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The Honorary Minister: Has not there
been an amendment since 19091

Hon, J. CORNELL: Not according to the
wording of the clause, because it specifie-
ally amends Section 2 of the 1909 Aect.

Hon. G. W, Miles: This House ¢ould not
inerease the amount,

Hon. J, CORNELL: No, but this appears
to be an Irishman’s rige for the iwo trus-
tees apart from the managing trustee. It
will mean their receiving five guineas per
gitting for a smaller number of sittings, but
onee they have reached the maximum, they
will be nnable to collect anything further.
I feel sure the Honorary Minister will in-
vestigate the point because it is important.
The trustees sometimes hold three, and
four, sittings a week.

The Honorary Minister: And sometimes
sit “all night.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, and I think I
am safe in saying that they have sat on
an average more than onee a week. If an
alteration of the clause is necessary, T
hope it will be made. I support the second
reading.

On motion by Hon. V. Hamersley, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 8.12 p.m.

Leaislative Hgsembly,
Wednesday, 6th November, 1929.
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QUESTION~MIGRATION AGREEMENT
SUSPENSION.

Mr. THOMSON asked the Premier: 1,
Has his attention been drawn to a state-
ment appearing in the “West Australian”
of the 4th inst., wherein it is stated that
Mr. Scullin, Prime Minister, proposes to
suspend the Migration Agreement? 2, As
the suspension may have disastrous results
on the progress of Western Australia, will
he give the House an opportunity to express
its opinion on the proposed Federal action?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, I
intend to await advice from the Prime Min.
ister before committing myself to an ill-
considered decision.

QUESTION—ROAD CONSTRUCTION,
ENGAGEMENT OF LABOUR.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Minigter for
Works: 1, How many men are at present
employed on the Forrest-road job? 2, How
many men were eogaged at the Labour
Bureau open pick-up? 3, How many were
picked wp quietly at the burean on a letter
from the foreman? 4, How many of these
men were registered at the burean prior to
date of being picked up? 5, How many are
working on the job who were put on at the
scene of operations, and naver went throngh
the bureau for this partieular job?t

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Twenty-nine. 2, Five. 3, No men were
picked up quietly, but four specially quali-
fied men were selected through the bureau
by the foreman. 4, All, as far as known.
5, Two (one ganger and one horse driver}.
In addition to above 18 men were trans-
ferred from the Coogee job.

BILL—LOAN, £2,250,000,

Introduced by the Premier and read a firat
time.

BILL—-MINER’'S PETHISIS ACT
AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon.
5. W. Munsie—Hannans) [4.35] in moving
the second reading said: This is a short
Bill and only two principles are contained
in the four eclauses. Members kmow the
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conditions under which miners have been
granted eompensation under the Miners’
Pbthisis Aet. I am not going into details
as to the amount of ecompensation. At
present we have annual examinations of all
men working on, in or about a mine. Any
men found suffering from T.B,, irrespective
of whether it is complicaled with miner's
phthisis, is prohibited from working on a
mine and comes under the iMners’ Phthisis
Act for compensation, Each examination
has revealed a fair number of men affected.
At the first examintion there were 141, sec-
ond examination 139, third ezamination 40,
and at the fourth examination, which is not
yet complete, there were again 40. Quite
recently officers of the Audift Department,
in auditing accounts of the miner’s phthisis
branch, questioned the right to pay some of
the men whom we were paying. They con-
tended that the Aet allowed us to compen-
sate only men who were employed on a mine
between the 7th June and the 7th Septem-
ber, 1925. Section 9 of the principal Aect
reads—

(2) Any person whose employment is pro-
hibited as aforesaid, and whose name is regis-
tered in the register to be kept by the Mine
Workers’ Relief Fund, Incorporated, shall have
the right to receive from the Department of
Mines compensation equal to the ruling rate
of pay in the distriet in which he was em-
ployed at the time of such prohibition for the
clags of work in which he was engaged until
other suitable employment is found for and
offered to him by the Department of Mines,

The preeceding subsection stipulates—

It shall be the duty of the Mine Warkers’
Relief Fund, Incorporated, to keep a register,
and on applieation by any person employed on,
in or about a mine at the commencement of
this Act, and whose employment is prohibited
under Section 8 of this Aect, to insert the name
of such person in such register.

I direct attention to the words “at the com-
mencement of this Act”” In 1925 the Aet
was amended at the instance of the then
Minister for Mines (Hon. M. F. Troy) by the
insertion of a new section as follows:—

2. A person shall be deemed to be *‘en-
gaged in mining operations’’ or ‘‘employed
on, in or about a mine at the commencement
of this Aet’’ within the meaning of those
words in Sections 8 and 9 hereof respectively,
if he were so engaged or employed within three
months before the commencement of this Aect,
notwithstanding that at sueh time he may have
been temporarily out of employment.

The Crown Solicitor has ruled that on the

gtrict interpretation of the Aet we may
legally pay only the men who were employed
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between the 7th June and the 7th September,
1925. If a man happened to be working on
& mine for 10 or 15 years and left on the
6th June for a boliday and returned to his
job on the 8th Septembar, 1925, and was
then found to be suffering from T.B., he
could not be compensated Lecaunse he was not
actually employed between the 7th June and
the 7th September.

Hon. G. Taylor: Would that interpreta-
tion exelude new men?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes; the
Crown Law authorities say we eannot legally
pay men who have been employed on or
about a mine subsequent to the 7th Septem-
ber, 1925.

Hon. (. Taylor: Then the Act does not
operate?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Strietly
gpeaking, no, except for the men employed
between those dates. I do not think any
member ever contemplated that the Aet
would be so interested, Regulations have
been gazefted and tabled and no member has
objected to them, and they make it compul-
sory for all men seeking employment on a
mine to be medically examined and declared
free from any of the diseases specified in
the Third Schedule of the Workers’ Com-
pensation Aeci. -Consequently we have pro-
tection as regards outsiders.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : Everybody
must be protected by the Third Schedule.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes,

Hon. Sir James DMitckell : They must
have their choice of this or the Third
Schedule,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We are
not interfering with that,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I am referring
to men who bave entered the industry sinee
the Act came into operation.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I want
to give the man who has entered the indus-
fry since the proclamation of the Miners’
Phthisis Act the same privilege as the man
who was then working in the industry.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: What about the
Third Schedule?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
Third Schednle was not proclaimed until
after the Miners’ Phthisis Ae¢t was pro-
claimed.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But if a man
goes info a mine to-day, can he have his
choice between the two bases of compensa-
tion?
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The MINISTER ¥OR MINES: A man
vannot enter a mine to-day unless he is free
from all the diseases specified in the Third
Schedule, but we have to protect the men
who were already in the industry, Under
the Miners' Phthisis Act we have issued a
regulation which compels every man enter-
ing the industry to undergo an examination.
That is a proteetion to the public.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: A man who
goes into a mine now does not come under
the Miners’ Phthisis Act?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, he
does.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Even if he has
rot worked in the industry before?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, If
he is certified to be free from any of the
diseases specified in the Third Schedule and
subsequent examination reveals that he has
contracted any of the diseases, he should be
entitled to compensation.

Hon. Bir James Mitehell: He wounld get
compensation, but he would not come under
the Miners’ Phthisis Act.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
membeyr is wrong. Such a man could not
come under both Acts; he must aceept one
or the other. The first clause of the amend-
ing Bill provides for amendment of the
section to make it so that anyone now em-
ployed in the mines ean come under the
Act if subsequently found to he suffering
Erom tuberculosis,

Hon. G. Taylor: There would be a close
examination beforehand?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Of
wourse. As I mentioned the other day, some
700 men applying for work on the mines
during the past 12 months were examined,
and 10 or 12 tuberculosis cases were dis-
covered among them. These, of eourse, did
not eome under the Workers’ Compensation
Aet. We do not know how they contracted
the disease; they came from the Eastern
States and elsewhere. Before a man ean
be employed on the mines, he has to pro-
duce n medical certificate. When the Miner's
Phthisis Act was first introduced, the Leader
of the Opposition was, T think, just as en-
thusiastie in its favour as any other mem.
ber.

Hon. Sir James Mitehdll: T am still.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: When an
amendment Act was put thrangh by the
member for Mount Magnet (Hon. M. F.
Troy} the Leader of the Opposition was
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emphatic that those men should be com-
pensated.

Hon. Sir James Mitchelt:
we finished then.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I thought
80 too, but the law authorities have ruled
that we cannot legally compensate those
eases,

The Premier: We all thought we had fin-
ished, but we got a ruling to the effect that
we have not.

The MINISTER FOI MINES: The Par-
lizmentary Draftsman tells me definitely that
when the original Aet was drafted, the then
Minister for Mines, Mr, Scaddan, had a
long interview with him and said specifically
that he only wanted the measure to apply
to the men then employed, and not {o men
to be subsequently employed. The Parlia-
mentary Draftsman says he framed the Bill
in such & manner that the first examination
would take out all workers suffering from
tuberenlosis, and so that from then onward
any further compensation had to be ob-
tained under the Workers’ Compcensatioo
Act and not under the Miner's Phthisis Aet.
This is the ruling which has been fur-
nished—

(1) Any miner may be prohibited, but only
those who were engaged or employed at any
time between the 7ih June and the Tth Sep-
tember, 1925, and registered. {2} Only those
registered can be compensated. (3) A miner
must be engaged in the mining industry when
examined. (4) Aet docs not apply to those
out of employment on or before the 6th June,
1925, and so continuing beyond the 7th SBeptem-
ber, 1925, nor to those ¢oming into the indus-
try after the 7th September, 1925,

That is the Solicitor General’s ruling as to
the position under the present Aet. We
eannot sit down and allow a ruling of that
kind to prevail, as it would mean that
we would get into trouble for doing what
every member of the Chamber thought there
was a perfect right to do, and what I eay
the Government have a right to do, namely
pay compensation in those cases. The clausa
merely provides for that position. Compen-
sation has been paid all along, but the
Anditor General can object to these pay-
ments unless the Bill passes. Two other
proposed sections, 4¢ and 4d, make the Aect
plain, and also remove an anomaly. The
Aet as it stands provides—

A person wliose name is registered shall mot
have any right to compensation under this
section (de) if such person is, or becomes, en-

titled to receive compensation under Section 7
of the Workers’ Compensation Act, 1912-1924:

But I thought
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Proposed new Section 4d deals with the de-
pendants of a person subject to that eondi-
tion. From the very ecommencement, we
bave recogmised any man shown by a pre-
vigus examination to have advanced miner's
phthisis, and by a later examination to have
miner's phthisis plus tuberculosis.  Then
that man receives a notice prohibiting him
from working in the mines. Upon ezamina-
tion,” 90 per cenf. of such cases are de-
clared totally unfit for work. While the
section remsing as it is, they are not en-
titled to compensation under the Miner's
I’hihisis Aect, because they are entitled to
compensation under the Workers' Compen-
sation Act. They are compelled to claim
under the latter measure. As a matter of
fact, we to-day puy them under the Miner's
Phthisis Act if they have contracted tuber-
culosis.

Hon. G. Taylor:
tinue to do that?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Yes.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is the object of
the amendment?

The MINISTER FOR MINLES: Yes, to
make it elear that those cases have that
right under the Miner's Phthisis Aet.

Mr. Mann: If the cases were ill, but not
tu the full extent of phthisis, how would yon
pay them?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: TUnder
the Workers' Compensation Act, They can-
not be paid under the Miner's Phthisis Act
unless they have developed fubereulosis.
Under the Miner's Phthisis Act only men
suffering from tuherculosis are heing com-

pensated to-day,

Hon. @G. Taylor: They e¢an only draw un-
der one Aect?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Yes; they
cannot draw under two. Thus the Bill pro-
poses fo alter two principles, in order to
render lepal the pavments that are being
made now, The object of Clause 4 i to
bring district and workmen's inspectors un-
der the Miner's Phthisis Act. All the in-
speetors. hoth departmental and workmen’s,
have petitioned the Mines Department to be
brought under that Aet. Further the repre-
sentatives of the employees and the repre-
rentatives of the emplovers have slso re-
guested that the inspectors shonld be brought
within the scope of the Aect.

Hon. G. Tavlor: Have the inspectors ever
heen examined?

Do you want to con-
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: Up to
date, none of them. They do not even under-
go an examination prior to appointment,
That position is unfair to miners working
underground. I am proposing the clause
wmore for that reason than with the object
of bringing inspectors, as inspectors, under
the Aet. It is uiterly unfair to allow a
man to go underground day after day for
the purpose of inspection, if he has not been
examined, since be may have tubereculosis.
A workmen’s inspector, even if he has tuber-
culosis, can nevertheless continue to go
underground year after year, as long as he
is able to walk-—probably disseminating the
werms of the disease and infecting fellow
workers. The Government cannot prevent
im, as he has never heen examined.

Mr. Sampson: Would the inspector be
examined before he was appointed?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Certainly
he would now.

Mr. Sampson: And it would be impos-
sible to appoint an inspector already suf-
fering from tuberculosis?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If the
Bill passes, it will be unpossible. There
was the unfortunate case of an inspeetor
who died about three weeks ago, after an
illness of abouf four months, and who was
affected with miner’s phthisis—Byfield was
the name.

Mr. Marshall: Incidentally, any inspector
discovered to be suffering from tuberculosis
will be excluded from the mines?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, de-
harred from continuing in his oeecupation.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: He should be,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: And he
will be compensated aceordingly. Certainly
the inspector I refer to had miner's phthisis
badly; he was badly dusted. Possibly he
8lso had tubereulosis. 1t is only fair that
inspretors who go day after day amongst
workmen underground should be subjected
to the same examination as the ordinary
mine employee. I hope hon. members will
accept the Bill in the spirit in which it is
introdueed. The Government merely wish
to eontinbe in a legal form payments that
are being made. The only additional fea-
ture uf the Bill is the inclusion of distriet
and workmen's inspectors, who T think the
Honse will agree ought to undergo the same
examination as wages employees, T move—

That the Bill be now read a seeond time.
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HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL {Nor-
tham) [4.52]: The first Miner’s Phthisis Aect
was passed in 1922, An amendment Aect
was passed in 1925. Now we are asked to
undo what we did in 1925, Thus we are not
gaining mueh in wisdom. We thought in
1925 that we had provided for miners whe
sacrificed their healih. Bevond that, we
thought they were provided tor under the
Third Schedule to the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Act. Now, without a full explanation
of the reason why, the suffering miner is to
be given the choice between the two measures
—the Miner's Phthisis Aet and the Workers’
Compensation Aet.

The Minister for Mines:
vhoice now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No. Un-
der the amendment Act put through by the
present Minister for Lands, that choice does
not obtain. The miner ceased to have any
right under the Miner’s Phthisis Act when
he became ecntitled to compensation under
the Third Schedule to the Workers’ Compen-
sation Act. The choice now is to be with
the miner, or with the person who is ¢laim-
ing. That is the difference. The wording is
merely changed round. It provides exactty
the same thing, except that the choice is
left with the miner. To-day if the miner
is entitled to compensation under the
Workers’ Compensation Aect, he is not en-
titled to compensation under the Miner's
Phthisis Aet: but it the Bill passes he will
be entitled to compensation under the
Minet's Phthisis Act until he has elaimed
nnder the Third Schedule to the Workers’
Compeunsation Aect.

The Minister for Mines:
has tubereculosis,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELT.: The Min-
ister proposes to give him the choice. That
is the position the House is asked to set up
for the future. The Minister tells us that
this is the eustom to-day, and that the law
is not being oheyed.

The Minister for Mines: Tt is being obeyed
as we thought it really was.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
better to ask the House to agree with what
the Government desire to do. That Ministers
should aet in defiance of the law is a very
bad thing, and quite unnecessary, since Par-
liament is sitting to deal with matters of
this kind.

The Minister for Mines: We did not

"know of the illegality until three weeks ago,
and the Bill is introdueced now.

He has that

Not nnless he
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Three
weeks is a long time, The position is
that we all cheerfully, and 1 believe the
people of the vountry, too, cheerfully under-
tnok tu ecompensate these miners. All of us
idmitted quite frankly that we had been re-
miss in not fixing the responsibility upon
the mine owners when gold was being won
il when the health of the miners was being
uestroyed in the provess of winning the
wold. We were inexperienced in the matter,
and =0 year alter year we dritled along.
Finally we said, “The country has to take
ihe responsibility now.” The eountry did.
But the other eases we thought were pro-
vided for uwnder the Third Schedule to the
Workers" Compensation Aet. Now the Min-
ister says that apparently the Third Sche-
dule does not cover all that is required.

The Minister for Mines: There is nothing
mn the Third Schedule about tubereulosis,

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 'The
Minister finds that the Third Schedule does
not cover all he desires. There are many
people who are not miners but are suffer-
ing from tuberculosis, and they are not com-
pensated in any way. If I remember aright
when the Government submitted the Third
Schedule to Parliament, they exclnded that
disease heeause phthisis is an oceupational
disease whereas fuberculosis is not,

The Minister for-Mines: Any man who
contraets phthisis in any degree is more sus-
ceptible to tuberculosis than any one else.

1lon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I should
imagine that was the position. Let us be
quite clear as to what we arc doing. We
are going to include men who are not now
included under the operations of; the Miner's
Phthisis Aet.

The Minister for Mines: No.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, we
are.

The Minister for Mines: Not one.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Are we
not to inelude the inspeetors to whom the
Minister referred?

The Minister for Mines: Yes.

The Premier: But there are only eight of
them all told.

Hon. G. Taylor:
inclnded before.

The Minister for Mines:
shounld have been.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Surely
we have the right to understand what we
are doing. We are asked to include at least

They should have been

Of course they
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eight people who have not been included.
There are eight now, but as time goes on there
may be mose ol these inspeetors. We hold
that they should he examined, and il a man
moves ahout mines as these inspectors do,
it is certainly more important that he should
be examined than the ordinary miner who
may work in one part of a mine for months
at 4 time, The next thing the Minister wants
ns to agree to is that the iners may exer-
cise their choice between the Third Schedule
to the Workers' Compensation Art and the
provisions of (he Miners’ Phthisis Aect.

The Minister for Mines: No.

The Premier: Of course, thal is not so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
not pernitted to read the elause.

The Premier: The man will come under
one or the otler, according to his condition.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: To-day
lic does.

The Premier: And be will under the Bill.
He cannot take his choice; it will all be
determined by the condition of his health,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: TUnder
the amending legislation that was intro-
doced by the present Minister for Lands
when he was Minister for Mines, it was
provided (hat a man suffering from tubereu-
losis would bave the right to compensation
under the Third Schedule to the Workers'
Compensaftion Ac¢t, as he has to-day, and
would cease to have that right under the
Miner’s Phthisis Aet. That was what we
agreed to in 1925, The present Minister
for Mines proposes a further amendment
which is in ' fact a transpesition of
words, and now he says that the elaim-

ant may rteceive paymenth under the
Miper’s Phthisis Aet wuntil he is in
receipt of compensation under Section

7 of the Workers’ Compensation Aect.
The meaning of that, of course, is that
the man wiff have his choice. Tf a man is
suffering from miner's phthisis in the manner
déseribeld by the Minister, we should pro-
vide him with ecompensation sufficient to en-
able him fo'live 'in-eomfort tor the rest of
hiz life. From one stundpoint the Third
Hchedule to the Workers' Compensation Aect
tas been most unfortunate Heeanse the mine
owner has never paid anv part of the pre-
miums, so far as T am aware. The gold
mining industry is the one industry that ha<
nol’ paid for the protection of itz own em-
plovees.” The ‘(lovernment pay about
£34,006 for that purpose; and that is o lurge
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sune. | spppuse the Government will eon-
finue to pay it

The Miusisr (or Mines: 1 do not know
ubout that; we are not making any promises.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But Par-
liament is supposed to corirol the finances,
and the Minister should wake his proposal
to us. Formerly we suggested that the
whole of the people should accept the ne-
cumulated respopsibility of the past. They
have accepted that respomsibility, but now
we are doing more than thaf; we are paying
the premiums under the Third Schedunle to
the Workers' Compensation Act irrespective
of mines that are now being opened up. We
will take the responsibility for the men em-
ploved .at Wiluna,  There is a mine that
promises so well that we agreed to the con-
struction of a ratlway to give the mining
company a chance to open up the proposi-
tion., If every other industry is required to
earry its own load under the Workers' Com-
pensation Aet, then the mines must sooner
ur later do so too. I think the Minister will
agree with that contention. I do not think
it would be right to pay th: premicms under
the Workers’ Compensation Act for the
Wiluna mine, should it turn out to be the
proposition we believed it would be when
we agreed to the construction of the railway.
The wheole position will have to be faced,
having regard to our resnonsibility to the
people as a whole. We have let the mining
companies off payments in every direction
possible.  We reduced their payments {o the
Water Supply Department by about £45,000
a vear, and we took that from ‘our
loan funds. The mines have been relieved
to that extent. Then again we have paid
£34,000 for the mines under the Workers
Compensation Aet, irrespective of whether
the mines affected were profitable or not.
Apparently we shall continue to pay those
premiums. I do not know that we need
bother so mueh about legislation if that is
to be the position. We should pay and have
done with it. It is a shocking thing that
men should sacrifice their lives in the win-
ning of gold from the earth, but {he faect
remains that they do so. Apparently it is
an attractive ealling and so. notwithstanding
the risks, the men continue fo undertake the
work. Having undertakea it, many of the
mep married and now have families.
Then comes ill-health and finally death, the
State being left to do its duty by the de-
pendants. That is what is happening re-
garding mining operations now, and it is be-
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coming finaneially expensive to the Govern-
ment in one way and another. .\part from
that, the industry is cxpensive in ifs toll
upon human life. I bave looked into the
Bill, and it seems to me thtat it is intended
to do what I have indicated I have no ob-
jeetion to passing the lezislation but I do
want to know, and I am sure the people of

the State will desire to know, if this is to be -

a continuing linhility in connection with the
people in the mines now, as well ns to those
who will be employed in the mines from now
henceforth. We examine the meu before
they go into the mines and we take full re-
sponsibility for them. It costs us abont
£40,000 a year to meet the rezponsibility that
has acenmulated over many years, but we
pay £34,000 s year to meel a reearring re-
sponsibility. Thus we pay by direet means
as well ag by indirect means.

The Minister for Mines: If it were not
for the aeccumulated trouble there would be
no necessity to pay a £4 10s. per eent. pre-
minm, or anything like it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Prob-
gbly not, but all those who were affecied
were taken away from the mines and placed
in other jobs, or else came under !he provi-
sions of the Miners’ Phthisis Act.

The Minister for Mines: No

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
what we thought would be done.

The Minister for Mines: Some were hoti-
fied, but they refused to leave the mines.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And they
stayed fhere at their own risk, beyond cer-
tain payments. If a man were affected bv
disease to the extent of 20 per cent., he
would receive smaller compensation than
another man who had contracted the disease
in a more severe form.

The Minister for Mines: But he receives
no compensation under the Workers' Com-
pensation Act at present,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : No, under
the Miners’' Phthisis Aet.

The Minister for Mines: He does not re-
eeive it under either Act.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Neot
while he is at work. The Minister knows
what T mean. If the man is examined and
is found to be slightly affected, but continues
work, be may do so until he becomes incap-
able and then he receives compensation.

The Minister for Mines: Yes,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Let us
be frank. I want to do what is right, and
the Minister should make it easy for us to
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understand the position as eclearly as pos-
sible, ) .
~ The Minister for Mines: That is so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What
was in my mind, but which I may have ex-
pressed somewhat incoherently, was that if
a person, who was slightly affected—and this
was shown when he was examined—con-
tinued to work and hecame hadly affected, he
would be retired from the mine and would
be paid compensation.

The Minister for Mines: Yes, under the
Workers’ Compensation Act. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Now we
propose that such a man will have his ehoice.
As there is no compensation contributed by
the mine owners, the State kas accepied the
responsibility. If that is the position, we
had betfer say so, and let the transaction be
done in accordance with the law. I agree
with the Minister that it is bad to transgress.
the law, even for a Minister to transgress
the law, and a dangerous thing, too, I should
imagine. However, this is reslly a Commit-
tee Bill, and we can go into it more fully in
Committee and question the Minister more
closely as to his intentions and wishes, and
as to the advice he has had from the Solicitor
General. I hive no objection to the Bill, if
it is as I understand it fo be. I seems to
me we have a very great responsibility and
that we had better face it.

MR. THOMSON (Kuatanning)} {516]:
When one reads the Awnditor General's re-
port, he finds the reason why the Minister
has introduced the Bill. I was very muech
impressed by the Minister’s remarks when
he said that Mr, Scaddan had had a long
interview with him, and that it was his
intention that we should compensate only
those who were affected at the time the Act
wes brought into being. The figures sup-
plied to us by the Minister certainly caused
avery member sorrow to think that the in-
dustry is giving rise to so much suffering.
I am not offering any objection to the Bill,
but while we are making provision for the
protection of the men by a medical exam-
ination and telling them that at a certain
period they must retire from the mines, I
shonld like to kmow from the Minister
whether any new regulations or conditions
have been imposed with a view to minimis-
ing the toll this industry is taking of those
following that occupation. If, after all the
years of experience we have hed of the in-
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dustry, we are poing to édrty on under the
same conditions as in the past, and are go-
ing to accept so heavy a toll on the health
of the men in the mines, the sooner the
House legislates as it has done in other
directions, the better. For instance, we
have the Shops and Factories Aect, which
prescribes conditions {o be complied with.
The Leader of the Opposition reminded us
that we are spending a considerable sum
of morey on the eonstruction of the rail-
way to Wiluna, and we have been told that
the Wiluna mine, if suceessful, will be car-
rying a population of some 6,000 people.
If in the opening up of the Wiluna mines
we are going to bring about a fresh out-
break of the disease, I say it is not in the
interests of the State to perpetuate an in-
dustry taking such a toll of the health of
the community. Those suffering from the
disease have my deepest sympathy. Those

" working in the industry are more favoured
than those who have contracted the disease
in other walks of life, In the Shops and
Factories Act it is provided that nobody
suffering from the disease may follow any
-oceupation in the preparation of foedstuffs.
No compensation is available for those un-
fortunate people. We recogrlise that those
engaged in mining are worthy of the
assistanee and consideration that has
been extended to them, but since we
have been insistent in endeavouring to pre-
seribe healthful ‘conditions in shops and
factories, I think that, as far as possible,
we should take the same preeautions in
the mining industry. I will support the
second reading, and trust that, whoever
may be Minister for Mines next year, he
will be able to bring down a report that
will make very much happier reading in
respeet of the health of the miners than
did the ome presented to us a little while
ago.

HON. & TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
[6.22}: The Minister thonght that under
the Act he was in order in making certain
payments. But this was queried by the
Crown Law Department and, I suppose, by
the Auditor General also. Now the Min-
ister wants to make legal what he thought
was legal under the existing Act.

The Minister for Mines: The money has
been actually paid. .

Hon. G. TAYLOR: That is the sole ob-
ject of the amending Bill. I wiil mpport
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the second reading, buf I hope the Minister
will not take the Bill inte Committee ihis
evening, for we require an opportunity
to further consider the measure which
has only just been distributed. The
Leader of the Opposition emphasised the
fact that the Bill will make it possible
for the affected miners to claim under eith-
er the Workers’ Compensation Aet or the
Miners’ Phthisis Aet. That is not the in-
tention of the Bill, although the Leader
of the Opposition was perfectly satisfied
that the measure would have that effect.
80 I hope we shall not have to consider it
in Committee to-night, although I under-
stand the Minister wishes to get away to
visit a new mining field tomorrow. I will
support the second reading because these
miners need all the assistance we ean give
them. I am sorry the obligation rests
on the people of Western Australia. Pro-
vision should have been made in the early
days for the industry to carry the cost of
the ravages the disease has made amongst
the men. I hope some such provision will
be made in respect of the new mines at
Wiluna.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

BILL-LAND TAX AND INCOME TAX.
Recommitial.

Order of the day read for consideration
of the Committee’s report.

The PREMIER: I move—

Thai the Bill be recommitted for the purpose
of further considering Clause 2.

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

Ayes .. .. . .. 21
Noes  -- . .. ool
Majority for 10
ATES,
Mr. Cheszon Ar, Marshall
Alr Clvderdale AMr. McCallum
Mr, Collier Mr. Millingten
Mr. Coverley Mr. Mu-sie
Mr. Cowan Mr, Rowe
Mr, Cunningham Mr, Stecman
Miss Holman Mr, Troy
Mr. Jobknsen Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr, Kennedy Mr, Willcock
Mr. Lambert Mr. Wllson
© Mr, Lamond {Telier.)
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Nors
Mr. Angalo ] Mr. Sampaon
Mr. Fergnson | Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Griffiths I Mr, Taylor
Mr. Lindzay i Mr. Thomson
Mr. Mabn Mr, Nortu
Sir James Mitchell l (Teller.)

Paire.

Aves. l NoEes.

Mr. Richardeon Mr. Panton
Mr., George Mr. Lutey
Mr. Barna=d Mr. Corboy
Mr. Teecadale Mr. Withers
Mr. J. M. Smith | Mr. Kenneally

Question thus passed.

In Commitiee.

Mr. Lambert in the Chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill

Clanse 2—Grant of land tax and income
tax for the year ending 30th June, 1930.

The PREMIER: I move an amendment—

That in Subelause 1 the word ‘“one penny??
be struck out, with a view to inserting ‘‘two-
Pence’’ in liew.

Hon.’Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
the Committee will not agree to the amend-
ment. We considered this matter the other
night. = Ample notice had been given, and
the Government suffered defeat. I thought
they had eccepfed it, They did not consider
it an important matter. At least three Min-
isters were away from the House, and out
of 26 members sitting opposite, only 14
were present on that oceasion. ¥ do not
know why the time of the Commitiee should
be taken up in this way. When Ministers
can he away while important business is
being considered, the Governiaent should
not expect other members to be present.
Ministers should not be away from the
House when members are discussing ques-
tions of importance. This is an inconveni-
ence to members, becanse information is not
available as 8 consequence. I do not kmow
why the Premier has not allowed the amend-
ment made by the Committee at a previous
sitting to stand. He has now recommitted
the Bill and proposes to reinstate the sub-
clause as it originally stood. X hope mem-
bers will not agree to the amendment. The
£89,000 which the Federal Government paid
Iast year comes from the people of the
State. We should be reducing our land tax
by that amount. Is it right that the people
who have been paying to this Government
should now pay to the Federal Govern-
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ment and continue paying alsg to this Gov-
ernment? Of course not. We should re-
lieve the people of the amount they would

"be paying to the Federal Governmeant fo-

wards our sinking fund. There is another
good reason why they should be relieved
from taxzaiion. We are no longer contri-
buting to the sinking fund, The advantage
this year to the Treasurer is £360,000, be-
canse we have cancelled our London sinking
fund. Under these two items the advantage
to the Treasurer this year is £459,000. What
I ask is that the people be relieved of taxa-
tion to the extent of £99,000 out of the
£459,000, leaving to the Treasurer £360,000
ke did not have until last year, and no other
Treasurer had before. In the past we have
had to contribute to the sioking fund, but
now 1t is contributing to the Treasury.
Therc is, besides, an estimated surplus of
£105,000. I might have said we are making
use of the Sale of Government Property
Fund. It will be remembered that eonse-
fluent upon the Financial Agreement we
cancelled the Act requiring thai the pro-
ceeds from the sales of Government pro-
perty should be paid into this fund. Every
year we endeavoured to allot to loan or
revenue an amount equal to the amount of
the sales of Government property bought
either from loan or revenue fund. Now
this fund is used for the most part to save
revenue. It amounted to £184,000 last year,
and £150,000 this year. That is a tremend-
ous advantage to the revenue, and the peo-
ple should be considered. There are other
advantages. Something is left of the special
grant of £300,000 which the Commonwealth
gave us. Some of it was taken to reduce
the income tax. Then there is the advant-
age of cheap money from the Common-
wealth. Above all we are getting about
£2,000,000 more in revenue that we had a
few years ago. It is very little to ask that
the taxation of land be reduced. I was de-
lighted to hear the Premier the other day
at Narrogin say that the cost of production
would be reduced by every possible means.
The cost of production to the Government
is inereased by taxzation, by the high tariff
of the Federal Government, by other taza-
tion imposed by the Federal Government,
and by taxation imposed by the State Gov-
ernment and by local authorities. We can
do our bit. It ought to be possible with
all these advantages for the Government
to do something also. If it were not for
these unforeseen advantages we should have
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to-day an enormous deficit, the largest the
State has ever known. We are enjoying
these advantages, and the people should
benefit from them.
people benefit by the expenditure of
money in the hands of the Government.
That is not so to any appreciable extent.
In these days of unemployment it is better
to leave money in the hands of the people
than to take it into the Treasury. One
pound in the hands of the people will do
as much as £2 in the hands of the Treasury.
That is not a reflection on this Government;
it is common to all Government expendi-
ture. If the people know of these Treasury
advantages they will naturally resent having
taxation continued on its present scale. We
are but one of the taxing authorities, and
the Premier may say, having regard to the
indireet taxation imposed by the Federal
Government, that we are the greatest of the
three. We are taking now more than we
need to meet the requirements of govern-
ment, and more than would be necessary to
meel requirements under economical man-
agement, This Committee has no right to
agree to the Premicr’s amendment having
regard to the situation as we find it. There
may come a time when these advantages will
disappear, In 1931 T think the ¥ederal
grant will eease. The advantaces that we
get from the cancelled sinking fund will
gradually prow less. There will not be a
rapid elimination of the £360,000. There
is a tight time, and an unpleasant and dif-
ficult time aliead of the people beeause of
the falling off in exports due to bad sea-
soms in the Eastern States, and the drop in
the price of wool. T do not see why Gov-
ernments shonld refuse fo he inconvenienced
by this fightness and why the trouble should
he left to individuals, Although the people
have to suffer, the man on the bottom rung
of the ladder always has to suffer. There
is no escape for him. If the people are in
financial difficulties, work is not done, and
if work is not done the waze-earner finds
himself ont of a joh. We ought to con-
sider the wage-earner when imposing taxa-
tion. There was a time when he was per-
suaded to believe that the best thing for
him was to impose a erushing tax upon the
man who employed him. I remember years
ago a Labour member urging that a land
tax be imposed sufficiently high to make the
land a useless asset to the owner. No Lab-
our man believes in that to-day. People
know better now, and realise that Govern-

I am told that the’

[ASSEMBLY.]

ments are unwise if they wna more than is
necessary to carry on their services. There
is enough for hospitals, health, education,
police protection and the other things which
it is onr duty to provide for by taxation.
No one objects to sufficient taxation for
these services, but we do resent the continu-
ance of taxation in the circumstances. We
have been taxed to meet this expenditure,
and the tax that is imposed for the purpose
is to continue, We are also to suffer taxa-
tion imposed by the Federal Government
for precisely the same purpose. It would be
possible for the three things that for the
moment are giving us great advantage to
be in the end a great burden on the peo-
ple. 1 refer to the advantages under the
Financial Agreement, for undoubtedly we
are getting advantages at the moment; to
the money we are getting under the Fed-
eral Aid Roads grant, and the cheap
woney under the Migration Agreement.
Properly handled all ihree might be a last-
ing henefit, but T am afraid that will not
he the ease. They will not even be of great
henefit at the moment. Our interest bill is
paturally increasing. We ought to see to
it that the moneyv is put into reproductive
work. This is not the time to ask that the
speeinl advantages that have eome to the
people of the State shall be left entirely fo
the Treasury, and that nothing shall go to
the individnal taxpaver. T may be told that
not a great number of persons are paying
income tax. The number, however, is con-
<idernble, and thoze people are worthy of
consideration. When we come to the land
tzx, we find that many thousands of people
are paying it, and all are paying it because
the esemption has been removed. I urge
the Premier to withdraw his amendment
and to leave the Bill as it was. When a
Bili is introdueed it is for the Homse to
deal with it as seems wise to if. As we
inve done that I do not know why the
Premier should ask us to think a second
time and to deal with the clause again. Let
s <how sgne consderation to tho-¢ whe
are employed in this couniry as well as to
those who are out of work and let the
money remain where it will be wisely
used. It has been possible for us to use
the money that has been made available
under the Finanecial Agreement. Again, we
have accumulated, I think, abomt £300,000
of Federal money and we are entitled to
nse that plus the money that we shall find
curselves. All that must be of gdvantage
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to the Treasury. Every bit of expenditure
brings money into the Treasury and en-
ables us to improve the revenue position
year by year. What we are asking for now
is very little when we remember too that
we are saved ' the payment of £69,000 on
sccount of sinking fund. I hope the Pre-
mier will r.consider his determination to
reinstate the clause as it was when he
brought down the Bill, and that he will give
the peopls the benefit of reduced taxation.

Mr. THOMSON: When the Bill went
through last evening I confess I was opti-
mi-tic that the Premier had agreed to ac-
cept the amendment moved by the Leader
of the Opposition. 1 was considerably im-
pressed by the statements the Premier made
when he said that the people of the State
and the Commonwealth would have to eco-
nomise. It seems to me, however, that
everybody, with the cxception of the Gov-
ernment. is experied to economise.  Refurn-
ing to the figzures submitted by the Taxation
Department we find that in 1923-24 the
total amount raised by way of land tax
wag £70,879 and the latest figures before
us show the return to have been £192402.
So we find that the Treasurer has bepefited
by over £121,000 from land tax, and that
be is effecting a saving through the Finau-
cial Agreement of £360,000, a total of
£481,523. He now has that much more
money to spend than he had in 1923, We
alsn know, as has been pointed out by the
Leader of the Opposition, that we are sav-
ine £99,000 in eonnection with the sinking
fund, the amount being contributed by the
Commonwealth. Thus, teking it all round,
the position from a State point of view
justifies our asking that the Tand tax should
he redured. T was one who did expect io
see s reduction in taxation this year as a
resuit of the benefits we are deriving from
the Financial Agreement, On turning to
the figures supplied by the Government
Statistician we find that wool has decreased
considerably in value since 1923-24, In that
year the produet wa~s worth €373, in
192726 it was worth £4,962,000 and in
192829 the value wa- £3,910,886. In view
of the falling priees th» primary produeers
are reeeiving for their commeodities, the
Covernment ean reasonably be expected to
reduce taxation. At least we should have
had an amendment somewhat on the lines
of that which T moved last night, that those
whose incomes are being depleted as a re-
sult of falling prices should not have fo
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pay double tax., Quite & number of people
are optimistic to-day as regards the value
of woul. They cheerfully point ouf that
n days gone by the growers received 1s. a
pound and did very well. As a maiter of
I'act, at one stage they received less. But
this fact is forgotten, that when the price
was 1s. a lb, there was no Federal land
and income tax, there was no State income
tax and certainly we did not have the high
tariff that exists tr-day and the ecost of
production in every way was nothing as
compared with the position at the present
time. It does seem to me to be fatile for
us who oceupy public pesitions to urge
the people to economise, while so far as we
can judge, the Government are not making
any cffort in a similar direetion. At the
same time we have to aceept our share of
the responsibility of the GCovernment’s
failure to reduce expenditure. I have no
doubt that the Premier will be able to show
reductions in respect of his own Estimates,
but T suppose he will also argue that be-
canse of the falling prices for wool and
other commodities and the consequent de-
pletion of taxpayers’ incomes, he will not
be able fo collect as muck as in better cir-
eumstances he might be expected to gather
in. From his point of view then that will
be hiz justifieation for asking that the tax
should remain as it is. Awainst all that,
however, we must realise the henefits the
State is deriving from the Financial Agree-
ment, the Commonwealth ‘grant and the
saving to the State by owr not having to
contribute to the sinking fund. Thus, in
fairness to the people, the reduction that
was made the other evening should stand.
1 am strongly in favour of exempiing rural
lands, those areas that arve produecing in-
come and if the Government cannot ses
their way to permit the reduction to remain,
I hope they will consider the exemption of
the lands 1 have referred to. I agree that
incomes will be seriously depleted this year.
The returns sobmitted last year show that
our exports were considerably reduced.
Perhaps I am uwnduly optimistic but I wish
to support the remarks of the Leader of
the Oppesition, and urge the Premier not
to persist in his desire to extract more
money than he can possibly help from the
ratepayers, If we desire to encourace
people to come here and invest their eapital,
we want to show them that we are the
lowest taxed community in the Common-
wealth, We could with justice rednee the
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smount of faxation by £99,000, and on the
figures submitted by the Premier he should
be able to balance the ledger seeing that he
has budgeted for a surplus of £105,000.
‘Whilst 1 would like to see the finances of
the State as nearly square as possible, it
is not healthy for the State to have a
surplus. i seems to lead to extravagance.

The Premier: Frowm that aspect, this
State is not very unhealthy. Tt is 20 years
since we suffered from the ill-health of a
surplus.

Mr. THOMSON: We are told that one of
the reasons why the late Federal Govern-
ment became so extravagant in their ad-
ministration was that they had so much
money avnilable and did not know what
to do with it. I do not suggest that the Pre-
mier is in that fortunate position, but in
view of the enormous savings effected by
the Tinanecial Agreement, the Premier
might very well give the reduced rate a
trial for at least this yearn As is often said
of measures submitted to the House, if the
lower tax did not do very much good it
would not do very much harm, and whoever
was Treasurer after the next elections, if
he found it essential to reimpose the higher
rate, would be in a position to do so. I
hope the Premier will not insist on the
higher rate but will allow the Bill to stand
as amended.

The PREMIER.: Fairly long experience
has taught me that there is no task so easy
as urging the other fellow fo reduce ex-
penditure. It seems so easy to do when
the responsibility is not with the person
urging it. The Leader of the Opposition
and the Leader of the Country Party have
stressed the great benefits derived by the
State becanse of the Finaneial Agreement
and in other ways, but I could easily show
that not only have those benefits been
wiped out, but a great deal more money
has been required to meet the increased ex-
penditure which was inevitable and which
hag been sanctioned by this House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You eannot.

The PREMIER: I could show that the
interest charges alone have increased con-
siderably.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : It would not he
very wise to do that.

The PREMIER: The expenditure has
been approved of by the House.

Mr. Thomson : We recognise that you have
to face inereased interest charges.
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The PREMIER : All the advaniages that
bave acerued to the State because of the
Finaneial Agreement have been stressed,
but those advantages have been more than
balanced by the increased payments of in-
terest year by year. ’

Mr. Thomson: Surely not!

The PREMIER; What do the interest
payments on an expenditure of £4,000,000
amount to? Such an expenditure has been
going on year after year. Let the hon. mem-
ber work it out and he will find it runs into
a couple of hundred thousand pounds a
year.

Mr. Thomson: Some of the expenditure
should be reproductive,

The PREMIER: Some is, but a great
deal is not. Loan expenditure on railways,
as a rule, is not reproductive for a few
years, Of the seven millions—speaking
from memory—spent on group settlement,
not one penny has been directly reprodue-
tive.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It includes in-
tevest and you have not paid the full in-
terest.

The PREMIER: It is easy to talk of the
inercased revenue coming to us, but mem-
bers know perfectly well that an increase
in the revenue also brings increased obli-
gations with regard to expenditare. In the
past inereased revenue has almost always
meant a muach greater increase of expen-
diture which over long years has been re-
sponsible for successive deficits, While our
total revenne may be £2,000,000 more than
it was a few years ago, our total expend-
iture is also greater, and the increased ex-
penditure cannot be avoided. The hohn.
member said that no effort had been made
to economise, but the greatest trouble I
and most Treasurers have is to resist re-
guests by members of the House as well
as the general public for inereased ex:
penditure.

Mr. Ferguson: You always say “No” when
I ask for anything.

The PREMIER: If I did not, there is
no telling where we should be. Night after
vight the general trend of members’ re-
marks is for increased expenditure, greafer
facilities here, and more aecommodation
there. Then they tell us we are the only
ones that are not economising.

Mr. Thomson: We can only judge by the
ficures showing the increase you have re-
ceived under the Financial Agreement.



[ Noveaser, 1929.]

The PREMIER : Buf that has been wiped
out in other ways. One would imagine that
the expenditure had remained stationary.

Mr. Thomsen: Not at all.

The PREMIER:; Taxation in the last six
years has shown an increase of only
£169,000, but I could mention five or six
departments in which increased expend-
iture quite unavoidable and on services
that are not revenue-earning has amounted
in the same period to well over £300,000.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: But revenue
generally has increased.

The PREMIER: Of course it has, but I
am emphasising that expenditure also has
inereased. It is all very well to srgue that
becanse revenue has inereased there should
be & surplus, but members know perfectly
well that the obligation rests upon the
State year by year to provide services that
mean increased expenditure. In the last
8ix years there has been in increase in the
education vote of £110,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: That is not as
great as was the increase for the previous
six years.

The PREMIER: Tt is.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No.

The PREMIER: Well, what does that
mean? One would imagine that in the pre-
vious six years the ladger had been bal-
anced, instead of which the State went to
the bad to a considerable extent.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Be fair about
that or I shall have something fo say on
it

The PREMIER: When members have
quoted figures to show the benefit derived
from the Finaneial Agreement, surely I
am entitled to point out the other side and
gshow where unavoidable increases of ex-
penditure have heen very large. No one
would claim that the increase on education
conld be avpided. Medical and health shows
an increase of £37,000.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is not
mueh. There was a speeial tax for that.

The PREMIER: A special tax!

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The amuse-
ment tax producing £36,000 a year.

The PREMIER : That is not inecluded.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Yes, it is.

The PREMIER: On lunacy the increase
is £26,000 and on police £71,000. Under two
awards the wages of the police have been
increased by abount 4s. per day in ihe last
three years, thus increasing the expenditure
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by £70,000 as compared with what it was
six years ago. The increase on gacls has
been £8,000 and on charities £23,000; and
under the Miners’ Phthisis Act, which has
been in operation only three years, a pay-
ment of £40,000 a year is invelved.

Mr, Thomson: That £40,000 is an enorm-
ous impost.

The PREMIER: Yes, and it has to come
out of revenue, We cannot establish agri-
cultural colleges in the country without in-
creasing the expenditure, Ten thousand
ponnds has been provided for the mainten-
ance of the Agricultural College, If we
establish experimental farms in different
parts of the country, they cost money so,
through services rendered in one form or
another, the people have had the benefit
of the expenditure. A reduction in the
rate of land tax simply cannot be made if
we are going to balance the ledger. I
again remind members that though they
have stressed the inecrease of lapnd taxz,
people who pay income tax have had a re-
duction of almost 50 per cent. and this is
the only State in the Commonwealth where
there has been a reduction of taxation in
the past six years. In the other States, on
the eontrary, there have been inereases dur-
ing the same period, and in some States
enormous increases. During the past three
years South Australia has more than doubled
both its land and income tax, and its rail-
way charges have been enormously inereased.
In this morning’s paper I read that the Pre-
mier of Vietoria had smnounced an inerease
of taxation there,

Mr. Mann: Do you doubt the wisdom of
having reduced the income tax last Parlia-
ment.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The Premier
did not do that. The Federal Government
gave us the money.

The PREMIER: I do not doubt it, but
all the States have found it necessary to
increase taxation. This year South Aus-
tralia is receiving a Federal grant of half
a million.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: No, £330,000.

The PREMIER: I thonght it was half a
million.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: It is a million
spread over three years.

Mr. Thomson: South Australia has had
a cycle of bad seasons.

The PREMIER: Every State has its
diffieulties. South Australia is an old-settled
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and well-developed State and is not under
the obligation of spending large sums of
money on harbour and railway construction
or works of that kind. Tts main public
works were construeted when loan money
was obtainable at a low rate of interest.
Granied that we have reczived benefit from
the Financial Agreement and that we have
had assistance from the Federal Government,
without it we should never have heen able
to reduce taxation and we should never have
been able to get anywhere near balancing the
ledger. Now that we have been able to ap-
proach balancing the ledzer, the time has
not arrived for us to reduce taxatinn. Even
now the caleulations on which tke Budget
was based have been upset by the latter por-
tion of the season. The Leader of the Op-
position langhs, but he knows that the sea-
sons influence the financial position of the
State, and doubtless when he was preparing
his Budgets, he took into consideration the
barvest prospects.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER: South Australia, though
receiving a special Commonwealth grant of
£330,000, has a deficit or over £800,000 for
the year. New South Wales last year had a
deficit of a little more than £300,000. How-
ever, the New South Wales railways are not
.in¢luded in the acconnts of general revenue,
and so the loss made on the system dues not
appear in the Treasurer’s Financial State-
ment. All slong the line Western Australia
compares more then favourably with other
Australian States. Let me repeat something
T ssid when this question was last under
discussion: we are not over-taxed either in
the way of income tax or land tax as com-
pared with any Eastern State.

Mr. Stubbs: Exeept Victoria.

The PREMIER: Except Victoria; and
Vietoria, hon. members may not be aware, is
not in the same position as it was in threc
or four years ago with regard fo taxation.

Mr., Stubbs: Quite so.

The PREMIER: Vietorian taxation is
still below the Australian average. It was
announced this morning, though, that Vie-
toria would increase its taxation for the cur-
rent financial year. Such increases in taxa-
tion, particularly those of South Australia,
are imposed upon people less favourably
sitnated for payment of taxes than we are.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No. Sonth
Australia is a rich country.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The PREMIER: She is, but she has been
living largely on her reserves for the last
four years.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Living on other
countries,

The PREMIER: See how all her land
produetion has fallen off. For more than
three years the agrieultural and pastoral in-
dustries of South Australin have been badly
hit, South Australia is in many respects a
wealthy country compared with this State.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes. Sonth
Anstralia owns mines here and in other
States.

The PREMIER: Not so many now.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: She draws rev-
enue from every other Australian State.
She makes motor bodies for the whole of
Anunstralia.

The PREMIER: Althorgh she is a com-
paratively wealthy State, I doubt whether
her taxpayers are as well ble to pay as ours
are. Facts and figures show that our taxa-
tion is not excessive. The Leader of the
Country Party said that in view of the esti-
mated surplus we ought to reduce taxation.
We onght not to anticipate a surplus by re-
ducing taxation, even though we necessarily
anticipate it in the preparation of the Bud-
get. We ave not justified in reducing taxa-
tion because of what is only an estimated
surplus; we must wait until we have the
bird actually in the hand. TFurther, because
of the inerease in the Epglish bank rate of
interest our expenditure at Home is greatly
inereased, since we are working there on a
heavy overdraft, If the London money mar-
ket doe< not improve in the near future, we
shall have to continue upon a very large
overdraft.

Mr. Sampson: Does the Premicr take the
suggested sarplus too serivusly?

The PREMIER: We can hope for the
best.

Alr. Sampson: And prepare for the worst.

The PREMIER: The curplus is not yet
realised. T should be as happy as anybody
to reduce taxation if it could be done safely;
but at present it cannot be done unless some
services essential fo the pecople are cut out
in order to reduce expenditure. Every hon.
member would object to that, at all events
for his own distriet. After eareful review
of the position I have not been able to dis-
cover where services can be reduced or ex-
penditure lessened to ensble uws to reduee
taxes. Certainly our land tax is not shove
the average of Australian land taxes.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Premier'’s comparisons will bring little com-
fort to Western Australian taxpayers. Most
of the Dastern States have been spend-
ing at a furious rate. Indeed, the
Queensland  Labour Premier said his
State had for years been on & finan-
cial jag. Moveover, compared with the
population of (Queensland we ure only
a lew people—some 400,000. Again,
Queensland had not a sinking fund in Lon-
don es we have; and so to Queensland there
was no great advantege from the Finaneial
Agreement in that respect, whereas Western
Australia benefits to the extent of £360,000
per annum. I regret the Premier’'s refer-
ences to the defieit that aceumulated during
my term of office. It is true a deficit did
oceur. I inherited a deficit of £650,000, and
in five years brought it down to £229,000—
8 creditable achievement, according to the
Premier; and it was a oreditable achieve.
ment. Then again, the deficit was not of
my making. My highsst revenue was

£7,865,000, whereas the Premier’s highest

over
My last defieit was
£229,000; the Premier's last deficit was
£275,000, The increase in the Education
Voie in my time was £214,000.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not wish
to check the hon. member, but I am rather
afraid he is going a little wide of the mark
when he enters upon all the financial rami-
fications of the State.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: May I
not reply to the Premijer?

The CHATRMAN: I do not think the
Premier covered quite the same ground. I
would be too lenient if I allowed the discus-
sion to continne in this way.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1t is no
argument for the Premier to say that his
Education Vote has inereased by £139,000
and that therefore he musi have ihis addi-
tional land taxation.

The CHAIRMAN: That was merely in
justification. We do not want a retro-
spective review of the entire financial posi-
tion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Premier snid that as the Edueation Vote had
exceeded his estimate, he must have inereased
land tax. There is also the additional in-
terest bill ealling for incressed taxaiion. The
Premier borrowed in five years £21,000,000,
as against £15,000,000 borrowed in the pre-

revenute has been £9,947,000, or
£2,000,000 more.
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ceding five years; but owing to cheap money
the Premier’s interest bill was only about
£368,000 more than mine. The State now
gets money at 1 per cent., and the paying-
off of the loan for the goldfields water
scheme saves £75,000 a year. Thus the
interest bill has not increased as ope might
well expect it to do in view of the enorm-
ous borrowing, Moreover, the £360,000 we
formerly had to pay to London comes off
the interest and sinking fund bill as well,
Whichever way it is taken, we should be in
a position to reduce taxation considerably,
with the advantages we have, There is room
for a reduction of taxes now, having regard
to the surplus of £105,000 anticipated by
the Premier. The thing is not to compare
taxation here with taxation elsewhere in
Australia. We have invested our horrowed
money more wisely than is the case with
other States, It would be instructive if each
hon, member would turn up the increased
earnings of the railways during the past five
years, and compare them with the inecreased
earnings of the previous five years. Every-
thing bhas come cur way favourably to the
Treasurer during recent years. It must have
been an advantage to the Treasurer to have
so much loan expenditure.

The Premier: Not quite everything has
come our way. We are now paying 8s, per
week more to every one of 8,000 railway
employees than was the case a few years
ago.

Hon, Siv JAMES MITCHELL: In my
time every railway wages employee got an
increase equal to £57 per annum.

The Premier: But the hon, gentleman
raised the railway rates. )

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Not
nearly enough to cover the increased ex-
penditure; and the Premier is enjoying
those increases.

The Premier: But we have had increased
wages on top of the increase the hon. gen-
tleman had.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, with
increased earnings. Bui the strange thing
is that the Premier’s earnings have incrensed
by only £600,000, whereas in my case the
increase was £1,400,000.

The Minister for Railways: You increased
the railway rates.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know that the Minister for Railways has
reduced Preights since taking office. Prob-
ably he has increased them somewhat, I
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know he draws more revenue from the re-
freshment rooms than was the c¢ase in my
time.

The Minister for Railways: You know we
reduced railway rates to compensate the in-
erease in land tax. By that we lose £55,000
this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
are increases all the time. Salaries increase
vear by year throughout the service.

The Minister for Railways: There sare
very few business people who do not ex-
peet inereases.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
general discussion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If it
were nob so, there would be a smbstantial
reduction. There is no justification for a
change of front on the part of the Com-
miftee. The other day we voted for a re-
duction in the land tax from 2d. to 1d. Now
the Premier asks ns to reverse that decision
and to allow him to have his taxation at
the higher figure.
I have endeavoured to show that it is not
justified, and that we have got money from
unexpected sources. That revenue has been
elear and has not cost the people much. The
people, therefore, should derive some benefit,
1 have shown that while the Premier will
not pay £98,000 into the sinking. fund, the
Federal Government are taking that from
the people of Western Australia to pay it
to our account. Surely an equivalent amount
must come off taxation. We cannot ask
the people to submit to a double tax in
order that one payment may be made on
our account. 1 hope the Premiecr will allow
the Bill to pass as it stands now,

Mr., SAMPSON: I regret the Premier’s
decision to recommit the clause. I had
hoped that he would give effect to the op-
timism he displayed when delivering his
Budget Speech, by allowing the land tax to
stand,

Mr. Sleeman: Yon were an optimist!

Mr. SAMPSON : The Premier has praeti-
cally admitted that he was unjustifiably op-
timistic in anticipating the surplus he indi-
cated, and now the optimism has turned fo
a definite indieation of pessimism, The
Leader of the Opposition, who has a thor-
ough grip of the finanecial sitvation, has
urged effectively that the land tax should
be reduced, but we know that numbers will
outweigh the sagaeity of his remarks,

This is not a

[ will not agree to that..

[ASSEMBLY.)

Hon. W, D. Johnson: Would you sug
gest that eity properties are overtazed at
rate of 2d. in the pound?

Mr. SAMPSON: While the intrinsi
valye of land, from the standpoint of pm
duction, may not have increased, still th
(lavernment must bepefit materially becaus
of the upward trend of eity values. Th
report submitted by the Commissioner ¢
Taxation shows a record of wonderful i
ereases in values during the past few year
and those figures are worthy of considers
tivn by hop. members. That result ha
been achieved d:spite the tax being double
by the Premier. When the Leader of th
Opposition became Premier, the eountr
was staggering under a tremendous defiel

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I must es
the hon. member to keep strictly
Clanse 2.

Mr. SAMPSON: T desire to do so.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member wi
not be allowed to wander all over the plac
dealing with past deficits and the ramifie:
tions of the financial history of the Stat

Mr. SAMPSON: Would I be in orde
in bringing forward arguments—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member wi
be in order if he discusses Clause 2, other
wise he will be out of order.

Mr. SAMPSON: If I advance fipures i
enable a comparison to be made betwee
the position when the land tax was hal
what it is to-day, with present-day ecor
ditions, 1 shall be within the limitation
which you, Mr. Chairman, as a striet Chaix
man of Committees, would insist upon.
was observing that when the Leader of th
Opposition became Premier the country wa
struggling under a deficit.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 do ng
wish to eurh the hon. member, but he know
he is quite out of order. T would like t
be as tolerant as possible, but I will no
allow the hon. member to indulge in a re
view of past finances, I hope the hor
member will exercise a little common sense

Mr. SAMPSON: I do not mind exer
cising that but I shall expect somethin
similar from the Chairman of Committees

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

AMr. SAMPSON: In view of all the cit
cumslances, including the rapid increase o
land values, there is no justification fo
continuing the double tax, espeeially be
eause of the fact that exemptions tha
formerly applied are no longer allowed.
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Amendment put and a division taken with

the following result:—

Ayes 19
Noes 14
Majority for 5
ATESR,
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr “ollier Mr, Milllngton
Mr, Coverley ! Mr. Munsie
Mr. Cowan i Mr. Rowe
Mr. Cunningham J. Mr, Sleeman
Miss Holman ' Mr. Troy
Mr. Johnson ! Mr. A. Wansbrough
Mr. Kennedy Mr, Willcock
Mr. Lamond Mr. Wilsos
Mr. Marshail (Teller.)
Nogs.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Sampson
Mr. Davy Mr. J. M, Smith
Mr. Ferguson Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Grifiths Mr, Taylor
Mr. Lindeay Mr. Thomson
Mr. Maon Mr, C. F. Wansbrough
8ir James Mitchell Mr, North
(Taller.)
Amendment thus passed.
The PREMIER: I move—

That the words ‘‘two penee’’ be inserted in
lieu of those struck out.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
the Committee will not agree to the amend-
ment. It is not necessary to go over the
whole ground again. The Committee ren-
lised that 1d. in the pound should be im-
posed as land tax for the year, and decided
nceordingly. Now the Committee are asked
to change their mind. I hope members will
rememher what they are doing and that the
people will remember what the Committes
have done,

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

Ayes .o .- 19
Noes . .. Lo 14
Majority for b}
. AYES.
Mr, Cheason . Mr., McCallum
Mr, Collier Mr, Mililagton
Mr. Coverley Mr, Munsle
Mr, Cowan Mr., Rowe
Mr. Cunningham Mr, Bleeman
Mise Holman Mr. Troy
Mr, Johnson Mr, A. Wansbrough
Mr, Kennedy Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lamond Mr. Wilaon
Mr. Marshsll (Teller.)
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Nozs.

Mr., Angelo Mr. Sampscd
Mr. Davy Mr. J, M, Bmith
Mr. Ferguson i Mr. Stubbs
Mr, Grifiths " Mr. Taytor
Mr. Lindsay 1 Mr. Thomson
Mr. Mann | Mr. C. P. Wansbrough
Sir Jamea Mitchell | Mr, North

(Peller.)

Amendment thus passed; the clause, a8
amended, agreed to.

Bill again reported with a further amend-
ment.

EILL—ROYAL AGRICULTURAL
SOCIETY ACT AMENDMENT,

Council’s Message.

Message received from the Couneil notify-
ing that it had agreed to the amendment
made by the Assembly on the amendment
made by the Council.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1929-30
Report of Committee of Supply adopted.
In Committee of Ways and Means.
The House having resolved intoe Commit-

tee of Ways and Means, Mr. Lambert in
the Chair.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. P, Collier—Boulder) [8.51: I move—

That towards making good the Supply
granted to His Majesty for the service of the
year ending 30th June, 1830, a sum not ex-
ceeding £6,634,488 be granted from the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, £154,935 from the
Sale of Government Property Trust Acecount,
and £700,000 from the Appropriation Sus-
pense Trust Aecount.

Question put and passed.
Resolution reported.

LOAN ESTIMATES, 1929-30,
In Committes of Supply.

Resumed from ihe previons sitting; Mr.
Lambert in the Chair.

Vote — Development
£1,369,530—agreed to.

Vote—-Roads and Bridges, Public Build-
ings, ete., £452,000:

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 pre-
sume the amount set out here fore roads and

of Agriculture,
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bridges is the amount proposed to be spent
on roads, including main roads, for the com-
ing year,

The Premier: Yes,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Already
this session we have discussed the Main
Roads expenditure several times, and only
to-day we bave referred to the money held
up in this country during the last two
years, and which will be spent this year.
The other day I referred to an officer who,
under the Main Roads Board, seems to have
nothing to do but travel about from con-
tract to contract and see to it that the men’s
wages are paid. I want to know what this
official himself is being paid, also why he
was appointed, and what his duties are. It
seems that quite a new post has been cre-
ated; at any rate, we do not find a corres-
ponding official on any other work. I should
think this official is not wunted in the posi-
tion, and I shall be very much surprised
if we find that his duty consists solely of
going from contract to contract to assure
himself that the men are being paid the rate
of wages preseribed by the Arbitration
Court. Have we any other officer doing
similar work? Will the Minister tell us
what the justification may be for the ex-
penditure of public money in this way?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No of-
ficer has been speeially appointed to see
that the wages and conditions in the Arbitra-
tion Court’s award are earried out by the
contractors. Thare has been appointed an
officer whose dnty it is to go round and see
to it that the conditions of the confraet are
being earvied out, and to see also that the
plant hired by the department to the con-
tractor is receiving fair treatment. Tt be-
came a pressing question to make sure that
the large quantity of costly plant hired by
the department to the contraciors was re-
ceiving decent treatment, for the cost of re-
pairs has gone up enormously. Consequently
a skilled engineer has been engaged to inspect
the plant on the job and see that it is receiv-
. ing proper attention and use. And while
he is doing that he is also charged to see
that the conditions of the contract are ear-
ried out, those conditions including not only
that the proper rate of wages is paid, but
also that no foreigner is employed. And
there are many other conditiens, the non-ob-
servance of some of which has led to numer-
ous complaints. The question of awards and
conditions is only one phase of the work,
and would be only a minor phase. He has

[ASSEMBLY.]

to perform other duties. The man selected
for the position is an engineer, a fitter by
trade, who will be able to pay skilled atfen-
Uun to the plant, and if anything requires
adjustment to see that the work is done.
There have been many complaints in other
directions. The conditions of contract set
out that no foreigners may be employed
without the permission of the Alinister, Only
last week I received a complaint from Esper-
ance that contractors there are employing
foreigners to the detriment of local people
who are out of work., Someone must have
a check upon the position to see that the
conditions of the contraet are adhered fo.
We have valuable plants in use, steam roll-
ers, power graders, and beaps of other ma-
chinery representing a good deal of money.
The charges for hire are fixed by the plant
engineer. He has eomplained about the cost
of repairs, and it was deemed necessary to
have closer supervision cxercised over the
plant. There is plenty of work for the offi-
cer to do. He is receiving £8 a week, and
is required to travel all over the State ex-
cept in the North-West where the work is
being done by the loeal authorities. Con-
tractors are operating between Geraldton
and Esperanece, and i} is necessary that their
work should be supervised.

Mr. Mann: Does the officer draw travel-
ling expenses?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
usual travelling expenses that are given un-
der the Public Service Regulations. Lven
members of the Main Roads Board get only
Public Service travelling allowances. 1t is
thought there will be no financial loss over
this appointment, and there may possibly
be a gain because our plants will be properly
looked after. e hope to save the heavy’
eust that has had to be incurred ip repair
work during the last 12 months.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The re-
pair account has been tremendous, Whether
it has been justified or not is ancther mat-
ter. I thought distriet engineers were in
charge of eaeh distriet. Apparently this
new officer will be superior in some diree-
tions to the distriet engineers. Is he ap-
pointed by the Main Roads Board?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And sab-
ject to them?

The Minister for Works: Yes,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: His
duties will prinecipally be to see that the
award rates are paid. I soppose he would
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also: he used to see that union tickets are
aeld by all persons working on the job, I
1o not think the Governyeent have the right
io use an officer for that purpose. It is a
strange appointment, I could understand an
:xperienced man being sent out to see that
valuable machinery was properly looked
after, but cannot understand why someone
should be sent out to lock into everything
that happens in connection with a particn-
lar -work.

The Minister for Works: A distriet en-
zineer has a tremendous distance to cover.
One district extends from Leonora to Esper-
ance. :

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
wnnot be muck road work going on between
those centres. I regard the appointment as
anneeessary. It is particularly unforfunate
that a man has been appointed chiefly to
see that award rates are being paid. Al-
rendy there exists o law which enables the
worker to recover the wages due. I can-
not understand any man not knowing what
pay he should get under an award, This
appointment must mean extra expenditure.

Mr. Ferguson: There is no award cover-
ing country districts, is there?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1t is
sither an award or an agresment between
the men and the Minister.

The Minister for Works: The Public
Works Department agreement covers this
work,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Where
there is an award, that prevails,

The Minister for Works: It is registered
with the conrt. It is the court’s decision.

Houn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I under-
stand that where A.W.U. men work, they
are subjert to the award,

The Minister for Works: If is a common
rule which is registered. It was fixed as
an agreement hetween the department and
the union. :

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Thal
means that any employer or man affected
may appear before the court. The whole
business is strange; T do nof like it. We
yught to make the cost of administration as
low as possible. There are some men doing
real work.

Mr. Thomson: And half a dozen seeing
that the others are workine.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Engin-
aers 1n control are neeessary and others are
required to lay out the work. I profest
against the appointment of men who are noi
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necessary and against the expenditare of
public funds in that direction. Undoubtedly
the taxpayers will also protest against this
sort of thing. We are reaching an exira-
ordinary tangle in our financial arrange-
ments and our control of works of this de-
seription, .

Mr. STUBBS: On page 29 of the Rsti-
mates there is a marginal note referring to
the Yilgarn distriet, clearing roads in the
Forrestania and Mollerin areas, Lake King

districts, ete. On the same page there
is a8 reference to clearing roads in
Forrestania, Mollerin, Lake King dis

tricts, ete. 1 understood that the work
which has been going on there for the last
year or two was to be paid for out of cheap
money derived under the Migration Agree-
men{. Is that so, or are we borrowing
money specially for this purpose? I un-
derstand that about £70,000 has heen spent
in the opening up of good roads for the
development of a large traet of country
lying east of Southern Cross. Is this money
coming out of the so-called cheap money?

The MINISTER FOR WORES: I am
afraid the hon. member is a little eonfused
in the matter. The movey approved under
the Migration Agreement still has to be bor-
rowed by the Government. If we receive
approval for a loan of half a million or a
million we are nof given that sum of inoney,
We have to borrow it under our own Loan
Bili and pay interest upon it.

Mr. Stubbs: I thought that the money
was advanced to the Government.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It comes
out of our loans. When approval has been
given it is necessary for the money to be
raised,

Mr, Thomson: I thought that the som
of £180,000 had geen granted specially for
that particalar work,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The aun-
thorities do not go on the market to bor-
row the money, but it comes out of Jloan
mopeys raised for Western Ansiralia, The
money is not horrowed separately.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I ean understand
that in a big eontract the machinery is sub-
jected to rough usage at times. As it is not
the property of the contractor he may not
be as eareful with it as would otherwise be
the case, and it is necessary to exercise some
supervision over it. 1 do not know that any
special supervision is required to see that-
award rates are paid. The indunstrial or-
ganisations employ men of their own to at-
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fend to that sort of thing. No matter what
time has elapsed, short pay can always be
recovered. I trust that that portion of the
officers work is infinitesimal.

The Minister for Works: The Main Roads
Board require production of certificates of
compliance with award c¢onditions before
any advance is made,

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Minister also said
a put of the officer's duty was fo see that
foreigners were not employed on these road
works.

The Minister for Works: That is part of
the conditions of contract.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: How is discrimination
made? A foreigner may be naturalised.

The Minister for Works: 1le is not a for-
eigner onee he is naturalised. Then he is
a Britisher,

Hon, G. TAYLOR: People are apt to re-
gard even a naturalised alien as a foreigner.

The Minister for Works: The naturalisa-
tion papers are checked,

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Is there any difficnlty
in that respect?

The Minister for Works: None.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Since the war many
foreigners have become naturalised, and in-
tention to apply for naturalisation is Tre-
quently advertised. Do many foreigners try
to get employment on road works?

The Minister for Works: That used to be
the case.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Tt is necessary to do
something for the protection of our people.
The engineer should have no difficulty as
to that part of the agreement which refers
to observance of awards, The men can logk
after themselves in that respect, thanks fo
the legal machinery at their disposal, the
financial strength of their organisation, and
their representation in Parliament. The
State should not be called upon to contri-
bute anything towards the salary of an
officer doing that work. Besides, noth-
ing irritates a union steward more than
a Government engineer butting in with a
different opinion.

The Minister for Works: That matter
can be left to the union organiser.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Yes.

Mr. THOMSON: Earlier in the debate
we were told that economy was being exer-
cised in every direction. The appointment
now under consideration costs the State
at least £1,000 a year.

The Minister for Railways: Oh no! Noth-
ing like it.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. THOMSON: Then well over £500
year. The officer is paid £8 per week, aw
he must have a motor car. The tofal o
his yearly salary and expenses will not b
much under £1,000, It is not necessary t
have a special officer going round to se
that contractors carry ouf conditions o
contract. The Works Department requir
a sworn declaration as to observance of th
conditions, before any payment is mads
An officer of this kind has not been foun
necessary in other States for checking th
correctness of contractors’ sworn declara
tions. Before a contractor gets any pay
ment for work done, he must furnish suel
a declaration. If the Works,Departmen
enforced all the conditions of contrac
strietly to the letter, no one would eve
tuke a contract from the | deparimeni—
there is no loophole whatever. Westen
Australia is indeed fortunate in having
such capable officers in the Works Depart
ment; [ refer especially to the outsid
supervisors, whose services are not suffic
iently remunerated. As to looking afte
machinery, I assume that the great bulk o
the machinery lent to contractors is len
to reputable firms, who no doubt have t«
lodge deposits guaranteeing its safe return
Further the firms have to obtain guaran
tors. 1 do not know the person ap
pointed to the position; in faet, I dic
not know of the appointment until |
heard the remarks of the Qpposition Leader
Still, the Government have embarked upor
a principle which will mean the appoint
ment of additional supervisors. It has been
said that on some jobs there are two mex
doing the work and half a dozen supervis
ing the doing of it. These things go t¢
show how essential it is to have a public
works committee to investigate expenditure
of public money. Here we are dealing with
a proposed loan expenditure of £365,000,
All the information the Committee have is
that £365,000 is to be 'spent in certain
directions which are briefly enumerated.
The Minister has given his reasons for the
proposed expenditure. I see no grounds for
the appointment of an officer to watch that
contractors comply with conditions of con-
tract, especially as we have distriet en-
gineers.

The Minister for Works: A district en-
gineer might have a hundred jobs in his
district at one time.
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Mr. THOMSON : The same thing applies
to officers supervising the erection of pub-
lic buildings. )

The Mimster for Works: It is many
years since that state of things obtained.

Mr. THOMSON: Public buildings super-
visors have large areas to cover, and fre-
guently have numerous jobs to visit. If the
principle involved in the appointment of
this officer is applicable to road construe-
tion, it should be applieable to other works.

The Minister for Works: All contracts
are inspected.

Mr. THOMSON: I fail to ses the need
for this officer, though it is wise to see that
road construction machinery is maintained
in good order and condition.

The Minister for Works: Hundreds of
pounds have sometimes had to be spent in
repairing machinery after its return to the
department.

Mr. THOMSON: If valuable machinery
is lent to contractors, they should be held
responsible for its proper upkeep. Much
road work is done by local authorities; and
if they receive machinery in good order and
eondition, they should be held strietly ac-
countable for its proper maintenance and
gafe return.

The Minister for Works: The loeal auth-
orities are not free from blame in the mat-
ter .
Myr. THOMSON: The Government are en-
titled to see that machinery lent in good
order and condition is returned in the same
order and condition, subject to reasonable
wear and tear. If that were this officer’s
sole duty, he might effect considerable sav-
ings. The main point is that we ought to
do away with what we consider unnecessary
appointments, but if the Minister says that
this appointment is necessary, we must ac-
cept his decision.

Item—Public Buildings (ine¢luding sew-
erage and equipment new buildings),
£75,000:

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The provision of pol-
ice quarters for Tammin has been promised
for a long time. I would like to know
whether anything will be done to meet that
tequirement. The vote is £8,000 less than
it was for last year. I would egain men-
tion the request of small country distriets
for the provision of shelter sheds for the
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children. Is anything being done along
those lines?

Vote put and passed.
Vote—Other Undertakings, £33,500:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I under-
stand that we will have an opportunity to
diseuss the Estimates of the State Trading
Concerns later on. In the circumstinces,
it is not necessary to deal with those con-
cerns at this stage. The money involved in
the undertakings mentioned in the 'vote
is not well spent. The expenditure is added
to each year and it would ‘be better if we
did not have any of thess concerns at all.
We would not be losing what we are now.

Item—State Hotels and Tourist Resorts,
£2,500:

Mr. FERGUSON: Has any provisien
been made for additions to the State hotel
at Wongan Hills? For three years I have
stressed the importance of greater facilities
being provided.

The CHAIRMAN: If the hon. member
will turn to page 31 he will see that pre-
vision is made for the additions he refers
to.

Mr. FERGUSON: I would like to know
whether the work will be carried out this
year. Last week the Minister for Agri-
calture was at Wongan Hills and he real-
ised the necessity for additional facilities.
Twelve months ago the Minister for Works
was there and considered the question of
additions. When he goes there an effort
is made to provide him with a hed inside
the building; the average individual has to
sleep on the verandah! On that occasion
the Minister telegraphed to Perth to as-
certain the position and he received a re-
ply that the money was svailable and that
the plans were then hefore the Chief Sec-
retary for his approval. Twelve months
have elapsed and nothing has been done.
Will the Premier give me his assuranee
that the work will be earried out this year.

The Premier: I cannot do that, but it is
hoped that it will be.

Mr. FERGUSON: We have lived on hope

- for the past three years!

The Premier: I know you have.
Vote put and passed.

Resolutions reported, and the replort

adopted.
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BILL—APPROPRIATION.
Message.

Message from the Lieutemant Governor
received and read recommending appro-
priation for the purposes of the Bill,

Standing Orders Suspension.

On motion by the Premier, ordered: That
so much of the Standing Orders be sus-
pended as will enable the adoption of the
report of the Commiftee of Ways and
Means and the passing of the Appropria-
tion Bill through all its stages at this sit-
ting.

All Stages.

In accordance Wwith resolutions adopted
in Committees of Supply and Ways and
Means, leave obtained to introduee the Ap-
propriation Bill, which was read a first
fime.

Second Reading.

On motion by the Premier, Bill read &
second time.

In Commitiee.
Mr. Angelo in the Chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill
Clauses 1 to 3—agreed to.

Schedule A:

Mr. DAVY: Merely seeking information,
I ask why there shonld be blanks in this
Schedule. For instance, we have it “Under
Act No—" Why are the numbers not
given?

The Premier: Because those were Supply
Bills passed during this session, and they
have not yet been numbered. That omission
will be supplied in dme course.

Mr. DAVY: Very well, I am eontent.
Schedule put and passed.
Schedules B to H—agreed to.
Preamble, Title—agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.
Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

[ASSEMBLY.]

ANNUAL ESTIMATES—STATE TRAD-
ING CONCERNS. .

In Commitise.
My. Lambert in the Chair.

Divésion—State Brickworks, £46,830:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: These
trading concerns absorb a great deal of
money. We have £2,820,000 invested in
them. We have made a profit of £417,000,
and losses totalling £1,543,000. So the loss
i greater than the profit by £1,126,000. It
is & very serious matter for the peopie of
the country to have to stand such an enor-
wous loss,

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The hon.
member must eonfine himself to the division
before the Chair. There ean be no gen-
eral discussion on the State trading econ-
cerns.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Very
well, T have quoted the essential figures,
and I will leave it to the public to deter-
mine whether or not the State trading con-
cerns are any good to the workers or any-
one else.

Division put and passed.

Division—State Ferries, £95832—agreed
to.

Division—State Hotels, £62,128:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I should
like to know from the Minister why these
hotels are charging increased prices. As a
1ule, the State hotel is the only hotel in the
town, and so it is a very serious matier
for the farmer's wife and family when the
charge for a meal jumps from 2s. 6d. to 3s.
It may be argued that the increase has been
adopted to secure adequate service; bat it
iz a very bad thing when the State hotels
make considerable profit by inereasing the
charges. Last year we made about £10,000
from the State hotels, and altogether we
have made about £30,000 more than the
hotels have cost the State. They have been
profitable and I think we should give the
public the benefit, just as far as we cen.
Why should the charges against the public
be increased?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
The charges have been increased, bat I do
not think anybody can say they are ex-
cessive. The tariff was increased last July
from 10s. per day to 12s. per day and
£3 10s. per week.



[6 Novesmser, 1920.]

Hon. G. Taylor: 1f is four guinens per
veek at the Caves House.

The Minister for Mines: Hut there yon
ret better accommodation than you can get
n Perth for £6.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I'here is no other State in the Common-
wealth where hotel charges are as reasonable
1s they are in Western Australia. And that
wlds good in respest of State hotels.
Wherever I bave found myself, the charge
ws been considerably in excess of that at
itate hotels. So I have no apology to offer
‘or the increased tarifif. The point is that
wroper service should be given, and I do
wt think proper service could be givem ut
inything below the existing rate,

My, SAMPSON: I agree that the rates
n other countries for hotel service are
dgher than in Western Australia. But one
nust acknowledge that the hotel service in
sther countries is far more elaborate.

The Premier: It is nhot more elaborate in
‘he other Australian States, where the raies
ire double those charged in Western Aus-
valia,

Mr. SAMPSON: I know that our hotel
:ates are low, but one is justified in asking
vhy the Glovernment should take the initia-
ive in increasing the rates at State hotels.
In many of the privatt hotels in country
entres the rate is stfill 10s. per day.

The Premier: And in many others it is
125, per day. )

Mr. SAMPSON: Most of the State hotels
we small, vet they adopt the higher rate
i 128,

The Premier: They may be small, but
lLe nceommodation they provide is dis-
inetly good.

Mr. BAMPSON: I admit it, but again T
jestion the justification for doing some-
hing that actually means an increase in the
st of living. The State hotels have in-
rensed their rates although there has been
16 appreciable inerease in the cost of living
' late, So why should the Minister raise
he rate?

The Premier: There you are again. You
rant taxation reduced, but as soon as I
Ty to get a little extra from anywhere at
! you are all out against me.

Mr. SAMPSON: If 1 thought the Pre-
nier would benefit by increasing the rates
f the State hotels, T wounld not object.
3ut we have a shrewd snspicion that if the
wotels were leased the Premier wounld re-
peeive more revenue from them, and would
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not have to beur the odiun that attaches
(v running a business for the sake of
profit,

The Minister for Agricultural Water
Supplies: You had an opportunity to stop
it.
Mr .SAMPSON: Ilad the opportunity
vecurred, I would have wiped them all out.

The Premier: What prevented you?

Mr. SAMPSON: As the remier knows,
a Minister is not allowed to go his own
gait. That is why I did not close up the
State hotels.

The Premier:
cepted,

Mr. SBAMPSON: Had I been able to do
s0 I would have counfed it for righteous-
ness, and handed over the hotels to private
enterprise. I am disappointed at the in-
crease in the rates charged at State hotels.
Why have they been increased?

The Minister for Agriculture:
the dining rooms do not pay.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Minister adopted
the easy attitude and said, “We have no
opposition; we can turn the screw on the
anfortunates who are compelled to ‘pat-
ronise our hotels.” T am not eriticising the
conduet of State hotels; the cooking is good,
they are well Tun and cleanly conducted,
hbnt there was no justification for thae
inercase.

The Minister for Agrieulture: How do
vou know the charges are excessive?

The Premier: They are not excessive in
comparison with the hotels on the Continent
patronised by the member for Swan.

The Minister for Agrieultnre: I am
telling you that the dining room does not
pay- .

Mr. SAMPSON: FHotel charges gener-
ally in this State are moderate, but I re-
gret that the State should lead the van
in the matter of inereasing charges. T re-
rrot that Ministers, when dealing with
hotel= sawmills and briekworks, should do
something not in the interests of the strug-
gling proletariat. We must not be led
astray by the actions of other people. The
Minister has not replied to my question. He
bas neither reason nor justification to offer,
heenuse there is none. .

Mr. DAVY: I am not frightfully exer-
cised that the price of board and lodging
at hotels should have been raised 2s. What
«annoys me is that Parliament should be dis-
cussing such a matter. We would not be
discussing it if the Government had not

The explanation is aec-

Beecause
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poked its nose into things that have nothing
to do with government. I should like to
hear some sort of defence by the Premier as
to why the Government shounld continue to
run hotels and why the time of Parliament
should be wasted in criticising the wretched
question of whether the hotel tariff should
be 2s. or 1s. more or less than it was last
year or the year before.

The Premier: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition did not dispose of them when he was
in office.

Mr, DAVY: The Premier does not really
think that is an answer to the point I have
raised. Because someone else continued the
hotels, that is no reason why Parliament,
which shonld be much more experienced now
than it was years 2go in respect to an abso-
lute folly, should have to occupy its time with
this matter. There cannot he any argument
socialistic, Bolshevistic, capitalistie, or any
other “istie” in favour of the State running
& few hotels. Their only effect is to canse
more trouble to the Government, oeccupy
the time of snme Minister who might be bet-
ter employed, and waste the time of Par-
liament which could be devoted to more im-
portant matters.

Mr. Sleeman: Do you think the Govern-
ment should control the nt?

Mr. DAVY: I can understand the point
of view of a man who contends that all
hotels should be run by the State. There
is a grain of sense in that.

Mr, Sleeman: It is a step in the right
direction ¥

My, DAVY: We have half a dozen hotels
dotted about the couniry, and there is no
.symptom of any Government having moved
to inerease the number. T do not believe
the number will be inereased.

Mr. Sleeman: Your complaint is we are
not taking them fast enough.

Mr. DAVY: My complaint is nothing of
the sort, and the hon. member knows it.
There is no peint in maintaining a depart-
ment tn run a few hotels in different dis-
triats.

The CHATRMAN: I do not know that
the hon. member is in order.

Mr. DAVY : Exactly what we are entitled
to disenss I o not know,

The CHAIRMAXN: I find no difficnlty in
deciding, but I do not wish to be too arbi-
trary. If the hon. member desires to move.
a motion, it will be quite ecompetent for him
to do so.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. DAVY: Then I shall move a motion.

The CHATRMAN : But the hon. member
must do it at the proper time.

Mr. DAVY: I shall content myself with
saying that the continuation of this depart-
ment cannot coneceivably serve any good
purpose, and if it does nothing worse, il
wastes a tremendous lot of precious time,
both of the Government and of Parliament.

Mr. Sampson: And it is derogatory to
the dignity of Government and Parliament.

Division put and passed.

Division, State Implement and Engineer-
ing Works, £62,128:

Mr. ANGELOQ: It is very disappointing
vear after year to find the State Implement
Works showing a loss. Evidently a loss of
£4,406 is estimated for the present financial
vear. The question will have to be seriously
ronsidered hefore long whether the State
Implement Works will be sold or whether
some other method of conducting them will
be adopted by the Government. I do not
wiskt to see the State Implement Works
abolished because they are providing a lot
of employment,

Mr. Mann: How many men are employed
there? .

Mr. ANGELO: I believe the number is
300 or 400, One solution would be to alter
the method of conducting the work. I wish
to direct the attention of the Government
to what has happened in a similar trading
concern in New South Wales. I refer to
Whalsh Island. I have a cutting from the
“Sydney Morning Herald” of about thrae
weeks ago.

The Premier: They are engineering worka

Mr. ANGELQ: Yes.

.The Premier: Has that matter any rvela-
tion to our implement works?

The CHAIRMAN : I éunnot see any great
amount of relevance between the matter
the hon, member wishes to citc and these
Estimates.

The Premier: They are miles apart.

Mr, ANGELOQO: Perhaps the Premier does
not wish me 1o read this extraet.

The CHATRMAN: I am not concerned
with what the Government wish or do not
wish; it is my desire to confine the diseus-
sion as far as possible to the State Imple-
ment and Engineering Works.

Mr. ANGELO: I am suggesting that the
Government shonld copy the example set by
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the Government of New South Wales, The

extract reads—

Speaking at Kogarah last night, the State
Treasurer (Mr Stevens) gave some account of
the remarkable improvement in trade at Walsh
Island sivce the Government instituted the sys-
tem of payment by results. Whereas the en-
terprise lost £42,739 in 1927 it made a profit
for the financial year ended June 30, 1929, of
over £80,000, and the employees increased
from 1,250 to 2,500.

Mr. A. Wanshrough: Who paid that, the
farmers?

Mr. ANGELO: I am not discussing who
paid it. The system of payment by resuits,
I believe, is likely to he instituted almost
throughout New South Wales, and that ex-
ample will have to be followed here.

The Premicr: Then some members here
would receive a very small salary.

Me. AXGELO: I am prepared to start
by reducing our salary in this time of stress,
but we are not the State Implement Works.
The extraet continues—

The aim of the management had been to
secure a turnover which would meet working
expenses and provide for depreciation and in-
terest on capital, said Mr, Stevens, That turn-
over was not necarly reached during 1926-27.
The nomber of employees at June 30, 1927,
was 1,250,

‘‘The Bavin Goverument,’’ continued the
Treagurer, ‘‘decided to alter thn working con-
ditions of the dockyard as from the end of
1927. In order to arrest the drift and to save
the enterprise the Government decided to in-
troduee the system of payment by results. At
first the men did not like it, and actually went
on strike. The Premier then said that unless
they were prepared to assist the management
by adopting that method of payment and
going back to work under those conditions he
would sell the husiness right out, lock, stock,
and barrel, Fortunately for the men and for
the Government wiser counsels prevailed, and
they agreed to work, anl have continned to
work under the piecework system,

‘“The results of the Government’s decision
first became refleeted in the balance-sheet for
the year ended Junc 30, 1928. That year dis-
closed a gross profit of £42,690. The turnover
for the year (£908,038) was the greatest for
gsome time and was £334,000 in excess of that
of the previous pericd.

‘‘There is no room for conjectnre as to the
cause underlying the conversion of a £42,739
loss in 1927 to an almost equivalent profit
(£42,690) in 1928. The official report contains
this statement:— The management considers
that the system of payment by results was the
principal factor in showing the profit on the
year’s activities.’

‘“The results are more remarkable when it is
realised that the piece-work aystem was only
in full swing for the second half of the year,
and that the interim balance-sheet for the first
balf was showing a loss of £11,000, Notwith-

‘day wages.
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standing the loading of the first balf-year’s
loss, the completed year ended in a record turn-
over for the establishment, a record number of
employees, a record profit, and record average
earnings per man, This after six months’
piece-work.

“*During the financial year ended June 30,
1429, during which piece-work was in full
swing throughout, a new peak level of turn-
over was reached, the amount being over
£1,000,000, and the record number of 2,500 em-
ployees was engaged in the industry. The pro-
fit more than doubled the preceding years’ pro-
fit and the results of the year established re-
cord average earnings per man employed. The
profits were made after paying full deprecia-
tion charges, interest on working capital, and
all the. working charges of the establishmeut.’’

I bave no wish to see the implement works
sold, but [ do not want to see them continue
to make a loss. Some 300 or 400 men have a
living down there, and why deprive them
of it? Still, as the directors responsible to
the taxpayers of this State, we cannot allow
the loss to continue.

The Minister for Lands: About £70,000
way lost on the meat works at Carnarvon,

Mr. ANGELQ: Why bring up that ques.
tion?

The Premier:
ment concern,

Mr. ANGELO: Do not forget that
the pastoralists lost £50,000 odd.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not think that
is quite relevant.

Mr. ANGELO: Walsh Ysland provides
an object lesson, and I hope the Government
will eonsider it seriously. I do not know the
opinion of other members on this side of
the House, but while I do not wish fo see
the works sold, I do wish to see them worked
at a profit, If they cannot he worked at =
profit under the existing conditions, why not
change over o the system adopted at Walah
Island? I met the general manager of the
Walsh Island works 'in the train between
Melbourne and Adelaide. He said that after
six months not one man would go back to
They were all delighted with
the eonditions, were doing better, and were
threwing heart and soul into the work., It
is this co-operation in industry that we want
to introduce into our industrial life, Here
is a good opportunity for the Government to
adopt the same principal at the State Im-
plement Works.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1t is regrettable that
the State Implement Works should be in
their present position. This should be a
flourishing concern and employing at least

That was not a Govern-
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1,000 men, At present not more than 200
men are engaged, and quite & number of
these are working part time. Some of the
employees have recently been put off. There
is a remedy for the position.

Hon. G. Taylor: What is the cause of it?

My, SLEEMAN: On looking baek through
“Hansard” I find that in 1909 a Bill was
passed providing that mouey advanced to
gettlers for machinery to cnahle them to eul-
tivate their holdings must be spent on im-
plements manufactured within the State. In
1912, however, the whole of the clause relat-
ing to that portion of the legislatian was
repealed. Other matters were included in
that clause, and the whole thing was wiped
out. Nothing has ever heen done io restore
it. Our tradesmen are second to none in the
world, and our material is as good as could
be desired. I claim that we ecan produce the
machinery needed within Western Aunstralia.
The position is much the same as that set out
by the Leader of the Opposition in this
marning’s paper when discussing the hutter
industry. e said it was all a matter of pre-
Judice. A hox of the same butter conld be
eut ‘in halves and labelled differently, and
one half would be designated as good, and
the other, because of the label on it. would
be classed as inferior.

Mr. Thomson: You cannot say that about
the State TImplement Works machinery.

Mr. SLEEMAN: It is & matter of sheer
prejudice.

Mr. Thomson: The hon. member does
not know what he is talking about.

Myr. SLEEMAN: We can make machin-
erv in this State equal to anything made in
other parts of the Commonwealth.

Mr. Lindray: Can you tell me why peo-
ple will not huy it?

Mr. SLEEMAN:  They are actuated by
prejudice. There are too many men like the
member for Toodyay derrying the State Jm-
plement Works.

Mr. Sampson:
there.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Not at all. The Arbi-
tration Court lays down the wages that are
to be paid to the men. FEvery man at the
works pulls his weight and earns the money
he gets. It is not because the men or
the material are inferior, or becauss the
machinery manufaetured is inferior, hut be-
cause our farmers are inferior in their loy-
alty towards the loeal secondary industries.

Mr. Lindsay: Now we have it.

Piece work is required

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. SLEEMAN: . If it is logical for far-
mers to horrow money from the Government
to help them to make good it is equally
logical that they should with the money they
borrow, assist our secondary industries to
make good. [ listened to the Leader of
the Opposition to-night. He said we could
not expect (ireat Britain to lend us money
ta spend in America.

Mr. Mann: How do you find the State
Tmiplement Weorks drill operates on ~ your
farm?

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 have npo farm,
and have no machinery, but I hope when 1
do have a tarm all the machinery will come
from the State Works.

Mr. Angelo: T hope so, teo.
Mr. Ferouson: T venfure to say it will
not.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Settlers not Far from
me swear by the State-made implements.

Mr. Ferguson: You will not get 5s. per
bushel for sour wheat then.

Mr, SLEEMAN: Tf we cannot expect
Great Britain to lend us money to spend
in JAmerica, owr farmers cannot expeet to
horrow Trom the Government and send the
money they horvow to Hugh MeKay in
Melbomrne. Al the machinery required here
ean he nuule within the State. In 1809 the
leader of the Oppesition said the same
thing, and that it could be made second to
none.

Ay, Sampson: Let us take that as read.

Mr. SLEFEMAN: T am glad to know the
memher for Swan agrees that we ran make
machinery seeond to none. Some members
en the eruss benclies have been Juving their
damnedest to eripple the State Implement
Works.

Mr. Thomson: That is not correet.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Tt is eorreet so far as
some members in this House are converned
Thare ave men so disloyal to their State and
to our secondary industries that they will say
machinery manufactured loeally is inferior
to that made elsewhere.  They know per-
fectly well, when they say that, they are not
telling the truth. They know that the Im-
plement Works can turn out first-class ma-
chinery.

Mr. Davy: What is their mative? Why
shonld the ordinary farmer say that the im-
ported article is superior to the State Im-
plement Works article?

Mr. SLEEMAN: The same thing has been
said of our jams. When a jam factory was
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started, it was seid that we could not make
jam in this State. When the pulp was sent
to Tasmania, however, and returned te this
State under Tasmanian Inbels, it was spoken
of as beantiful jam. It is all a matter of
loeal prejudice.

Mr. Davy: Is there any local prejudice
against Plaistowe's chocolates? Is there any
difficulty in selling them?

Mr. SLEEMAN: There is so much pre-
judice that the Chamber of Manufactures
had to issue a book pleading for the support
of locally-made goods. The Chamber had to
start out on a eampaign to popularise loeal
products. Was it not right that they shounld
do this?

Mr. Davy: Certainly.

Mr., SLEEMAN: Doeg the hon. member
think it is right that his colleagues should
decry the machinery made within the State?

Mr. Davy: It is right they should tell the
truth.

Mr, SLEEMAN: They do not always tell
the truth.

Mr. Davy: I think they try to.

Myr. Thomson: I sometime wonder whethar
you are telling the truth.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Many people frankly
admit that the State plough is as good as
anything in Australia, but when it comes to
¢he implements manufactured at the same
works, they declare them not to be worth
having. At the same time they sre not very
ready to assert that the ploughs are good.

Mr. Thomson: No one says the ploughs
are not good.

Mr. SLEEMAN: They are ever ready to
declare that the other implements made by
the works are not worth buying.

Mr. Thomson: What about the harvesters?

Mr. SLEEMAN: There are members in
this House who for many years have used
State harvesters that are still giving good
service. How ecan we expect more from
people outside Parliament when snch a bad
example is set them by members inside the
House. Naturally they follow the lead that
is given them.

Mr, Lindsay: Yeu are an optimist if you
think people outside will read what we say
here, :

Mr. SLEEMAN: Not many would take
any notice of the remarks of the member for
Toodyay. Possibly he may be able fo in-
fluence a few of his own friends.

Mr. Davy: And he may be regarded as
being a3 good an authority on the subject as
you are.

1399

Mr. SLEEMAN: I defy any member to
say that the State plough is a bad imple-
ment. The State Implement Works are
passing through a rough time, Some of the
employees are only working half a week.
If our farmers would only patronise them
by buying all their plonghs from that souree,
instead of only 200 people being employed
there, it wounld not take long before the
namber was doubled. Even the most bitter
opponents of the works will adinit that the
plough is'a good one. If only they would
buy these plonghs some benefit would ac-
¢rme, I hope something will be done to
see that when money is advanced by the
(overnment to settlers a condition is imposed
that all expenditure on implements shall
be incarred within the State. Nowhere in
the Commonwealth are the land settlement
conditions as good as they are here. A per-
son ean arrive without a shilling,. He can
get a block of land, and be financed by the
Government in everything he requires. In
return he should be only too glad to play his
part in placing our secondary industries on
a proper footing, One of the saddest sights
we can see i3 that of hoys walking around
the streets unable to find any work to do.
if we cannot put our secondary industries
on a good footing, we shall have no place in
which to instal our boys so that they may
learn a trade and secure permanent employ-
ment. The only alternative is to send them
outside the State to learn a trade and get
work.

Mr. Thomson: And to bring people from
cutside to do their work, becanse of the con-
ditions that prevail.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 have no desire to en-
deavour to instruct the Arbitration Court,
as the hon. memher wishes to do when it
pleases him. He would not like anyone else
to make the atfempt. Unless we can estab-
lish our secondary industries, our boys will
have a rough time. The same thing is said
by the Chamber of Manufactures. In their
book they ask “What am 1 to do with my
boy?’ TUnless the people of the State sup-
port their own industries, I do not kmow
what can be done for them.

Mr. Thomson: I am glad to know you
are giving the matter that much considera-
tion.

Mr. SLEEMAN: T am afraid the hon.
member would not bother to give them a
minnte’s consideration. The same thing ap-
plies to our girls. There are not enongh
secondary industries here to give employ-
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ment to all the girls who want to take up
trades. It is the duty of the Government,
as well as of the people, to see that some-
thing is done to remedy the position. We
must see that work is given to the State
Implement Works so that they, too, may
develop and prosper. At present much of
our wealth is going out of the State. The
Agricultural Bank Act should he amended
as it was in 1909 to provide that people who
obtain advanees from it for the purchase of
machinery should be forced fo -spend the
money within the State. This money need
not necessarily be spent at the State Imple-
ment works. If the machinery is made
within this State it will provide work for
our people and keep the money in Western
Australia. Perhaps members on the cross
benches might induce their manufacturing
friends from abroad or the other States to
come here, and if they are content to abide
by the laws of the State, to open np works
and manufacture their own implements here.

Mr., Thomson: They will not come here
under your eonditions.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Do they want special
conditions of their own? The State Imple-
ment Works would have fo compete againsi
them under the same conditions. We could
not have a law for the State Implewment
Works and another for private enterprise.
Cannot Hugh McKay stand up to the com-
petition of the State establishment ?

Mr. Lindsay: He ecan compete with the
State works after paying freight on his
machinery from Vietoria.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Many of our local
people are unpatriotic enough to send their
money out of the State when it should be
kept here. Why does not McKay come here
tnd compete for the trade within the State?
Money should not be advanced to seitlers
for the purchasze of machinery unless it is
spent within the State. If that were laid
down McKay would soon overcome the dif-
ficulty he alleges to exist, and set about
starting a factory here,

Mr. Mann: He counld not afford to lose
£4000 a year.

Mr. SLEEMAN: He eannot afford to
open up works here whilst he can stay in
Vietoria and, by means of mass produetion,
supply the whole of Australia with his im-
plements. The people of this State, how-
ever, can afford {o be loval enough to pat-
ronise their own industries. MeKay’s fae-
tory in Melbourne is of no use to our boys
when so much of our money is being sent
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to those works. The Leader of the Country
Party knows full well that McKay could
start here under the same conditions as any-
one else. Unfortumately he wants to make
special conditions for his own particular
brand of machinery,

My. Thomson: He wanted the same con-
ditions here as he iy getting in Vietoria.

Mr. SLEFMAN: He was not prepared
to establish works under the awards exist-
ing in this State,

Mr, Lindsay: Yes, he was.

AMr., SLEEMAN: He was prepared fo
come heve if given special facilities to com-
pete against the State Implement Works.
He was not prepared to ahide by the laws
of the eountry.

Hon. 3. Taylor: He wanted the same con-
ditions that exist at Sunshine.

Mr., SLEEMAXN: Not many years ago
the member for Mt Margaret would have
been fully in accord with me, Since he has
crossed the floor of the House he has
changed his views a little.

Hon. G. Taylor: | have had experience
vinee then. ’

Mr. SLEEMAN: The hon. member has
not improved. He will do anything now—

The CHATIRMAN: Order!

Mr. SLEEMAN: You, Mr. Chairman,
will have to stop the hon. member from
interjecting.

The CHAIRMAN: [ cannot anticipate
the hon. member’s interjections,

Mr. SLEEMAN: I am glad the Leader
of the Opposition has returped to the Cham-
ber to give me a hand. He is a big enough
Western Australian to patromise the indus-
tries of his own State. Although many of
lis supporters will not agree with him, I
believe he would do all he could to foster
loeal industries. To-night the member for
Swan said that if he had his way he would
have sold the State Implement Works. His
Leader, however, was a big enough Western
Australian to stand in his way, and he
would not allow the works to be =old.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Mr. Angwin
sold one of the trading concerns, and sold
it too soon.

Mr. SLEFMAN: The Leader of the Op-
position did not sell the Implement Works,
1 am pleased to say.

Mr. Lindsay: That is the one mistake
he made.

Mr. SLEEMAN: And the member for
Swan did not get his way. Despite the
position in which the works now are, they
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could be buils up into a sound proposition.
It is pessible that improvements might be
effeoted in one or two respects, There has
been a suggestion that the perceatage of
bosses is too large compared with the number
of workmen. If that is so, the position
should be altered. Unquestionably the
works should be paying, and anyone stand-
ing in the way of their becoming profitable
should be removed. The tradesmen em-
ployed there are second to nome. In the
matter of the dredge recently constructed
the State Implement Works eompeted

against the world, and turned out a first-

class article up to time. If they ean com-
pete in the matter of dredges and also in
the matter of road graders, they ean com-
pete in many other things, The member
for Toodyay {Mr. Lindsay) had complaints
to make about the road graders, but the
State Implement Works are absolufely ex-
porting those machines.

Hon. G. Taylor: How many have they
exported?

Mr. SLEEMAN: More than one, at any
rate. I hope the member for Toodyay will

be pleased at the information that the State
Implement Works have made a success of
the manufacture of road graders and are
exporting them beyond the borders of West-
ern Australia. I trust that the works will
be brought right up to date and will em-
ploy at least 1,000 men, instead of a eouple
of bundred as at present.

Mr. SAMPSON: It is futile to boost a
concern while not allowing it to be eon-
duncted in a way that will enable it to ecom-
pete. 1 know the manager of the State
Implement Works, and I believe him to be
a thoroughly capable man; but if there is
anything that will discourage such s man, it
is a speeech like that of the member for
Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman) attacking the re-
sylts from the work done. No doubi Mr.
Shaw is doing his ntmost, but year after
yvear the works show a loss. If the mem-
bers of this Committee wonld adopt the
spirit of the report read by Mr. Angelo, for
which we are much indebted to the hon.
member, we might expeet good resulis; bnt
it is hopeless to endeavour to secure trade
as the resolt of kindly eonsideration for
local industry. Evervone will purchase the
local article if all things are equal; but it
is hopeless to expect, as the member for
Fremantle will discover in time—

Mr. Sleeman: That is why yon wear a
wnit of Western Australian tweed.
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Mr.. SAMPSON:, Apparently the mem-
ber for Fremantle thinks it is the duty af

the State to go on losing money on the

works and to applaud the proposition. That
is-a wrong way to treat the organisation.
Let us-give the State Implement Works a
chance to make good.

Hen. Siy James Mitohell: I suggest that
the manager be given as many votes as
the. men, - and™ then the member for the
disrict would have nothing to say against
the manager.

My, SAMPSON: The view of the mem-
ber. for Fremaatle is entirely fallacions. .

My, Sleeman: I ask for that remark’ to
he withdrawn. The member for Swan said
that | spoke cdetrimentally of the manager.
1 did not do so. I have said that he is a
vood man, : U

The CHAIRMAN: It secems to be rather
a stupendous aceusation thay the hon, mem-
her made; and I ask him to withdraw it,
as the member for Iremantle has taken
exception to it.

Mr. SAMPSON: I have endeavoured—

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member
for Swan will resume his seat. Will the
hon. member withdraw the remark to which
exeeption is taken? .

Mr. SAMPSON ‘May I ask what is the
remark?

Mr. Teesdalle. You used the word “fal-
lacions.”

Mr. SAMPSON: Do I understand the
member for Fremantle takes exeception to
the statement that his view was entirely fal-
lacions ? - :

My, Sleeman. No._ The statement to
whiech I object will appear in “Hansard,”
and Y want it withdrawn now,

The CH:AIRMAI\ Does the member for
Northam. (Hon. Sir-James Mitchell) desire
to rise on: a point of explanation?

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: Yes, Sir. ‘T
said simply that if the manager of the
works had 25 many votes as the men had,
the manager would not be criticised.

Mr. Sleeman: T never criticised him.

Hon. Sir James ‘\d’ltchell Then yon are
safe. © -

Mr, SAMPSON
mantle .referred to— .

The CHATRMAN: Order. T think X
have given the hon. member sufficient lntl-
tude.

Mr. BAMPSON: T want to see onr manu-
factures bujlt up; and T believe that if we
:lo.fw}mt has been indieated by the member

The member for Fre-
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for Gascoyne, we shall have gone a long
way towards the desired end.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: We have heard & good
deal from the member for Fremantle (Mr,
Sleeman) on the State Implement and En-
gineering Works. He accuses me of having
at one time supported those works. I ad-
mit the soft impeachment, but the Auditor
General’s report says that the State has lost
£169,948 18s, 94. on them sines they began
to operate. The hon. member also says Mo-
Kay ought to come here and compete against
them. Neither McKay nor any other pri-
vate individusl or company counld operate
here for such a length of time and lose so
much money as our State Implement Works,
and keep out of the bankruptey court. It
is all very fine and large for the hon. mem-
ber to declare that the State Implement
Works deliver the goods.

Mr. Sleeman: Do not they?

Hon, (. TAYLOR: The hon. mewnher says
they do, but the argument advanced by him
is fallacions.

.Mr, Sleeman: You do not knock it over,
though.

Hon, . TAYLOR: The hon. member’s
argument is that the farmer, being preju-
diced against the State Implement Works
is the reason why those works are not more
profitable. The implements produced, the
hon. member says, nre good, but the farmers
arc prejudiced. Take the farmers in the
wheat helt more especially. A lacwe per-
centage of them got their experience on the
goldfields, and received their politieal train-
ing in the trades hall. They are now farm-
mers, and are taking an active part in the
farmers’ assoeiations. I do not think those
men would be prejudiced against anything
made in Western Awustralia. They have
realised they do not get the best valus from
the State Implement Works, and hence they
do not deal with those workse. A certain
amount of prejudice may be involved, but
I do not think the hon. member's snggestion
on that point holds good. Farmers, I fancy,
are just like other people: they deal where
thev get the best value. There is some-
thing wrong with the State Implement
Works, otherwise they would be showing
better results.  Undoubtedly the State is
losine money on them year after year; and
al! the hoosting in this Chamber about won-
derfully eapable workmen and the good man-
ager, with evervthing up to the handle, does
pot enable us to compete with other manu-
facturers. What can we do? It has been
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suggested that the men should be given
greater incentive to do more work.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The men do
good work,

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Yes. The whole world
is getting away from day labour. In the
English-speaking countries and in numerous
foreign countries payment is being made ae-
cording to results. The best value is ob-
tained only when payment is based on re-
sults. Pay-on-results and mass-produetion
are the things that have put the United
States ahead.

Mr. Teesdale: Oh, do not quote Ameried.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I know that is offen-
sive to the member for Roebourne (Mr.
Teesdale). At the same time, Canada pays
high wages and is successful, and can put
its goods on the market to great advantage.
[ know it is difficult for the Minister, no
matter how anxious he may be, with all the
ramifications of the State trading concerns,
to effect much in the way of improvements.
Undoubtedly the manager of the State Im-
plement Works is a most capable man. I
have never heard a breath against him,
either personally or professionally. In both
respects he ranks high, I believe that the
men working under him are giving satisfae-
tion too. Nevertheless, there is something
wrong somewhere. The hon. member who
champions the works has not put it uap to
this Chamber. There is something more
than prejudice.

Mr, Sleeman: Tell us what it is.

Hon. G. TAYLOR : Hon. members on the
eross-benches have repeatedly said that the
implement works do not deliver the goods.
I am not a farmer, and have not used any
of the implements. Still, it is strange that
Eastern mannfacturers can send implements
here and defeat us on the spot. If the State
trading concerns were privately conducted on
snch lines, they would not run for a second
year, let alone 21 years. There is the posi-
tion. We cannot go on losing year after
year. The amount of £160,000 odd repre-
sents a huge loss. No private company
wounld bear such a loss. Unquestionably there
is a serew loose somewhere. Surely we
ought to have fonnd that out in a less period.

Mr. LINDSAY: It is rather remarkable
that whenever the Estimates come along,
members on this side of the Chamber are
sutbjected to unprovoked attacke by the mem-
ber for Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman). That has
oceurred every year since I have been a
member. I would not have spoken had it
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aot been for the member for Fremantle
mentioning my name. I have spoken here
repeatedly on the State Implement Works,
and in every instance it has been by way of
reply to an attack on me by the mewmber
for Fremantle. This side of the Chanber
has been told that members sitting here and
also all the farmers in Western Australia are
prejudiced against the State Implement
Works. I consider it a reflection on the
farmer as a business man to say that he has
@ prejudice in a matter affecting his bu-i-
ness. The farmer huys the marhine that
suits him, the machine out of which he gets
the best value, When the member for Fre-
mantle deals with this question, let him at-
tack the evil at its source. It is not the fanlt
of the farmers that they do not buy the
machines made by the State Tmplement
Works. True, there is a high protective
tariff; Dunt, what is more, Mecl{ay in this
State sells more machines than all the other
firms in the world; and this notwithstandinrg
the fact that Western Australian farmers
have to pay 121% per cent. more for the
machines than is paid by Victorians. One
would think that the added protection Me-
Kay enjoys in Melbonrne, and the exira
charge of 1214 per cent. representing freight

and transhipment on Victorian machines

landed here, would enzble the State Imple-
ment Works to compete suecessfully and
make profits. Although I have been attacked
by the member for Fremantle, I can say
positively that I bave spent more money on
State implements than anyone else in {his
House. I have several of the machines and
I have not been prejudiced. I have used
them, and have serapped a lot of them iv
the process. The difficulty we find iz {hat
the State machines are not kept up to date.
The management do not experiment and
make improvements as other manufacturers
do. I shall repeat an illustration that L
mentioned last year to show what happens.
Some time ago the Works sent a harvester
o Wyaleatchem and it remained at the
siding for a week or two. I discussed
the position with the agent who decided to
tind out what the machine was there for.
Eventually a fitter came up. The machwe
was taken off the truck; a local farmer pro-
vided horses and the agent arranged a field
day in order to allow the farmers to san the
machine in operation,

Mr. Sleeman: It was a reaper thrasher
Inst time you referred to it; mow it is a
harvester. What was it?
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Mr, LINDSAY: We call it a reaper
thrasher, which is a harvester just the same.
I can quite understand thet the member for
Fremantle has not had sufficient experience
to know the difference. The machine was
taken into a paddock and the horses were
harnessed wp. The machine travelled for
about two hours followed by the farmers who
suggested certain improvements, The ma-
chine was taken back to the siding and sent
down to Perth. The next time I saw the
machine it was at the Royal Show. I dis-
cussed it with the man in charge who was thn
person that had gone to Wyaleaichem. He
suggested I shounld have a talk with Mr.
Murray. I did so and Mr. Murray said,
“If you like, Mr. Lindsay, we will pay
your passage to Adelaide so that you
may tell the makers there what is required.”
I replied, “I can allord to pay my own
passage money and do not want any of
your insglts”  That is the treatment
a man receives when he makes sugzestions
regarding necessary alferations. As (o the
hon, member’s assertion that Mr. MeXay de-
sired to do away with the laws of {he land,
that was not so. If MeKay comes kere, the
Arbitration Court awards must apply. Jle-
Kay did not desire to reduce wages or to
provide worse conditions, but to du better.
He could not pay less than was provided in
the Arbitration Court award, but he eould
have paid more bad he been alluwed to pay
on results. The member for Fazcyne has
illustrated the position clearly in his refer-
ences to Walsh Island. If any better illus-
tration could be afforded, I do nol knuvw of
it. These continunous gttacks on farmers by
the member for Fremantle will react against
the interests he desires to serv:. Ths farm-
ers are prepared to buy any machine from
which they ean get value for theirr money,
and they are not foolish enougl: Lo allow
prejudice to interfere with their buasiness.
The member for Fremantle suzge:led that
we should pass a law to force men who re-
ceive advances from the Agricnltursl Bank
to buy State machines. What wonld he say
if the same sort of argument were applied
to the unions? The farmers ha rfers to
have fo pay back the money ibey berrow
from the bank and if they do uot, they are
put off their farms and others are given
the properties. From my experience of the
State implements, I can say that if farmers
were forced to use them, some of the men
on the land would not be as snecessful as
they are to-day.
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Mr. Sleeman: That is what we would ex-
pect from you!

Mr. LINDSAY: I have hundreds of
pounds’ worth of machines on my property,
and I can speak from experience. I have
three State ploughs on my farm. The mem-
ber for Fremantle has stated that I say out-
gide what I will not say inside the House.
The State ploughs do good work, but they
contain too much material and they pull too
heavily. That is what I have said ontside,
and that is what I say inside the House. I
have used the ploughs for many years. Not-
withstanding the attacks made by the mem-
ber for Fremantle, the whole of the farmers
of Western Australia would like to see agri-
cultural implements manufactured in this
State. I hope the member for Fremantle
will not consider the State Implement Works
so much but will have regard more to the
number of men who could be employed if
the manufacturers of farming implements
were allowed to carry on in this State.

Divison put and passed.

Division—State Quarries, £39,870:

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The Estimates show an
inerease of £1,511. The estimated receipts
are given as £44,000, while the actual ex-
penditure for the last year was £38,359. The
actual contribution for 1928-29 was £2 500
while the estimated contribution to Con-
golidated Revenue this year is £5,000. I can-
not understand why with an increased ex-
penditure of only £1,511, it is estinated that
the contribution to Consolidated revenne
will inerease by £2,500,

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURAL
WATER SUPPLIES: We have had a sue-
cessful run with the State quarries, Re-
cently there has been a reduction in orders
following upon the reduced Loan expend-
iture and the consequent inability of the
Government to put authorised public works
in hend. There has been a falling off in
production, with the result that we may
not msoke anything like as wuch profit as
we did last vear,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: But you show
an estimated increased profit!

The MINISTER FOR WATER SUP-
PLIES: That will be all right, provided we
can pet the necessary sales. In addition
to that, certain improvements have been
effected and paid for out of revenue. A
considerable amount of money will be spent.
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There is a heavy over-burden in the quar-
ries as we get forther into the hill, and
that reqmires additional displacement of
earth in order to get at the metal.

Division put and passed.

Division—State
£204,800:

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I notice that ques-
tions were asked in another place with re-
ference to the hold-up of the ‘‘Kangaroo”’
Those questions dealt with the loss incurred
by the shipping portion of the service, I
do not know whether the replies to those
questions indicated the total loss. It was
stated that the money paid to other ship-
ping companies for transporting the work-
ers from the Wyndham Meat Works and
for freight charges ran inte over £3,000.
I presume that would be charged up against
the Wyndham Meat Works. The answers
did rot indicate if that was the total loss to
the State Shipping Service or whether the
loss to the State was greater than £3,000.

The Premier: No.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Then that statement
in reference to the extra money for the
passage of the men—

The Premier: Included everything.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Does it cover all,

The Premier: Yes. That question was
spectficinally asked, and the answer to the
question gave everything.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: It has since been
stated that £2,270 was paid to the shipping
company and was not included, and that £700
was paid for freight that the ‘‘Kangaroo’’
would have carried had she been in com-
mission. That was paid, it is said, to an-
other shipping company, to carry the
freight and feteh the men from Wyndham.
It was argued that bad the men not come
down, their wages would have run into
more than was paid for their fares, How-
ever, I accept the Premier’s statement.

Mr. NORTH: [ should like to ask the
Minister whether the balance sheet of the
State Shipping Service will be laid on the
Table, as was done last year.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, that is a statu-
tory requirement.

Mr. ANGELO: I have heard a number of
adverse eomments on the hold-up of the
“Rangaroo.” People have said that bad
she not belonged to the State Shipping
Serviee there would have been no hold-up.

Shipping Service,
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1 do not agree with that, Similar hold-ups
oceur frequently amongst Anstralian ship-
ping. We have had instances of it in the
interstate trade, and here also, It was very
unfortunate, and it created a pgreat deal
of inconvenience and hardship to the people
of the North, to say nothing of the huge
expenditure that was involved, but it is
not peculiar to the State Shipping Service:
the same thing may bappen to a ship of
another line. I have heard it said that the
State steamers run aground, whereas others
do not. But the State steamers are asked
to do what other boats will not do; that is
the explanation.

Mr. Mann: Do the other boafs consider
it impossible?

Mr. ANGELO : Well, they will not go into
Shark Bay. It is was unfortunate that the
“Koolinda” went aground in Shark Bay, but
1 am confident it was due to the wrong plac-
ing of the buoys. Two of the Singapore
boats went aground almost at the same
place. I was on the “Gorgon” when she
‘went aground, so it is not peculiar to the
State Shipping Service. We in the North-
‘West fully appreciate the value of the State
‘Shipping Service. Without it I do not know
to what point our freights and fares wounld
have been raised. If a company bhas a mon-
-<opoly, it is only natural that it will charge
all it possibly can, and will not consider the
people.

Hon. G. Taylor: You do not think these
-companies have any bowels of compassion.

Mr. ANGELOQ: I do not think so. Time
after fime they have approached the man-
ager of the State Shipping Serviee in an
endeavour to get him to raise his fares and
freights. It was declared that if the State
steamers were taken off the coast, another
Australian company would put its boats on
to that rnn. I had a talk with the general
wanager of one of those companies, and he
asked me why I saupported the State Ship-
ping Serviee. I told him that if he would
undertake to put on two or three steamers
and agree mot to raise fares and freighta
for the next ten years, I might review my
attitnde.

The CHATRMAN: Order! We are not
discussing the hon. member's negotistions
with private steamship companies.

Mr. ANGELO: No, but it shows we have
no hope of getling any other company’s
‘boats on that eoast, and therefore it is very
necessary that we should retain the State
Shipping Service.
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Hon, G. Taylor: Nobody is trying to do
away with if.

Mr. ANGELO: Yes, there have been sig-
nificant comments in another place. In my
opinion the State steamers are just as neces-
sary as are the State railways, But here is
an anomaly that might possibly be removed:
“The “Koolinda” will leave Fremantle at
the end of this month and so, too, will a
Singapore boat, both within a day of each
other, after which there will ba no boat until
the New Year. It is hardly fair to the
people of the North, and I think the Min-
ister should put a little pressure on the Sin-
gapore boats with a view to seeing if it be
not possible to arrange a more satisfactory
time-table. The “Kooclinda” can run to the
North only once in every four weeks, and
the Singepore boat leaves Fremantls within
a day of the “Koolinda,” after which we
have no boat for a month. Mr. Glyde has
approached the Singapore company and ex-
plained that be would be prepared to work
in with them. Tt is ridicnlons to think there
should be two boats leaving for the North
within a day of each other. It is hard on
the people up North, who have been looking
forward to laying in their Christmas sup-
plies but will not be able to get them, Be-
cause of having to enter the tidal ports, the
boats can leave Fremantle only every fort-
night. But surely arrangements could be
made for the State boat to leave on the 1st
of the month and for the Singapore boat to
leave on the 15th, and so on. Also an inter-
change of tickets between the State steamers
and the Singapore boats might well be ar-
ranged. Tt seems designed to ensure
that the “Koolinda” shall not get too
much trade. Fortunately, she is now
almost full of eargo and passengers
each trip. If the Minister controlling
the service had a talk with the gen-
tleman controlling the Singapore ser~
vice and said, “The Government of Western.
Australia being interested in the welfare of
the people of the North-West consider that
this arrangement should be made,” he would
probably agree to it. An arrangement should
be made for a common fare for pasengers
and an interchange of fickets. Later on I
hope the Government will seriously consider
the question of obtaining another boat, but
it is useless to ask for it while money is so
tight. T think more good could be done
with the boats we have if arrangements werd
made to work in harmeny with the Singapore
boats. As one who travels a good deal on
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the State boats, I should like to say how well
they are run., When we had antiquated
boats, the service was not to be compared
with that of the Singapore boats. Of course,
if we put a joekey on a earthorse, we eould
not expeet him te win a Melbourne Cup.
Now that we have suitable boats, they are
running the service well. If any member
- desired a more comfortable or happier trip
than he econld get on the ‘Koolinda,”
he would be hard to please.

Division put and passed.

Livision, State Sew Mills, £663,279—
agreed to,

Division, Wyndham Freezing, Canning
and Meat Worlks, £321000:

Hon, G. TAYLOR: .Aceording to the re-
port of the Auditor-General, the loss on the
Wyndham Meat Works has been £869,331.
Is that the loss from - the inception of the
works?

The Premier: Yes, and part of it is in-
terest.

Division put and passed.

Resolutions
adopted.

reportedd and the report

BILL—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS.
Council’s Amendments.

Schedule of six amendments made by the
Comncil now considered:

In Commiitee,

Mr. Lambert in the Chair; the Minister
for Agriculture in charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 4, Subclause (1).—Delete
the words “Flor the purposes of this Aet” in
line twenty-nine, and insert in lien thereof
the following words:— Whenever and
wherever an  inspector has reasonable
grounds for helieving that agrieultural pro-
ducts are exposed or offered for sale, or are
in process of transport for the purposes of
sale.”

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Mr. Mann: Yon wounld not accept a simi-
lar amendment in this Chamber.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I eapmot see that the amendment will make
any difference,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, Sampsen: It will make the ¢lanse a
little more cumbersome,

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 2. Clause 4, Subclanse (2).—Delete
the word “and” where it appears a second
time in line forty, and insert the words “but
such inspector shall take all reasonable pre-
cautions to protect such packages or pro-
ducts or lots trom injury, damage, thefi,
or loss to the owner.”

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
That i1s a reasonable provision. { move—

That the amendwent be agreed to.

Mr. BAMPSON: The Minister is very
ready to accept the Council’s amendments.
This one implies that an inspector would
act carelessly or thoughtlessly.

The Premier;: What is wrong with insert
ing a provision that he shall be carefult

Question put and passed; the Couneil’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 3. Clause 4.—Insert a new subclanse
to stand as Subelause (4), as foliows:—“In
the event of an inspector taking possession
of and detaining any package in the absence
of the owner, he shall do so in the presence
of a reputable witness, and shall affix to
the package s statement giving his name
and the date of his inspection, and shall, as
soon as practicable, notify the owner that
he has taken possession of and detained

such package.'’

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURRB:
Provision to this effect could have been
made by regulation.

Hon. G. Taylor:
insert it here.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURRE:
1t is provision that would have been made
in any event.

Mr. Mann: But when it was suggestad
here you wounild not aeeept it.

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move—

That the amemdiment w agreed to.

Mr. SAMPSON: It seems to me that the
words “f practicable” should be insarted

Hon. G. Taylor: Who will decide whether
it is practicable?

The Premier: Yho is going to foree
prople to do things that are not practicable?

You would not It;.t us
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How could things that are not practicable
be done?

Mr. SAMPSON: Anybow, I move--

Thac the amendw.ent be amended by insert-
ing after ‘‘shall,”’ wherc it first occurs, the
words ‘‘if practicable.’’ .

Mr. DAVY: I hope the hon. members
amendment will not be agreed to. We
might as well wipe oul the Council’s amend-
ment as insert these words. Who will judge
a8 to the practieability?

The Premier: Of course it is absurd.

Mr. DAVY: The Council's amendment
would be rendered futila by the insertion of
these words,

Mr. Sampson: I can’t see how the land
hies. I will withdraw the amendment.

Amendment on the Conneil’s amendment
by leave withdrawn.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amepdment agreed to.

No. 4. Clanse 4—1Insert a new subelanse
to stand as Subclause {5), as follows:—*An
inspector acting under the provisions of
this sestion shall, if and when called upon,
produce satisfactory evidemce of his ap-

pointment as such.”

No. 5. Clause 7, paragraph (b).—Insert
after “produets” in line twenty-two the
words “for sale.”

On motions by the Minister for Agricnl-
tura, the foregoing amendments were agreed
to. '

No. 6.—Insert a new clause to stand as
Clanse 5, as follows:—*“Nothing in this Act
shall apply to any produets, package of
produets or lot consigned or forwarded to
a consignee for the purpose of manufacture
or processing or packing, and distinetly and
conspicuoasly marked or branded as such.”

The MINTSTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T move—

That the Conveil’s amendment he agreed to

This will evempt from the topping provi-
sions packages that are distinctly marked
and are sent for processing or packing, and
ore not for sale.

Question pet and passed: the Council’s

amendment agreed to.
Resolutions reported, the report adopted

and a message accordingly returned to the
Couneil.

Houss adjoraned at 10.36 p.m.,
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The PRISIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pan., and wad prayers.

QUESTION—HOSPITALS BILL. -

Hon. A, LOVEKIN asked the Chief Seo-
retary: 1, Do the Government intend to re-
lntroduce the Hospltals Bill this session? 2;
If not, what provision is to be made to re-
lieve the needs of our public Hospitals?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1
No. 2, Owing to the rejection by the Legla-
Iative Councxl of the State Lotteries Bill,
1924, and the pon-acceptance of the Hospi-
tal FFund Bill, 1928, the Government, have’
been prevented from making adequate pro.
vision to relieve the needs of our pubhe
hospitals.

¥

QUESTION-—JEITIES, ALBANY.

Hon. E. H. H. HALL (for Hon, W ‘F
Glasheen) asked the Chief Secretary: Are
the Government aware of the dilapidubed,
shaky condition of the Albany jetties; andy
if 8o, will steps he immediately taken to ef
Fect repairst

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: It is
not considered that the Albany jeities arein
a dilapidated and shaky condition, They ape
being: efficiently maintained for ganveral xail~
WaY: purposes. .

QUESTION—PUBLIO SERVIUE;
SUPERANNUATION.

Hon. H, SEDDON asked the Chief Ses-
retavy: 1, Have any proposals beenr made
to the Government tp. provide a, supexspon-
ation seheme for the Public Service? 2, If 5o



