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to the utterances of bon. members have been
effectually refu"ted by what I have read to-
night from the "Westralian Worker." Ia
conclusion I trust that future debates in this
Chamber will be characterised by a very
much higher tone than that adopted by Mr.
Brown last night.

On motion by Hon. J. W. Hickey, debate
asdjou rned.

BILLS (7-FIRST READING.
1. Supply (No. 2), £81,000.
2. Trust Funds Investment Act Amend-

nment.
S. K~algoorlie and Boulder Racing Clubs

Act Amendment.
4. Herdsman's Lake Drainage AoL Re-

peal.
Received from the Assembly.

5. Jetties.
6. Shipping Ordinance Amendment.
7. Navig-ation Act Amendment.

Introduced by the Honorary Minister.

House adjourned at 9.52 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-RAILWAYS, ELECTRIFI-
CATION.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the 'Minister for
Railways: Will he advise the approximate
expense involved in the electrification of
the Freman tie-Perth and Perth-Armadale,
M tindaring and Chidiow railways 9

The M31INISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Separate detailed estimates have not
been prepared, but tile cost would be over
L1,000,000.

QUESTION-ELECT RICITY SUPPLY.
Mr. SAYWMSON asked the Minister for

Railways: 1, Will he advise whether tite
limit of producti on has been reached in tue
generation of electric current? 2, If not,
what margin of quantity is still available?
3, When is it anticipated that additional
generating plant will lbe in operation
4, Whbat is the approximate quantity of
electricity generated to-day? 5, To what
increased extent 'viii the installation of
new plant make current available?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWA.YS re-
plied: :1, Yes, practically, with the present
plant. 2, Answered by No. 1. 3, Winter,
.1927. 4, At tile rate of 60,000,000 units
per annunm. 5, An additional 60 per cent.

QUESTION-FREMANTLE RAILWAY
BRITDGE.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Can he inform the House who
was the first person to report the collapse
of the Fremantle railway bride? 2, If
not, -will 'he have inqu~iries made so as to
enable the people of Fremantle, who wish
to recognise the services, of the first person
to report the matter, to do so?

The IMITiSTER FOR RAILWVAYS re-
plied : 1, Yes; G3anger E. Hogan. 2,
Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION-DENTAL OFFICER.

Mr. SI 2ErMAN asked the Honorary
Minister (Hlon. J. Cunningham): When is
the dental officer, for whom provision was
made on last year's Estimates, likely to be
appointed?

Tile HONORARY MINKISTER replied:
The dental officer was appointed early last
month.
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QUESTION-FORTY-FOUR HOUR
WEEK.

Mr. THOMNSON asked the Premier: 1,
Has his attention been drawn to the fol-
lowing statement made in yesterday's
"West Australian" report dealing with
F~ederal Arbitration Court proceedings:
"Mr. J. Holloway, one of the leading advo-
cates for the union, said he had been asked
by the Premier of Western Australia (Mr,
Collier) to represent that State"? 2, Is
that statement correct, and is Mr. Hollo-
way giving evidence in support of the 44-
hour week? 3, Is hie representing the
unions at the Premier's request? 4, Is it
the Premier's intention to contribute to
Mir. Holloway's expenses as State advocate
from the revenue of the State?

The PREMI1ER replied: 1, Yes. 2. Mr.
Holloway has been advised that the Gov-
ernment supports the request of the appli-
eant union. 31, Answered by No, 2. 4, The
assumiption that Mr. Hollowayv is State
advocate is incorrect.

LEAVE or ABSENOE.
On motion by Mr. Wilson leave of ab-

sence for one month granted to the Honor-
ary Minister (Hon. S. W. IAtnnsie-
Hannans) on the ground of ill-health.

BILL-FrORESTS ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Premier and read a
first time.

BILL-SUPPLY (No. 2), £831,000

Standing Orders Suspension.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(lion, P. Collier-Boulder) 14.40]: I move--

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable resolutions
from the Committees of Supply and Ways and
Keans to be reported and adopted on the same
day on which they shall have passed those
Committees, and also the passing of a Supply
Bill through all its stages in one day.

Question put and passed.

Message,

Message from the Governor received aind
read recommending appropriation in conner-
tion with the Bill.

int Committee of Supply.
The House having resolved into Committe

of Supply, Mr. Lutey in the Chair.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier-
Boulder) [4.42]:- 1 mov-

That there be granted to His Majesty e'
account of the service of the year ending 30t!
Juac, 1927, a sum not exceeding £831,000.
This is asking for Supply to carry us to thi
end of September. I hope to have th
Budget down wvithin the nest couple of weeks
when the whole of the financial position wil
be under review. During the first week o:
the session Supply was obtained for twi
months to the end of August. That has ex
pired, and it is now necessary to get authoritl
to carry on until the Budget is broughi
down.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor.
tharn) [4,43]: There are one or two point.,
I should like the Premier to clear up. Th6
Miners' Phthisis Act provides for the pay-
ment of compensation to the men withdrawr
from the mines, Is that compensation being
paid now?

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is

no special item for it.
The. Premier: It will appear on the Esti-

mates.
Hon. Sir JAISTES MITCHELL: Is it a

considerable amount?
The Premier: Not very great.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some-

thing was said about the Act the other day.
The Minister remarked that I had supported
the amendment. I did support the proper
payment to these unfortunate miners. I have
no objection to offer to that It is now sug-
gested that the Act is not as liberal as the
one we amended. I wonder whether the
Premier is paying under the scale set out
in the amended Act. I understand that scale
is a low one. It has been suggested we pay
on a higher scale than that. Is that so?

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It ap-

pears to me we should amend the Act to
make it clear as to what is to happen. It
would not be a statutory provision, I sup-
pose, unless the amount was fixed, and it
would have to appear on the Estimates. We
should rectify the error made in the Act.
I sup ported the ame-nding measure. Someone
said the Act was not as liberal as had been
intended, and the Minister said I had sup-
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ported it at the time. That is so, and I am
now willing to support a Bill that will make
the necessary provision for these men. The
latest Act does not seem to do this. It is not
wise that we should go on paying out -money
without authority as we are doing to-day.
The Premier would not desire that. If we
make proper provision in the right way, it
wvill have my firmn support. I hope the Pre-
mier will conisider wvhetlher it is wvise to amend
the legislation lpassed last year. The Act
was, I think, passed in the time of Mr. Scad-

da.
The Premier: I think in 1922.
Hlon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The in-

tention was to improve the position, and to
do so by statute.

The Premier: It did too, but (lid not go
quite far enough.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One ex-
pects to have to amend legislation of that
kind. The amended Act, however, is worse
than the one we amended.

The Premier: That is a mistake.
Hon. Sir JAMES MI1TCHELL: I thin'k

we say in the amended Act that the amount
of payment is limited to that which would
be paid under the Milne Workers' Relief
Fund. Let us make the payment perman-
ent. Some of these men will probably have
to be helped far, a long time. It takes a
good while to find occupations that are sit-
able for them.

The Premier: Quite a number of them
are working.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
are men with children who could well be put
on to sheep farms, where the work would not
be too hard for them, but where theme would
be something left for the families. There is
something we can do for these people, and
it is right that we should do it. I am sorry
the Premier's figures are not as satisfactory
as we would like them to be. August was
rather a disastrous month because the rev-
ernue was fairly buoyant, but the exp~enditure
wvas still more active. Expenditure is the
trouble.

Hon. G. Taylor: We all live up to our
means.

lon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Whilst
we cannot have regard to monthly figures.?
we can have regard to a comparison. But
for the Federal grant we should have fared
badly duringr the past month. We should
have been about £38,000 worse off for the
month than we were last year.

The Premier: A little under £30,000.

Hon. Sir JANIES MITCHELL: 1 make
it £38,000. The Premier has taken part of
the disabilities g.rant into general revenue.
I see that a sumi of 959,852 has been paid
in, an.] a line appeals in the Estimates for
the first time. It is necessary that the
Prime Minister should pass a special Act
through the Federal Parliament, and one of
the provisions of that Act is that the dis-
lhirseinent of the sum must be subject to
an Act passed by this Parliament.

The Premier: Subject to appropriation
by this House; not necessarily an Act.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It really
means that this item will be appropriated
in the usual Arayv. It w'ill be considered as
revenue and appropriated for expenditure
in the ordinary way.

The Premier: I propose to set out how I
intend to spend this grant and to ask the
House for approval. I am not taking it
into general revenue, and treating it as such,
without indicating how I propose to spend
the money apart from our ordinary general
revenue.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Premier has taken the sumn now into general
reVenve.

The Premier: Yes.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And he

will indicate to the House how he proposes
to take a like amount out of the general
revenue, and the relief he proposes to give.
Since £300,000 is to come to us for the next
five years, we ought to reduce taxation.

The Premier: I propose to indicate that.
Hor. Sir JAMES ITCHELL. One of

the arguments used before the Royal Com-
mission was the rate of tax we were obliged
to impose against that which is imposed in
other countries. The disadvantage the rate
is to Western Australia was pointed out.
It certainly deters enterprise from starting
here.

The Premier: That is one of the reasons.
There have been dozens of claims put for-
ward in connection with the disabilities
suffered by the State.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I should
like to put in a claim for my electors if
there was a chance of its being recognised.
The Premier's revenue is not so buoyant,
neither is the balance so satisfactory, that
he can afford to incur expenditure on an-
necessary things.

The Premier: That is so.
Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We must

make good use of the money. It is being



Gnu [ASSEMBLY.]

paid to us by the Federal Government as a
result of the Disabilities Commission, It
comes to us not only because the Treasury
suffers disabilities, but because every indi-
vidual in the State also suffers disabilities.
If the Premier will reduce taxation, it will
be one way of helping all the taxpayers,
and the right way. Taxation is not con-
ducive to employment, but interferes with
it.

The Premier: I do not think there is any
question about taxation being high. it
ought to be reduced as far as our finances
will permit of this being done.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
the first thing- to do in this connection.

The Premier: It is just a question of how
much ought to be devoted to that purpose
and how much to other purposes.

Hen:. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Natur-
ally, but there is that one thing which has
to be done. I do not propose to indicate to
the Premier how he should spend that
£350,000.

The Premier: We cannot reduce taxation
with that, because that is only for one year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
£350,000 is being continued.

The Premier: For five years. It is really
only £220,000, because it is less the special
grant. This year it will be about £230,000.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: For this
year we have £350,000. It is in the hands
of the Premier. He has taken, £58,000 out
of the fund. We receive £E213,000 also,
another grant, which will give us about
£63,000 for this year.

The Premier: We have not received any
of that yet, but it will be paid.

Hion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I had
a talk with Dr. Earle Page about it. There
is no question as to our getting it.

The Premier: I am asking the Common-
wealth to make it available monthly.

Hon. Sir- JAMES ITCHELL: The two
amounts will give the Premier about £C47,000
monthly to pay into revenue. ,It has to go
into revenue before it can come out, even
as a special purpose.

The Premier: Yes, about £550,000 for the
year.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier is in a happy position. Instead of a
deficit of £600.000 or £700,000 as was the
case in 1021, he will get from the Common-
wealth £563,000 for this year's revenue. He
will not get so much next year. It is for-
tunate we have it this year. I think the

Commonwealth Government should abide by
the recommendation of the Commission.
The disabilities that were suffered by the
State have been. pointed out by many people.
There, can be no question in my mind that
the Commission thought we were really en-
titled to the money.

The Premier: The £220,000 paid this year
is at present only a loan.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It has
been passed in the Federal Estimates.

The Premier: It has to be refunded if the
Bill does not pass.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, but
the passing of the amount on the Estimates
means that the amount in the Bill cannot be
reduced. That would be ridiculous.

The Premier: They may refuse.
flon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the

Premier gets his hands on the money, the
Commonwealth will have a job to get it
back.

The Premier: 1 think so, too.
Boa. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The point

is that he money will cost nothing. Our
taxation last year was only £1,400,000, and
two years ago it was less Uian £1,200,000;
and from those facts it is plain that this
L563,000 is a wonderful addition to our re-
venue. When the public see the enormous
figure of £9,000,000, they think it is revenue
such as this Parliament can distribute, in
point of fact, the bulk of it is earned by
railways and other departments, and often
costs a good deal more to earn than we
collect.

The Premier: Much of it is not revenue
in the real sense at all.

Ron. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: Three
millions paid into the Treasury often cost
£3,100,000 to get, and this latter amount has
to be drawn from the Treasury. It is a PitY
that we cannot make our revenue and expen-
diture statements in a form more comprehen-
sible to the public. Most of the amounts in
question are apart from clear revenue, re-
venue available for ordinary administration.
Last month the total revenue was up £74,000,
which is satisfactory; but the expenditure
wvas up about £54,000, which is unsatisfac-
tory. The increase in expenditure was not
due to interest paid, which amounted to only
£12,000, the reimbursement item on the other
side being £13,000. Therefore, loan moneys
have nothing to do with the month's results.
Even with the Federal money we shall have
to exercise considerable care during the year.
We shall have a credit balance from the
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C200,000 even if the Premier does reduce
Axation. It will be satisfactory to know
what is to be done with the £:350,000. It
hould have been paid to us as an ordinary
;rant. If I wvere the Commtoweaith Prime
Alinister dealing with the matter, I would
:ay, 'The Federal Disabilities Royal Comn-
nUi~ssion found in your favour, and wve Avant
o give you -some relief in the matter of
axation where complaints have been made."
Jowever, we have got the money and the
'reinier will tell us within the next fortnight
low he proposes to deal with it. It will em-
)arrass him to decide what is best to be
lone with that monley.

Mr. Mann: What about some tramway
ines?

i1on. Sir JAMES MIUTCHELL: The
nioney call only be used to meet expenditure
hat would otherwise come from revenue, It
annot be used to replace loan expenditure.
%t'ter all, though. it is niot an enormous
urn, and would not do much in the way of
ri ilway construetion. hn a fornright's time
he Premier may also be able to let uts knowv
lore regarding the Federal Government's
iroposal as to the North. I do not know
owv the Federal Government have separated
hie two items, £300,000 as a grant, and
150,000 if wye let themn have the North-West.
'hat was not suggested by the Commission,
ho recommended a payment of £450,000
tliegt out to the State's revenue.
The Premier: The Federal Government

)ropose to give as tha t amount, but divided
[. manking £150,000) of it practically condi-
jonal on our handingz over the North-West.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Last
ear we got £450,000 unconditionally. This
ear we get £800,000 unconditionally. and
150,000 subject to our handing over the
rorth-West. I hope Parliament will not
zrec to the latter proposal. The Federal
lovernment have been told by their own-
'omimission that £450,000 would be a fair,
rant to make to Western Australia. T
hould like to be assured that the Federal
ontrihution wvould be £450,000 for the next
.5 Years. That wrould be only reasonable.

Mr. THOMSON (Ratanning) [5.101:
when T took up this morning's newspaper
was surprised to read the following state-
ient by'A the Premier concerning our
ninces-
The figures on the revenue side include two
oaths' proportion of the disabilities grant

aid to the State by the Commonwealth last
mar. To making the amount available, the

Prime M.%inister drew attention to the special
Act passed by the Federal Parliament pro-
viding that the payment was subject to anl
appropriation by the State Parliament.

The ['remier is reported as having said-
In mny Budget, which I hope to deliver at

an early date, I am providing for the special
appropriation of this motney; and instead of
bringing the amiount into revenue in one lump
sum I have decided, on the advice of Mr. G. W.
Simpson, our Under Treasurer, to spread the
transfer equally over the 12 months. The
Prime Minister has also agreed to pay pro-
gressively the grant of £300,000 over the pre-
sent year, less the existing special payment
of approximatetly £87,000. 1 have asked for
a cheque covering the past two months, and
for the balance of the grant to be mode avail-
able monthly.
The Federal Act dealing with this matter
provides-

There shall be paid out of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund, which is hereby appropriated
accordingly, for the purpose of finanacial assist-
ance to the State of Western Australia to be
applied by the State to such objects as the
Parliament of, the State shall from tine to
time have approved, during the year ending
the 30th June, 1926, such sum as, added to
the payment of that which the State is en-
titled to receive for the year under the pro-
visions of Section 5 off the Surplus Revenue
Act, 19110, wvill be equal to the payment of
£450,000.
1 shall not oppose Supply to the Government.
Sup[ I is essential to them in order that
they me'Ay carry on. But the action of the
Goevernment in appropriating thte money and
dividing it as indicated is not entirely satis-
factory. I disagree with the Opposition
Leader's statement that the grant is made
to the Treasurer of Western Australia. The
Federal Government appointed a Royal Com-
mission to inquire into the disabilities from
which Western Australia. and not the Treas-
urer of Western Australia, was suffering
as the result of Federation. The Royal Coin-
mission's finding was distinctly on the lines
we put fonvard, that thle tariff caused West-
ern Anstralia the most severe financial suffer-
ing. In this connection the Royal Comnmis-
sion instanced the gold mining industry. If
ever there was an example given to the Corn-
nionivealth and to the wvorld of the results
of hi--h Protection, it is the parlous position
in whti ch our gold nlinint industry no'v finds
itself.

Mr. Lathanm: But the incidence of the tariff
is noat peculiar to Western Australia. The
Eastern States suffer from the high tariff
last as wve do.

Mr. THOM1SON: Assuredly the tariff does
not affect \ewv South Wales and Victoria
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in thie same way as Western Australia, he- Air. THOMS6ON : I will reter to the report
cause the other two States have their second-
ar.)' industries established. Whilst Western
Australia's secondary industries suffer, thle
primary industries lhere have to pay.

Hon.. Sir James Mitchell : But you realise
that we cannot propose how the money shall
be spent. The proposal to expend the monsey
must come from the Treasurer.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 do not dispute that
for a moment.

The Premier: I shall make the proposals,
but Parliament will decide.

Mr. THOMSON: With all due respect,
the matter will not bie decided by Parliament,
bnt by the Treasury bench. Whatever the
occupants of the Treasury bench propose
must necessarily be agreed to by this Chain-
her. The decision will come from Parlia-
ment ostensibly, but not really. This side of
the House will only be able to express its
views. If we were occupying the Treasury
beach, our decision wvould naturally become
the decision of the Chamber.

The Premier: How are you going to get
over ill

Mr. THOMSON: I consider that the
Chamber is entitled to know the intentions
of the Treasurer as to the £400,000 he has
in the Bank. The people are entitled to
reduction in railway freights and in taxes,
even if it is only for, a period of 12 months.
Taxation measures are passed annually by
Parliament. I am not endeavouring to indi -
cate to the Government the partiecular ways
in which this money should he expended. I
may, however, make a suggestion which I[
consider beneficial.

Ron. 0. Taylor: If you can convince Par-
liament, you will be nll right.

Mr. THOMISON: The matter should be
dealt wvith on non-party lines. There was a
report that the Dale River railway was to its
constructed but it was changed and the line
was put elsewhere.

The Minister for Mines: What do the
Commonwealth Government know about the
Dale River railway?

'Mr. THOMSON: I do not object to Al-
bany getting the Denmark railway.

The Premier: I believe you criticised the
Government for not commencing the work at
anl earlier date.

Mr. THOMSON: I am pleased to know
that the Premier admits that I helped to push
on with the work.

The Premier: It was your influence that
caused the line to be started!

setting out the ease submitted onl behalf ot
Western Australia to tile Federal Royal Coal-
mhission dealing with our disabilities. Here
is one extract-

it will be observed that Mr. Black is correct
when he states that onl incomes in excess of
£6,.500 the rate of tax in Western Australia
is higher than in an), other State of the Corn-
1mon1wealth. The difference between the tax
paid onl an income of £e6,00 from personal
exertion in Western Australia, and the saute
amount of income in Victoria is remarkable-
£1,362 Ils. 3(1. in Western Australia, and £221
7s. Id. in Victoria.
']']tell there is the following statement made
by% the chairman of the State advisory comn-
iitee w-ho llrf-lared the case for Western

Australia-
One thing certain, it is not possible for this

State to raise further revenue frome her own
citizens by taxation. Already the dainger point
has been reached in the burden of taxation
placed on the shoulders of the citizens of
Western Australia. Capital is being fright.
cued out of the State by this burden. To those
wvho are conversant wvith the stringency of
finance in this State, it seems ludicrous to talk
oil the capacity of Western Australia to bear
-an increased burden of taxation. It is a mat-
ter of notoriety that those who have capital
to invest-in many cases capital resulting from
savings made during a lifetime in Western
Australia-unfortunately prefer to invest that
money in Victoria, despite all local sentiment,
for thle simple reason that they will obtain
there a larger return with a less burden of
taxation.

a lit shows it was the intention of the
Disabilities Commnission, when they framed]
the recommendation, that we should have
.sanme relief from taxation.

The Premier: I suppose I do not prnpose
to do anythingl

MI. ThJOM~SON: The report clearly in-
dicates that one of the disabilities Western
Australia has suffered under has been the
high taxation. The member for Perth (_Mr.
,%loan) interjected with reference to secs-
ondary industries. Howv can we expect any
business mua to establish secondary indus-
tries here, when hie would be faced with
the posit1ion t hat if his turnover gave him
an income 6f £6,000, he would have to pay'
$41,362 in taxation in W'estern Australia,
whereas if hiis business were in Victoria h..
would have to pay only £221.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : But the
Premier has promised to reduce taxation
in a wa *y that will benefit everyone.

The Premier: And, of course, this is the
time to indicate the measures to he taken,
wvhen we are discussing a Supply Bill!
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Mr. THO'MSON: In view of the state-
ment mande by the Premier that Western
.%ustialia had r~t had a fair deal front tho
Federal Governmenit, we cannot get away
from the faet that the Federal Parliament
passed an Act setting out that this House
should c have an opportunity to determ ine
[how the money would be expended.

Mr. Lathanu : Well, wye will have that
opportunity.

Mr. THOMNSON : The Premier should
hav-e indicated hi., intention to us in hisi
speech. We are entitled to have that in-
formation. In a Governor's Speech there
was a statement that it was intended to re-
duce taxation in certain directions.

Mr. Lathamn: The Government wilt hie :i
possession of the Treasury bench for only
a short period more, so we need not worrv.

Mr. TEO'MSON : But I ant worr~ying
about it.

Mr. Lathamn: We will be able to alter it
when we are on the other side.

The Premier: It is not worth worrying
about.

Mr. Heron: Not while the Premier is in
charge of the finances.

Mr. THOMISON: Despite the fact that
we have had £58,852 paid into revenue, this,
mionth shou-s a deficit of £108,817. At thle
earliest moment "e should have an indica-
tion of ]low the Government intend to de.,l
with the Federal advance of £450,000. In
all interjection to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, the Premier said that we could not
possil-ly reduce taxation because the ad-
va.nce of £450,000 was for one year only.
For my part, I claim that those who pay
taxatio n this year are entitled to a measuri
of relief as a result of that advance front
thle Federal Government. Taxation should
he rednced and thus people would be in-
duceed to invest their capital in Western
Australia. If the Premier were to mak',
anl annoncement that it was his intentioni
to reduce taxation by a considerable
amount, that would in itself be an encour-
agement to people to establish secondary
industries here.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You have comt-
mneuted enough: nlow you had better con-
tijnue reading.

Mr. THOMSON: Here is another extract
Prom the report of thle Dlisahilities Com-
mission-

Whatever additional cost the poliey of pro-
tection may add to the price of goods and
material imiported by the Australian conserver,
the citizens of the Eastern States gain at a
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compensating advantage the presence of a large
Production and manufacture. Such is not the
ease with Western Australia, which is so placed
that at present it has to bear whatever burden
may arise wider the protectionist tariff with-
out reaping any of the accompanying advan-
tages.

Here is the conmment of thle majority of the
Commission on that point..

Your Commission is of opinion that if the
State of Western Australia had not joined
the Federation, that State might have imposed
Customs duties, partly protective anA partly
revenue producing, and derived advantage there-
from; that having joined the Federation, what-
ever benefit the Commvonwealtli protectionist
policy may have conferred upor other States
of the Commonwealth, it has -tot benefited the
State of Western Australia; that the primary
producers of' the State of Western Australia
have to pay more~ for their agricultural mach-
inery, oe., than the primary producers of the
Eastern States; that the primary producers of
the State of Western Australis have not the
benefit of home markets like Sydney with its
1,008,500 population, or Melbourne with its
835,700 population-

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: We had bettor
cet to work and make up the Population.

Mr. THOMlSON : How tan we get to
work to do thatq

The Premier: When I deliver the Budget,
rintend to mak~e an announcement regard-

ing the reduction of thle tariff! I will not
put uip with it any longer!

Mr. THOMSON: That is a most brainy
interjection by the Premier!

The Premier: It is just as brainy as the
balderdash you are talking.

Mr. THOMSON: We asked the Federal
Government to appoint a Royal Comumis-
sion to inquire into the position of Western
Australia under the Federal regime, and
that Commission made inquiries.

The Premier: We are not on the tariff
now.

Mr. THOMSON: The members of that
Commission said we were suffering fromt
the effects of the tariff, As a means of
compensating the primary producers and
the taxpayers of Western Australia, the
Federal Government provided £450,000 by
way of a grant, and passed anl Aet setting
out that the money' was to be "applied be
the Stlate in such directions% as the State
Parliament fr-ont time to time shall hav-,
acinroved during- the year ending 30th June,
1926." We, as a Parliament, haove not badl
that opportunity to deal with the question.
I maintain we are entitled to look for re-
ductions in railway freiEhbts. particularly
onl agricultural machlinery.-
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The Premuier: And on super, too?
Mr. THOMNSON: Yes, and for an exten-

sion of the period during which super may
be conveyed over the railways at the
cheaper rate.

The Premier: And a reduction in the
rate at the same timel

Mr. THOMSON: The cheaper rates could
very well be made to apply during the wvhole
period wheat is carted. We should have a
substantial reduction in taxation. I reco--
nise that the goldfields areas have suffered
severely, and that assistance must be ren-
dered to those parts.

Hon. G. Taylor: We expect to get all that
Federal money.

Mr. THOMSON : There is no gainsaying
the fact that it is not the intention of the
Federal Government-I do not mind what
party may be in possession of the Treasury
benches-

Mr. Clydesdale: I think you do.
Mr. THOMSON: It was never the inteni-

tion of the Federal Government to band
over a grant of £450,000 and allow it to be
dealt with as I have indicated.

The Premier: The whole amount must be
paid into revenue.

Mr. THOMSON: Of course.
The Premier: flon't you understand?
Mr. THOMSON: I do, but I also under-

stand that in the country the people received
the benefit bf the reduced railway freights
for three months, but the Government
reaped the advantage over a period of 12
months by means of the additional land taxa-
tion. I want to make sure that the people in
the country districts secure a full measure
of relief.

The Premier: I made it retrospective for
them last year.

Mr. THOMSON: I want to make sure
that the people in the country get the relief
tha~t the Commonwealth Government antici-
pated. The present State Treasurer is in a
happier position than any other Treasurer
since I have been in Parliament. Here lic
has £450,000 from the Federal Government,
and yet we have no indication as to what
he intends to do with it.

Mr. Latham: Well, that is £:350,000 more
than wye have ever had before.

The Premier: Of course the amount is
£360,000, and not £450,000, but that is near
en ough for the bon. member.

Mdr. THOMSON: I understood the Pre-
mier to say he had £450,000 in the bank and
in addition 'to that, according to his state-

ment in the Press, another £800,000 is avail
able, and he is able to draw upon tha
amount from time to time.

The Premier: I have not got that yet
still, according to the hon. member, I shout(
indicate now how I will dispose of it.

Mr. THOMSON: The Premier said tha
he had £450,000 now.

The Premier: No, £:350,000.
Mr. THOMSON: No, you said you hac

£450,600.
The Premier: The lion. member know:

that the £450,000 includes £100,000 we woulc
have got in any ease. Surely the lion, men'.
ber can stick to that point!

Mr. THOMSON: But you have got it.
The Premier: Yes.
Mr.' THOMSON: Then the Premier saic

that hie had received the £450,000.
The Premier: I will elope with it if you

do not mind.
Mr. THOMSON: I consider that thE

Treasurer, it he intends to reply at all.
should give us some indication as to what hE
intends to do with the money. I am entitled tc
draw the attention of the Committee to the
osition as it exists to-day. That money has

been in the hands of the Treasurer for twe
months, and we do not knowv what is to
happen.

The Premier: If I could get out of the
State with it, of course the position might
he different.

Mr. THOMSON: That is absurd. I. hope
the Premier will not deal with the question
from a p~ersonal aspect. I am dealing with
it fromn a parliamentary point of view, and
I claim that the position 1 have indicated is
such as we have to face ,,ow. If the Pre-
inier intends to reduce taxation, the sooner it
is made known the better. It will create con-
fidence and may lead to the establishment of
secondary industries. If he intends to reduce
railway freights, the sooner 'N'e know of that
the better. The Comoawealth have shown
their bona fides by providing the funds, and
the p~eople of the State as well as the Fed-
eral Government are entitled to know whlat
the Premier ])reposes to do with the money.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier-
Boulder) [5.31]: Most men who are not
absolutely stupid, or who have a scrap of
honesty in their composition, know the facts.
I have stated in the Press about twenty
tiwpes that the amount is £350,000. That is
known to everybody in the country, and
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everybody who is honest will admit it. Only
men who are hopelessly stupid or incorri-
gibly dishonest will say otherwise. A hun-
dred times I have stated that the amount is
£450,000, less about £100,000 that we would
Let in any case, so that the net amount is
£350,000. Even the school-boys know it now.

Hon. Sir James Mitchetl: I think so, too,
but £350,000 is the amount we have to con-
sider for this special purpose.

The PREMIER: Yes. If people know the
facts and make statements to the contrary,'
what can I do! I do not Propose to keep)
on repeating it. I cannot control men'
tongues, and make them say £350,000) if
they desire to say £450,000.

Hon. Sir James Mfitchell: But it is well
for you from your place to tell the peop~le
that the amount is £350,000.

The PREMIER: Even then it would not
he accepted in some quarters; the £450,000
would be repeated as glibly to-morrowv or
the day afterwards. I can only state facts;
1 cannot compel men to be honest enough to
accept them. If anyone is so constituted
that he will mis-state a fact, what can I do?

Alr. Thomson: Tell us what you are going
to do with the money.

The PREMIER: Ain I to keep on repeal-
ing it in order to shame a person into stat-
ig the truth? Even that would be a task
beyond me in this instance. Nothing will
make a man speak the truth if he does nol
wvishi to do so. The public knowv that we
liii.e £:350,000 for distribution in some fern'
or other. The leader of the Country- Party,
in ai paroxismn of ineohereney, expressed
hu,,,,e' dissatisfied, and the ground of i.;
complaint is that the Government did not
indicate in the Governor's Speech what thiey
intendl to do with the moneyv and that he
does not knowv no'v. He knows 1)erfeetly'
well that the time tso unfold the financial
position is wvhen the Budget is presented.
I have asked for supply for one month and
bave indicated that the Budget will be pre-
sented in two or three week's time. But
the bon. member will not wait a fortniq-ht.
hie wants to knowv now.

Mr. Thomson: On your own st-atement.
you are taking the money into revenue.

The PREMIER: What does that matter?
Not one ivenny will be utilised, except in the
mannmer that Parliament approves.

Mir. Thomson: After the money has been
penI ?

The PREMIER; WVhat can 1 do with such
a calamity! The money will be spent--

Mr. Thomson: As you decide.
The PREMIER: No, as Parliament de-

cides.
.1ir. Thomson: Rubbish!
The PREMIER: How is it rubbish? I

have to bring propomls before the House,
and Parliament has to approve or disal'-
Prove of them. Hlow is the bon. meinb-,
going to get over that dilliculty? His griev-
onice no"' is that there is a majority on my
side of the Hose and that the money might
be disposed of in a mnanner of wvhiclh lie does
not approve.

-Mr. Thomson: We are entitled to know.
The PREMIER : Well, 1 am not goinlg toi

sneak it through in the dark. Did not I say'
I would submit may proposals to the House
when the Budget was brought down! Nowv
the lion. member sa s hie is entitled to know.
Is he afraid that .1 will sneak it through
without anyone knowing of it? Did anyone
ever hear such a ridiculous statement? He
is dragging iii criticism by the hair of the
head merely for the sake of speaking at
greater length than the Leader of the Op-
position has sp)oken. Adapting a quota-
tion-
On words of learned length and thund 'ring

sound he dotes,
And thinks lie grows immortal as he quotes.
It was only last week or the week before,
when the Federal Treasurer (Dr. Earle
Page) was in Perth. that 1 knew definitely
we were going to get the £300,000.

Air. Thomson: But you have received
£9460,000. That is what T have been dis-
cussing.

The PREMIER: The lion, member would
have me deal with one part as soon as Par-
liament opened and with the other part some
weeks afterwards. He would have me intro-
duce a Bill to reduce taxation in respect
of the £350,000, and a month later introduce
an other Biut to deal with the £220,000.

Mr. Thomson: Ton know your Taxation
Act is for 12 months only' , and you are talk -
ine nonsense when you ay that.

The PREMITER: The hon. member is corn-
iflaining because I have not indicated what
T intend to do with the £350,000.

Air. Thomson: In the past it has beeu
indicated in the Governor's Speech that the
Government intended to reduce taxation.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Not for a long while.
The PREMIER: It is the attitude of a

man desperately hard up for criticism. I
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knew only a fortnight ago that I was going-
to get the £220,000, aid. he is complaining
that 1 have not indicated what I intend to
do with it.

Mfr. Thomison: I am not discusing that; I
am discussing the £350,000 that you have in
the bank to-day.

The PREMI ER: Then the hon. member
returns to the point I dealt with previously.
Hle wants mec to deal with the matter in
two parts.

Mr. Thomson: You have the 12 months'
grant with which you can deal.

.'lr. 'Wilson: Oh, shut up!
The PREM11IR: According to the lion.

member's attitude now, he wonid have me
make two bites at a cherry. He 'Wants me to
decide now how far I am going to reduce
taxation, having in mind the £350,000, anna
deeidce a fortnight later how far I can reduce
taxation having in mind the £220,000.

Mr. Thomson: I did not say that.
The PREMIER: The debate on the Ad-

dress-in-reply wras finished only a couple of
weeks ago. What opportunity have I had
to bring before the House proposals for
the distribution of this money?

Mr. Thomson: You have had the cash for
over two months.

The PREMIER: But I have to decide
how it shall be distributed, and the only time
that that can be decided is when I have the
whole of the financial affairs for the year
before me and am making up the financial
statement. The bon. member is impatient;
he cannot wait; he wishes to know -right
away. He need not he afraid that I shall
smuggle any of the money away.

Mr. Thomnson: Whoever suggested such
an absurdity?

The PREMIER: He said the House -would
have no say in the matter. The Government
m-ust submit their proposals for the distri-
bution of the money. As the Leader of the
Opposition asked, "lHow can Parliament put
forward proposalr?" "Members may make
suggestions.

Mr. Thomson: That is what I did.
The PREMIER:- The hon. member went

further and wanted to know why T had not
told members how the money was to be ex-
pended. Did anyone hear of such an un-
reasonable complaint?9 It is the limit of

-absurdity. The Government will have to
qubmit their proposals, whether in the way
of reducing taxation, reducing railway
freights, or in some other direction, and the

money wi]be expended as Parliament ap-
proves. Insofar as the Government are cont-
cerned, it will not be a party question. Every
member on this aide of the House will be
free to vote as he wishes regarding the dis-
posal of the money. What more could anyv
Treasurer do-? Whether it was mentioned
in the Governor's Speech or not would mnake
no difference. It would not bring nearer the
hour when members would know the Govern-
ments intentions. The position is as stated
bly the Lender of the Opposition. The money
must be taken into revenue and appropriated
by Parliament out of revenue. It cannot
1t, handled in any other way. Whether we
take it in monthly instalmients or wait
uintil Parliament has decided the mat-
ter a nd take it in a lomp suim
does not matter a snap of the fingers.
It has to come into revenue and must bc
appropriated by this Parliament out of rev-
ernue. This Parliament cannot deal with
the whole question of taxationp and finance
except on the Budget.

.1r. Thomson: I want an indication as to
what the Government will do.

The PREMIER: The hon. member can-
not wait; he wants to know what I intend
t o tell the House in a fortnight's time; he
wants me now to make a semi-Budget
speech. I am nut in a position to tell the
H-ouse until I have fin alised the whole of
the finances. Some super genius might be
able to do so;- I cannot. In speaking of
the Commonwealth 'grants I have given
round figures. The exact amount of the
special grant received last year was £353,000
and the amount for the present year is
£213,000. A matter touched upon by the
Leader of the Opposition had reference to
the Mfiners' Phthisis Act. I think there has
been a misunderstanding. The amending,
Act of last year certainly did liberalise the
Art of 1922,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It did not seem
to me that that was so.

The PREMTIER:- Undoubtedly.
Hon. G. Taylor: In what way?
The PREMIER: In several ways.
Hon. Sir James Mfitchell: In any case.

we ouight to fix up the business in a proper
way' now. If vou are paying beyond the
amount riven by the Mine Workers' Relief
Fund you are doing it illegally.

The PREMITER: I think that the Act
should be amended again' in order to give
statutory authority for the compensation we
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are now paying. We have not the statutory
authority.

Hon. G. Taylor: You are really meeting
Lhe requirements of the 'Act without au-
thority.

The PREMIER: Except that it says that
the Oovernment may pay not less" than
the amount paid by the 'Mine Workers? Re-
lief Fund. I[ gives. us authority to pay
much more.

Hon. G. Taylor: There is no limit.
The PREMNIER: If the Act says you may

pay any sum "not less" than, that paid by
the M1ine Workers' Relief Tlund, surely from
the construction of the sentence you will
pay more.

Hlon. G. Taylor: There is no limit, but I
am ghdin a way that you are doii , it.

The PREM1JER: The Act does not name
any sum, but it says "a sum not less." That
means that you must pay that amount or
more.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You can argue
it in, many war* s. Tt is not satisfactory.

The PREMIER: The Solicitor General
says it is legal, and declares that the Act
gives us permission to pay more. The
amount being paid is approximately the
amount that could be claimed under the
Workers' Compensation Act. It is a little
higher here and there. Quite a number of
the miners have been taken away from their
work and found other employment. Others
unfortunately have died. Compensation is
not paid unless a man is unable to work.
Sp~eaking from memory I thing about 1101
were compulsorily taken out of the mines.
The Act says that everybody suffering from
tuberculosis has to be taken out. Men have
been taken out suffering from the disease in
various stages. Some were found to be
quite well; others were in an' advanced stage
of the disease. Many are still working and
,will he ahle to continue working.

Hop. G. Taylor: Have you any idea how
many are incapacitated from work?

The PREMITER: I cannot say just now.
The M1inis4ter for Mfines: I can give the

bon. member the f1iures to-morrow.
Eon. G. Taylor: Those who are getting

compensation can get along all right on
what they are receiving?

The PREMIER: They are in a somewhat
hetter position than are those drawing com-
pensation under the Workers' Compensa-
tion Act. Reverting to the finances, it is a
fact that the expenditure is up somewhat.
That is; due to the causes that I indicated

in this mornings, newspaper. In anry caic,
very little notice can be taken of the finan-
eial results during the first month or two.
We know that they are no guide as to bow
the year is going to end. Or course we like
to keep the month in a position not any
worse than the corresponding month of the
previous year. But the first month or two
or the first few months do not enable one to
judge. definitely as to how the year will ter-
minate.

Hon. G. Taylor: You are not using the
Federal money.

The PREAiER: 1 do not propose to use
that money to make lip any deficiency. I
propose to balance the ledger, if I can,
.just as if that money had never been re-
ceived. The grant will be used according
to the judgment of the Government and ac-
cording to the wishes of the House. The
Leader of the Opposition spoke about re-
(lucing taxation, but Parliament would only
he safe in makina such a reduction if Lhat
reduction could be permanent.

Mr. Thomson: Why'?
The PREAl1ER.: Does the hon. member

think that if we reduce taxation for 12
months, Parliament next year would agree
to reimpose it?

Mr. Thomson: Yes, if it was recognised
that it was required.

The PEMIER: No Treasurer would he
safe in adopting such a course. If it could
he reduced for five years, then there would
be something to go on. The £350,000 grant
to the Government for last year is no)t going
to come in this year or in any future year.
If one gives away taxation because there is
a grant for one year. where will he be next
year or the year after? It would be neces-
sary' to come hack to Parliament and say
that as the grant had disappeared, taxation
would have to be reim posed.

Mr. Thomson: I think the people would
agree to that.

The PREMIER: There will be no diffi-
culty about finding nieans for spending the
Lraut in the interests of the State apart
from the taxation aspect. I agree that taxa-
tion ought to he reduced so far as the finan-
cs will permit, hut we must be careful how
far we gro in reducing taxation merely on
the strength of a grant given for one year.
We can only be sure with regard to a reduc-
tion of taxation', or a reduction of railway
rates, or giving -relief in any other way,
when that reduction is going to be continu-
ous. However, the House will have an op-
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portunity to discuss the whole matter of the
distribution of the grant. That discussion
I know will be very interesting, and there
wvill probably be a genuine diversity of
opinion as to the best means by which the
amount can be expended.

HOW. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
them) [5.57] :1 have no doubt as to what
will work best in the interests of the State.
It is a reduction of taxation, because the
influnne -will be so widespread. I was glad
to hear the Premier say that in a fortnight's
time we shall' know what the proposals of
the Government are. W\e know that no
private member can propose expenditure.
Suggestions can come from the Government
and then we may propose that something
else be done. We have no desire that the
Federal Government should think we are
wrangling over the expenditure of the grain,
of £350,000. In my opinion the best pos-
sible use the money can be put to is in the
direction of reduction of taxation. But
there is another point that I omitted to
mention, and I do not think it wvill provoke
much discussion. I want to set the Minister
right. I was not here the other night when
he discussed the question of the Ravens-
thorpe smelters. I do not know what the
position is to-day, but I do not think it
should go out that any Government would
wish to avoid the payment of a judgment
given against it in thle court. The Min-
ister said I had insisted upon fighting this
case, against legal advice.

Tlhe Minister for IMes:. Where did I say
thiat?

Bion. Sir- JAMES _11TCHELL: It is in
"Hansard." We foughlt the catse on the
definite advice of the Crown Law Depart-
ment.

The Minister for M1ines: I did not say
anything of the sort.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I anm
glad the Minister denies it. I merely wanted
to correct the impression given by his re-
ported words. The Minister himself could
no more pay this money to-day than could
I when Premier: or Mr. Scaddan when in
office; for the Minister does not know to,
whomu it is to be paid.

I Ron. C. Taylor: He knowvs how the
court decided it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
court did not decide it definitely. The
court did not say to the Minister "Pay

It was a confused judgment, making it im-
possible fcr die money to be paid in my
time. No government would wish to keep
any person out of the money the court de-
cided be was entitled to. But what is to be
done when one cannot determine to whom
the money is to be paid! This will be a
dead loss to the State trading, and wilt have
to be paid out of general revenue; for
every penny that was won down there, and
a good deal more, has been distributed
amongst the people to whom it was due.
This troublesome case has come down from
the previous Labour Government. It was
no fault of the then Premier who was Mini-
ister for Mlines, because the instructions
w~ere not carried out.

The Premier: It originated in 1916, the
last year I was in office. It was I who made
the agreement with them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, hut
you did not make the regulations that caused
all the trouble.

The Premier: Strictly speaking, but for
the wording of the regulations nobody was
to blame.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It has
comec down from one Government to an-
other. When the verdict wvas secured we were
perfectly willing- to pay out, but we could
not do so; and apparently the position is
just as involved to-day as it was when I
lef t office.

Tf le Premier: Nobody wvants to avoid pay -
ing, hut the other side will not accept the
verdict.

Hon. Sir- JAMES MITCHELL: When
reading- in "Hansard" the speech made by
the Minister for Mines, I came across the
statement that I had insisted upon fighting
the ease against the advice of the Crown
Law Department; also that the responsibil-
ity wvas created by my Government, and that
there was an alleged scandal respecting it.
None of those things happened, of course.

The Minister for Mines: The statement
about the alleged scandal was made by the
membter for Katanning.

Mr. Thomson: I never made any such
statement. All I said was that the Gov-
ernment ought to be generous.

Hon. Sir JAM~ES MITCHELL: Genter-
ous! I can assure the hon. member that had
it been practicable I would have said "Let
the money bb paid over." We paid over
every penny that we got. The arrangement,
when it was made, was a splendid thing for
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been complied with, the money would have
been paid over.

Mr. Thomson. The verdict was given on
the evidence.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Once we
got the final decision we were willing to
pay over. There was no feeling in the mat-
ter. It ought to be made quite clear that

no Minister, no Under Secretary, no deparc-
mental official has been able to determine
who is to get the money; this, notwithstand-
ing that the court's judgment has been de-
livered. I am glad the Minister for Minces
has removed the impression I gathered from
reading his reported remarks. I would be
sorry if it could be justifiably suggested that
by any means I had attempted to defeat the
judgment of the court.

The Premier: In the beginning it might
have been better had the Crown not paid.
There is no question about what the Crown
ought to have done on the merits of the
ease, even thoughb it cost us more than it
otherwise would have done.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is
no question whatever. I just wished to clear
away the wrong impression left by the speech
delivered by the Minister for Mines.

THE MINISTER IFOR MINES (Hon.
MN. F. Troy-Mt. M'agnet) [65] : I do not
think the Leader of the Opposition was quite
correct in his statement that the court did
not g-ive a decision as to the manner in
which the money was to be paid. The court
did give such a decision.

Hon. Sir Jamnes Mitchell: Oh, no.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: The court

sAid the amount of overcharges must be
pooled, and that all persons who had sent
forward to the mill should he brought into
the pool, according to their claims. The
trouble is that during the war copper meacbed
£52 per ton, whereas gold remained at £V4
per oz., and in the pooling process the gold
producers will get more out of the pool than
they are entitled to, and that of course at
the expense of the copper prod ucers. As
Minister for MHines I can actually pay on
the decision of the court, but the other par-
ties will not accept it.

The Premier: 'Mr. Dunstan says in his
statement that be will not accept it because
the decision of the court is not fair.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I cannot
help that: it is the decision of the court. and
I must pay according to their decision. Whilst
the producers do not agree, I cannot alter

the decision. If they all agreed that the money
was to be distributed in a certain manner,
I would have no objection. However, they
will not agree, and so long as theare is any
disagreement amongst them I cannot afford
to pay, except as prescribed by the High
Court.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The position is
just as it was when you took office,

The MEIiSTER FOR -MINES: Just so.
It was the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson) who said it was a scandal, and
who made a great mouthful of the position.
HeI could have come to me and got the facts,
but he never bothered about seeing mne at
all. Other members came to mue, but not the
member for Katanning. had he asked me
for the facts he could have got them. He
said the Government ought to be generous.
But the money does not come out of the poc-
kets of Ministers; it is the people's money.
The important thing is that if I pay that
money-it is not in my hands now, but in
the hands of the Solicitor O~neral-accord-
ing to the decision of the High Court, the
gold producers could sue the Government.
And if they did, the member for Katanning
would be the first to get up and attack the
Government. Imagine him declaiming,
"What sort of men are these we have in
offieP' We arc not going to do it. I wish
to goodness it was all settled up, for I am
sick Find tired of the business.

Mr. Thomson: Why didn't you write to
Mr. Dunstan?

The 'MINISTER FOR MINES: Why
didn't you approach me as an honourable
Juan would have done. The hon. member
camne to the House and made a tremendous
stir, in the hope that it might influence a
few votes at Ravensthorpe. If ever the lion.
membher -reaches the Treasury benches and a
case similar to this one crops up, he will do
the very thing- we have done.

MR. CORBOY (Vilgarn) [5.13]: I wish
to say a word in amplification of the
Minister's remarks. I do honestly be-
lieve that the decision of the court,
'whilst apparently legally right, is mor-
ally wrong. The Privy Council confirmed
that decision.

The Minister for Mines: 'No.
'Mr. CORBOY: But they did. They would

not hear an appeal from it.
The Minister for Mfines: The Privy Coun-

cil refused to hear the appeal because the~y
bad previously declared they) would Dot hear
from a Dominion Government any appeal
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that was mnerely as to the interpretation uof
regulations. They said it was not their bus-
iness. That. is why they would not hear the
appeal.

Mr. CORBOY: That was not the only rea-
son wl.ty the Privy Council turned down the
applica tion for leave to appeal. However,
the point is that the courts have all said the
mtoney should he distributed in a certain way,
and niow Mr. Dunstan will not accept the
money. And until he does accept, nobody
else can get their money, notwithstanding
that some of them need it very badly. There
are amongst those awaiting the money some
widows in dire poverty, whilst other persons
have been forced to trnsp £100 -worth of
claim for about £30.

Sitting suspended from; 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. COttlOY: Every effort has been made
through the courts of law, both by the Gov-
erment and the plaintiffs in this action,
to get a verdict. The highest courts available
to any litigant have announced their decision.
Whilst the decision is legally correct, I miain-
tamn that it is morally wrong. It does no0t
do justice to all who have claims against
the Government. It appears to me, however,
that it "'as impossible for any other decision
to be icacehed, or obtained in any other way.
There is no other court or tribunal to which
an appeal could he made. In August, 1922,
1 submitted a motion in this House in con-
nection with the matter, during. the time whimn
the Leader of the Opposition was Premier.
This, in effect, was a request to the Govern-
wnent to settle the whole business on an equit-
able basis. The imotion was formally sub-
mnitted and withdrawn after a little discus-
sion. Since then, up to the present year,
I have made every effort to secure an equit-
-able settlement of the case. Never once, how-
ever, have I been guilty of saying that either
the Leader of the Opposition, or the present
Premier, was; wrong in the attitude each took
up. As laymen they would have placed
themselves in an extremely difficult position
if they settled this ease on any basis other
than that decided by the High Court.

Mr. Latham: They would have rendered
themselves liable to an action.

Mr. CORBOY: Yes. The courts have dir-
ected that payment shall be made on a legal
basis, but it is not a morally correct one.
The member for Katanning (Mr. Thomson)
has made di great song about this matter. He
is the champion of these people who are suf-

fering severely owing to the fact that they
are still waiting for their money. Where
was, the honi. member when my motion was
submitted in 1922, and where has lie been
for the last five years when this question has
been brought up on every Add ress-in -reply
debate? In all this time this is the first oc-
casion when the hon. member has found it
worth his while to refer to these poor people
who are suffering so much hardship.

Mr. Wilson: It is coming near the elet-
tions.

Mlr. CORBOY: The writing on the wall is
lplaln. The hon. member believes that the
scalp of the member for Vilgarn is one of
those he can nail to the wall and say, "That
is mine." Ills interest in this matter is ain
electioneering device in his endeavour to
bolster up one or two votes in the Yilgarn
electorate.

Bon. G. Taylor: He aid not name you,
bi hec did name me.

Mr. CORI3OY: That may have been an
oversight. Members will agree that I have,
dlone my utmost to secure a settlement in
this ease. I did my best in this direction
aitter the 'ease had been heard by Mr.
Justice Burnside, and before, there was any
apipeal. The member for Rntanning evinced
nou interest in the matter. For five years
he sat in his plate in this Chamber without
mentioning Ibe Ravensthorpe smnelter case.
'le has shown no desire to secure a settle-
netit, or to help those who bave undoubt-

edly suffered great hardshipi. He talks of
what he knows of the people's suffering.
He does not know one-fourth of the
troubles of the people to whom money is
due. He has no idea of the difficulties thusv
are experiencing, aind has no desire to
know, HeI is not concerned one iota abolit
the half-a-dozen widows who are living in
Albany, whose husbands have died -since
the case connieneed. and who with their
children are now living in abject poverty'
waiting for their money. Ie has no desire-
to help these people, but he has a real
desire, if he can, to capture the Tilg-arn
seat for the Counitryv Partyv at the next elec--
tion. For this reason lie brings tip this
matter. I have on every possible occasion
talked of the disabilities, of these people.
'Not only are the widows suffering hard-
ships, but there are men who have bartereil
away their ler-al rights in what was due to
them, it may be hundreds of pounds, for a
few pounds. These men are bard up to-
day' beause the paltry -,um they were paid
has now disappeared.
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Mfr. 'Macallum Smith: They have also,
lo'st thle accrued interest.

11r. CORI3OY : Yes. 1 am somewhat dis-
gasted to find the columns of a leadina
journal of this State laid open to an ex-parte Statement connected with this caso.
To me there is a, very definite tinge about
it of a desire to dlamage the Government
onl tile eve of the 'cleetions, without respect
to thle justice or otherwise of the state-
ments contained ini it.

I-on. G. Taylor: That is uip against the
~Siuday Timies."

'Mr. COR ROY: 'No Government wouldl
dare to pay out money in this ease except
onl tho basis laid dlown by the couirts.

M1r, Latham: Cannot it be paid out o'i
that bes~is?

Honl. 0. Taylor: They will not accept it.
M1r. CORBOY: The hon. member will see

from "Hansard" of a few days ago tbat
the Premier confirmed the state ment I have
frequently made in the last 18 months, that
the mioney has been made available hut has
not been taken tip. The Government mustA
pay the plaintiffs before paying anyone
else. Oririnally the Government agreed
through Mr. Colehatchl, when Leader of
the House in another place, to pay all these
pieople who had dealings with the smelters
on the same basis As they paid in the case
of Mcf'.eil aid de Bernales versus the
Crown. They must pay those people be-
fore paying anyone else. If they paid these
other people, anid Dunnstan, by some means
that I cannot conceive, secured an altera-
tion. in the decision of the court, they
might he in a position of having to pay the
money twice over.

M1r. Latham: Have not all the courts
alreadyv been exhausted?

Mfr. COB BOY: Yes. T cannot conceive
of the possibility of the decision being
altered. The Government agreed to pay on
whatever basis they paid Dunstan, but he
will not Accept the money. What are they
to do? Some 18 months a go the Governt-
inent notified Dunstan that the money was
waitinz in the Treasury for himi, but it i9
still there. Until flunstnn realises that he
has exhausted every means of getting the
dec-ision altered, and aecerts the money, no
one else can be paid. The Government
have paid out a small portion of the money
w-hich they know is well inside what theyV
n-ill ultimately have to pay to these people.
Those people who have rec2ived an advance
will eventually receive fnrther inoneyt.

Thie Government have done their utmost to
relieve the stress amongst thle claimants mn
this way. One of the widows to whom 1
referred as living- in Albany. somec time ago,
received £80 to enable her to carry on.
V'ntil liuinsian ag-rees to take his monley,
lie one can be paid in full. It is very
foolish of himi not to accept a decision
%hich appears to be definite and final, and
from which there seems to he no appeal.

Mr. Latham: I understand the last ap-
peal was by' the Crown.

Mrr. COBBOY: I believe so. That appeal
was made somec 18 months or two years Ago.

Mr, Latham: But there was recently an
appeal to the Privy Council.

M1r. CORBOY: The question in dispute'
there did not affect the principal judgment
as to the amount involved and the basis of
distribution. That is a question -whether
the Crown shiall pay interest on the money
that is paid out from the time the High
Couirt judgment was delivered.

Hon. (1. Taylor: That was the only point
in dispute.

Mr. CORBOY: Yes, and it does not affeE
the basis of distribution. To me it seems
maost regrettable that anl hon. member With
whom I haive had relations here for five or
six years shiould bave made his appearance
as a johnnvy-come-latelx, in the matter six
years after it has been thrashed out. Dur-
ing those six years the hon. member did no,.
once raise his voice, apparently not caring
whether justice was dlone or not; hint now,
when anl election is approaching and there
is political capital to be gained, hie puts
lip a ease obviously designed to damage
the sitting member for the district and to
create an impression that the other politi-
cal party will help people who have bean
trampled upon by the present Government.
I repeat, it is most regrettable that a mern-
her who has sat here as long as the mem-
ber for Katanniag- should have adopted
Such a line of action.

EON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret)
[7.47] : The air has been somewhat
cleared by this discussion of the Ravens-
thorpe smelter question.. which has hung
fire for a long time, and eoneernine
which therie hare been many mis-statements
both in the Press and in the street. As the
result of inquiries, I find that the statement
of the Minister for Mines, which isc sup-
ported by the member for Vilgarn, repre-
s5ents the position absolutely as it Stands.
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Stripped of legal phraseology, the position
is shortly as follows: The court has decided
that the money shall be paid. The Govern-
merit are prepared to pay the money accord-
ing to the court's decision, but one party to
the dispute will not accept payment under
those conditions, saying in effect, "The judg-
ment is not a fair one, and I will not accept
it, and I ask the Mines Department to alter
the court's decision." We on this side of
the Chamber have many things to blame the
(lovernuient for without attacking them on
matters for whsichi they have no responsi-
bility. A week or two ago I saw in a week-
end paper a most scathing denunciation of
the Government over this matter.

The Minister for Nines: That was purely
an "x parte statement.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: Persons in another
tountry seeing that article would believe
that the Western Australian Government
acted atrociously towards their own people.
If the writer of the article had been as con-
versant with the facts as are some of us
who have investigated the question, he would
not have written as he did.

'fire MAinister for Mines: Ii.was Dunstan's
article.

Hlon. G. TAYLOR : I do not know whose
article it was. There is not a scintilla of
truth in the statement that the Mitchell Gov-
ermnen-t were guilty of shamneful treatment
of the people eoncerned. Indeed, both the
late Government and the present Govern-
menit are accused of having acted atrociously.
I hope the parties concerned will now accept
payment as autborised.

Question-put and passed.

Resolution reported and the report ad-
opted.

Committee of Wlays and Means.

The House having resolved into Commit-
tee of Ways and Means, Mr. Liitey in the
Chair,

On motion by the Premier, resolved-
That towards making good the Supply

granted to His Majesty for the service of the
year ending on the 30th June, 1927, a sunm not
exceeding £450,000 be granted out of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, £375,000 from the
General Loan Fund, £5,000 from the Govern-
ment Property Sales Fund, and £1,000 flrom
the Land Improvement Sales Fund for the
purpose of cemporary advances to be made
by the Treasurer.

Resolution reported and the report ad-
opted.

Bill introduced, etc.

Ia accordance with the foregoing resolu-
tions, Bill introduced, P~assed through all
stages, and transmitted to the Leg-islative
Council.

BILLS (3)-rIRET READING.
1, Metropolitain Market.
Introduced by the Minister for Agricul-

tu re.
2, Day Baking.
3, Inspection of Scaffolding Act Amend-

ment.
Introduced by the Minister for Lands (for

thre Minister for Works).

NOTICE OF MOTION-FINANCIAL RE-
LATIONS, COMMONWEALTH AND

STATE.
Notice of motion, in the name of Mr.

Thomson (Katanning), as follows :-"Ia
view of the conflicting statements and fig-
ures supplied by the Federal and State
Treasurers on the subject, a select commit-
tee be appointed to inquire into the finan-
cial proposals of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment in connection with the abolition of
the per capita payment."

Air. E. B. JOHNSTON., In the temporary
absence of the member for Katanning, I
move-

That the consideration of the notice of
motion be postponed.

Mr. SPEAKER: That cannot be done.
Hon. G. TAYLOR: On a point of order,

our Standing Orders do not provide for the
postponement of a notice of motion stand-
ing in the name of an hon. member who is
not present.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have already ruled
that it lapses.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: On a point of
order, I would point out that the Minister
for Lands has moved two notices of motion
that stand in the name of the Minister for
Works.

The Premier: They were formal.

Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the
member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. E. B.
Johnston) that that privilege is accorded to
Ministers of the Crown, whereasi it is not
ranted to ordinary members. The Crown
has the right to conduct its own business.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: Is that under the
Standing Orders?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes.

The Premier: The notices of motion re-
garding the Bills constitute merely a for-
mality. The Bills are not those of the Mlin-
ister, but of the Government.

MOTION - POLICE BENEFIT FUND
AND SUPFDRANKUATION SCHEME.

To Inquire byi Select Committee.

MR. HUGHES (East Perth [8.3]
movel--

That a select committee of' the House be
appointed to inquire into the incidence and
administration of the Police Benefit Fund and
the practicability of the conversion of the
fund into a superaunuation scheme.

The question raised by the motion is not
new, Everyone will agree that not only
should oh il servants have their superannu-
ation fund, but all other workers, whatever
their occupation may he, should have Somie
guarantee as well that in their old age they
will he provided for. It may be said that
t~here arc ninny people more entitled to a
s11lperftfnflatinn fund than are the oticer.,
of the Civil Service. I believe the dayv is not
far distant when we shall have a complete
national insurance scemie that will do away
with the necessity for superannuation funds
provided by the employees themselves. As a
step towards a national insurance schemie,
the first thing necessary is to have as many
people as possible covered hy suiperannua-
tion funds. If that were accomplished, it
would be a step forward towards bringing
in the rest of the community. In the Police
Benefit Fund ire have the nucleus of a super-
annuation fund for the police force. Th3
fund is maitained by means of a levy upon
the officers' salaries, supplemented by a
Government subsidy on a pound for pound
basis from revenue. The fnnd serves the
joint purpose of a workers' compensation
insurance fund and :.a ordinary % insurance
scheme for the officers of the police force.
Those officers are not covered by the Work -
ers' Compensation Act, and should an officer
meet with injury in the execution of his duty,
that does not bring him witbin the scope
of the compensation law applicable to or-
dinary employees. Whatever that constable
may be entitled to must come from the Police
Benefit Fund. In the operations of the

workers' compensation lair there are what
appear to me several anomalies that could
well be inquired into with a view to havin~g
themi rectified. Under the compensation laxv,
should a man he permanently injured in the
execution or his ordinary work, he is en-
titled to receive £730 by way of compensa-
tion, That does not apply to officers of the
police force.

Hon. G1. Taylor: And those officers are
very likely to get knocked out.

3rn HUGHES- The question whether a
police officer is subject to any more risk-
than~ are private employees has no hearing
on the case. The plain fact is that if a
worker rinder the compensation laws is per-
nnnentlv injured. he is entitled to reeeiv-
£759. Shouild n 'Pers5on be maimed or lose
his life, the relatives or nest of kin are en-
titled to £600. If a police officer in the
execution of his duty meets with an acted-
dent reudering him permanently incapable
of carrying out his %V~ork, he gets no com-
pensation whatever. Nor is a recruit who
is permanently injured entitled to any com-
pensation.

Lieut.-Coonel Denton: We bave that fact
before us at present.

MNr. HUGHES: Yes. J ro not know of
any other einplovce who is in the s~ame po.i-
lion as, a polite officer. A policeman with
more than fire re-ars' service to his credit,
buit less than seven years, is entitled, should
hie meet with an injur 'y preventing him from
carrying out his duties, to one year's salary,
which is approximately £264. If an ordin-
ary employee is on the jnhb for ten minutes
or is even on the job at all, he is entitled,
if he meek, with similar injuries,, to com-
peneation amiounting to £750. A police
officr with six years and 11 months' -service
is entitled to onl 'y £264, or one-third of the
compensation provided for ordinary em-
plo ,yees. If the officer has 12 years' service
to his credit and is permanently' injured. lie
is entitled to one year's pay, about £26-5, and
may reeive a grntuilv amounting to £273,
or a total of £C586, a.s against thbe £750 that
would he paid to an ordinary employee
nder the Workers' Compensation Act.
Thus, if the p)olie- offcer has 12 years' ser-
rice to his credit he is entitled to two-thirds
of the compensation Parliament decreed
should be paid to the ordinary employee.

M1r, Panton: The policeman should be
under the Workers' Compensation Act, too.
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Mr. HUGHES: I agree with that. If a
police oflicer with 20 years' service to his
credit is permanently injured, he is entitled
to his pay of £:275 and a gratuity amounting
to £441, or a total of £124. Thus the police
officer only after 20 ye~ars' service is entitled
to receive the same amount of compensation
as the ordinary' employee under the Workers'
Compensation Act.

Hon. G. Taylor: Although the ordinary
enmployee may have been on the job for a
tow hours only.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, or the man may
only' just a few minutes before have gone
on the job. After the police officer has had
21 years of service or more he would be
entitled to £750. 1 believe it is possible for
sin officer with 30 y'ears of ser ice to his
credit to receive from £800 to £900. The
fact remains that, as I have already shown,
a p~oliceman permanently injured will re-
ceive, after five years' service, approxi-
nmately one-third of the ordinary compensa-
tion allowed under the Workers' Compen-
sation Act, or two-thirds if he has less than
12 years' service, and full compensation
only after he has 21 years' service to his
credit. Nothing will be gained by stressing
that point further because hon. members
will realise it is not right for one section of
the community to receive differential treat-
ment under th wvorkers' compensation law.
In addition to the pound for pound subsidy,
the Government pay' an additional lump sum
of £300 per annumn ostensibly to cover pay-
ments from the fund on account of other
injuries that should really come under the
Workers' Compeimaion Act. I suggest that
workers' compensation should be something
entirely apart from the Police Benefit Fund
and that the resp)onsibblity for compensation
to men who are injured while acting as
members of the police force should rest en-
tirely with the Government, as the em-
ployers of such men. In those circumstances-
should the policeman be obliged to pay con-
tributions to the fund to provide payments
on account of injury? Strong exception
would be taken to any proposal put for-
ward by a private employer that his em-
ployees should contribute portion of their
wages towards a compensation fund from
which compensation would be paid, to that
employer's mn should they meet with acci-
dents. It would at once be said that the re-
snonsiliility for providingr compensation
rested entirely with the employer and that it

was unfair to expect the employees to con-
tribute towards such a fund. I do not know
whether the annual lump sum payment of
£E300 covers the compensation that is paid
out on accofint of minor injuries. I am in-
dlined to think that the amount would be
rather short of the aggregate amounts paid
out on that account. Even if the £300 is
sufficient to meet the liabilities on account
of compt-nsation, it simply mean% that the
officers are being deprived of their rights
for the benefit of the Treasurer to the extent
of the amount short paid. If the £300 more
than covers the Government's liability under
the Workers' Compensation Act, then the
men are being deprived of portion of their
compensation for the benefit of the fund.
In either case, the Juan who is injured is
deprived of portion of his compensation
and possibly the general taxpayer gets the
benefit. On the other hand, it may he that
the rezouinil~g officers in the force benefit
accordingly as the injured officer is deprived
of his benefit.

The Minister for railways: But the offi-
cers have other advantages, such as medical
attention and so forth.

Air. HUGHES: But under the Workers'
Compensation Act, they would get those
expenses too. I know that that position is
common to other civil servants. For in-
stance, men have six months long service
leave.

Lieut.-Col. Denton: And those civil ser-
vants do not have to run the same risks as
policemen.

Mri. HUGHES: It is recognised that there
are other privileges. There is no disputing
the point, however, that if police officers are
permnanently in jured, they may receive only
£264 , whereas private employees would
inevitably get £750. One thing that
causes cosiderable friction and discon-
tent is that those who joined after the
14th Docemiber, 1917, are not on the same
footing as those who joined prior to that
date. Those who joined before December,
1917, after 12 yeaurs' service, can retire and
draw from the fund one mot' pay for
every year of service. According to acturial
calculations, the fund was not as sound as
it should have been, and in 1917 it was
decided that those who joined after the 14th
December would be entitled to draw only a
fortnigld's pay for every year of service.
Althougrh both old and new officers pay the
same rate of contribution, one set of men
at the end of 12 years can retire and draw
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a mionth's pay for each year of service, while
the others cannot. ThLIs we have two sets
of privileges operating side by side. Those
wvho joined since 1917, after 12 years and
less than 15 veers' service, are entitled to
two weeks' pay per annum; after 15 years
and for less than 20 years, they are entitled
to two two-thirds weeks per annum; after
20 years and under 25 years they are eni-
titled to three weeks per annum, and after
215 years' service they are entitled to foar
weeks pser annum. Still such ment never get
to the level of those who joined the service
prior to 1017 because their maximum is a
calendar month's pay for every year of ser-
vice. I shall show at a later stage that the
inca who joined siincee 1917 are being obliged
to make good a deficiency in the fund due
to the different value of money now as com-
pared with 1914. Notwithstanding that
tihe men contribute 3 per cent. of their pay,
there seems to be a marked discrepancy be-
tween the amount a man draws after he has
contributed for a number of years. I wish
to quota one instance furnished by an officer
of the force. He has already contributed
to, the fund £:53, and in the next four and a
half years he will be obliged to contribute
£49, a total of £102. The interest for the
years in which that money will he held will
amiount to £20, so that the officers' contri-
bution, pLus interest for the 12 years, will
be £122. With the pound for pound sub-
ziidy from the Government, that man on re-
tiring ought to receive £244. Bat as a mat-
ter of fact, if he retired after 12 years'
service, he would get only £168, a discrep-
ancy of £70. The question that the officers
ask is what becomes of the difference, in
this instance 82 per cent. of the amount he
s hould receive if his contributions plus in-
terest were subsidised onl the pound for
pound basis. That difference is due in part
to administration expenses and in part to
other charges made on' the fund.

Mr. Mann: The admlinistration expenses
would not be very great.

Mr, HUGHES: No, nothing like 32 pur
cent., but there are other charges on the
fund. It leads, one to think that perhaps
thme £300 a year paid in by the Government
to cover compensation eases is insuifficient.
If it is sufficient to meet the extra charges
onl the fund, there certainuily ought to be a
greater amount due to an officer than ap-
proximately two-thirds of his contribution
plus interest and subsidy.

Air. Teesdale: Who formulated this
scheme?7

Mr. HUGUES: It has been operating for
30 years.

11r. Teesdale.- With the sanction of the
officers!9

Mr. HUGHES: They have made many
efforts to get the scheme altered. For years
they agitated to -et a representative on the
board of management of the fund.

Mr. Clydesdale: Who controls the fund?9
Mr. HUGHES: It is controlled by a

board, and only in recent years have the
officers had a run resentativc on the board.

The Minister for Justice: They have two
representatives.

The Premier: There are two police and
two Government officers,

Mr. HUGHES: But they have had that
representation only recently. This is not a
voluntary fund. When an officer Joins the
force he automatically comes under the fund.
and 3 per cent, is deducted from his salary.

Air. Sleeman: Cannot he object?

Mr. HUGHES: Civil servants' objections
are generally noted. When an officer joins
the force lie knows that 3 per cent. will be
deducted from his salary as contributions
to the fund and that he will be entitled to
the benefits of the fund. There is a dis-
crepancy between what one would expect
and what is actually paid. I am inclined to
think this is due to the fact that the fund
has to bear a greater percentage for coin-
pensatien claims than the amount the fund
receives in extra payments from the Gov-
ernment. There are cases on record of
officers having been permanently injured,
having to retire and not having received
the compensation they would have beert
paid had they been privately employed. In
some cases such men would get nothing.

Mr. Teesdale : Do they get medicaL
attention

Mr. HUGU1Es: When they are perman-
ently incapacitated they retire, and such

a an miayht. gct £C260, or he might gct up
to £750, according to his years of service.
The police, however, do not get the £750
they would receive if they were working in
any other branch of the Government ser-
vice or for a lprivate employer. They are
onl a different basis from any other em-
ployee. There is; no reason why a police
officer, injured in the execution o-f his duty,
should not be placed in the same position
as any other person in the community. It
is complained that the fund has not
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reached what the actuaries consider to be The Minister for Justice: Easily £1,000.
a sound financial position. One of thle
causes of this is that the motley has not
always been invested to the best advantage.

Air. Fenton: Do the board invest the
funds?

31r. HUCHES: Yes.
The Minister for Justice: No, the Trea-

sury do that.
Mr. HUGHES: I understood from the

officers that their representatives have fail
voice in the, investment of the moneyv,
although it is usually done by the Treasury.
I am aware that they cannot invest the
hinds outside of Government securities.
This is one of the things of which the
officers complain : At one time the fund hadl
some :31/ per cent. stock, and there were
available at the Treasury conversions of
that stock at 4 per cent. Instead of the
funds being converted into 4 per cent.
stock, the opportunity was missed and the
money was re-invested at 31/2 per cent.
Thus, half per cent. on a large sum of
nonlev As lost to the fund. They also

vomnplain that onl another occasion when a
mail in the street could go to the Treasury
and buy 6 per cent, bonds, their money
wlas being invested at 4 per cent.

The Minister for Justice: That has been
altered.

Mr. HUGHES: But the balance due to
the fund has been reduced on account of
thlose bad investments.

The Minister for Justice: The balance
would have been greater.

Mr. HTUGHES: Yes, owing to these in-
vesiments at a lower rate, the balance has
been depleted. Notwithstanding that, the
balance to the credit of the fund has been
steadily increasing. The figures are as
follows:-1906, £1I0,000; 1016, £22,000;
1921, £C29,000: 1925, £38,000; 1926, £42,000.
Last year the contributions from officers'
.salaries amounted to £E4,244 and contribu-
tions from the Government £4,279, a total
of £8,500. Yet the fund increased by
£,4.000, so that in the one year half of the
contributions were placed to reserve. T
mention this in order to show that, with
due respect to the actuaries, the fund is
increasing rapidly' .

The Minister for Justice: So are the lia-
bilities.

Mfr. Mann: There are ei~ht or 10 officers
due to retire next year and they will
probably receive £1,000 each.

Air. 1TUGIES : And some years will
probably elapse before any more will re-
tire. In dealing with such a fund it is
unsafe to baise calculations upon the nuin-
her ,%Iho retire in one year. It is necessary
to have regard to a spread of years. Sup)-
pose eight officers retire next year and
draw an average of £1,000 each, the con-
trihutions to the fund would more than,
mneet the liability so that the balance would
not hie touched. That is the mart muml
ainount we can reckon as being likely to
he requi red in any one year.

M.Nr. Mann: T admit that next year will
probably be all abnormal year.

Mr. BUeHIES; In 20 years the balance
to the credit of the find has increased by
0~2,000. We know that when an actuary
is asked to make an estimate of the liabili-
ties of such a fund, he has to be ultra-
conservative. He 'considers all the possi-
bilities and probabilities. If there is ally'
doubt as to the conservative estimates of
actnaries, one has onlyv to take the enor-
inous reperves accumulated by insurance
companies. They almrost stagger one. .I
do not know what will happen if insurance
companies continue to amass reserves at
the rate they are doing at present. An idea
of thie substantial reserves accumulated by
insurance companies was gained when
the San Francisco earthquake occurred.
Although an enormous drain was made on
the insurance companies, I do not think
there was one that failed to meet its commit-
ments. Not one seemed to feel the effects of
the enormous disaster. That shows that they
are very much beyond the safe reserves. if
the accumulations of capital by these com-
panies and institutions continue' , in 400 or
500 years' time there will be such an amount
that no one will be willing to pay interest.
On the other hand, if it should be used, say,
in connection with wars, the burden will be-
come so great on the people compelled to
pay interest that the system will collapse.
Another point I wish to make with regard
to the fund is that many years ago, when
officers were contributing as low as 1% per
cent., they were building lip a reserve to
draw upon when retiring. When the war
broke out in 1914 the officers had accumu-
lated in this fund certain reserves, and as a
result of the alteration in the purchasing
power of money, and the increase in prices
and increase in wages, officers who had 30
years of service, on retirement, drew on the
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basis of their then salaries, although for per-
bal)5 20 years they had only contributed] oil
the pre-1014 value of money. That meant
that while these officers lied contributed onl
a certain scale, owing- to the alteration in
the value of money, they drew on a higher
scale onl retirement. Conseqnentl ' the fund
baa to meet to-day certain liabilities for
which thiese particular officers did not make
provision in their early payments. Thle re-
sult is that anl officer of to-day has to make
good the deflcienc 'y owing to the alteration
in the value of money. It is clear that the
people who lost whenl the 11olley powver
chanc-ed were those who had mioney in the
bank. If a man h)ad £100 in the bank when
the war broke out in 1014, he found that in
1015 the amiount was worth only £50. To
that extent hie was, the loser by the altera-
tion in the value or money. The man who
bad mioney invested in eity property was
compensated by the increase in the value of
that property. Those officers who, through
their contrib)utions, became entitled to £100
arc now entitled to £200, and provision wats
not made to par that sum. Consequently
the fund has to stand the paymient for which
provision was not made in years gone by.
There were only two alternatives, either tu,
-miake th let' eomers supl1y the deficiency
that was brought about by economic forces,
or for the Government to say that the fund
had to mneet certain liabilities, provision for
which had not been made, and that therefore
they would mnake a grant front the Treasury.
The first alternative was taken and the offi-
cers: were coml)elled to pay. The officers
with 25 or .30 yeaz-S of service go out on a
gratuity of £1,000, and part of that is being
drawn at the expense of the newcomers isn
the force.

The -Minister for Police: The money is
now invested at 5 per cent., it was previ
onsly invested at 3 per cent.

r. HUGRES: Owing to the alterations
in the salaries, and improvements in the
contributions, an officer who retires. now
dIraws the money to which he is entitled on
the basis of his present day salary. There
is not a pro rata adjustment of the salary
for the whole period of his service. Conse-
quently, if he gets a salary twice as large
to-day as he received 20 years ago, he will
draw on that larger salary. The increase in
the value .of money will never adjust the

position. The police are desirous of having-
the anomalies rectified. I know that this is
a contentious matter, and it requires to he
thdroughly investigated before any altera-
tion can be made. For years the police have
been trying to get a superanua~ition scheme,
This was p~ut up to them by a previous Gov-
ernment but, unfortunately, the proposals
were submitted to them on one day and they
were asked to submit a reply On the next
day. It was quite impossible for the officers
of the Police Association to get into touch
with thie members of that body throughout
the State and submit a reply within 24
hours.

Th Ile Minister for Police: And Parliament
elosedl down 24 hours later than that.

'Mr. Ii: LGHE S: -1 believe that in this fnund
there ii the nuicleus of a pension scheme, but
of course it needs a good deal of investiga-
tion, and it has appealed to me that the
best way to tackle the proposition is to
secure the alppointm~nt of a select commit-
tee of' this House to go into the question.

The AMinister for Police: You would have
to take actuarial advice with all its disad-
vantages.

Mr. HUGHES:- You could discard some
of the disadvantages. By means of a select
committee the whole question could be in-
vest igated. A\ scheme might be formnulated
hr which the officers could be asked to con-
tribute even more than the 3 per cent. that
they are banding over to-day. If the pro-
posals were found by the select committee
to be impracticable, the officers would be
better satisfied than if they were told that
the thing was impracticable after a motion
had been moved in the House and defeated.
It is a big, subject, and the House would be
well advised to agree to the appointment of
a select committee to go into the question.
If the select committee should declare the
proposal to be impracticable, we would he
able to say to the police officers, "You have
had your select committee, which has gone
exhaustively into the matter, and they have
considered the proposal out of the question."
I am sure the police would then he more
satisfied thani if a mere motion had been
submitted to Parliament and had been re-
jected. I submit the motion.

On motion by Mr. Mlann, debate ad-
journed.
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MOTION-WALWAY GAUGE
UffIFIGATION.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [8.43.1: 1
move-

That in the opinion of this House the time
has arrived when the Federal policy of ex-
tending the standard railway gauge should be

,,consummated in Western Australia.

Every bon. member will be prepared to sub-
scribe to the desire that a standard gauge
line should run through to Fremantle from
Kalgoorlie. So many years have elapsed
since the matter was; previously before Parlia -
ment-it was last considered in 1908--that
the time is opportune for its revival, and a,
special resolution should be passed by this
House so that the Federal Parliament may
know that we in Western Australia are still
alive to the benefits to be derived by a stand-
ard gauge line being extenided from Kelgoor-
hie to Fremantle. We have been watching
the devolopments nf the Eastern States with
Federal money and we should show that we,
too, are anxious to share in that development.
The first important personage to advocate
the standardising of our railway lines w as
the late Lord Kitchener. Many years ago,
when he visited Australia, he pointed out
that until we had uniformity of some sort
in respect of railway construction, we
would he at the mercy of an enemy in the
matter of defene. That is perfectly ob-
vious from the military point of view, but
since that time very little, if anything, has
been done to bring about the necessary altera-
lion. The late Lord Northcliffe, when in
Sydney, was asked his impressions of Aus-
tralia. He said he had come to the conclusion
that our finest asset was, not our great pub-
lie utilities, but our men and women. He
was alluding, of course, to their fine phys-
ique. But the point of his remark was that
we had to look to our laurels. and put ii,
order our great public ntilities, first and fore-
most our railways. When we attempt to
develop Western Australia with a Sft. Gin.
gauge railway, we are in the p~osition of the
Chinese lady with her cramped shoe. The
latest information I can obtain fromn the
Old 'Country on the subject of our railways
is this extract from the new "Chambers'
Encyclopedia," published only a few weeks
ago-

The railways of Australia having been con-
structed almost entirely by the several States
with a view of bringing traffic to the State
capitals are a distinctly heterogeneous collec-
tion of imperfect systems: but, lines now nder
consideration or construction will to some
extent create from them a larger system worth

noting here. It will comprise (a) a coastal
line from Cairus to Sydney with an extension
across the tableland to Melbourne and Ade-
laide--this fine will be relieved by a parallel
line on the tableland between Brisbane and
Sydney, a direct line from Sydney via Bath-
urst and Broken Hill to Adelaide; (b) lines
from Adelaide diverging near the head of
Spencer's Gulf across the continent west, ana
north to join up Western Australia and the
Northern Territory; (a) possibly a third
transcontinental line north-west from Sydney
across Queensland into the Northern Terrn-
tory, dividing there so that one branch joins
the northern transcontinental, the otter
reaches a new port on the Gulf just below the
Roper River. Of these the wiestern and nor-
thern transcontinentals and all lines within the
Northern Territory are to he constructed by
the Federal Government on a gauge of 4 feet
8% inches; the rest in existence -or uin-
der construction are State- controlled, and
of the State gauge whether 4 feet 8%
inebeS, 5 feet 3 inches, or 3 feet t6 inches.
This variety of gauges coupled with many
other divergencies of railway and commercial
policy between the States makes the creation of
the complete system just outlined a matter of
difficulty anti delay: but all important railway.
work now being undertaken or projected is an
approximation towards it, and it has been de-
cided that all main lines shall gradually be
converted to the Federal gauge.
That I may say was news to me. I was
unaware that there was a general move
aniongst the States to gradually convert
their railways to the standard gauge.

The Minister for Railways: That is some
one man's opinion.

Mr, NORTH: But the opinion is pretty
sound or it would not appear in "Chambers'
Encyclop.-edia." It shows there is a definite
move amongst those in charge of this ques-
tion to work for at unif'orm gauge, the only
question being as to when and how. Millions
of pounds hare been voted through the
Federal Government -recently towards cer-
tain unif ying schemes, including the line
from Kyogle to Brisbane and that other line
from Port Augusta to Adelaide.

Mr. Angelo:. It is suggested that that
new line he on the 5ft Sin, gauge.

Mr. NORTH: The Federal Commission
tried to get all the evidence they could to
prove that the third rail would be satisfac-
tory in that line.

Mr. George: It has not proved satisfac-
tory in Great Britain.

Mr. NORTH: Bitt that is beside the point.
The point is that the Federal Government
were anxious to run a line through on the
4ft. S1A2in. gauge, but owing to difficulties
raised by South Australia, they determined
upon the third rail. It appears to me ur-
gent that Western Australia should show
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her anxiety that the Federal line should be
carried through from Kalgoorlie to Fre-
mantle, In 103 a Bill was put through
this House authorising the building of the
Federal line, and at the same time con-
ferring on this State the privilege of build-
ing her own line to meet the Commonwealtt
railway. For various reasons that has never
been done. It is interesting to note that.
under that Bill the Federal Grovernment were
bound to build a line to Eucla from the
transcontinental railway. That also has
never been done. But apart altogether f ro-n
the standard gauge railway from Fremantle
to Kalgoorlie, for wvhieh I think ire are en-
titled to ask, we have to face the ques-
tion of our future development as a State
on railways of 3ft. Gin. guage. The infor-
mation on this is of some imnportance. We
cannot go on without some definite decision
being arrived at or without making the de-
finite statement that for all time we intend
to develop on the Sft. Ojn. gauge. I cannot
see the use of taking the via media, as we
are doing to-day. The railway figures show
that when the standard gauge was adopted
New South Wales had £90,000,000 invested
in railways built on what has now become
the standard gauge. That put all the other
States irder a disability as against Newv
South Wal, by reason of the fact that
every additional mile they build on the
non-standard gauge is but heaping up the
difficulty of conversion Ia Victoria there
were 4,500 miles on the 5f t. 3mn. gauge, the
calpital invested being £78,000,000. Quench-
land had nearly 7,000 miles of railway cost-
ing L50,000.000. while South Australia hid
2,500 miles costing £21,000,000, and our
own State had some 4,000 odd miles costing
£20,000,000. It must be obvious that from
the moment the standard gauge was fixed,
New South Wales had an advantage over all
the other States. This matter of conversion
should be dealt with by the Federal aid sys-
tern, when it would mean on the vote of the
Parliaments in the main States that they
would be receiving £1 from New South
Wales for every £2 they spent; this, of
course, by reason of popudltion and per
capita value of the contribution to Federal
revenues. That being so, the other States
would have a great advantage in that they
would give themselves a bonus of £1 to
every £2. We know that the votes of the
other States would outvote New South Wales
in a tentative proposal of this sort. To show
how this disability increases, I wish to re-

ter to the figures of 1901 and of to-day re-
speetiv ely. In 1901 we had in this State
:1,100 miles, while the Commonwealth had
12,500 miles. By "the Commonwealth" I
mean all the States put together. To-day
we have nearly 4,000 miles, while the Comn-
mniowealtlh have nearly 25,000 miles. In
other words, the Commonwealth have
doubled the dilliculty, while the State has
made her own ditlilulty three times as great.
There is no reason one can see why within
the next 20 years the difficulties will not
be again doubled and the past made almost
impossible of achievement. I cannot see the
sense in our announcing to the world, its
we have done, that we intend to gradually
convert main lines if we are going ahead
inerelv at the present sp~eed. It must be ob-
vious that the only main line in this State is
not the line from Kalgoorlie to Fremantle.
Our main lines are those main lines within
a reasonable rainfall. fIn due course they
must be converted. For those reasons
it is important that "-e should show some
desire to lbring about the great work of con-
verting the line from Fremantle to Kalgoor-
lie, although perhaps on another route. Two
countries, the United States and Canada,
have each made wonderful development.
They were almost unpeopled 100 years ago.
They have nmade their development on the
solid basis of uniform gauge railways. In
the United States for years nmn of the rail-
ways were of the 3ft. Gin, gauge, but they
had to convert, until to-day they have 250,
000 miles of railway on a uniform gauge.
We in Australia are just about where
America was 100 years ago, and i
hove nearly' 25,000 miles of railway.
Obviously we have many more miles
to construct, an it is a great pity that they
should be constructed on anything- but the
standard gauge. It is our obvious duty to
face the question of conversion right away.
There is no reason why this State should
continue to hamstrung itself by the great
disability of a narrow gauge.

The Minister for Railways: What is the
disability of the narrow gauge?

'Mr. NORTH: We have opened our por-
tals to Europe with the idea of peopling
our State. If we are to carry on as we
are doing, we shall never have the
broad gauge railway. In time we shall
have 15,000 or 20,000 miles of rail-
way instead of a trifling 4,000 miles.
We should be linked up in several places
with the Eastern States lines by means of
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a standard gauge. The conference of en-
gineers, called to discuss the question of a
standardised gauge, did not merely pass,
pious resolutions on the subject. Their
work sounded the death knell to all th2
States whose lines were not of the 4ft. 81/2in.
gauge. If serious consideration had been
given by the States at the time to the re-
commendations of this conference, the
trouble that occurs to-day would not have
been found. May I quote wthat has hap-
pened in Japan I The quotation comes from
"Chambers," an issue that was published
recently. This says that in 1920 the rail-
w~ay mileage in Japan was 9,500 miles,
mostly of State railways, of a gauge of
Sft. 6in. The change over to 4 ft. eight
inches and a fifth-this is equivalent to Ift.
8'A2ins.-is expected to he completed in
1943. We know that 8.5 per cent. of the
world's railway mileage is 'Aft. S1A2in. gauge.
A9 a practical nation, Japan has realised
that her 3f t. Out, gauge was a mistake, and
that it would have to be converted into the
larger gauge. The fact that millions of
pounds are involved should not drive the
project fromn our thoughts at this stage.
Other countries have to face the disabili-
ties of mountains, snlow and other things
that we need not worry about. For that
reason I Should like to think that this
motion would have the effect of bringing
before Federal members their duty in this
matter. The line from Kalgoorhie to Fre-
mantle should be widened t;othe 4ft. SVin.
gauge. All the other remarks I have made
in connection with the future of State
r-ailways will be of more importance when
we see a line operating in our midst on a
decent mechanically economical gauge. It
will have the same effect upon tile public
and State railways as the Perth-Fremantle
road had upon the other main roads of the
State when it was reconstructed. We Shall
have to face this question soon. If it is not
faced nowv, Australia will be left behind in
the race for supremacy against other na-
tions. I wvill read some remarks that ap-
peatedl in this mornings "West Australian"
hec-nve the 'y apply to the point I am milk-
in,-. These remarks are signed by "an
eng-ineer." They are as follows:-

I11 we are not going to benefit by our pre-
vious mistakes, we as a community deserve
all that comes to "s, We must not rest con-
tent and allow the public money to be frittered
away. Tt is absolutely certain that we will
later on have to change, and if we only keep

this in view and work towards that end, it
could be done gradually. The more we delay,
the greater will be the cost. It is madness to
continue in the present groove because a mis-
take "as made in the first place. Every en-
gineer in Western Australia will agree in the
main with the above remarks, and it behoves
them, to take a little more interest in public
affairs. The matter should be thoroughly
thrashed out by the Institute of Engineers and
a recommendation made to the Government as
to the best way of carrying the change-over
economically and effectively. Until the public
con'scece is awakened we shall still go on in
the Samle old way, adding to the cost of what
we shall have to pay when the change-over
occurs. Our Ministers, who have not had the
matter brought before their notice prominently,
cannot be blamed, but once they appreciate the
gain, which will result to the community, no
doubt some Mfinister will see the absolute neces-
sity of such a change. Generally, however, we
find miost of our Parliamentarians shelving
anything disagreeable and leaving it for the
next body to handle, and so we get nothing
done. I would like to see some discussion on
this subject, as it is-a matter of vital import-
.once to the community.

The Minister for Mines: That is. all on
the files iii the Railway Department. We
have all the advice of expert engineers fronm
America and everywvhere else.

Mr. NORTH: I want to play my tramp
card. What I have read does not deal with
railway gauges; it deals with an equally inm-
p~ortant question that is no"' commencing- to
form one of our disabilities, namely, the
standardisation of electrical power in West-
ern Australia. I commend 'these words to
the House. The 1~ederal Governiment have
not miqde sufficient effort to go on with thiA
work of standardisation of railway gauges,
because it has not received the Support of
the States concerned. Instead of support
there has been friction, and a feeling in
every State that they are going to lose Some-
thling. They hav e said that all their trade
Should be dragged to the various capitals.
The time has come wben Western Australia,
which I hope will some day be the most
prosperous State in Australia, Should urge
upon the Federal Government to carry out
the work of standardisation of gauges in
this State. Let Western Australia set the
example to the other States.

MR. GEORGE (Murray - Wellington)
[9.7]: The question raised lby the member
for Claremont (Mr. North) has received
the consideration of railway people for
many, years. During the time I was
Commissioner for Railways, 20 years ago,
we took it into consideration in all its
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financial and practical aspects. In the
laying out of our station yards, plat-
forms, etc., provision was made so, that
without further expense they could be util-
ised when the lime camne to convert the gauge
to a wider one. The Perth and Fremnantle
railway stations were laid out with that end
in %iew. The difficulties appertaining to the
change provided food for thought and re-
search in many ways. There is more than
a pious feeling that it is desirable to have
a 4ft. 8'A2in. gauge continued from Hal-
goorlie to Perth: it is desirable, and I shall
be glad to see it carried out. In Western
Australia we have many thousands of miles
of 2ft. Gin, gauge, connected with our mai n
Xnl~zoorlie to Perth line. These for many
years munst remain at 3ft. Gin. If the 4ft.
8'Ain. gauge was brought from Perth to
Kalgoorlie, trouble would occur over the
transhipment of produce from the branch
lines to the main line.

Mr. Mane: You do not suggest that io
a reason for retaining the Sft. Gin, gauge?

11r. G'EORGE: No. The battle of the
gaRuges was fought out many~ years ago.
Brunell, the designer of the "Great East-
ern" steamnship, tried out the 7ft. gauge on
the Great Western rilwaly in Great Britain.
The North-Western railway had a 4ft. S'A2in.
gaulge. The battle of gauges waged fur-
iouslyv. Those w'ho were in favour of the
wider gauge expressed their reasons why
traffic could be worked more economically
upon it, and the samne arguments were put
forwvard by the other people. it the long-
run it was found that the 4ft. 8'A2in. gauge
"-as the more suitable and convenient, and
I believe the Great Western line changed
over to the ruirro'ver gauge within a
p~eriodI of about 24 hours. If it were
financiallyv possible there would he no diffi-
e"ity about convincing the engineers, the
Government or Parliament as to the greater
usefulness off a 4ft 8'A2in. gauge. It is a
onestion that affects the whole system, tho
locomotives, the passenger coaches, the trucks
and everything else T'he change would cost
an enormous amount, which it would h
difficult for any Treasurer to face at
iprezent. Even it' the money were raised by
loan, the interet bill would be a heavy drag
upon the State for many years. Because
of its financial aspect the change must be
postponed for a long time. Man 'y people
have brought their brains to bear upon this
question, and upon that of designing rolling

stock to run over two different gauges. One
suggestion came from Collie. The gentleman
who got out the design had an ingenious
scheme by wvbich a truck body could be taken
off the tinder carriage on the 3ft. Gin, gauge,
and transferred to the 4ft. 81/2 in. gauge.I
think there were some difficulties in the way.
The matter was gone into by both Common-
wealth and State officers, and by officers in
Melbourne, but 1 do not know what has hapt-
pened to it. The papers; in the Railway De-
partment wvill give a lot of information con-
cerning the proposal to widen the gauge be-
tween Kalgoorlie and Fremantle. They will
show that different Governments of the State
have not been blind to the importance of the
question. It has been gone. into with the Fed-
eral Government and with our own expert
officers. There was some difficulty as to how
far it should extend westward from Kal-
goorlie. Mferredin wvas suggested as the first
stop). The idea was then entertained that the
4ft. S1Ain, gauge might diverge from the
present aft. Gin, gauge route and form the
railway that is so bandly wanted by the mem-
ber for Avon, a line which would ultimately
pass down the Helena Valley to Midland
Junction and thence to Fremuantle.

The iMinister for Lands: On the south side
of the river.

MNr. GEORGE: That may be so. I do not
remember all the details. It was thought by
this means it would be possible to do away
with a great deal of the necessity for tran-
shipping produce betwveen Merreclin and
Noitham. When we take into consideration
the enormous amount of traffic that is pro-
vided by wheat, fertiliser, etc., it wilt be seen
that the question of transhipmoent is one
that cannot lightly be taken into account.
I would not like the member for Claremont
to get the idea that preceding Governments
or Parliaments have been slack or neglectful
or careless in this respect. The records will
show that every Government, so far as they
could, irrespective of their political comi-
plexion, wvent into the subject most seriously.
If a solution bad been as easy as at first
sight it may seem to some gentlemen, a solu-
tion would have been found and adopted.

Mr. Sampson: But the member for Clare-
mont has given us sme very valuable in-
formiation.

Mr. GEORGE: I agree with that, and am
.glad that a young member of the House
should take up a hfr- question with so much
.'nthusinsm. My remarks are intended to
show some aspects which mnay- not have ap-
peared to the member for Claremont and
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to other members, It would be undignified
and unfair of an old member of the House
to attempt to depreciate the efforts of a
young member. One of our most serions
difficulties at present is that we have not
sufficient rolling stock. The Railway De-
partment have about 400 locomotives and
10,000 or 12,000 trucks. They need certainly
50 per cent, more if the work is to be done
adequately. But even with the present quan-
tity of rolling stock the cost of a change-
over would be very heavy. We have to bear
in mind that but little of the present rolling
stock could lhe utilised on the wider gauge.
Axles, wheels, and bearings would have to
be scrapped. I agree with the American
system of getting the best tools possible,
and therefore would not object to scrapping;
but at p~resent we arc not financially capable
of carrying out such a rev'o!ution. Last
month's statement of receipts and] expendi-
tire shows a shortage of over a hundred
thousand pounds. Thatt, of course, will come
out all right at the end of the year; but of
itself it is sufficient to cause as to think
closely before we commit ourselves to the
huge expenditure involved in the policy ad-
vocated by the mover.

Mr. North: The Federal Government have
devoted a lot of money to several schemes in
the Eastern States.

Mr. GEORGE: The Federal Government
are extraordinary birds. Hlowever, Western
Australia has not yet lost its common sense,
nor its right and privilege of thinking'and
acting for itself. A small population of
about 400,000 people cannot lightly saddle
itself with the expenditure needed for a
scheme of this sort. Now as to further ex-
tension of our railway system. We could
not extend it on a different gauge. If that
were done, it would be necessary to make a
junction on to the other gauge, and the loco-
motives and trucks for that gauge would be
isolated from the rest of the system.
Thus transhipment, would again become
necessary. That was one of the strongest
considerations actuating the British railway
companies some 40 years ago in reducing
their gauges to one standard. However, they
were private companies and could raise the
necessary capital from shareholders. We in
this State have to raise money by loan, and
we should need to put up an unanswerable
case to justify the flotation of millions for
the job which the motion has in view. I
would like to see the proposed new line con-
structed over a route which would prevent
it from interfering with our pirisent rail-

wvays, us these railways are doing highly use-
full work;

Onl motion by the Minister for Railways,
debate adjourned.

PAPERS-REPUROHASED ESTATE,
cU3AlnINf.

On motion by N\r. Latham ordered "That
itll papers relating to the purchase and dis-
posal of the Cumminin station property be
laid onl the Table of the House."

BILLS (3)-THIRD READING.

1, Trust Funds Investment Act Amend-
ment.

2, Kalgoorlie and Boulder Racing Clubs
Act Amendment.

3, Herdsman's Lake Drainage Act Repeal.
Transmitted to the Council.

MOTION-RETIREMENT
W. RIPPER.

OF

To inquire by Select Commrittee.

D~ebate resumned from the 25th August on
tile motion by 'Mr. Grifliths--

That a select com~mittee be appointed, with
power to send for persons and papers, to inquire
into the retirement of Mr. W. Ripper, late
resilient engineer in charge of the construction
of tile Southern Cross-Kalgoorlie railway, and
the refusal to grant him a pension after 27
years' continuous service. .

MR. GEORGE (Murray - Wellington)
[9.26]:]1 should like to offer a few remarks
oil this cose. as it occurred during the time
I occupied the position of Minister for
Works. So far as Mr. Ripper himself is
concerned, no one is likely to be found
speaking in depreciation or that gentleman's
qualities. Mr. Ripper knew his job and did
his work well, and wvhen he was retired I
felt thai the Government were losing a good
officer whom they might wvell have kept.
The question of what should be done for
him was gone into carefully with the Public
Service Commissioner and with the Crown
Solicitor. Mr. Sa-yer. The point raised by
the Public Service Commissioner, and &up-
ported by' Mr. Sayer, was that Mr. Ripper
did not occupy an established position of a
permanent character. My view of the mat-
ter will be grasped by the House if I read
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a mninute which I submitted to Cabinet on
the 8th Apri:, 1913--

The Haon. the Acting Premier (in Cabinet)%
The recommendation of the Public, Service
Commissioner hereunder, is one that 1 approve,
Although Mr. Ripper has 27 years' clean valu-
able service, 22 years of which he has been
resident engineer in charge of railway con-
struction, he cannot claim a pension, the rea-
son being that he has been employed under
Joan funds, and tile argument is that his work
would only be continued so long as loan funds
,were availahle, and that he may perhaps he
considered fortunate at having so long an etn-
ploymeat. Franm my point Of view, Mr. Rip-
per is as honestly entitled to a pension as any
of those who have been allowed pensions.
These were justified because their salaries were
paid from revenue. To my mind, if a pension
is justified at all, it should be oa account. of
long and valuable services, and as to whcther
the pay came from the right or the left hand
pocket should not affect the equity of thke
matter. I feel the more strongly on this point
because 'Mr. Kessell was granted a pension of
;Z132 per year. I put him on in 1902 in the
railways, and if I had wished to get rid of
him should have put him off at a1 week's notice,
which was all ho was entitled to. flowever, ap-
parently ho knew his way about, and gets a
pension after 1-5 years' service, and Mr, Rip-
per, with 27 years, does not. Under these cir-
cumstances I support the Public Service Com-
missioner's recommendation, and I hope that
Cabinet will -assent to the proposition.

I hare always felt strongly on the question
at' pensions for certain officers, because I
know that this State was exceedingly for-
tunlate, when starting on its progress in rail-
way eonstrui'tion, by reason of the fact that
railway construction in Victoria had practi-
cally ceased. The big railway programme
of 1L888 had been carried out, and numerous
high-class and highly salaried engineers
came over to Western Australia for employ-
mieat. They were appointed under the late
Mir. C. Y. O'Connor, and were paid salaries
wchich at any rate did not reach the level of
those being paid in either New South Wales
or Victoria for s;imilar work. There was,
however, an implied if unwritten uinder-
standing that they would he entitled to re-
(,eive pensions upon reaching- a certain age.
I know that that argument was used during
thie regime of the late Lord Forrest as Pre-
mtier of this State. It was urged that the
engineers, though not be ing paid salaries
equal to thote drawn by eng-ineers holding
corresponding positions under other Gov-
ernments, had pension rights accruing to
them at the age of 60 or 65. Quite a numn-
btr of ctngineri in the Westerna Australian
service at that time were men whom I bad
knjown intinmately- when I was building rail-

ways on the other side. I am in a position
to state that one result of the danglingr be-
fore their eyes of pensions was that they
thought they could use their incomes to the
Cullest extent far the eduestioni of their
children and the general comfort of their
families. The question of pension rights
was brought tip in Parliament during the
nineties. Hon. iuenihers can read the de-
bates in " Hansard." Mr. G. T. Simpson,
Mr. ]llingwvorth-both these gentlemen have
been' dead for many years-I, and other hon.
members made use of the opportunity to
bring the question of pensions before the
Lhen Premier, Sir John Forrest. I am sorry
we did not suicceed iii getting anything done,
hut in 10.00 Mr. Illiue-worth, -when dealing
with the Public Service Act, moved an
amendment that subsequently became part
of the Act a.t Sct inn 40, reading as fol-
lows:-

All officers who hire been continuously eml-
played for a period of two years, and whose
services it is not intended to dispense with at
an early date, shall, for all the purposes of this
Act, be treated as permanent officers.

Mr. Ripper had been in the service for
several years and remained iii the service
for many Years subsequent to the passing
of that Act. Thus, be was an officer who
had been continuously employed for a
period of more than two years pror to the
passing of the Act and there was no inten-
tion to dispense with his services. In those
circumstances it could not be fairly stated
that hie did not come within the scope of the
section I have referred to. His services were
not dispensed with until nearly 20 years
later.

Mr. A. Waushrough: 'Mr. Ripper was a
very valuable officer.

M1r, (WOERGE: I always thought so. The
Solicitor General, Mir. Sayer, is a man of
wham I speak with great respect, althaugh,
as lion. members may imagine, I have
differed front him very frequently. This is
how Mr. Sayer readi the section I have
ailready referred to. He advised that-

All officers who had been continuously em-
ployed for two years, and whose services it
was not intended to dispense wvith at an early
date should be, for all the purposes of that
Act, treated as permanent offcers-

Up to that point Mr. Sayer, in giving his
legal opinion, stuck to the wording of thu
section. Then 'Mr. Sayer departed from
the wording- of the Act and added the
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followaing in the opinion he gave to the
Government-
-but this obviously did not extend to the
Superannuation Act.
M Aembers of Parliament sit here dealing
with the business and are supposed to be
actuated by ordinary common sense. Ta,
this instance the measure was before the
House and we were asked to pass the
clause I have read in the belief that it
dealt with the matter completely. It did
not occur to any of us that there was any
necessity for a reference to the Super-
annuation Act. We thought we were deal-
ing with the pension rights of civil
servants. If any hon. member at that time
could h~ave foreseen that such eases as
arose sublsequently would be possible, some
amendment would have been moved to ob-
viate such incidents, but it could not he;
expected that we were prophets. I affirmn
strongly that the object of the move in
3900-I remember the debate as well as
if it had taken place vesterday-was to
pitt the question of pension rights for civil
servants upon a proper basis and we
thought w-e had done it satisfactorily.
Obviously, we were not parliamentary
dranughtsmen, and apparently we did not
know enough. Something was left out that
enabled members of the legal fraternity 4o
find loopholes in the legislation that did
not presenit themselves to members of this
House. Thus it was that Air. Sayer ad-
vised the Government that the Act did not
apply to the Superannuation Act. Further
on Mfr. Sayer said-

Unless there are some facts not before mie
to show that Mr. Ripper in fact served in an
established office on the permanent staff betlore
the Public Service Act of 17th April, 1905-
Mir. Ripper had been in the service for 11
years-
-- his subsequent classification under that
Act does not in my opinion give rise to a claim
for a pension under the Superannuation Act.
It does not seem to matter how- a subject
may he brought up, there arc always somei
w-ho find another way of dealing with a
claim arising out of the legislation. A way'
can always be found that wvould not occur
to other people considering the effects of
such legislation. A somewhat similar posi-
tion arose regardirig Mr. Rolland. In 'Mr.
Ripper's ease we did the best possible for
him in the circumstances. He was granted
a retirinar allowance equal to two weeks'
salary for each year of service, and three
months' long servie leave. The allowance

covered nine months more than was pro-
vided for in the regulations. That -was

agreed to by Cabinet as some sort of
reparation for wihat I always considered
was an injustice in depriving him of his
pension. In the case of Mr. Rolland, that
officer was second to the Engineer-in-Chief.
He wvas a man skilled in his profession,
courteous, and thoroughly respected. When
hie retired fromt his position 1, as his Mfii-
ister, felt the loss very much indeed. Othe,
officers w-cre available but they had not
been in the position for the years that Ifv.
Rolland had carried out the duties, and
naturally there was a difference. Whea-
ever the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Thompson,
wats aw~ay, Mr. Rolland was the practicil
head of thc department and he had carriedI
out those duties for miany years. When it.
came to a question of hiis retirement lif.
was not entitled to a pension because his
appointment had not been confirmed by
Executive Council. That such a position
was possible may, be technically right, but
I put it to the House that it was neither
fair nor equitable for a 'nan to hold a posi-
tie,, for '27 or 30 years, carrying on niost
important work, and regarded as the head1
of the Public Works flepartment in the
absence of the Engineer-in-Chief, to he
deprived of his pension merely because
someone neglected to put a minute throug'i
Executive Council. Frequently there has.
heen trouble with the Civil Service. Min-
isters may, have their feelings regarding,
such instances, hut they have to keep their
thoughts to themselves. Although I kept
my own opinions to myself, I always felt
thiat there wvere many instances of in'jlastic,
under which the civil servants laboured.
Can hon. members expect to get the service
fron, officials that should be expected of
them unleps those officers know that what
they' expect as the result of many years of
service will be theirs when the time comes
for retirement? We find that in 1904 the'
Public Service Act passed in that year coni-
taiied Section S as follows:-

This section shall not apply to any person
on the temporary staff of any department at
the commencement of this Act whose services
it is not intended to dispense with at an early
date if the Commissioner shall, on the examin-
atioa of the department, certify that the ser-
vices of such person are permanently required.
'Upon such certificate being given every such
person shall be appointed to the permanent
staff.

Here was an officer with many years, of
service and it could not he contended that
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Ir-. Ripper was onl the temporary staff, nor
oild it be suggested that his services at
hast dlate were to he dispensed with shortly.
et the treatment we ]lave had indicated

o us was meted out to Mr. Ripper. Was
list fair?

Mr. A. Wanshorough: No.

M1x. GEORUE: Is it fair to keep a mail
ontinuously employed for 27 years on in-
ortant work for tile State, carried out in
uch a way as would satisfy me if the
ifficer had been working for me in my
,rivate capacity as a contractor, and then
rest him as Mr. Ripper and Mir. Holland
rere treatedI I know the Minister for
,ands wilt be able to deal with the matter,
id I dto not hold out much hope for any-
hing considerable being done for Mr.
tipper. I would not have taken part in
his debate had it not been that I have
elt this question keenly for many years.

have always believed in helping men,
'tether salaried officers or wages men, to
ret what I eonsider their just dues. I have
leen controlling' men for over 57 years and
iave had comparatively little trouble with
hemj. There are men in, Western Australia
o-day who worked under me in Tasmania
at 1S85 and we are still as good friends as
.ver we were, the principal reason being that
wither side attempted to humbug the other.
Fn the case tinder review, and in similar
-ases. it canl fairly be said that the men
lave had open treatment and have inot been
lumbugged.

Mr. A. Wansbrongh: Could not the Act
)e amnended now?

Mr. GEORGE: I will not make an appeal
)n behalf of Mr. Ripper because the niem-
ber for Avon (Mr. Oriffths) has already
lone so. I like to scc a man receive the
justice he is entitled to, and in view of the
Facts that have been put before the House,
ion. members can see that there is some jns.
ifleation for an appeal being made.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford)
[9.43]: Sufficient has been said on this ques-
;ion to justify some investigation as to the
"ights of Mr. Ripper and his claim to a
pension at the time of his retirement from
,he Public Service. I support the motion be-
mause I believe it is possible to secure fur-
her information than we have before us
low.

The Minister for Lands: The position of
%fr. Ripper was fully considered.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I have had some
experience regarding the retirement of offi-
cers from the Public Service and, like the
member for Mlurray-Wellington (Mr.
George), I have always wondered how it was
that one man, who may have done compar-
atively little for the advancement of the
State, found it easy to secure his pension,
whide others, who may have done valuable
work over a long period in the interests of
the State, have not been able to secure their
pension rights. I know it all rests on the
question whether a man served in an estab-
lished capacity. It has been ruled time and
again that because an officer happened to
be paid out of loan funds-loan funds not
being permanently available to the State or
on account of special legislation being passed
at intervals-there was a break in his ser-
vice, and he wa 's only engaged on a par-
ticular work as funds were available. I
agree with the member for Murray-Welling-
ton (Mr. George), and have always argued
that when an officer has filled a position for
20 years and upwards without a brek-'

The Minister for Lands: The Act says he
is not entitled to a pension.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I know perfectly
wvell the Crown Law Department say he is
not.

Tile Minister for Lands: The Act says so-

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Crown Law
Department have always ruled that way, but
for all that it is difficult to reconcile the dif-
ferences with regard to pensions ranted and
pensions refused. 'Mr. Ripper hai d.&na
more for this Stalte than have a number of
men who are enjoying pensions. He served a
long period, be carried out works of magni-
tude involving the expenditure of huge sums
of money, had big responsibilities of admin-
istration and controlled hundreds of men.
Yet he is denied a pension while a man, who
has done little or nothing beyond using a
pen to write on files, receives a pension. I
know that the Minister can put up a cast
that the Act precludes Mr. Ripper from re-
ceiving a pension, hut I claim that his ease
should he investigated. JLet us have some
information, and see if we cannot do some-
thing more for him in his old age, because
I believe that an injustice has been done. I
do not want to declare that something should
be done, but the case put up by the member
for Avon (Mr. Griffiths) is worthy of in-
vestigation by a select committee.
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THE M[INISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W. C. Ang-win-North-East Fremantle)
[9.47]: It is not a matter of sentiment when
dealing with the finances of the State. I
was greatly surprised to hear the speech of
the member for M1urray-Wellington (Mr.
George), because the matter of the extended
period Of leave given to -Mr. Ripper was en-
tirely in the hands of the Government of
which the bon. member was a member. IIis
own minute shows that he was in accord
with the statement laid down by the Public
Service Commissioner.

Mr. George: I could not move in any
other way.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Thc
Public Service Commissioner put up a re-
commendation. The Government of the day,
if they desired to add to his recommenda-
tion, not by way of granting superannua-
tion, but by way of granting extended leave,
had full power to do so. As a matter of
fact they did so. Mr. Ripper was entitled
to three months' leave. First the Govern-
ment gave him 12 months' salary and then
they added another nine months; in other
words they paid him two veais' salary or a
sum of £1,056. The Government, in the cir-
cumstances, were very' liberal. It is use-
less for members to come here and argue
that such officers should be granted pensions
wvhen Parliament has definitely and dis-
inetly laid down that pensions shall not be
paid. A Bill was introduced by the Dlag-
lish Government in 1904, Section 83 of
which reads-

The provisions of the Superannuation Act
shallinot apply to any person appointed to the
Public Service after the commencement of this
Act; and nothing in this Act contained shall
be deemed to confr on any peron whomso-
ever any right or privilege under the said Act.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: We claim hie had
a right under the Act.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Ripper was appointed in 1891 on the tem-
porary staff. He was paid from the tem-
porary vote ri 'het through to the passing
of the Act of 1904. When the Act came
into force there was no necessity to keep
him uinder the temporary or provisional
vote, but he was never appointed to the
permanent staff by the Governor-In-
Council.

Mr. Griffiths: That is the farces of it all.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There-
fore he was never in an established capacity.

All. tirillitlis: That is a bogey-"estao-
lished capacity."

The M[INISTER. FRl LANDS: Men are
leavinlg the servivee every day in the
week--

Mr. Griffiths: That does not make it any
better.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Men
who have done equally good work as Mr.
Ripper, and they receive no pension ex-
cept the old age pension. This question
would affect numerous public servants.

Mr. George: There are seven or eight al-
togeth~er.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
are a large number. If Mr. Ripper had been
using a shovel to shovel sand, not a word
would have been said about a pension for
him.

Mr. George: If an agreement is made it
should be cardied out.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
customary for a Minister to be loyal to his
colleagues, and not for him to say "My
colleagues did this, but I wanted something
different."

Mr. George: There is no question of
loyalty to colleagues so fat as I am conl-
cerned.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
lion, member said, "I always had an idea,
but I had to keep it to myself, when a
?Jinister, that there were injustices." Just
fancy a Minister saying that!

Air. George: I cannot quite see how you
twist it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I take
it to mean the hon. member was opposed to
the action of his colleagues in settling this
question in 1918. Mr. Ripper was retired
from the service jul 1918, but he actually
retired in 1917. nine years ago. The state-
ment that Mr. Ripper was told he would
have to take whiat he was offered or nothing
is incorrect. There is not one statement onl
the files to show that Mfr. Ripper ever asked
for anything- except the usual form to fill in
for superannuation.

Mr. George: Did not he fill in his ap-
plication for a pension?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr. Rip-
per was called upon to retire under the
section of the Act thant provides for re-
tirement on reaching the age of 60 or 65.
When he was retired a superannuation form
was sent to him so that he could make anyv
claim he desired. The form was filled in
and sent to the Public Service Commnis-
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sioner with the following letter, dated 17th
November, 1917-

Your memo, of the Sth inst. informing me
chat ils Excellency the Governor- in-Cvunicil
hkas approved of mly retirement under Section
66 of the Public Service Act as from, the 31st
Janluary, 1918, received. I enclose herewith,
filled in, the superannuation allowance forin
you kindly forwvardeil with y our meMo,, and
trust my Jong active service will have somec
recognition and consiideration by Cabinect.

I knew Mr. Ripper and be was a good
officer, hut I do not wish to say anything
about him. If we have to give pensions be-
cause a man held a position in the office
and we happened to caine into contact with
him, it is a wrong principle, as 'we would
ha denyving the same right to other men we
do not know. Mr. Ripper and his work are
entirely beside the question.

Mr. Griffiths: Those are specious argu-
ients.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
are proper arguments. We must not knlow
the officers; we must consider only their
rights, and then act justly towards tlenm.

'Mr. Griffiths: Do you mnean to say ht
was not entitled to a pension after all that
service?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
say so.

Mr. Griffiths: Because of chat quible in
the Act?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
is no quibble in the Act. It is true, as thle
member for Murray-Wellington said, that
provision was made in the Public Service
Act of 19001 for officers, after two years
service, to become permanent officers, but
only for the purposes of the Public Service
Act. Section 40 reads--

All officers whbo have been continuously eln-
ployed for a period of two years, and whose
services it is not intended to drspense with a1t
n carIl- date shall, for nll the purpioses of
this Act, be treated as permanent officers.

They do not come under the pension Act at
ill.

Mr. George: If used that to show that a
3nan was permanent.

The M.NINISTER FOR IANiS: It ap-
Ipears to mie that the Solicitor General waIIS
1juite right. It is all very' wall to say that
-he Solicitor General tries to alter the de-
!iSion of Parliament and to do a man ain
njustie. Nothing of the kind. What 'he

])as done is laid down in the Act.
Mr. George: The debate of 1900-

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
not the debate that counts; it is what the
section of the Act says.

Mr. Griffitlis: It does niot matter what the
itention of Parliament was?

Thle MINISTER FOR L4NDS: No; it is
what the Act says. I have known men who
were in the service of the State much longer
than was Mr. 'Ripper, men who entered the
service before responsible Government, and
yet they were retired without a pension or
without ally gratuity.

Mr. George: Was not there a man named
Spencer wihe fought a case and won it?

Trhe MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have in
mnind a maan at Fremantle.

Mr. Gritlithis: A man with a short term
ot service secured a peinsion by getting on the
permanent sta-f.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: A person
who has entered the service since 1904 can-
not get a penision.

Mr. Grimfths. How did Kessell get one?
Thle MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr. Rip-

per entered the service in 1891. He was ap-
pointed first a surveyor on the Yilgarn rail-
way construction and his salary was provided
for onl the Loan Estimates, It is well known
that after the Revenue Estimates have been
prepared, therc is transferred from them a
larg-e suim of money for officers to be paid
ouit of loan funds.

.1r. George: But that has been done only
in comparatively recent years; certainly it
was not done in the old days.

The MIINISTER FOR LANDS: In 18116
Mlr. Ripper was styled resident engineer, and
hIzs salary wAs provided on the Estimates
under the heading- "Provisional and Tern-
porary. Thus he continued until the Public
Service Act of 1904 came into opera-
tion on the 17th April, 1905. He wnas
still a temporary officer in 1905. No
matter how he might have been situated
afterwards, even if afterwards, he had been
appointed by the Governor in Executive
Council, Section 83 laid down that super-
annuation should exist no longer, that in re-
"card to futuire public service appointments
lpensions would not he p~aid. What was the
attitude of the Government? The Govern-
ment said that 'Mr. Ripper had been a good
sevrvant. The Public Service Commissioner,
whose action the mover of this motion has
described as, being unworthy of any Gov-
ernment, said, "iAfr. Ripper has done good
work, and I recommend him for an increase,
Qo far as his gratuity is concernied, by giving
him additional leave." The Public Servies
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Commissioner made that recommendation to
the previous Government before the member
for Murray- Wel lington had written his
minute.

Air. George: 1 said that there had been
considerable argument abot the matter.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: My ex-
perience of the last two years or so has led
me to the conclusion that there is too much
arguing and too little writing. A man can
denty his argument, but he cannot deny his
writing on the file. A Minister should place
his written opinions on the file. That course
is safer for the 'Minister, and safer for the
officers. To show that the Public Service
Commissioner was endeavouring to do some-
thingr for Mr. Ripper, I will quote sonmc cor-
respondence. There is on the file an undated
letter from Mr. Ripper which was received
in April of 1918. It reads as followvs:-

To the Public Service Commissioner. Sir,--
Can you now kindly let me know what has
been done in connection with my retirement
from the service. An early reply will oblige.

On the 24th April, 1915, the Public Service
Commissioner replied to Mr. Ripper as fol-
lows:-

Sir, In reply 'to your (undated) letter re-
ceived by me on the 22nd instant, I beg to in-
ferit you that the question of your retiring
allowance has not yet been considered by the
Government. As you arc aware, I have made
a recommendation that you should receive
greater consideration than is provided for
under the Public Service Act and regulations.
The matter has been referred to Cabinet, and
the Ron. Minister for Works has lpromised me
to fully explain the reasons for recommending
special tieatment in your ease, and doubtless
it is owing to pressure of Parliamentary duties
that the matter has not yet, received final con-
sideration. I1 will communicate with you im-
mediately I am able to obtain finality. I hare,
etc.
That letter shows clearly, that the Public
Service Commissioner was desirous and even
anxious to treat Air. Ripper as fairly as the
law would allow. But the law was against
Mr. Ripper, and the Government could not
pay as desired. They had no power to do
so. They paid Mr. Ripper an amount addi-
tional to that paid to many officers who had
been in the service under similar conditions..
Is it possible to put on the permanent staff
event public servant who is temporarily en-
gagedY It is impossible.

Mr. George: Then why put any on?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS. I will not

argue that point now. The hon, member
intcrjecting had more to do with the passing
of the Public Service Act of 1902 than I

had. It was passed before I entered Parlia
woent. However, that Act exists, and we havi
to abide by it. One reason why it is im
possible to place officers employed out ol
loan funds on the permanent staff is thai
there might he a falling-off in loan expen,
diture, necessitating a reduction of staff
There was a considerable falling-off durin,-
the war, and the member for Murray-Well
inglon retired numerous officers.

-r. George: To make the position tech
]iically right, those men should be disehargei
at the conclusion of each job and then re.
appointed to another job.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If it i!
possible to continue a temiporary cnsployei
in] the service, by far the better course is vr
retain him rather than turn him out forz
mon0"th and puit him on again. The holdei
of a temporary position who obtains contin
uous employment over a long term of year'
is lucky, It is far better for him to be con.
tinuously employed than to be repeaiedl3
dismissed. Let mue say that I utterly dis.
believe in the system of putting- a man on foi
six months and then putting him off for sb)
months unless special permission to relaiu
him is obtained from the Governor-in-Coon
cii. Such a man should not be put off-ear
replaced by someone else-so long as thenc
is work for which he is useful. But to sa.
that because he has been retained almosi
permanently on the temporary staff he musi
be granted privileges which the law doec
not allow him, is unreasonable. In the cas(
of another officer-an officer who appealed
-1 found that the Minister had appointed
himn by w'ire; and that the officer had ob-
tained a copy of the wire. The offiei
claimed that his appointment was as fromr
the date of the wire, and not as from thc
dlate of his arrival in the State, and that
thus he was entitled to a pension. M1r,
Ripper to-day' canuot appeal. The laNN
does not allow him to appeal. In 102C
Parliament again considered the Public
Service Act.

Mr. George: If 31r. Ripper had anV
rights in 1918, an Act passed in 1920 could
not deprive him of them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
admit that lie had any rights. In 1920 s
measure creating the Public Service Appeal
Board was introduced by the Attorney,
General of that day, M.\r. Drape;, Subsec-
tion 4 of Section 2 of that Act provides-

If any question shall arise, or at the com-
mencement oil this Act is pending, in any de-
partment of the Public Service as to the quai-
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fication of any person claiming a superannu-
ation. allowance under Section 1 of the Super-
anaaon Act, or the length of service of such
pea-son, or if any question shall arise, or at
the commencement of this Act is pending, under
any other section of the said Act as to whether,
or for what period, any person has served in
an established capacity in the permanent civil
service, it shall be referred to the board., whose
decision shall be final.

The Government had settled with Mr. Rip-
per two yeairs before in accordance with the
law. Therefore Mr. Ripper could not ap-
peal. When the mover says that 'Mr. Rip-
per would have appealed, the reply is that
Mr. Ripper could not hare done so, because
the board could not have beard him. Per-
hails I have as much respect for public ser-
vants as has the member for Muitrnay-Well-
ington. I have always workced in harmony%
with public servants. I do not know that
they have always worked in' harmony with
me.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:- It is a bit one-
sided, then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
great majority of public servants and
I gton very well. However, we must
not deal wvith the man unless we wish to
consider somne special services rendered by
him to the State. Mr. Ripper as a depart-
mental officer carried out his duties well.
The amount paid to him for the carrying
out of those duties was commensurate with
the salaries paid to other officers of the
'State at that time. ikr. Ripper did his
work for the State well, and the State paid
him for doing it. I do not want it to run-
in the mind:; of members that because this
is a case of Mr. Ripper, who is an engineer-,
and not the ease of Tom Jones who used to
wvork in the balllast pit, a pension should be

allted to .Mr. Ripper any more than to
Toni Jones, who did not occupy suich a per-
nia nent 1osition as Mr. Ripper's was.

.Mr. George: We do 'tot wVant Mr. Ripper
to get a pension contrary to the law.

The 'MIX]ISTER FOR, LANDS: It is
contrar y to the law.

M1r. E. B3. Johinston : Let u,~ tare an in-
quir v

Th le MI1NiSTER FOR LANDS: If we
arc to open uip inmerous questions final-
ised anq long as nine or ten yearTs ago, this
House will not be ablIe to deCvete. its atteiL

tion to anything else during the present
ses;sion. I a oulni bring to the attenition of
hon. menmbers a dozen Cases of this sort,
particularly the case of one man whom I

consider more entitled to a pension than
M1r. Ripper.

Mr. George: What did that man get?
The -MINISTER FOR LANDS: Nothing.
Mr. George: What did Mr. Ripper get

when he left the service I
The MUINISTER FOR LANDS: Two

years' salnry.
Mr. George: Yes, about £1,000,. according

to my recollection.
Mr. Grilliths: That is not correct.
TIhe -MIN]ISTER FOR LANDS: Here is

the exact statement of "Mr, Ripper's cas-
Was first employed in April, 1891. Was re-

tired *0wo the service as from 31st -January,
1918, Was granted 12 months' special leave,
which included approximately three months'
long service leave; also a retiring allowance
equivalent to 12 months' salary. Hlis salary
during his last three years was at the rate of
£528 per annum.

Hon. Sir Jamaes Mitchell: Is it not ex-
traordinary that a an who has served 27
yea'n cannot get a pension!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am not
dealing, with that aspect. Mr. Ripper un-
fortunately was employed as a temporary
officer. Hie was paid out of the temporary
vote. He was never appointed by the Gov-
ernor in Executive Council. The 1904 Act
said deflinitely that no matter how any per-
son might be taken into the service after
the passing, of that Act, he should not be
entitled to any superannuation whatever.
That is the position, but the member for
Murray-Wellinpion (Mr. George) did not
say that. Be read the statement from
Mr. Sayer and there was the clause in his
legal opinion on Mir. Ripper's ease, "unless
soire other information unknown to me"
was available. That intorntion was not
available to ML r. Sayer, so he could come
to one conclusion only, and that was in
accordance with the Act. Mr. Sayer had]
10 rule iii accordance with the law, and in
accordance with Mr. Ripper's services.

Mr. George: It was argued citoug-h at
tile timue.

Thle MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member said that M..r. Ripper land been in
the service close upon 15 years after th'?,
passing of the 1004 Act. There are olicers
ian the service to-day who have been there
for over 20 years since the 1904 Act was
passed. hut they canno~t get any pension.

MAr. Teesdale: Why fight the motion for
tl'e select comiiittee? It will not co~t
muchi.
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS : It does
not affect the Government, but the State
flinances. The decision in Mr. Ripper's case
was arrived at by the Governor-in-Council
in 1.918. The ease had every consideration
possible. The Governnment of the day'
found that they could not grant a pension
to iIr. Ripper, for under the Act they bad
no power to do so. Jn lieu of that, the
Government decided to give him not only,
the three months leave of absence due to
him, but an additional one year and nine
months. I think the Government dealt
liberally with him. I hope the member for
Murray-Wellington will excuse me when I
say that I think it would have been better,
if, entertaining the feelings he said he
did when a Minister, he had kept them
to himself to-night as well. The hon. mem-
ber's attitude was: "Please, Sir, I did not
do it, the other fellow did it."

MT. George: I am prepared to accept the
responsibility myself and do not desire to
shoulder it on to anyone else.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : But
this is not the place to do it.

Mr. George: That is a matter of opinion.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is a

matter of principle. It is wrong for a
member of the Cabinet to say in effect, "1
agree with von, old chap, but the others
were against us."

Ilon. 0. 'Taylor: It is not quite the thing.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It was not a

question for Cabinet, but of law.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : The

matter was discussed in Cabinet.
Hon. G. Taylor: And Cabinet gave him

practically £1,000.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Mr.

Ripper was a good officer, but had to hie
retired in accordance with the Public Ser-
vice Act. Hle was not entitled byv law to
any pension. The Solicitor General de-
cided in accordance with the law, but in
recognition of My. Ripper's services the
Public Service Commissioner recommended
the Government to grant additional leave
asl1 have already indicated. Although Mr.
Ripper-retired from the service in Noven,-
her, 1917, his actual retirement was dated
from the 31st January, 1918. In the circum-
stances I think the Government of the day'
acted generously. If all these old cases were
to be brought before Parliament, the whole
of our time could be taken np with the
consideration of them, but I do not think
any good can come of the proposal now;
before the House.

HOW. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) (10.20]: The Minister for Lands
was wrong in saying that the member for
Mfurray-\\ ellington (Mr. George) was not
right in expressing his opinion regarding
Mr. Ripper. This was not a matter for
Cabinet, but of law. Mfr. Ripper served
continuously for 27 Years and merely be-
cause Some formality was not complied
with, lie was deprived of his pension rights.

Mr. Sleezmn If it was a bad law, why
did you not alter it?

Eon. Sir JAMNES MITCBELL: It was
the law long before T came into office.

Mr. Chesson: If we make a start with
such cases, where will it stop?

Han. Sir JAMES MITCBELjL: If a man
has drawn his salary from the Government
year after Year, he should he regarded as
having worked continuously in his estab-
lished position. Everyone would desire In
pay a pension to a man who had been in
his position for many years, but the law
as it stood would not permit of it being-
done. I do not know how it is that the
Act was so worded that a man like Mr.
Ripper in a senior position was not able to
secure his pension because of some in-
formalityv whereas an officer much his
junior was able to draw his pension.

MT. Sleeman: What about the ganger?
He does not get any pension or retiring
allowanace.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
not the question at issue.

The Minister for Lands: But he is en-
titled to that consideration, just the same
as the engineer.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If we
decide to par a pension in this ease, of
conise, (he trouble is that we do not know
how far-reaching on effect it may have.

Mr. George: There are only seven or
eight cases like this.

The Mfinister for-Lands: That is not so.
Mr. Geore~e: That is what I was told.
The Minister for Lands: That may refer

to engineers. but there are a lot of! other
officers who would come in as well.

Ron. Sir JA-MES MITCHELL: Yes, and
there are other considerations too. The
Minister will know that at one time it wa,
the customn to pay engineers engaged for
special work a higher rate than was paid
to the permanent men. That custom has
long since been abandoned. It is nt Mr.
Ripper's work that is in question, but
merely a matter of lawr. If the select com-
mittee be appointed, T take it the important
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question for them to go into will be the
existing law.

The Minister for Mines: That will not
help in this instance, because the law is law.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But it
is not like the law of the Medes and Per-
sians.

Mr. Clydesdale: A select committee could
merely recommend a gratuity, and Mr.
Ripper has already had one. The committee
could not alter the law.

Hon. Sir JAMES -MITCHELL: That is
so. Mr. Ripper's case is a hard one and
there are many other hard cases too. The
member for Fremantle (Mr. Sleeman) men-
tioned that the .-anger did not receive any
pension. That is quite apart from the
question at issue.

Mr. Sleemaw: You want to distinguish
between the engineer and the ganger.

iMr. George: The ganger does not work
for long periods like the engineers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
usual to pay pensions to civil ervants who
joined prior to 1004.

The Minister for Lands: That is not so:
only those who were permanently employed
were entitled to it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
was the position.

Mr. Griffiths: -,%r. Ripper worked for 27
years and yet it is contended he was not in
an established position!

The Minister for Lands: I worked for
13 years before coming here and I have
been in Parliament for 20 years, but it
cannot be said that I am in a pernanent
position.

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister was pensioned off when he was
sent here! That was the Minister's reward
for having worked faithfully before he en-
tered P;arient. Every member of Par-
liament desires to see justice done to these
officers, but I do not know what a select
committee could do.

The Minister for Lands: The committee
could do nothing. The law is against them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
is a pension board appointed to interpret
the law relating1 to pensions and to dell
with various cases.

Mr. Sleeman: I notice there is no pen-
sion hoard for gangers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
the sort of lip service the workers get too
often. It does not mean anything to them.

The Minister for Lands: They are not
kept on perimanently-

Ron. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
public servant knows that he is to get a
pension on retiring, he is of far more value
to his conntry; be is not always trying to
find out whal. Ministers are doing, and try-
in to meet his own Minister's wise, sh
must do if lie be dependent on that Min-
ister for his job. It serves to make him a
better, freer and more useful servant than
hie otherwise would be. I dto not quite know
what will happen as the result of this pro-
posed inquiry should it he held, but never-
the less I think it will be well to hold the
iinqiiry.

On motion by the Minister for Mines,
debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 10.32 p.m.

2legslative Concil,
Thursday, .2nd September, 1926.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and rend prayers.

QUESTION-TITLES OFFICE,
ACCOMMODATION.

ion. J. NICHOLSON asked the Honor-
ary Minister: 1, Is the Minister for Justice
aware of the grave lack of accommodation
at the Titles Office and the inadequacy of
the present offices for the safeguarding of
deeds, plans, records, etc., of titles to
properties within this State! 2, Having
reg-ard to the obligation on the Government
to preserve all such deeds, plans, records,
etc., have any arrangements been made for


