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Still T do not think it would be desirable to
wate exemptions from the Shops and Fao-
teries Act and from the Tnspection of Ma-
chinery Act, ns the hon. memler wonld have
us do.

Hon. J. A, GREIG: The desire of Mr.
Stewart is to have only one inspeetor to in-
apeet butter factories, instead of having threo
or four inspectors going round making inspee-
tions under the varions Aets. We ean  have
a provision to cover that. Indeed T have
drafted onc which T propose to move as an
amendment.

The Minister for Education:
law to-day.

Mon. J. A, GREIG: T did not know that.
I Fave yet to learn of a  ease whrre it has
leen aceepted. In how many instances is the
machinery inspector an inspeetor also under
the Shops and Maetories Act?  Where has
that economy PFeen practised? T would not
expeet an inspector of a butter factory to be
comretent to inspect a steam hailer, but any
ordinary maun e-mld satisfactorily inspect the
rest of the machinery to br fonad in a butter
factary, .

Hon. E, 11. Harris: What alwnt the refrie-
erating machin-ry?

Haon. J, A, GREIG: T sce uwo particular
diffienlty in that. Apart from stenm boilers,
there wonld he nothing to fear in leaving the
inspretion ta a butter factory inspector. TF,
as the Loader of the Honse says, the position
is already provided for, 1T will not move my
prenos:d amendment.

Hon. IT. STEWART: I now realise that
my amendirent does not meet the position.
Thercfore T will withdraw it.

Liave to withdraw the amendment refused.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: | move--

That progress be reported.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: s
1 veminded the hon. member this niternoon,
it is most unuswal for a private member to
move to roport progress.  Lf any lhon. meniler
wishea that progress should ke reporied, the
practice i3 for him to ask the Minister in
charge to move accordingly. However, if the
hon. member wishes te take charge of the
procecdings, I do not mind.

Hon. A, LOVERIN: I asked the Minister
just now to report progress, and 1 understoo:d
him to refuse. Conscquently I moved merely
to test the feeling of the House. Still, [
have not the slighiest wish to take the con-
trol out of the hands of the Minister. 1 will
withdraw my motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.
Progress reported.

Hut it is the

House adjourncd at 10.29 p.n.
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»

QUESTION—ROEBOURNE GAOQL.
Mr. TRESDALE asked the (olonial Secre-
tary: Is it the iutention of the Governmend
te close the Rochourne gael and transfer the
prisoners to Broome?
The CQLONIAIL SECRETARY replied :
The mmatter has not yet been determined.

QUESTION-—CIRCUIT COURT, NORTH-
WEST.

Mr. TEESDALE asked the Premier:  Is it
the intention of the Government to appoint a
ceinmissioner to proceed tu the North-West to
adjndicate on the several session cases pend-
ing, thus saving hundreds of pounds in pas-
sages anil witnesses' fees?

The PREMIER replied: The whole ques-
tion ar regards action to be taken for hearing
the cas~s referred to is at present being care-
fully vongidered.

QUESTION—COTTON GROWING, IM-.
PERTAL ASBSISTANCE.

Mr. TEESDATE asked the Minister for
Agrienlture:  'Will he ivstruct the London
Ageuey to apply for u proportion of the mil-
lien sterling set apart by the Imperial Gov-
ernment to develop the cotton industry with-
in the Empire?

The MINISTER FUR AGRICULTURE
replicd:  £1,000,000 was, 1 orderstand, set
aside for thp pu:pnsv of organising the grow-
iny of cotton within the meu’e not to
meet the actual cost of growing it. The
Eritirth Empire Cotton Association will scnd
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one of two cotton experts to Western Austra-
lia to advise the Governmnent as soon as ex-
perts are available,

QUESTIONS (2)—RATLWAY CONSTRUC.
TIGN.

Agvisory Board's vepord.

Mr. JOHNSTON asked the Premier: 1,
Has the Railway Advisory Board recently
reported on the question of a new railway to
serve the districts East of the Yilliminning.
Kondinin railway, and East of -Jilakin Lake
and Walyurin? 2, If so, when will the report
be 1aid on the Table of the Iouse?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The Railway
Advisory Board has inspected the Newdegate
district and the district East of the Yillimin-
ning-Iondinin railway, but has not yet eom-
pleted its report. 2, Answered by No. L

Narrogin-Dwarda route.

Mr. JOHNSTON asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Have the Governinent received fur-
ther reports and minutes regarding the ronte
of the Narrogin-Dwarda railway from Mr.
Babington, of the Public Works Department,
and other officials? 2, If sq, is it the intention
of the Government to lay those pajers on the
Table of the House, in order that members
may peruse them in connection with the ad-
journed debate concerning that railway?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied : 1,
Yes. 2, Yes.

QUESTION—BRITISH CAPITAL FOR
WESTERN AUSTRALIA.

Mr. STUBBS (for Capt. Carfer) asked the
Tremier. 1, Are the Government eo-operating
with the firm of Hyem, Hester & Co., Ltd., in
their attempt to raise capital in the United
Kingdom for investment in Western Austrm-
lia? 2, If not, is he aware that advertise-
ments have been inserted over the firm's
name in the *'London Financial News’’ ot
Ist August, 1922, inviting rcferenee hy” in-
tending investors to the Iom, the Premier
of Western Aunstralia?

Tho PREMIER replied: 1, Certainly not.
2, Yes. The advertisement was bronght under
my notice and I immedintely instructed the
firm concerned they had no right to use my
name as a reference and to discontinue its
nse,

QUESTION—STATE SHTPPING
SERVICE.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIX asked the Premier:
1, Ts it the intention of tle (Government to
eeage ynnning the ss ‘‘Bambra’’ on the
North-West coast? 2, If so, is it the inten-
tion to replace the “*Bambra'’ with another
vessel?

The PREMIER replied:

1, Not at present.
2, Answered by No. 1.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILLS (7)—FIRST READING.
1, Industries Assistance Board Continvanece.
2, Land Act Amendment.

3, Agricultural Lands Purchase Aet Amend-
ment.

Introduced by the Premier.
4, Jarnadup-Denmark Railway.
3, Bussclton-Margaret River Railway De-
viation.
G, Fsperance Northwards Railway Exten-
sion,
Introduced by the Minister for Works.
7, Kojonup Agricultural and Horticultural
Society ’'s Land.

Tntroduced Ly the Minister for Agrieul-
ture,

LEAVE OF ABSEXNCE.

On motion by Mr. Mullany, leave of ab-
senee for two wecks granted to Mr. J. Mae-
Callum Smith (North Perth) on the ground
of urgent private business.

BILL—XNAVIGATION
MENT.

Read a third time and transmitted to tle
Couneil.

ACT AMEND-

MOTIOX-—CGAME ACT, OFOSSUM SKIN

ROYALTY.
Teo disallow Regulation.
Mr, JOHNSTON (Williams - Narrogin)
[+42]: T nieve—

The the regulation under the Game Aet,
1912-13, published iu the f‘Government
Gazette’' of 6Gth Oectober, 1922, and laid
upon the Table of the Housec on the 12th
Octoher, 1922, he disallowed.

This regulation relates to the reoyalty on
op:ossum skins which has been inereased from
1s. to 1s Gd. per skin. At the time this in-
erease was made the price at Williams for
opossum skins was 425, a dozen, or 3s. 6d.
vach,

The Premier: They were bringing twice
that priece.
My, JOUNSTON: T made inquiries last

wetk  from the two dealers in Williams-
Xarrogin and both informed me that the
price they were offering was 36s. a dozen.
1£ the loeal valne is preater, as was stated
by the {"olonial Seerctary last week, then a
very great Tenefit will be eonferred on the
peor people cengaged in trapping opessums
by letting them know that they arc n-=t re-
teiving a fair price.

The Minister for Works: Toor?
them are wmaking €10 to £12 a week.

Mr. JOHNXSTON: But nof in my distriet.
I nwade it my hosiress to ¢o te the representa-
tiv s of the two firms buring skins and they
irformed me that the trapping season should

Some of
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have started three months carlier, in which
tdse the skins would have had a  hisher value.
Through the season being left so Jate, all they
were offering was 38s, a dozen to the trapper
andl then ounly if the skins were of approved
yuality and not what is kuown in the trade
a3 “rumpy’’ or inferior. This price is with-
oat the royalty; the buyer of the skins pays
the royalty of 1s. 6d. Tt is rough on a man
who goes inte the hush trapping opossums
that after all his work he gets only 3s. for
himself and has to pay the Government 1s. Gd.
The rovalty is too high, Some prople have
heen anrious to sturt opossum farms, but
have not been able to get their places gazetted
as such  under the Aet. To do o they must
feiiee the boundaries of their properies with
opagsem-proof 1ences, which they are unable
to do. Mr. Buron Rodway iuformed me that
had he heen alle to get permission to develop
his farm as an opossum farm, the value of the
furs from tke opossums he would bave hred
woulidl have equalled the value of his wool
That shows the value to which the npnssum
industry should he developed. e says that
the present oposzum seasen has been deelared
onen too late in the year, and also thai ihe
people have come round his property frapping
his opossums.

The Colonial Seeretary: But it isx nof fhe
wrorg time of the year.

Mr. JOHINSTON: That is a point which
s a1 good deal disputed.  Many of my clectors,
who ave experienved  in opuossum traopinwe,
assope me that it would have heen very much
hbutter {or the value of the furs aud for the
numbier ¥ opossums had the opening of fhe
season Lesnom Juns, Apart from that, how-
ever, as rezinds the western |art of the Gireat
SBa: thern diztriet n mistake has heen male
in throwing some of the avens open to the
oro-sem trappers for three years running,
For two yeara ranning we have i the whole
State thrown open for opossum  trapping.
Theve are losalities where it is necessary for
the prottion of the orchardist that an open
season should be declared.

Mr. O 'Loghlen: That is questionable, too.

Mr. JOHOXNSTON: At any rate T am ad-
vired, and T think correctly, that it wonld
have been moeh better had the Fisheries De-
partment thrown open only these parfs of
the State where opossums wers vory plentiful,
aml if the department had eontinued to pro-
teet tho animal in those losalities where there
is to-day a danger of the opossam, with its
valuable fur, beeoming extinet. T am in
formed that in some parts west of the Great
Spnthern railway which have heen openr for
opossum trapping three years running, the
little animal is being cxterminated to-day.
Further I am advised that Western Australiz
i+ not pgetting the proper amount of wealth
from the opossum sking hecause the trapping
season is opemed teo late in the year. The
plen I am puotting up is that aceording
to Anstralian sentiment we should not heav-
ily tax a man who goes ont into the bush to
get romething, whether it be sandalwood, kan-
garoo skins, or opossum skins. Such a man
should get a fair return for his labour. Au
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any rate, we find that the price of opossum
skiny to the teupper to-day is 3s, in addition
ta which a ruyalty of 1s. 6d. has to be paid
to the Qovernment. Tmmediately the royalty
was ineressed from 124 to 184, per dozen,
the priee to the trapper went down by 6s.
jer dozen; o that it s quite elear that the
extra royalty i, roming directly out of the
10eket ol the trap er. The men who o
apossum trapping are generally small settlers,
bush workers, or men down on  their luek.
Fome years apoe it was the vase in the Great
fouthern distri t that men eame in with very
large eatehes of oporsums; but to-day eatehizs
wre, uniortunately, very small in that district,
and 1 am afraid that if the Government
continue  throwingr o) en the whole State to
trar ping year aiter yeeor, as they have been
f'oing repently, the opossum will in some parts
of the Htate De entirely exterminated, and
ths a very valunhle swurce of revenue lost
to the State altogether.

On motion by the Coloninl Seeretary, de-
hate adjourncd.

LETURN—-GOVERNVEXNT  EMPLOYEES
WITIHIN 24 M1LES OY PERTH.
Mr. A, TIIOMSOXN (Katanuing) [4.51): T
maovi-—
That a retorn Lo Fakd upom the Table o
{the House showing the total number of
employees of the CGovernment and State
trnding concerny employed within a rading
of 24 miles of the Tertlh Town Hall on the
st October, 1922,

T may say that [ asked for this informatien

by way of geestion, but wag informed that
a retutn must Te moved for.

The Promier: [ am not oppoxing the mo-
tion,

Mr, A, TIHOMSON: In that case I will
content mysell with woving the metion for-
meily.

Mr. SPEAKER: Although the Premier
treats the motion as unopposed, that does not
prevent it from being debated.

The Premier: No, Sir; we know that.

Mr, SPEAKER: I did not wish ken. mem-
hers to bhe led astray in that' conncetion.

Hon. W. (!, ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [4.53]: I fail to understand the
motion, Hon. members will need to exercise
their imagination in order to grasp the
meaning of the motion. What are the em-
plevees of State trading concerns but em-
plovees of the Government? There is no
difference, cxcept that some Government
employees are permanent.

Mr. A, Thomson: The object is to include
all the employces of the State within that
area.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That informmation
will be of no benefit to any person,

Mr. A, Thomson: Yes,

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: Everyhody knows
that there must be a large number of State
employees in the metropolitan area. But
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the State trading concerns employeces repre-
sent a very small proportion of that num-
ber. There is only one State trading con-
cern in tho metropolitan area, so far as 1
know,

Mr. A. Thomson: Bui the motion says,
within a radius of 24 miles.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN : That does not
mean a great number, Naturally, the larger
proportion of civil servants are in the metro-
politan area. A fair number of railway
employees also reside in the metropolitan
area, for one thing by reasen of the railway
workshops at Midland Junection, There are
alse a number of railway employces at Fre-
mantle, because of the horbour there. The
hon. member has given ne explaration as to
why he wants the return,

Mr. A. Thomson: The Premier said he
would accept the motion as formai.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The hon. member
ought to know that on private members’
day no motion is formal, Any person can
discuss a motion if he so desires. I fail to
see any neccesgity for earrying this motion,
Why should the expense and trouble be in-
curred of preparing such a return?

Mr, A, Thomson: The department should
he able to give that information very casily,

Hon. W. . ANGWIN : There is more
difficnlty and more expense attaching to the
matter than the bon. member thinks, We
ghould have to go round to each department
for the purpeses of the retura.

Mr. A, Thomson: But the departments
know how many men are on their wages
sheets cvery week.

Hen. W, C. ANGWIN: We shonld bhave to
aseertain from the Railway Department the
number of men employel in the traffic
braneh, and the number on works and ways,
As to guzrds, T do not know how we should

proceed. One guard might sleep in Perth,

and another up the conntry, and another
outside the 24 mile radius.

The Minister for Works: If it is only the
number that is wanted, the wages sheets
will show that.

The Premier: We will just give the totals,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The totals would
have to be disseeted, But what is the reason
for the return? The hon. member must have

some reason for moving the motion. There
must be something at the back of it. Per-
haps the hon. member thinks the metro-

politan area has too many Government em-
ployees.

Mr. A, Thomson: No. Ridiculous!

Hon. W. . ANGWIN : Or perhaps he
thinks there are not sufficient men employed
by the Government in the metropolitan area.
If T asked for a return of this kind, I should
expect to be required to give some reason
for it,

The Premier: T hope you will always re-
member that.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIX: T do always re-
memher it. A motion fo- paners may be
as purely formal as (. wmotivn tur the first

L{ASSEMBLY.]

reading of a Bill. However, in this instance
nothing is to be gained by ecarrying the
motion. I move an amendment—

That all the words after f‘concerns’’ in
line 4, reading ‘*employed within a radiuvs
of 24 miles of the Perth Town Hall on the
31st October, 19227 be struck out, and
‘‘gseparately’’ be inserted in lieu.

The information that would be disclosed
would thus be of value to everybody.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitehell
—Northam) [5.4]): The hon. member wanted
to kuow why the member for Katanning re-
quired the information. He explained that
the member for Katanning should have
given good reasons when asking for it. The
hon. member himself, however, has not given
this information,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is easily given.

The PREMIER: My friend chastised the
member for Katanning severely; yet he
fails to tell ns why he wishes the informa-
tion he now sceks teo obtain,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T do not want it at
all; T can get it from the returns,

The PREMIER: T do not know that the

information will he of much value when
it is supplied.
Mr, A. THOMSON (Katanning —on

amendment) {5.5}: I hope the member for
North-Fast Fremantle will not press his
amendment. T am willing to accept an
amendment to include all whe are cmployed
in the seiviee. [ am frequently asked how
many people are employed by the State and
T am unable te supply the infermation. The
refurn will be of vulue to every hon. mem-
ber.

Awmerdment put and passed.

Mr. A, THCMSOXN (Katanning) [5.6]: I
move a further amendment—

That after the word ‘‘separately,”’
there be inserted ‘fand giving the loeality
where employed.*’

"he Minister for Works: Then you will
not get the return for three months.

The Premier @ Confine it to the metro-
poliran area.

Mr, A, THOMSBOXN: If 1 am permiited to
do that, } will alter the amendment -to
1ead —

And giving the number employed in the
mueiropolitan area.

Hon., W. (. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
wantle—eon amendment) [3.7]: T oppose the
amendment.  There is no sueh reecogniscd
plaee as the metropolitan area. °‘Metropoli-
tan area”’ is not qnoted in any Act of Par-
liament, althourh for the carryving out of
some statutes eortain districts have been in-
cluded in those <tatutes for the express pur-
pose of defining a particular arca.

The Minister for Works: T think you are
wrong there,



[8 NovEmBER, 1922.]

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: Certain districts
are deseribed as ‘‘metropolitan area,’’ but
only in accordance with a particular Act. By
agreeing to the amendment we shall be de-
soribing 1he metropolitan arca as that area
having a 24 miles radius of the town hall,
and then the hon. member will get the n-
formation whieh we bave ju:t said he shall
not have, [ may instane: a Bill we had before
us only the other day, in which the metropoli-
tan aren took in Armadale snd Kelmseott.
Those places were, however, inefnded only for
the purpose of that particular measure.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for North-
tlast Fremantle has drawn attention to the
Tact that we have just struck out ¢ yweuty-four
wiles from the ’erth Town Hall.'' If the
metropolitan arca is cembraced within the
“*24 miles’” struck out, T do not sec how 1L
van accept the amendment. I do not know
what the metropolitan area is. We do know,
however, that in general conversation it covers

My, A, Thomson: PFremantle to Midiand
Junetion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, and in some eases
it takes in Armadale.

Mr. A. Thomson: Havine cut out “*24
miles’” we could reduce the distamce to 12
miles,

Mr., SPEAKHR: If the hon, member
movey in that direction the diflicnlty can be
overcome. ‘The House has already deeided
that infermation embracing 24 miles from the
Town Hall shall not be given. The distanes,
however, may be reduced.

Hon, W, (&, ANGWIN: We¢ have alrerdy
struck out the words ““employed within a
radius of 24 miles of the Perth Town Hall on
the 31st Oetoher, 1922.'7 We cannot now put
in at the end ““within a radias of three miles
of the Perth Town Hall,’’ heeanse we have
struck out ‘fPerth Town Hail.’? The hon.
member is seeking to insert the words ‘et
ropolitan area.’’ T objert to those words,
as the metropolitan area is not o defined area.
Only the other day in a Bill we had the
city of Perth destribed as the metropolitan
arca. In other Bilis the metropolitan area is
defined as embracing certain clretoral districts
extending  to  Rockingham, 30 miles from
Perth. T do not think it necrasary to define
any area in the motion.

Mr. A. Thomson:
nninion.

Hen, W, . ANGWIXN., The hon. memhber
has given no reason for thr return.  He
simpdy says he wants to know the numher of
putlic servants. Ts that a reason?

Mr. A. Thomson: Yes.

Hon, W, & ANGWIX: XNothing of the
sort.  He has not said why he waaty the
retnrn, what benefit the return will be, or
even that it will be of any benefit.

Mr. A, Thomson: Yes, it will be.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIX; That is merely
the hon, member’s view. He says that many
people are anxious to know the number of
public servants employed by the Government,

Mr. A. Thomson: I am one of them,

That i3 a matter of
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Hon, W. ¢, ANGWIX: The motion as it
stande will give the numbers ciployed by the
Governiuent,

The Minister for Works: Rut it will not
shosw where they are sitwatesl.

Hon. W. ¢. ANGWINX: The hon. member
does not know what he wants. First, he pre-
seribes 24 miles. The House refnsed that, and
so he said, ‘“*Well, I want a list showing the
various  distriets in which they are em-
ployed.’”” When the Premier said that would
take too long, the hon. member said, *‘Well,
let us have it within the metropolitan area.’’
The metropolitan area might inelude the 24
miles radins already struck out.

Mr. A. Thomson: You know it does not.

Hon. W. ¢!, ANGWIN: T know nething of
the sort.  The hon. member does not know
what he requires. [ hope the House will not
agree to the amendment. The motien as it
now stunds presents no diffiealiics in the pre-
paration of the return asked for. I comld
give the hon. member the number myself. The
lon. member is too lazy te get it out for
himself. He could get from the Public Ser-
viee List the total number on the permanent
staff,  As for the others, he ean turn up
the Railway report, where he will get the num-
ber of men emploved on the railways. He
can gt the veport of the State Implement
Works, whieh shows the number of men there
employed.  Also he ean get the reports of
the other trading coneerns.

The Minister for Works: But he wants the
nnmbers as on the 31st October.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That is the diffi-
eulty. The reports will show the number em-
ployed each year. The hon. member’s desire
18 to put the Government {o considerable ex-
pense, all because of a little whim of his.

Mr. A, Thomson: That is not correet.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Tf I wanted the
figares T wonld go and look them up for my-
setf.  The numbers of men employed by the
Government are always c¢hanging, and so all
that the hon. member ean hope for is the
aporoximate number.

The Premier:  There is8 nn chjection to
furnishing as mtich information as ean be in-
expensively given.

Hon. W. (", ANGWIXN: Coald the Premier
give definitely the munbker empleyed oun the
I'eel ertate?

The Premicr: Yes.

Tlon, W. . ANGWIN: T am not too sure
about that. Tt would he only opproximate.

Mr. A, Thomsoen: We could get the last
wages sheet.

Hon, W, (", ANGWIN: Yes, and perhapa
half the men were paid off the next day. The
information can only be given upproximately.

Mr. A. Thomson: T am prepared to aceept
the approximate figures.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIX, Tt oncht to be suffi-
vient. Those ficures can be ohtained fraom the
orlinary returens,

Point of Order.

Hon. P. Collier: 1 take the point of order
that if the House were to carry the motion



1452

in its present form, it would he stultifying
iteelf. TFor the JIouse to nrder that a return
be prepared presupposes that the MHouse ecalls
for information which will be accurate. The
worldling of the amendment leaves the motion
vague and indefinite, ‘‘Metropolitan area'’
may mean anything. It may mean the eity
alone, the city and suburbs, it may includ2
Msaylands, or Bayswater, or Guildford, or
extend to Fremantle, aceording to the eon-
ception of the man who happens to be using
the term. There is no definitely defined aren
which can be deseribed aw the metropolitan
area. Therefore to carry the motion in its
present form, the House womld be ordering
something with which compliance could not
bt made, and so wonlidd be stultifying itself,

Mr., Speaker: [ do mnot follow the
jaint of order. The House has lecided
that it will not agree to a return showing
those employed within a radius of 24 miles of
the Perth Town Hall. The amendment is for
a return showing the number employed in
the mctropolitan aren. Tf the metropolitan
area emhraces the 24 miles radins which the
House has already struck out, I cannot ae-
cept the amendment, 1t has been urged that
“metropolitan area’’ may mean almost any-
thing, aecording to the conception of the per-
son using the term, and that in respect of
accuracy, the Tlouse can only ask for informa-
tion that can be given,

Hon, ¥, Collier: That is my point.

Mr. Spenker: If no aceurate information
can be given, tke ouse would he foolish to
aceept it, although it may ask for it.  The
point is that the figures coull he furnished
aceurately to a eertnin date.

Hon. P. Collier: Na, because we do not
know what the metropolitan area is, anil
therefore the return cannot he prepared,

Mr. 8peaker: T am at a loss to know what
the metropolitan area means. I1f the hon.
member were to  withdraw the amendment
and move for a return covering n  lesser
radius, T enwld accept it. The striking out
of ‘¢ Perth Town 1lall"*’ is not essenfinl. The
substan-c of the excision was the 24 miles.
T coulld aceept an amendment for a return
showing the numher of persons employed
within, say, 12 miles of, say, the Treasury
Buildings.

Mr., Latey: With all due defererce, Sir, in
my view the amendment will be in order only
if it name n greater raldins than 24 miles.
The House has struek out the radius of 24
miles awd, ns T see it, the hon, member wounld
not he in order in moving for any lesser
radios,

Mr. Speaker: If there be any desire on the
part of the ITonse to have a return covering
the number employed within a eertain radivs
of lees than 24 miles, it ean be done hy with-
drawing the amendment and moving another
amendment. It will be for the House to ray
whether these words shall be included or not.

Ilon. P. Collier: There is no detinite term
cet down.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The Minister for Works: What £ am con
cerned about is the date,

Mr, Speaker: That is struck out.

The Minister for Works: If the date wer
fixed for the last pay day it would be possibk
to get the information, but it would cost the
State a great deal to obtain it.

Mr. Sveaker: Will the hon. member with.
draw his amendment?

Mr. A. Thomson: Yes.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Debate resumed.

Mr. A. THOMSON (Katanning) [5.30]: 1
mave an ﬂﬂ]e“dment_

That the following words be added to the
motion: “* Employed within 15 miles of the
General Post Uffice an the last pay day.'’

Hon., W. (. ANGWIN (North-East Fre
mantle) [5.31]: These words are in effect
ifeutieal with those that we have struck ount.
I have wever heard of sueh a motion being
moved sinee T have heen a member of this
Chamber. 1t is a wonder the hon. member
did not put in the words ‘' Town Hall clock.”’
He has not the courage to say why he wants
the information. Surely we are entitled to
kuow,

AMr. A Thomson: I have told you.

Hon, W, . ANGWIN: He has not done
s0.  Why should there be this expenditure?
IT members ave willing te vote blindfoldel
far every e¢hildish request made by the hon,
mémber T will bave nothing mere to say.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. .. ..o24
Xoes . .. P &
Majority for .. 10
AYES,
Mr. Augelo Mr. Mann
Mr, Broun . Sir James Mitchell
Mr, Davies Mr. Pickering
Mr. Denion Mr, Piesse
Mr. Durack Mr. Richardson
Mr, George Mr. Sampson
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Btubbs
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Johnston Mr. A, Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. C. C. Maley Mr. Underwood
Mr H. K. Maley Mr, Mullany
{Teller.)
Noka.
Mr. Angwin Mr. McCallum
BMr. Chesson Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr, Collicr Mr. Troy
Mr. Corboy Mr. Walker
Mr, Lambert Mr. Willgack
Mr. Lutey ! Mr. Willson
Mr, Marshall ' Mr. Munsle
| {Teller.y

Amendment thus passed.
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Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) [5.37]: The
won. member has given us no reason why this
motion should be ecarried, although he has
heen agked to do seo. He is treating the
House with contempt by his refusal to give
the information.

Hon. W, C, Angwin: Some members will

vote for anything. It is a mere waste of
time to move such a motion,

Question, ns amended, put and a division

taken with the following result:—

Ayes 23
Nocs 14
Majority for 9
AYES. ,
Mr. Angelo Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Davies Mr. Pickering
Mr. Denton Mr. Piesse |
Mr. Durack Mr. Richardson
Mr. George Mr. Sampsen
Mr, Harrison Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Hickmoit Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Johnston Mr. A, Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. C. C. Maley Mr. Underwood
Mr. H. K, Maley Mr, Mullany
Mr. Mann (Teller.)
NoEs
Mr. Angwin Mr. McCallum
Mr. Chesson Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Colller Mr. Troy
Mr, Corboy Mr. Walker
Mr. Lambert Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lutey Mr. Wilson
Mr. Marshall Mr. Munsie
(Teller.}

Question as amended thus passed.

RETURN—NORTH-WEST, ASSETS,
REVENUE, ETC.

Dekate reswmed from 235th Octeber, on the
following motion by Mr. Durack:—

That a return be laid upon the Talble of
the House showing: 1, The value of all
assets belonging to the State, in that por-
tion of the State north of 26th paraliel of
sonth latitude, standing in the Government
records of the 30th June, 1921, 2, The re-
serve by way of depreciation an? sinking
fund against the cost of these assets, if any.
and the amount. 3, The amount of depre-
ciation and sinking fund se provided for,
if any, allowed for in valuation of assets as
per Nn. 1. 4, The total revenue derived by
the State from all sources in that portion
of the State north of 26th parallel of
south latitude for the ten years ended 30th
June, 1921, 5, The revenue derived in the
two vears ended 30th .June, 1921, G, The
eost of upkeep, working expenses, ecost of
collection of revenue, and all_other revenue
cxpenditure for the ten years ended 30th
June, 1921.
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The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
—Noprtham) [5.44]: I have made inquiries
inte thia question and find that it will be
almost impossible to secure the information,
and certainly it will be very costly to do so.

Hon, P. Collier: It will cost more than the
revenue paid in from those sources about
which the information is required.

The PREMIER: I do not agrec with that.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You would be pretty
safe if you did.

The PREMIER: Tt would cost some hund-
reds of pounds te prepare the return, seeing
that the accounts have not been kept to meet
sitch a purpose. The hon. member wants to
know the valuc of the assets belonging to the
State. The hon. member wants the valuation
of a1l the assets belonging te that part of the
State north of the 26th parallel,

Hon. P. Collier: You would huve to make a
valuation of the whole State!

AMr. Lambert:  Could not the Northern
Railway Development League get out that
information?

The PREMIER: e also reyuires infor-
mation as to the reserve by way of deprecia-
tion and sinking fund against the cost of the
ass’ts, the amount of depreciation and sink-
ing fond, aud the total revenue derived by
the State from all soorees in that portion ot
the State north of the 26th parallel of south
Iatitude, for the 10 yenrs euded the 30th
June, 1921, What the hon. member really
requires is a halanee sheet regarding the nor-
thern parts. Tle asks for inforiaation as to re-
venne from all sources which would inelude
stamp duties, taxation, propertion of the
Commonwealth returng, harbonr and wharf-
agoe dnes and the hundred and one small
itets of revenue whieh would le invelved. It
would he a veallv hix task, and I do not
think it could be procured exeept after a lot
of work. ]

Hon, P, Collicr: T do not think you could
have the information prepared.

The PREMTER: The hon. nicmber also
wants the cost of upkeep, working expenses,
cost of colleetion of revenue, and all other
revenue cxpenditure for the 10 years crded
the 30th June, 1921,

Hon, P. Collier: That is n contract!

The PREMTER: It is really impossible to
apportion the cost of an officer’s work when
that work is partly for the north and partly
for the south.

Hou. P. Collier: Tt iz ecertain you could
not get the information out accurately.

The PREMIER: T trust the member for
Kimbherley will not press his motion. I do not
think cven if he procured the information it
would he valuable to him or to the House.

Hon. M. F. Troy: You can hardly refuse
sich a warm supporter!

The PREMIER: T am not prepared to
agree to g motion of this deseription, which
will cost hundreds of pouads to earry ont.

Hen. M. F. Troy: It would be money well
spent.
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The PREMIER: I do not know whbat
gooil it would do, or what could come out of
it.

Hon. P. Collier: A new State might come

out of it.
The PREMIER: | am not so sure about
that.

They will not be so

Hon, W, (. Angwin:
look into the

auxious for that when they
matter.

The PREMIER: If it is n question of
working towards unification, wa will not
Vring it about in that way. Before we come
to a deeision regarding smaller States, there
should be a full discussion on that question by
the House, and we cshould aseertain whether
the JIouse is in favour of that move-
ment  before consomting to get information
such as that sought in the motion. [ do not
believe we should endesvour to cut up the
State; which would mean a step towards uni-
fication. [f any such objoct is behind the
wmation, I ask the memher for Kimberley not
to press it, becanse the return would be costly
amd almost impossible to get oul. Every small
item ot revenune and expenditure, no wmatter
where eoliceted, wonld have to be accountel
for and he will appreciate that this will be a
very diffieult matter. T hope the hon. member
will withdraw his motion. The Houze must
have rerard to the question of eost, coupled
with the atility of the retura asked for. So
far as 1 can sve, no good purpose will be
served by poing to the exponse of furnishing
the return.

Hon. W. O, ANGWINX (North-East Fre-
mantle) [5.507: Not only the motion befor:
the Hounse, but the speceh by the member for
Kimberley in moving it, indicated why the re-
turn was asked for.

The Premier: 1 do not think it dit that.

Ilon. W, ", ANGWIXN: Then the Premier
has not rad the sneech of the hon, mem-
ber., The whole indication of the speech to
d-monstrate the necessity for the return he-
in furnished wns that, without sucl direct
information, the member for Kimberley would
not be able to comply with the 1equest he had
had from Carnarvon.

My, Durack: T had not received the tele-
gram.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN:
read it

The Premior: He vead n telegram from
some people at Carnarvon which had been
degpatehed to someone else.

Hon. W. . ANGWIX: Besiiles readineg
that telogrram, th- bon, memiwr went on to
point out that the information was required
in eonnection with the movement to divide the
State.

Mr. Durack:
tent,

Hon, W, (, ANGWIN: He referred to onr
own Constitution to show that provision was
made when ' resonsihle government was
granted to Western Austratia. to meet the po-
sition should the State be divided, He did
not refer to the Federal Conctitntion, where-

The hon. membor

Tt applied to a certain ex-

[ASSEMBLY.]

in it is provided that not only must the con-
sent of the Parliament of the State be ob-
tained, but also a majority of the electors of
the State. The objection raired by the Pre-
mier was on account of the eost of the re-
turn.

The Premier: That was one objection.

Hon. M. F, Troy: What objection have
you?t

Hon, W, C. ANGWIXN: My objection is
prineipally based upon the reasons advanced
by the member for Kimberley when moving
for the return. T do not think the time bas
arrived, nor is it likely to arrive for many
years to come, for the State to be divided.

Mr. Piekering: Hear, hear!

Mr. Davies: There is a smaller States
league at Geraldton.
Hon. W, (', ANGWIN: There iz also 2

leagre at Albany, to whieh the member for
Kimberley referred when speaking to  his
motion.

Mr. A, Thomson: He referred to Albury
where a conferener was bheing held.

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIXN: The smoll popu-
lation in Western Avstralin means that it
is impossible to earry on an additional Par-
liament here, nor are the funds available to
earry on the functions of another State.

Mr. Willeocrk: How did we get on when
we gtarted under Responsible Government?

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN: We had the
whole of the peeple of the State lLehind ws.

Mr. Willcock: There were not so many
in those days.
Hon, W. (. AXGWIN: There were far

wore than there are in the part of {he Slate
referred to in the motion,

Mr. Willcock: XNo; I will prove you are
wrond.

Hon, W. (. ANGWIXN: There were about

60.000 here in thowe days. No area im
Western  Australia eould be subdivided ro

that we would have sueh a popalation, un-
less an extremely large area was chogen,
and that woulil Le by no means beneficial.
There are some people in this State anxious
ior this subdivigion, in order to secvre more
fower in the North-West., They have {ound
& Minicter to kack thenm up in fhat diree-
tion. Whether that attitude is adepted for
paining preater power by means of legisia-
tion or in order te exercise inore influence
with tie Commonwealth Governmment so that
indentured blavk Jabovr may he used in the
North, T am not prepared to sav.

Hon. . Collier: That is what is hehind
it.

Mr. MeCallam:  There is the black hand!

Tlon, W, (. ANGWIN: We know there

are vonw--T am pleased to know {bey are
few in number—in this Parlisment who ad-
varate binek labour for the developm-ont of
the worthern parts of Western Auctralia.
Seeing  that we have a Premicr wo is
stron Iy opposed to the infroln-ti'm of col-
o red labeur, they know that fh v ot make
rn herdway in that ditection rnlees they

wree-od in dividing the Stete a1 inking
contrnl  of their own TParlinment in the
North.
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The Premier: They would lose it.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: So far as T ean
see, that is what is behind it.

Mr., Davies: Can we Jiseuss the
States movement under this motion?

Hon. P. Collier: That is the object of
the motion,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The meamber for
Kimberley told us that was his objeet when
he moved for the return.

Mr. Munsie; He told us that the new
States movement had come ro stay, whether
we liked it or not.

Hon. P. Collier: He wants to know the
value of the property and asscts Lo be taken
over.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: Beeing that they
are great believers, under false pretences, in
unifieation, T am not surprised that when
the member for Kimberiley asked for the re-
turn, the Premier virtually refused to fur-
nigh it.

Hon. P. Collier: They have adopted unifi-
cationists as candidates for the Senate,

Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: The member for
Kimberley has said that the poliey eof his
party is in favour of smaller States. In
1917 their leader gave an address before
the Awstralian Journalists” Association’s
conference in Brisbane during the course of
whiek he pointed out the difficulties under
which Australin was labouring. The title
of that adddress was, ‘A Plea for Unifica-
tien.”' Tt was not a plea for smaller
States.  To-day the poesition is that Coun-
iry Party candidates are going about the
Sgate irying to throw dust in the eyes of
ithe people by saying that they are- ngither
in favour of the smaller States movement
nor of unification, but that they favonr the
inlding of a convention for the purpose of
diseussing the advisability of altering the
Constitntion. The Premier uttered a few
words regarding the motion whicrh  were
significant. e asked the member for Kim-
lerley to withdraw the motion as it would
cost several hundreds of pounds to prepare
it, and that it would be impossible (o get a
correct statement of what the hon. member
required. The Premier’s statement was
practicnlly a direet invitation te hon. mem-
bers to rejeet the motion, if the wmember for
Kimberley would not withdraw it. I agree
with thc Premier and hope that the House
wili reject the motion. Unifieation or th-
subdivision of Western Australia into
smalier States would not be a ygood thing
for us at the present time,

Mr. Pickering: Hear, hear!

Hon. W, . ANGWIN: It might be a
good thing for some of the Eastrrn States
and for those parta of Australia close to the
seat of Govermment. That is one of the
complaints urged by the member for Kim-
berley regarding our Government here.  As
it is, there is nmot a large enough population
in the North to enable that population to
carry on a Govermment there. If the State
were divided into smaller areas, sovereign
rights would have to be handed over to each

negw
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of the new HStates and it swould not be pos-
sible for the people thers. to finanee their
responsibilitics.

The Premier: If the smaller States sys-
tem were miopted here, each of the States
would have to be given its sovervign rights.

MHon, W, ¢. ANGWIN: Tt has to be re-
alised that if a pew State were created in
the north, the people there would have to
carry the responsibility for their portion of
the expenditure and part of the loans raised
by the State, not only on the population
basis. If they dill, they would not be able
to meet their proportion of the annual ex-
penditure.

Mr, Willeock: The trouble is the money is
i einyg spent in the metropolitan area.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: It is not,

Mr. Willeock: Give us the veturn snd let
us soe.

Hon., W. C. ANGWIXN: DMoney is being
sp-ent in the metropolitan area, but it ia pri-
vate money. The greater proportion of loan
money has been speat in the country.

Mr, Underwood: What about the money
we gpent on the dock at Fremantle?

Ifon, W, (. ANGWIN: The money spent
at Fremantle ineluding the amount spent on
the doek showed a profit to the State last
vear of £78,000. I think the people of TFre-
iantle would he willing to take ower the
Fremantle barkour,  If they once took it
over, there would be no necessity to strike
any municipal rates in the distriet,

AMr, Willeoek: We have a harbour at Ger-
aldton #nd wmore of the produce should go
tkrough it.

Ifon, W, ¢, ANGWIN: 7 have always
avelded so far a3 possible setting one dis-
trict agninst another. The more ports we zet,
the hetter it will be for the State. I do not
eare what port is improved or what harbour
is extended.

Mr. Thrack:
Promantle.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: Tf we had 50 new
harbonrs, it would be g0 much the hetter for
Fremantle. Wken in office T started the Ger
alllton harbour. The present Government
stopped it. I assisted to improve the Albany
harbour and started the Bunbury harbour ex-
tension. T mention this to show that T have
never set one port against another.

Alr, Murack: You got a quid pro quo. .

Hen, W, €, ANGWIN: No matter where
a harbour is built, Fremautle will benefit
frem it, Tf the Government are anxious to
hand over public works o the local authori-
ties, T would recommend the people of Fre-
mantle to accept the responsibility for the
harbour. We would not have to pay any rates
afterwards. Paragraph 1 of the return asked
for would involve considerable research by a
apecial staff.

Mr. Durack: Those records should be kept.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I do not think they
are. It wonuld be necessary for the Premier
tv go to England to ascertain from the naval
authorities the eost of surveys in that jart of
the State.

You arc a gooill fighter fm
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Mr. Angelo:
the State.

Hon., W, C. ANGWIN: For years the State
paid for such surveys, up to the time the
Federal Government assumed responsibility,
I believe there is a boat im the north now
engiged on survey work. Paragraph 2 of the
return would alsoe present a difficulty. A
staff would have to be employed to go back
to the foundation of the State in order to
aseertain those partieulars.

Mr. Willeock: I think you will oppose the
motion.

Hon. W, C. ANGWI1N: I shall oppose any-
thing having for its object the Jdividing up
of the State at the present time. We have
suffered through heing joined as one State
with the rest of Australia and, if Western
Auwstralia were divided, we should suffer even
more, The hon. wember is not satisfied with the
totals indicated in paragraphs 1 and 2, hut
wants them subdivided as mentioned in para-
gravh 3. He wants a kind of check, so that
the north shall not pay threepence more than
is due. He is anxious to have a subdivision
of the State and another Government for tho
new State, but he wants to ensure that no
charge is unfairly dcbited against the nerth.
Paragraph 4 asks for the total revenue e-
rived from all sources for the ten years ended
the 30th June, 1921, Tt would be very diffi-
cult to obtain those particulars. Péragraph 6
asks for the particulars of upkeep, working
expensges, cost of colleetion of revenue and
all other revenue expenditure for the ten
years. Why ten years? The rabbit-proof
fence would eome within that.

Mr. Underwood: Na.

Mr. Willeock: Yes it would.

Mr. Marshall: Tt would not.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: See how anxious
the hon. member is to ezclude, from the
amounts whieh the proposed new (GGovernment
should bear, the cxpenditure made by the
State out of loan moneys which the people of
the north promised to pay in full! To my
mind this shows clearly that the people of the
ngrth realise that they are mot in a position
to carry on as a new State. Apparently they
are even afraid of the proposition.  They
have not the means with which to carry on.

Mr. Angelo: We shall be glad to give
£2,000,090 to get away, besides all you have
apent,

Hon. P. Collicr: You have not paid for
that rabbit-proof fence yet.

Mr. Angelo: We have kept up the con-
tracts.

They were not paid for by

Hen. W, . ANGWIX: Have you? We
shall see about that later on. If T were

Premier, T would aceept the offer of the mem-
her for Gascoyne—the iwo millions plus all
expenditure-—but T do not think the peorle
of the north could raise the money. I fancy
the hon. member would find out that in this,
As in many other propousitions he has placed
before the House, a majority of the electors
wounld be opposed to him.

Mr. Angelo: You are wrong there.

[ABSEMBLY.]

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I visited Carnarvo
on one occasion and a gentleman thers sait
““You mmst have some good jokes in th
Houge with the member for Gascoyne, becauns
we laugh at his propoesitions when we rea
about them,”’

Mr. Angelo:
ents.

Hon, W, €. ANGWIN: I replied, ‘It :
the duty of the member for the distriet t
try to represent his distriet in the best ligt
posgible, but we do not take all the memls
fur Gascoyne says as gospel. We know that
lot of it is imaginary.”' 1 am afraid b
offer of terms for scparation would be lik
many other propositions he has hrougbt fo
ward. [ have very great sympathy for th
lton, memlier, lLeenuse most of the propos
tions he Lrings forward turn out failures.

\Mr. Angelo: Mention them.

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN: The very late
settlement,

Mr. Angelo: That is all you kuow about i

Ten. W, . ANGWIN: I happen to kno
something about it.

Mr. SPEAKER: T am not aware that ths
is mentioned in the motion.

Hon. P. Collier: It is onc of the assel
to be valued.

Ion. W. €. ANGWIN: The Governmer
have gone to some eXpenso to send officia
np novth to report on various matters, Firs
they sent Mr. Moody, the hovticultural o
pert.

AMr. Angelo: Did you read his report?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Yes. Then the
sent the dairy expert and the irrigation e
pert; and another official was there durin
my visit. - This cxpense comes within the 1]
years. Some soldiers were sent up there an
maoney was advanced to them.

The Premier: What abont cotton?

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I noticed that t}
entton expert did not reeommend Carnarve
for cotton growing.

Mr. Angelo: That is wrong.
plots there now.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: The latest e
} enditure was in connection with soldier setth
ment, but T am told that the settlement h:
shifted from Carnarvon to Pcrih,

Mr. Anglo: You are absolutely wrong. Or
man eame down, but the rest are there. Yc
should keep to facts.

That was one of my oppn

There a

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.830 p.m.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Boafore tea T w:
rointing out that there had becn considerab
State cxpenditurce in the area to which tl
motion refers. The mover does not wish th:
expenditure to be divided in the return. 1
other words, the hon. member does not wai
a tene statement of the monzy actually e
pended, becanse he puts a limitation on tt
expenditure. To my mind this shows clear]
that the hon. member i3 not too anxious 1
get the return or to know what is the actu:
position from a financial point of view, E
ig, however, Jdcsirous of knowing what woul
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ho the liability of a new State if one were
created out of the northern portion of West.
ern Australia. In faet, that is the hon. mem-
bor’s one anxiety. Let the House consider
the pesition. We have in Western Australia
at present a yopulation of approximately
240,000. We have to meet ali the expenses
of government. I realise, and I believe those
who have the interests of Western Australia
at heart vealise, that attempts are being made
to talke away our sovereign rights and by sub-
division of the State to deereasz the strength
of Western Australia as a whole, in opposi-
tion to those who are endeavouring to de-
prive us of our sovercign rights. We are
told that Awustralin would benefit consider-
ably by a subdivision of the areas of the
cxisting States. That may apply to some
States with fairly large populations, but it
cannot apply to a State like this, with a
small population. Trn the ease of Western Aus-
tralia the tendency would ve to place in-
creased taxation, or shall I say inereased
hardships, on those who are left in the smaller
State to carry on the government there. Costs
which are to-day unneeessary wonld be ren-
dered unavoidable by the ercation of smaller
States. In iy opinion there is no differenee
whatever befween a sabdivision of existing
States into smailler States, andd anification as
spoken of to-day., 1If action were taken for
the purpose of subdividing an existing State
into States posscssing the same sovereign
virhts aud powers ns are piven by our Con-
~titntion of to-day, the watter would have
to be approved by the British Parlinment.
T nfortunately, those who have the strongest
veiee with the British Government, who have
a preferential hearing from the British Gov-
rrnment  are the Commonwcalth Govern-
ment, and not any State Government. Onee
an attempt i3 made to bring before the Brit-
ish Parliament a propesal for the snbdivision
of Australian States into States of emaller
area, the Britich Government, backed by what-
ever Federal Government, irerspective of po-
litival complexion, may happen te be in power,
will bring into foree in Australia 2 Con-
stitution on the lines of the latest Federal
Constitution granted in the British Empire—
[ refer to the South African Federal Constitu-
tion, Sonth Africa has unification, and power
there ig in the hands of the Federal Parlia-
ment.  The South African Federal Legisla-
ture has the power to legislale for the South
African States. We ean rest assured that
very little diffienlty would be cxperienced in
inducing the British Government to grant to
the Awnstralian Federa) autherities that whieh
they have been aiming at for some consider-
able time. Tt is stated that the party with
which T am connected are out for unification,
but T have always said the opposite, main-
taining that-our party desires that the peo-
ple should have what they want. The La-
bour Party want the peopie to understand
thoroughly what the question of unifieation
means. They want the people to realise that
if there is to be subdivision of existing States
there must be unmifieation. There is another
party saving that we want snaller States.
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That party I describe as dishouest, as cn-
deavouring to mistead and deeeive the people
and throw duat in their eyes, The party in
question know very well that it is impossible
to get smaller States with the same con-
ditiona as to sovereign rignts existing to-
day. Yet another party say, “*We will have
g eonvention.'’ But that is oniy an apology
for the other thing, only a set off. The mem-
bher for Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale) can bear
me out that soon after the last Federal elee-
tion it was stated by representatives of the
Tederal Government that the convention would
meaxn the bringing abont of anification, That
was stated in London. It shows clearly that

the party in  question are  mnet act-
ing honestly hy the people. Whether
the TLabour Party nagree with wunifiea-
tion or not, thev recognise that it is a

matter which will have to be carried out
constitutionally, by submission to the people
in a straightforward maner, and without the
people being led astray by any other issue.
I'm my personal opinion, the time has not
vot arrived for altering existing conditions
as regards Western  Australia,. We  are
making headway—slowly of course. At pre-
srit owr finances are in rather a had way,
but we hope by united c¢fforts in this DPar-
Hament and in future {’arliaments to over-
come that diffieulty. By a large inerease
of population, by settling the lands of this
country, we shall overcome the difficulty
without depriving ovrselves df the territory
whirh we now have the right to eontrol. If
this State is divided, necither portion can
nogsibly be sucvessful.  Bot sueh a subdiv-
i-ion is the ultimate ohject of the motion,
Sn far as T can gather, the mover's desire
is to rive effeet to the wishes of n few of
his clectors—very few, I believe—-to be
Maved in a pesition to know definitely how
they will be affected finaneinlly by a sub-
division of Western Australia.

Alr. Underwood: No; we want to get n
fair deal.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: T (o not object
at ail to an inquiry dirceted towards that
end. T quite agree if the desire is Lo ascer-
tain whether the public money of this State
is being fairly distributed. But the mover
did not use that argument. He said in effert
that he wanted the return for the purpose
of eaabling the North to realisg its position
in the event of a new State being created.

Mr. Durack: Dit you read my speech? |
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I did; and the

hon. miember, very foreibly, nuoted not only
the letter which had been sent to him, but
also our existing Constitution, and also the
statements made when responsible government
wag granied to Western Austratin. I do
not think that the great majority of the
jeorle of Western Australia desire the sob-
division of this State at the present june-
ture.

Mr, Willeock: Half the people of this
State are in the metropolitan area.

Mr. Money:  Loral administration is
neeessary,
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Hon. W. (. ANGWIX: There is local ad-

ministration.

Mr. Money: Not enough.

Mr. Underwood: You ought fo have a
look at it.

Ion. W. €. ANGWIN: If it is wrong,
it is onr fault. There is no doubt about
that. 1 bave nvver known in this Chamber

any member to take action which would re-
sult in benefiting one part of the State at
the cxpense of another. I have heard state-
mentz: made that such has heen done, hut I
do not know of a single instanee.

Mr. Lutey: How about the Esperance
railway?
Hon, W. (€, ANGWIXN: The less sald

abont that the Lletter,

Mr. Willcock:  Yun nmst say something
abont it sometimes,

ITon. W. C. ANGWIXN: T have heard it
stated repeatedly that the wmetropelitan ar«n
has reeeived the greater portion of loans
rajsed for the development of the State,
that mor¢ money has been spent in that
arca than it was entitled to. Hon. members
know that is not trae. The melropolitan
area has not reecived one shilling above what
it was entitled to. As a matter of fact, it
has not received anything except what it
coutributed ifself. The metropoli*tan area
bas heen built wp with private money. The
same thing applies fo all countries. It is
easier {o declare in favour of decentralisation
than to actually carry it out. Decentralization
is a worl that takes with people in the coun-
try, but the diffieulty is to carry it into ef-
feet. We cannot alter human natere. When
T came to Western Australia over 30 years
ago Fremantle was the buginess port of the
colony, and at the same time one could have
fired a cannon along Hay-street Perth, with-
out hitting anybody. Yet the seat of Gov-
ernment was in Perth and through that be-
ing so, it was made the central place to
which people directed themselves. That is
the position everywhere. It could not, how-
ever, be so in England, beeause it is merely
a hop, step and a jum)] between one town
and another. There the arca is small, and
it is occupied by wmillions of people. T re-
member reading a pamphlet published by
Dr. Earle Page wherein he pointed out that
we had six capitals in Australia in which
the pueonle were congregated. To get over
that difficulty his idea “was to create more
capitals, Of course anything can be doue
with money, but we¢ have not got it

Mr. Underwood: The XNorth is producing
the money.

Hon, W. C, ANGWIN: Only some of it.
The North is producing a good deal of wool.
But reverting te Dr. Page’s pamphlet in
which he advocated the establishnient of more
tewns, 1 always understood that decentral-
isation meant the building up of the interior,
and making it convenient Yor the people to
get markets it is necessary to have as many
scaports as possible. That would have the
tendeney of assisting in the development of
the State. To create more Parlaments and
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ta provide for wore Government officials and
an inerease in taxation will not heln to de-
velop the State. Unfortunately for Western
Australia with its small population jealounsies
have spiung upr hetween the towns. That
iecoaunts for some of the dissatisfaction.

Mr, Durack: Ifealthy rivalry, not jealousy.

Hon, W. (', ANGWIN: It is not rivalry at
ali. Mr, Speaker, you have been in this
JTenge when the interests of n majority of
the members have been in the metropolitan
area. But never on any oeeasion have !
known an instanee where, to gerve their pri-
vate intereats, those members voted against
anything which would retard the development
of the eountry,

Mr. Willcock: TIf the country was not .le-
veloped those who were in the citics would
soon go bung.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: Esxuactly; they realis»
that the suecess of their private affairs and the
property they hold in the metropolitan area
depends entirely on the progress of the conn-
try. No one lias anything to gain by doing
anything to retard the development of ary
part of the State. I was talking to the Min-
ister for Agrieulture the other day abent
wheat and le said to me, ‘*You raise more
wheat in your electorate than is raised in any
other part of the State.”’ That i3 true, but
the eleetorate I represent lecs not grow it
The whenat there is raised by machinery. If
I, as member representing that district, had
used my vote in any way to interfere with the
development of the wheat-growing areas, the
wheat referred to would never have heen
“!rajged’’ in my electorate. It is the action
we have taken to assist in the development of
the State ns a whole, that hag put us in the
position to whieh the Minister referred. It is
the only line of action one can take. It is all
humbug when we hear people talk of mem-
bers voting for decentralisation, All the talk
in that direction is merely for the purpose of
deluding the people who reside in the interior.
Tt is the devclopment of the whole State that
bnilda up the metropolitan afea. Without the
development business would go down and we
would 21t 1e in the hankruptey court.

Mr. Tecsdale;: How do you explain the
Albany business when the boats left theref?

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Because the ship-
ping companics desired to go to ['remantle
which was nearer the seat of (Government.

Mr. Teesdale: Tt waa hurtful {o Albany.

Hon, W, . ANGWIN: That may have
heen so. hut it eould not be helped.

Mr. A, Thomson: Albany is in a better
position than Fremantle. and yet the boats
pass that poert. Now the stuff is dragged
away from there.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Tt is not.

Mr. A. Thomson: And you eompel the peo-
ile in the Katanning distriet to pay higher
freighte to Fremantle.

Hen, W, O, ANGWIN; We do nothing of
the kind. T repeat that the wmore ports we
have opened up the hetter for Fremantle.

Mr, Harrison: Did the Manchester Ship
Canal make a difference to Liverposl?
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It might have done,
but that does not impair my argument, which
is, the more ports the better.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member is re-
peating himself.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIX: I supported har-
bour cxtensions and improvemeuts at Al-
bany, Bunbury and Geraldton because I rea-
lised that they were necessary to the advance-
ment of the State. Iowever, the subdivision
of Western Australia at the present time
vould he prejudicial to the interests of the
State, and would check that progress which
we have been cntering upon during the last
two years.

Mr. Underwood: What progress? More
people are geing out of the State than are
coming in,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: 1 o not believe it.

The Minister for Agriculture: It ia nom-
sense.

Hon, W, (&, ANGWIN; If it were so, we
should not be short of house accommodation.

Mr. Willeoek: But the statistician’s figures
prove it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It might be so for
a brief period in the year, but generally
speaking it cannot he. I do not believe it.
Anyhow, T hore the motion will not be agreed
to, especially in view of the admitted objret
with which it has been moved.

Mr. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [8.4]: On the
27th November, 1918, I moved for simi-
lar information to that now being scught by
the member for Kimberley. My reason for
doing so was in order to draw attention fo
the very valuable asset Western Australia has
in its North-West. The chief opponent to my
motion was, of course, the Colonial Treasurer.
It is extraordinary that it should be again tha
Colonial Treasurer who opposes the granting

of this information. I feel certain that
both he and his predecessor have a
very fair idea of the revenue derived

from the North-West, nnd alzo of the com-
paratively small expenditure ineurred in ob-
taining that revenue. It would probably as-
tound the reople of the State if they knew
the wealth produced in the North-West, How-
ever, that motion of mine was ecarried on the
voices, notwithstanding which the return has
not vet heen fortheoming. The reason given for
the delay in the production of the return for
which T maved four years ago Qiag been that
it would cost too mueh. I do mot think that
is the real reason. The Government are not too
keen upon deelaring what the North-West
is doing for the State. Some ¢f our richest
towns in the South-West division have been
built #p by money made in the North-West.
Narrogin, Katanning and other well known
places are merely suburbs of Kimbetley, Roe-
bourne and Gaseoyne. However, since my
motion was carried, the Gorernment have
made an attempt to ereate a North-West
Department, with a separate administration.
Of course, we have not yet had very much
time to show any great development.
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Mr, Teesdale: Our Minister has too many
billets.

Mr. ANGELO: Still, the soparate admin-
istration is growing, and separute books will
be kept for the North.

Mr. Underwood: Those in charge of the
Department of the North conid not keep any-
thing, conld not keep a fowl.

Alr. ANGELO: The <reation of that
new  department——
Mr. FPEAKLER: The wmolion docs not

deat with the creation of a new department.
The hon. memler has not yet touched upon
the motion.

Mr. ANGELO: T consider :he creation of
the new department the first step towards
separation. Separation is necessary to the de-
velopment of the North-West, and also to
the keeping together of the Empire. Consider
the position of Queensland.  neensland has
a population of 680,000 as against our 6,000
in tho North. We have not one per cent. of
the ropulation of Queensland, Why? Because
developing and populating the North has
been dependent on & Governmesnt domiciled
in the South. They have not given us that
administrative range necessary to the devel-
apment of 30 huge o territory. We are closer
than ir Qucensland to enormous markets in
the Datch Tndies, our land is almost as good
as that of Queensland, and still we have not
one per cent. of the ponulatinn of that State.
The member for North-East Fremantle (Hon.
W. C. Angwin) declared that Western Auns-
tralia has euffered through being joined with
the other States. We in the North ara suffer-
ing in the same way, becanre of our distance
from the seat of (Government in Perth,

Mr. Underwood: We are not suffering at
all. We are all right.

Mr. ANGELQ: It is impossible for six
Ministers to develop Western Australia as a
whole.  Taking Queenrland, New South
Wales and Victoria as being about equal in
arca to Western Australia, Queensland has
nine Miniastera, New South Wales 12 and Vie-
toria nine, or a total of 30 Ministers on that
side of the Commonwealth as azainst our
six. T admit that our population in the North
iz rather small on which to ha°e a scparate
State. But when Qurcensland separated, her
poprlation was estimated at only 25,000. Two
years later it had reached only 30,000, It
is suggested that Western Australia shonld
be divided into two, the line of demarention
being somewhat south of Geraldton. Already
there are 16,000 people in that northern area.

Mr, Willeock: There are aonsiderably over
20,000.

Mr. ANGELO: Then in all we have some-
thing like 80,000 people; that is, if the North-
Wegt be ereated one State instead of, as some
suggest, two separate States.

Mr. Willcock: There are 17,000 people
between Carnarvon and Geraldton,

Mr, ANGET.0: Knowing the disadvantage
under which we suffer by reason of lack of
proper administration, we are beginning to
think of setting up a separate State in the
North. Before tea I was taken to task
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tor suggesting that 1t would pay us in the
North to return to Western Australia the
whole of the money cxpended up there and
two million pounds to hoot. That snggestion
did not originate with me, but was made in
the Assembly many years age hy a previous
member for the North-West, then an Honor-
Ary Minister. I refer to Mr. Arthur Male.
Members and Ministera alike display great
want of sympathy with the North. How
wmany Ministers know anything at  all
about the North? The Urcmier, with
a political life of 20 years, touched the North
on a flying visit last yvear for the first time.
I am sure the Minister for Agricvlture will
take the ecarliest opportunity of visiting the
North-West. On his return from Tava the
Minister for Mines had to eall at Carnarvon,
or he would not have known wmuch abhout
that place. Tf the north is to he properly
administered from the south there must be
2 greater number of Ministers, so that some
of them may know more ahout it. Tt is
only Quring the last three months that 1
was fortunmate enough to induce the mem-
her for North-East Fremantle (Hon, W. C.
Angwin) to visit vs for one day.

Mr, SPEAKER: The motion
rcfer to that.

Mr. ANGELO: The hon. member suys it
is not advisable to split the State into two.
This return ia necessary in order to prove
what steps should be taken towards attain-
ing the object which 80 per cent. of the
people of the north support, that is a aep-
arate State. Australia is importing annually
about five million pounds worith of tropi-
eal goods, practically all of which can be
produced in the North-West. Very little at-
tention has been paid to that part of the
State. The member for North East Fre-
mantle said that many of th: thinga [ ad-
voeate? have not, proved suecessiul. v 1e
mentioned soldier settlement, and said that
the soldiers who had been placed there had
returned to Perth. That ia iucorrcet. There
are only three soldicrs concerned. One re-
turned to Perth beeaunse th- elimate did rot
suit him, and the other two are hattling
away and I am sore will prove sueceessful.
I urged the Government not to zend an offi-
cer up there whe was not expecienced.

The Miniater for Agriculture: Mr,
ton was sent up there.

Mr. ANGELO: He is only tw asqistant
irrigationist. He knows nething more abouf
tropieal agriculture than abon: wmining.
asked that he should be allowed to remain
there for three months to advise the soldier
gettlers, but he left after a forknight.

The Minister for Agrieuliur:: There was
nothing for him to do.

Mr. ANGELO: Although he had :lone
notbing he asked to be returned im a fort-
night.  These men are now battling with a
new proposition whieh they do not under-
stand and should have guidance.

The Premier: Some said they kmew all
about it.

does not

Clif-

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. ANGELO: Others besides these two
retarned soldiers reqnire expert adviee. Fhere
are about 20 scttlers concerned. Sowse four
Years ago | moved for a return but uothing
more was heard of it. Possibly this motion
will meet the same fate. If it is found
to be too expensive to sceure the informa-
tion, the Premier can inform the Mouse, and
the matter can drop. If the return can be
gecured without mueh outlay the work should
be done. Whilst it is being prepared perhaps
the return I ask for could alse be furnished
with very little additional expense. T sup-
port tlie motion.

Mr, UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [8.:20]: 1
da not kunew that the foll information asxked
for van be obtained, especially with regard
to the contributions from the north te the
revenue of the State and the Common-
wealth.  The people in the morth lLave con-
tributed heavily to the Commonwealth revenue
through aleohe!l and narcoties. Although we
may not he able to get Ffull informalion
upon the suhject it is desirable that the peo-
ple of this State should have some know-
ledge as to the great wealth of the north.
T am not speaking because T desire separa-
tion. Tf a meotion to that cflect was brought
forward I would advise wmy clectors to re-
main as they are.

Mr. Teesdale: You woitld never iniss
them.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: 1doubtless in the

future there will be a northern State in Apa-
Lialin  with a capital cither at Darwin,
Wyndbum, or XNapier-Broome Bay, Even
with a capital at Darwin, I -vould advise my
ciertors not to jein in with any separate
State. T pay uo regard to the suggertion
that there shonld he a capital at Geraldton.
Perth is quite as close to Marble Bar as it
is to QGeraldton. Neither would I favour
Albany as a eapital. These towns eouid not
find enough money to buy a suit of clothes
for a sergeant-at-arms.

Mr. Willcoek: We would do without one.

My, UXDERWOOD: The object of the
motion is to let the people know what wealth
can bhe produeed in the north. On that score
it is wovthy of consideration. Xaur peopte
have peemnnleied wealth in the nerth and
devored 3 to developrient in the soulh. The
firm with whiclh the member for Kimberley
{Mr. Durack) is conected spent beiween
£40,7%0 and £50,000 at Wagin in catablish-
ing a sheep farm. T suppose at least 100
people have expended anything from £10,000
to £350.000 of money they have made in the
noerth in the development of the south.. The
proposed return cannot cover that expendi-
ture. If the information is supplied, as far
as it ean be supplied, it may lead to the
notth recciving a better deal m the matter of
expenditure from revenue, I do not eay we
are suffering up there, but we are endea-
vouring to point out to the people of the
south what a good country ours is to put
money into. The development of the north
will greatly assist in the development of the
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south, Of the revenuce we have produced
we have not had anything like our fair
share of expenditure, The return should
show how prolific of wealth the north is
and that it is worthy of infinitely more at-
tention than, it has received. Some atten-
tion hag beer paid to us. A AMinister for
the North-Weat has been appointed. I ad-
mit we are a simple people, but why he
hooked himself on to us I do not know, I
really cannoet speak about the North-West de-
partment, becavse I shall break down and
ery my cves out, I trust the motion will be
carried. The information that should be
forthcoming will certainly tend to comvinee
those people who have not scen the north
how vast our wealth is.

Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) [8.28]: Al-
though } support the motion I can foreses
some Qifliculty in obtaining the information.
It may also he expensive to procure. I do
not think the member for Kimberley desires
to get the exact amounts under the various
hendingy he mentioned. It should suit his
requirements if the Premier detailed an officer
of the Treasury, who understands the North-
West and the finances of the State, to arrive
at approximate figures.

The Promier: We could not supply the in-
formation as asked for.

Mr. WILLCOCK: All that is required is
an approximate set of figures. There should
be no difficulty in getting approximate infor-
mation on the items referred to in the motion.
No doubt the intention of the mover was to
gel some information bearing on the question
of cutting up Western Anstralia into smaller
States. We should not confine that considera-
tion to the North-West, for there are other
parts where expressions favourable to the
.smaller State movement have been reeceived.
Eventually we will have to cut up Western
Australia into smaller States.

The Premier: Then how do you justify
Federationt

Mr. WILLCOCK: The Commonwealth was
brought into existence for pnrely national
affairs. T admit that the Federal Govern-
nient have overstepped the mark in various
ways and <instead of dealing only with na-
tional affairs, have interfered considerably
with the State arena.

The Premier: Federation was a guestion of
amalgamation. This is a question of separa-
tiom.

My, WILLCOCK: The whole trouble with
Federation is that it has gone beyond national
affairs and it has dealt with avenues which
stould he preserved for the State. The
smaller State movement had its genesis in
New South Wales, where one portion, eon-
taining about 600,000 people, is desirons of
separation from the rest of the State. In
‘Western  Australia we will not be in a cor-
regponding position for many yeara to come.
At the same time, we should know where we
are and how muech revenne is received, and,
generally, be in possession of information
under the various headings set out in the mo-
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tion, At the confevencc held at Albury re-
cently to consider the question of the smaller
States inovement, representatives from every
part of -Australia were present. At that
gathering, the spade work was done, and it
is necessary to have some authentic informa-
tion and particulars on whi¢ch to base argu-
ments for or against the movement. Until
we get that information, individual members
cannot say whether they arc in favour of the
movement or not.

The Premier: Do you want it at Geraldton?

Mr. WILLCOCK: As the motion stands at
present it does not affect Geraldton beeause
the area covered is just south of Carnarvon,
Bcfore I coneclude, however, I intend to move
an amendment which will extend tDe scope of
the mgtion to cover that part of the State of
which Geraldton is ihe natural port. As to
the question of population, we have almost a8
many people in the CGeraldton areas to whieh
I have referred as we had in Western Auastra-
lisn when responsible government was granted
to us. The population in the northern dis-
trieta is about 30,000, whereas the population
of Western Australia at the time responsible
government was granted, or at least 18 months
suhsequently, was only 48,000. As the mem-
her for Gascoyne (Mr, Angelo} pointed out,
the population of Queensland, where the eli-
mate, soil and other characteristics arc similar
to the northern portion of Western Australia,
wag only 29,000 when self-government was
granted to that part of Australia, If the
people in those days counld suecessfully earry
out these responsibilities, surely it is not he-
yond the bounds of possibility that the people
in the northern areas to-day can successfully
achieve the same result here. Tt is necessary,
however, that we should have information to
guide us. Tf the Premier nndertakes, the
member for Kimberley agreeing to withdraw
the motion, to employ an officer for two or
three weeks to get an approximate idea re-
gording the several matters covered by the
motion, nothing more will be required. For
my part, I would have no obhjection to that
course beinpg adopted. I know we could he
very flippant ahout the expenditure that is
referred to, and argue as to whether the cost
of investigations regarding cotton should be
ircluded in the return, and how much of the
salary of an officer sent to Carnarvon to in-
quire into some matter should be debited to
the North-West, and how mueh to the South-
West. No doubt we can raise all sorts of
difficulties, but if the Premier would realise
the position and give the undertaking that X
suggest, we could get over the diffienlty. X
move an amendment—

That in line 3 of Suhclause 1, after
‘‘latitnde,’’ the following words be im-
serted: ‘‘and also that portion of the
State enclosed by the 26th and 30th
parallel of latitude and between the sea-
coast and the 121st east parallel of longi-
tude.’’

The amendment will extend over an area 100
mileg north and south of Geraldton and extend
inland for 400 miles. The population of that
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[}art of the State is betyeen 18,000 and
14,000,

The Premier:
'you are strong.

ILon. M. F. TROY (Mt. Magnet) [8.40]: L

- sapport the amendment, Had it not bem
moved, I would have supported the motion.

The only oppesition to the metion ia on the

score of cipease. The Premier holds it would

be too costly to get the infowrnation desired

Ly the member for .Kimberley (Mr. Durack).

Are membera of this Houre to be denied vse-

ful intormation that would be of value to

muny of us, on the seore of the small expense

involved? We might be influenced by that

consideration if we thought that the Ministry
‘of to-day looked at all transactions from the
standpoint of the expense jncurred. When
we realise that Ministers themiselves are not

averse to ihcurring expense on aceount ot
juunts to Melbourne and Sydney, throughout
" the country and all over Austialia, one ean-
not understand the objection on the seore ot
cxpense to the motion moved by the member
" for Kimberley. I have a recollection of Min-
isters who complain on the score of ¢x-

‘pense when a member moves for a return,
who have never hesitated to nitach a car or

two cars to trains at considorable coxt to the

State. Yot when a return is asked for, the

uestion of cxpense is rajsed! [ know a Min-

ister who travelled to the Bastern States and

I doubt whether it was on State affairs, be-

cause he attended to private lmtiness in con-

nection with the comnany he was intercsted

in. I intend to make inguiries ubout that mak-

ter, I hold that members asking for informa-

tion are entitled to have it furnished. It is

importaut because members representing the

© North-West shounld know what the cost of
works there ha< been, anid what charges have

been levied. Tt is a question of publie busi-

" ness and is not brought forward out of mere
curiogity, Meinbers are entitled to the infor-

mation apd from that standpeint I support

the motion. The member {ov Kimberley de-

sires the information in connction with the

new State movement. He said that the time

had arrived for the formatior of a new

State and he dealt with the matter to some ex-

tent. The whole debate has hinged round the

question of the possibility of a new State be-

ing created. Tf Western Anstralia is te be

developed as it ought to be, the State must

he divided. It eannot be succesafully admin-

ixtrated from the City of Perth. Had the

original capital of Western Australin been

situated at Broome, there would have becn

very little development in the Sonth-West.

The development would have been in the

XNorth; the South would have heen neglected

on aceeunt of its distance from the capital.

The whole development of Anstralia has pro-

cecded from the eapitals, beeause the capitals,

being the political centres, hecame the com-

. mercial and manufacturing centres, and the
popuniation congregated there and spread-out

from them. Tf Geraldton had been the eapital

of Western Australiz the development in the

vieinity of Geraldton would to-day hare been

You should e mereiful i€
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as great as it s in the Sputh-West. 1t we
had a population of 40,000 people in Gerald-
ton to-day, the development of the Vietoria
district would have greater thun the develop-
ment in the distriets around Ferth, beecause
the Iand is better. Lf we had a population of
40,000 people at Broome, the development of
the Kimberleys would have procecded apace.
The only way in whieh Australia ean be
developed js by the establishment of gov-
erements at the ports, and from those centres
the population will spread oot and develop
the eountry. Whether members living nd-
Jueent to Perth like it or not, this sort of
thing will happen sooner ur Jater. All this
talk about the development of the North re-
presents fo mnch pretence and su many empty
platitudes becawvse the Government of West-
evit Awrtralin are not eapabls of developing
even the South-West, They may spend a few
pounds in the north in {he «reation of a set-
tlement at Carmarvon, but it 18 bound te fail,
beeaunse it is too far distant tiom the centre
ts be sympathetically administered. The Gov-
ernment may ereate departmeats in the North-
West, but the North cannot be developed from
Perth, Lecause of the distanee. For a popu-
lution of a little over 300,000 people to talk
ahout developing one-third of 1he eentinent of
Auvstralia is utterly ridiculons, The Govern-
ment cannot pive decent attention to the arens
in cloge proximity to the capital. We in the
Murchison district are as a veice cryiug in
the willerncas,.  We get nmo  consideration
whatever from the Government. Yalgoo is at
| resent experiencing Lhe greatest nining re-
vival of many vears, and the Government
have no knowledge of it. The Minister, when
spoken to, said he thonght the vlaee was dead,
arked what was doing and said he was glad
to hear it. When Ministers visit these loecali-
ties they leave again as sonm as they can.
Their itinerary is fixed and they must get
away. Notwithstanding the rcmarks of the
member for Pilbara, whose coustituents are
largely squatters able to live in Perth, the
development of the greater part of the North
can only take place by the formation of a new
State and a new administration. The job of
developing the South-West is teo big for the
present Government; they hail better hand
over the XNorth to a QGovernment who
van ceneourage and direet its activities.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.|

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [8.50]: T am
serry T ¢aanot join with the member for Kim-
berley (Mry. Durack) in c¢alling for this ex-
pensive retorn. T have carefully read the
‘“Hansard’" report of the hon, member’s
speech and T Ao not think he has given justifi-
cation for the preparation of an expensive re-
pert, merely to support what is part and par-
cel of his platform, the new Stute movement.
Tt is tene, as the member for Mt, Maonet
said, that this State is large and unwieldy,
amt the time will come when effect will be
given to the provision in the Constitntion
nermitting of the ereation of smaller States.
But to-day it woulil be impossible to find two
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wen in the public life of Australia who
could agree on the manner in which West-
emn Australia should be subdivided. If ever
there was a legitimate claim for subdivigion,
it eould be advanced by the KEastern gold-
fields. For the Letter part of a quarter of a
ccntury the Eastern poldfields have been de-
nied their legitimate port and ountlet and tre
means of communieation to secnre the essen-
tials for the industry. The member for Kim-
herley said—

If this is so I think we are talking in
platituydes when we talk of the great possi-
bilities of the North-West. If this is true,
we must pursue some other poliey.

Surely the hon, member must know that one
of the things operating against even the
medivm development of the North-West is our
shockingly bad land poliey.

Mr. Mann: What is wrong with it?

Mr. LAMBERT: Tt has almost as many
fanlts as the hon. member; T do not think
there i3 a good point about it. The Govern-
ment some little time ago perpetuated a wrong
by virtually alienating the pastoral leases for
another 21 years. The time had then arrived
to make & clear review of the land policy, but
no regard was paid to that important matter,
The sole desire was to rush through an amend-
ing Bill in order to hold up big areas amount-
ing almost to principalities which might have
heen developed on better and more systematic
lines. The member for Kimberley advanced
very little argument in support of his request
for a stocktaking of the North to demonstrate
its potential wealth to the world. Members
should have some regard for the cost of this
return, If the new States movement had
taken that practical turn wlieh would eall for
a constitutional review of the governments of
Australia, tle hon. member would have been
justified in asking for a stocktaking of the
ncrthern portion of this State. But he must
know that British communities are slow to
net, particularly when a constitutional change
is involved. This is evidenced in our relation-
ship to the Federal Government. We know
the shocking anomalies existing under the
Federal constitution to-day, but no matter
what cries might emanate from the different
State legislatures, the Commonwealth Govern-
ment have remained deaf to the need for con-
stitutional reform and have denied us that
meed of justiee we as an autonomous State
deserve. Those who have been in public life
for any length of time know the sacrifices this
State made in entering the Federation, and
would be loth to take a step which would
further jeopardise its interests. That our in-
terests have heen jeopardised by the creation
of the Commonwealth is obvious to everyome.
At present we have a Royal Commission en-
deavouring to demonstrate to the rest of Aus-
tralia the sorry plight of this State as a result
of Federation., The very existence of the
Royal Commission shows that we realise our
responsibility in the matter. We should first
vrge justice for the State of Western Aus-
tralia. It is for us to show, net that it is
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impossible to develop this State, but that we
are not going to allow our territory to be
bartered away as the Northern Territory was
bartered away, merely to be controlled from
the seat of the Federal Government. The
member for Kimberley should realise that the
new States movement is not yet within the
sphere of practical polities. Having regard to
the present financial position cf the State, one
ever-growing deficit and the need for money
for developmental purposes, we have no money
to spare for this object. I can understand the
desire of the members for Geraldton and Mt.
Magnet to have included on the return the
portions of the State represented by them;
but after calm refleetion I think they will be
econvineed that ne good purpose ecould be
sorved by the Government committing the
country to the big expenditure which would be
neeessary merely to show the amount of
money expended by way of interest and sink-
ing fund and the amount of revenuc earned
by the North. The motion is iron-bound in
its terms. Tt ealls for exact data. It asks
for—

(1} The wvalue of all assets belonging
to the State, in that portion of the State
north of the 2Gth parallel of south lati-
tude, standing in the Government records
at the 30th June, 1921, )

The member for Kimberley must recognise
t_h:la)t that represents a colossal and expensive
Jeb.
(2) The rcserve by way of depreeiation
and sinking fund apgainst the cost of those
assets, if any, and the amount.
There is a portion of our sinking fund stand-
ing against those nssets, and it would have
to be carefully ascertained and accurately
apportioned.
{3) The amount of depreciation and sink-
ing fund so provided for, if any, allowed
for in valuation of nssets ss per No. 1.
We know there is a sinking fund in connec-
tion with our loans.
(4) The total revenue derived by the State
from all sources in that portion of the
State north of the 26th parallel of south
latitude for the 10 years cnded 30th June,
1921,
That, too, is a good big job, calling for much
work and cxpense.

(§) The revenue derived in the two years
ended 30th June, 1921, (6) The cost of
upkeep, working expenses, cost of collec-
tion of revenue, and all other revenue ex-
penditure for the 10 years ended 3Nth June,
1921,
Hon. members will see that this is going to
be a very cxtensive return. It is a return
which ean have no other purpose than to help
the new States movement. T believe the
member for Kimberley and the prime movers
in that movement will get a rube sheck when
they learn the cost of administering onr
North, and the revenue derived from it. See-
ing the great wealth whiech the North pos-
sesses, I think it would be regrettable to
make the figures known, beeause it would
apen the eyes of the people to the backward
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pelicy we have pursued sinee responsible gov-
ernment. If the blame could be laid at the
door of svecessive Administrations, it wonld
be a strong argument in favour of creating
another State in that portion of Western
Australin. With the mover and the member
for Mt. Magnet I believe the time must come
when this State will prove too unwieldy for
administration from the present seat of
Government. T would urge the member for
Kimberley to accept the view that our firat
respensibility is to define the relationship
between ourselves as an autonomous Statoe,
and the Commonwealth. This State cannot go
ou as at present, with the existing attitude
of the Federal Government. There must bhe
a ¢lear revision of the Federal attitude to-
wards the Btates, particularly as regards
finaneial arrangements, if Western Aunstralia
is not to be forced by pecuniary considera-
tions to how to unification. I do not sub-
seribe to many of the doctrines regarding uni-
fication which are cnunciated throughout
Australia. I believe that given proper stabil-
ity, which the remoulding of the financial
provisions of our Commonwealth Constitution
should yield, we have here in Western Auns-
tralia all the necessary elements for develop-
ment. But while we are starved. finanecially,
this State cannot pursue a courageous path
of development. Passing from that nspeect,
T would urge the member for Kimherley, if
he really wants a reasonable return—te which
I acknowledge North-Western members are
entitled—he should ask for an approximate
veturn of the assets of the North-West be-
yond a certain latitude, and figures of rev-
enve and expenditure for the last 10 ycars,
without going into details. Such a return
would show that that porition of the State,
ne it is to-day, has the elements necessary
for n scparate autonomouns State. SBueh
return would not involve the Govermment in
a large expenditure. T do not believe the
mover, even if he could, would foree such
an expenditure if it would serve no very
practical purpose. T am with the mover in
asking for an approximate return, giving the
assets within £50,000 or £100,000, a margin
which would make no difference from n prae-
tieal standpeint. The rcturn should alse show
revenue and expenditure for the last 10 vears,
by way of proving that even on that spargely
populated portion of Western Australia 2
claim exists for control by separate author-
ity. I am sometimes astonished by the little
regard some membera exhibit for the expense
involved when they ask for returns of this,
that, and the other thing, almost of dog
fights, in various parts of the State,

Mr. Pickering interjected.

My, LAMBERT: The hon. member inter-
jeeting has been prominent in demanding re-
turns which served no other purpose than that
of occupying a good big space in our morn-
ing newspaper.

Mr, Pickering: I do not think you are
right in that.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not know that those
returng have served any other purpose.
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Mr. Pickering: That is some pmrpose, at
all events,

Mr. LAMBERT: T would rather see the
hen. member figuring in the newspaper than
sec gome of the returns he enlls for displayerd
there. Hono members, in the exereise of
their prerogative to enll for returns, shonld
have some regard for expense. There is much
inferination T myself would like. T would
e glad to have a return of the amount of
money paid by the taxpayers on our Fastern
(loldficlds, portion of which T represent. T
helieve such & return would give the world
striking tostimony of the small proportion of
nmeney derived from that source which has
heen rightly and legitimately expended. T
helicve it would show that the Fastern Gold-
fields eonld righteously elaim that the Gov-
crnment of this State have pursued a poliey
of treacherous centralisation, depriving the
Eastern Goldfelds of that communieation the
lack of which to-day is largely responsible
for the decay in the mining indnstry which
is so painfully cvident, The member for
Kimberley would get a pood deal more econ-
sideration and sympathy if he would restriet
himself to asking for a return which would
serve all praetieal purposes, without involv-
ing such huge erpense. Tf the Treasurer
could endorse the statement that such a re-
turn would cost no great amount of money,
T helieve the motion would have the full
backing of this Chamber.

Mr.  MeCALLUM  (South  Fremante)
[9.147: Tt is surprising how those who de-
nonnee yatrochinlism, and complain of net
cutting fair treatment, are the very members
to defend parochialism of their own and to
agk for speeial consideration for their parti-
vular district. Why should the Xorth-West
or the Geraldton distriet be singled out for
speeial consideration in the matter of returns
hovond any other part of the State? I under-
stand that the amitation for new States had
its birth on the Eastern Goldficlds many years
ago.

Hon. T. Walker: The Euastern Goldfields
were actually promised separation.

Mr, MeCALLCUM: Aceording to the in-
formation T have, those who were then in
autharity here were told preity plainly that
if “they did not advocate Federation, the
Fastern Goldfields would be granted separa-
tion from Woestern Australin, That is how
the agitation for the division of Western Aus-
tralia was born, Now, what claim has the
North-West for special concideration more
than the Eastern Goldficlds have? The East-
ern Goldfields have done far more for West-
ern Australia than the North-West has done.
The opening up of this State, the placing of
this State on its feet, evervthing that West-
crn Australia has to-day, is dve to the gold-
ficlds of Weatern Australia, the Fastern and
Murchison goldfields. Yet those who are now
speaking against parochialism and against
centralisation are asking for sommething that is
extremely parochial, something nffecting their
own particelar districts.
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Mr, Durack: Inquiring for information re-
garding a coastline of 1,300 miles can hardly
be called parochial.

Mr, MeCALLUM: It is parechial. Can
any argument apply to the North-West that
cannot be applied say, to the Fastern gold-
ficlds? Cau any argument apply to the East-
crn goldfields that cannot be applied, say, to
Isperance and so on? I may want an in-
quiry in regard to Fremantle. Let us aacer-
tain what Fremantle can show. Then there are
Bunbury and Albany, and we may have in-
quiries into Collie and Esperanece. Why have
speeially tavoured consideration for a seleeted
part of the State?

Mr. Durack: It is not parochialism by any
means,

Mr. MeCALLUM: TI¢ it is not, I fail to
understand the meaning of the word.

AMr. Duraek: It will embrace two-thirds of
the State.

-Mr. MeUALLUM: The hon. member is
agking for something for one part of the Stat:
which he is not prepared to grant to the re-
mainder of the State. Why not include in
the motion every part of the State? Why is it
worded to cover two sclected parts of the
State? There is no c¢ase made out for the
Novth-West that eannot be made out with
ten times the foree for the gollfields of West-
ern Australia.

Mr. Willroek: You have to be parochial
to get justice.

Mr, MeCALLUM: I do net believe that
at all. If the case is strong vou can com-
mand & hearing, and if you have the force of
argiment behind you, you can demand that
those in authority shall listen to your plead-
ings and give considcration to lhe arguments
you advanee. Tt will amount to abselute
waste of poblie funds if we agree to the mo-
tion. Where will it lead us and what will come
of it? This will involve the expenditure of
£7,000 or £3,000 hefore it is completed. The
hon. member wants o valuatinn made.

Mr. Durack: Tt started with £10¢; now it
is getting up to thousands.

Mr, McCALLUM: 1 will cost over £100
to print the report.

The Premier: T said hundreds,

Mr. MeCALLUM: How will the valuation
be made? It will be necessary to get men to
tour the country, and then aseertain what pub-
lie funds have been apent and what have been
colleeted. T do not think the hen. member
has given the matter any consideration.

Mr. Durack: Are not records kept down
here? Ts there no book-keeping?

Mr. McCALLUM: The Premier has told
us that the accounts are not separated. Does
the member for Kimberley imagine that the
Treasury books are marked in latitude and
longitude? Doos he think that the Treasury
staff rule oft their books acenrding to the de-
grees of latitude and longitude? Even sup-
pose it were possible to get the information
the hon. membrr desires to have, what purposze
wonld it serve?

Hon. T. Walker: That is the essential.
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Mr., Willeock:
we are.

Mr. MeCALLUM:
knows where we are.

Mr. Willeock: In the mud.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Then this motion will
not help the hon. member to get out of it

Hon. W. C. Angwin: If you know you are
in the mud what good will it do to let every-
body else know?

Mr. MeCALLUM: If there is an carnest
desire for the division of the State into amal-
Jer States, it cannot end with this motion. We
must go further and divide the State into
areas having regard to community of inter-
ests. The whole proposai as il is is a farce,
and I hope the House will nat ngree to either
the motion or the amendment.

It will show exactly where

The hon. member

The PREMIER (Hon, Sir James Mitchell
—XNortham—on amendment) [9.228]: T told
the House that it would cost hundreds cof
pounds to prepare this return, Hon. mem-
bers have s)oken as if the mover of the mo-
tion had mercly asked for a return showing
the cost of public works. That is not =0 at
all. A great deal of detailrd information has
been asked for quite apart from the cost nf
harbours, meat works, ote. The hon. member
desires to be told just how much revenue has
been paid inte the Treasury by the people
living in the morthern part of the State.

Mr. Pickering: Cannot you get some infor-
mation frem the Customs?

The PREMIER: Terhaps the hon. member
can tell me how much has been paid.in stamp
duties in that part of the State to date?

Mer, Pickering: Tt is not my business.

The PREMIER: Nor is it inine. The mem- ~
ber for Kimberley wants details of the rev-
enue derived from all sourves,

Mr. Corboy: Tt is absolutely ridiculous. He
cannot get it.

The PREMIER: Of course not.

Mr. Willcock: I said we wanted an approxi-
mate idea.

The PREMIER: Tt would be a much sim-
pler matter, if it is desired to take over a
large part of the tevritory of Woestern
Australia, to pay 1s. 6d, an acre, as
the North-West proportion of the public debt.
Would the hon. member pny 1s. 64, an acre
in his district? The House, of course, is en-
titled to all the information it ean get, hut
it is impossible to get the books kept in such
a way as to separate all the areas and show
the cxjenditure on the particular part of tho
territory at any particular time. The north
cannot say it has been neglected. We have
spent a great deal of money in building and
improving harbours and in other works. Tt
must be remembered too that the people in
the north oceupy large arcas of land. The
position is totally different from that in the
South-West, because there are so few people
in the north and they are able to secure large
arcas at a cheap price. You cannot expect to
do in million-acre holdings what you do
with 100-acre holdings. I daresay that when
we get the cotton fields blooming unp there,
the country will grow apree and the position
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will be changed. Then there may be small
holdings. I hope the House will not order
the return to be prepared in the form in
which it haa been asked. 1 am willing to give
all reagsonable information that can be given.
1 do not mind giving information if it is to
be used against the argoments advanced for
separation. Of eourse [ do not know how
the people will vote, remembering that the
seat of Government is in Melbourne. 'The
Yederal Constitution is what the people vote:d
for,

Mr. Willcock: But we did not expect them
to butt into sixpenny picture shows.

Ar. Angelo: If we cut up Western Aus-
tralia into smaller States we will have bigger
representation in the Federal Parliament.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Perhaps.

The PREMIER: The amendment wishes
to ropc in Geraldton in the statement of rev-
enue and expenditure. Geraldton, I suppose,
would be part of the new State and perhaps
the capital, but T think we might leave it to
the people who represent the North to declare
where the capital is to be and then determine
the area to be covered by these requests. The
capital might be at Meekatharra, because
Geraldton would be too far south. Morcover
Geraldton is unprotected. I hope the House
will not agree to the amendment.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [9.30]:
There scems to have been a want of thonght
in the compilation of this motion for a re-
turn. .

Mr. Pickering: It is pretty fnll,

Hon. T. WALKER: It is not full at all
" There have been indieated several ways in
which it could be amended, particularly by
the member for Geraldton (Mr, Willeock).
This seems to be an all-round general pro-
position that would require a small army of
geniuses to supply the requisite information.
How lightly some members think of questions
of this kind can be gathered from the state-
ment of the member for Gascoyne (Mr. An-
gelo), where he says, ‘¢ Let us pass the motion
and, if the Government find it is going to
cost them a lot of money or it is very incon-
venient to earry out, let them drop it.'' That
is the seripus view which some members take
of their services in this Chamber, to pass
semething which entails an impossibility and,
having passed it, leave it to the Government,
and if the Government like to drop it, they
can, and that will be all about it. That is
playing with Parliamentary responsibility.
If both the amendment and the motion were
withdrawn and something framed on the lines
suggested by the member for Geialdton, T
could understand the Government agrecing to
it; but as the motion stands it is absolutely
impossible to sapply the information. The
hon. member knows that he himself is seck-
ing in the North for assets which may be
worth millions. He is a member of a com-
pany which believes the North has an under-
current of oil, a little buried sea of that
precious source of wealth. Te is going te
pet that put down as an asset, There are,
T have not the slightest doubt, immense min-
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cral dejosits in the North-West not vet
touched, which cannot be estimated; yet they
are assets of the State,

The Fremier: Thousands of n.iles of min-
eral eountry.

Mr. Durack: We are speaking of tangible
assets, not of imaginary assets.

Hon, T. WALKER: They arc not imagin-
ary; they are real; they are there. Ts there
one who can attest the value of the assets
of the North-West as encountered by every
fresh exploration? Every new investigation
declares the North-Weat to be more and mare
valuable.

Mr. Durack: Then why don’t we get more
money to go on with it?

Hon. T. WALKER: Suppose the hon, mem-
ber carried out his ideal to-morrow, drew a
line from the Pacific Ocean to the border of
South Australia and said, ‘‘ All north of that
shall be a new State,’! where ia he to get
immediately his money to run a country like
that with the population that is in it at the
present time? How is he going to nm a State
such as that under cxisting circumstances?
Let us go carefully. Within the last 10 years
the North-West has been most generously
treated in proportion to the distributable
wealth of the State. The State has focussed
on thae North-West.

Mr. Angelo: Not in proportion to what the
State has got out of it.

Hon. T. WALKER: That may be, but then
no part of the State has been treated in pro-
portion to what has been got out of it. Have
the goldfields been so treated? Of course
not. They have had their share, and all the
time the State has been foeussed on the de-
velopment of the North-West.

Mr. Durack: Do you eall £20,000 for the
development of the North a fair propor-
tion?

Hon. T. WALKER: What is your popu-
lation? The hon. member is representative
of a elass of scttler that occupies areas for
the breeding of cattle alone, areas which
would be caeh a kingdom in Europe. He has
made a fortune. He is only one. There are
several who have become, not exactly million-
aires, but close upon it by the bounteous
wealth of the North-West. And he is not
only greedy enough to pocket all the rieh
hountiea of natnre from there, but would
come down to the Treasury and ask the Treas-
urer to empty ita wealth into his pocket!
These are the benefactors and patriots of
Western Australia! That is what is wanted
by these cattle kings who would settle the
Xorth-West, not with people, but with bul-
locks and cows.

Mr. Durack: Give vs the money with which
to try to settle it.

ITon. T. WALKER: Money, money, moncy,
that is all he wants! Money, money, money!
He has no bigger heart, no higher ideal than
money. Yet the North-West has made his
fortune, True, it is impossible to do all
that any of us could wish for the North-
West. There is no one in the Chamber but
would desire to see the North-West flourish,
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with large cities, not only on the coast but
in tho interior also.

[The Speaker resumcd the Chair,]

Mr. Durack: Yet you object to the ex-
penditure of £100 to produce a return!

Hon. T. WALKER: Begause the hon. mem-
ber does not ask for a return which is pos-
sible and reasonable. He asks for a return
of the value of all the assets, including his
ecows unpaid for in the North-West, and the
depreciation of all those assets. We have
not yet aseertained for governmental pur-
poses the real assets of the North-West.
All T know is that many pastoralists of the
North-West have prevented settlement; have
absorbed the wealth of that territory and
sought to kecp it for themselves, to the ex-
¢lusion of closer settlement and more indns-
trial devclopment. Tt is impossible to get
thiz return. 1 would willingly support it.
Nobody desires decentralisation more than
I do. if it ean be done, but T d¢ not want
impossibilities. T do not want to send the
officers of the Government on a fool's errand.
They eould not get this information.

Mr. Durack: Are there no records?

Hop. T. WALKER: Yes, but récdfds that
would not satisfy the hon. member, and would
not obey this proposed order. It is impos-
gible. Therefore I hope the House will reject
both the amendment and the motion, Then,
if at any time the member for Geraldton
likes to put into phraseology the suggestion
he has made for a return, T will support it.

Mr. CORBOY (Yilgarn) [9.40]: T oppose
both the amendment and the motion. Tt is
time a protest was cntered against the habit
of calling for returns with so little thought
as has evidently been bestowed on the matter
on this occasion, One momecut’s consideration
of the form in which this motion has been
submitted would have convineed the mover
that it was impossible to supply the inferma-
tion asked for. If the information is desired
for the purpose of furthering the movement
for smaller States, some more landable method
of jnercasing interest in that movement could
well have been adopted. On cxamination of
the mction, I think the hon. member himsel€
would admit it could have been drafted in a
much moere satisfactory way. First of all
the hon. member desires to know the value
of all assets helonging to the State north of
the 26th parallel of south latitude, standing
in the Government records on the 30th June,
1921, Only one meaning can be given to that.
The motion says ‘‘all assets.’’ TIn other
words, the hon. member wants an investiga-
tion whieh will necessitate assessing the value
of, and recording and putting up in the form
of a return, every little tinpot building in the
North-West belonging to the Government,
every road and.little jetty, every light-keeper’s
dinghy. Every asset of the Government has
to be set down in a return. I wonder that
any member ghould have the temerity to ask
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for the expenditure of State moneys and the
time of State servants in getting out such a
rcturn, Later in the motion we find, **The
total revenue derived by the State from all
sources in that portion of the State north of
the 26th parallel of south latitude for the
10 vears ended 30th June, 1921.°" I wonder
did the hon. member consider what he was
asking for when he framed that motion? T
put it seriovsly to him, that it is quite evi-
dent it wonld be impossible for either the
GGovernment or any private business concern
operating on eimilar Jincs, to give that infor-
mation. Does the hon. member think, for in-
stance, that the Taxation Department keeps a
scparate set of records for cvery distriet in
the State, and especially for those north
of the 26th parallel of south latitndef
Noes the hon. member think all the fees
collected by the police in the North have
been kept separately in the records of the
Police Department and of the Treasury
during the period mentioned in the motion?
I put it to the hon. member, that what he is
asking for is exactly similar to my asking
him for a retwrn showing the amount he has
derived from every separate sheep in his
flocks.

Mr, Durack: I could give it as from every
separate station.

Mr. CORBOY: No doubt, and the Cem-
menwealth could give the amount derived
from every State, which is a parallel, The
hon, memher complaing that we refuse him
£100 for the purpose of getting out this
return, T state quite seriously that, from my
association with the Government depart-
ments, it wounld cost

Mr. Teesdale: Tt lias cost ncarly that in
talk already, '

Mr. CORBOY: I am sure the money would
have bheen well spent had we had, from the
hon. member who interjected, a eontribu-
tion to the debate. All the wealth possesaed
by the hon, member would not pay for get-
ting out this return, let alone the miserable
hundred pounds that has heen mentioned.

Mr. Durack: You kunow more about this
than does the Premier.

Mr. CORBOY: I may be repeating what
the Premier said.

Mr, Durack: It will cost only a hundred
pounds or so.

My, CORBOY : On reflection the hon.
member will admit that it is impossible to
obtaio the amount of revenue received dur-
ing the past 10 years from aay particular
part of the State.

Mr., Durack: Apparently that is so.

Mr. CORBOY: Tf it were otberwise, the
hon, member and his colleagues would be
the first to complain about the increase in
the number of ¢ivil gservants. Only to-day
a member has asked for the number of civil
servants employed in a particular part of
‘Western Australia. Members are continu-
ally cavilling at the number of people em-
ployed by the State. If information such
as this had to be kept by Gavernment
officers, it would necd three-quarters of the
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population of the State to do the work., If
the information could he obtained, the ecost
of getting it would outweigh its value.
Those who are sponsoring the new States
moventent wmust have a very weak case,
and very little faith in it, when they ask
for such paltry information as this,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle—on amendment) [9.47]: The amend-
ment extends the scope of this motion from
the 26th latitude to the 30th latitude, and
also to the 121st longitude. I do not know
why the whole of the State was not em-
braced. Members wounld then only need to
refer to the returns that are published and
andited. in order to obtain the information
they require. What have the people of
Bulia Bolling to do with the people of
Broome or Derby in respect to the formation
of a new State. The amendment almost
ineludes Menzies. What connection is there
between that town and the far north? It
only serves to show what a difference of
opinien there would be even if it were con-
sidercd nccessary to divide Western Aus-
tralia into smaller States. Some would want
the Eastern Goldfields tacked on to Broome,
and others on te Esperance, whilst the
greaiest number would want the goldfields
tacked on to Fremantle, There is nothing
in the motion to guide any officer in pre-
paring a return that would be of any
interest to those who are advocating the
redivision of Western Australia into
smaller States.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is now
diseussing the amendment.

Hon, W, ¢. ANGWIN: The amendment
proposes to extend the area embraced hy
the motion, in order that there may be an
expression of opinien from the other paris
of the State to be included. Why should
Geraldion be inclnded with Menzies?

Mr. Willeock: The devclopment of the
State should have been carried out along
that line.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN : Many of these
railways that are covared by the amendment
are not as satisfactory to the State as they
might have been. In the first place we
must be unanimous in regard to the re-
division of the State, Secondly, we must
see that there is a suffiecient number of
pecple in each area. The wealth that is
contained in the additional areas will not
atrengthen the ease of the advocates for a
new State as proposed by the motion. We
all hope that oi) will be diseovered hetween
latitvdes 26 and 30, and if it is discovered,
the whole State should receive the benefit.
The gold production embraced by the
original area will not greatly add to the
wealth of the additional area. The amend-
ment will make the position more difficult
than it was before. Doubtless the time will
come when the Stale is divided into two or
more parts, but we are not ripe for that yet.
I see no neeessity for the amendment. At
any rate, the period mentioned in the
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motion will not represent a fair view of
the case. Since 1914 the whole werld hag
suffered as a result of the war, and is still
suffering. Very little money has been ex-
pended in these areas, nor has it been avail-
able for that purpose. I trust the amend-
ment will not be carried.

Mr, PICKERING (Sussex) [10.0]: I did
ot know this motion would cover so wide a
range of subjects. I had intended to move
an amendment to make it apply to the 34th
parallel, but that would include the whole
State and I thought it would be out of order.
There are only two arguments in favour of
the meotion, firstly on the smaller States
issue, and secondly on the question whether
sufficient money has been spent in the north
compared with the revenue collected there-
frem., I have always opposed the smaller
States movement. The lcasons we have learned
from Federation anre such as te discourage
Wegtern Australia from doing anything that
wilt bring about a worse position of affairs
than exists to-day. There is no doubt that
Western Australia has suffered considerably
sinec entering Tederation. That position will
e aggravated by the smaller States move-
ment,

Mr. Johnston: We might get more repre-
sentation in the Federal Parliament.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: You might not,

Mr. PICKERING: Through unification, we
would lose the sovereign rights the State
possesses at present, and rights which West-
ern Avstralia holds dear indeed. I oppose
the motion on that ground.

Mr. Johnston: Then you are opposing Dr.
Earle Page.

Mr. PICKERING: I do not care whether
I am opposing Earle Page or any other page.
I am satisfied the intercsts of Western Auns-
tralia will be better served by retaining our
present boundaries, We have more dignity
in the Federal Parliament now, than would
he possible if the State were divided into six
smaller States as sugpgested by Dr. Page.
Under such conditions that would bc the end
of Western Anustralia as a State and the in-
terests which we hold 80 dear would be saeri-
ficed. As to the reason advanced that we have
not spent as much money in the North-West
as we should have done——

The Minister for Agriculture: That applies
to Busselten too.

M:. PICKERING: It applies t¢ every part
of the State, except the metropolitan area.

Mzr, Johnston: We have all been exploited.

Mr. PICKERING: There is no doubt about
that. The arguments vsed by the member for
North-East Fremantle (Hon, W. C. Angwin)
astounded me, particularly when 1 heard him
dilate uron expenditure that had been in-
curred in the country at the expense of the
metropolitan area. To use a vulgarism, I was
‘¢ flabbergasted’'’ when I heard him making
those references.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: T did not say it as
at the expense of the metropolitan area.
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Mr, PICKERING: When we consider that
the money spent in developing the State, in-
cluding the goldfields areas, has been spent in
the interests of the metropolitan area, his
attitude i3 astounding.

Hon, W. C, Angwin: We have been mak-
ing saerifices for you.

Mr, PICKERING: [ should have thought
that the member for North-East Fremantle
at least would recognise that the vast sums
of money spent in connection with the ramifi-
cations of the railway system have been spent
with the cbjeet of attracting everything that
the State produces to the port of 'remantle,
where the greatest benefit has been gained as
the result of thig lavish expenditure in West-
ern  Australia.

Mr. Munsgie: Do not railways go to Bun-
bury and Albany?

Hon, W. C. Angwin: And Busselton?

Mr, PICKERING: There were port-to-port
rates, which benefited the outer parts consider-

ably. Those rates have heen taken away, how- -

ever.

Mr. Munsic: Why do you stick to the Gov-
ernment that took them away? You must
have believed in them, if you still support the
Government,

Mr. PICKERING: 1 do not know that it
was this Government. I am under the im-
pression that it was the Labour (overnment
who took them away.

Hon. W. C, Apgwin: No, it was not. Tt
was done at the request of other ports to stop
the shipping going there.

Mr. Johnston: This return will solve that
problem.

Mr. PICKERING: Not so far as ihe port
of Busselton is eoncerned. Bunbury, T know,
has suffered from this aspcet too. I con
understand the wmember for North-East Fre-
mantle opposing anything that will interfere
with the interesis of the port of Fremantle.
I object to the rcturn which is called for,
hecause it covers many aspects which it will
ke quite impossible for the Government to fur-
nish, T trust that everything will be done to
conserve the interests of the State as if is
to-day and that no return which will assist in

the movement indicated by the member for

Kimberley, will be forthcoming,

Mr. DURACK (Kimberley—in  reply)
[106]: I had no conception when T intro-
tuced the simple motion for a return that the
diseussion of it would oecupy so much time.
T am snrprised at the attitnde adopted by
seme hon. members, particularly the member
for Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker.) His re-
marks to-night have entirely cxemplified the
truth of the statement in the telegram which
was addressed to the smaller States confer-
ence at Albury, wherein it was pointed out
that the people in the South had no coneep-
tion of the difficulties under which we are suf-
fering in the North.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Is the hon. mem-
ber quoting from ‘‘Hansard'® of the present
session

Mr. DURACK: Yea.
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Mr. SPEAKER: Then he is out of order.

Mr, DURACK: My atteation has been
diawn to the fact that the people in the
South do not appreciate our difticulties in the
North and that has been exemplified to-night
liecause the objections te the: motion have
come mostly from southern members, I re-
gret that the Premier has not been able to
aceede to the request for the return. I did
not think there would be mueh diffienlty in
getting the figures. I am glad to know that 1
am borne out in that impression by the mom-
ber for Kanowna who praelieally said that
the figures were available and that they could
he procured without any ditheulty in some
shape or foru. 1 have no desire to crosa
sworde with the member for Kanowna, but 1
am astounded at the volte fare he has taken
to-night, compared with his attitude in No-
vember, 1918, when he spoke regarding a
motion wmoved hy the member for Gascoyne
{Mr. Angelo) along similar lines, I would
like to read the remarks of the member for
Kanownn in reply to the cont:ntions put up
by the member for Gascoyne on that oecasion,
The speech by the how. memher was rather
lengthy and it was an eloqueut uddress in em-
phaging the necessity for getting information
such as that T have asked fov in the return.
He said in the course of his speech—

Gur whole State must he developed. Tt
is purely with a view to ‘har development
that attention is mnecesrary to make the
North-West a component part of Western
Australia, and not an associated section
which might well he separated from ug
without cousing a heart’s pang to those
who live here.

Hon. T. Walker: I agres with that still,
Tt is you who are trying to irolate the North-
West,

Mr. DURACK:
Kanowna said—

T cannot conecive that we huve not avail-
able upon the books of the State, at the
present time, most of this informatien in
one form or another. TPossibly a collation
of figures may he required, and a little at-
tention to tabulation; but we have, I think
within comparatively easy acecess, most of
the information that is desired.

Hon. T. Walker: That is nof your ques-
tion to-night.

Mr. DURACK: How does the member for
Kanownn make his statements in 1918 square
with those he has given uttsranec to-night?
Then ke goes on--

The collection of it may coat a little, but

T venture fo think that if we get that in-

formation, 1t will be well worlh the money

we shall have spent in obtaining it. Ex-
pense i3 not going to exhaust the Treas-
urv. ‘The information I venture to affirm
will be an eye opencr to the whole of our

Commonwealth.

Yet to-might he said that he {id not faveur
the cxpenditure which was involved in get-
ting out this return!

Hon. T. Walker:
penditure,

Again the member for

I never mentioned ex-
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Mr. DURACK: [n 1918 the member for
Kanowna snid that this information would
provide an eye opener for the whole of the
Commonwealth, He said—

ft will turn to our North-West, to that

great couniry now practically lying idle, or

given over to cattle and sheep and the

wilderness, the cyes of all those who have

an enterprising spirit within them at alL
This return ecalls for information that was
practieally covered in the motion which the
member for Kanowna s0 eloquently supported
on the oceasion I refer to,

Hon. T. Walker: I cndorsz those remarks
to-night. There is nothing there that re-
Jlates to your return!

Mr. DURACK: The Colonial Treasurer on
that oceasion, as the present Colonial Treas-
urer does now, put up an objection that if
the return served to attain the object of the
mover, he woold be quite willing to agree to
it bet he did not think it would do sp. Om
that oceasion the member for Kanowna inter-
jected—

I think the return wounld be extremely
valuable to every citizen of this State, and,
indeed, to every citizen of the Common-
wealth,

Yet the member for Kanowna says to-night
that no good purpose would be served by
furnishing the return. Tn 1918, the Colonial
Treasurer, interjecting when the member for
Kanowna was speaking, said—

My view is that this reinma would not
give the hon. member whai he wants,
namely, an advertisement for the North-
West.

Hon. T. Walker: It might not give
everything that is necessary.

Mr. DURACK: That was the hon mem-
ber’s attitude then.

Hon. T. Walker: Ii shows I am still the
friend of the North-West.

Mr. DURACK: To-night tie member for
Kanowna oppoacs the molion.

Hon. T. Walker: [ am the friend of the
State and 1 de not want to sce the State
split up.

My, DURACK: The member for Gascoyne
interjected at the same time—-

We practically want a balanece-sheet of
the North-West.

The Colonial Treasurer: A balance-sheet
of what the State has spent and what it
has received,

Later on the Colonial Treasurar interjected—-

I am afraid that under this motion you
would not get what you Jesire and what L
desire.

Hon, T. Walker: One can, of course, spoil
any motion. Apparently what is now needed
is to make the motion say what is required.
Let us make it clear that we want to know
the exact state of the North West.

That is what we want to know now. I regret
that the member for Kanowna has altered
his views regarding this question.

Hon. T. Walker: I have not altered my
views at all,
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_Mr. DURACK: Probably the member for
Kanowna forgets. We cannot stand still;
we change with the times.

Hon. T. Walker. This is not a question of
o change at all. If the member for Kimber-
ley wili permit me to say se, if he puts his
request in the language suggested by the
member for Geraldton, he will get my sup-
port. As it is, the motion is a silly one and
an_impossible one,

Hon, M, F. Troy: I think that is an offen-
sive remark.

Mr. DURACK: I do not wish {o stress this
matter, but I could not help drawing atten-
tion to the emphatic support the member for
Kanowna gave to this similar propoesal in
1918 and contrast that with his attitude to-
night. He concluded s remarks by saying —

I think the request should be granted
because we are not doing ourselves justice
as g State if we do not try to Aevelop sim-
ultaneously every portinn of it in the North-

West and in the South,

Neothing more should he neeessary in support
of the motion. The Premier has said that
the return would he ecostly, The sum was set
down at a hundred or a couple of hundred
pounds. I was surprised that on the score
of a nominal sum of £100 or £200, any ob-
Jeclion should have been taken at all.

Hon. W, ©. Angwin; The Premier said hun-
dreds.

Mr, DURACK. Well, say hundreds. I do
not think members have any conception of the
wealth of the North, I am getting rather
tired of hearing about the greatness of the
North. T admit it has all the possibilities of
becoming a very great country, but it is not
greal cxeept in its area, The population is
limited. We have a amailer population to-
day north of aboont Hedland than we had 25
years ago. If the North is great, let us,
for poodness sake, make it great not enly in
name, but in reality, Establish the greatness
in fact.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We cannot do that
unless we subdivide the land.

Mr. DURACK: The question of the division
of the State and our position with regard to
the Commonwealth has been raised. T am not
going to he drawn into that. Tt is a question
for future consideration.  Quite likely we
shall have to consider it later on. Perhaps
I might have keen induced to move this mo-
tion by the fact that the question of the
division of States wos in the air. T am nog
committed to a division of the State, and I
am not to be drawn inte that question at this
moment.

Mr. Lutey: You were rather emphatic
about it in moving the motion.

Mr. DURACK: No, I said the question
was in the air. T am not committing myself
now, but I shall go so far as to say that T
think it an incvitable movement and a con-
sequence which will follow. The Leader of
the Opposition g2id he thought that the cost
of getting out the return would exeeed the
revenue received during the Jast 10 years. T
know he was not speaking seriously, i+ [
venture to say he has no conception of th:
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wealth that is in the North. The cther day
I asked the Customs Department to supply
me with the figures relating to the trade of
Broome, 1 took ont the figures appearing in
our statistical records for the years 1806 to
1921, but I need not dwell upon them beyond
saving that, with the exception of the one
year, 1916, when Geraldton showed a gresat
improvement, in every instance Breome ranked
third amongst all the ports of our coast. It
comes after Fremantle and Perth. T would
like to quote some of the figures that members
might rcalise the importance of the traie
of Broome, and I shall uote the three years
immediately prier to the outbreak of the
war, In 1911 the imports into Broome worz
valued at £54,315 and the exports out of
Broomc at 220,878:; the total trade was
£275,193, and the cxeess of exparts over im-
ports, which of course is a great factor in
considering the value of any country, was
£166,563. The amount directly collerted lry
the Customs for that year, not taking into
consideration goods purchased in Perth and
Fremantle, was £19,089. T ask members to
dwell upon that, In 1912 the figures were:
Tmports £46,23¢; exports £220,804; total
trade £976,034; cxcess of exports over im-
ports £183,574; direct customs collected for
the year £17,683, ‘The figures for 1913 were:
Tmports £63,241; exports £248,801; total
trade £313,132; excess of exports over im-
ports £186,650; ecustoms dutics collected
£18,957, 'The customs collections of Broome
rank third amongst the 12 or 14 coastal ports
of the State, and yet the member for Kan-
owna said we have been liberally treated by
the Government in having been given a de-
velopment vote of £20,000.

Mr, Munsie: That was contributed io the
Federal Government and not to the State.

Mr, DURACK: T am aware of that. With
regard to the development of the North, I
had from an ex-Freasurer in 1902——

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member should
have used that information in moving his
motion. Hc can new reply only to the argu-
ments advanced against the motion.

Mr. DURAZE: One of the arguments
against the motien was that the amount of
revenue which the Government were receiving
from the North would not compensate for the
cost of compiling the return, I think I am
right in replying to that.

Hon. W. C. Angwin;: That money does not
come to the State.

Mr, DURACK: The Premier has told us
that it would be impossible to get out these
figures, but I have beforc me some figuras
prepared hy the former Under-Treasurer, who
made mo mention of any diffienlty with re-
spect to getting them out. The Under-
Treasurer had prepared certain returns, but
owing to the urgency of other business, in-
cluding the Budget, it appears he had to Jay
the work aside. Apparently it was laid aside,
as is done with all matters concerning the
North, and will not be worried about further.
The Under-Treasnrer did not imply that it
was impossible t> get out the figures. I have
no desire to worry the House by reading
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those figures, but T would like to call atten-
tion to some of them by way of reply to
those who maintain that the cost of the re-
turn would exceed the revenue derived from
the North, The wool clip for tha ten years
preceding 1920 represented £15,000,000, the
gold yield about £680,000, the peatl shell
production £2,047,000, pearls about £500,000,
and sandalwood £8,827,000. Yet we are told
that the revenne dorived from the North
wonlil not eover the expense of compiling this
return. I am absolutely astounded that such
a statement should be made. I hope these
figures will couvey some information to mem-
bers, and that they will not take excepfion
to my very modest request. I lmited my
request to a period of ten years. The mem-
ber for Nerth-East Fremantie hinted at some
desire on the part of the people of the North
to evade their responsibilities by my asking
for only 10 years. There is na intention of
doing so. I restricted my request to ten
years Dbecanse I took it for granted that
interest and sinking fund should have pro-
vided for cost for any period in execess of
that. Tn the ten years prior te 1920 the
Government spent on buildings, hospitals,
schools, police quarters and the .Wyndham
Meat Works, but exelusive of jetties, A sum
of £1,230,304, Remembering that that ex-
venditure covers a period of ten years, mem-
bers must admit that it is a pretty modest
som as far as expenditure goes.

Mr, Munsic: That does not include wells.

Mr. DURACK: No. Many of the depart-
ments up there sare self-supporting. _ The
member for Yilgarn said it was impossible to
get a return relating 1o the amount derived
from the taxation of pastoralists. The Under-
Treasurer’s figures show that the income of
pastoralists and grasiers Yigble for income
tax in 1018 was £1,082,306. Evidently there
was not mueh diffieulty ahout getling those
figvres. Yet every member who has t:mposed
the motion has stressed the serious difficulty
of compiling this return.

Ton. W. O. Angwin: That doex mnot mean
the North-West only, docs it?

Mr. DURACK: 1t specifieally states the
North-West. The Tands Department have
erllected from pastoral lessees & sum of
£731.000, and the Under-Treasurer remarked,
‘T think it wowld be a rafe estimate that
£1,000,000 profits are annually derived by
persons and compnanies from the North-West.’’

The Premier: That is enly an estimate.

r, DURACK: T had ne idea my motion
would be opnesed on the ,qroml:i that it was
impossible to get the information. I think
that the Goverument need only to follow
ur the information which alrendy oxists in
the department. Tt might be difficult to get
the cxact figures, but I have no desire for
the exact fipures. T want some approximation
in order that we might know where wo stand.
It is belicved—I do not say it is a-—that we
are not getting a fair return for the revenne
being derived from that country. The mem-
bet for North-East Fremantle said he would
have been able to understand my request if
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it had been confined to that alone. Surely Noes.
the Lion. member did not mean that! If he Mr. Angwin Mr. McCallum
had read my remarks in speaking on the Mr. Corboy Blr James Mitchen
motion he wonld have seen. Mr. Denton Mr. Money
Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member pro- Mr. George Mr. Mutlany
posing to refer to ‘‘Hansar@’’ of thia Mr. Hickmott Mr. Pickering
sessiont Mr. Lambert Mr. Richardson
Mr. DURACK: Yes. Mr. Latham Mr., Sampson
Mr. SPEAKER: He cannot do so. Mr. H. K. Maley Mr. Munste
Mr. DURACK: When we have wanted Mr. Maon (Teller.)
money we have always been met with the s e
reply that it was not available. There is a Question thus negatived.
fecling abroad that we are not having that
amonnt of money spent in the north to BILL—LIGHT AND AIR ACT

whieh we are entitled, I only wish on be-
half of the people there to find out what
our position is. T am repeatedly asked for
information of this nature, but am mnot able
to supply it. This is the first time I have
asked for such a return, and T am very
much in earnest about it. The late Treasurer
said in 1902, when money was just as tight
as il 38 now

The Premier: It was very plentiful then.

Mr. DURACK: Said that he was prepared
to spend half a million of money in develop-
ing the North-West, T understand that the
Minister for Works:

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon, member is not
replying to arguments advanced during the
dcbate, but is breaking new ground. No
hon. mamber ean reply to him, and it is
not fair to them.

Mr. DURACK: The member for North-
East Fremantle implied that we were throw-
ing dust in the eyes of the people.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I did not refer to
members representing the north, but to
political parties.

Mr. DURACK : We have no desire to
throw dust in anyone’s eyes. I muost of
course abide by the decision of the Honse.
The Government should certainly give us
more congideration than we have hitherto
received. T do not object to the amendment
moved by the member for Geraldton, mor
am I anxious for accurate figures, or in-
formation in great detail. I hope the
Premier will be able to supply the informa-
tion agked for if only in an approximate
way.

The Premier: We can give you estimntes.

Amendment put and negatived.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. 13
Noes - . 17
Majority against .. 4
AYES.
dr. Angelo Mr, Plesse
Mr. Chesson Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Durack Mr. A. Thomson
Mr, Harrison Mr. Troy
Mr. Johnston Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lutey Mr, Underwood
Mr. Marshall (Telier.)

AMENDMENT.
Council's Message,

Message received from the Council noti-
fying that it had agreed to the Assembly's
amendment subject to & modification,

House adjourned at 1041 p.m.

Legisiative Council,

Thursday, 9th November, 1922,

PaGE
Question : Publlc Works Depnartmept, Estimates 1472
Bill: Closer Settlement, 2B., Polnt of Order ... 1472

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-n., and read prayers.

QUESTION—PUBLIC WORKS DEPART-
MENT, ESTIMATES.

Hon. G, W. MILES asked the Minister for
Education: Having regard to the discrepan-
cies shown between the Public Works esti-
mates and the actual cost of the Herdsman’s
Tmke drainage scheme and the Beacon Point
jetty, as set out in reply to my questions of
vesterday, 1, Will the Government at once
take steps to reorganisc the Public Works
Department? 2, Will the Government in fu-
ture eall for tenders for all public works cost-

: ing over £1,0003

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 1, Steps have heen taken to prevent
the recurrence of such discrepancies. 2, Yes,
wherever praecticable.

BILL—CLOSER SETTLEMENT.
8econd Reading.

The MINISTER TPFOR EDUCATION :
{Hon. H. P. Colebatch—East) [4.37] in mov-



