[7 Avaust, 1928.] 19

ling the Labour movement here to invist
npon the workers of this State rtanding
apart from the piece work system. I desire
to support the motion.

On motion by Hon. H. A. Stephenson,
debate adjourned.

House adjourned at 3.35 p.m,

Legislative HAssembly,
. Tuesday, 7th August, 1928,

Page

Questions : Fremantle harbour, accidenta 19
Ratlways—1 Locomotlvaa. ‘auty; 2, moohon-
Dals pro%o ale-Armadale trial sur-

vey ; 4. Brook Cranbrook ... .- 10

Bducation, om and prjvlleges 20

Unemployment, South-Wes! 20
Main Bnard—l, Levlel on loenl bodiea.

2, Wll of levi 20

Bitting Days and Hours 20

Government businam, preoedenee 28

I.mva oI wmu 1), ol ;g

. 0. 1), "
Addreaa-i?t p‘u second day ... 27

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR,
ACCIDENTS.

Mr. THOMSON asked the Premier: 1,
How many vessels during the last twelve
months have crashed into the Fremantle
harbour wharf? 2, What were the names
of the vessels and the dates en which
the accidents happened? 3, What was the
cost of repairing the damage on each occa-
sion? 4, Who paid for the damage done?
5, To what reason “officially” were the
accidents attributed?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Three. 2,
s.s. “Jervis Bay,” 12 October, 1927; ss.
“Surrey,” 4th May, 1929; ss. “Moreton
Bay,” 20th June, 1928. 3, “Jervis Bay”
£1361 8s. 8d.; “Surrey” £233 9s. 10d.;
“Moreton Bay,” £1,036 15s. 10d. 4, The
Fremantle Harbour Trust. 5, “Jervis Bay™
case—Mishap was attributed to the fact

that the ship’s towline to a tug-boat earried
away owing to unskilful handling by the
ship’s crew directed by a responsible ship’s
officer, and to the fact that a responsible
ship’s officer so unskilfully handled the
ship’s ancher that it failed to hold. “Surrey”
case—Mishap was attributed to the faiture of
the usunal seaman-like measures Llaken to
cause the ship to stop. The master of the
ship wrote to the Trust exonerating the
pilot from all blame. “Moreton Bay” case—
Mishap was attributed to the fact that one
engine being out of commission the ship had
not sufficient power to overcome a sudden
squall which drove her into the wharf.

" QUESTIONS (4)—RAILWAYS,
Locomotives, duty.

Mr. THOMSON asked the Minister for
Railways: What is the total amount of
duty that would have bern imposed if the
ten locomotives made at Midland had heen
imported?

The MINTSTFR FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: Assuming that the engines could have
been purchased at the same price as those
previously imported, the amount of duty
would have been £20,503,

Brookton-Dale project,

Mr. BROWXN asked the Premier: Now
that the permanent sorvev of the proposed
Brookton-Dale railway is completed, when
is it intended by the Government to proceed
with the work of construction?

The PREMIER replied: This will be cou-
sidered when the survey beyond Dale River
is far enough advanced to enable the route
beyond this point to be loeated.

Dale-Armadale tricd survey.

Mr. BROWN asked the Premier: What
progress has been made with the trial sue-
vey of the proposed railway route hetween
Dale and Armadate?

The PREMIER replied: Nothing will be
done until eompletion of the aerial sur-ey.
This latter is at present held up awaiting
favourable weather conditions.

Boyup Brook-Cranbrook.

Mr. J. H. SMITH asked the Premier:
Do the Government propose the early econ-
struction of the Bovnp Brook- Cra.nbrook
railway?
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The PREMIER replied: Commencement
will be considered in conneetion with the
Loan FEstimates.

"~ QUESTION—EDUCATION, CONCES-
SIONS, AND PRIVILEGES.

Mr. NORTH (for Mr. Mann) asked the
Minister for Railways: Yhat are the con-
ditions that control the issue of privilege
tickets, concessions, and free passes to
children attending educational schools?

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS re-
plied: The conditions are set forth on pages
47, 48, 48, 52, 53 and 65 of the Coaching
Rates Book. In addition, certain free travel
is granted to pupils of 7th and higher
standards attending eentral schools.

QUESTION—UNEMPLOYMENT IN
SOUTH-WEST.

Mr. J. H. SMITH asked the Premier:
In view of the faet that serious unemploy-
ment exists in the South-West, will the
Government extend to the different poad
boards the £1 for £1 subsidy up to £500 to
relieve the position, on conditions similar
to those granted to other local bodies?

The PREMIER replied: Yes, and the
Public Works Department has already com-
manieated with several of the road hoards
in the South-West.

QUESTIONS (2)—MAIN ROADS
BOARD.

Levies on local bodies,

Mr. FERGUSON asked the Premier:
What is the total amount levied to date by
the Main Roeads Board under Section 30 of
the Main Roads Aet on lceal governing
_bodies throughont the State as their quota
of the construction of main roads?

The PREMIER replied: £4,520 9s. 1d.

Waizing of levies.

Mr. E. B. JOANSTON asked the Pre-
mier: 1, With reference to the Minister’s
statement during the last session of Parlia-
ment that the Government were eonsidering
the introduction of lemislation to waive the
heavy levies issmed hy the Main Roads
Board acainst varions read hoards and
municipalities, has anv decision heen

arrived at in the matter? 2, Is he aware
that the levies made by the Main Roads
Board for improvements alleged to have
been made to main roads against local
governing bodies in the country are out of
all proportion to the valae of the work per-
formed on the roads? 3, If so, will he
have these claims wholly withdrawn?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2,
3, Answered by No. 2.

No.

SITTING DAYS AND HOURS.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [4.39]: I move—

That the House, unless otherwise ordered,
shall meet for the despateh of business on
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays at 4.30
p-m.,, and shall sit until 6.15 p.am. if mneces-
sary, and, if requisite, from 7.30 p.m. onwards,

ME. THOMSON (Katanning) [4.40]:

I move an amendment—

That “4” in line 4 be struck out and
“two” inserted in Heu.

I should like to know whether the Premier
will give consideration to the question of
the House meeting at 2.30 p.m. instead of
430 p.m. This would not greatly upset
the work of Ministers. I may be speaking
from a selfish point of view. Country mem-
bers are practically cooling their heels all
day waiting for 4.30, and then we have to
remain within the precinets of the House
unfil the adjournment. This matter has
been discussed previously. I feel sure the
alteration would suit the convenience of
the majority of members, particularly those
who live in the country. I do not think it
would inconvenience metropolitan members.
The only people to whom it may possibly
cause a certain amount of inconvenience
would be Ministers.

Mr. Davy: Do not say “may’’ eause.

Mr. THOMSON: I hope it would eause
them a certain amount of inconvenience.
I move this amendment in order fo get an
expression of opinion from the House.

MR. E. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-Narro-
gin) [443]: I support the amendment.
Many members will recall the fact that a
few years ago we tried day sittings. They
were very successful,

The Minister for Mines: There were
about five members in the House.
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Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Two or three
King's Counsel were in the House at the
time, and took a good deal of exeeption to
these hours. I think that was the main
reason why a system which had been work-
ing very satisfactorily, particularly as it
affected country members, and I think also
Ministers themselves, was ehanged.

The Minister for Mines: You could have

counted the House out on any day when
it sat.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: We have the
example of other Parliaments. The Queens-
land Parliament meets in the day time.

The Premier: I believe it is reverting
to the night sittings.

Mr. Teesdale:
a dead failure,

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: Not at all. It
means that members of Parliament carry
ont their duties in the day time for the
most part. In the Federal Parliament a
good deal of business is done during the
day. Federal Ministers have big and im-
portant departments to administer, but
they are able to carry on their work in the
House during the day. The present system
is a relic of the old days. At that time
members received no salary, and were not
expected to give as much time to their
public duties as they are called upon to
give to-day. In what have been called the
bad old days the seats in Parliament were
occupied largely by men who were in a big
way of business, and who came along to
Parliament in the evening in order to put
in their spare time. That is altogether
altered to-day, for now members of Parlia-
ment have to devote much more time to
their Parliamentary duties. Tt would be
of great advantage to all, and particularly
to country members of Parliament, if we
were allowed to meet at 2.30. I am sorry
that the Leader of the Country Party did
not suggest 10 a.m. in his amendment. T
have heard prominent members of the Gov-
ernment advocate the adoption of that
eourse.

Mr. Teesdale: Name them!

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON: I am surprised
that we have not adopted that system be-
fore to-day. It womld be in the interests
of members if the House aceepted the
amendment.

It has been advertised as

HON, SIR JAMES MITCHELIL (Nor-
tham) [4.46]: I do not wish to record my
vote without explaining my attitude on this
question. We have tried earlier sittings,
with, in my opinion, disastrous results. The
earlier sittings did not have the effect of
causing the business to be dealt with more
expeditiously.

Hon. W. J. Georze: It meant longer
speeches.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Under
the earlier sitting experiment, we sat long
into the night and for as many days of the
year as formerly. If we were to meet during
the day time, we should assemble at 10 a.m.
and adjourn before the dinner hour.

Hon. W. J. Qeorge: And when could
Ministers do their work?

The Minister for Works: At night time!

Mr. Thomson: It will be as broad as it
will be long for Ministers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Naq, be-
caunse it will mean sitting for at least two
houra longer than we do now. That would
be the only result of the change. It is a
tremendous anxiety to get members here for
the opening of the sitting, and it will be
more so if we are to attempt to get them
here at 2.30. In my opinion, every member
should be in attendance when the House
meets,

Mr. Wilson : Some cannot get here at 4.30
pm.!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, it
looks like it. They should be here when the
House meets, beeanse it is important to hear
the debates and to know what is going on.
If it were possible o do more business by
meeting at 2.30 instead of at 4.3¢ p.m,, it
would be different, but my experience of
early meetings is that they have proved dis-
astrous. It was of no advantage to members
generally, and it was decidedly to the dis-
advantage of some members in particular.
Moraover the business was not dealt with
more effectively. The member for Williams-
Narrogin (Mr. E. B. Johnston) spoke about
the had old davs before the payment of mem-
bers was instituted. He said members at-
tended to their Parliamentary duties after
they had finished their work for the day.
There are a great many people who contend
that the counfry was ag well governed then
as it is now.

Mr. Thomson: That is quite wrong.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It may
be: but there are many who hold that
opinion. Certainly in those days taxation
was lighter and the burden upon the people
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generally was less than it is to-day. I am
sorry that I have to disagree with the views
of the member for Katanning (Mr. Thom-
son}, but it appeals to me as being futile to
agree to the earlier sittings. It is necessary
that Mipisters shall have until 430 p.m. 10
prepare for the Parliamentary sitting. I
do not know that we could compare the work
of a Minister in the State House with fhat
of a Minister in the Federal Parliament.
Federal Ministers have unlimited funds and
many more officers to assist them, while they
have fewer activities and fewer responsibili-
ties by far than Staie Ministers. Then the
Federal Government have more Ministers,
and the work for each individual must be
much lighter than that which our Ministers
arve called upon to perform. Then again
Ministers have to see people during the day,
and attend fo necessary routine work. My
experienee as a Minister of the Crown justi-
fies me in saying that Ministers require
until 430 p.n. each day, before they are
called upon to attend fo their duties in this
Chamber. Apart from that, T would be
sorry, from the Opposition standpoint, if I
did not have time to prepare for a sitting
of the House. The Leader of the Country
Party must be in the same position. There
are seven Ministers in this Chamber and
two in another place. All of them have io
place work before us that we must consider.
It is useless coming here unless we are pre-
pared to deal with the legislation properly.
I hope the Government will not agree to the
proposal to meet earlier in the day. 1 re-
present a couniry constituency, and I do
not consider the earlier sitting would be of
any advantage to me. Past experience shows
that we would not do any more work; we
would sit just as long, and for the same
oumber of days in the year.

HON. W. J. GEORGE (Murray-Welling-
ton) [4.50]: I presume the member for
Katanning (Mr. A. Thomson), when he
moved his amendment, had in mind that if
we met earlier in the day we would not sit
for s0 long during the year.

Mr, Thomson: That is so.

Hon. W. J. GEORGE: He probably also
thought that that would mean liberating us
from our Parliamentary duties so that we
could deal with the requirements of our
eonstituencies on the spot. If the member
for Katanning had occupied the position of
& Minister, in respect of which T know, he
has aspirations, he would appreeiate the
position more. For my part I cannot agree

that the proposal would be of advantage.
1f the member for Katanning had ever been
a Minister, he would realise that ii would
be quite impossible to attend to the affairs
of the whole Stafe if more time had to be
devoted to Parliamentary work. As a rule,
the mornings have to be devoted by Ministers
to interviewing people and dealing with
routine work. That oceupies all the morning
up tili lunch time, and 1 doubt whether any
Mipister gets more than a half-hour or a
quarter of an hour at a time to devote to
departmental work, unless he takes the pre-
cantion of locking himself in. While 1 was
Minister for Works, more than 75 per cent.
of my time in the mornings was devoted to
interviewing members of Parliament and
others who have the right to see a Minister
upon matters that they consider of import-
ance, The time devoted to consultation with
departmental officers is generally from after
Innch until 4 o’clock, when a Minister has
to proceed to Parliament. Some years ago
we tried the experiment of sitting earlier,
and if the memoriea of other members serve
them as mine does me, they will realise the
experiment meant that a great deal more
time was spent in talking and less work was
done, If hon. members will refer to the
pages of “Hansard” at that time, they will
see that the earlier speeches were always
long. Generally there were two speeches de-
livered between the time of meeting and 6
o'clock. What was the idea? If members were
honest, they would admit the explanation
was that they knew the earliest speeches of
the day received the best reports in the
morning’s paper. ] do not consider it would
be of advantage to commence the sittings
sarlier either from the standpoint of work
done or of ending the session earlier. On
the other hand, such a move wonld interfere
materially with the work of Ministers.
Although their Parliamentary work may not
be of very great importance, still their ad-
ministrative duties require more time than
would be at their disposal. Tf the member
for Katanning ever beecomes a Minjster of
the Crown, as I presume he will, he will
appreciate the fact that more time is neces-
sary for Ministers to devote attention to
departmentsl work, and therefore an earlier
sitting will materially affect them from that
standpoint.

HON. G. TAYLOR {(Mount Margaret)
[4.55]: Tn the past T advocated earlier
sittings and vears ago that proposal was
strennously opnosed. Parliamegnt deecided
to give it a trial, and we did so for one
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session. The result was that, in the opinion
of the Government of the day and of mem-
bers themselves, it was a failure. We found
that members were not here for the com-
mencement of the sifting.  Business and
other considerations kept them away from
the House during the earlier part of the
proceedings. Finally we had to revert to
the sittings commencing at 4.30 pm. In
Queensland, where there is one legislative
chamber only, they have been sitting during
the daytime instead of at nighf. After an
experience extending over several years,
members there have come to the conclusion
that they could alter the system with ad-
vantage. I saw some natification to that
effect in the Press recently.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: And they have
proxy voting there, too.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The intention is to
recommence the 4.30 sittings there. Here
we tried the earlier sittings and they proved
a failare. TFor my part, T thonght they
would have proved a huzh suceess. The
pages of “Hansard” will indicate to mem-
bers how T advoeated that change, but, in
view of our experience in the past, I cannot
snpport the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
Question put and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,
PRECEDENCE.

On motion by the Premier, ordered: That
on Tuesdays and Thursdays Government
business shall take precedence of all mo-
tions and Orders of the Day.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. G. Taylor, leave of
ahsence for one month granted to Mr
Sampson (Swan) on the ground of urgent
private bunsiness.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 1) £1,910,500.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. P. C(Collier—Bounlder) [4.58]: I

move—

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable resolutions
from the Committee of Supply and Ways and
Means o he reported and adopted on the same
day on which thev shall have passed those
Committees, and also the passing of a Supply
Bill through all its stages in one day, and to
enable the business aforesaid to be entered
upon and dealt with before the Address-in-
Reply is adopted.

Question put and passed.

Message.

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriation for the
purposes of the Bill,

In Commitiee of Supply.
The House having resolved into Com-
mittee of Supply, Mr. Lutey in the Chair,

THE PREMIER (Hon,
Boulder) [52]: I move—

That there be granted to His Majesty on
account of the services of the year ending the
gggh June, 1929, a sum not exceeding £1,910,-
This is the estimate of requirements for the
two months, July and Angust. It is hased
on the expendilure of last year. It is the
customary request for Supply made at the
opening of a session, although it is a few
days later than usual, dve to the fact thal
we were a few days late in opening the
gession.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Surely you dc
not want £1,910,500 for two months?

The PREMIER: The amount is base¢
exactly on last year's figures and covers the
requirements for two months. The Estimates
are now being prepared. Whilst I do noi
like to make any definite promise, fo
Treasurers who make promises sometimes
fail lo live up to them, still I am hopeful of
getting the Iistimates down at an earlie:
stage this year than has been possible dur
ing the last few years. The Leader of tht
Opvposition will appreciate the trouble the
Treasurer has in finally getting the Esti
mates down to a figure that he is willing tc
present to the House,

Hon. G. Taylor: This amouni will naf
earry you up to the passing of the Esii
mates.

The PREMIER: No. Tt will be nores
sary to get fnrther Supply before then
That also is the nsual practice. As a matte:
of faet we have alwayvs had to get Supnly
until nearlv the end of 'he half-vear; tha
is, before the Estimates are passed.

P, Collier—

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor
tham) [54]: ©Of course every Treasure
asks for Supply about this time in eac
year. Moreover we always expect to haw
the Tstimates at a very early date, but goo
intentions are not always fulfilled. The pre
sentation of the accounts late in the year i
highly unsatisfactory, and the public mus
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be confused in the meantime, The State’s
position, as the result of the year’s trans-
actions, as shown the other day, is certainly
very confusing, Le} me try to explain what
it means. Under speeial Acts we have pro-
vided £112,000 less than we had Jast
year. And last year, it muost be re-
membered, we did not pay interest
and sinking fund on the bonds held by
the London trogtees. In the meantime
we must have raised £4,700,000 of loan
money, and in consequence there must be
more interest and more sinking fund to pay.
There is herz an item of £511,000 under the
heading of ‘“Miscellaneons Services” and
paid inte a trust account. Of course, it is
not a service at all. Last year the Premier
set aside £150,000 for group settlement. It
was made a debit to Miscellaneous Ser-
vices. The amount last year under Miscel-
laneous Services was £230,000. It is quite
impossible to say how much interest and
sinking fund should be placed to the debit
of the fund this year, when the amount
stands at £511,861. Why the Premier uses
this heading for what is not a service at all
is & mystery to me. It is most confusing.
If we add the two items-—Interest and Sink.
ing fund and Miscellaneous Services—we get
for this year a debit of £3,689,000, whereas
Iast year it was £3,525,000, It shows there is
an increase of borrowed money, which must
mean interest to pay. The Treasurer will
realise what the inereased amount is and
whether a proper debit hag been made under
the Loan Aects. It really is a law of the land
that there can be no advance to the Treasurer
if the amounts are not fairly debited. It is
all very confusing to the public. Then, too,
we have interest and departmental charges
under State Trading Concerns. Last year
the inferest was £38,000 whereag this year it
is £06,000, That it for departmental charges
and interest. I wonder whether the interest
has been added to the Wyndham Meat Works
this vear. TLast vear we wrote off £500,000
from the State steamers. It is very contra-
dictory, because we still owe the £500,000,

The Premier: We showed the State ships
in a wrong light.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, in
the right light, but an uncomfortable light.

The Premier: I think in the wrong light
No business concern would show the position
in the same way. When the ships returned
e profit we took that profit into revenue,
and when they wanted money we borrowed
it and paid intevest on if.

Houn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then
the Premier might have returned the amount
from revenue. WWhat gnes into revenue in
ihat way should come ount of revenue.

The Minister for Mines: You did not do
that, although you ked a large sum from the
State steamers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The war
was over before I became Premier, and the
profits from the steamers had gone also,
The “Kangaroo’ made £120,000 under char-
ter, but the money had been taken to revenue
in the previous year.

The Premier: Yes, thai is so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Treasurer still has to pay interest on that
£500,000. I agree that “profit taking” might
be set against the account, but I should like
to know how this £38,000 has become £96,-
000 for this year. It must have been done
by making a debit against the Wyndham
Meat Works, interest on which has been sus-
pended sinee 1921. In that year we took the
aggregate profits from all the State trading
concerns and made a debit. Then, when the
profit on timber and other concerns was not
sufficient, we made no charze for interest
against the Wyndham Meat Works. That
was a reasonahle thing to do. I was
wondering if the Premier has brought into

. account intevest on those works.

The Premier: No, not this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then
how do you bring the £38,000 to £96,0009

The Premier: I have not the figures here,
but T will let you have them to-morrow.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
the Premier will, for it looks as if either
interest was not charged this year, or the
departmental services have been increased.
I hope the Premier will let us have that in-
formation to-morrow, It will be remem-
bered that the Financial Agreement Bill in-
cluded other matters. Amonegst them was
the abolition of the payment of £15,000 a
vear to Land Improvement Loan Fund. I
nnderstood then that until the ngreement he-
came law sueh payments would be eontinued.
I should like lo know what is going to hap-
pen to this fund. The debit in the fund re-
presents work done on the land in the way
of surveys, ete, which work is paid for,
and unless we reinstate the amount to loan
the effect will be that loan will have paid for
services and improvements, money that later
will be put into revenue. That is undesirable
and absolntely wrong. Are we going to take
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all the money for such services in future out
of revenue or out of lonn?

The Premier: I think it is a proper charge
to loan.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Survey
fees are charged to settlers.

The Premier: The amount of £15,000 does
not cover everything.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was
fixed as the amount necessary.

The Premier: It was nothing like the
amount necessary.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
amount spent on surveys this year was
£28,000. If we go on paying £15,000 long
enough it will cover the whole outlay. What
the Premier has to recover is interest and
sinking fund. The payments were not de-
signed to recoup the total debit in five years
or ten years, but £13,000 a year would he
sufficient to pay interest and sinking fund on
the amount and so repay the loan in time.
It would surely be a pernieious principle to
epend money out of loan and have the re-
payments returned to revenne.

The Premier: That has been done in many
directions.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
know thai it has.

The Premier: I think it has.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then it is
& very recent arrangement,

The Premier: No, it is not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In what
way has it been done?

The Premier: In many ways we have spent
loan moneys on work and returned the in-
terest to revenue.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We pay
interest on loans; we do not return interest
to revenue. This is a retnrn of prineipal,
not interest on an investment. It is money
spent to clear land or make surveys and is
repaid by the men who get the blocks. It
is not money that should go into revenue.
At any rate revenne has henefited to the ex-
tent of £15,000 this year. The Premier also
persists in saying that he lost in the deal
over income tex.

The Premier: It is a faet.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier should refrain from making that state-
ment. A simple calculation proves other-
wise, Of course the Premier harks back
for a year or two.

The Premier: You cannot make a com-
parison unless yon do so.

Mr. Davy: If what you got was two-
thirds of what you would have got, a child
could make the caleulation.

The Premier: A child eould not make the
caleulation. I am absolutely certain that I
lost money over it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is a
gimple ealeulation. The Premier received
£323,597 after allowing a deduction of one-
third, which was £161,798. The assessment
was £485,395, and from thet was deducted
one-third, or £161,798. If the Premier got
£200,000 from the Commonwealth, he bene-
fited by the difference hetween that and
£161,798. .

The Premier: You have not allowed for
any natural inerease in the sum we would
colleet each year, Take a period of four or
five years, and you will find the receipts
have been inecreasing every year. Yet you
have not allowed for that increase.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That will
not work at all. What the Premier was en-
titled to get last year was income taxation
assessed at £485,395,

Mr. Davy: What he did get was two-thirds
of what he would have got had the deduction
of one-third not been allowed.

The Premier: Where did you get the
amount of income tax assessed?

Hon. G. Taylor: From your statement.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The tax
on the income assessed yielded £485,395.
From that, one-third was deducted, leaving
£323,597,

The Premier: I will undertake to show
to-morrow that it was not so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That you
did not receive £323,597 last year?

The Premier: Of course the published
figures of what we did receive are correct.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
£323,507 represents two-thirds of what
would have been received had there been no
reduction of the £485,495, What the Premier
actually received was £323597, plus the
£200,000 Federal grant, which gave him
£523,597 instead of £485,395. Consequently
the Premier gained by £38,202, and I eannot
understand why he will persist in stating
that he lost over the deal.

The Premier: Beeause it is a fact.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is not
a faet. The truth is that incomes are getting
smaller.
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The Premicr: The amount is getting
smaller because the taxable income is getting
less.

The Minister for Mines: Becanse so0 many
people are forming companies.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister for Mines had better leave this
matter fo the Premier.

The Premier: Of course there are consid-
erable arrears for the year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That hap-
pens in every year.

The Premier: More in some years than in
other years.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELY.: That is
beside the question. Though the Premier
reduced inecome taxation by 3314 per cent,
it paid him to do so because he made £38,203
on the deal.

The Premier: Not at all.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is idle
for the Premier to keep on making wrong
statements. The Premier also said that he
actually received £344,000 less from the dis-
abilities grant. As a matter of faet, the
£365,000 received in 1926 was merely passed
through the books for 1927. A cross entry
was made so that the Premier received
£22,000 more because of the increase of
population. The per eapita payments still
held good. I consider that {he cross entry
should have been explained. Though the
Premier showed that the revenue did not
increase very much last year, it really in-
creased to the extent of about £400,000,
which is about the average increase. On the
Premier’s figures one would suppose that
there had been no inerease; but that was
due to the cross entry to which I have
referred. During the debate on the Address-
in-reply I propose to deal with the finances
and also with the question of unemploy-
ment, so I need not take up the time of
members now. It is very interesting to gu
back to some of the discussions that took
place on questions of that kind, partien-
larly in the session preceding an election.
When members now on the Government
gide sat in Opposition, the position was
quite different, and they took every oppor-
tunity to try to convince electors that they
eonld handle the finances very much hetter.
The figures we are now considering show
that the finances are in a pretty desperate
condition. Althongh there bas been 2
terrific inerease in gross revenue, there has
been no real improvement in the financial

results. I bave not the Auditor-General’s
report for the current year and I cannot
analyse the figures, particularly those re-
lating to interest and sinking fund and
miscellaneons services., I do not know why
reimbursements are smaller than in the
previous year. However, I dare say the
Premier can explain the reagson. That item
should increase year by year owing to the
repayments of moneys advanced by the
Agrieuiturai Bank, the Industries Assistanee
Board, the group settlements and other de-
partments.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder—in reply) [5.27j: I am sorry I am
not able to answer offi-hand some of the points
raised by the Leader of the Opposition. I
hope my inability to do so will not cause
him to be inconvenienced in his speech on
the Address-in-reply. I did not anticipate
that many of the points would be raised on
Supply; otherwise I would have been pre-
pared to give him the information. If it is
not too late, I hope to do so to-morrow.
I do not wish to cover the ground regarding
the ineome taz, but I hope to be able to
show him that T am right, Taking two-
thirds as the caleulation, it seems to be a
sum in simple arithmetie, as the member
for West Perth said, but it is not so easy
as that. I bave examined the figures very
carefully in order to make sure, and my
calenlations convinee me that T lost by the
deal, and did not benefit by a sum of
£38,000, as stated by the Leader of the
Opposition,

Hon, Sir James Mitchell: That is certain.

The PREMIER: I do not think it is
certain. I will undertake to show to-
morrow that it is not a faet. I did not
expect to have a diseussion on income tax
to-day. As a matter of fact, I had intended
to deal with that question in my speech
to-morrow, because the hon, member raised
the same point in the Press when the
fignres were published. I hope then also
to clear up other points which the hon.
member has raised.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It will
be quite satisfactory if the Premier Lrings
up those several points. I have enoungh
to go on with for the prgsent. Partien-
larly I hope the hon. gentleman will clear
up the confusion which has arisen bucanse
of the debiting of interest to Misccllancous
Services.
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The Premier: Some of the confusion is
due to the changed manner of dealing
with sinking fund and Commonwealth
grants during the lasf year or two.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Pre-
sumably the Commonwealth will in future
keep their grant in order to cover our in-
terest bill, and so I suppose the amount
will not come into our gecounts at all. The
mixing up of interest and sinking fund is
confusing. However, it is quite satisfae-
tory if the Premier will deal with those
matters {o-morrow.

Question put and passed.

Resolution reported and the report ad.-
opted. .

Committee of Ways and AMeans.

The House having resolved into Com-
mittee of Ways and Means, Mr. Lutey in
ihe Chair,

On motion by the Premier, resolved—

That towards making good the Supply
granted to His Majesty for the services of
the year ending 30th Junc, 1929, a sum not
exceeding £850,000 be granted from the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, £750,000 from the
General Loan Fund, £10,500 from the Govern-
ment Property Sales Fund, and £300,000 from
the Public Accounts for the purposes of tem-
porary advances to be made by the Treasurer.

Resolution reported and the report ad-
opted.

Bill introduced, etc.

In accordance with the foregoing resolu-
tions, Bill introduced, passed through all
stages, and transmitted to the Legislative
Council.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY.
Second Day.
Debate resumed from the 2nd August.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL ({(¥or-
tham) [5.43]: I cannot congratulate the
Government upon their frankness this time.
The Governor's Speech is presumed to in-
dicate something of the proposals with which
the Government intend to deal during the
session, and there must be some important
work the Ministry propose to undertake. If
what the Speech disoloses represents the
whole of the work Ministers propose for the
current session, the sooner they send in their

resignations the better, for there is no work
in the programme, Instead of a policy of
utter stagnation, the people might well-have
expected something of a constructive nature
in the Governor's Speech. True, there is a
proposal for redistribution of seats, which
is important; but otherwise there is no evi-
dence of work to be done. The Speech reads
rather like one of the monthly statements
published by Mr. Mereer, It seems to me that
polities are becoming a trick. I have no
hesitation in saying the Speech iz a sham.
It does not say at all what Ministers mean,
and an apology is due to the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert). Certainly it is
no compliment to that hon. member that he
was fsked to move the Address-in-reply to
such a Speech as this. He was shockingly
treated by the House and the interjections
must have been unecomfortable for him.
There was nothing for him to telk ahout,
but that gave him a chance to applaud the
work of one Minister after another. T could
not help wondering why he left out the name
of one Honorary Minister. I am sorry the
Government should have thought fit to ap-
point a further Honorary Minister. When
we agreed fo pay eight Ministers where pre-
viously we paid only six, T thought it was
understood that there would be no further
appointments of Honorary Ministers. If
the eountry pays eight Ministers, it is all
that is necessary, for eight Ministers can do
the work comfortably, although perhaps six
could not. Every paid Minister, it he eon-
trols his department, costs the country quite
enpugh. The more the present Ministers
do, the more the State loses.

The Minister for Railways:
“saves.”

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, I
mean “loses,’’ But it is mot right to
appeint further Honorary Ministers. The
late Honorary Minister presented a shock-
ing example, going about the ecountry in-
specting State hotels week afier week. T
hope wothing of the sort will he allowed in
future, for it is an unnecessary expense upon
the Government. I have pgreat respect for
Mr. Kitson, the new Honorary Minister.
Everyone must agree that he is an earnest.
hardworking gentleman, and probably will
make a good Minister. The truth was that
the Premier found himself in a gquandary.
He had to put an extra Minister in the
Council, and when we appointed two extra
Ministers they were both members of this
House, leaving the Chief Secretary to do all
the work in the Council. I appreciate the

You mean
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Premier's difficulty. But when we agreed
to the appointment of the two extra Minis-
ters we should have stipunlated that one
should be appointed from another place. I
hope the Premier does not contemplate the
appointment of any further Honorary Min-
isters, for I will strongly object. to any such
appointment. Eight Ministers are quite
sufficient to do the work, and their expenses
are quite sulficient for the country to have
to bear. I am pleased to see that the trade
of the year has been so satisfactory, the

exports almost balancing the imports,
whereas there was a  difference of
£3,000,000 against us last year. The latest

result is the most satisfactory we have
had in any year sinee 1923-24, when the
exports and imports nearly balaneed, but
when, of course, the totals were very much
smaller than those now before us. The
Speech declares that the financial position
of the State is viewed with satisfaetion in
the State and in Great Britain. Only the
other day, when considering the Finanecial
Agreement, the Premier told us the credit
of the State would be improved if we joined
the Commonwealth in that agreement. At
Katapning he said that our eredit in London
was good, and pointed to the result of
another £3,000,000 loan we had to place
on the market. Bu{ only a day or two
later the result of the new Commonwealth
loan rather upset his argument. Of conrse,
we never have had any trouble in London,
and since 1922 there has never been a time
when we eould not get an overdraft of
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000 from our bankers
if we wished. However, we are glad to know
that the finaneial position of the State is
viewed with satisfaction. Of course we are
getting to enormous fignres now. But
£9,800,000 does not mean net revenue, We
do not need to discuss the Financial Agree-
ment, for that is over and done with. We
have to live under it for 58 years and we
shall bave to endeavour to do the best we
ean under it
Mr. Thomson: You are an optimist! !

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: We do
not know what will happen during those 58
vears. Perhaps at the end of that time we
shall be making a liftle more rapid progress.
During the last 20 0dd years we have made
great progress in land settlement. When the
Prime Minister was here he seemed to think
we could not progress at all without special
help from the Commonweslth Government.
I was able to i<}t him that 22 years ago

we had under wheat only one-thirtieth of
the area under crop in Australia. In the
meantime the Commonwealth has doubled
its area under wheat, and to-day one-
fourth of that total is represented by this
State’s crop. We are still only a sixteenth
of the Commonwealth'’s population. So we
have not done badly.

Mr, Teesdale: With the help of a few
bob from the Commonwealth.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, we
have done it without any help from the
Commonwealth; indeed, in the face of great
diffieulties imposed by the high tariff and
bigh taxation. [ hope land settlement will
go on as it has mnever gone before. I trust
the Minister for Lands will take a different
view of the unalienated territory from that
taken a few years ago. With every thousand
acre block sold it becomes more difficult to
supply the demand for our wheat land. How-
ever, Ministers need not flatter themselves
that there is any new policy in their land
settlement. It is their business to setile
whatever lands are remaining. [ notice thas
first we were to have 1,000 new farms, then
it became 3,000 and now it is 3,500. Alto-
gether we were told that 8,000,000 acres
would be required for new farms. Actnally
there is still about 60,000,000 acres in the
hands of the Crown in the South-Western
division, and it would be as well if Ministers
remembered this when speaking of 8,000,-
000 acres. However, I am glad the wheas
yield is increasing year by year. Of course
it is eertain that if the prices do not go back,
the yield will inecrease still more. I notice
there is a campaign designed to bring about
a 50,000,000 bushel harvest next year. Whilst
I appreciate the idea, I wish to say to the
Minister for Agriculéure that he will have to
do more than talk about it. Sir Joseph
Carruthers, in New South Wales a few
years ago, declared there should be a million
farms for a million people. However, we
know what hecame of that scheme, Here,
too, it is of no use saying to the farmers,
“Produce more wheat,”” unless we do some-
thing to help them. What are the Govern-
ment going to do to help? Are they going to
rednce taxation, or reduce railway freights,
or make a speeial effort to enable the tar-
mer to put in a larger area mext year? Tt
is of no use talking, unless we are prepared
to do something io help. Still, 1t is a very
good idea, and it would be a wonderfol
thing for the State if it ecould be brought
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about. Then we are told in the Speech that
14,295 applications for land were received
during the year. I know that applications
do not mean applicants. The public may
think we have had 14,295 persons applying
for land, whereas we know that probably
there were some 3,000 applicants and only
1,056 got blocks. Then there is a para-
graph referving to soldier setilement. [
will ecome to that in good time. It is
stated that these loans will be recover-
able from the grant made by the Com-
monwealth for that purpose. It re-
lates, of course, to the indebtedness of the
soldiers. But in October of 1925 we
were given £796,000 by the Federal Gov-
ernment {0 cover losses on soldier settle-
ment, and we have had a considerable
amount out of the 24 per cent. fund
in the Treasury. Ascertained losses
ghould be wriften off against the sum
held by the Treasurer when they are
written off as losses by the Agricultural
Bank. On that very day the amount should
be claimed from the Treasury and paid by
the Treasury; otherwise we shall get into a
false position. I am pleased to see that
the mining industry is viewed with much
greater confidence than it was a few years
ago. It is true the yield is a little less this
year than it was last year, but the people
of Kalgoorlie, who are the best judges, be-
lieve that the cormer has been turned and
that the prospects are very much brighter
than they were. I hope it is so and that
Kalgoorlie will again achieve some of her
glory of the past. At all events, mining
people are cheerful, optimistic people, de-
lightful to meet. YWhen a community thinks
that ail is well, what a wonderful change it
brings over the situation! I mel a mining
man this morning who said, “Kalgoorlie is
very much improved. Every man has now
a pound to spend.” A few weeks ago al-
most. certainly a few months ago, people
were saying that houses were not wanted,
and I suppose many of them were removed.
If mining people are cheerful, it is becaunse
they believe the prospects are better than
they have been for some time past. One can
only hope that their belief will be justified.
Of course there must be a great deal more
gold in Kalgoorlie, if the miners could only
get on to it, T replied, “T am delighted to
hear that Wiluna is looking so well.” He
answered, “Why not the old field? There is
more gold there than anywhere else” I
oaid, “I am delighted to hear that. If
Wiluna is promising so well and Kalgoorlie

is better than Wiluna, so much the better
for the State.” We want Kalgoorlie, Wiluna
and other fields opened up and, if that conld
only be done, what a change would come
over this State in a very short space of time!
The report that oil has been strnek in the
Kimberleys is satisfactory so far as it goes.
I hope events will prove that we have great
wealth in that part of the State. Meanwhile
the Premier should realise that this iz mno
time to negotiate for the surrender of any
part of our territory to the Commonwealth.
In my opinion no time is opportune for
such negotiations. If there is oil in the
North, let us keep it for ourselves.

The Minister for Mines: Who said the
Government were negotiating¥

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Gorv-
ernment are talking of or considering the
question of handing the North over to the
Commonwealth. Perhaps I happen to be one
of those narrow Western Australians, as my
triend opposite would say, but I think the
North should remain a part of Waestern
Australia.

Mr. Teesdale: You are making such a
lot out of it, are you not?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If we
get oil, we shall make a lot out of it.

Mr. Teesdnle: If you are struck with
lightning, you will get something, too.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The peo-
ple of the North will get far better service
from us than from the Commonwealth Gov-
erument. Weo have always treated them with
consideration; at any rate we have always
desired to do so. I do not know whether
the people of the North regard the adminis-
tration of the Northern Territory with =atis-
faction and would prefer it to our own, The
member for Roebourne would not want lo
hand over the North if oil were discovered
there, as apparently it will be if the pub-
lished reports are true. Mention is made in
the Speech of three railways under construe-
iion, a very small number indeed, and noth-
ing is said sbout the railways to be con-
structed. 'We have a tremendous programme
of reilways authorised and not construeted.
Amongst them are the Boyup Brook-Cran-
brook railway. Then there is the Yarramony
line, the construction of which has been
promised by the present Government and
every Government since 1911,

Hon, G. Taylor: And it will last until
the next election.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That line
has been authorised and should be built.
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‘QOther railways authorised include the Dale
River and the Pemberton-Northeliffe lines.
I am glad fo see thai s start has been made
on the Pemberton-Northeliffe line. The pro-
§it of £26,000 made by the railways last year
is not sufficient to pay the sinking fund,
which amounts to something over £126,000 a
year. The strange thing is that with a much
smaller revenue in 1923-24 the profit was
£142,000, while in 1924-25 the profit was
£190,000. Since then we have gone back
considerably. I do not know what the Min-
ister for Railways will have to say about it,
but he should certainly explain why the re-
sult of last year's operations has not heen
good. It is certainly not due to the officials
of the department. Supporters of the Gov-
ernment applaud the announcement that ten
locomotives were constructed at the Midland
Junetion workshops at a saving of £10,000.
That is highly satisfactory. I hope the en-
gines will prove as satisfactory as those we
imported from England. There is no reason
why they should not be and I have every
confidence that they will be. There is an-
other ealculation to which the Premier might
devote some time, namely, that dealing with
road consfrnction. It is something similar
to the difference of opinion over the 3314
per cent. reduction in income taxation. Ap-
parently £203,445 was expended during the
year under the Federal aid roads seheme, and
an amount of £116,778 under the migration
agreement on group roads. Another amount
of £160,731 was spent on road work gener-
ally, no doubt a large portfion of it on the
Canning-Fremantle road. The Speech, after
enumerating those items, continues, “thus
making an aggregate expenditure from State
funds on road construction of £479,077.7
From that it wounld appear that the Com-
monwealth Government contributed only
£91,877 to an expenditure of £293,445. 1
should like to know from the Premier if that
expenditure is in addition {o the amount con-
tributed by the Commonwealth. There is
cerfainly some misealeculation. On the basis
of £293,000 State expenditure, the Common-
wealth should have contributed, under the
scale arranged, a sum of £167,683, not
£91,000. T am aware that the Federal Gov-
ernment refused to fool the hill for some of
the expendifure incurred just before the
1927 elections. I kmow that £30,488 claimed
from the Federal Government under the road
scheme was refused by them. That repre-

sented road work undertaken between the 1st
January and the 22nd February, 1927, but
apparently the amount was greater than
£30,488 for that short period. This State
therefore has suffered loss because men were
sent out on day work just before the elections
of 1927, loss to the extent of £30,488 at anv
rate.

The Minister for Railways: A lot have
been gent out recently, and if there hind been
an election next week I suppose yon would
have said that was the reason.

Mr. Davy: It might have been on a differ-
ent basis had there been an election next
week.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: It is a
considerable amount to lose, simply because
the Government failed to observe the agree-
ment entered into between the Minister for
Works and the Federal Government. Under
that agreement it was stipulated that tenders
should be called for the work. Tenders can-
not be called for such work in five minutes,
and so the Government sent the men out.
They were sent out without proper equip-
ment.

Hon. @, Taylor: In some instances with-
out any equipment,

The Minister for Mines: If you repeat a
lie often enoungh, someone will believe it.

Hon. G. Taylor: It is gencraily believed
that that was done.

The Minister for Mines: Presently you
yourself will begin to believe it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: To whom
iz the Minister referring?

The Minister for Mines: To the member
for Mt. Margaret. If he says it a few more
fimes, he will believe it. It is not true.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Tt is true.
If the Minister repeats a few more times
that it is not true, he will helieve it. To use
his own words, he has only to repeat a lie
often enough, and he will believe it. I know
full well that men were sent out withont
tools, and T know that {ools were
bought in the Northampton district hur-
riedly, worn-out tools, too. I should like
an assurance from the Minister that those
men were not sent into the electorates beeause
an election was pending. Tn the Greenough
district there is a road known as the election
road, and I am satisfied that the present
member for Greenough would not be oceupy-
ing that seat to-day if the men had not been
sent, into the distriet at that time. T should
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like an assurance that those men were not
sent out because an election was imminent.

Mr. Kenneally: 1t is o wonder that we
scraped back in the metropolis if all those
thousands of men were sent out of the metro-
polis.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Who said
thousands of men?

The Minister for Mines: You have said
“thousands” dozens of times, or at least you
are reported to have said so,

Hon. G. Taylor: Well, how many weru
sent out?,

The Minister for Mines: None.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!!

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 have
said hundreds of men were sent out, because
the ex-Honorary Minister, Mr. Hickey, told
me the number sent out was 1,100,

Mr. A. Wansbrough: And they were sent
all over the State.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some of
them were sent to the hon. member’s elec-
torate.

Hon. G. Taylor: And they came in very
handy down there, too.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Those men had care-
fully selected tours arranged for them.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I cannot
speak about that, but I know that men can-
not profitably be employed upon read work
in dry districts during the summer time. Yet
they were sent to dry distriets during the
summer months. Only the other day the
Premier said that men shounld not be sent
to dry distriets during the summer months.

The Minister for Lands: Men have to
work in dry distriets daring the summer
time. The work of farming has fto be
carried on.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
work goes on all the time, but men eannot
make roads in dry distriets during the
summer time, any more than they can make
roads in the South-West doring the winter
time. There should be sufficient work for
men to do apart from that. There is no
right to deny men work becanse an eleetion
is coming on. T should be sorry if any
work were held up because of an impending
election, and T should be equally sorry if
work were made in the electorates simply
becanse an election was eoming on—work
that should not be done at that time of
the year. I want to see men kept in em-
ployment; T do care a jot in whose elec-

torates they may be employed, but those
men should not have been sent out to the
electorates on the way they were sent, We
know where they were sent; we know how
they were sent, and we know what was
said before they were sent.

Mr. Chesson: And we know what was
said after they were sent.

Hon. Sir. JAMES MITCHELL: I do not
think any five members of this House could
be trusted with a seeret of that sort. One
could be sure of finding amongst them
some who would think there was nothing
wrong in mentioning the mattex. The m-
formation came from people who knew the
cireumstances, and those people were not
connected with the Goveraent ilepartments,
either.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 te 7.30 p.m.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We were
dealing with a part of the Governor's
Speech relating to road construction. There
must be some mistake in the figures, T
understand that the Federal road grant
was £382,000 and that the State contri-
buted £286,000, making a total possible ex-
penditure of £668,000. No doubt we have
spent a considerable portion of the £382,000,
although that is not shown. The only
legislation mentioned is that decling with
the rural bank department of the State
Savings Bank, the redistribution of seats,
the prevention of profiteering (whatever
that means), the registration of land
sgents, the Health Ack, workers’ homes,
loeal government and other matters. I sap-
pose that ‘‘other matters’’ will cover a mul-
titude of sins, but will lead to :ome im-
portant proposala being put forward, Any
important work likely to be put in hand
should have been mentioned in the Speech.
It may be that the Premiet will go on with
the authorised works im comneetion with
the Fremantle Harbour. That is important,
and it would have been wise if he had
let us know about that or any other work
of first rate importance that he has in
mind. It should certainly have been men-
tioned. The Speech largely applauds the
work Ministers have done, They flatter
themselves if they believe for a moment
that the House will appland them for the
works they have already completed. I pro-
pose to let Ministers see themselves as
others see them, and te read a few para-
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graphs of the Auditor General’s report for
1926-27, and also some extraets from the
f*Quarterly Abstract” If members will
turn to the Auditor General’s report, which
reached us only just before the House rose
recently, they will see many matters which
eall for serious consideration. In the first
place the Auditor General points out that
the £200,000 which was provided from the
disabilities grant for the purpose of wiping
off part of the unfunded deficif, is still
held in the Treasury. In that case the
Premier bas the money, but holds it in
trust. No doubt he will explain why the
amount was not used in the way this House
agreed it should be used. If we turn to
page 6, we see that the Auditor General
quotes from the Audit Act. He says

All interest payable on account of the publie
debt shall be ecalenlated and charged monthly.
Section 9 of the General Loan and Ibscribed
Stock Aet, 1910, provides that so long as any
inseribed stock or debentures remain outstand-
ing, the Treasury shall in each haif year end-
ing with the 31st December and 30th June
appropriate out of the general revenues and

assets of the State a sum equal to one-half
year’s interest.

If members will read on they will see that
the Auditor General points out that the sum
of £79,307 16s. 5d., representing the portion
of the interest applicable to sbock held by
trustees of the sinking fund, was set aside
month by month as the law requires, buf
subsequently written back. This was stated
to have been douve “consequent upon the
Financial Agreement with the Common-
waalth and the cancellation of Western Aus-
tralian inseribed stock held by the sinking
fund trustees.” When this was done, on the
30th June, 1927, this House had not eon-
sidered the Financial Agreement, it had not
been signed by the Premier, and certainly
had not been finalised. I do not know how
far the negotiations had gone, but there was
certeinly no justification for writing hack
this £79,307, which had, very properly under
the law of the land, heen set aside to meat
the interest due to the sinking fund trustees.
Members will realise that this amount repre-
sents interest. On page 11 of the report
members will find the following :—

The amount of the sinking fund charge
which was not paid to the trustees during the

year ended 30th June, 1927 (£75,582 55, 84.)
wad written baek.

This bad been set aside month by month,
buf had been written back at the end of the
year, for the same reason as in the other
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case. These two amounts make a total of
£154,889, and to (hat extent the Premier’s
revenue for the year benefited. I think he
said he would pay this amount into a frust
fund in order that he might have the money
if called upon to make payments to the
trustees if the agreement did not go through.
That was not done. It is true that £150,000
was sef aside in a trust account, styled
“Group Settlement Reserve,” but that was
taken from interest charged to group setile-
ment in excess of 1 per cent. paid on the
money under the Migration Agreement, and
which for the year 1926-27, came to
£103,403. Altogether the revenue has bene-
fited to the extent of £212,719 over four
vears, because of the difference between 1
per cent, and the amount charged to group
settlers on the considerable amount of ad-
vances made from this special fund. In
1923-24 the first amount of £19,884 went to
revenue, next year £25,500, in 1925.26 the
amonnt was £59,930, and last year it was
£103,403. These amounts should never have
gone to revenue. They should have been set
aside as in the case of the 21% per eent. fund
for the soldier settlement scheme to meet
losses. The £150,000 has, however, been set
aside from this interes{, leaving the Premier
£47,000 under this head less than if the
£150,000 had been so treated. On page 10
of the report members will zee, in reference
to the Coolgardie water scheme, the follow-
ing:—

After allowing for interest on the advance
and other expenses connected with the redemp-
tion, a cash surptus of £57,257 2s. 11d. re-
mained, which was eredited to revenue. A
further amount of £1,172 9s, 94. was ercdited
to revenue later in the year (1927), represent-
ing a refund of the bank’s commission caleu-

lated on the amount of stock held hy the trus-
tees and concelled,

This represented a surplus after paying back
the loan of £2,500,000, and the surplus was
transferred to revenue, which henefited to
that extent for the year. Tn view of the fact
that we have a considerable deficit, it might
have heen well if that had been left with the
trustees, but the Premier elected to do other-
wise. On page 13 we find that the interest
debited to the State’s aceount at the London
and Westminster Bank, £38,268 13s. 1d., for
interest on loans and debit balances in re-
gard to money supplied to the State, was not
debited up in the Treasury books. This
again meant an advantage of that amount to
the Treasurv.

Mr. Thomson: That will make it all the
worse this vear.
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITLHELL: 1 sup-
pose it will, On page 28 ol ihe report there
is a paragraph which I think calls for atten-
tion. It is as follows:—

On the 1st October, 1923, the debt due to
the Commonwealth on account of loans for dis-
charged soldier settlement was reduced by
£796,000, and the State has not been ealled
upon to provide interest from the revenue
fond onr this amopunt. The Agricultural Bank
interest to the 30th June, 1927, on loan
moneys supplied for advances to soldier set-
tlers, portion of which will not be recovered
from the settlers.

Whilst the Government have not had to pay
the interest, the bank has Lad to do so to the
extent of about £50,000 for last year. The
report continnes—

The individual loswes by the bank on the
realisation of securities, to March, 1927, were
recouped to the bank by the Treasury from the
trust account containing the 2% per cent. in-
terest concession from the Commonwealth, but
losses arising out of the scheme of revaluation
of soldier- settlers’ holdings have not been
dealt with in a similar manner,

As these sums amount to £243,562 8s. 3d.,
again the Treasury collected from the bank
interest on that sum, although at the time
it held £223,000 plus £790,000, or something
over £1.000.000 on which interest was not
heing paid. Again the Treasury benefited
hy ahout £12,000. To the exteni to which
the bank have paid interest on the losses,
the gross amount has been increased. As
a matter of fact, we have had £1,000,000
from which to make good these amounts.
My belief is that Western Australia will
make no loss by soldier settlement in ex-
vess of the Federal gvunt, but it is not
right that {he revenue should benefit in
this way. If interest is being charged—
and it is—the bank should have had the
£796,000. I do not think it was ever antici-
pated that the Treasury or the people of
the State would make any money out of
soldier settlement. Tf, wien the matter is
cleaned up, there is a considerable amount,
as there may be, in this special account to
cover losses, it should be used somewhere to
benefit. the soldier settlers, and not to benefit
general revenue. If hon. members will
examine the amounts I have mentioned, they
will find that the total is £313,587, whereas
the Premier’s credit balance for the: year is
£28.245. The true debit balanee, therefore,
for 1928-27 is £285,342. The Premier may
claim that £47,153 of the amount set aside
to meet group selflement losses should come
off the amount, but even then there will re-
main a true defieit of ahout £240,000. There

2}

is another item to which 1 wish to eall atten-
tion, and which i= referred to on page 42 of
the Auditor (teneral’s repust under the head-
ing *Medical Department, Hospitals Trust
Fund.” It will be remembered that when
the entertainments tax was imposed, the
amount was left to the Minister for Public
Health to disburse more or less as he pleaased.
It was understood that the proceeds of the
tax would be used for hospital purposes, in
addition to the amount spent by the Gov-
erpment in an ordinary way. I do not know
quite what has happened, but apparently
£26,168 was transferved from the trust fund
to revenue last year, being applied as a re-
bate to salaries and contingencies expendi-
ture of the Medical Department for the year
1926-27. That matter needs explanation. I
have not included the amount in the figures
T have given. If it were so included. it
would correspondingly increase the true de-
ficit for last vear. I have omitted it because
it may be capable of explanation. Even so,
however, £10,380 was used for a similar
purpose, though, as the Premier will remem-
ber, the transfer was not made and aceord-
ingly the amount eame into last year's rev-
enue. [f the collection of £30,713 from this
tax was to the extent of only £4,000 avail-
able to assist hospital funds, the position is
entively wrong. If it bad been intended that
the money should be used as ordinary rev-
enue, it would have been paid to revenue in
the ordinary way; but a special trust fund
was created, ealled the Hospital Trust Fund.
T hope there will be an explanation of that
dishursement. On page 19 of the report,
hon. members will find another item which
needs explanation, under the heading
“Workers’ Compensation Act Fund.” The
Auditor General reports that for workers’
compensation all Government departments
pay £37,395 and State trading concerns
£9,962, while group settlements pay £15,476.
Probably there are 2,000 group settlers, and
1 suppose they earn £200 a year each, which
would give a total of £100,000. The pay-
ment to the Workers’ Compensation Aect
Tund on acecount of group settlements
means that provision has been made at the
rate of about four per cent. Surely there is
something wrong in that. It would be ruin-
ous for any trade to pay four per cent. to
n workers’ compensation fund on the wages
roll in ordinary business, Probably one per
cent. or 134 per cent. wonld be quite suffi-
cient to cover the risk arising from the work
of clearing and farming on group settle-
ments,
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Alr, Davy: 1s the amounf debited against
eroup settlements?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yesa. It
15 far too large a sum. 'There must be some
explanation. The amount is shown as paid
for one year, but it may be the amount paid
over several years. I have quoted from the
Auditor Genperal’s report to show that the
true deficit for the year is nearer £250,000
than anything else if these various items are
properly deall with, Now we come to a
more cheerful tale. We have already dealt
with the figures of trade, and when we find
that last year imports decreased a little
while exports increased, it is certainly some
reason for satisfaetion, though I do not
suppose the Government had much to do
with it.

The Minister for Railways: Oh no! Why,
the whole policy of the Government has been
in the direction of inereasing the production
of wealth,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Did that
policy start only four years ago?
The Minister for Railways:

that has been our policy.

Alr. Davy: The water snpply policy did
not create wealth.

The Minister for Railways:

Mr. Davy: How?

The Minister for Railwoxs: Hy cenabling
sheep to be kept on farms where there were
no sheep before. The number of sheep went
up a million last year as the vesult of that
poliey.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of eourse
they did. The Minister for Water Supply is
expected to do {hat job. Minsters ave paid
to do their jobs,

Mr. Marshall:
did not do the job.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: T thank
the hon. member for that interjection. T
should not regard the Minister for Rail-
ways as being responsible for the enormous
ficures of import. When we find imports
valued at £18,000,000 last vear as against
£14,000,000 for 1923-24, T am sure the Min-
ister had nothing to do with that. Neither
had I anyihing to do with the imports of
1923-24. Naturally an immense amount of
money is spent on butter. and imported
toodstnffs generally have gone up all along
the line. Tt i< a sabisfaction. though, te find
that our exports have increased from €14,
000,00 in 1923-24 to £17,000.000 last wear.
T hope our sxportz will continue to inerease.
T have already shown the effects of the
inerease from the wheat areas under erop

No. I say

It did so.

You took the salary and

during the last 22 years, and 1 hope those
effects also will continne. Turning to land
settlement, as explained before, we cannot
20 on selling thousands of blocks without
eating up the first-class land available. In-
evitably, the area unsold must become less and
Jess. Whilst in 1923 the State was able to
sell 846,000 aeres of first-wiass land, last year
we were able to sell only 393,000 acres of
first-class land; and as time goes on the
arex must decres-e. [t is satisfactory to see
that agricwlivral and pastoral produoction is
nereasing, although the total was less in
1926 as regards the latler than it was a
year or two previously, becaunse of the bad
season, | am sorry. howcever, to see that
the valne of manufactures is not inereasing.
It is a pity that with our increased demand
for goods we cannot manufacture more of
them in this State. The Governor’s Speech
contains the following referemce to group
settlement—

A reclassification of the group settlement
areas hus heen practically concluded. It i= the
intention of the Government at an early date
to institute a policy which, it is hoped, will
result in un improved position and definitely
fix the period during which Government farm-
ing assistance will be extended to settlers.

Here, too, the production is as important as
it is anywhere else. Tt is a pity we are not
producing far more on group settlement
people who would not use Western Austra-
lian flowr, though it was just as good then
as it is to-day. We had a similar tussle over
our potatoes. Every bad potato sold in this
State was said to be a Western Austra-
lian potate, and thus our potato production
was retarded for years. The ease is similar
with our butter. Only now is Western Aus-
tenlian butter bringing as high a price in
the retail market as imported butter. The
successful effort to produce our own Bour
and our own potatoes

Mr. Sleeman: And onr own implemenis.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Produce
onr own implement+, if the hon. member
pleases. However, that is another story, I
am sure that all the foodstuffs required here
ean e produced within the State. If we go
on sending two millions ont of the State
annually for food imports, T do not know
how long we shall keep afloat. While the
mines were produeing over eight million
ounces of gold annually, it was possible

to huy  butter from the Bast and
pay for it: but our imports from
the Fast amounted to £9,000,000 while
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our exports amounted to about £1,400,000,
and we had to settle the difference in casi.
It will be recognised that this ought not
to go on, and that so long as it goes on,
there will be difficulty in providing em-
ployment here. Our land is just as good as
the land that is producing the Eastern
butter sold here, although the Eastern land
brings far higher prices than our land.
There is no reason why we as an agricul-
tural State should not feed ourselves. Cer-
tainly it is & small advertisement for us as
an agricultual State that we send away all
these millions of money year after year to
buy food. The difficulties in eonnection
with group settlement are not with the land,
certainly not with the climate, and quite as
certainly not with the men. The original
scheme was abandoned, and a much more
expensive one adopted. To the 30th
June, 1924, £1,050,000 was spent. I do not
koow what has been spent to date, but 1
do know that between the 30th June, 1924,
and the 30th June, 1927, there was spent
£3,645,000. We cun go into the history of
group settlement later on, and we can ap-
portion the blame then.

The Minister for Lands:
say that should be done?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: When the
scheme is advanced.

The Minister for Lands: Just before a
general election is coming on?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, when
we get the group settlers put on their feet.
I ean assure the Minister that I aceept the
responsibility for everything that was done
up to the time I left office, and the Minister
must accept his responsibility too.

The Minister for Lands: I will do that.

Hon Bir JAMES AMITCHELL: Tt is a
pity that slighting references are so con-
stantly made to the South-West. A Roya!l
Commission to inquire into the cattle in-
dustry went North a little while ago, anid
when they came back the members of the
Commission made a statement for publi-
cation. It is not often that members of
such a Commission, who are appointed by
the Government to make eertain inquiries,
igsue Press statements such as those that
were published. Generally they wait until
their report has heen submitted to the Gov-
ernor, and it bas been released for publi-
cation in the Press. One of the members
of that Commission made some slighting

When do you

references to group settlement and the Stmth-
West.

The Minister for Lands:
good Western Australian.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: H.e is a
splendid man and very honourable too, but
he does not know.

Mz, . E. B. Johnston:
appointment.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, he
is an excellent man, and when such a mau
makes statements like the one I refer to,
others will do so. I do not know why
such statements should be made and why,

He is a very

It was a good

* simply because more money has been spent

than was necessary, some people should
condemn the whole scheme.

The Minister for Lands: You must bear in
mind that that partienlar gentleman went
and saw things for himself.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T know
just what he saw, and bow little he saw.
I am a good friend of that gentleman, and
probably know him far better than the Min-
ister does.

The Minister for Lands: I know him well.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 saw
him, after he had returned. Surely there is
no reason why these slighting references
should be made to such a magnificent terri-
tory, and it is a pity that it is so. I know
we have sold a considerable area of land
there already, and I know preity weil how
mueh more wheat lund of first-elass quality
we have yvet to sell. T also am fully aware
of what we have in the South-West, We
should turn to and settle that land.

The Minister for Lands: No one will quar-
rel with a sentiment like that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No. [t
cannot be settled except under some co-opera-
tive scheme, such as group settlement. 1
do not mean to say, under the present
scheme, or along the lines of the present
work. My scheme has been departed from,
mutilated and abandoned early. This has oc-
casioned a great deal of trouble and a great
waste of money. I understand that £698
was spent on each group settler last year,
and I do not think that any of them received
£200 worth. I want to know from the Min-
ister where that money has gone.

The Minister for Lands: You will be fold;
you are entitled to that information,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am not
responsible for what has been done during
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the last four years and six months. During
that period I have not been consulted about
group” seitlement matters at all. A great
deal of political eapital has been made out
of the work of group setilements, and men
have gone to the wheat belt and have com-
plained about the expenditure. When some
of those complaints were made to me, I re-
plied that I had spent £1,000,000 in my time
and gbout £8,000,000 in the wheat belt, in-
cluding Soldier Settlement Scheme expendi-
ture. During my time I asked the wheat
belt people to take more money, but they
could not take any more, because they could
not spend it. They could bave had as much
money as they liked.

The Minister for Lands: A great deal of
money is being spent or the Peel Estate.
‘Why not come and show us how it should he
done?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Because
the Minister is paid, and the Minister says
he knows. I do not know that the Minister
is an engineer.

Hon, G. Taylor: He may be an under-
ground engineer !

The Minister for Lands: That is where the
money has been spent. You want to know
where it has gone. Come down and see.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I am not
aware of what has been done,

The Minister for Lands: You will not go
near it!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
not been asked to go near it.

The Minister for Lands: Over £3,000,000
has been spent on the Peel Estate.

The Premier: All lost, too!

The Minister for Lands: Why do you not
go down and tell us what should he done?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier approved of the 1’cel BEstate scheme.
When I left office, mnch less had been spent
on the Pecl Estate than the Minister has in-
dicaied. The great bulk of that money has
been spent since then. Tf T have not been
to the proup settlements, it is beeanze I kave
not been asked by the Minister. Group set-
tlement matters have never been discussed
with me sinee I left office. To a very small
extent indeed. they were discussed in Mr.
Angwin’s time. He asked me to go with him
to Denmark, hut unfortunately T conld not
got away. The Minister must neeept respon-
sthility for his 415 vears of ndministration.

I have

' The Minister for Lands: You laid the
foundations badly; the whole structure top-
pled, and yet you say that the man who
followed you must take the responsibility!
The man who lnid the foundation must take
no responsibility! That is a rotten sugges-
tion.
~Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Just
imagine the Minister making such a remark!
As a matter of fact, I laid a good founda-
tion; the superstrueture is that of the Min-
ister. Beeause it toppled, he wishes to
blame me. I thank him for his suggestion.
The Minister could not have made a more
generous admission. He is perfecily right.
I laid the foundation, and laid it well. The
rest has been hadly done; that is the truth.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The whole scheme
was altered.

Mr. Withers: At any rate, the scheme at
the Pecl Estate holds water.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The
hon. member should not talk against
the South-West: Recently I came down
trom Northam, and above Chidlows there
was plenty of water. The South-West
is & well-watered country, and its produetion
is wonderful. The worst that can be said
about the Group Settlement Scheme and the
Pecl Estate as well as other estates will, we
realise, be said. The strange thing abont it is
that no one apparently wants to take any
responsibility. 1 gladly accept the responsi-
bility for the promotion of the Group Settle-
ment Seheme, and I think most people con-
sidered it vight. On the other hand, I ean-
not be expected to be held responsibie for
the results of the past 41% years. As the
Minister says, I laid the foundation, and I
laid it well; we will leave it at that.

AMr. Kenneally: But the foundations are a
bit waterlogged!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
position now is that we want to get on {o
right lines. [t seems to me that it is a per-
fectly simple attitude that the Minister will
have to adopt. The settlers have their farms
made for them, and for the most part they
are good farms, too. Their land is cleared;
their pastures are good; their erops are
growing well. Everything iz all right, al-
though most of them have not enough stock.

The Minister for Lands: The country will
not carry the stock. We have had to re-
possess thousands,
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of ¢ourse,
yon have. That does not prove anything.
By Heavens, if the Minister were to go down
and inquire, he would find ihat the
country will ecarry stock in sofficient num-
bers to keep the settlers going, and to enable
them to pay their interest charvges, ot
course, if the holdings are overstocked, the
animals will eat ont the pastures, but the
fact remains that pastures are available for
a great many more cattle than the group
settlers have at present.

The Minister for Lands:
possess thousands ast vear.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course, yon had.

The Minister for Lands: We had to take
the stock back and ferd them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, and
you sold them, although the people there
want stock!

The Minister for Lands: [ hope thex will
want them thiz year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
so. I have seen group scitlers who econld
have taken many more cows than they had
in their possession. Anvway, lel ns get on
to right lines now. When the time comes to
apportion the blame, let us apportion it. In
the meantime, let us hend our backs to the
task of making these settlers sucecessiul.
Surely it is no small {hing to give 2,500
people a chance. That is what has to be
done. The only advantage 1o the State from
the settlement of our land is Lthe production
of wealth. Tt is of no advantage to the State
to merely settle a man on wheat land and,
through the Agricultural Bank, to find money
to enable him to clear and fenee his holding,
urless something is produced from that land.
To the extent that there i= production from
the land, the public benefit. I know there
arc a great many people who say Western
Australia eannot produce the butter neces-
sary to fulfil her own requirements, and
those people do not want the State to do so.

The Minister for Railways* T do not think
too many people are of that opinion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: OF
course, I know the Minister is not one of
them, but I assure fthem there are such
people, and I know them. We must get to
work and save the expenditure of £2,000.000
that now goes to the Eastern States for the
purchase of our requirements. We have the
land that is eapable of producing all we
want, and vet we import from the Fastern
States eommodities that the land will pro-
duee. The point is that we cannot delay

We had to re-

month atter month before we get to work.
Every day’s delay means the loss of so much
money. I do not know what amount was
spent last year on group settlement, but I
know the Vote was for £1,500,G00.

The Minister tor Lands: Tell us what you
think should be done.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What I
would suggest would probably not be what
the Minister wonld propose,

The Mipister for Lands: Tell us what you
helieve shonld he done. [o not heat about
the bush. What would vo1 do?

Hon. Sivr JAMES MITCITELL: T intend
to tell ile Minister. I am not in the habit
of beating about the hush. Tt is the Minister
who does that sort of thin®., e goes down
to the group settlement aveas and tells a
different tale every time! Last time it was
a different tale.

The Minister for Lands: No.

Hon. Sir JAMLS MITCHELL:
tell the Minister what T would do. It is
perfectly simple. T would start to-morrow
and save a repetition of the waste of last
vear and probably a great deal more. Had
the Minister tackled the problem when he
came in first, he could have done all that was
necessary in a very short time.

The Minister for Lands: I think the Min-
ister did.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In a way
that does not appeal to me.

The Minister for Lands: Certainly in a
way that you would not have done it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
quite right. I would never have done it in
the Minister's wav.

The Minister for
milliens in your way.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
another admission. The Minister has wasted
millions.

The Minister for Lands: I said, in your
wav.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister did not follow in my footsteps. T
have already said that lie altered my scheme,
mutilated it and abandoned it. He has since
spent three times as much as would have
been necessary had he stoeck to my schems.

The Minister for Lands: As a matter of
faet, yon did not have any scheme, Now
vont have the truth,

Flon. G. Taylor: And von have been
working on it for 4% years!

Mr. Davy: And vou have spent millions
without having a scheme!

T will

Lanmds: You wasted
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Hon, Sir JAMES MI!TCHELL: Tke
Minister knows everything about anything
at any time, mueb more o than any other
wman. The scheme was written in general
outline and produced on the Table of the

House, But the present Minister has bad
2 scheme.

The Minister for Lands: I hope to make
a scheme,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He hopes
to make a scheme, and this after 4% years,
and more than epough expenditure to com-
plete all the farms!

The Minister for Lands: You have said
that you applanded my methods. You said
I had done remarkably well. It is in “Han-
rard.”

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I said
nothing of the sort, and T defy the hon.
member to produce it in “Hansard.”

Mr. Davy: The Minister for Lands says
there is no scheme. Yet he has been spend-
ing all this money!

The Minister for Lands: You stick to the
law. That is about the end of you.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister advises my friend to stick to the law.
As a member of Parliament, my friend has
every right to eriticise the Minister when
he goes wrong, and I hope he wiil continue
to do it. The Minister wants to know what
I would do now. I would face the sitnation
and see what could be done. I should say
the charge to be made agninst the settlers
should he the value of the asset ecreated,
together with the valee of the machinery and
stock.

The Minister for Railways: A nice row
there would be!

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
could not be any row. If the value of the
created asset is £1,500, that should be the
charge against the settler. Then if the set-
tlers are to be of value to the country, they
should be encouraged and assisted to erop
and dairy. I1f that is done, Ministers would
zet the prodoction and the interest on the
sxpenditure. There ought to be decentralisa-
tion now. That wounld cheapen the adminis-
tration and increase the efficiency. Also it
would obviate the delays so fatal to produe-
tion; for in the South-West the seasons do
not wait.  Apart from that, the distriet
officer is responsible for the farming of the
land. So it will be a very simple matter.
as it has been in the wheat belt. There is
no reason why there should be any hesitation
in assisting the settlers with their ecrops.
If more money has been spent than

skould have been spent, can we bold
responsible the men who huve been under
direction all the time? We should say teo
the settler, “There is your holding and your
chanece to crop, and we will help you.” Then
it will be a very simple matter to place the
scheme on a satisfactory footing. If any
of the land has to be abandoned, it should
be thrownm copen to the public without delay.
For it is of no use holding under the group
settloment scheme land which it is not pro-
posed to utilise in that scheme. I should
say that when examination is made into the
accounts there will be a great deal less loss
lhan we imagine. [ saw one account the
other day. The man was charged £308 for
overhead expenses—supervision, really.

The Minister for Lands: Where did youn
see that aceount?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I saw it.

The Minister for Lands: No such aceounts
have been presented.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If I were
to tell the Minister the name of the man who
showed me the account, what chanee would
that man have for the rest of his time? I
saw the account for £308 for supervisiou.

The Minister for Lands: No such aceounts
have been sent out. That man is pulling
vour leg.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No; T
saw the aceount, and the member for Nelsnn
also saw it. T made a few extracts from it.

The Minister for Lands: No such accounts
have been sent out.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That
acconnt meant that the supervision as a
whole amounted to £600,000. Aectually up
to June of 1927 those charzes amounted to
£147.000.

The Minister for Lands: You ought ta
be made valuer for the whole of those hold-
ings down there.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tf that
sort of charge has been made against
every settler, it is nbout four times as
mueh as has been spent. Tn this instance
the interest charged was £470, which is alto-
gether too much. However, the loss onght to
be faced at once, and the settlers encouraged
to produce. They ought to be made farmers
instead of clearers. Some of them have
cleared far too much land. I hope the Min-
ister will settle this question speedily and
let these men become producers in order that
the expenditure may be made safe. I have
already referred to the fact that we were
told we were to have 1000 farms, that after-
wards it was increased to 3,000, and that it
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is now 3,500. Everybody knows that in the
wheat area there is only a limited area of
good land left. We have sold at least
20,000,000 acres of firsi-class land, or omne-
third of the total of 60,000,000 acres from
which that land sold has been selected. The
world averages about 40 per cent. 50 We are
not doing too badly. We bave the outer
fringe of the wheat belt left to sell, and this
territory between Newdegate and Salmon
Gums, Southern Cross and the sea. No one
knows how much of this land there is, but
if there be eight million acres it will be
an extraordinarily good percentage to get
3,500 farms from it. However, I realise thai
the position has been entirely changed, and
that even where wheat cannot be profitably
grown at 4s, a bushel, it may be profitably
grown at 5s. a bushel. Last year we were
promised 1,000 farms, and apparenily 400
blocks have been alloited. I understand therce
were 2,200 applieants for those blocks. I
venture to say there is not a good block of
wheat Jand for every man in the State who
really wishes to become a farmer. YWe have no
need to send to England fer farmers for the
wheat belt. If we are going to sell all our
light land, I suppese we still have 60,000,000
acres left. But I doubt if it would be wise
to put men on blocks that are composed ex-
clusively of light lands, although light land
is very useful for a man with other good
land. Tf we ean be certamn that the price of
wheat js going to increase, we can utilise
pretty well all this light conniry. e have
to remember that in this State our light
land is served by a good climate. We ought
to vealise that only now are we completiug
the job of settling the wheat belt. Of eourse
there is not a great deal left, as is evidenced
by the small area of firsi-class land sold
last year. In my view, =uch land ought to be
reserved to the people who are in the State
now. A pgreat many people have been at-
tracted from the East, pood, desirable peo-
ple, by the publication of the 3,000 wheat
farms scheme. We could not have better
men than those from the BEast, but I really
think that first preference should be given to
those who have been here for some time.
They are enlitled to the first call on these
lands. When we remember that during the
past 22 years we have increased our wheat
area by more than the aggregate increase of
wheat areas in all the oiher States, it ecan
be understood that in those other States the
limit -of first-class land must have been
redched. In course of time it will be reached

in this State also. The eountry between
Newdegate and Salmon Gums containg first-
class land in bigger patches than are to be
found inside the rabbit-proof fence. We
ought to know just how much first-elass land
there is in that urea, and how much second-
class land can be utilised for wheat growing.
1 think we have made a mistake in not
putting our own people on to this land.

The Minister for Lands: As a wmatter of
fact, 90 per cent. of the sueccessful appli-
cants are Western Australians.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I mean
the people who are already here, including
our own people.

The Minister for Lands:
cent are Western Australians.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is,
of the 200 who got the blocks?

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Hon. 8Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then it
is & pity to bring those people from the
liastern States, because they are doomed to
disappointment. Whatever land is there,
T hope it will be smrveyed speedily and
settled.

The Minister for Lands: The people
from the Eastern States have come volun-
tarily. It is a good thing that the State
attracts them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We do
not drag them here; they come becanse they
think they can get one of the 3,000 farms.

The Minister for Lands: They are buy-
ing farms here.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They hav.
been doing that for the last seven or eight
years. If the 3,000 farms eomprise good
land, we must go quicker than we have
gone ip the last few years. If we are to
get the 3,000 farms, it will take three or
four years, or even more, ai the rate we
are going. I do not know whether the
Minister counts light land as being suitable
for farming, that is withont any good larnd
at all. 1 suppose he does, I think I read
a statement by him the other day in which
he said that 300 bloeks of light land were
being thrown open.

The Minister for Lands: Where did you
see that?

Hon. S8ir JAMES MITCHELL:
newspaper.

The Minister for Lands: I did not say
it. A1l the land we are throwing open is
good land earrying Agrienltaral Bank ad-
vances. : -

Yes, Y per

In the
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"Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I under-

stand that 400 first class blocks have been
allotted, and that 300 blocks are being
thrown open.

The Minister for Lands: The last lot of

blocks consist of first class country. We
are not surveying poor couniry.
Hon. Sjir JAMES MITCHELL: I am

elad to hear that. 1 believe that in a big
percentage of the 300 blocks there is very
little first class land.

The Minister for Lands:
get that?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Minister can take my word that I have
been so informed. I hope it is firs class
land.

The Minister for Lands:
word of the Surveyor General.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
Surveyor General cunnot see every bloek
He has to act on reports of the surveyors
in the field. If the Minister would table
the papers dealing with the eclassification
of the blocks, we should be able to see for
ourselves.

The Minister for Lands:
them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
pot. I think 1 will move for the tabling of
the papers.

Hon. G. Taylor: Give notice to-morrow.

The Minister for Lands: Do not give
notice; come to the office to-morrow and
see the papers.

Hon. G. Taylor: If I did that, it would
he thought T was after land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Now
I wish to deal with unemployment. The
Government must be judged by their con-
trol of finance and the employment of the
people. There has been much unemploy-
ment for a long time, and the Government
must be considered to have failed in this
respect. Many excuses have been offered
for the unemployment, such as seasonal
oceupations and the influx of Sounthern
Furopeans. Those are not the renl causes.
Tf we take the years 1922, 1923 and 1924,
we find that the excess of arrivals over de-
partnres numbered 13,483, and of that fotal
11,389 were males.. During the three years
1925-27, the excess of arrivals over depar-
tures was 13,258 and the number of males
was 9,808, or 2,000 fewer than in the pre-
ceding three years. Of course the
Southern Europeans are included in those

Where did you

I take the

You have seen

totals. The production of wealth has
averaged at least £5,000,000 per annum more
in the last four years than in the preceding
four years, The Government loan expendi-
ture has been greater than ever before. It
has been greater in the last four years by
£1,000,000 per annum as compared with the
previous four years. In the way of Federal
grants the Government have received
£200,000 per annum and a road grant of
£380,000, a considerable sum to say the
least. The gross revenune has increased by
£2,000,000 per annum in the last four years,
as compared with the previous four years.
Thus we have £5,000,000 more by way of
production, £1,000,000 wore of loan expendi-
ture, the Federal grants, and an inereased
revenud of £2,000,000 or more a vear.

Hon. G, Taylor: All the result of your
wise administration,

Hon, Sir JAMES JMITCHELL: Ad-
vances by the cheque-paying banks dur-
ing the last four years have increased
by £3,0000000, Money has been avail-
able as never before in the history
of the State, money that the Premier
says is easily obtained. Savings Bank de-
posits have inereased and of course have
been ufilised. Yet we have unemployment.
One can look for many causes, one of which
1 shall mention at the outset because it seems
to me to be important. Do members realise
that if noney is wasted in the carrying out
of publie works, then to the exteat that it
is wasted so is the epportunity for employ-
menf. lost?

Mr. Clydesdale: Did you ever waste any
money?

Hon. Rir JAMES MITCHELIL:: Yes, on
the rarecourse. The Premier will agree that
if we are building 100 miles of railway and
it costs £400,000 instead of £300,000, then
£100,000 has been wasted. That sum is gone
and is a loss to the workers of the country.
It will thus he seen that unless we get value
for the money we spend, we are making it
more diflicult for the workers to obtain em-
ployment, and so unemployment naturally
follows. The high tariff and high taxation
are alsp causes of unemplovment. 1 think
our people are paying 20 per eent of the
gross production by way of taxation, We
have heard much about the socialist and his
teachings throughout Australia. The con-
ference held in Melbourne recently must do a
power of harm. It is not necessary for me
to single out industries of which ¢ommun-
ists have obtained a grip or to indicate the
harm they have done. Communism is only



[7 Aveysr, 1928.] &

socialism put into practice. Whether a man
calls himself a bolshevist, socialist or com-
munist, it is all the same; he causes strife
and trouble. There is unemployment through-
out Anstralia and we find the soeialisis in-
¢reasing in numbers. The communists, by
the way, want to hurry the socialists along
and get possession quickly. The socialists
apparently are a little more patient, but are
still waiting their opportunity.

Hon. G. Taylor: What is the bolshevist!?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: He is
only a socialist, no matter what you call him.
When I speak of high taxation as one of
the canses of unemployment, I do not mean
taxation by the State Government alene. I
mean laxation by ali the taxing authorities,
the taxation of the Federal Government by
means of the tariff and the other taxes im-
posed upon the people, which together are
very mueh higher than the taxes imposed by
the State Government. T do not know what
the proportion would be, but including the
tariff it would probably be three fimes as
great as the State taxaiion. Then we have
to remember that the people of this State
must pay a great deal more for everything
imported through the Eastern States, and it
may be that this burden represents something
like £2,000,000 per annum on the people of
this State. We onght to see that our loan
moneys are expended on productive work.
It is mnwise to do unnecessary work. The
Canning-Fremantle-road represents huge
expenditure that can result in verv little
work for the people. Every element neces-
sary to favourable employment has been ours
during the last four years as never before
in the history of the State. Never before
had we sneh opportunities to keep the peaple
employed, and yet people have been out of
work. The State Government must be con-
sidered to have failed. Even the churehes at
present are appealing for charity for the
unemployed.

Mr, Clydesdale: There are more men at
work in this State than ever there were.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And there
are more men to work, but there are not
enough men at work.

Mr. Clvdesdale: There never will be.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is
work to be done. T Ao not think the state-
ment of the member for Canping is a fair
one. There are some men who will not work,
but T deo not think anyone ean say that the
bulk of the men out of work are asking for
it and praving thev will not get it

Mr. Clydesdale: Whe =aid that?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I thin!
the hon. member said they would not work.

Mr. Clydesdale: I said there are more mel
in work bere than ever there were.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There i
a greater nwuber of men.

Mr, Davy: And a greater proportion o
men to the work available,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCIIELL: There i
a power of work to be done in this State—
work that probably will not be completec
during the next 100 years.

Mr, Clydesdale: How ave you going i
cope with an influx of men from the Easter:
States, such as we are experiencing now §

Hon. Sir JAMES MITUHELL: 1 haw
quoted figures, which included people fron
the Eastern States, showing that fewe:
people have eome here in the last three years
than in the previous three years.

The Minister for Lands: In those years ¢
great many came as group settlers. There
was a tremendouns erush in one vear. Now
there is & rveaction. Thev are not going tc
the zroups at present but are thrown on the
labour market.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
were never more than, 2,590 gronp settler:
and I understand there are 2,000 on the
groups now, so there cannot he more than
300 ex-group setflers unemployed.

The Minister for Lands: There have heen
more than 4,000 on the groups.

Mr. Davy: More than 4.000 at one timed

The Minister for Lands: No. At different
times there have heen 4,000 settlers on the
groups, but there are only 1,700 now.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That gag
also was fried on the public. If one man
leaves a farm, another man goes from the
ranks of the unemployed to that farm, and
so the number of unemployed is not in-
creased. How ean it be increased? 1f we
take one man off a holding and put another
in his place, that eannot increase unemploy-
ment. No one would be =0 stupid as to be-
lieve it eould.

The Minister for Lands: If five men are
put on and four do not =*ay, that must in-
crease unemployment.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If five
men were put on a block at one time and
four left it that would inerease wnemploy-
ment,

The Minister for Lands:
tion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We never
had more than one settler on one block at
any time.

That is the posi-
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Hon. G. Taylor: Not in your time, but
we do not know what thev have been doing
lately.

Hon. Sivr JAMES MITCHELIL: I have
never professed to have the same ability,
energy and driving foree ns the Minister for
Lands. The (Government have had this
scheme in hand for 4% vyews, and I have
not.

The Minister for Lands:
way to get out of if.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T have
no desire to rid myself of any responsibility,
‘but the Minister for Lands wishes to get out
of his. We will. however, apportion the
blame as it shonld he apportioned.

Hon. W. 1. George: The Lord tempers

the wind to the shorn lam.
“Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T hope
the measnres that have heen taken will re-
lieve unemplovment, and ihat we shall soon
find evervone at work. [ suppose the Pre-
mier has selected the loeal anthorities to em-
ploy these men as the hest means out of the
present diffienlty. It is a temporary ex-
vedient. and hecanse of thut the same trouble
will begin all over again. 1 had some un-
emplovment Anring mv fime. Lahonr mem-
hers. of the dax often disenssed ithe matter
with me, bnt T never had an unemplorment
demon=tration ©wh as we ~aw vevent!v.

Mr. Clydesdale: You had yonr share too.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T never
had anvthine like that. T Tope we shall
never zee anvthine like it again. The 1mem-
ploved in my time were never distirbed hy
the rolice.

Hon. Q. Tavlor: Yon did not have to get
the nrotection of the polica,

The Premier: You do not sngzest that T
aot the protection of the police? Tf vou do
it 1= 2 He.

Bon. Sir JAMFS MITTHELL: No one
wonld suggest that. The police did their
dnty and kept ovder. That is always their
dutv. When the fea rnoms strike was on
thev were not allowed to do their dutv or
keen avder. hut thev are doing it now. T do
not know that thev were neeessary on the
last neecasion. A few vewr:s aco when the
polire rode on the footnath there was a fear-
fol ratery. and T think some civil servants
lost the number of their mess, The unem-
nloved demonstrations had some effect, and
a rumher of the mon have heen sent ant. T
dn mnat know how manv remain. Tn the
enuntry there are manv men walkine ahonk
ont. of woark and in need of food. Amonest
them are manv raod fellow: who are hunery

That 35 a nice

and must ask for food. Trades Hali seemed
at the last moment ready to exert itself, and
took some interest in the unemployed.

Mr. Kenneally: That is a most unfair re-
mark.

Mr. Withers: 1} you ihink Trades Hall
took no interest at all until then?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MIT( HFLL: After the
demonstration they took a parl in the roatter,
asked that the unewployed sbould be heard,
and that the police should be pulled off. The
polive were pulled off, and the unemploved
were leard.

Mr. Kenneallv: The hou. wember knows
that Trades Iall were doing their part in
looking after the wnewmployed long before
that.

Mr. J. H. Smith: They were obliged to
have a mion ticket hefore they could get a
job.

Mr. Sleeman: Not at all.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 know
thex had been getting o couple of meals a
day. Many things eould be done to meet
the situation. One of these is to set up
elenving contraetors amongst the British peo-
ple. ltalinos get the work becanse Italian
contractors are prepared 1o see the job
through and employ their own countrymen.
I believe that 99 per cent. of the elearing
that has been done has been carried out by
English people, by those of our own race,
but amongst them are no clearing contraetors
who will take the responsibility of seeing
the job through. The farmer eannot do it,
and he will not de it either.

Mr. Sleeman: They have seen it through
in the past.

Hon. Sir JAMES MIUTCHELL: Very few
farmers have heen able to get their land
eleared by men who will undertake the joh
as a contractor. They ave quite ready fo
farm the land when the work has been done.
The thing for the Government to do is to
set up clearing contractors amongst the Brit-
ish. Tt may be necessary to start them off
with money, but that wounld be better and
cheaper than to spend it on charity as has
been done recently.

The Minister for Lands: To what land are
you referring?

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I am re-
ferring to the clearing of land that has been
thrown open.

The Minister for Lands: Before it is sel-
ected ‘
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Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No. 1t
is clearing work which the Italian is getting
now.

The Minister for Lands: That is the farm-
er’s privilege.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
farmer, in dealing with the Italian contractor
who bas been here for many years, knows that
he will do the job for him and will not be
required to pay for it until it is finished, and
will thus be only too glad to leave the work
in his hands.

The Minister for Lands: You cannot forer
the land owner to accept other contractors.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We could
" take our own gangers and set them up as
clearing contractors. These men ¢ould be
sent out with parties of English people, or
our own people who are out of work, just as
is done by the Italian contractor. If that
could be done, we should find there would no
longer be any complaints regarding the
Italians getting the work. I am told that
very few British clearing contractors are now
operating. It is possible the Government
will have to find some of the money, but
that would be better than spending it on
eharity in Perth. Some of these Italian
contractors have been here for many years.
They are well known, and, as the Minister for
Lands knows, have been regarded as onr own
people for some years. They are quite ready
to take on the job, and to employ their own
countrymen to do the work,

Mr. Chesson: They are exploiting theiv
own countrymen.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Probably.
What we should do is to get 'the clearing
work done hy our own pepole. This can
only he brought about by the means I sug-
gest.

The Minister for Lands: Some of the
farmers do not want to employ Britisl peo-
ple. -
Mr. E. B. Johnston: They all prefer Brit-
ishers.

The Minister for Lands: I will give yon
some facts about this before the debate is
finished, abont the kind of foreign employ-
ment that is given with the funds of the
Agricultural Bank,

The. Premier : The fellow who writes to the
papers and signs himself “Britisher” is the
class of man who would employ foreigners
becanse they are cheap. There is no ques-

tion about that. They are paying only 15s
an aere to the foreigners.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T do nol
know anything about that,

The Premier: I do.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I know
there is a great need for clearing eontractors.

The Premier: The virtue of foreigners lies
in their cheapness.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There iz
a need for this contracting system in ordex
to keep our own people out of unemploy
ment.

The Minister for Lands: T know of a con-
tractor who journeyed 40 miles to get a con-
tract, and when he got there the farmer
wanted to know if he had Italians on the joh.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Min-
ister is unfortunate in his friends,

The Premier: They are talking with their
tongues in their cheeks. They say they can-
not get British labour.  They mean fhey
cannot get it at the rates they are prepared
to pay.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is not a fact.

The Premier: It is a faet.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
the Premier is misinformed.

The Premier: I am not misinformed. ©Of
course they will not admit it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
seems to he & growing habit.

The Minister for Railways: That is how
the grgument starts.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The Agri-
enltural Bapk officials know whether the
farmers are paying reasonable rates or not.
becanse a great deal of the land is cleared
under Agricultural Bank advances. I know
that miany people do pay more than the
bank considers a fair thing.

The Minister for T.ands: I have had to pay
more than the Agricultural Bank rates.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
not going to get rid of unemployment per-
wanently by merely following the measures
that have heen adopted. We must make a
more determined effort to induce these men
to go out and do the important work of cleur-
ing land. I am glad a redistribution of seals
Bill will be brought down. We have not
heen told anything aboat it, and I do not
propose to diseuss it. We did not give the
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) a fair
chance, 30 we will let him off for anything
he haes said. Y hope the Bill will soon he

T think

That
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brought down. I bave known for some time
pasi that the Government were looking inte
the matter. T hope the redistribution will
not be made hy the Government, but by an
independent board or body, as provided by
the Aect on the Statute Book. We shal] awai;
the Bill with interest. Tt iz our duty to see
that the boundaries ave in keeping with the
needs of the sitmnation, and that the arrange-
ment is made on a fair basis. I am sure the
Premier will see that the work is fairly done
without any regard to the interests of hi-
own or any other party. He will do what is
just by the people of the State. Nothing
else should be done. I do not believe the
Minisiry should fix the boundaries,

The Premier: We had an experience in
1911 of the boundaries heing fixed by the
Government. This Government will not fix
the houndaries.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Yon have the
machinery availahle for that now.
"Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
in the Government in 1911.

The Premier: The Gavernment fixed the
bovrrdaries then. No hoard did it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: And the
following Labour Ministry sat for five
vears withont attempting to alter them.

The Premier: That is not correct. Dur-
ing the first year when we were in office,
in 1912, we attempted to alter them, but the
Bill was thrown out in another place. We
hrought in a Bill during the first year of
being in office, in 1912.

Hon Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The hon.
member’s Government made no real attempt
to do so. What they did was to bring down
a Bill which no one could approve of. Thev
were going to appoint the offieials them-
selves, or the persons who would fix the
boundaries and this would have been pre-
cisely the same thing as fixing the boundaries
themselves.

The Premier: No such thing.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:  The
Commission was to be appointed by the
Government.

The Premier: No. The hon. member does
not know the contents of the Bill.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The then
Premier put up a Bill which wag much on
the same lines as the Act on the Statute
Rook. exeept it was stated that the boun-
daries were to be fixed by a Commission ap-

1 was

pointed by the Gevernment. I do mot think
any Government has a right to do that.

The Premier: I do not think so either.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It should
be done by a preperly constituted body, al-
together outside of Parliamept. I hope there
will be an honest attempt to bring about a
proper redistribution. T have nothing more
to say except tirat 1 hope we shall get
through the Address-in-veply fairly quickly
so that the House may gei on to the business
of the conntry. Tt is important that we
should devote a good deal of attention to
the question of employment For our people.
If we are to have migration—ang I think it
is absolutely imperative—-then we should see
first that the people who are here have em-
ployment. This is not likely to happen un-
less we s0 arrange the work of government
as to encourage the enterprising to proceed
with their work. We have no control over
anpvthing the Federal Governteent do, but
when we consider that the cost of produe-
tion has almost doubled during the last 14
vears, largely owing to Lhe operation of the
tariff, we cannot wonder that there is some
trouble. Just as goldmining could not be
made to pay with less than 8 dwt. stone, so
there must be a certain number of bushels
of wheat obtained per aere if wheat growing
is to pay. It depends largely upon the eost
of production how many bushels the farmer
can obtain from an acre. If the cost is arti-
ficially incressed by high taxation imposed
by both Governments, there must come a
time when employment is searee. In this
country there is a great deal to do. Almost
every acre in the South-West and on the
whent belt could be cleared, and all that =t
can grow can be marketed. We kmow it is
2 hungry world, and there has been a con-
siderable shortage of supplies. Thus our
opportunity has come as it never came be-
fore. AN we have to do is to seize the oppor-
tunity when it is realised, and T think it
must be conceded that Britain is doing her
part to help us in this world development,
so as to make progress casier for us finan-
cially. We shonld set out determinedly to
make the State prosperons, and then I think
we shall get rid of a good deal of the trouble
that at present afflicts many people in the
State.

On motion hy Mr. Thomson, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 9.4 p.m.



