first time in the history of this
State, water supplies of this particular
kind.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Hardly that.

The PREMIER: I am veferring to the
kind known as key dams. Those water sup-
plies have received bare mention, and neither
the name of a Minister nor reference to the
Government figures in it. 1 do not know
whether the hon. member had that para-
graph in mind when he gpoke of the Speech
containing nothing but what Ministers had
done. Turning to the paragraph headed
“Mining,” to say there Lss been a revival
in the goldmining industry—agein the
Minister is not mentioned—is merely to
state a plain fact and one that is
a very good thing for the State
If we turn to the railways. we find that all
the operations of that depnriment are stated
in a mere 414 lines in the Speech. The fact
that we have added 40 per cent. to the power
of our electric power house during the past
three years at » cost of over a quarter of a
million pounds is conflned to 3% lines.
Road construetion, whieh involved an ex-
penditure, both State znd Federal, of more
than £600,000 doring the vear is dealt with
in four lines. A very important work,
although it is not thoroughly appreciated by
a vast number of people, is disclosed in the
statement that during the vear considerable
areas of our timber country have been dedi-
cated ag State forests, This is set forth in
three lines. Tt is an important step in the
preservation of our forests, and ensnres the
future supply of hardwoods for the people
of this country.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That land has
been held up for many years.

The PREMIER: Since this State was
founded.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: For forests.

The PREMIER: Bul not dedieated.
Every year it has been said to have been
held up, but it has been nibbled away. It
has been like the cheese with the rat always
at it; the cheese has been disappearing
rapidly. Considernble areas of our timber
country will now be preserved through all
time, whereas they were being given over to
other purposes.

Mr. J. H. Smith: You do not really mean
that,

The PREMIER: Yes. Although the land
may be held up, presumably for forest pur-
poses, so leng =s it is not dedicated it is
within the power of anv Minister or Gov-
ernment to whittle it away for other pur-
poses.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have been
Minister over a period of nine years since
the Aet was introdueed.

The PREMIER: The hon. member now
forces me to say something I did not want
to say, becamse it might be construed as
adding to the overdose of egotism. I am
the man whe is responsihle for our having
a forest policy at all in this country.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T say so.

The PREMIER: When I took over the
Forests Department, as o member of the
Scaddan Government, there had been for a
period of 15 vears in this State no eonser-
vator of forests. The head of the depart-
ment was an acting offieial who had been a
clerk in the department. He had heen
acting for 15 years, and had no knowledge
or experience of forest work. I took the
matter in hand and advertised all over the
British Empire for a forester, with the re-
sult that for the first time in the history of
the State, after the appoiniment of that
forester, a definite poliey for the preserva-
tion of our forests was larnched.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You missed the
point. I say the forests have been preserved
sinee that time,

Mr. J. H. Smith: The present Conser-
vator is learning his job now.

Mr. Mann: He is a very capable young
fellow. _

The PREMIER: Even then it was Iato.
NDur forests for generations had been
slaughtered.

Mr. J. H. Smith: T agree.
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The PREMIER : They had been butchered
without any regard to the future. It was
only when we had a trained forester placed
in charge, followed up by a Forests Act,
that the position was changed.

Hou. G. Taylor: Was not the Act passed
first ?

The PREMIER: The Act was passed
by the late Mr. R. T. Robinson, shortly after
we went out of office. ’

Hon, @. Taylor: That gave greater power.

The PREMIER: There is the Speech. I
have taken the ironble to look up some of
the Governor’s Speeches delivered during
the time when ‘be Leader of the Opposition
was Premier. Throughout the Speech de-
livered this session Ministers are not men-
tioned. I do not figure in it once. My
position iz not referred to in the whole
Speech. Tn contrast to that, let me make a
brief quotation from the GGovernor’s Speech
of 1922, when it said—

The recess has been devoted to the prepara-
tion of a comprehensive policy of migration,
the detaile of which will be submitted for your
consideration, Following upon the initiation
of this policy the Hon, the Premier visited
Melbourne early in the year, and plaeed cer-
tain proposals before the Right Hon. the Prime
Minister of the Commonwealth, These pro-
posals were aceepted by Mr. Hughes, and Sir
James Mitchell then proceeded to London to
seck the co-operation of the Imperial Govern-
ment. In that mission also he was entirely
successful, and before he left London on his
return journey a Bill was passed through hoth
Houses of the Imperial Parliament authorising
His Majesty’'s Government to render assist-
ance in a policy of migration within the Em.
pire, and an agreement was c¢ompleted under
which Weatern Australia will be the first coun-
try in the Empire to secure the advantages of
that legislation.

Hon. G. Taylor: That was great work.

Mr. Mann: That was stated without com-
ment.

The PREMIER: Even though that may
be correct, it savours much more of
an overdose of egotism than anything
contained in the Speech delivered at
the opening of the present session.
The hon. member claimed that he was
entirely suecessful, and was responsible
for the British Parliament passing that
particular Aet. I econld have mentioned
some of the things I have done, but they are
not io be found in the Speech, or anything
ot all to which the description of an over-
dose of egotism could applv to the same de-
gree as it applies in the Speech I have
referred to, and others of the same kind.

Mr. Teesdale: The Press complained
tbat you did not say enough about what you
were going to do, and that we all knew what
you had done.

The PREMIER: Like the late Lord
Forrest, I do not take a hurdle until 1 get
to it. The I.eader of the Opposition com-
plained that we had not indicated any of
our new railways that might be constructed.
I have searched the Governor’s Speeches in
vears past, and have failed to find one
which contained any reference to new rail-
ways. There is also a complaint that very
few Bills are indieated for the work of this
session. That complaint was made by the
hon. member. TIf it would be of any value
or assistance, the Speech might be padded
out to show a list of the Bills to come for-
ward, but in my opinion that would serve
no good purpose. I find in the Speech of
1922 that only four Bills were mentioned,
and they were not of outstanding import-
ance either, namely the Licensing Bill, the
Hospitals Bill, the Closer Settlement Bill
and the Industrial Arhbitration Aet
Amendment Bill. That was the only
legislative programme mentioned in the
Speech of 1922. 1In 1023 only six
Bills were mentioned, the Redistri-
botion of Seats, the Friendly Societies Aect
Amendment, the Law of Property and Con-
vevaneing Bill, the Ticenving of Firearms,
the Anzae Day Better Ohservance Bill, and
the Road Distriets Bill. Our programme
contains quite as many ag that, and they
are of equal importance.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Nof

The PREMIER: At least nine Bills are
mentioned in this Speech, as against the
four or six in the Speeches T have referred
to. They are indeed greater in nmwmber and
are certainly not less important. The hon.
member asked whether the Government
would reduee taxation and railway freights.
I cannot say. but it is perhaps worth while
mentioning that wince we have been in office
we have reduced taxation, certainly by the
aid of Commonwealth grants to some extent,
but not entirely. As hon. members know,
income tax has been redaced by nearly 50
per cent. during the past fonr years, 15 per
cent. of which was from our own revenue
without any Commonwealth aid whatever,
Whilst we mayr mnot be able to rednce
freights, I may be pardoned for mentioning
that the Government of whom the hon,
member was head actually increased freights.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Not withont
increasing wages,
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The PREMIER: They increased freights
very considerably, to the extent of £250,000
a year.

Hon. Sir James Milchell:
inereased wages.

The PREMIER: Everv yvear brings with
it increased financial responsibilities for the
railways and other departments. If the
figures which have so often been quoted by
some members of the ¥ouse as to the cost
to the railway system of granting the 44-
bour week and long service leave, are cor-
rect, the Government, on the same basis as
that put forward by the Leader of the Op-
position, might have been justified in in-
ereasing freights, but we have bheen able fo
make these concessions, or grant these
rights to the employees of the State, and
still not involve the railway system in a losy
for the year. The Leader of the Opposition
said there were verv few railways uander
construction. He is not correct there.

The Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There are
three, are there not?

The PREMIER: The hon. member said
there were a few, but there are three.

Hon. Sir Jemes Mitehell: I know.

The PREMIER: I do not know that there
ever has been in the history of the State
any period when there has been a greater
number than three under construetion at the
same time.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: There is a lot of
anxiety as to when the others are going fo
be constructed.

The PREMIER: Of course there is
anxjety. This would not be the first time
in the history of the State when districts
have had to wait long years after the pass-
ing of the Billa before their railways are
constructed.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is go.

The PREMIER : We have many years yet
to come before reaching a record in that
respect.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You built one good
one, at any rafe.

The PREMIER: I do not know whether
it was good or not. It was onme that had
been suthorised for 14 yesrs.

Mr. J. H. Smith: What abont the line
in my district?

The PREMIER : The hon. member is con-
eerned about the railway which we anthor-
ised the session before last. I received a
depufation from the distriet asking for the
railway, and was told they had been to
every Premier, commenecing with the late Sir
John Forrest, asking for that railway, and

To meet the

it had failed to seeure amthorisation. Now
it is less than two years since the Bill was
passed, and they ought not to be too restless.

Mr. J. H. Smith: The Advisory Board
states that it counld settle 2,500 people there.

The PREMIER: The Advisory Board
could have told previous Governments that
many years ago, but apparently it failed to
influence them., This Government will build
their authorised railways in time, as oppor-
tunity and money permit.

Mr. Griffiths: Even the Yarramony rail-
way.

The PREMIER: If the hon. member will
undertake to refrain from asking questions.
Every time he asks a question ahout that
railway, he postpones i{he date of its com-
mencement for 12 months. I say that in
order thai his electors will know where to
place the blame and responsibility shduld
the eonstruction be nnduly delayed. Indeed,
if he does not keep auiet about it I shall
start the Cranbrook line before his railway.
The Leader of the Opposition further said,
referring to the profit for the year of
£26,000, that the railways were drifting.
Certainly the profit is a reduction upon that
of a few years ago, but the fall does not
justify the deseription of our railway sys-
tem as drifting, espeeially when we have
regard to the fact that every other railway
system in Australia is showing a huge loss.
Tn some of the States that loss is more than
£1,000,000 a year, The losses on their rail-
way systems are entirely responsible for the
large defieits those States are showing. We
have also to bear in mind that our railway
employees are as well sitnated in regard to
hours and pay as are those of any system in
Australia.

Mr. Kenneally: Except as regard super-
annuation; our railway employees do not
get that,

The PREMIER: I do not know that the
roilway employees of all the other States
get it. Further, regard must be paid to the
fact that we have ineomparably a greater
mileage of railway per head of population
than any other State of the Commonwealth,
or indeed any other country in the world.
It is worth saying that no country in the
world has so large a mileage of railway per
head of population as Western Australia
has. There is also the feet that in this State
a greaf proportion of the railway mileage is
lnid in new territory, which is being settled
vear by year but the returns from which ean
only become snbstantial as the years go on
and development takes plaee. In comparing



92 {ASSEMBLY.]

our railway position with that of a State
like Vietoria or perhaps New Sounth Wales,
we must not lose sight of the fact that the
railway systems of those States serve dis-
tricts which have been settled for genera-
tions and have reached their full productive
capacity, therefore giving ample traffic to
the lines as against our comparatively
limited tonnage. Then there is the consider-
able mileage of goldfields railways.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The railways
serve the purpose in thai case also. We
knew it would eome.

The PREMIER: The lines are there,
while the traffic has Ffallen off very consid-
ably; in fact, traffic may be said not to
exist on the return journey. Having regard
to all these facts we may well say that our
railway system, judged by figures and re-
sults, is far and away the best system iu
Australia to-day.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
best.

The PREMIER: Naturally, considerable
expenditure is involved owing to the mile-
age being added to year by year. Much
money has to be spent in providing rolling
stock and. other requirements. However, it
is a great achievement to find ourselves on
the right side after paying all working
expenses and interest, even if the whole of
the sinking fund charges are not covered.
The figures given in the Governor’s Speech
with regard to expenditure on roads, whieh
the Leader of the Opposition did not find
quite explicit, show thai the State’s pro-
portion of the Federsl aid roads grant for
last year—

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: " Then we spent
all that money?

The PREMIER: No. Our proportion of
the expenditure under the Federal aid roads
scheme was £125,000. Then on group roads
we spent £116,000 of the cheaper money.
Other State expenditure en roads amounted
to £160,000.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Yes, but the
figures hardly tota] right. I thought we bad
spent £380,000 in all.

The PREMIER: I think the figures total
correetly. They show the tolal spent during
the year as £497,000, In addition to that
there was the Federal contribution for the
year, £167,000.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Wa did not
use the £380,000.

Tbe PREMIER: No; nothing near it. I
will give the figures directly.

By miles the

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I did not know
that.

The PREMIER: The Federal contri-
bation for the year was £167,000, making &
total expenditure, State and Federal, for
the year of £640,000.

Hon, 8ir James Mitchell: I thought we
were entitled to use, aud should have used,
more than that.

The PREMIER: We were unable to use
all the money that was available, It is ip-
teresting, too, to nofe that our contribution,
although on a basis of 15s. to the Commou-
wealth pounnd, was raised to 18s. 6d. to the
Commonwealth pound by cost of supervision
and administration, which was wholly borne
by the State.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: I thought the
State got 2 per cent. for that.

The PREMIER: Even so, our confri-
bution amounted to 18s. 4id. to the Common-
wealth pound. The expenditure last year
was much less than the smount that could
have been expended, and thai remark also
applies to the preceding year. In fact, sinee
the initiation of the secheme we have not
spent the full amount in any year. Last
year there was a considerable falling off for
the reason thai when the Federal Govern-
ment insisted upon the change-over from
day work to contraect work we were not in a
position to go ahead, not having the neces-
sary drafting staff for the preparation of
plans and specifications. So there was a big
gap owing to the change-over.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: When the
agreement was modified, conld yon draw for
the whole length of a road, or had you to-
complete a bit before deawingf:

The PREMIER: I think it was a matter
of completing a bit before we drew. My ex-
perience of this Federal aid roads scheme
has been suech that I feel I would never
again enter into an agreement of this kind
with any Federal authority.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
enter into any agreement.

The PREMIER: Certainly not an agree.
ment of this deseription, where the expendi-
ture of money is concermed. The matter
should have been regarded as a partnership
to which the partners contributed prastic-
ally equal amounts, and where each part-
ner should have a say as to the manner in
which- the work was to be done and the
money. to be expended, Im this. case, how-
ever, the Faderal Government dictate en-
tirely as to how, where, aud when the money

I would not
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shall be expended—nof oriy as regards their
own contribution, but as regards our money
also.

Hon. 8Sir James Mtchell: It is all laid
down in the agreement, is it not?

The PREMIER: Yes, it is laid down in
the agreement, but the agreement. is one of
that sort which, if not interpreted elastic-
ally, becomes irksome and burdensome. In
this connection I shall not touch upon the
relative merits of day work and contract
work, I do not wish to enter into that ques-
tion at all, But the Federal Government
now insist upon every piece of work being
advertised as open for tender.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : That, of course,
is in accordance with the agreement.

The PREMIER: Yes, but this is how it
works out in Western Australia. There may
be a small patch of bad road in a long
stretch of good road.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Will not the
Federa] Government let yon do that in your
own way?

The PREMIER: I will tell the hon. mem-
ber what they do. The repair of that patch
of bad road may involve an expenditure of,
only £400 or £500, perhaps a week’s or a
fortnight’s work. Public tenders have to
be ecalled for that work by advertisement,
the result being that before we can adver-
tise for tenders we must supply specifiea-
tions. Therefore the road has to be exam-
ined by an engineer, levels have to be taken
end brought back and worked out in the
office, and specifications have to be put up.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Surely not?

The PREMIER: Tt is so. Then the work
is advertised in the newspapers for a certain
time, the final resnl{ being that some of these
small_jobs of £400 or £500 have cost, before
the date of closing of tenders, more than
the total value of the work, in the way of
professional engineers examining the road,
drawing up specifications, and so forth.
Such is, in many eases, the result beeanse in
outlying portions of the State there are no
road contractors, and so no tender is re-
ceived. Thereupon I have to sign = letter
to the Commonwealth Minister for Publie
‘Works advising him of the position and ask-
ing may we do the repairs by day work.
It has been pointed out to the Common-
wealth authorities that in many parts of
‘Western Anustralia there are no road con-
tractors who wonld take work of this kind
except the local governing sauthority, who
umally do sueh work. It bms been sug-
gested to the Federal Government that in

order to avoid waste of time and money in
calling tenders we should arrange with the
local governing body for a price; that is to
say, the Main Roads Board would estimate
the value of the work and then say to the
local body, “We think that work is worth
£500; wilt you take it for that?’ 1If the
loeal body were willing, they could then do
the work as a contract. If it cost more than
the amount estimated, the loeal body would
lose. However, the Commonwealth would
not agree to that, and therefore public ten-
ders have to be called when the Main Roads
Board know perfectly well that to do seo
is a waste of time and a waste of money.
Sueh a course might be perfectly justified
where the work ran into several thousands
of pounds, but where the amount is only a
few hundred pounds it is a different matter.
Therefore I consider that no matter how
strongly the Federai Government may feel
in favour of contract ss sgainst day work,
still, in this State with its vast distances
and its lack of contractors in outlying
localities some diseretion and elastieity
ought to exist in the interpretation of the
agreement. For my part, as vegards road
construction I should prefer to say, “Here is
our contribution, here is the money we can
find for the year, £100,000 or £200,000 or
£300,000; we will do work to that extent and
will do it in our own way, do it to please
ourselves, without all the hampering con-
ditions attached to the Federal scheme, and
the Federal Government can keep their
money.”

Mr. J, H, Smith: But was that position
created on account of what you did in Janu-
ary of last vear, when you sent out a
thousand men?

The PREMIER : No; because right from
the commencement of the scheme up to that
stage all the work had been done by day
work, with the consent of the Federal Gov-
ernment. That was so until that point arose.
But when elections were approaching and
some of the Federal members for Western
Australia, wanting to make political eapifal,
rajsed the matter in the Commonwealth Par-
liament, the Federal Government were forced
to change their policy That would never
have taken place but for the fact that an
election was at hand. Those Federal mem-
bers may think they acted in pursuance of
a belief that contract is preferable to day
work, bnt they rendered. the State they
rapresent a great disserviee by their action:
on that occesion, I have described what has
resulted from the action in question, and
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that sort of thing is going on to-day. For
my part, I am thoroughly and heartily sick
of it, and will have nothing to do with future
agreements of the same kind.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: If you started
a road from here to Bunbury, could you
only get paid for the completed work?

The PREMIER: That is so.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Suppose yon
were doing 10 miles in 50 wiles, what then?

The PREMIER: We are paid for what-
ever we do.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You could not
spend money on the 40 miles?

The PREMIER: Not except with the
approval of the Commonwealth. On, say, a
road from here to Bunbury, there is a five-
mile stretch that is bad and in urgent need
of making. A contract is then put up by
the Main Roads Board in order to get it
done, and thaf is paid for.

Hen. Sir James Mitchell: It is only work
that you are actually going to complete that
you are allowed to touch, and fhe rest of the
road must go to pieces?

The PREMIER: Yes. 1 may have some-
thing to say about that later. The Leader
of the Opposition asked for eertain informa-
tion on the Supply Bill, which, at the
moment, I was not able to give him, I have
got out some points in regard to it, and I
have them here now. He remarked that
under the special Acts, apparently we have
£170,000 less than we had last year. Pre-
sumably he means the Loan Acts, Expendi-
ture under the Loan Acts, hy way of interest
and sinking fund for 1926-27, was £3,295,039,
whereas last year it was £3,178,984, so there
was £116,055 less. That was the point to
which the hon. member drew atfention. It
was less becanse it was due to suspending the
charge under that heading of interest and
sinking fund on the stock in the hands of the
trustees. A similar deduetion was made in
1928-27, but for the tasis of comparison that
must bhe allowed for. The deduction for
1026-27 was only for o half-year, whereas
last year it was for a full year. The interest
on new money was £154,000. The London
loan was floated late in the financial year,
as the hon, member knows, and so not
mmneh interest would come inte that finan-
cial year. But the interest on our over-
drafts is not charged to special Acts, but
to Miscellaneous. Tnterest charged on the
overdraft up to the time the loan was
foated was under the heading of “Miscel-
lgneons,” Saving in this division was
balanced by the transfer to suspense ac-

count of £330,000 shawn in item “Miscel-
laneons."”

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We cannot dis-
sect that,

The PREMIER: No, but it was clear in
the Estimates of last year and will be made
elear again this year. The full information
is difficult to discover from the published
returns as they appear in the newspapers at
the end of the year. Another point raised
by the hon. member was the interest and de-
partmental charges under the trading con-
cerns. Last year, he said, the interest was
£38,000, whereas this year it was £96,000.
That was an error in the published return.
Tbe figures were upside down. The £38,000
was where the £96,000 should be. The figures
showed the amount of interest collected on
the trading concerns for the previous year,
and the returns, bhoth interest and depart-
mental charges, were reversed. The aetual
figures were the opposite way about.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Last year should
have been £63,000 and this year £69,000.

The PREMIER : The correct figures were,
balance as transferred £38,000 in 1926 and
£31,000 in 1927, nearly the same. The hon.
memter could not understand the diserepancy
in the figures for last year, as agninst the
preceding year. It was an error in the print-
ing. In the previous year the interest was
£129,000, and this year it was £96,000,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Then the
Wyndham Meat Works was not charged.

The PREMIER : No. The only charge
made against the Wyndham Meat Works is
profits above working expenses. Last year
that amounted to £6,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is satisfac-
tory.

The PREMIER : That was taken into rev-
enue as against the interest. The interest
chargeable to Wyndham Meat Works for the
year is £74,000. That has been the system
for many years past. Whatever profits the
Works show, is taken in as against the in-
terest standing. Last year it was £6,000,
and in the previous year it was £16,000. But
of course there is & big debit in the books,
for the interest charged against the Works
is about £74,000, The land improvement loan
fund shows an alteration of £15,000, it is
true, but of course revenue benefited by
the non-payment of that amount. By the
amendment made by the Legislative Couneil
in the Financial Agreement Bill, the pro-
visions of the Land Improvement Loan
Fund Aet were suspended until Part ITI,
of the agreement came into force. Con-



{9 Aveust, 1928.] 95

sequently there was o contribution to that
fund. I do not think it bas ever fulfilled its
purpose, because under the Aet very much
more than £15,000 would have to be paid
to comply with the provisions of the Act.

Hon. Sir James Milehell: Not over the
term of the loan.

The PREMIER: But each year we have
to pay one-twentieth. That is the amount

preseribed in the Act. That has never been

paid, but a fixed sum of £13,000 has been
paid, whereas I think the obligation under
the Act would run into about £40,000. The
principle is the same, and the whole of the
loan is covered by sinking fund, and so [
do not think it was necessary to continue
paying to that.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Then you have
the Sale of Government Property Trust Ae-
count.

The PREMIER: T do not know that the
State has always uzed the Sale of Govern-
ment Property Trust Account for loan
works.

Hon. Siv James Mitchell: No, it has not.

The PREMIER: It has really been a re-
lief to revenue in some respeets. In regard
to ineome tax, T am still eonvinced that T
made a bad deal in reducing the taxation
by one-third. This rebate of 331% was based
on the previous year, 1925-26, plus the ex-
pected annnal inerease in the field of in-
come tax. For years past our receipts from
income tax have been ever-increasing. Nat-
urally that ought to be so. As the State
grows and expands, and as its population
increases and its wealth produoction enlarges,
so should the receipts from income tax nat-
urally and automatically inerease. The re-
turn from ineome tax for 1925-26 was
£566,000. The return for 1926-27 was
£345,000, plus the £200,000 from the Com-
monwealth, bringing it up to £545,000, which
was £20,000 less than in the previous year.
It was actually £20,000 less, not taking into
account any natural inerease that we might
have expected and were justified in expeet-
ing by ail the resultzs of past years. It is
not so many years back when our returns
from income taxation +were well under
£200,000, althonugh the rate of tax was the
same as it i now. The return from income
taxation in 1927-28 was only £323,000. If
we again add the £200,000 from the Com-
monwealth, it gives a tota] of £523,000. That
was for last year. With the £200,000 from

the Conunvnwealth, we had -a totm of
524000, as against £56G,000 ihree years
ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But the Com-
monwealth £200,000 is worth £38,000 more
than one-half of £263,000.

The PREMI1EL: But the fact is that after
taking in the £200,000, the amount of the
tax is only equal to that which we received
five years ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, no.

The PREMIER: Will anybody contend
that the total receipts from the tax during
the last five years have not naturally in-
creased ?

Hon, 8ir James Mitchell: 'Would yon give
the taxpayers the £200,000 instead of the
one-third reduction, and take the £161,000
in lieu of it?

The PREMIER: My word I would. I
should be glad to exchange the £200,000 for
the 3314 reduetion, for T would profit by
about £50,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, you would
lose £38,000. .

The PREMIER: No fear! I wish I ecould
make that exchange with the taxpayers: let
them pay their 33% and I distribute the
£200,000 from the Commonwealth amongst
them. I would gain £50,000.

Mr. Mann: Your figures do nof show it.

The PREMIER: Yes, they do. The hon.
member said I actually received £340,000
less from the disabilities grant. It may have
appeared that way in the returns published
in the Press.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell : No, you made a
statement to the Press in which you said
£344,000 was received.

The PREMIER: I did not notice that.
I thought the hon. member tock it from the
ficures he had in his hand when he made
that statement.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It was vour
statement I had in my hand. You omitted
to note the £365,000 received in 1926, and
which beecame a cross-entry in 1927.

The PREMIER : Two years of disabilities
grants were distributed in one year.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: And £365,000
wonld be & cross-entry.

The PREMIER: The hon. membher also
said that the ascertsined losses om soldier
settlement shonld be written off against the
sum held by the Treasurer on the day they
are written off for the Agrienltural Bank.
That is done.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The Auditor-
Qeneral says it is not.

The PREMIER: Well, if he says that,
he is wrong. The bank does not pay the
Treasury interest that if cannot recover.
If it should do that, we would have to re-
fund it. The bank pays only on the amount
it can recover. It would be wrong to make
the bank pay otherwise. Ever since we
have been in this Hounse, the Auditor-
General's report could be quoted against
every Government and every Aet. He merely
draws attention to techniealities, to non-
compliance with certain Aets. Take for
instanee, the £200,000 set aside from the
disahilities grant to meet the impounded
doficit. He said that was not devoted to
the purpose set out in the Estimates as
authorised by the House. The sum of
£157,000 of that prant has been used to
clear off the unfunded deficit, and there is
£42,000 in suspense to be nsed as required.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It will still
be devoted to that purpose.

The PREMIER: Yes. With regard to
the entertainments tax, the hon. member
thought that it was taken into revemune. That
was not done. No portion of the enter-
tainments tax has been taken into revenue.
Each year the receipts from the entertain-
ments tax are voted by the House, and it is
shown how they are allocated. The amount
is spent in conformity with the vote of the
House. I have a sheet here which shows
how it was expended last year and of course
the revenue did not benefit by it af all.

Honp. Sir James Mitchell: Tt should go
straight into revenue.

The PREMIER: By inelnding it in the
total vote, we know where it is going and
how it is expended, and we have some check
on the Health Department as to where the
amount goea. The revenue does not benefit
in any way by it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do not you
think it should go straight into revenue?

The Minister for Health: It is better
the way it is.

The PREMIER: It makes no difference.
In thiz way we are ensbled to keep a better
check upon the detailed expenditure of the
Bum.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: We have a good
many of these taxes—the vermin tax and
patral tax as well. Confusion may be
eaused.

The PREMIER : The system adopted en-
ables the House to know how the morney
was expended. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion referred to the fact that we had spent
& million & year more than in former years,
over a period of four years, That is true,
but as the hon. member knows, there has
been considerable expenditure under groups
which did not occur in the whole of the
previous four years. As a matter of faet,
the expenditure on groups alone in the past
four years—I have not taken out the actual
figures—has been in the vicinity of 133
millions a year. The hon. member knows
that that amount has been provided =nd it
is what one might describe as new and ad-
ditional expenditure. The hon. member
himself stated that np to the time he left
office the total expenditure on groups was
£1,050,000. At the present time, it is up
to about £6,000,000. That has been a heavy
drain upon loan expenditure. I do not pru-
pose to go into the uestion of groups to-
night because the Minister for Lands in-
tends to make a full statement on the
position next week. I need only say, as
members are aware, that the total has heen
considerably reduced. The settlers sent to
the groups altogether number 4,344, and
there are to-day 1,766 holdings. These
figures will indicate that of the 4,344 set-
tlers sent to the groups, 2,578 have left.
That has been a faetor in the unemployed
dificulty that we have experienced lately.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: If they just
change places, that does not mean an in-
crease in the number of unemployed..

The PREMIER: As settlers were leav-
ing the groups, vacancies were ereated and
we were bringing others from Home to fill
those vacancies. We were noi putting on
people who were already in the State. The
fact that these settlers were leaving the
groups was responsible for our bringing
others to the State, others who otherwise
would not have been bronght out. They
were brought out for the purpose of filling
the vacanocies. Again, a pereentage of those
left the groups and others were bhrought
out to fill the vaecanecies once more.

Hon. &. Taylor: Are the original ones
still unemployed?

The PREMIER: Yes, but it i3 interesting
to know that searcely a week passes withont
my receiving letters from those who have
left the gromps asking to be permitted to
return to them. Those people admit having
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made a mistake. Only last week 2 woman
told me that she now realised she was never
better off in her life than when she and her
husband were on a group holding. She
said she had made a mistake and added,
“My husband liked the city and he wanted
to leave his holding.” She siated that her
husband had now got clearing work beyond
Newdegats, and she asked for assistance to
go out and join him. Her intention was
to take her two children and live in a couple
of tents where the husband was at work.
Her husband went to this job recently with
a number of unemployed. She reiterated
that they had made the greatest mistake in
their lives by coming to the cily and now
realised how well off they were on their
holding. Those people left their holding
,throngh want of a proper appreciation of
the possibilities that lay before them. The
counter-attraction of the city and the bigh
wages prevailing induced them to abandon
their block with the result I have stated.
Phis is not the only instance of such a
nature; 1 receive letters every week from
people who have abandoned their blocks and
who now degire to return fo them, Regard-
ing the unemployed, it is true that there are
more in the State this year than there have
been perhaps for many years past. Several
causes are responsible for this state of
affairs. Tt is ome of the penalties of the
State’s prosperity. Notwithstanding the
number of unemployed, the State has never
been more prosperous. This fact hes been
broadeast throughont Australia and hes re-
sulted in a large number of men coming here

from the Eastern States, those men believ--

ing or expecting that employment would be
plentifu! where prosperity was being en-
joyed. The bad season and the failure of
the harvest in all the Eastern States at the
sgme time cansed a depression in the other
States and accentunated the drift to Western
Australia. After all, nnemployment is not
and cannot be confined to the boundaries
of any one State in a country like Australia.
Bad seasons in one part of the Continent
will react on another part of it even though
that part may be having & prosperons time.

Hon. @. Taylor: The other States have
more unemployed than we have.

The PREMIER: That is true. A few
days ago we read abont ten men having
been progecuted in Kalgoorlie for travelling
on the Trans. train without a ticket. A
few months ago no fewer than 20 were
caught on the one {rain and proseeuted.
Nearly everyone who is able to raise Ins
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fare bas beeo making his way to Western
Australia, whilst those who are not able to
raise any funds bhave stowed away on the
steamers or have jumped the train, This is
what has created an entirely abnormal situ-
ation. The Leader of the Opposition when
quoting figures, made one misfake,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I got my figures
from a statistical return

The PREMIER: The hon. member, how-
ever, made a mistake in one figure when
quoting the exXcessive arrivals over depar-
tures for a period of years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I quoted from
the “Statistical Abstract.”

The PREMIER: The hou. member said
that for the years 1922-23.24, the excess of
male arrivals over departures was 11,389,
He made a mistake of one figure, because the
statistician’s total is 10,389, not 11,389

‘Then if we take the years 1925-26-27, the

hon. member said that the excess of male
arrivals over departures was 9,808, or about
2,000 fewer than in the previous three years,
That is not correct, because if we take 9,808
from 10,389, we get not 2,100, but 581! How-
ever, this is the important point: the hon.
member quoted his figures up to the end
of December.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
as they were published.
The PREMIER: That is so; I am not
criticising the kon, member for doing se.
He quoted the year's figures as published.
On the other hand, 1 have some figures
that throw a bright light upon the subject.
The excess of arrivals over departures for
the six months of this year—that is, to 30th
June last—was 5150. The average for the
six years quoted by the Leader of the Op-
position—three years while ha wasg in office
and three years while the present Govern-
ment have been in power—showed an excess
of arrivals over departures of 4,457 per year
or, to put it roughly, 2,228 for each six
months. On the other hand, the excess of ar-
rivals over departures for the last six
months totalled 5,150, or 3,000 above the
nermal average. Those figures aceount for
the large number of uncmployed here now,
Thkey prove conclusively that the excess ar-
rivals for the first six months of this year
were greater than the average excess for the
whole year during each of the past six years.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not- year by.
The PREMIER: Yes; that is how it
averages out. It gives us 3,000 more arrivals

I quoted them
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than departures for the half year; that is
greater than the average of any six months
during the past six years. Those conclusive
fignures must; make it patent to everyone that
these people have been coming in large
vumbers from the Eastern States. A large
proportion of the men vho assemble at the
Labouy Burean and demand work or full sus-
tenance, are people from South Australia,
Vietoria oxr New South Wales. That is a
position no Government can meet, Neither
Western Australia nor any one Siate of the
Commonwealth can find employment for
large numbers of unemployed belonging to
other States of Australia; it cannot be done.

My, Davy: Why should it be done?

The PREMIER: Of vourse, why? That
sort of thing canses dislocation and is eer-
tainly not fair to the State receiving the in-
flux.
outery. It is all very well for the people to
clamour and say that it is the dufy of the
Government to find work for the unem-
ployed. Is it the duty cf the Government
to find employment for the unemployed of
other States?

Hon, Sir Jemes Mitchell: They have al.
ways come here in fair numbers,

The PREMIER: The figures I have
quoted show they have eoms in a&bnormal
numbers. Take away the excess of 3,000
arivals from the ranks of the unemployed
here, and where will anyone find the unem-
ployed? There will not be any at all!
In faet, there would not be sufficient Jabour
in the State, practically speaking, to meet
requirements. That is the explanation of
the present unemployed difficulty. I do not
advance that as an excuse hecanse the figures
prove that tbat is the explanation of the
present ahnormal pesition.

Hon. Sir James Mitckell: I hope your
calenlations are a little better than the
33, 1,/3rd one.

The PREMIER: The figures are sound.
Most of these peopls have come from the
Eastern States and yei the Government have
been piboried, because we have not been
able to find work for the thousands of
people who have come here to look for it!
Do not members realiss that in the course
of a few weeks there were 2,000 men dis-
mizssed from the raillway system of South
Australia t

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
year ago.

The PREMIER: That iz not so.

That was a

It cauges distress and leads to publia
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The Minister for Railways: It was some
eight months ago.

The PREMIER: And ine men have been
drifting here all the time. That is one of
the penalties of prosperity. Had we ex-
perienced a bad season last year, such as
South Australia did, the poesition would have
been known throughout the Commonwealth,
and in the cirenwnstances, there wounld have
been no induncement for unemployed men to
go to another State where unemployment
was to be expected. As everyone knows,
particularly those who have been through
the Eastern States recently, Western Aus-
tralia is talked about and written about
more there than ever before, and it is
beeause of that, that this arift of the unem-
ployed to the West has taken place.

Mr. Lindsay: Then onr unemployment
trouble is really due to our prosperity?

The PREMLER: Undoubtedly that is so,
coupled with the bad seasons in the Eastern
States,. If they hund experienced good
seasons there in common with ourselves,
naturally there would be no unemployed
leaving the other States. The two cireum-
stances, being eoncurrent, led to the drift
to Western Australia. I would like to issue
a warning to people in the Eastern Staies
that there is no earthly nse coming here
in Jarge nymbers to look for work. The
State canpnot find if, and it is not a fair
thing that the Government of this State
should be saddled with ihe responsibility of
finding work for, or otherwise maintaining,
the unemployed from the other States of
Australia. Undoubtedly that is the position
regarding our nnemployed trouble. Then
again, there is the position - regarding!
foreigners. For the past four years abeout
8,000 foreigners have entered the State.

Mr. Davey: That would not create any
more unemployment than if 8,000 Britishers
had come in.

The Minister for Mines: But the 8,000
Britishers would be admitted under the
terms of the Mirration Agreement.

The PREMIEFR : We have been admitting
Britishers in addition to the foreigners, and
it is reasonable to supposc that this number
of foreigners has prevented the introdnetion
of a great number of Britishers.

Mr. Davy: Yes, but the fact that they
were foreigners does not mesn that they
created more nuemployment than if they
had been Britishers.

Membe:. Coming here on top of the
Britishers, tney have.
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The PREMIER: It mnst be remembered
that we have no eontrol over foreigners who
come here, but we have control, largely il
not entirely, over the numher of Britishers
who come in. If we find the State cannot
absorb the Britishers who are coming in,
we shall mot allow them to come here in
siteh numbers.

Hon. 8ir James Mitehell: Bot yon should
not do that beeanse wveu get money with
them.

The PREMIER: We are taking only
100 assisted migrants per month, or 1,200
per year, as against the foreigners wbo
have been arriving here. 1t means that if
the foreigners eontinue to come here at such
a rate, we shall rot be able to Teceive British
migrants and, in that event, we shail not be
able to take advantage of the cheap money
that is available.

Mr. C. P. Wanshrough: Then whe will do
the work for us?

The Minister for Mines: The people who
are here on the land.

The PREMIER: Does the hon. member
contend that the foreigners are the only
people who ean do the work?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Of course that
is not so at all,

The PREMIER: I am amazed lo think
that anyone will say that the work of clear-
ing cannot, and will not, be done by Brit-
ishers. How was this State settled and
bailt up? Tn the early days of land settle-
ment here there were no foreigners, and how
was it that we made gool?

Hon. Sir James Mitche!l : Ninety-nine per
cent. of the land has heen cleared by Eng-
lish people,

The PREMIER: Yes, nntil recently.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No, up to the
present.

The PREMIER: Latterly most of the
work has been done by the foreigners. It
i3 only recently that the agriculfural areas
were invaded by them. Britishers do all
kinds of work in thiz country, work that ia
much more humble and menial than clearing
land. T think it is a monstrous thing to say
that such work eannot he done except by
foreigners. If that were g0, then neither
the present Government nor any future
Government will be abla to proceed with
a migration scheme or with land settlement.
Such schemes will have to be abandoned
for we shall not be able to go ahead with
them. It eannot be expected that so many

foreigners can be allowed to come here and

that we shall be able to maintain the migra.
tion scheme as well, for we shall not be
able to take the migrauts and qualify for.
participation in the cheap money.

Mr. Brown: But only 3,000 foreigners
are allowed to enter the whole of Australia
ih a year.

Members:

Mr. lleron:
only.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell:
great many of them go back.

The PREMIER: Not so many of them,
because the excess of arrivals is something
like 7,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
half of them go back.

The PREMIER: No, nothing approaeh-
ing that proportion. However, I have in-
dicated the position regarding usemploy-
ment. H nen ure going tu flock here froan
the Eastern States and fereigners from
overseas are to he gdmitted as well, it will
mean that no (Government whatever will
he able to earry out a migration paliey, be-
cnuse they will not be able to find the wozk
for the men.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: But many of
those men will retorn to the East when
there are good seasoms. :

The PREMIEK: At any rate, unquestion-~
ably the posilion iz as I have indieated.

Ridiculous!
That refers to Italians

Of courss, a

But pearly

Sitting sugpended from 635 o 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER: 1 desire now fo refer
to some of the work of the Main Roads
Board and to some of its activitiea. It shauld
elways be rememhered that this bosrd is
new. It was broaght into existence to aarry
ont a very big undertaking. It has the
responsibility of expending something like
£600,000 per annum over the roads of nearly
the whole of the State. I have mever yet
known of any department, haing newly
created, with large and responsible werk
that hes run smoothly and effisiently from
the heginning. It takes time to got
the machinery of organisation into operation
hefore smaoth and affective work can be
dope. And so there is no dogbt mistakes
have been made by this bedy, as there have
been by all other bodies brought into ex-
istence in similar eivenms{ances. But we
find that in the early part of this year,
sbout March or April, the Press of the
State was flooded with criticiams af the



100

board and of ithe Government. The attack
on the board synchronised with the ap-
proach of the Legislative Council elections.
I have no hesitation in saying that the
greater portion of that criticism was due
to party politics. Many of those who were
submitting themselves for the Council elee-
tions, being devoid of any material for a
eamhpaign, raised the ery against the board,
but not so muech against the board as
againat the Government. And so it swelled
in volume as election day approached. By
a rather strange coincidence there was a
conferenee called of road boards in the
north of the State towards the Murchison,
aind another called in the Great Southern
district, and a third in the South-West, all
ealled just a few weeks prior to the elee-
tion. At those conferences all the griev-
snces, real and imaginary, against the Main
Roeds Board, but principally against the
(Government, were poured out. I have no hesi-
tation in saying that 95 per cent. was in-
tended only for political propaganda for
the’ Council elections. That is borne out by
the Tact that, ag I sry, this storm of eriticism
broke out only a few weeks or a
menth. or two before the Couneil elections,
and entirely ceased as soon as those
elections were over. There have not
besn. three letters or-.articles in the Press
gince polling day in May last. The result of
those conferences has been that a conference
wag held in the city doring the present week,
composed of representatives of the muniei-
palities and the road boards.

+Mr. Fergnson: Some road hoards.

“"Phe PREMIER : Well, some road hoards.
I notice that at that conference some mem-
bers of both Houses of Parliament managed
to wangle credentials to be present. For I
know ‘that the members whose names I bave
rezd in the newspaper have never been mem-
bery of eithér a municipal council or a road
board: Nevertheless they took a prominent
part at the conference. There was also there
gii“éx-member, of Parliament who is to-day
g very“mdliferent member of a road board.
They all ihdulged in & good deal of eriticism.
That conference had its root and its origin
in:party politics and political propaganda,
and- true to its origin it carried on politieal
propaganda yesterday ' until some of the
speakers were howled down, and the meeting
waa often in a state of- con.fumou and uproar.
-Hom.' Gk Ta.ylor Not as mueh uproar as
thitbe wag in thé Towh Hall lasi’ night.
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The PREMIER: That was caused by a
few scallywag communists who are paid for
their propagends in this State.

Mr. Richardson: Who pays them?

Mr. Panton: The same bloke as pays Tom
‘Welsh.

Tho PREMIER: My attitude towards the
communista is the same as that of the Pre-
mier of Queensland: I will smite them hip
and thigh whenever and wherever I can, At
this conference it was stated that the Main
Roads Board was all right, except for politi-
cal influence. And this ex-member of Par-
liament and present memkber of a road board
said that the Government had sent Mr.
Tindale away on a world tour of inspection
and had spent as much money as ever they
could while he was away, and that conse-
quently when he returned there was no money
left for him. There is not a serap of truth
in that statement.

Hon, G. Taylor: I do not think he went

quite that far. He said the Government had
spent a lot of money while Mr. Tindale was
away. -
The PREMIER: According to the report,
he said we had spent ds much as we could
while Mr. Tindale was away aod that when
he returned he found there was no money
for him. That is what the report stated.
The fact is we have never in any year spen{
the full amount of money available, because
we have not had the ¢rganisation and machi-
nery to do it. It is wholly unirue to say
there was no money available when Mr, Tin-
dale returned.

Hon. G. Tayler: You know the man who
said that.

The PREMIER: Yes, he represents on a
road board the ward in which I live, and I
can say confidently that that ward has the
worst footpaths in the metropolitan area. T
may as well add that as my representative he
has entirely forfeited my confidence. There
are water channels down the footpath in my
street. I have approached my represents-
tive on that board and endeavoured to have.
the footpath repaired, bnt entirely without
result.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Will you give
him a road if he ceases his attacks on the
Main Roads Board?

The PREMIER: No. The fact that he is
not able to attend to his duties as a member
of a road board discounts what he bad to
say at the conference.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: On that reason-

ing the Government would not be allowed to.
speak gt ail.
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The PREMIER : I object to any man
making untrue statements. That member of
a road board said there was too much politi-
¢al influence, or governmental influence, in
the Main Roads Board.

"Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is a matter
of opinion. :

The PREMIER: There is no truth in it,
and no truth either in his statement about
there being no money for Mr. Tindale,
However, influenced, I suppose, to some ex-
tent by misstalements of that kind, and by
cajolery on the part of other members, and
also by the fact that the chairman of the
conference for the time Leing became con-
fused and lost control of the meeting, a
motion was carvied requesting the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission, the object of
those present being, not so much to attack
the Main Roads Board, as t0 have a hit at
the Government. This road board member
‘o whom I have alluded said it was not fair
that the Main Roads Board should earry the
faults or misdeeds of the Government. So
far as [ have read in the mewspapers, not
one of the eritics at those distriet confer-
enees held ealier in the vear, or at this wild
and woolly conferences the other day, was
honest enough to attribute any of the
alleged grievances to the Aet itself.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Why say “wild and
woolly” ¥

The PREMIER: Becaunse the newspaper
report of the proceedings said there was
confusion, and that the ehairman Jost con-
trol of the meeting.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Bat de vou not think
those people were serious?

The PREMIER: Yes, I do.

Mr, J. H. Smith: Then why descrihe them
as wild and woolly?

The PREMIER: Because the wild and
woolly men are always the most serious
men. Generally the wild and woollv man is
deadly serious.

Mz, J. H. Smith: But he may be genuine.

The PREMIER: Of eourse he is gennine
enough, Many stupid people are very wen-
uine, and many ill-informed people are very
genuine,

Mr. J. H. Smith:
tions,

The PREMIER: The hon. member ean
take it as he likes, That is just what I feel.
Not one of the critics has laid the cause of
his complaints at the proper door. The Aci
has never been brought into question. It
has always been the Government. The main

That is casting reflee-
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cause of their complaints has been the allo-
cation of the cost of the roads to the loeal
bodies, That was never in the Bill as intro-
duced by the Government and passed by this
Chamber. Nearly all the grievances under
whieh those people imagine they labour are
due to the manner in which the Bill was
amended in another place as the result of a
seleet committee’s deliberations.

Mr, E. B. Jobhnston: Those levies were the
main object of protest.

The PREMIER : That is so. But who was
criticised because of the levies? The Gov-
ernment, Instead of eriticising the members
of another place, who are really responsible
for those allocations, the people at the eon-
ference eriticised the Government, In mak-
ing those allocations the Government were
only carrying out the Act as given to them
by another place.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We passed that
amendment here.

The PREMIER: We had to, but it was
not in the original Bill; it was never part
of the Government’s poliey. ‘

Mr, E. B. Johnston: But something much
worse was, namely, the taking away of the
license fees.

The PREMIER: Those ecrities, if they
desive to be fair, should direct their eriticism
at those responsible for the defects in the
Act, not at the Government.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : But we aceepted
the Couneil’s amendments, you know.

Hon. G. Taylor: I the Premier had heard
the debate at the confercnce—— .

The PREMIER : 1 can only judge by the
report in the newspaper, and by the news-
paper reports of the proceedings at those
distriet conferences that were held prior to
the Legislative Council elections, There is
not a shadow of doubt that the conferences
were called for political reasons becnuse the
Council elections were pending.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: No, the writs hap-
pened {o be issued just at that time,

The PREMIER: They knew perfectly
well that if the Government administered the
Act, the levies would have to be issmed. It
waz laid down in the Att as a result of
amendments made in another place. It was
not the proposal of the Government and it
was not introduced into this House.

Hon. G. Taylor: Did you see the agenda
paper of that conference?

The PREMIER: No. -

Hon. G. Taylor: You have not grasped
the situation. .

¥
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The PREMTER: I know that some mem-
bers and the ex-member of Parliament con-
fined their remarks to the Governmenmt
They said, “It is due to political influence;
let us have a Royal Commission so that
the blame will be placed on the Government
and not on the Chairman of the Main Roads
Board ”

Mr. J. H. Bmith: Generally speaking
members of Parliament did not attend. The
Premier ought to be fair.

Hon. G. Taylor: The Leader of the Op-
posttion was not present at that time.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, I was there
with the Minister,

The PREMIER: I am not talking about
the annual conference of road boards. I
.a@ talking of the political conference——

Mr. J. H, Smith: Be fair about it.

The PREMIER: The semi-political eon-
ference, or the attempt made by some mem-
bers to turn it into 8 political conference.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Well, be fair ahont it.

The PREMIER: I am referring not to
the proper annual conference, but to the
conference of casual blow-in delegates. They
will get no Royal Commission from the
present Government on that proposal.

Mr. Lindsay: The annnal road board con-
ference turned it down.

The PREMIER: Any body of sensible
men would turn it down.

Mr. Lindsay: Thanks on behalf of the
conference.

The PREMIER: At the annual confer-
"ence of road boards held yesterday and to-
day the true representatives of road boards
turned down the proposal for a Royal Com-
mission. That would seem to indicate that
the members of the mmnnicipalities wheo
‘attended the other conference must have
‘been mainly responsible for that resolution.
" Mr. Lindsay: In fact, we turned down the
“whole of the resolutions that had been car-
ried.

The PREMIER : Of course you did, being
the true representatives of the road boards,
and knowing your work. You could not do
otherwise than repudiate the whole of the
'doings of the other eonference.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Why fear a
Royal Commission?

The PREMIER: We do not fear a Rayal
Commission, but we do not want te make
ourselves look silly by appointing Royal
Commissions when there is no justifieation
for them. A Royal Commission to inquire
inte an Act of Parliament! T is the duty
of this House to know when Aects of Par-
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ligment need amending, and to amend them
aceordingly. If we are unable to discover
the defeets in Acts of Parliament, and
amend them, we are not fit for our job. We
do not want Royal Commissions to tell -us,
when, how, and where the Act ought to be
amended. If I were thinking of appointing
& Royal Commission at all, T would appoint
Mr. Stewart as sole Commissioner to in-
quire into the Act. He was responsible
more than anyone else for some of the chief
defects in the Acf, and it would be rather
well to appoint him to review his own work
of a year or two ago. My complaint is that
the resolution contained an undercurrent of
polities. The Act itself and those respon-
sible for the provisions of the Act
that have ocaused the tronble did not
eome in for any criticism, complaint,
or condemnation at all. In the eir-
cumstances, I am pglad that the real
annnal road hoard conference have put
the other people in their place. I have mot
yet read the report of the annumal confer-
ence proeeedings, but I have no doubt the
bunsiness was conducted without uproar ot
confusion and certainly not in any wild or
woolly fashion.

Mr. Lindsay: You have to thank Mr.
Tindale for his speech at the conference
this morning.

The PREMIER: I am pleased that he
attended and cleared up matters. I am also
pleased that he did not speak to the un-
authorised and improper conference. In
fact, I suggested to him that he should not
waste time talking to the nnanthorised body
at all. I knew the genesis of that eonference;
T knew whence it sprung and which way its
decisions would go.

Mr. Lindsay: We hope Mr. Tindale will
be able to live up to the speech he made this
morning.

The PREMIER: I do not know what he
said, but I have no doubi he will be able
to live up to it. A conference of South-
Western district road hoards was held some
time ago at which all sorts of statements
were made regarding the Main Roads Board.
A deputation was appointed to wait on me,
but when it srrived the men who had made
all the noise at the conference and were re-
sponsible for ali the mis-statements uttered
at the conference were strangely silent,
They did not ther repeai any of the mis-
statements they had made at the conference.
I bad gone to a good deal of trouble to be
prepared for the points that I imagined
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they would put before me, based upon the
statements made at the conference, and I
was surprised to find that npone of the
statements was made to me by the deputa-
tion. When I expressed my surprise to a
member of the deputation, he replied, “Yes,
that was said by so-and.-so and so-and-so.
They talk that kind of nonsense when there
is no one there to contradict them, but they
were not game to say it to-day.”

Mr. J. H. Smith: When was that con-
Terence held?y

The PREMIER: It was a conference
beld in the Sonth-West, at Bunbury, T think.

Mr. J. H, Swith: I do not know any-
thing about it.

The PREMIER: Men go to those con-
ferences, get Press representatives there, and
make statements that are published, and 75
per cent. of what they say is misrepre-
sentation. They have no regard at all for
facts. Consequently there has been ereated
in the public mind a feeling against the
Main Roads Board that is wholly unfair.
Admitting whatever defects or shortcomings
the board may possess—we all have them;
no one is perfect-——75 per cent, of the eriti-
cism levelled at the board is entirely unfair
and without justifieation.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: They are nearly all
opposed to these levies, and we want fo
know whether you are going to withdraw
them.

The PREMIER: If the hon. member
will get an assurance from his colleague in
another place that he will permit us to
amend the Aect in that direction, I shall ¢on-
sider the mafter. I do not want to waste
time earrying necessary amendments
through this House only to have them re-
jected in another place. If the hon, member
will consult those who were responsible for
the enactment of the objectionable provisions
and get an assurance that they are agreeable
to au amendment, we might consider the
matter.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Do vou imply that the
hon. member controls the key of polities?

The PREMIER: No, but he belongs to
g party, one of whose members was mainly
responsible for the enactment of those pro-
visions.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: He wag also respon-
gible for obiaining the license fees for the
local hodies.

The PREMIER: He was mainly respon-
sible for every onme of those provisions to
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which exception has been taken. Conse-
quently, it is only a ressonable request that
the hon. member should ascertain the views
of that member in another place.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Then we have reached
a pretty bad state.

The PREMIER: The conference even
went so far as to select a member of the
proposed Royal Commission.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: A very good one,
too.

The PREMIER: T Lave no doubt about
that. I do not know the gentleman.

Hon. G. Taylor: He is the chairman of
the road board conference.

The PREMIER: But the conference dele-
gates were 50 sure of their ground that they
appointed a member of the Royal Commis.
sion. I am sorry to inform them that there
will not be any Royal Commission.

Mr. Lindsay: He is the chairman of the
road hoard eonference and & good tnan, too.

The PREMIER: T am sorry he was not
chairman of the other rally. ITad he pre-
sided over that gathering also, it might have
been held in Letter control.

My, Davy: What is the answer to the eriti-
cism regarding tke expenditure of £133,000
for reconstructing ten miles of the Canning
Road?

The PREMIER: I have already said there
is no doubt that the Main Roads Board have
made mistakes, just as other people make
mistakes,

Hon, G. Taylor: That work was not done
by the Main Roads Board.

The PREMIER: Yes, it was.

Hon. G. Taylor: It was constructed out of
loan money.

The PREMIER : Yes, but by the Main
Roads Board. It is immaterial where the
money came from. I admit at once that the
cost of that work was sltogether greater than
it ought to bave been. For that there were
several reasons. The road is a better one
than was really needed in the circumstances.
The enginecers altered the specification, The
original specification provided for irenstone
lumps. That was altered and granite and
bluestone were substituted,

Mr. Davy: There is a lot of limestone in
it.

The PREMIER: The granite had fo be
quarried in the hills and brought down at
great expense.

Mr. Davy: There is miles and miles of
limestone foundation.
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The PREMIER: Not miles and miles of
it. After the alteration was discovered, the
latter portion of the road was changed, but
the real reason for the excessive cost is that
grapite and bluestone, which were substi-
tuted, had to be guarried and brought from
the hills and were ever so mueh more expen-
sive. Further, the road was widened by 2ft.
from the original specification without
giving any real advantage. The original
specification provided for a doukle roadway,
but to widen it bty two feet without making
provision for a third vehicle was without
any advantage at all. Kerbing was also in-
eluded and that was not provided for in the
first instance, and I believe it was unneces-
sary. The eost was altogether more than it
should have been. No one can deny that.
One of the principal engineers who, I be-
lieve, was mainly responsible for it, is no
longer in the service. For my part, I would
not attempt to justify the cost of that road,
although it must be admitied that when the
road is finished it will probably be the best
in the State. The foundations are excep-
tionally good and it is a permanent road that
will last for all time, but still it was built
more strongly and wmore expensively than the
times called for or the needs justified.

Hon. @. Taylor: Can you complete it for
the money already voted, £140,000, I think?

The PREMIER: For less than that.
Mry. Davy: Is it a fact that you counld have

put down a wood-blocked surface road with
a eoncrete foundation for the same money?

The PREMIER: No. For my part, the
road wounld never have bheen eommenced.
No Government would have sanctioned the
commencement of a job like that if they
had known what it was going to cost.

Hon. G. Tavlor: You voted only £35,000.

The PREMIER: Something like that.
We could have huilt a rzilway on the south
side of the river from Fremantle to Mid-
land Junetion, T belicve, for that money,
which would have been of great benefit to
the State, and diverted the heavy goods
traffic from the eastern snd northern dis-
tricts and obviated the necessity for its
passing throngh the Perth yards,

Mr. J. I Smith: Why did you not de
that?

The PREMIER: T thought T had, ex-
plained that, had we imagined it would cost
this money, we would never have huilt the
road. We would have preferred to build a
railway. We were led to helieve hy the
estimates submiited to us that it would eost
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only about one-third of the amount it actu-
ally did cost.

Hon. G. Tayler: That is, £35,000.

The PREMIER: Yes. We mere misled,
as Governments before us have been misled
and (Governments to follow us will be mis-
led, by the estimates put before them by
responsihle offiems.

Mr. J. FL. Smith: And the same officers
ave serving veat in and vear out, and are
still in eontrol.

The PREMIER: Has the hon. member
been asleep? I have just said that the
engineer responsible is no longer in the
service.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Some of the other heads
are.

The PREMIER: I bopa there will be no
repetition of the Canning business,

My, J. H. Smith: The same thing applies
to group settlement.

Mr. Davy: There is an 8-mile an hour
limit on the road now. Ti will all be in the
bush by the end of the winter.

The PREMIER: That is why the speed
limit has been veduced. By the time the
bitumen blanket had been pni on the road
would have heen partially destroyed had the

‘gpeed not been ent down. The work will he

done as soon as the winter 15 over, and has
been let on contract.

Hon. G. Tavlor: 1t must have heen very
hard for von to sign that contraect.

The PREMIER: No. In conelusion I
wish to say that the Government do not
claim to have done anything extraordinary.
We have never claimed to be more than just
plain, blunt men trying to earry out a poliey
in the interests of the State. We have for
the past fonr years steadily pursued a
policy which we believe will zid in the de-

-velopment of the countrv, and the increase

of wealth produetion. Western Australia
being a primarv produeing eountry, and
having little in the way of secondary or
other industries, we must shape our eourse
as a Parliament in order to develop the
primary industries, and to give every possible
assistance to peonle engazed in that direc-
tion. As little monev as possible should be
spent on works which will pot assist in
inereasing our wealth production. Whilst
bridges mav he required over rivers. and
there will come a time when sneh bridges
will have to he hnilt. nevertheless the expen-
ditnre of half n million pounds or a million
pounds on their eanstroetion will not ada
one ponnd tn the wealth produection of the
State. T admit they wounld be a great con-
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venience and offer better facilities to those
who have oeession to use them, but they will
not bring money back into the State, or add
to its production. 8o it is with barbours.
Ezpenditure on harbour improvements is
very necessary, but how much better would
it be if we could postpone the expenditure
of £1,000,000 or £5,000,000 in that direction,
and lay it out in the couuntry districts in
opening up new areas, or providing better
facilities for those which ore already held
by settlers.

Hon. G. Taylor: Yon must have your
ports.

The PREMIER: Yes. It should be the
policy of the State to curtail expenditure of
that kind to the very lowest possible limit,
and to direct the expenditure into those
channels that will bring the greatest wealth
to the country.

Hon. Sir James Mitcheil: And provide
empioyment for the people too.

The PREMIER: Yes, reproductive em-
ployment, employment that would be to the
benefit of everybody. In ptrsuance of that
poliey the Government have been building
railways into the country, We have been
building roads, and have been spending
money on harbour improvements,

Mr, Luiey: And on water supply.

The PREMIER: We have spent large
sams of money on country water supplies in
addition to metropolitan water supplies. We
have been trying to carry out a poliey in the
direction I have indieated. I believe that
is the only kind of poliey for any Govern-
ment in this State to earry out. We yield
to no one in our desire fo see Wesiern Aus-
tralia advance, to see its resources opened
up and developed, in the hope thai one day
it will become g State so that our children
and Western Australia’s children to come
afterwards may look with pride upon the
heritage that will have been built up for
them, and have reason to regard it as second
to none in the Commonwealth or any other
part of the world. I believe it is by a policy
of that kind, directed in the way I have
indicated, that this great heritage will be
developed and expanded. I am certain that
in years to come, when most of the Crown
Jands have been settled, and when West-
arn Australia shall have reached the stage
of development that exists, sey, in Victoria
or one of the other older States of the Com-
monwealth, the citizens of that day who will
be fortunate enough to live in this eountry,
will have eause to say that the Parliaments
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of the present day and of the past truly
did something to eontribute towards making
this the great State it will then have become.

MR. GRIFFITHS (Avon) [8.7]: It haa
been rather inspiring to hear the conclusion
of the Premier’s speech. He has voiced sen-
timents that I feel sure will appeal to every
member of the House.

Mr. Marshall: He has made it hard for
you to be eritical.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: We skould endeavour
to be fair to one another if we can. He has
expressed himself in a manner that must ap-
peal to every member. I am heartily in ac-
gord with him in his policy for opening up
and developing the great resources of this
country. It has been well stated in the
Speech that we are now passing through an
historiea]l period, and approaching another
period that will be looked back upon in after
years as one of startling development for
Western Australia,  Great developmental
schemes are in the air. I am particularly
pleased to note the methods that have been
adopted for safeguarding the 3,500 farms
scherae. It would have been well if such
precautions had been taken in econnection
with our group settlement scheme.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You shonld
qualify that statement.

Mr. J. H. Smith: What do you mean tfo
infer by that?

Mr, GRIFFITHS: The Migration and
Development Commission has ingisted upon
a certain amount of investigation being made
before this particular scheme is entered
upon, and upon a considerable sum of money
being devoted to that work before it is ear-
ried into operation.

Mr. J. H. Smith: What about the seasons?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: This move is a good
one, and the right one to make.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You may say
that of the wheat scheme, or any other
scheme,

Mr, GRIFFITHS: I am pleased to hear
that the Leader of the Country Party bas
taken some little credit for the development
of what may be termed the Great Southern
wheat belt.

Mr. J. H. Smith: He is a wonderful man,
that chap.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: One of the planks of
the platform of the TCountry Party is—

We believe a comprehensive scheme ot rail-
way eonstruction should be drawn up by the
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Railway Advisory Board in consultation with
the Lands and Agricultural Departments. It
13 considered that from Southerp Cross in the
north to well below Ongerup in the south, and
stretching out east far beyond the Esperance-
Norgeman railway, we have a large area of land
suitable for cettlement. We believe that the

igration Agrecement, which makes money
available for ten years at an average cost of
1% per cent., should be folly availed of for
the purpose of opening up that vast area of
land, and making it possible for our many
land seekers to obtain farms under the terms
of that agreement. We should borrow the
money and put into effect our polisy of rail-
ways preceding settlement, thus providing land
for immdiate settlement.

Mr. J. H. Smith: And make Fremantle,
on Mr, Stileman's report, your centre. You
are going against your own State.

Mr, GRIFFITHS: This has been advo-
cated by the Country Party sinece 1920.
Tt has now been carried into effeet. In
1923 T happened to be at a dinner at
Lake Grace, when I heard corroborative
utterances from a man who had lived
for 20 years in the HRavensthorpe dis-
trict, concerning the large areas of coun-
try so well known to most of us through
the survey parties which have been
out, and through the investigations made
since. At that dinner there was present
Mr. Allum, manager of one of the mines
at Ravensthorpe. He stated, in reply to
the remark that Ravensthorpe was isolated,
that it was only out of the way. He went
on to enumerate the fine areas of wheat
Jands between there and Southern Cross,
and voiced the opinion that before many
years they would be producing as much
wheat as the rest of the State was yielding.
Whether that will come to pass or not re-
mains to be seen. Some people may live to
see part of that prognostication sarried into
effect.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
on the fringe of things now,

Mr. GRIFFITHS: At the time I was
there we used to talk about Forrestania
as being an nnknown area. T met surveyors
who told me there were great forests of
country in that direction, but they did not
know how far they extended. Forrestania
was spoken of as being in the never-never
country, but now it is close home. and de-
velopment is going on there. That country
is now becoming well known, and men are
settling there.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Yon are a wonderful
optimist now.

We are only

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. GRIFFITHS: I was rather amused
when the Premier referred to “alleged”
grievances in connection with the work of
the Main Roads Board. The grievances
refer not so much to the board as to the
impossible econditions imposed upon local
authorities in the way of specifications and
nseless surveys. In my eleetorate there is
a large camp of men now engaged in mak-
ing unnecessary surveys for roads, doing
work which has no practical utility what-
ever. The surveys already existing will
suffice for any of the roads required. I
may give another instance, again from my
own electorate. Roads have been con-
structed there at a cost of £1,000 per mile,
For that same sum of £1,000, utilised as
local roads boards would utilise it, eight or
nine miles of road could be eonstructed.

Mr. Panton: But would that construction
suit the Federal Government?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: This country is not
like Vietoria, which can do with chains of
roads where we require miles of pioneering
roads, with 33 ft. of carth formation and
12 £t. of gravel. Five miles ont from Keller-
berrin, where the traffic mainly ecentres,
there is 44 ft. of earth formation with 1614
feet of gravel. Such a road is re-formed
every second year. This particular road
carries a heavy fonnage of wheat and chaff,
and it is the admiration of everyone who
visits the district. In fact, engineers who
have inspected it have congratulated the
Jocal road board upon having done such
good work at such small cost.

Mr. J. H. Smith. Is that work done by
the Main Roads Board ¥ :

Mr. GRIFFITHS: No; by the loeal road
board. Conditions in the district repre-
sented by the hon. member interjecting are
altogether different from those obtaining
in the eastern areas. I repeat, £1,000, which
builds one mile of road under Main Roads
Board conditions, would under local road
board conditions make eight or nine miles
of road such as would serve the needs of
the settlers for 30 years. I think the hon.
member wonted that point brought out.

Mz, J. H, Smith: Yes, T did.

Mr, GRIFFITHS: South of Kellerberrin
there is a road upon one mile of which the
Main Roads Board have spent £1,000. The
road had & natural gravel surface. The Main
Roads Bosrd picked that surface up arnd
then carted gravel on to the road.



[9 Aveust, 1928.]

Mr. Davy: They bave spent money all
right. .

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The Premier is quite
correct in stating that it was a stupendons
task to start a big concern like the Main
Roads Board, particularly when the head
man was absent abtread. The hon. gentleman
might well have instanced the Industries
Asgistance Board as it was operating here in
1914 and 1915. Ewveryone knows that the
office was then in a state of confusion and
chros, and that wonths elapsed before any-
thing like order counld be evolved out of it.
I have a vivid recollection of what I went
through during that period with regard to
hundreds of men who were endeavounring to
get into the bosmrd’s office to interview Mr.
Camm or whoever happened to be in charge
at the time. They were standing 10 or 12
deep, waiting to be admiited. One man
came down to Perth, having sold his fowls
and pigs to get the fare and being on his last
shilling. He really could not afford to wait,
and fortunately I was able to get him ad-
mitted to the office, and he was sent away
happy with his super promised to him. That
was the condition of the Industries Assist-
ance Board at that time, and no doubt a good
deal of the same sort of thing applies to the
Main Roads Board. Last night I asked vari-
ous questions, which the Premier evaded, re-
garding the much-talked-of Canning-road. It
is all very well to say the Government did
not know what the road was going to eost.
Though that may be so, there is the fact that
last yesr’s Estimates contained an amount
of £121,000 to cover the cost of eight miles
of that road. The amount in question com-
pares with £80,000 set down for the Ejanding
Northwards Railway, and with £25000 set
down for the Bullfinech Railway. As a coun-
try representative seeking proper transport
facilities for the people of my electorate, 1
am naturally somewhat concerned to find that
the Loan Estimates provided £121,000 for
eight miles of road as against £105,000
for two railways aggregating 67 miles. The
Premier suggesied that the South Swan rail-
way might have been built for the amount
spent on the Canning-road. Certainly the
amount would have been useful in starting
my partienlar railway, the Yarramony. I
have put various questions relating to Mr.
Stileman’s report on the further extension of
the Fremantle harbour and the provision of
additional whart space for handling outward
cargo. In my opinion, bulk handling will
be brought about in this eountry simply by
the sheer weight of the produce. Mr. Sutton
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has stated that when Western Australia pro-
duces a erop of 50,000,000 bushels, bulk
handling will inevitably force itself upon us.
Whatever may be the merits or demerits of
bulk handling as compared with bag hand-
ling, the former is being forced upon our
attention as an effect of the rapid inecrease
in our wheat export during the last three
years. Three years apo we produced
13,000,000 bushels, That quantity has been
nearly trebled since, and it is perfeetly
reasonable to suppose that within the next
deeade we shall double the present season’s
quantity. Again, if a crop of 50,000,000
bushels i produced in the centenary year,
how is it to be handled¥ Fremantle harboar
to-day has 3,200 feet of wharf space for
handling the export of tagged wheat. By
means of that 3,200 feet of space we handle
about 18,000,000 bushels; that is, of bagged
wheat. Compare those figures with bufk
handling at Glebe Island terminal elevators
in Sydney, where with something less then
half the space, 1,540 feet, 45,000,000 bushels
of export wheat can be handled. The resson
why I put my questions was that Mr Stile-
man's report made no allusion whatever {o
bulk handling. The Aecting Minister for
Works told us to-might that balk handling
of whent had been taken into consideration
when it was determined to provide 7,200 odd
feet of wharf space in the seheme for exterd-
ing the Fremantle harbour. I hope that is
so; if it is, we shall be all right. On the
other hand, there can be no question that the
bulk handling of wheat demands far Jess
space than bag hendling. In any case, I
must repeat that whatever the merits or de-
merits of bulk handling, that system is hound
to be forced on us, willy-nilly, in the end;
the mere weight of our wheat production will
demand it, If the Minister for Railways is
in office five years hence, he wil' have some-
thing to do to get the wheat shipjsul

Mr. Panton: He will be in office.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Even to-day there re-
mains in the country a large quantity of
wheat which it has not been possible to
move. Many references have already been
made to Jand settlement, and I shall not
labour the subjeet further. It is encourag-
ing to learn from the Premier that our own
boys and men are to be given a chance to
get land, Having a lively remembrance of
the opening of Muresk Agricultural College
by the Premier—we have a lot of young
fellows there who will make good farmers—
I was sorry when some of the students whom
T met the other day showed themselves a
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little downhesarted. There were four or five
of them, and they had applied for land and
bad been turned down. I pointed out to
them that this was their first application,
and that any number of people had applied
six or seven times before succeeding, that
all they had to do was to keep on trying,
and that in time they would no doubt get
blocks on which they could make homes.
Those young fellows will be pleased to learn
that there is to be no differentiation at all,
and that they will take their chance with
others, so that all they need do is to perse-
vere in applying.

Hon. (. Taylor: Are those youths mi-
grants?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: No; students at Mur-
esk. If they keep on trying, each of them
will no doubt get one of the 3,500 farms io
the end.

Mr. Teesdale: Plenty of poor devils have
grown whiskers while waiting.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Yes; I know one
young lad at Meckering who has applied un-
suecessfully nine times, and now he is fed
up.
Hon. G. Taylor: I know one young man
who has had 60 applications in.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The board have be-
come dissatisfied with the provision for the
payment of £3 when applying for more than
seven blocks, and have now decided that
if selectors wish to apply for additional
blocks, they will have to pay additional
fees. 1In the past it has been the practice
for men who have money, to put in a great
many applications, hoping that their names
will be kept before the board, who will give
them a chance.

Mr. Teesdale: A lot of them will get their
chance after death!

Mr. GRIFFITHS: In my constituency
there are a number of areas such as those
about Westonin, Carrabin, and elsewhere
that are held up as reserves for timber or
water supplies, 1 do not know if there is
any intention to go in for reforestation, but
for many years those blocks will be of no
use af all. They bave been a harbour for
vermin, although there are portions of them
that wonld make good wheat farms. I hope
to have the Minister in my distriet shortly,
and I will then point out to him that there
are many people willing to take up the land
and make if weslth-producing.

Mr. Lutey: Are not those areas reserved
for miners?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: No; some of them are
marked as timber veserves and some 83 re-
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serves for water supply, although there will
never be any water there exeept such as
will fall from the heavens., Last night the
Leader of the Country Party voiced
sentimewts with which everyone mmsi he
in accord, He said that we were enfer-
ing upon a period that called for the
heartiest co-operation of members sitting in
all parts of the House. I think the
Premier must have been impressed by the
speeches that have been made so far, and
that he is assured of the co-operation of all
parties in the work of building up the State,
developing our resources, and achieving the
end we desire—that Western Australia shall
be the largest wheat-producing State of
Australia. There is another small matter
that was diseussed at the road board con-
ference.

Hon. G. Taylor: Do not bring up any
more of those conference diseussions here!

Mr. GRI¥FITHS: 1 vefer to the inci-
denee of the vermin tax. That incidence is
wrong. When the Bill was before Parlia-
ment, it was introduced at the request of
farmers and pastoralists. They expected to
have to pay taxation, but did not expect to
get it in the neck, During the year
the southern half of the State—that is
the farming section—has paid £23,000 in
vermin taxes, whereas the pastoralists have
paid about £10,000. On the other hand, the
payments for dingo sealps have been quite
the reverse.  Something like £20,000 has
been paid for sealps in the North and be-
tween £11,000 and £12,000 in the South,
We bave rather more sheep in the South
than there are in the North, and it does not
seem fajr that the South should pay 2V
times as much as the North and the payment
for scalps be 244 times more in the North
than in the Souih.

Hon. G. Taylor: Over 15,000 sealps were
paid for last year.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The wmember for
Toodyay {Mr. Lindsay), who is on the ver-
min board, has details ahout the number of
sheep, the tax collected and the scalps paid
for both in the North and in the South. I
understand he will give those details when
he is speaking. The Premier twitted me
about my advoeacy of the Yarramony rail-
way, and introdneed a new phase of the
controversy. I did not know the faet that
I bhad asked questions had kept the railway
baek for 20 vears. Tf that is so, and I have
retarded the railway econstruetion for that
period, the next time I ask a question
T shall have attained my majority with my
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guestions, bui I hope that before then some-
thing will have been done by the Govern-
ment for the seitlers. There are many
soldier settlers along the route of the
proposed railway. At Quellagetting the
settlers havi been almost starved ount because
they eannot makc economic propositions ount
of their holdings. It is vleasing to know
that the Ejanding Northwards railway is to
be extended to Lake Mboilerin, and that
other railways ave to be attended to. While
that is all very well, it is rather hard on
these people who have been waiting for their
railway for gver 20 years. The member for
Nelsan (Mz. J. H. Smith) complained about
his railway that had been authorised for
two years only. The people who are vitally
concerned with the Yarramony railway have
been the victims of the political life of
years past, for it has been such that one
party after another has evaded promises that
were made, and to-day they seem to he as
far off the realisation of their desires as
ever. I was told by one of the settlers who
had spoken to someone who was apparently
in the know that lie had received the advice,
“Be patient and vou will get your railway.”
As that settler said, the people there have
been patient for 20 years. That particular
settler said he did not suppose it mattered
mueh to him if the railway did not come
for another 20 years, but the young people
were getting fed up and were leaving the
farms. T hope the Government will see if
something cannot be done very scon for
these people, The answers I received to my
questions during the last session of Parlia-
ment were not at all satisfactory. I do not
think that some of the latest proposals for
hight transport facilities have been inguired
info thoronghly. T hope the Engineer-in-
Chief, Mr. Stileman, will let us know if
some means of transport eannot be provided
for the peovple T am s0 concerned about.
Mr. Timms and another mentleman are ex-
pected to arrive here shortly to diseuss some
new system of puatting down rails alongside
roads, and T hope the Government will in-
vestigate that proposal.

Mr. Teesdale: Fow far have those seitlers
been carting ¢

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Upwards of 21 and
22 miles.

Mr. Teesdale: Carting water, too?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: Mo, I think most of
the settlers there have their dams. How-
ever, I am almost afraid to ask further
questions, particolarly when I am told by
the Premier that every time I ask a question
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I put the railway back for another 12 months.
Former members representing my constitu-
ency said nothing about it and they got
nothing; I have been asking yuestions and
trying to get something, and now I am
blamed for puiting the railway off 12
months at a time! Fortunalely, my electors
know whose fault it is. It is not the fault
of one individual, but of many individnals.

Mr. Teesdale: They will have another
chance at the next clections.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: 1 did not come pre-
pared to make a speech this evening, but
thought I would like to deal with one or two
points. The Lezder of the Country Party
spoke fully on many subiects and I agree
with his sentiments. The zpiwrit of his speech
must have appealed {o tlis TTouse. I hope
the session will prove to be a useful one and
that the mext harvest will be excellent. Y
travelled out as far as Sounthern Cross the
other day and was delighted to find how
splendid the crops were looking, The pro-
spects are indeed satisfastory, and I trust
the returns will go far towards realising our
desire to secure 50,000.0%0 bushels during
the centenary year,

On motion by Mr. Davy, dehate adjourned.

House adiourned at 8.43 p.m.

i
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-—ENTERTAINMENTS TAX.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS asked the Chief
Secretary: What revenue have the Govern-
ment derived from the Entertainments Tax
Act passed in 1925, for each respective year
ended the 30th June?



