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ArTen,
Hop. C. F. Baxter l Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon, J, T. Pranklin Hon, J. Nicholzon
Hen, E, H, Gray Hon, H. Seddon
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Hon. W. J. Mang Hon. 4 Fruscr
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Hon. J. R. Brown Hon, K, H, H Hall

Hon, J. Cornell Hon. A, Lowekin

Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. J. Ewing

Hon. W. T. Glasheen (Teller.)

Motion thus passed; debate adjonrned.

House adjourned at 1.46 pm.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at +.30
pn,, and read prayers.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 1) £1,900,000,

Returred from the Couneil without

amendment.

QUESTIONS (2)—VERMIN ACT.
Reduction of Tau.

AMr. THOMSOX (for Mr. Lindsay) aske:
the Premier: As the eredit of the ecentral
vermin fund at the Treasnry stood at £€38,-
890 on the 30th June, will he agree to re-
dnee the rate of tax to 14d. and 14d. for
the year ending June, 19307

The PREMIFER replied:
he considered.

The matter will

Charge for collection of tax.

Alr. LINDSAY asked the Premier: Is the
charge made Jor collecting taxation, on ae-
count of the cventral vermin fund, paid o
the Federal Government in addition to the
payment fixed under the agreement for the
eollection of State taxes!

The PREMIER replied: No.

QUESTION—MACHINERY, HIRE
PURCHASE.

My, GRIFFITHS asked the Minister tor
Justiee: 1, Has the attention given by the
present and pasi Governments to lhe At
relating to the hire purehase of machinery
vesulted in any decision heing arvived ar
to rectify certain injustices? 2, If not, can
the Minister indicate whethey anything tan-
aible is likely (o oceur this session in the
divection of making eertain amendments
the Act?

The MINISTER 1POR JUSTICE veplied:
1, The matter is reeeiving consideration. 2,
Answered hy No. 1.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Fonrth Day.
Debate vesumed from the previons day.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [4.36]: 1 have no wish to attempt
to weasure strides with the Marathon effort
of the Leader of the Country Party last
evening. 1 hope to he able to eronomise in
time 1 the answering of some of the more
important questions that have so far heen
dealt with. The hon. gentleman’s speech
eame to us in the form of an oft-told tale.
We have been familiar with it for many
vears. He covered the ground he has vov-
eved twiee I think, in every session during
the last five vears. We had it on the Ad-
dress-in-Reply and on the Budget debate in
cach of those sessions, There was realiy
nothing new in it. 'We heard repeated the
statereent that 1 could be deseribed as
“Luncky Gollier” in that we have bad a con-
siderable amonnt of financial assistance from
the Pederal (Government during the past five
vears, The hon. member knows that that
financial assistance has not been of any
benefit to the finances of the State. It eer.
tainly has heen of considerable henefit to
the taxpayers of Western Anstralia becanse



[1 August, 1929.] 89

the Government did not dn what perhaps
they might haove done, or some people in
the State might have imagined they would
have done, namely spend the money on fan-
viful schemes or experimental projects that
they are at times inclined to say a Labout
Government might indulge in. The whole
of the financial advantage the Government
have reeeived has gone tn the benefit of
the people of the country, particularly of
the taxpayers, We had the old story of
Mr, MeKay ol harvester tame, The bon.
member repeated the statements he has
made every year for several years past con-
verning that matter. In order to confirin
his statements, he quoted tvowm the “Han-
sard” reports of his specvhes in previous
vears, The hon. member manages to get
into “Hansurd” in the same speeeh a state-
ment that is twice repested. He makes the
statement first of all on precisely similar
lines to one he has made in past years, and
then by way of confirmation of his remarks
he yuotes his speech of last vear or the year
before. I do not know whether the hon.
member intends it as a eompliment to the
House that he quotes the preatest authority
known {o him.

Mr. Sampson: The constant dripping of
wafer wears away the hardest stone,

The PREMIER : He manages fo gei the
statement repeated a second time in the one
speech. 1 do not know whether the figires
tie bas quoted with regard te the proposal
to establish a branch of MeKay's works at
Maylands a few years ago are correct or
not. 1 do not think anyone has taken the
trouble to investigate them. The hon. mem-
ber also repeats the same old story concern-
ing day labour versus contract labour. Here
agnin he quotes speeches he has made m
past yvears. There is really nothing to say
in reply to these which has not heen ans-
wered on many occasions in the past. The
hon. member did strike a new note, or por-
tion of one, when he claimed eredit on be-
half of his party for all the particular mat-
ters of policy that have been carried out
by this Government for the past five years.
Althongh we have heard portior of that
story, or variations of it, from time to time,
he eclipsed himself last evening by the ex-
tent to which he claims that the Govein-
menf have carried out the policy of the Pri-
mary Producers’ Assoeciation, I think the
hon, member was—if I may use the term
—~having a trial gallop last evening for the
next general elections. He was trying him.

self out. I have no doubt that during the
campaign the statement of his party having
provided the Gavernment with their poliey
and the Government having earried it out,
will be repeated thronghout the length and
hreadth of the agricultural areas, Having
said that much, 1 have no doubi, too, that
the hen. gentleman wil] proceed to advise
the electors in the agriculéura] districts that
the (foverminent, who have done so mueh to
give effect to their policy, more than has
ever been done, on his own admission, by
any other previous Government, ought im-
mediately to be turned out of oflice. No
doubt that will be the line of his argnment,
I rather faney he will have considerable dif-
ficulty in reconciling the two statementa.
Smne of the matters he mentioned, such as
country water supplies and water supplies
wenerally, and markets, were accomplished
facts before the Country Party came into
existence. So far back as 1911, and for the
several succeeding yvears, the Labour Gov-
ermmnent were busily engaged in providing
water supplies throughout those agrieul-
lural areas which had been setiled omly 2
few years previously. There are some mem-
hers in the House who will recollect what
was done by the Labour Government of
those days in the provision of tanks for
water conservation for the farmers in
the newly settled localities in those areas,
So, too, with his remarks regarding the
markets, The land upon which the pres-
ent markets are erecied was resumed by
the Government of the day in 1912. They
had foresight enough f{o resume an area
sufficiently large to meet all requirements
for many generations to come.

Mr, Thomson: Still, the memher for
Perth set the matter going in the House!

The PREMIER: The Labour Govern-
ment set the project going when they re-
surned land for the purpose.

Mr, Thomson: Of course, that is correct.

The PREMIER: Had not the war
broken out in 1914, it is reasonable and
safe to assume that the Government would
have proceeded to ervect the markets before
they left office in 1916. So it will be seen
that the provision of the markeis really
began with the Lahour Government, and
during the intervening years from 1916 to
1924, a period of eight years, the land that
had been resumed remained wunused for
the purpose intended, and nothing was
done. It wes left to the present Govern-
raent to proceed with the provision of mar-



90 [ASSEMBLY.;

kets and bring the work to completion. I
have dealt with a couple of the peints that
the bon. membher laid claim to last might,
and I have no doubt that he and his sup-
porters in the ranks of the Country Parly
will continue to claim credit in accordance
with his remarks between now and election
time. There are many other points that
he made, but T do not propnse to deal fur-
ther with them at the moment. Then the
Leader of the Oppesition {Hon. Sir James
Aitchell} is not pleased with the Gtovernor’s
Speech.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Are yon?

The PREMIER: He told ns that there
was nothing in the Speech to comfort any-
one. The hon. member did not guite com-
plete his sentence. What he meant to say
was that there was nothing in the Speech
to comfort any member of the Opposition.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: By Heavens,
no! I meant nothing to ecomfort the people
outside.

The PREMIER: Then I will take the
hon. member up on that point. He now
claims that there is nothing in the Gover-
nor's Speech to comfort the people outside.
What was really at the back of the hon.
member’s mind, I am sure, was that there
is nothing in the Governor’s Speech to com-
fort him or his supporters.

Hon., Sir James Mitchell: You ave
rather ashamed of the Speech yourself.

The PREMIER: 1 can guite imagine the
position of the Leader of the Opposition.

Hon, &. Taylor: You have been there
yourself.

The PREMIER: Quite so. I can imagine
the Leader of the Opposition perusing the
Governor's Speech and finding nothing
tangible in it upon which to attack the
Government, 1 can see him laying it aside
and having another go at it the next day,
racking his brains from Thursday till the
following Tuesday in a vain endeavour to
make out a ease against the present Admin-
istration.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: There is no
need to rack brains over it because there
is nothing in the Speech.

The PREMIER: If there is nothing in
the Governor’s Speech that is calculated to
comfort anyone, let w+ consider some of the
points dealt with.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Take the fin-
ances first.

The PREMIER: No, I will come to that
pbase latex on. Is there nothing to comfort

people in the fact that the harvest last
year produced nearly 34,000,000 bushels of
wheat ?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The people
knew that.

The PREMIER : A good thing will stand
repetition.

Hon. G. Taylor: You did not say that
to the Leader of the Couniry Party just
now,

The PREMIER: The hon. member will
ohserve that I gualified my statement by
referring to any *“good” thing. That did
not apply to the remarks of the member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson). Is it not a
wood thing for the people of this State,
whether they he engaged in wheat produe-
tion or in commercial or professional life,
to know that, although the harvest did not
come up to expectations, nevertheless there
was a yield of nesrly 34,000,000 bushels?

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: What is the
good of that? The people knew thai six
months ago.

The PREMIER: Does the hon. member
suy there is nothing in thut faet to briug
comfort to anyone? Does it not hring
coinfort to anyone to know that during the
vear ended the 3Ist December last, the
number of sheep in the State increased by
over half a million{

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: They have
known that faet for a long time, too.

The PREMIER: I venture to say there
are quite & number of people who are just
as careless about these matters as are the
citizens the hon. member referred to, who
are 50 careless about the finances. So it is
just us well to bring these important mat-
lers under their notice.  Moreover the
I.eader of the Opposition is fully aware that
this Speech goes far beyond the confines
of Western Australia.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: I did not know
that, or 1T would have mnade my remarks
much hotter,

The PREMIER: I did not refer to the
hon. membher’s speecl but to the Governor’s
Speech. The hon. membev is aware that il
is read by people who are interested it the
progress and prosperity of the State, whe
reside overseas or in the Eastern States.
For that reason alone it is well that at
least onee a year the progress of the Stale
should be outlined in this way.

Mr. Mann: You will hring more people
inte the State.

Mr. Thomson: At any rate, it is good
publicity.
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The PREMIER: It is not a matter of
publicity. I venture to assert that there
is in the minds of a number of people a
sugzestion of disappointment that the State
should make progress under a Labour Gov-
ernment at alt!

Mr. Thomson: That would be ahsurd.

The PREMIER: It does not fit in with
their political aspirations.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
surely not adopt that attitude.

The PREMIER: If not, why are people
aunoyed at the announcement of the fact
that the number of sheep in Western Aus-
iralia bas increased by over half a million
during the last 12 months?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They are not
sunoyed; what abont those twins of yours?

The PREMIER: There are a few in-
cluded in the total I have wveferred to.
Surely the faet I have mentioned will bring
great comfort to those who will direetly
benefit as well as to the people throughout
the State, because our prosperity is =o
largely bound up with the pastoral indus-
try! Is it of no comfort to anyone to know
there were 6,114 applications for land under
the conditional purchase system during the
vear{

Mr. Latham: How many of the applien-
tions were granted?

The PREMIER: 1 will come to that.

Mr. Latham: Not half of them.

The PREMIER: All these important
points will bear repetition. In addition
there were 164 applications for plastoral
leases. The member for York (3r. Latham)
asked me a question regarding the applica-
tions, I will now inform him that the ap-
plications approved for condifional pur-
vhase holdings totalled 2,602 for an aren of
2,616,762 aeres. Is it of no comfort to
anyone to know that ever 2% million acrves
of land were taken up under conditional
purchase conditions during the last finaneial
year, and that there were added that nnmber
of settlers in the one year?

My, Latham: You could not satisfy hailf
the applieants.

The PREMIER : I do not say tkat we did,
bat we did satisfy 2,602 applieants.

Mr. Latham: Tou should have been able
to double thaf number.

The PREMIER : Af any rate, that repre-
sents a conciderable measure of progress i
vne year. For pastoral leases there wes
199 applications for an area of 14.777.802
acres.

They would

AMr. Latham: Have you noticed that there
were 1nore applications approved than there
were applicants? There were 164 applica-
tions and 199 were granted, Yon did pretiy
wvood busines there!

The PREMIER: Yes, and tha inerensc
will he of no ecomfort to anyone in the State,
T suppose!

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But this is all
stale. The people knew this all the time.

The PREMTER: And there is no comfort
in all this! There is no comfort in the fact
that loans approved hy the Agricultural
Bank totalled £905,075, of which £606,009
was for clearing virgin land and £298,966
for fencing, water conservation, ete. QF
course there is no comfort in that either!
T ean quite understand that when the people
read these fizures and are able to judge
what measure of progress has hcen made
during the year, it will afford no comfort
to the members of the Opposition. That i<
veally what the Leader of the Opposition
meant. Notwithstanding the discomFforture
of the Opposition, there will be considerable
satisfaction felt by the publie generslly.

Mr. Lindsay: There will be considerable
satisfaction if we get a good wheat harvest
and good prices.

The PREMIER: That is important.

Mr. Davy: Much more important than
the good government of the country!

The PREMIER: Evidently so! How-
ever, I do not know that the members of
the Country Party will ngree with the
Lender of the Opposition when he said that
there was no comfort to be found in that
portion of the Governor's Speech that deals
with work earried ont during the year in
eonnection with agricultural water supplies.
I should imagine it would bring a lot of
comfort to many peopie in the Barbalin dis-
triet to know that an aren of 447,000 a-es
ix being provided with a water supply and
that the veticulation work will he completed
during this «nmmer. T should imagine that
will meet with the approval of all who will
he affecied by that work. The same thine
applies in other parts regarding the agri-
cultural water supplies that have been pro-
vided. Then again there has been a fair
measure of comfort to the people of the
metrepolitan area arising from the faet that
they have been supplied with a pure hills
water supply. Seeing that bore water is no
tonger provided to householders, I am sure
that that has brought comfort to wmany
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housewives who formerly bhad to undertake
the family washing under conditions that
provided such themes for discussion in this
House in years gone by.

Mr. Mann: They will he more satisfied
when you get rid of the discolouration.

The PREMIER: We will get rid of that,
too, it we are given time. There are not
many things we cannot do if given time.
The items I have mentioned surely indieate
thut the (Government have not been going
slow duving the past Give years. Will it
bring no comfort to the people of the State
who have the benefit of the road con-true-
lion policy that has been carried out during
the past three years? To the north, south,
east and west all our main arterial high-
ways and subsidiary roads have heen ren-
dered serviceable, whereas many of them
were formerly impassable.

Mr. Latham: Surely yon will not take
the credit from the Federal Government!

The PREMIER: T am not attempting to
do so, but this State contributed its share
towards the work.

Mr. Latham: Tt was the poliey of the
Federal Government.

The PREMIER: Yes, but it was not put
into operation until we started.

Mr. Latham: We did not have the money
here until you came into office.

The PREMIER: It was here for nearly
12 months before that, hut nothing was
done.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: We passed the
money on to yon. We could not arrive at
an agreement with the Federal prople. We
were stuck up on the contract system, just
the same as you were. You have not spent
a fraction of your money!

The PREMIER: We have not spent all
of it, of course.

The Minister for Works: The previous
Government did not let a single eontraet.

The PTREMIER: T helieve T am safe in
saying that the agreemenl with the Cem-
monwealth  Government had hbeen setiled
about. 12 months before the memher for
Northam went out of office,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
£96,000; that is all,

The PREMIER: Be that as it may, the
money that has been expended during the
past three years, and the improvements that
have been effected in our highways, will
bring considerable comfort to a great many
people.

We had

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes, if theve
are no corrugations.

The PREMIER: Even with the corruga-
tiony thrown in, Further, even if it brings
no eomfort te the people of the present day,
it will bring comfort to that seetion of pos-
terity who may read the history of these
times-—

Hon., Sir James Mitchell:
vptimisk,

The PREMIER: Yes, I do not say the
whole of posterity will read our history.
However, in every generation there will be
a section wlo will read their country’s his-
tory. Those who look through—I was going
to say the pages of present day “Han-
sard " ——

Mr, Lindsay: Now you are asking too
mueh of them.

The PREMIEH: 1 Lave no doubt it will
he made known to them in some way. They
will recognise the fact that they have a
hardwood supply preserved to them praetie-
ally for all time, if only they themselves
attend to the forests; and they will realise
that il is a matter of some importance that
neatly 3,000,000 arres of land have been
dedicnted as State forests during the pre-

You are an

sent Goverument's term of office.  Prior
to that the forests——

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Were pro-
teeted.

The PREMIER : They were protected to
the extent that they could have been given
awuy through o stroke of the pen by any
Minister for Lands. There is no proteetion
about that. When we took office there was
only an arvea of 40,000 acres dedieated, and
to-day there just on 3,000,000 acres dedi-
cated.

Mr. J. H. Bmith: Yes, and you ought to
be ashamed of yourselves,

The PREMIER: During the past 12
months over 1,000,000 acres have been dedi-
vated,

My, J. I1. Smith: Tt is o disgrace to the
rountry.

The PREMIER: There are men who
whenever they see a magnificent forest tree
want to rush in and destroy it.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Not at all.

The PREMIER: Such men have never
learnt the poem “Woodman, spare that
tree.” They would rather, any day, see eah-
bages and caulifiowers growing than g mag-
nificent hardwood forest. They belong tc o
school of thought that has never given the
slightest econsideration to the question of
forestry, and they do not realise that the
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hardwood supplies of the world, it is esti-
mated, will al the prezent rate of cutbing
Le eahousted within 30 years. What is the
world, not unly tlis country, going to do
lor hardwoud supplies then

Mr, J. H. Switli: Why should we be saeri-
ticed to the world?

The PREMIER: Such nen, because they
want to ecultivate cabbages, consider that
timber should be destroyed.

Mr, J. H. Smith: They do not.

The PPREMIER: Those who have o
knowledge of or intercst in forest conserva-
tion desire to aequire forest lands for farm-
ing or other purposes. 'that is something
done.

Mr. J. 1L Smith: What you have done
in this matter is the greatest blunder ever
made here,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : 1t did not take
much of un effort te do it, vither.

The PREMIER: XNo; but considerable
pressure was put upon previouns Govern-
ments lo couserve the hardwood torests for
tuture generations.

Mr. J. H. Smith: By whom?

The PREMIER: XNothing was done in
that regard.

Hon. Sir Jumes Mitchell: How could all
this have heen done by vou if we had not
done something!  We did preserve the For-
asts.

The PREMIER : A considerable area that
has been given away should never have heen
given away, a considerable area that is
hetter suited for forestry than for agri-
caltural purposes.

Mr, J. H. Smith: Who says that?
the Lands Department.

The PREMIER: At any rate, the hon.
member does not lknow much about for-
esfry.

Mr. J. H. Smith: Of course I do not.

My, SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: It is questionsble
whether there would be, even at this late
liour, a forests policy operating in this State
had it not been for the faet that when 1
took over the Forests portfolio in the Scan-
dan Ministry I made the discovery that the
man then fitling the position of Aeting Con-
servator of Forests had filled it for 190
years, and that when appointed he was only
a clerk in the department, without any for-
estry training and knowing nothing about
the subject. Anyone who eares to investigate
the matter must admit that the manner in
which onr forests, until eomparatively re-
cent years, were ruthlessly destroved,

Not

slaughleved and butehered, was a seandal
to all thuse who were responsible,

Me, Jd, U, Simith: Everybody agrees with
that,

The PREMIER: Yes, and probably, al-
though they agyee with it, the same thing
would be going on now but for the steps [
took ut that period to put the matter on a
proper footing. So now we have a well de-
tined torests poliey which will ensure a per-
manent supply of our hardwoods. That
policy of preservation to-day finds employ-
ment  for 300 workers throughout the
forests.

My, J. 1. Smith: A black day for West-
crn Australia.

The PREMIER: That is something, but
not all. | sappose it will be of no ecomfort
vither o anvone, as the Leader of the QOp-
position puts it, to know that the butter
produetion has inereasel duving the past
vear by 25 per cent.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell:
that already.

The PREMIER: The hon. member does

I’eople know

not like it mentioned, anyvhow. He does
not want it to be known,
Hon. Sty James Mitchell: Why do you

kecp repeating it%

The PREMIER: The hon. member does
not like that news going out. I do not deny
the hon. member a share of the credit. He
cames in for his share of the eredit in re-
zard to butter production, and I am doing
him a good turn by broadeasting this news
throughout the country.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: It is a pity
if yon cannot find something to say, but
that is one of Mercer’s stunts. Ie puts
that in every week.

The PREMIER: But in that way it does
not obtain the publicity that is ensured by
mention in the Governor’s Speech.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Then I am
sorry for you.

The PREMIER: Those are some of Lhe
things that have been going on during the
past vear, things that the Leader of the
Opposition says will bring no eomfort to
anybody. T feel quite certain that the mai-
ority of the people of this State will not
endorse such a view.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What is the use
of telling us what we alt know?

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position ecomplained of delay in bringing to
finality what is known as the 3,500 farms
scheme. When T interjected to the effect
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that the Devetopment and Migration Com-
mission were engaged in investigating the
scheme and the proposals under it, be
asked, ‘*What more information is re-
quired? 1t is a fquestion of the quality o
the land, the rainfall, and the ares.’’
ton. Sir James Mitchell: That is all,

The PREMIER: 1 believe the hon. wem-
ber about covered the whole of the scheme
in those three points, However, it there is
one direction in which past Governwment-
aot only of this State but of every Aus.
tralian State and the Commonwealth us well
have been responsible for losing huge sums
of money—running, 1 helieve into ~cores o'
millions throughout the whole of Australin
over a number of years—it is in rushin
into ill-considered schemes of expenditur
We have had that experience in every State,
and in many dirvections. For example, Lhe
amount of money that bas been lost, not
s0 much in Western Australia as in some
of the Eastern States, on soldier settle-
ment is simply enormous. Huge sums of
money have been expended in repurchasing
lands and establishing irrigation schemes
to grow produets, only to find, after the ex-
penditure of the money, that there was no
market in the world for those products ai
the prices at which they were to be placed
on the market. Big schemes have been
launched after rhere haphazard investiga-
tion.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The question
of getting a market is another thing.

The PREMIER: Yes, but those are fac-
tors that should he taken into caleulation
by Governments before schemes involving
the expenditure of huge sums of money arn
launched. A most important faetor is the
possibility of finding profitable markets for
the produels when the schemes are iu going
order. Any proposal involving the expen-
diture of many millions of ponnds ecannot
be too closely serutinised. Surely it is mere
business foresight and common sense to ex-
amioe every aspect of sueh a proposal, even
though delay is involved in the examination.
What is & delay of a year or two in com-
perison with the loss involved in launch-
ing something that is going to be a failure,
entailing on the State heavy expenditure
for interest on borrowed money down all
the years? We cannot have too much in-
vestigation. T venture to say that any man
who sets ot £0 invest any considerable capi-
tal of his own in an enterprise will spare

ue pains whatever to examine its possibili-
ties from every angle. So it will be weil
for us te kmow that when this scheme is
launched, it is being launched ouly afier the
tost thorough and wninute investigation.

AMr. Stubbs: Every menber of the Houae
ought to be behind vou in that attitude.

The PREMLER: That is the cause of the
delay. The matter i~ now uearing finality,
and we expweet, at any rate, that something
detinite will be knowp within a month or
two. The matter is in the hands of the De-
veloprnent und Migration Commission. Our
part of the investigatinn, and theirs as wel),
has been linalised.

Hon. Sir Jamez Mitcheli: They have had
two or three years at it. 1 do not know
what they have heen investigating, They
have been down theve half-a-dozen times.

My, Mann: Last session the Minister tor
Lands told us that all the intormation hail
been secured except as ta the painfall.

The 'REMIER: Information as to rain-

- fali is not easily ascerininable. In parts of

that country, much of it unocenpied, the
rainfall records have been kept in an ir-
regular and baphazard manner, <o that the
point reguires close examination. TFurther,
the whole of that country had to be ex-
amined and classified by surveyors; water
supplies had to be considered, and possible
railway communieation, harbour facilities,
and other works that would natmrally be
ussociated with a scheme of this kind, I
think it is much hetter that that should be
done than that we should rush into schemes
which later do not turn out as expected, 1
regret that this particular scheme has re-
eceived so much pnblicity in the Lastern
States, but the (tovernment are not re-
sponsible for that. That kind of thing will
leak out. At the outset the Government
were not responsible for any statement be-
ing given to the Presy with regard to it. Tt
leaked ont in some way, and the enterpris-
ing newspapers of this and other States
started to write about the scheme. I en-
tertain no doubt that to some extent that
publicity during the past year or two is re-
sponsible for a murber, at any rate, of the
unemployed workers we have in Western
Australia at the present time.

Ton. Sir James Mitehell: The Prime Min-
isier mentions it everywhere he goes.

The PREMIER: And I think the De-
velopment and Migration Commission them-
selves have mentioned it.
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Mr. Mann: .And several members of this
(igvernment have mentioned it.

The PREMIER: Because there were
pressing inquiries for information. We
were nut responsible for any publicity be-
ing launched in the first place.

Mr. Mann: The wember for Guildford
snid we could not expeet a return from it
immediately.

The PREMIER: That is so, he was right.

Mr. Mann: Was it for the Government
that he was speaking?

The PREMIER : That was not by way of
giving it publicity. The hon. memher knows
that the publicity originated from other
gquarlers, and that it attractul peapln to
this Btate who may bave been disappointed
in their search for land elsewhere. The men-
bers of the Development and Migration
Connission  thejselves anticipated that the
matter wonld he linalised 12 months agoe,
but the delay has heen due to the faet that
there have been many changes in the per-
sonnel of that C(‘ommission. There have
been resignations and new appointments
made, and the new wmembers of the Com-
mission Dbefore agreeing to a finalisation,
desired to sec the eountry for themselves.
That is the reason why there has been a
number of invistigalions by the members of
the Commission.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: A good deal
of the country has heen settled.

The PREMIER: Not a great deal of it.
Two members of the Commission were ap-
pointed within the lasl six or 12 months
and they had never seen this State before.
Their cdesire was to satisfy themselves and
that caused an unexpected delay. With re-
gard to unewmployment, it is admitted that
we have a fair number of people out ot
work in this State at the present time. But
this should alwnys be remembered, that the
position exXisting here to-day is not peculiar
to this State and it is not peculiar to JAus-
tralia; it is world-wide, Except perhaps
in ong or two of the continental nations,
Europe and the 0ld Counfry have had
this tremendous difficulty to confend with
ever since the war. But let us look at it
from an Australian aspeet. There is no
doubt in the world that Australia during
the past year or two, and particularly dur-
ing the past year, has been experiencing
great financial stringency., It is well known
that South Australin bas had failures in
its seasons during the past three years, and
it mmst be remembered that that State de-

pends entirely upon primary production- -
wool and wheat.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : No, South Aus-
tralin is a manufacturing State as well.

The PREMIER: They do not mannfae-
ture very much; their secondary industries
are nothing as compared with their primary
production,

llon, Sir James Mitehell: They produce
a pgreat quantity of wine.

The PREMIELR: The hon. member will
understand that if there are bad seasons
and eomparative failures in the primary in-
dustries, so will there be slackness in the
manufacturing industries, because those n-
dustries depend upon the prosperity of the
primary industries. That is the position,
not only in South Austrolia, but in the
other States as well.

Hon. Sir James Mitrhell: The firures are
azainst that.

The PREMIER: The figures are not
against it. Tbat is the jposition in all the
States. For seme years the seasons in
Queensland have been exiremely bad and
Vietoria and New South Wales are not
mucl better off. No State, so far as em-
ployment or economie eonditions are con-
cerned, can live as it were in a watertight
vompartment. I care not how good the sea-
sons tnay he in Western Australia, I eare
not how bountiful our harvest may be, or
how wreat may be our wool production, or
our timber output, if there are depressed
conditions in the other States, those condi-
tions will react against us. 8o it is as be-
tween one State and any of the others. Tt
ts an unquestioned fact thnt bad conditions
existing in Eastern Australia have been re-
sponsible for the migration to this State of
a considerable number of working people.
There ts no doubt about that. I have the
figures and c¢an quote them if necessary. I
did so the other evening and they show that
there has been considerable movement of
male population from the Eastern States
to Western Australia during the past year
or two.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They always
have come here.

The PREMIER: But latelv they have
heen coming in greater numbers than ever
before. It requires no demonstration. We
know perfectly well that if thousands of
men are displaced from employntent say in
South Auwstralia and they have o little
money, they will ecome to Western Austra-
lia which is reputed to he prosperous, just
as water will gravitate to its lowest level,
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and seeing no prospects in South Australia
for a season or iwou at any rate, those who
have saved up a little wnoney have come to
the Western State and they have come in
large numbers, We know this from the
statistician’s figures and we know it from
the registrations at the Labour Bureau week
after week and month after month.

Hon, (. Taylor: They onght to he good
workmen,

The PREMIER: | have no doubt that
they are, but it cannot be expected that this
Hiate can be in n pusition to employ the
workmen of the other States in addition to
its own, 1f we have a sudden influx of
A0 or 1,100 men, surely it is vecognised
that the labour warket will become dislo-
citell.  1f we are not in a position to find
work for those who ave coming here from
South Australin, Vietoria and New South
Wales—

[Ton. Sir Jowes Mitchell: Of couwrse it
nll depends on the money we arve getting,

The PREMIER: We arve himited by the
condition of things existing in Australia
and the tightness of money in Australia.
The hon. member knows perfectly well that
the adverse economic conditions in the
Eastern States affect this State, and he
knows well that this or any other (Govern-
ment canoot find employment for those who
are out of work in Eastern Australia.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The banks have
lent over five millions,

The Minister for Railways: Yes, and
every hank will tell you of the tightness
of money in the other States.

The PREMIER: Any reasonable per-ou
will gzree with iy contention that the condi-
tions that have obtained in the Fa-fern Stuti-
during the last yenr or two have influenced
a large number of people to migrate to the
West and we are not able to absorb those
peoply, and at the same time take a Firee
perrentage than the other States, as we have
heen doing for some years, of mizrants from
overseas, They have heen eoming from three
diveetion., from {ireal Britain and from
Southern Euwrope for the past four vears
and from the Eastern States for the past
two years. In thosze rircumstances it can-
pot be expected thut we should not have an
unemployed difficulty. T.et me explain again
the ipflyeree the foreian element has had on
the question of unemployment. 1 know
there is in some quarters a desire to make
little of it, to say that it does not eount, bul
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the fignres entirely refute any possible argu-
ment of that kind. Take the years the hon,
member was in ofliee.  In his lirst year,
1920, the excesa of the arrivals of
foreigners over departures was (3—I am
not taking females into necount beeanse
they do not affect the unemployment
gituation. In the mnext vear the excess
of departures over arvivels was 259, I
ask hon. members to note the numbers.
In 1922 {he exvess of awrrivals over depart-
ures was 383, in 1923 the exeess was 722
and in 1024 the figures were a little less,
(46, Tu the Bve vears of the hon. member's
termt of olice the exce<s of arriva's over
departares of male foreigners was 1,607,
The figures are authentic: ihey have been
prepared by our Statistician. The hon.
member cannot refute them. T know that
he has contradieted them in the papers.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Then my figures
are not to be published,

The PREMIER: 'The hon, membher has
ot the figures that I s quoting,

The Minister for Railways: He is not
dealing with foreizners and vou are.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: All the same,
my fligures do not support you.

The PREMIER: The hon, memher is mis-
quoting the figures.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Nothing of the
sort.

The PREMIER: Then he misunderstands
nmine or we are not using the same set of
fignres,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Mine are right,

The PREMIER: T wish the hon. member
would not keep on doubting my figuves,
which are authentie, and they ure 140! in the
five vears of bix term of office the labour
market was affeeted Dy the introduetion of
foreigners to the exteni of only 1,607. Now
take the past five years. The figure: in-
creased from 696 in 1924 to an eveess of
arrivals over departures in 1923 of 2.216.
In 1926 the cxeess wa= 838, In 1927 it was
2,218 and in 1928 it was 2,286, while for
the six months of 1020 the fizures were 154,
making a total for the past 4% vears of an
exces~ nf arrivals over departures nf for-
eigners of 7,713 as against 1.607 in the pre-
vious five vears. We have had in that period
abont 5,500 more than during the hon. mem-
her’s term of office. Tt may be =aid that it
is rather a strange thine that the numhers
should inerese so sunddenly as compared
with the previous years,
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Hon. Sir Jamnes Mitchell: We maonageil
better.

The PREMIER: No, it is due to the fact
that it was in 1923 that the United States
of America adopted the quota poliey limit-
ing the number of migranis entering into
ihat country. And the open migration move-
ment from the Continent, more particularly
from Southern Europe, that had been going
on for gencratious past into America, was
shut off. Having the door of Amerieca closed
in their faces, the migrants looked around
for some other country oeeupied by a white
race to which they might migrate: and
Australia was the only one in the world
that offered opportwnities.  That is why
there was such an enormous inerease in our
foreign immigration. The faet is, too, that
thoge men have been given preference of
emplovment throughout this country. The
Leader of the Country Party, who last even-
ing had something to say regarding the dis-
abilities of conntry road boards because of
the conditions in the terms of their cont-
racts, might well turn his attention to the
fact that many of the country people are
riving preference to foreigners in the work
in country districts. Thev have been doing
that nntil the foreigners have captured the
whole of the hewing work in this State, a
great deal of the road work in this State,
and a great deal of the clearing work in this
State, all of them almost entirely being un-
skilled workers.  If we have had ponred
intn thi= State during the past five vears
7,700 foreizmers who must of necessity dis-
Mace onr own people, is it any wonder that
we have a nuinher of people out of work to-
day ! It is all very well to talk about unem-
ployment, bat many ot those people outsids
who wonld eriticize the (Fovernment in this
wntter have themselves contribuied to the
existing eondition of things by the prefer-
enre they have siven to foreiguers wherever
thev have had the necessary influence.

Hon. G. Taylor: What is their object?

The PREMiER : The hon. member knows
it ix berpuse the toreigner is n more sabis-
factory worker from the boss's point of
view. He does not answer back, and he
will work any hours for whatever wages are
paid to him: at any rate, for a while, until
he cames to understand the conditions of
employment in this State,

Mr. Sleeman: Some of the road boards
last year admitted they were giving pre-
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ference to foreigmers, and said they would
do it again.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, no.

The Minister for Works: Why, your ¢wn
road board at Northam is doing it!

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: Well, I am not,
although I know some in this House that
have done it. The Premier should not
accuse everybody of doing it.

The PREMIER: 1 am not accusing every-
body. But it is obvious that if these for-
eigners are absorbed into our life and given
employment, somebody is to be accused of
giving them preference. The member for
Nelson (3Mr. J. H. Smith) conld talk about
it if he cared to. 1t was mentioned the other
night that he had a petition from 60 men
who wanted work on the Pemberton line, He
knows they are cut of work bhecaunse all
around his district foreigners are to be
found working on the roads.

Mr. J. H, Smith: No, that is not right.

The PREMIER: That is the position with
regard to unemployment. The Government
are employing as large a number of men as
have ever been employed directly by the
Government of the day, but the Govern-
ment ¢annot do impossibilities. Had it not
been for the attitnde of the Commonwealth
Government in regard to the Main Roads
Agreement, which caused considerable de-
lay, possibly a greater number of men would
have been employed to-day, The Minister
for Works tells me that during the past
month contracts totalling £50,000 have been
let by the Main Roads Board and that they
are letting or will be letting within the next
three weeks contracts to the extent of
£37,000 per week, Surely contracts of such
magnitude ought to go far to absorb the
unemployed. Yet it is doubtful, unless some
restrictions are placed upon people who de-
sire to employ foreigners, whether it will
have a very serious effect upon the labour
market in the direction of relieving Aus-
tralians and Britishers.

My, J. H. Smith: I do not think any
foreigners are working on our roads.

The PREMIER : That is the position, and
I think it is well known. It is a complete
answer to any charge of neglect or indif-
ference on the part of the Government to
those who find themselves out of work at
the present time.

My, J. H. Smith: Why did you not expend
all the available moner on the roads last
year?

The PREMIER: I am coming to that.
It was mentioned by the Leader of the Op-
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position, who asked whether work had been
held up last year and =zaid that it it
had been, it was no wonder there was un-
employment. The best answer 1 can give
to that is to read the answer given to the
statement by the Main Roads Board. They
say—

Althongh the board’s actual expenditure for
the year just closed was £365,956, there were
commitments in addition to the extent of
£219,863, so the works arranged last year
amounted to £585819 as compared with the
1} million pounds’ worth of work hoped to be
undertaken during the eurrent year. For the
firat three years® operations of the Federal

ald scheme the hoard is behind to the extent
of £586,000

That is to say thet not in any vear has
the full programme of work been carried ont
and the full amount of mongy available eox-
pended. 1t was nobody’s faunlt. The ve-
port continues—

This leeway oceurred in the second year’s
vperations, and was occasioned by the change
over from the day lubonr to the contraet sys-
tem, whereby the board is required to prepare
detailed plans and specifieations for every con-
fract, amounting mostly to abeut £1,000 cach
job for works on developmental roads, which
under the earlier acheme were arranged
direct with loeal authorities, witheut so much
formality, preliminary work and delay. With
this leeway of £580,000, and the normal ap-
propriation of £672,000 for the year, the hoard
has available for expenditure by the 30th JJune
next a total of about £1.250,000. Tast vear's
operations almost eoversd the normal appro-
priction for the year, bni this year, with im-
proved crrnnisation and methods, the hoard
hopes to cxteh up the arrears.  That gond
procress Lo hoing made in that direction is
indicatvdl 1w the fuet that tenders gazetted
and closing during the next three weeks aver-
axe £37,M per weok.

Hon, Sic James Mitehell: That is a good
thing to know. Yon say they heve €210.Mm
worth of work in hand now.

The PREMIER : [ Qid not say that. Thai
i~ the explanation offered hy the Main Roads
Board through their annual report. Tt is
known that beeanse ot the change over fron:
day wmk to contract the whole position
was dizoreanised and a new organisation
had to he ereated. That 18 now heing done.
and =o they are in a po=ition to go forward
with the work. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said that the Government had failed
in every department of finanee. That is
o pretty «weepine statement. There are no
reservations ahont that. He said we had
Tailed in every departiment of finance. T
admire the hardihood of the hon. memher

i charging this Government with having
failed in every department of finence, and
1 think I am justified, althongh the hon.
member will object that it is not fair, i
again calling the attention of the House
and of the pevple to the fact that if we
have failed in every department of finance
jn five years because we have gone to the
bad or have a deficit for those five years
of ¢331,000, certainly the hon. member
tailed when he had a defiit of £2,721,000.

Mr. Kenneully: He forgets that.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, I do rot
forget it.

The 'REMIER: There are no words in
the dictionarv to describe the hon. mem-
her's degree of failure if we have failed in
every depariment of finance.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Now you are
failing to be fair.

The PREMIER: Yo. 1 know the hon.
member will say that he inherited a de-
ficit—which he did, of course—snd 1 am
not for one moment cantending that he did
not have a diffienlt sitnation to face, as 1
think all Treasurers in this State have had
for many generations past.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Will vou admit
that 1 reduced the deficit to a very small
thing?

The PREMIER: Yes, after some vears,
but it was a pretty slow process.

Mr., Lind=ay: Yours is starting to go np
now,

The PREMIER: At all event-, it is only
a pup =alonaside the lion. member’s deficit.
Allowing for the diffirulty of the years pre-
verlling the advent of the Mitchell Gov-
ernment. at the snine time the vesults of the
hoi:. members five years of administration
Ao not justify a sweeping charge against
this Government of havine failed in every
donartnunt of financr.

Hon. Sir Jame< Miteholl:
pe~ition to-day !

The PREMTER : Well, take £431,000 and
set it down on the opposite side of the bal-
ance shect arainst the entrv of £2,721,000.

Han, Rir Jame< Mitehell: That is not fair;
T inherited vonr defirit,

The PREMIER : I need not give the
annual results, hut the figures T hove given
were the net re<ult- of our respective guin-
«uenninl periods.

Mon. Sir Jamesx Mitehell: That is what
xou tell the publie, but vou knew damned
well you are wrong,

The PPREMIER :
figures.

What i= the

Those are the actnal
The hon. member ean make any
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explanation he likes, but those are the re-
gults. [ perbaps would not have brought
them forward so prominently bhut for the
hon. member’s charge that this Government
had fatled in every department of finance.
Had he been a little moderate in his state-
ment, I would not have stressed those figures;
but I amn entitled to bring those figures he-
fore the ninds of the public when the hon.
member charges thi= (fovernment with hav-
ing failed in every department of finance.

Mr. Lindsay: You have had a great deal
more revenue than the hon. member has.

The PREMIER: That is another child’s
trap. 1 will deal with it. That is kept up
for the unsophisticated, for those men who
do not take any interest in finance.

Hon. Sir James Miichell : That is for your
party.

The PREMIER: And for a falr number
of vour party too. That will be the cry all
round, that this (Government had two millions
more last year than had the Mitchell Govern-
ment in their last year.

Mr. Lindsay: Correct.

The PREMIER : And the inference to the
publie is what have the Government done with
the £2,000,000 more that thev have received;
they ouzht to have an overflowing Treasury.
But the hon, mewber forgets that while it is
true [ had €2,000,000 more—as a matter of
faet last vear the revenue was £2,082,000
more than the revenue received by the hon.
mewmber in las last yeur of oltice—he, in his
Iast year of offiee received £2,920,000 more
revenwe than in hix first year of office and
yvet went to the bad to the extent of
£2,700,000.

M. Lindsay: Not in the last year,

The PREMIER : One would imagine that
the present Government bad enjoved an in-
erease of revenue fo the extent of £2,000,000
while the revenue veceived during the five
vears the hon. member was in office had re-
muined stationary.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You have aver-
aged 4,000,000 a vear more.

The PREMIER : Now the hon. member is
bringing in loan moneys. We cannot jump
from revenue to loan moneys. et us stick
to these figures for a moment. The hon.
member argued that we ought to have had
a surplns hecanse we had received £2,000,000
more revenie than he received in his last year
of oilice. Notwithstanding that we have had
that £2,000,000 increase in five years and a
deficit of £431,000, the hon. member, in his
five years of office, had a revenue increase of
£2,900,000 and so far from balaneing the

ledger he went to the bad to the tune of
£2,721,000, The hon. member has put for-
ward his figures merely to imislead the
publie.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: You are mis-
leading the public.

The PREMIER: The hon. member said
we have had £2,000,000 more revenue and
should have balanced the ledger. That state-
ment will be repeated throughout the coun-
try. Yet the hon. member had inereased
revenue to the extent of £2,900,000

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: And [ brought
the deficit down by £400,000.

The PREMIER : During the five years in
which the hon. member’s revenue inereased
by £2,900,000, he went to the bad to the ex-
tent of £2,700,000. Where then is the foun-
dation for his argument against the present
Government?

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T reduced the
defieit.

The PREMIER: Reduced it! The hon.
member wounld make it appear that because
revenue has increased by £2,000,000 we
should have an overflowing Treasury.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: So you should.
You have had £4,000,000 more than I hkad.

The PREMIER : Yes, including loan
money, hul the hon. member during his five
vears of office had a revenue inerease u¥
£2,900,000 and did not say anything about
it. Those are the facts, and they reveal rhat
the hon. member’s attempt to make it appear
that 1w Government have not done as weoll
as they should have done has no foundation
ar all.

Mz, Lindsay: Well, reduce taxation a bit.

The PREMIER : I will come to that ques-
tion. The lion. member knows pertectly well
that the State has been expanding every year
and that increased revenuc always brings
with it responsibilities for increased expendi-
ture. The hon. member should not try to
make it appear that the revenue is increaging
and that the expenditure is standing still.
Let me show that, although the results as I
have stated them reveal an improvement
upon the hon. memher’s tinance, we have
achieved them notwithstanding that we have
had to meet increased expenditure ail along
the line during the last five years. The hon.
member knows that of the £2,000,000 ve-
ferred to, half a million is made np under
special Acts, interest charges, which is a
growing sum each year.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You are financing
in precisely the same way as we did.
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The PREMIER: But i am not blaming
the hon, member. I wn not the one who is
mauking a complaing agaiust the hon. member
tor not having dowe better, although his
revente inereased so greatly during his five
years of offiee.

Hon. Siv James Mitchell : 1 did very much
better than you have done.

The PREMIER: The tigure- do not bear
out that statement,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You are build-
ing up the deficit, whereas I brought it
down.

The Minister for Mines:
np for a start.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: No. I inherited
it.

The PREMIER: Waell, special Acts ac-
count for half a million. Since 1924 there
has been an all-round increase in the rates
of pay for all Government employees dne
to awards of the court and the basie wage.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: There has al-
ways been that.

The PREMIER : No, only during the last
four or five years have those increases
taken place.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Not af all.

The PREMIER: There was reclassifiea-
tion of the Public Serviee in 1926. There
had not been a reclassification for the pre-
vious seven years. There was also a re-
classification of teachers in 1928. The polies
reeeived n new award in 1925 and another
in 1928, and the basic wage and other
awards, of course. meant added expenditure.
Lot me mive some of the prineipal amounts
involved in those inereases of pay, Awards
tor the police alone meant an inecrease of
£41,000 in salaries and wages. That amount
does not eover the whole of the increase be-
canse it does not take intu aceount the in-
crease in the personnel of the forece. The
reclassification of teachers cost approxi-
mately £44,000, and the cost of reclassifica-
tion of the Civil Service and the sobse-
quent annual increments, which after
having been withheld for many years, the
Government restored during their first year
of office, amounted to £90,000.

Hon, 8ir James Mitehell: Automatic irn-
erenses were always given.

The PREMIER: They had to be paid.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You know that
the eivil servants got a £60 inorease durinz
my time.

You built it
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The PREMIER: That applied only
the lower saluried oflicers. [or many yeuvs
there had been no inerements for the oili-
cers above the automatic runge, Railways,
tramways and electricity supply, three
big departments, owing to awards and
the increase in the basic wage granted
by the .Arbitration Court, involved us
last vear in an increase of no less than
£250,000 over the expenditure of the last
year in which the hon. member held office.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: They went up
a million & year in my time,

The PREMIER: Even the items I have
quoted do not cover all. Education Depart-
ment salaries were increased by £44,000, but
the actual inereased expenditure covering
new schools and teachers amounted to £98,-
471.  Medical and health acecounted for
£31,274; police, including increased salaries
and inereased personnel, £56,153; gaols, £5.-
006: lunaey, £16,000 and charities £42,699,
making s t(otal under those headings alone
of £249,603. For the medical and dental in-
spection of schools, the namber of medical
officers has been increased since 1923-24
from one to three, and we now have three
dentists for the schools where none existed
before. Those two items have involved an
expenditurc of £3,784. To-day there are 16
infant health centres compared with two in
1923-24, and the expenditure is now £1,509
ecorapared with £200 five years ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That does nnt
cover much of the £2,000,000.

The PREMIER: Idaesn’t it? 1 took ot
half a million to begin with, representing
expenditure under special Acts: then £250..
000 for the for the railways, tramways and
electricity departments, £90,000 for the
Publie Service, £44,000 for the teaehers and
£41,000 for the police. How much of the
two millions is left?

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell:
up twice as much as that.

The PREMIER: Those increases have
been given by the present Government, In
many instances they were not given during
the time the hon. member was in office.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: In every iu-
slance everyhody received more pay in my
time.

The PREMIER: Then there is an en-
tirelv new form of expenditare that has
had to be met since the hon. member waa
in office. On the statate-book is a Miners’
Phthisis Aet, which was passed by Parlia-

We pul then
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ment some few years before we took office,
but was not proclaimed, The present Goi-
ernment proeclaimed that Act.

Hon, Bir James Mitchell: When yoa
were sworn in, or two years afterwards?

The FREMITER: No, on the Tth June,
1925 it was proclaimed, within 12 months
of -mr having taken office. The number of
persons withdrawn {rom the mines under
that Act is 323. Let me mention the ex-
penditure by way of cowpensation that the
(Government have had to find out of rewv-
enne. In the first year it was £5,109; in
1926-27, £20,518; 1927-28, £47,922 and 1923-
29, £41101. Tbhns the total compensation
paid under the Miners Phthisis Aet to the
30th June, 1929, was £104,650.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Have you taken
any of it out ol the speeial grant from the
Commonwealth?

The PREMIER: No, it is all trom rev-
enne, The examinations and other work in-
cidental to taking the men out of the mines
run inte £6,048, making a total expendi-
ture of £110,698,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You have had
eight millions of money in the four years.

The PREMIER: I think T have shown
that there is not much in the point that the
hon. member has sought to make regarding
the £2,000,000 increase of revenue.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: T hope that
everyone will buy the ‘‘Government Gaz-
ette’’ of the 15th of next month,

The PREMIER: I hope everyone will
buy this week’s ‘‘Hansard,”’ and read my
speech. [ think we shall have to fake steps
to see that the people get it. Recently the
Leader of the Opposition made a statement
as follows :(—

A few days ago Mr. Collier claimed that his
Government had reduced the income tax by
48} per cept, That i true, but he omitted
to mention that the amount was made good
from the Federal Goverament special gront of
£300,000, and that the land tax had been tre-

mendously inereased—in the case of the far-
mer by over 200 per eent.

That iz correct.

The Minister for Mines:
solutely incorrect.

The PREAMIER : It might pass as correct
in Pingelly or along the Dale River, but I
shall show that it is incorrect.

Mr. Thomson: It is certainly correct for
the people who .have fo pay it.

Mr. Brown:
That is ab-
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The PREMIFER: Tt is incorrect to say
that the 48 1/ird per cent. reduction in in-
come tax was made good from the Federal
Government’s grant of £300,000. The 33 1/3
was taken off {notl the 48 1/3) because the
(Government prior to that had rewitted the
15 per cent. super tax.

Mr. Thomson: You had to do that to get
your land tax.

The PREMIER: We did it at all events.
The 484 per ceni. did not come out of
Commonwealth money but the 333 per
cent. did.

Hopn. Sir James Mitchell: The £300,000
of Commonwealth money more than made
that good.

The PREMIER: It did not.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
did.

The PREMIER: The hou. member also
gaid the land tax had been tremendously
inereased, and inereased fo the furmer by
over 200 per cent. The hon. member is only
125 per cent. out there, It was not inereased
to the farmer by 200 per cent., but by 85
per cent,

Hon. S James Mitehell:
was increased.

The PREMIER: Yes, but not by 200 per
cent. The tax was doubled, and when a tax
is doubled, whether it be a balfpenny or
a penny, it means it is inereased 100 per
cent,

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: A halfpenny
with another halfpenny on top of it means
200 per cent.

The PREMIER: It means 100 per cent.
Before the increased land tax bal heen
passed we had reduced the income tax, as it
stood when the Mitechell Government took
office, by the aholition of the 15 per cent,
super tax. If we take 15 per cenl. from
100 per cent., it leaves a net inercase in
the land tax of 33 per cent. and neot 200
per cent.

Mr., Lindsay: What ahout exemptions?

The PREMIER: What ahbout lots of
things, the vabbit tax, the vermin tax,
and so on? I am not denying an increase
in the land tax, I am merely stating that
the increase was 85 per cent. and not 200
per cent. as stated by the Leader of the
Opposition. I do not want wmembers to
roam abont the country in the near future
telling the farmer that we inecreased the
land tax by 200 per cent.

Hon. Sir Jimes Mitchell; He knows it ai-
ready.

Of course it

Of course 1
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The PREMIER: He does not kuow it
The hon. member hopes that the Press will
take up his interjection, and that his word
will then be as good ax mine. The fizures
are plain and indisputable, and are as I
have given them. If the land tax has been
increased it has been increased in the case
of athers hesides farmers, hecause nearly
half of it ix paid by the owners of land in
the metropolitan area.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Who said it
was only the farmers?

The PREMIER: At the time that in-
crease was estimated to amount to £12,000,
and the (fovernment made a corresponding
reduction in railway freights.

Mr. Thomson: To meet the motor com-
petition,

The PREMIER: That was a reduction
to the extent of the full amount of the in-
crease in the land tax. Whilst the land
owners in the metropolitan area paid the
inecreased land taxz without getting the hene-
fit of reduced railway freights, the farmer
got it both ways.

Mr. Thomson: The farmer did not get
the henefit.

The PREMIER: Tt is of no use frying to
hulldoze the farmer. He is an intelligent
man these days.

My. Thomson: You are trying to bull-
doze him.

The PREMIER: The hon. member's
stortes, though oft repeated, will not be ae-
cepted by the farmer.

Mr. Thomson: You are trying to bull-
doze him when vou tell him he is not ebliged
to pay more land tax.

The PREMIER: I have never said that,
but [ have said that the increase was 85
per cent. and not 200. Against that there
was a corrvespending reduction in railwa.
charges. The Treasury itself did not hene-
fit at afl by the increased tax.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Then we will
reduce the tax.

Mr. Thomson: By ineveasing it.

The PREMIER: The elections are ap-
prouching, and 1 have no doubt attempts
will e made to do thines like that,

Me. Renneally: It is nice to find two
members in sueh agreement.

The PREMIER: It must he remembered
that the direet Opposition are not entitled
to talk for “we.”

Hou. Sir James Mitehell: It is pretty
hard for you to put up a case at all.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER : I have never seen a man
struggle so mueh to pot up a case as the
hon. member did, because his ease has been
floored all along the line. His statements
are without foundation.

Mr. Mann: You are going to a lot of
trouble to contradict him.

The PREMIER: He holds a responsible
position. T do not want siatements to go
out that are not in accordance with actual
facts.

AMre. Manu: You are putting another in-
terpretation upon them.

The PREMIER: I am quoting facts and
figures. There has been a repeated and
continuous misrepresentation to farmers on
the subject of the land tux. There has been
a recklessness about the siatements which
I suggest is unbecoming in a man holding a
responsible position. Sote peuple do not
care whether they talk of 100 per cent. or
200 per cent.; a hundred or so is neither
here nor there with them.

Mr, Thom<on: Except that farmers have
to ‘pay considerably wore land tax than
they paid before.

The PREMIER: Of cowse, becanse land
valuations have gone up. The Government
are not responsible for the increase in the
valuations.

Mr. Thomson: Are they not?

The PREMIER: No. The valuers were
at work when the Government assumed
office.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: And they were
stopped at onee?

The PREMIER: No. The hon. member
put them on and paid the whole of their
salaries. He put them on to revalue land.
Some of the valuations have gone up a»
high as 300 per cent.

Mr. Lindsay: And some 400 per cent.

The PREMIER: That shows that land
owners must have been on a pretty good
wicket before.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: We paid eleven-
twelfths of the c¢ost and they paid one-
twelfth. That was the arrangement.

The PREMIEIL : The hon, member need
not have paid the eleven-twelfths. The
valoers were at work, and I aceept no re-
sponsibility for the increase in the valua-
tions. No doubt farmers will be told that
we were responsible for the whole thing,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Do you say we
should not have had the re-valuations?

The PREMIER: T do not say it was
wrone to have them.
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Hon, Sir James Mitchell: You are trying
to persuade the farmer that it was wrongz.

The PREMIER: I am telling the farm-
er that this Government were not respons-
ible for what happened. I do not say it
was Wrong.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: You do.

The PREMIER: T want the facts to he
known, showing whe was responsible.

Hon. Sir fwnes Mitchell: T do not nind
Leiny responsible for doing my duty. That
5 all 1 did. [ think you increased the tax
at the wrong period.

The PREMIER: That is a matter of
opinton. 1 realise there will be a difference
of opinion amongst members and the pub-
lie generally us to whether the land tax
onght to be mcreased. [t is a matter for
the judgment of the individual. Tt was the
poliry of the Government to do this, and
we nerept responsibility so far as we have
taken action in that direction, and no fur-
ther responsibility when it does not belong
to us,

Ion. 8ir Janies Mitchell : Do yon wish the
{armer—the man who owns the land—to
believe that you would never have had the
revaluations made?

The PREMIER: I say it does not rest
with those who are continually ecommenting
upon the Government for imcreasing the
land tax, to criticise them for doing it when
ther themselves were responsible for the in-
crease in valuations.

Mr, Thomson: When you raised the tax
you said vou anticipated getting onlv
£40,000, and would give it back by way of
railway freights. You are now getting
£100,000.

The PREMIER: The matter was consid-
ered only in the light of the position as it
existed at the time. No one could say what
the amount would be in the future. Tt must
be ndmitted that last year’s financial re-
snlts were entirely dne to the operations of
the railway system. Members who have
studied the fizures, which have been sup-
plied to the House, will find them most illn-
minating. We had a preponderance of low-
rate traffic during the year, that was in
coal, wheat, fertilisers, ete., which repre
sent over half the haulage for the year.
These commodities returned only 30 per
cent. of the total earnings, although repre-
senting more than half the haulage. There
has been a falling off in wool of about 3,000
tons. That also affected the earnings. There
was a rednction of 7.000 tons in hay, straw,
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and chaff, and a tremendous falling off in
timber of 97,000 tons, a decrease as eom-
pared with the previous year which af-
fected the vailway revenue to the extent of
£48,000.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: Do you mean
the profit?

The PREMIER : No, the receipts. There
was & decrease in revenue of £48,000.

Hon, Siv James Mitehell: On the whole,
vou got a Jot more revenue than in the year
before,

The Minister for Railways, We did not
wet ns much,

The PREMIER: The earnings for thz
vear thus fell off and the working ex-
peunses inereased by £144,000., The de-
pirtent was thevefore hit by a decrease
in revenue and an increase in working ex-
penses. Had the season bheen normal, or
had it continued as it existed when the Fs-
timates were prepared, the railway revenue
would have come up te expectations, ani
the deficit would have disappeared, After
that the waritime strike took place. This
caused a falling off in timber receipts and
in other directions, which made up the whole
of the difference.

Hon. 8ir James Mitchell: There always
are strikes.

The PREMIER: Unfortunately that is
so. We are lucky in that respeet in this
State, compared with some of the others.

Mr. Kenneally: Taueky Collier again!

My, Thomson: Yes, lucky Collier.

The PREMIER: It is a marvellous run
of huck,

Mr. Thomson: Good seasons and plenty
of mnoney from the Federal Government.

The PREMIER: Of course all this luck
iy entirely outside the infiuence of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Thomson: You are not responsibie
for the good season, thongh I hope it may
continne,

Mr. Davy: We are not sure about that.

The PREMIER: We are not claiming anv
eredit for that.

Mr. Thomson: The member
Perth did last night.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: Is there much
traffic over the Perth-Fremantle Road in
meneral goods?

The PREMIER: Yes. These retnrns in
dicate an enormous falling off in some diree-
tions. The revenue must be largely influ.
enced by the road competition both with re-
gard to passenger services and to certain

for East
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vlaszes of gouds. The railways suffer most
from roud voinpetition in those classes where
the raté is highest.

Sitting suspended from 6.5 lo 7.30 p.m.

The PREMIER : 1 have already exceeded
cousiderakly the time I had allowed myself;
but that faet is due to the volume and fre-
quency of interjections, to which, needless
to say, I ofl'er no objection. The Leader of
the Opposition has said that the £350,000
sav u‘]] because of the Finaneial Agreement
has Déen taken, together with past contri-
butionx, and used us revenue.

“Hon. ¥ir James< Mitchell:
will be so using it

The PREMIER: The hon. member said
thut we hud been doing so. He declared
that what straightening out of the finances
there had been was achieved by ftaking nte
revenue moneys that alk other Governments
had paid tu the sinking fund trustees in
Londen. That statement is eatirely incor-
rect. So far, our finances have not bene-
fited at all I33.r the amount saved berause of
the Financial Agreement,

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
amount? ] .

The PREMIER : Tt is £350,000.

Hon,. Sir James Mitchell: But yon =aid
£227,000,

The PRF\IIFR That is for one year.
Theré are two Years now, or nearly three
years altogether. That money has bheen set
aside, and las not in any way heneﬁted the
Government finances. Suggestions bave been
made during the debate as to, what should
be done with the money, but T do not pro-
pose to deal with that aspect to- night.
When the Bpdget comes down for considera-
tion we aladl Jmve an nppmlumt\ o ledice
how the amonnt placed in reserve shall he
anplroprmted We are not taking in anv
of that money at all. We have not touched
a penny of it. and we do not ]nopo-e tn
toueh anx of it until Parliament has dealt
with the question. T eannot tn-m"ht give
any indiention as to what we shall do.
Suogestious that the money should Zo in
rednction of tavation have been frecly
offered; and it is very easy to talk about re-
duetion of taxation, but the times are not
propitions for that purpose. So far the
Western Australisn  Government are the
only Govermmnent in Australia who have re-
dneed taxation in recent vears.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: The Federal
Gavernment have done so.

1 say that you

What is the

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER: The only State Goveyn-
ment, 1 intended to say. The Leader of !he
Oppositien also declares tkat Ministers have
not been able to make up their minds, that
there is a lack of promptness, of courage,
and of energy on their part. 1 venture to
say there are not many people who will
agree with that deqemptton of the Govern
ment. Whatever may be our faulfs—snd
we do not c¢laim to be quite perfect—cer-
tainly lack of ecourage and energy, and of
promptness of deeision, is not one of them.
If an impartial observer will look abroad
in the land and consider the work done dur-
ing the past five vears in the hmldmg of
railways and harbours, the provision of both
town and eountry water supplies, in land
settlement and dvainage, in the erection of
an Agricultural College and of meiropolitan
markets, in the huge programme of voad
construetion that has heen carried ouf, in
the provmon that has been made for the
stricken miners of the goldfields, I venture
to say the observer will not agree with the
hon. member’s statement. From Wyndham
to Esperance, and frow Geraldton to the
[eeuwin, everywhere may be seen evidenee
of the work, eourage, energy, and prompt-
ness of decision that havé characterised the
(fovernment. There has been, too—not least
important, perhaps most lmpmtant of all—
complete indystrial peaee in Western Au;
tralia, Am I (-laln]lmz tun mueh on behalf
of the Government when T say that that
fortunate condition of affgirs hns, been lue
Iarge]v ar almost entn'e]v. to the mdus-
trial legislation we have placed on the
stafle hbok?

.Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Was fot there
the tea voom strike? .

The PREMIER: Yes, a strike of a few
girls.

Hou. Sir James Mitehell: And the water-
side strike. o

The PREMIER: Whatever industrial
irouble there has been in this State did not
originate here, and had nothing to do with
the Government of the State or with anv
of the laws of this counfrv, Tt was trouble
transported to Western Australia from the
Rastern States. Tooking hack over a lone
nnmber of vears——

Mr. Thomson. What
at Geraldton?

The PREMTER: A 25-minutes tronble be-
tween {wn nnions who were having an areu-
ment.  Does the hon, member eall that in-
dnstrial tronhle?

Mr. Thomszon:

shout the trouble

Certainly T do.
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The T'REMIER: 1f those are the omly
troubles that car he brought forward,
troubles such as a few tearoom girls parad-
ing the streets for an hour one day, it shows
how desperately havd put to it members
opposite are to prove that there has been
mdustrial trouble. T hope T have made 1t
perfectly clear that when T spoke of the
absenee of industrial troubles, T had in mind
the fact that the waterside trouble had not
its origin in this State. Broadly, we have
had imdustrinl peace here during the past
five years. 1 believe that never in the his-
tory of Western Australia, certainly not
within a conple of decades, has there been
such contentment in the industrial arena on
the part of both employers and employee«
As there has been during the past five years:
and that, I claim, is due to the fact that
the poliey and the legislation of the present
Giovernment have crented the opportmnity
for such a position of affairs.

Mr. Sampson: There was trouble in the
printing industry for over three months.

The PREMIER: No set of men under
Heaven could agree with the hon. member
as an employer in the printing industry. I
marvel that there is ever any work earried
on in the hon. member’s establishment, Tt
is a great testimony to the forbearance of
employees in the printing industry that there
has been only one trouble during 30 years.

Mr. Sampson: This trouble was spread
from Midland Junetion right to Fremantle,

The PREMIER: In the good old days
of 30 years ago, employees did not question
the right of the boss to determine wages,
hours and conditions.

Mr. Sampson: The trouble was eommon
to the whole of the industry in the mebro-
politan area, from Midland Junction to Fre-
mantle.

The PREMIER: Where did it originate?

Mr. Sampson: Tt orviginated in the Trades
Hall, T think. Tt certainly did not originate
in my office.

The PREMIER: T am not claiming, of
course, that there has not been some little
tronble.

Mr. Sampson: That was a trouble of three
months,

The PREMIER: We have not reached
the millenninm, and we are not enjoying per-
feet peace vet; but, relatively speaking, we
have had five vears of industrial peace. That
is apart from one or two small things to
which hon. members opposite have referred.
Moreover, there has been a contented Publie
Service, which is a very important conzidera-

o

tion. T do not think the Public Serviee of
Western Australia has ever been more eon-
tented or has ever rendered the State better
service than during the past five vears. The
position Australia at present finds herwelf
in is fairly serions. All sections of the
commurity ought to realise the fact that this
Commonwealth is literally living om ite
primary industries, wool and wheat.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: On its experts.

The PREMIER : The Commonwealth does
not export any manufactured goods.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: And it never
will,

The PREMIER: The only wealth ex-
ported from Australia is the wealth of its
primary industries, prineipally wool and
wheat. The consternation that was cawsed
a month or two ago, when a fall in the priee
of wheat took place, ought to be an indiea-
tion to the Australian people of the results
which would follow any serious drop in that
commodity or in wool. The fact is that in
the price of wool there has been a fall of
about 15 per cent. We must have regard for
the faet that substitutes for wool are being
used; and this, perhaps with competition,
threatens a further fall in the price of wool
next year. We must have regard to the bal-
ance of trade. Although in the year just
ciosed that halance has been favourable
to the Commonwealth to the extent of
£6,000,000, in the previous year it had been
favourable to the extent of £19,000,000. Any
falling-off in the volume of production of
gither wool or wheat, if accompanied by a
fall in price, would create a most serious
situation for the Australian people. That
seems to me te bring us to the point that
the cost of production in this country is too
high. We have to compete in the world’s
markets. Thbe producer of wool and the pro-
ducer of wheat themselves have no say in
fixing the prices of the eommodities they
produce. Those prices are determined by
external influences over which the Austra-
lian producers have no control whatever. If
we are going to compete with other countries
of the world, we shall have to consider seri-
ously the (uestion of cost of produetion.
‘When the recent fall in the price of wheat
occurred, a mumber of people thought it
would be unwise for growers to ¢crop as much
land this year as previously. Indeed, in
some quarters it was argued that there
should be a decrease in the area cropped.
But that way would spell absolute insolv-
ency for the State. We shall never get over
our difficulties by decreasing the area under



10¢

wheat hecause of the price having fallen.
Rather should we set about endeavouring to
enable the farmer to compete in oversea
markets by reduction iv the cost of produe-
tion. An increase in the ares under crop
and a reduction in the cost of production
would make the farmer's position to-day
equal, even with the lower price, to what it
wis a vear or two ago with the higher price.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The price of
wheat will not he low this vear.

The PRIEMIER: No. 1 said it threatened
to b low. Undoubtedly it is most diflicalt
for anyone to say to what the high cost of
production is due. I duresay there are many
eontributing faetors,

Hon. Siv James Mitchell : Taxation.

The PREMIER: One important factor,
s0 far as the primary producer is concerned,
iy the tariff. There van be no guestion about
that.

Hon. Sir James Mitebell: [t is all taxa-
tion, of course.

The PREMIER : While the tariff has been
piled up year after year, the primary pro-
ducer has been helpless in regard to passing
om the ineveased cost of production eaunsed
by the rising tariff. He has no say in that
matter. He is not in the bhappy position of
the manufacturer, who merely puts the in-
creased cost on to the price of his commodity,
g0 that the increase is horne by the con-
samer. This means, in it tuin, an increase
in the cost of living, and consequently an in-
crease in the rate of wages. The thing seems
to be merely taking us round in a vicious
virele. T am afraid a considerable number
of people in Aunstralia do not realise the
juct that this country is living practically
upon it~ wool and wheat production. At
any rate, | hope the Pederal Government
will not continune to pile burdens upon the
primary producers through the Custows
House. There is, too, another contributing
factor in that many of the people engzaged
in our manufacturing industries have not
k-pt pace with the progres= of the world
with rvesard to up-to-date machinerv. In
the old woxld, practically all the pre-war
methods of production have been serapped,
and newer and more economical methods
adopted. That ha+ enabled the manufac-
turers to produce more cheaply and to be-
come more formidable competitors in the
world’s markets. That i~ a phase that the
Australian manufacturers will have tu eun-
sider seriously,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Houn. Sir James Mitchell: Taxation re-
presents 20 per cent. of the cost of produe-
tion. No country in the world can stand
up against that. .

The PREMIER: I agree that high taxa-
tion diminishes the extent of employment,
curtails production, and affects the whole of
the community. If money is taken from the
people by way of taxation, it means that so
mueh less is available for investment or for
employment in furthering wealth produe-
tion. That is an aspeet of the whole posi-
tion that will have to be considered seriously.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: And pretty
<oom, too.

The PREMIER: It will have to be con-
sidered by the whole of the people of Aus-
tralia. In Western Australia we are facing
the prospect of an excellent season. Our
flocks and our herds as well as our cultiva.
tion ave all on the increase and the curreni
season has opened up magnificently. All
the indications are that this State is about
to enjoy one of the best sensons on record
for many years past.

MR, LINDSAY (Toodyay) [7.48]: Dur-
ing the course of his remarks the Premier
said there was a good deal of comfort to be
found in the (tovernor’s Speech. I agree
that therve is some comfort to be fonnd in it
from my point of view. He particularly
mentioned a certain railway that is in my
elegtorate, and =slso the provision of the
BRarhalin distriet water supply. On the
ather hand there was not much comfort for
the people concerned when he said that the
latter scheme would not be finished until
next summer.

The Premier: I thousht you were aware
that the scheme is to he opened next month.

Mr. LINDSAY: T am aware that the
apening is to take place then, but T hope the
work will be completed much sooner than
the Premier indicated. The work has been
in hand for a long time and there 1< still
some that hasx to be completed. Although
the pipes have heen taken through to Trayn-
ing, there is a considerable distance to be
laid down yet.

The Premier: It is a big job.

My, LINDSAY: That is so. I am per
feetly aware that the work was rushed when
it wns necessary., The people urgently re-
nuired water, and the Government did eood
work when they put on two shifts in order
to get the weater throueh to the farmers,
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From my knowledge of the district and of
the water available at Goomalling from the
Goldfields Water Supply scheme, I am able
to say that had the department neot estab-
lished stand pipes at various sidings
prumptly, many of the settlers concerned
would have had to leave their holdings. It
would bhave heen impossible for the railways
to have conveved water there to cope with
the requirements of all concerned. Refer-
ence is made in the Governor's Speech to
the construetion of the Kulja eastward rail-
way, which is in progress. I would like the
Premier to bear in mind the necessity for
the extension of that line to the north past
Lake Hillman. During last session deputa-
tions waited upon the Premier, who made
cerfein  promises regarding this matter, T
hope those promises will he fulfilled before
next summer.

The Premier: The members of the Rail-
way Advisory Board have not been able to
make any recommendation yet.

Mr. LINDSAY: I understand that they
will be going ouf soon. There is one state-
ment in the Governor’s Speech that strikes
me as very peculiar, The Premier said that
the Speech is eirculated all over the world.
I do not kpnow whether there is a misprint,
but there is 2 most pecullar statement with
reference to land settlement matters. The
Speech contains the following paragraph:-—

A total of 6,114 applications for land under
conditional purchase was reeccived, and 164
applications for pastoral leases. The applica-
tions approved for conditionnl purclinse htocks
totalled 2,602 for an aren of 2,616,762 neres,

and for pastoral leases 199 for an area of
14,777,802 nacres.

Although only 164 applications for pastoral
Jeases were received, 199 applications were
granted! T think there mu<t he some mis-
take there: T do not understand the state-
ment at all. Tn veply to a question, the
Minister for Works stated that £580,000
available from the Commeonwealth Govern-
ment for expenditure on main roads, had
not heen utilised. T want to remind him
that this i« the time when road construetion
should be carried out in the wheat helt
areas, For every £1 spent during the winter
and spring months, more value is received
than is obtainable from the expenditure of
30s. during the summer months. T hope
that werk to be done in 4the wheat belt
areas will be done before the rains have
finished, or that it will not be done at al!
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during the smmmer months, It should be
borne in mind that it is during the winter
months that there is wsually a great deal of
unemployment. I believe that if the Gov-
ernment had given consideration to the ex.
penditure of money on the main roads dur-
ing the winter months, the present unem-
ployed difticulty would bave been materially
relieved, Then, during harvest time when
there is a considerable demand for labour,
the men would have been relieved from road
work in order to undertake jobs on the
farms. The Premier dealt exhaustively
with the statements made by the Leader of
the Opposition regarding the financial posi-
tion, Naturally it is his duty to show that
the finances are in the hest possible con-
dition. As Leader of the Government, it is
probably regarded as his duty to prove
that the position is much better than that
obtaining when his predecessors were in
office. As I understand the finances, while
I agree that he has done well in some
vears, I eannot compliment the Premier
on the position at the end of the last
finaneial year. When the present Leader of
the Opposition was Premier, he certainly
continued to carrv out the poliey that he
embarked upon, of reducing the deficit that
he inherited. To-night the Premier stated
that the Leader of the Opposition, when he
was in charge of the finances, had had an
in¢rease in revenue amounting to £2,900,000,
That slso has been the experience of tha
present Government. The Leader of the
Opposition inherited a deficit in the year
ke took office of £668,000, which he had ve-
duced in the last year of his administra-
tion to £229,000. That is what the preseut
(iovernment inherited and the Premier cer-
tainly reduced that deficit, but now we find
that he has a deficit of £273,000. That
has been the result of his adminpistration,
notwithstanding the fact that every year
he has had a great increase in revenue. Tn
1923-24 the expenditure hv the Mitchell
Government amounted to  £8,094,000,
whereas the expenditure by the present
Government in 1928-29 amounted lo
£9,834,000. Then with regard to Loan money,
the present Government spent nearly
£750,000 more last year than did the Gov-
ernment in 1923-24. To put it another way,
the expenditure of Government moneys was
£30 10s. per head in 1923-24, whereas in
1928-29 the expenditure by the present
Government was £36 10s. per head of the
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pupulation, It naturally follows that money
spent amongst the people fo that extent
wmust have created a certain amount of
work and prosperity. 1t also indicates, how-
ever, that the people themselves have had
to shoulder & heavy increase in taxation.

‘the Minister for Rallways: A heavy in-
crease!

BMr. LINDSAY: Thuat there have been
many increases in taxation is reflected in
the amount of revenne received. It should
nafurally follow that the Government of the
day should have heen able ta enntinue the
good work of the Mitchell Government, anl
place the finances of the State in a better
position than they appear to be in to-day.
The Premier advanced as one reason for
the deficit the reduced quantity of timber
and wheat hanled over the railways. If
that be correct, surely that explanation
should bave had more foree in 1923-24 than
at present. In that year we produeel
13,000,000 bushels of wheat, whereas last
year the harvest represented 34,000,000
bushels. With a greaily augmented wheat
tratlie, the railways should have been able
to make much more money by way of rev-
enue.

The Minister for Railways: [t is useless
talking like that. Every bag of wheat that
we earry is carried at a loss.

Mr. LINDSAY: We are told that con-
tinnalty.

The Minister for Railways: You ean find
that out for yourself.

Mz, LINDSAY: The remarkable thing
about it all is that the only time when the
railways pay is during the three months
of the yvear when wheat is being hauled, It
is remarvkable that the Commissioner for
ltailways could advance the explanation
that one of the reasons for the loss on the
ratlway< was the reduction in the wheat
tratlic,

The Minister for Raibwavs:
na reduetion in that traffie.

Mre. LITNDSAY: There was a reduction
upon the anticipated haunlage.

The Premier: There was in faet an in-
ereaved teaffie last year.

AMr. LINDSAY: The Preinter made the
snme staiement,

The Propier: [ did not make it,

Mr. LINDSAY: JAnyone whe gives the
slivhtest consideration to the matter knows
that the wheat is earried in train loads,
not in [h-weight or ewt. parcels. Tf T de-

There was

[ASSEMBLY.]

gire to send o case of groceries to Wyal-
katchem, it has to be handled and put into &
small wayside truck that has to be shunted
off here and there, and then taken out aé
the uther end. All that costs a lot more
than is entailed in handling a truck of wheat.

The Minister lor Railways: It coste six
times as much.

Mr. Thomsen: And it costs six times as
nmuch to haudle it,

Mr. LINDBSAY : It wust be acknowleagel
thut a full train load is a much cheaper
formn of traftic than the converance of smal
parcels n trucks.

The Minister for Railways: But not six
timmes as cheap!

Mr. Thomson:
times the quantity.

Mr. LINDSAY: The fact remains that
the only time the railways pay is during
the three months when the wheat traffic is
available,

Mr. Withers: Other commodities make up
for it.

The Premier: It is the hon. member’s
opinion against that of the Commissioner
of Railways, whose statement it was.

Mr, LINDSBAY: That is so. Now it is
my opinion against the Premier’s. The
other pight when the Premier made a state-
ment about the land tax, he said the tax
had been inereased by only 85 per eent.,
1ot by 200 per cent. as some people had de-
clared. When that Bill was amended we
dounbled the rate of land tax, but there was
a 15 per eent. super tax removed from the
income tax. That Bill also took away all
land tax exemptions. At that time we hail
an exemption of £250 on agricaltural land
and ¢50 on land in the metropolitan area.
Both those exemptions were removed by
the Bill. The result is that if we take a
1,200-acere faym valned at £1 per aere at
a tax of 1d. in the pound, the taxpayer has
to pay €£3. Before the tax was altered, the
owner of a 1,200-acre farm valued at £1
per acre was allowed an exemption of €250
to becin with, and was then ehareed tax
at the rate of gne half-penny. o the owrr
poid €1 105, 7d. instead of the U5 that he
has to pav to-dav, Thereforce. when T sav
that the land tax hax been iucreased by
more thau 85 per cent. or 1 per cent., |
think those figures prove it.

The Minister for Railways: Take out
another illustration, that of a man in the
eity with a valnable property.

You do not carry siy
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Mr. LINDSAY: Just now I am dealing
with agricultural land.

The Minister for Railways: But to be
fair youn must deal with all lands.

Mr. LINDSAY: Very well. 1 said that
previously there was an exemption of £30
on a home in Perth. That exemption has
been removed, and the tax has been doubled.
So a block of land in the eity, valued at
2300, pays 100 twopences, whereas under
the old Act the tax was paid on £30, not
£100. in addition te which the rate was
then only half what it is to-day. So even in
the city the land taxation has been inereased.
Then there is another point: Under
the old et, although we had only the
exemptions | have mentioned for land tfax,
after we had paid onr land tax and were
paying our invome tax, we bad an exemp-
tion under the Income Tax Act of 50 per
cent. of the amount we had paid in land
tax. That has been removed. We do not
pay more land tax, hecause of that, but we
certainly have to pay more income tax.
So, when we sav the land tax has been in-
ereased by more than 100 per cent. fo a eer-
tain extent we are correct.

The Premicr: T am glad you say “to n
certain extent.”

Mr. LINDSAY: The member for Forrest
{ Miss Holman), when speaking on the Ad-
dress-in-Reply, dealt with those engaged in
ibe timber industry and deelared that the
new Torest regulations were of great ad-
vantage to those men. She went on to give
cortain fignres to the House, She said that
amonest the total of 3,292 men engaged in
the industry. there were 850 accidents per
annim, or a percentage of 25.8. 1t is a
very serions thing that that should ohtain
in auy industry.

Mr. Panton: The question is what was
the pereentage of accidents before that Act
came into operation?

My, LINDSAY: We have all read in the
Piess of the very great inecrease in the
premiums that have to he paid under the
Workers' Compensation Aet. No less than
425 per £100 bas to be paid on a hewer.

Mr. Sleeman: We will have to eover
them under State insurance.

Mr. Davy: That means 25 per cent.. any-
how,

Mr. LINDSAY: The timber regulations
were passed by the House for the purpose
of proteeting those engaged in the industry.

Mr. Panton: But we cannot protect the
hewer.
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Mr. LINIMSAY: $Still there are all the
other people engaged in the forest indus-
try.

The [Premier: But this high rate you
speak of uapplies to hewers,

Mr, LINDSAY: Well, take the hewers.
The member tor Forrest said the timber
regulations had been of great benefit to the
industry and were for the purpose of pro-
terting the employees in that industry.
Then we have the statement from the hon.
meber that among 3,292 men engaged in
the timber industry—they are vot all hew-
ers— there were 850 accidents. It is appal-
lng to think ibat sneh a state of things
could obtain. A little while ago the Pre-
mier was talking about the costs of produc-
tion. This sort of thing is going to increase
the cost of production, and also the cost
of living.

My. Panton: Yet this Parliament passed
that Aect.

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes, and we bhave to
realise the seriousness of the position. It
eannot he allowed to go on. It is com-
monly staled in the street that there is a
vonspiracy between the doctors and the vie-
tims of accidents sustained in the timber
indusiry. We know that it is se. Some-
thing must be done in order to protect the
people who are producing the wealth of
the conniry.

Mr. Xleeman:
repeal that Aet?

Mr. LINDSAY: Even if T tried to repeal
it, 1 could not. 1t is for the Government
to consider, and | hope they will consider
it.  The premium on clearers is 200s. per
€100, What is the position? The clearer
who earns less than the basic wage, sav
£200, has to be vovered by this premium.
1f I employ him, | must first of all pay o
premium of £25. Tn other words, clearing
thaf costs 30s. per aere has to bear an ex-
tra mmpost of 3s. Od. per acre for the in-
suring of the cleaver. It is going to add
that muech to the cost of elearing land. And
we are told that the timbher hewers are all
8 .ithern Europeans, and that there are
toes and fingers Iving all sbout over the
South-West. That may apply to the elear-
ers aleo, because there is a certain propor-
tion of Southern Europeans amopgst them.

Mr. Sleeman: You know it is quite a
big proportion.

Mr. LINDSAY: But they are not the
only people. Here we have the premium
on butchers increased from 27s. 6d. to 90s.
per £100. Probably they wounld average

Would the hon. member
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£300 per annum, so there is £13 a year to
inrate a buteley. I de not think there are
any Southern Europeans amongst them, but
it i« goine to add to the cost of selling meat,
and therefore to the cost of living. It is
& st serious thing for the people of West-
ern Australia, and inquiries shonld be made
t¢ find out whether some reduction of these
igh rutes could not be effected.

My, Sleeman: We shall have to push State
insurance a little more.

Mr. Thonisun: That 1s not the remedy.

Mr, LINDSAY: The other night | asked
a question about the Alsatian wolf-hound,
and the Premier said the (Government would
give consideration to the recommendation
made hy the recent confevence of Minis-
ters ol Agriculture. This is a very serious
question., There are in this State people
interested in the breeding and sale of Alsa-
tians, who will tell us they are sheep dogs.
i happen to have here the catalogue for
8 show exhibit of Alsatians. It was pre-
pared for that show by one of the Alsatian
breeders in this State. That very man has
declared that Alsatians are not woli-hounds.
Yet listen to this, which I find printed m
that catalogue~—

Extructs from the ' Wutehdog'' by Lieut.-
Colourl E. H, Richardson, Lite Commandant
of the British Wardop Sehool, Chapter 16,
British . Germun polive dogs: ** This ghep-
herd Jdog hax always been crosscd every now
and then with wolves to keep him ficrce, and
now that u large strong dog was purposely
mannfaetured hy expert breeders, it was again
thought 2:dvisable to bring in the strain of
woll ouet more io eusure the charaeter, and
severd]l of the first dops vegisterml in the
* Deutchershaferhupd Verein” were half wolf.
Thig accounts for the curious charieter of the
brecd, the nixture of timility and ferocity
that lurks in vo many of the dogs. The Ger-
man police dog as traihed by the Gernan
police, is a powerful nnimal eapable of preat
soverity.  That such un :mimal neede o ¢on-
siderable amount of control may well be un-
deratood, and with the wsual eapacity for
dragooning ¢verything with which he comes in
contae?, the German officinl has instituted a
form of training according to plan in which
strict diseipline is ineuleated hy variour waorids
of command.’?

Then he zoes on——
)

As wilness to this wolf ecross, T would re-
fer to such bhreeoders as Herr Strebel and Mon-
sieur Sodenkamp, well known continental
breeders who bear testimony to the fact of
the erossing with the wolf. As a matter of
fact, T find from personal investigation that
the crovs is still being made at loeal zoos in
Germany. [ have already explained that the
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Germans like an attacking dog. They are
very plessed with the wolf c¢ross, and consider
it renders the breed virila and determimed.
Therv are some English owners of the dogs
who are now trying tu disclaim this wolf c¢ross,
but the mest trivial inquiries amongst pre-
sent-day  German breeders and exporters to
this country confirm the faet, and they seem
to do so with pride. Herr '‘Strebel mentions
the curivus behaviour of the Borzois at a show
uat Dresden whenever the well-known Alsatian
Fulan 1 (which was « wolf c¢ross) passed their
benches.

The Premier: Do you say that is writ-
ten by a breeder of Alsatians!

Mr. LINDSAY: No, this is an
extract  trom the “Watchdog,” writ-
ten by Lieat-Col. E, H., Richardson.
I have other information here. For in-
stanee, Mr. Sanderson, secretary to the Pas-
toralists’ Association, published a letter in
the “West Australian” and mentioned Mr.
J. W. Pennington, M.L.A., chalrman of the
conference held recently in the Eastern
States, gquoting the faet that his daughter
imported aun Alsatian wolf-hound from
England. That lady was over 21 years of
age and the Alsatian tackled her to such
an extent that 11 stitches had to he pul in
her throat., The dog put its teeth through
the girl's breast and thigh and the resuit
was that she was 12 months in hospital.
The Alsatian is likely to be too much of a
menace to be allowed to live in Australia,
I think the Government should take action
to have such dogs sterilired or destroyed,
as the confervence of Ministers for Agrien!-
ture recenily unanimously recommended.
Another matter I wish to deal with is ti:
reply of the Premier to yuestions I asked
to-day. | asked him certain questions deai-
ing with the vermin fund. I wish memhers
of the Iouse to undersiand that I am the
representative of the agrienitavists on the
fund. T was nominated by the Vermin
Boards Association and the Government
saw fit to appoint me. I have received all
possible assistance to colleet information
and ecarry out mv duties. The beard con-
sisting of Mr. Paterson, Mr, Craig and my-
self have worked in harmonv. The Vermin
Aet was passed for a special purpose.
When the Bill was before the House I bit-
terly opposed the rate of tax and gave cer-
tain information as to how much would be
collected. My statement was repeatedly
denied by the Minister. To-day I am in a
position to say, "I told yon so.” The state-
ments I then made were true. The position
has arisen that we are taxing people for
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a =peeial purpose and the money is heing
used for other purposes. That is net right.
It was never suggested ot the time that we
should create such a balance as £38,800 in
the fund, an amount which is now held in
a Government trust fund, which the Gov-
ernment arve using and thus saving inferest
on an equivalent amount, and on which we
are receiving no interest. When money is
collected for a speeial purpose and there
is a surplus—there ought not to be a sur-
plus—it should be paid into a fund and the
interest it earns should be credited to the
fund and not to the Government.

My, Marshall: Was not it a special tax?

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes, for a speeial pur-
pose.

Mr. Marshall: Why go beyond the neces-
gary amount?

M. Thomson : Suspend the tax for a year.

Mr. LINDSAY: I can answer the mem-
ber for Murchison. While I have been 2
member of the fund I have gone to some
trouble to ascertain how much money we
were likely to get. The Taxation Depart-
ment officials never seemed quite sure how
much would be collected during the emsu-
inz vear, but this vear’s collections have
amounted to £50,174. Such a large sum
was never dreamed of. From personal ex-
perience I ean give one reason why such a
large amount has been collected. This year
I paid three vears’ taxation, because I had
not been previously a<sessed, and I assume
that an aeccumwlation of assexsments has
gone out this year and thus the amount eol-
lected has heen preatly increased.

Mr. Marshall: But it must be an ever-
inereasing amounnt.

Mr. LINDSAY: Yes. The faet re
mains that at the 30th June there wax
£38.8%) in the fund collected for the
special purpose. I have no doubt that he-
fore the end of June, 1930, there will be at
least £48.000, and probably £50,000, in the
fund.

Mr. Marshall: What are you, as a mem-
ber of ihe board, doing?

Mr. LINDSAY: Last year T called for
certain information. We had very little
money in hand at the time. The accumu-

lation has oecurred during the last 12
months. The surplus a year ago was
£10,023. When we analysed the position

I could not persunade the other members of
the boartl to recommend a reduction of the
tax. Of cowrse we eannot reduce the tax;
we can onhly make a recommendation to the
Government. . As soon as 1 obtained the
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ligures, 1 asked for a meeting of the advis-
ory board in order that a recommendation
might be forwarded to the Government in
favour of a reduction of the tax. TUnfor-
tunately Mr. Paterson lives at the north
end of Meckatharra and cannot run down
every five minutes, so I did the only other
thing possible—I asked the Government in
this House to reduce the rate of tax by
one-half for the present year. I believe we
have sufficient money in hand to carry on
if we reduced the rate of tax to 1id. and
jd. for the ensuing year,

Mr, Marshall: You have to remember that
with the eradication of the dingo the ex-
penditure from the fund wil be less and
less.

Mr. LINDSAY: That is not quife cor-
reet.  Although dingoes have slightly de-
creased, foxes have increased more than 200
per eent. during the last 12 months. Daring
the year ended 30th June last, the number
of dingoes paid for was 624 less than in the
previous year. We paid for 15400 dingoes
in the year before last and for 14,800 odd
last year. In the year before last we paid
for 1,001t foxes, but this year we paid for
3,60, The number of eagle. paid for 1a
the year just elosed was wore than double
the number in the venr before. Therefore,
although the figures show a slight decrease
for dingues, thev show a big inerease for
toxes aml eagles. We hope to get the wild
dogs under control, but unforiunately foxes
ave increasing in numbers. I a-ked the Pre-
wier another gquestion in counection with
the tfund, Last year 1 found out that the
fund was being debited with the expense.
fur collection. Last scssion the Premier told
u~ that the State was paying the Feler:l
Government £30,000 a vear for the eollec-
tion of ail taxes. The vermin tax is taxa-
tiom.  In order te asvertain the position, !
asked the Premier whether the charge made
for collerting vermin taxation was paid to
the Federal Government in addition to the
piymentt fixed under the agreement for th:
collection of State taxes, and the Premier
replied, “No.” I ean only assume that it
the amount is not paid to the Federal Gov-
ermnent, it is paid into State revenune and
I dn pot think that is quite fair,

Mr. Mavshall: Whether it is a form of
taxation or net, tell us who ecolects the
tax?

Mr. LINDSAY: The Commissioner of
Taxation. The result is that during the last
three years we have been charged hy the
Commissioner of Taxation a total of £2,528
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for ~ollecting the tax, and according to the
reply »f the PPremier it is noi a charge by
the Commonwealth Taxation Department,
heeause that department is collecting the
State taxes for £30,000, Evidently, there-
fore, the money is paid into State revenue.
I do not think it was ever intended by
Parliament that revenue shomld benelit hy
any amount from this special fund.

Mr, Thomson: Certainly it was not.

Mr. LINDSAY: In faet, this fund has
saved the State an expenditure ot more than
£3,500 per annum. Before the tax was im-
posed, the State paid for a certain number
of dingoes at J3s. or 10s. per scalp to the
amount of €3300 per annum. When the
tax eame into existence the money was paid
out of the fund and the Government saved
that £3,500 u year, In addition the Gov-
ernment have charged the fund this year
£1,250 for the cost of colleciing the tax.
I do not think that is fair. What is more,
T am beginning to think the Aect is rather
beneficial to the Government, inasmuck as
£38,800 ix lying in a Government trust
fund, of which the Government have the use.
If we put that money out at interest we
would get some return for it. Interest at
3 per cent. would give ns £1,200 a year,
and the Government by having the use of
that noney are saving 4 or & per cent. on
an eyuivalent amonnt. I have oficn been
placed in a peeculiar pesition on aceount of
my being one of the few agrienlturists who
helieve in this Aet. T have always main-
tained that the people shonld bear the cost
of destroving vermin, but when I find this
sort of thing happening, [ am forced to the
conclnsion that T may have made some mis-
takes.

Mr. Marshall: Yon have not made any
mistake.

Mr. TLINDSAY : [ cannot help remarking
on the statement made by the Premier to-
night-—it was also indicated by the Speech
—that the salvation of this eountry liez in
greater production. The Premier also said
that we would have to do something to re-
duce the cost of production. With that
statement I agree. The Premier mentioned
that one of the eauses of the high cost of
produetion was the tariff. T sincerely hope
his words will reach the ears of people in
the Fastern States. His party in Federal
nolitics, jndging from my reading of the
Press. are almost prohibitionists as regards
importations, hut it is also up to other
parties to give nus some relief from the high
tariff.
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Mr. Marshall: Earle Page, for instance.

Mr, LINDSAY: Yes. If the hon. member
will have 4 word with Mr. Scullin and other
members of his party, 1 will undertake to
have o word with Dr. Earle Page.

Mr. ’anton: Buy Earle Page is in the
saddle.

Mr. Marshall: You know that your party
have the reins in their hands at present.

My, LINDSAY: Yea, Dr. Earle Page
visited this State last year and 1 was re-
quested to place certain matters before himn
regarding the duty of tubular piping. [
was able to show him that the 40 per cent.
duty, which was io be imposed last Feb-
ruary, would cost the settlers under ome
water srheme £10 6s. per thousand acres.
I had a talk with Dr. Xarle Page and that
duty has not been imposed yet, so there
was some little vesult from my efforts, IE
other members will only do as much good
by their talk with Mr. Scullin, we may be
able to secure some reduction of costs. The
tariff increases not only the cost of pro-
duetion but also the cost of living and the
nataral corollary is that the Arbitration
Court awards higher wages and so it con-
tinues,

Mr. Marshall: You had better talk to
Earle Page about that also.

Mr. LINDSAY: The Federal Government
have already announeed their intention of
abolishing the Arbitration Couri. Again
the hon. member is a little bit too late, The
other night the member for East Perth (Mr.
Kenneally) iz reported as having made o
certnin statement at a meeting in the Town
Hall.

Mr., Sleeman: Were vou present?

My, LINDSAY : The Press gave it as fol-
lows:—

Mure moduction would not solve unemploy-
ment.  Tn order thnt workers might get the
henefit of labuur-saving machinery the hours
nf lahour should he reduced.

T am rather surprised that the hon. member
should have made such a statement.

AMr. Kenneally: The hon. member wonld
be well advised to leave it at that if he
did not hear it.

Mr. LINDSAY : If 1, as the representa-
tive of a hig organization, were reported in
the Press to have made such a statement and
it was not correet, T would take steps to
refute it. The very faet that the hon. mem-
ber has not done so shows that he has
been rather lax in  defending  his
good name. Tt is rather remarkable that
any man should make a statement from a
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public platforin that the only way to solve
the problem of unemployment was to work
less and not produce more.

AMr. Kenneally: Can the hon. member con-
tend iunl with improved machinery there
should not be lessened hours of labour?

Mr, LINDSAY: The hon. member has
asked me a question—

Hon., G. Taylor: Without notice.

Mr. LINDSAY: But I shall try to reply
to it. I would sooner deal with it on an-
other occasion, as I have quite a lot of in-
formation that I tbink would convinee even
the hon, member. Some time age the Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Science held
u congress in Perth. In the report of its
procecdings is a statement by the Common-
wealth Statisticiap showing that the in-
creased production of Awustralia had been
less than Yo per cent. in the preceding 19
years, notwithstanding the adoption of all
the improved machinery, On a previous
oceasion I quoted a report by Professor
Perkins, Director of Agriculture in South
Australia, who showed that the increased
efficiency of wheat farmers on Yorke's
Peninsnla during the xame period was 87
per cent, due to the use of improved
machirery but not to shorter working
hours. They increased their efficiency, as
they have to do to live. They have no Arbi-
tration Court award to protect them. The
wheat growers of Australia produce more
wheat per man than is produced in any
other part of the world. If they could not
produce it as cheaply as in any other eoun-
try T should be very much surprised. Quite
recently I found out something very inter-
esting. Canada and America are our two
strongest competitors. They practically fix
the priee of wheat in the world, because they
account for 65 per cent. of the world’s ex-
portations. It is remarkable that in the
last four years America has been using a
combined barvester that we have used in
Australia for the last 20 years. She has
reduced her eost of production so far as
harvesting is concerned to almost the same
tigure that we have reached here.

Mr. Kenneally: And I suppose now they
should work longer hours.

Mr. LINDSAY: Any farmer who thinks
he is going to farm his land by working 44
kours a week, and by working his men that
length of time, will soon end in the bank-
rupicy court,

Mr. Kenneally: You think he should work
still longer hours.
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Mr. LINDSAY: Certainly.  This fallacy
of 44 howrs a weoek is one of the things
that is ruining the country. We want more
work to be done by everybody. If we re-
duce the value of a man’s carnings, what
does it matter if we give him £1 a day ani
that £1 is not worth 1559 We should pro-
duce more wealth, and produce vur eommod-
ities ot a cheaper rate. The member for
Fast Perth is a sensible man and knows
these things. It he would only reason things
out, he wonld see that the people of Aus-
tralia must work in order to henefit them-
selves. 1f he would look at things in that
light he would be doing some good for those
he represents. This is a serious question.
It means that we in Australia bave not the
advantage we had previously. I have been
reading the United States Year Book of
Agvicultuve for 1927, I find that the Ame-
rican farmers were doing as Professor Per-
kins said the farmers in South Australia
were doing, namely taking the other man's
farm from him and inereasing their own
zreas. The good man was bhuying ount the
bad man, and the small man was selling
to the big one, With the inerease in the
use of machinery, there was a deerease in
the amount of labour used. If all the peo-
ple in Australia were only as efficient as
the man who is growing wheat, what a
great ecountry this would be. Professor
Perking said that whilst South Australia has
doubled her produetion, she has 3,000 fewer
people engaged in the rural industry than
she had hefore the produrtion was doubled.
In Ameriea it cost 18s. per acre to eut the
erop with a binder and thrasher, whercas
to-day with the combined harvester sueh as
we use here, it is costing only 6s. per acre.

Mr. Kenneally: Does the hon. member
say how he proposes to place the 3,000 per-
sons that the machinery has displaced?

Mr, LINDSAY: Yes. If we can reduce
the cost of production we can sell the things=
we manufacture somewhere outside Austra.
lin. The tariff on farm machinery opens
up a very big nuestion. I have here a hook
dealing with the sohject. To-day we pay
£110 for a machine that is selling retail in
Ameriea for £49) and the wages in America
are higher than they are here.

Mr. Sleeman: How much are the loeal
manufacturers of machinery there being
patronised ?

Mr. LINDSAY: T wish to compare the
wages paid in Toronto with those paid in
Melbourne, In the former place a blacksmith
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working 48 hours receives £6 3s. 3d, and
in the latter £1 17s. a week. I am not in
tavour of reduced wages. High wages are
cood for any country, but the men receiv-
ing tikn must work for them. No man ean
he paid 2Us, a day for long if he is only
varuing 18s. In Toronto machinists are
ewrtning £3 15s. 1 week and in Melbourne
£ 4s, 6d. And yet we cannot produve ma-
chinery in Australia in competition with
that produced in Capada. To send a com-
Linet drill from Toronto to Melbourne costs
£8 1lis. Td. without the duty of 45 per cent.
Despite that, we have manufucturing induos-
Lries in Austialia that cannot compete witi
lhose in Canada. It is remarkable.

AMr. Panton: There is nothing remark-
able abowut it. They have industrial organ-
isations in America and good machinery.

Me. LINDSAY: This writer talks about
indus(rial machinery. I have here the evi-
dence plared before the Tariff Board. This
show,; that MeKay's machinery manufae-
tured in Melbourne is as up-to-date as any
maclinery in the world.

Ms. Panton: And bhe is making a big
fortune out of it.

Mr, LINDSAY: Buat he and his men go
beivie a Taril Board and complain that
they ecannot compete with the imported
avticle.

The Mini-ter for Mines: That is why he
ean seil bis implements in the Argentine at
£15 apiece cheaper than he does in Au~
trulia.

Mr. LINDSAY: That is a fallaey 1 ean
explode,

The Minister for Miues: He is doing it.

My, LINDSAY: T defy anyone to prove
that that is so. Between 1911 and 1913
MeKay sent 2,000 combined harvesters to
the Argontine, Some of these are still in
the sheds there. No more have sinee been
sent. He is unable to sell one.

Mr. Rleeman: Perhaps they are heing
made locally.

Mr. LINDSAY: Those that were -~ld
fetched a high price. TIn those days the
American manufacturer would not make
them, but to-day farmers are extensively
using machines in the Argentine,. MeKay
has not sent one there since 1913. I wish
now to quote some figures showing prices,
The price of the Australian manufacturer
for a 6ft. binder is £75. Massey Harris'a
price in Toronto iz £47. It costs Massey
Harris £8 10s. to pack np, =hip and freight
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the implement to Australia, and there is an
addition of 45 per cent. duty when it lands.
Awvother Massey Harris binder is landed st
L2 atter duty and freight are paid. The
American Former, however, buys the article
at €47,

My, Sleemun: Why not make these things
owrselves?

My, LINDSAY : Famers have loct
Lhundreds of pounds’ worth of wheat here
through  using  the loeally-mannfactured
favming implements. Why cannot ihe Stnte
huplement Works manufacture wmachivery
that completely fills the bill?

Mr. Sleeman: You are a very
eitizen.

Mr. LINDSAY: MeKay sells his ma-
chinery in Melbourne at between £10 and
£12 cheaper than he does here. Tle has to
huild it there, pull it down again, pack it,
ship it, rehuild it kere and sell it to us.

Mr, Sleeman: You would rather buy ma-
chinery from a Chow,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, LINDSAY: There are not only the
high duties, but there is the distance be-
tween Canada and Fremantle, and also the
dlistance belween Melbourne and Fremantle.
o'l of which have to be added to the eost of
machinery; and yet we cannot make ma-
ehines here to compare with those made in
the other States,

The Minister for Railwav~: Give us somne-
thing albont plougbs and other things.

Alr. EINDSAY: Oue wonll assame fron:
the reniurks of some niembers that there wa-
an unboly eonspiraey on the part of prim-
ary producers not tv purcihase machinery
made by the Stote Tmaplement Works. The
primary produrer is just as sensible as anv
other man. He will huy the machinery that
suits him hest. I will show why the State
implements are not efficient. I will show
the kind of thing that is done when it come~
to a question of improving machinery.
Sfome four or five yerr. ago a trurk arvived
at Wyaleatchem. Upon it was a new reaper
thrasher of a kind no one had ever geen
hefore. It lav on the truek for weeks, and
the lecal agent for the State Implement
Works, Mr. MeDowell, eventnally put it on
the ramp. I asked him what the machine
was and he replied that it had evidently
been sent up for some purpose. I said T
supposed he would give it a trial, and he
replied that he would write to the works
about it. Tle did write, and a fitter was

loyal
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~ulecnently sent up to lit the machine to-
wether. Mr. MeDowell then said he would
vet the lunn of some horses and give the
machine a trial. We assembled a number
of farmers to have a look af it. There was
some semblance of good about the machine.

Mr. Sieeman: That is the first good word
you have ever uttered for the works.

Mr. LINDSAY: But it was not alto-
wother successful. It was some new thing
the works had to assemble. They had ob-
tained it from somewhere and it hed been
sent up for trial. Wonld any machinery
tirm have sent a new machine into the coun-
try and allowed it to remain there for weeks
hefore giving it a trial?t Not a soul was
sent up with it. The works went to the cost
of sending it to Wynrleatchem, and no one
with any mechanical knowledge except an
ordinary fitter was told off to put it in con-
dition for a trial. The machine was put to-
gether and we walked around it. The farm-
ers who were present were just as keen on
its being snecessful in its trial as anyone
else could he. After the trial the maehine
wae put back on the ramp and left there
until Mr., MeDowell was told to return it
to the works. I could see that several im-
provements were requived here and there.
I saw the same machine at the Royal Show
some time later on, I also saw Mr, Me-
Dowell and asked him why the improve-
ments which had been suggested bad not
heen made. Te told me T had better see
Mr. Murray, to whom I was introduced. I
was going to make some suggestions to that
ventleman concerning improvements that
had occurred fo me. When I told Mr. Mur-
ray about them he said, “We will pay your
fare o South Australia, and then youn ean
tell May Bros. all about it.” I replied T did
not want any damned cheap insults, and
that I could pay my own fare if I so de-
sired. The machine was eventually sold to
a man in Bruce Rock, and no attempt has
over been made to improve it. Could any-
one understand MeKay's doing a thing like
that? Yet members want to know why the
State machinery is not successful.

Mr. Sleeman: You ought to be ashamed
of your atlack upon the State Implement
Works.

Mr. LINDSAY: I have done more for the
State Implement Works in the matter of
getting improvements made to machinery
than has the member for Fremantle,
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Mr. Sleeman: You have endeavoured to
blaclien them whenever you could.

Mr. LINDSAY: The road making machine
they now have in operation was the result
of my own endeavours. I was the chairman
of a Toad board which imported a road-
grading machine from America, the second
of its kind ever imported to Australin. The
State Implement Works gave a demonstra-
tion of a road-grader plough, and I was in-
vited as a member of the Road Boards Asso-
ciation to witness it. Mr. Shaw asked me
what was wrong with the machine and T told
him what I thonght. I said we had a good
machine in my distriet, and that I would
have it put in operation at any time it was
suitable to him. Mr, Shaw, Mr, Munt and
Mr. George, who was Minister then, and Mr.
Willmott were with me at the time. It was
agreed that a demonstration should be given
on the following Sunday. I approached our
contractor about it, and we had the machine
put inte operation on the Sunday. Mr.
Shaw, Mr. Munt and the foreman of the
plough department took drawings of the
machine, although there were 200 patents
taken out in eonnection with it. The works
subsequently built a machine which is doing
good work to-day. Has the member for
Fremantle ever done as much for the State
Implement Works?

Mr. Sleeman: You have done nothing hut
blacken them.

Mr. LINDSAY: I am trying to show the
difference in the cost of various types of
machinery. The Australian manufacturer's
price in Australia of an 8ft. spring-tooth
cultivator is £35 odd. The same thing in
Canada is £15 15s, in New Zealand £32 2s,
6d., and in Vietoria and New South Wales
£35 125, 6d. In Canada high wages are paid,
a matter of 30 per cent. more than our men
get here, notwithstanding which the manu-
facturers there can turn out and sell this
cultivator at £15 15s. agsinst £35 12s. Gd. in
Australia.

The Minister for Railways:
piecework there,

Mr. LINDSAY : Of course they have.
Why should they not? ’

The Minister for Railways: McKay’s have
piecework, I mean. Youo have said there is
tremendous virtue in that, and now you are
running it down. .

Mr. LINDSAY: No. However, McKay's
are the only penple who can compete. Where
is the virtue in the Government organisation
preventing McKay from starting here?

They have
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The Minister for Railways: With all his
virtue, he charges twice as much here,

Mr. LINDSAY: What I have said previ-
ously on this subject I am prepared to re-
peat now. I was in the Eastern States with
Mr. 8am McKay for two days going through
his works. He questioned me about the
possibilities of wheat production in Western
Australia. 1 then told him, and I am pre-
paiul now to maintuing (hat the finn could
sell more machines in Western Australia
than iz all the rest of Australia. Mr. McKay
agreed with me, rayiog “I will go over to
Western Australia, and if I can get the same
conditions I will start the making””—not the
assembling, it is to be noted—“of machines
there”” When he came over here to consult,
a meeting of the metropolitan conneil of
the AL.P. told him, “You eannot have piece-
work” 1Ilis reply was, “If I eannot have
piecework here, I will net start at all.” The
Minister for Railways says Mr. MecKay bas
pieeework in the East. Of conrse he has.
Had he been allowed to institnte the piece-
work system in Western Australia, the
furmers of Western Awustralin would have
derived the advantages I have indicated.
They would have been saved the cost of
assembling in the BEastern States, the cost of
freight from the East to Western Aunstralia,
sl the cost of reassemhline here. The
machines would have cost them fully 10 per
cent. less than they are costing to-day. Let
me illustrate the difference hy quoting
firures. In Melhourne a reaper and har-
vester of 10 feet costs €170. In Perth the
same machine costs £18). A 20-dise drill
costs £80 in Melbourne, and in Perth costs
£88 105, A vombined 16 x 33 in Melbourne
costs £76, and in Perth £88 10s. Those
prices indieate the saving which would re-
sult to Western Australian farmers if the
implements were manufactured here. Under
those conditions, moreover, there would be
306 or 400 citizens of this State receiving 30
per cent. more than the award of the Arbi-
tration Comrt. I realise as well as anybody
else thet in the past there have been serious
difficulties about piecework. However, I
investigated the piecework system in Vie-
toria. I consuolted the men, and I even
went so far as to ask how they arrived at
prices. Their manner of doing so is remark-
able. It appears that three men out of the
shop consult with three foremen or officials
in like positions. There bas been no frie-
tion. There has never been a strike in the
works. The wages sheets showed that the
average person employed there received 30
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per cent. more than the wages fixed by the
Arbitration Court. However, more than 30
per cent. additional work is done. The over-
head costs remain the same whether a man
turns out only one ploughshare per day or
a greater number. The same amount of
supervision is required in either case. If
the output of a man is doubled, overhead
charges, so far as he is concerned, are re-
duced hy 50 per cent. Consequently the
manufactnrer muost be able to reduce the
price of the ariiele. I had not expected to
he drawn into al} these arguments to-night.
If I bad foreseen a few of the interjections,
I would have collected more data to enable
me to deal with the questions thnt have been
roised. I hope that on some future date I
shall have the opportunity of addressing
myself to them again.

On motion by Mr. Brown, debate ad-

journed.

House adjourned at 8.50 p.m.

Legistative Councu,
Triresday, Gth Sugust, 1524,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.an., and read prayers.

QUESTION—WORKERS' COMPENSA-
TION ACT, ABUSES.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN asked the Chief See-
retary: In view of the abuges of the Work-
ers’ Compensation Act, as disclosed by the
insurance companies, do the Government
propose to amend that Act during the pres-
ent session ¥

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: Itis
not admitted that the information pub-
lished by the insurance companies is eor-
rect. A statement dealing with the matter
will be made shortly.



