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Hon. J. . Cullen:
grades them.

IIen, J. E. DODD: They were graded
by an industrial agreement fixed by the
workers and the Commissioner of Rail-
ways leeting in conference. Then, again,
a clergyman in conunection with the en-
gineers’ dispute graded gquite a number
of men. Members seemed to think there
was more behind the elause than there
was,

ITou. J. F. Cuollen: Why did the Gov-
ernment oppose grading in the ecomt the
other day?

Hon. J. & DODD: The Government
had not oppesed grading in eonnection
with their emplovees on the railways, but
they eertainly opposed the grading of two
employees doing the same kind of work
when one man might be better than the
other. Tt was monstrous to say that the
court could go into a man’s business and
grade all the men who mighl be on one
elass of work. If members thought the
paragraph lent itself to that he would be
glad to look into the matter and see what
eould be done on recommittal. The other
point raised by Sir Edward Wittenoom,
that the ecourt could regrade workers
after an award was given. was impossible.
The wording was the same as it was in all
matters apperlaining to an award. Clause
79 said that the award shorld be enforced
and be a eommon rule to the industry in
which it applied. It would not bear the
construetion  Sir  Fdward Wittenoom
placed on it

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

But the employer

Ayes 16
Noes 8
Majorily for 8
AYES.

Hon. E, M. Clarke Hon. R. D. McKenzie
Hon. H. P. Colebatch |Hon. BE. McLarty
Hon. J. D. Connolly Hon, M. L. Moss
Hon. J. F. Cullen Hen, W, Patrick
Hon, V. Hamersley Hoen. C. Sommers
Hon. A, G, Jenklos Hon. T. H. Wilding
Hon. R, J. Lynn Hon. SIrE. H. Wittencom
Hon. C. McKenaie D. G. Gawler

Hon.
| {Teller).
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Nogs.
Hon. J. Coraell Hon. J. W. Kirwan
Hon, F. Davis Hon. B. C. O'Drien
llon. J. E. Dedd Hon. A. Banderson
Hoa. J. M, Drew Hen, R. (. Ardagh
(Teller).

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Although notice
had been given by him to move to strike
out paragraph (e), this was one of the
things the managers of the Legislative
Council last sesssion had eoneeded, and
the House had been ngreeable to concede
it by way of compromise with the Assem-
bly. so now he did not feel disposed to
move his amendment, particularly as a
judge of the Supreme Court was to be
president of the Arbitration Court.

Progress reported,

House adjourned at 10.25 p.m.

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

QUESTION—NURSES FROM
ENGLAND.

Hon. TRANK WII.SON asked the Pre-
mier : 1, How many certifieated nurses
have been engaged in FEngland by the
W.A. Government during the past 12
months ? 2, Under what conditions as to
—(a) salaries; (b} term of engagement;
e} passage money oul and home ?
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The PREMIER rveplied : 1, Ten. Two
other nurses have also arrived, but not
under agreement. These two have been
absorbed into the hospitals’ staff. 2,
{a) Not less than €52 per annum. (As
a watter of fact, they are receiving the
usnal salary of £60 per annam.) (b)
Three years’ service with Medical Depari-
ment. (¢} Passage puid from England.
If a nurse does not remain for the full
period of her agreement, then she must
refund such proportion of the passage
money as bears a ratio to the period of
her service. A clause of the agreement
provides for exemption from such a re-

fund if serviee has to he diseontinuned-

owmg to bodily infirmity., There is no
stipulation regarding return fare to Eng-
land.

QUESTION—HOMES FOR THE
T AGED.

Mr. GREEN asked the Premier : 1,
What has heen the average number of
inmates of the Old Men’s Ilome for the
last 12 months § 2, WWhat lras been the
average cost per head for maintaining
the inmates over the same period 7 3,
What has heen the average number of
inmates of the 0ld Women’s Home for
the last 12 months ¢ 4, What has been
the average cost. per head for maintain-
ing the inmates for that time ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The aver-
age mumber was 385 for the year ended
30th June, 1912. 2, £25 11s, TY%d. per
annum. 3, The average number was 67
for ihe year ended 30th June, 1812, This
home inclndes a training school for mid-
wives. 4, £27 4s. 23d. per annum.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Mines: Re-
ports and Returns in aecordance with
Sections 54 and 83 of “The Government
Railways Act, 19047

RETURN—CROPS AT ESPERANCE
AND NORSEMAN.

On motion by Mr. MOQORE (Irwin)

ordered: That the latest reports of the

police officers in charge at Esperance and
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Norseman as lo the condition of the crops
in those districts, be laid upon the Table
of the House.

BILL-—-WORKERS’
ACT

COMPENSATION

AMENDMENT.
Recommittal,

On motion by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL, Bill reecommitted for the purpose
of further econsidering definition of
“Worker,” and the First and Fourth
Schedules.

My, MeDowall in the Chair, the At-
torney General in charge of the Bill,

Clause 4—Interpretation:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: At the
request of the mermber for Menzies he had
eonsented to the recommitial of the Bill
for the purpose of amending the defini-
tion of “worker” with a view to including
tribulers. Some Lwo years ago the Assem-
bly had made provision to bring tributers
wnder the Workers’ Compensation Aect.
The matter was now in the bands of the
member for Menzies.

Mr. MULLANY: The objeci of Lhe
amendment he proposed to move was to
bring tributers under the provisions of
the Bill,

Hon. Frank Wilson: Can we not know
what is hefore ns?

The CHATIRMAN: The amendment

would Dbe put when the hon. member
moveil it.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What are we con-
sidering?

The CHAIRMAN : The motion the hon.
member would presently move,

Hon, Frank Wilson: Are we consider-
ug a clanse?

The CHAIRMAN: A copy of the
amendment before him showed that the
hot. member would move that tributers
be deemed to be workers, The hon. mem-
ber was quite in order in proceeding as
he was doing.

Mr. MULLANY moved an
ment—

That in line 13 after “writing” the
following be added:—"Provided alse
that tributers shall for the purpose of
this Act be deemed to be workers in
the employ of the other pariy to the
tribute.”

amend-
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It was his belief that the amendment
would receive general support. A prac-
tice had grown up, and was now exten-
sively followed, of leaseholders letting
tributes to tributers. Whilst these men
did not come under the definition of
“wages workers” they were workers in the
truest sense of the word, and it was his
desive ihat the provisions of the Bill
should be exiended to them. Under a
regulation issued by the late Minister for
Mines (Mr, Giregory) the various wardens
on the goldfields now refused to register
any tribute agreement nuless the parties
working in that tribute effected insurance
under the Workers’ Compensation Aet,
This had been a grave injustice to the
tributers. He lad paid & premium of £12
for a year’s insurance for himself and
three fellow workmen, but he believed
they would have had no standing if an
accident had oceurred. The insurance
companies, he thought, had always paid
but it was his desire to remove any possi-
bility of liability being repudiated. The
amendment would infliet no injustice but
wonld remove an anomaly.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Attorney
General apparently was agreeable to the
amendment,

The Altorney Genernl: Yes.

Houn, FRANK WILSOXN: The measure
had gone far enourh. A tributer could
not in any circumstances be deemed o be
in the employ of another person. He was
a masier working on his own and for
his own profit; be was paying a royalty
on what he ndght recover through his
operations. The Collie coal mines had
heen worked for years on ftribute and
surely ihe person who owned fhe mines
and lel them io a tributer should not have
to insure hnin.  The triboter bad to insure
the men working for him, but the tributer
himself ought nof lo be covered. He was
in the place of a muaster, the only differ-
ence being that he did not own the pro-
perty but hired it ander a pereentage of
the minerals or of the value of the min-
erals won. The amendment would bhe
overloading the measure and overloading
the industries, and we were in danger of
legislating industries out of existence.
Why should not a man take some portion
of his own liability?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, B. J. Stubbs: These men are going
to take it.

Hon FRANK WILSON : No; we were
legislating to transfer the responsibility
to some other person,

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : The tributer never
develops a mine without getting anything
out of it, does he ?

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN : The svoner
we reached the halevon davs when the
State owned cverything and everyone
was a servant of (he State, the better
it would be for legislation. Tt would be
all right for abont five minutes and thew
there wounld be a revolution and worker
aund tributer would he worse off than he-
fore.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If
there was to be a funeral the leader of
the Opposition should be in  mourning
now because this legislation was alrveady
the law of the land. The first regulation
under the Mines Regulation Aet 1906
stated—

Manager’s responsibility for wark-
ings of contractors and tributers. In
every mine of whieh there is o vegis-
tered manager, it shall be a condition
of the agreement between him and
every contractor and tribuler em-
ployed in the mine that the said man-
ager shall have supervision and econ-
tral of all the work earried out by the
satd eontvactor or tributer and in re-
speet of such work shall be deemed to-
be the manager appointed by such con-
tractor ar tributer in so far as lhe
is the owner of such mine or part there-
of.

That was the relationship which was
songht to be recoenised and not estab-
lished by the amendment.

Hon. Frank Wilson : That is a regu-
lation to eontrol the work.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In
controlling the work the owner had the
divection of the work and that direction
made him, for the purposes of this mea-
sure, the employer. Tt could be fairly
arrued, even without the amendment.
that a tribnter was included in the de-
finitian, but to put it bevond dispute it
wag proposed to add this proviso and the-
Committee would not stultify themselves:
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by doing so, because, when the leader of
the Opposition was a member of the Gov-
erument in 1910, the Tributers Aet
Amendment Bill was passed by this
Chamber, though in consequenre of delay
in another place, it did not become law,
and Clause § of that measure read—
Tributers shall, for the purposes of

the Workers’ Compensation Aet, 1902,

and the amendments thereof, be deemed

io be workers in the employ of the

other party to the tvibute.
Therefore this was no 1lnnovation but
only an adoption of what had been passed
by regulation under the Mines Regula-
tion Agcl, 19006, and in part passed in the
Tribulers Act Amendment Bill of 1910.
The inclusion of the definition in this
measure would make it clear, when deal-
ing with the Workers’ Compensaiion Aet,
that tributers were included.

My, MULLANY The Attorney
General was correct in his reference to
the tributer being direetly under the eon-
trol of the leaseholder or his manager.
He was not so mueh concerned whether
the tribufer or the leaseholder paid the
insnranee, or took the responsibility, as
he was concerned to make it eclear thas
tributers as a elass came under the pro-
visions of this measure. There had been
extreme doubt in the past. As the leader
of the Opposition seemed to be so soliei-
tous for the welfare of the leaseholder
he would point out that the leaseholder
could profect himself if he so desired
when preparing the tribute agreement.
The leader of the Opposition knew well
that when a leascholder and a hody of
tributers or oue tributer were fixing up
a tributing apreement all conditions were
inserted and had to be signed by both
parties, The agreement had to be re-
gistered in the warden’s office or with
the mining registrar so that the agree-
ment shonld bhe fair to hoth parties, In
the past it had been manifestly unfair
to the tributer because he was foreed to
pay the insurance money under the
Workers’ Compensation Act before the
leaseholder would let him a tribufe at
all, and it was always doubiful if the
tributer could recover at all. When the
leaseholder or the mineowner desired to

2757

let a tribute that wag fair evidence that
the mineowner could not work the mine
at a profit by employing wages men. If
he could he would certainly employ those
men. When a party of tributers were
prepared to put their labour into a mine
they should be able to get the same pro-
teetion under the Workers’ Compensa-
tion Act as the wages men received.

Mr. HARPER : It was hardly neces-
sary o pass this amendment beeausc as
the hon. member (Mr. Mullany) bad
said, an agreement could be prepared pro-
viding that the iribulers should be in-
sured.,

The Attorney General :
the tributers are insured.

My, HARPER: Yes, the tributer ought
to bhe the man responsible for insuring
his men. Jle paid the wages and knew
the number of men ewployed whereas
the leaseholder did not know these parti-
culars. In the past tributers had been
insured and insurance cowpanies had
paid compensation. He did not think the
enmpanies would have paid the compen-
sation unless they were legally hound
to do so. There might be a lease let
on tribute that would not bé worth pay-
ing insurance money for. Leases might
be valueless and tributers often took on
speculative operations. In some cases
a man might work almost for nothing
and in other cases fributers could make
substaniial rises. He was in accord with
the leader of the Opposition that we were
getting too many Acts of Parliament in
this State, all the industries were being
harassed and made unprofitable. It
ought to be the object of members to en-
courage not only the mining industry to
continue, but in all other industries, but
when Aects of Parliament east obliga-
fions on industries it did them harm.
The amendment was not necessary becanse
the tributers were qguile able to look after
themselves. Very often in a mine on
tribute there was a number of share-

Usually all

holders, therefore these shareholders
shonld he responsible for their own
actions, The lenseholder might be most

impeeunious. A tribute might be et on
condition that the mine was only to be
developed to a certain depth.
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Mr. B. J. Stubbs: What is the object
of letting tribute?

Mr. HARPER: Very often to keep the
labour conditions geing.

Mr. Mullany: And o avoid paying
wages,

Mr. HARPER: That was not so. Gen-
erally when a mine was let on tribute that
mine was ab its tail end. Men often
worked with greater spirit when working
for themselves. A leaseholder conld not
get the same work ouf of his men, and
would have to close down.

Mr. FOLEY: The Committee should
adopt the amendment. FEach and every
member representing a mining distriet
had not always only the worker in front
of him but he had also the mining indus-
try before him, and it was the intention of
mining members to try and develop that
industry as well as it was their intention
to safeguard the interests of those work-
ing in the industry. That was one point
which the hon. member (Mr. Harper) had
forgolten. If the amendment was car-
ried it would be conferring a hoon on the
men who in this State had been instru-
mental in keeping the mining industry
going when many eompanies had not been
able to work their mines suecessfully.
If 2 mine was closed down it was gener-
ally said that was the last stage of (hat
mine, but tribnfers often wounld take such
a mine on hire and work it for profit.
In many instanees tributers were used
by eompanies and employers to eonform
to the labour covenants becanse the em-
ployers always looked at a matter from
the view-point of profit. If a tribulers
Rill was brought down, and he hoped
ihat some day suneh a Bill would be be-
fore the House, he would move to insert
a provision that tributers should not be
allowed to fulfil the labour covenants in a
mine. At present the tributers were ful-
filling the covenanis; the leaseholders
paid them no money. All the money the
tributers received was whal they made,
and frequently it was such a small amount
that it was virtually of no nse to them.

Mr. Wisdom: Then why do they keep
on?

Mr. FOLEY : Because there was alwavs
a chanee of henefiting themselves, and

L.
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if they henefited themselves they bene-
fited the mining industry. There were
some men who bad been in the mininy
industry and to whom the mining industry

had been a benefit, but as soon as they
left the mining industry they eried stink-
ing fish on every conceivable oceasion.
The mine owners were nsing tributers in
the place of wages men because it was
generally stated by the leaseholder that
a certain amount of developmental work
should he carried out. They also gener-
ally provided what part of a wine shonld
be worked and under what conditions it
should be worked. Therefore, the tribu-
ters were in a similar position to wages
men. Companies or employers were using
tributers to gain profit, to eomply with
the labour conditions and keep the mine
going, always having the one main chance
in front of them that the tributers might
strike something, and as soon as they did
5o the leaseholders turned the tributers
down and worked the mine themselves,
Tributers were greatly responsible for
keeping the mining indusiry going, there-
fore the amendment should be carried.
Mr, HEITMANN: There had been no
objection from asny member to the prin-
ciple of eompensation. Not even the mem-
ber for Piogelly (Mr. Harper) would
contend that compensation was a prineiple
that might not with henefit be extended in
this State. It might seem strange to
members that we should desire to bring
in a class of workmen who were looked
upon as independent of employvers, that
was men who were their own employers.
But there was the same relationship that
existed between the emplover and the em-
ployee existing between the mine.owner
and the tributer. The owner of the lense
let the lease on tribute, or a portion of
the mine in order that he might be able to
comply with the labour condiliens. 1T he
did not have iribnters employed, he
would either have to employ other men
on wages, or abandon or surrender lhe
lease. There were hundreds of cases in
Weslern Australia where eompanies had
for the time heing shnt down, and when,
afier exemption had expired, if they Tiad
oblained exemption, in order that they
might refain (he ownership of that lense,
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they had decided to employ tributers.
There were cases where the whole of the
leases had been let on tribute, and in such
cases, it would be harder to bring about
relationship between the owner of the
lease and and the tributer, but there was
that conmection between the two, and if
it did not pay the lease owner to work
the ground by those means, why did he
not forfeit it? The holder of the lease
goined a benefit from the labour of rthe
men, not only winning money from the
percentage whieh the tributers had to pay
him, but also by reason of the faet thaf
the tributers heid the lease for him. Sceme
time ago he (Mr, Heitmann) brought be-
fore the Minister the case of the Telle
Vue mine at Sir Samuel. This mine had
worked for a number of years, and had
paid for a time, but later on it failed to
be profitable to work, and it was let on
tribute. In one year, from a dozen fri-
buters, the company reeceived as their per-
centage about £600, and the eompany ac-
tually did nothing.  The tributers dis-
covered a new reef.

Mr. Wisdom: Where did they discover
1£? i was discovered down helow,

Ay, HEITMANN: Tt was on Lhe sur-
face. 'There undoubtedly existed a con-
neclion hetween the owner of the lease
and Lhe tribaters, and there was a relation-
ship corresponding to some extent to that
of employer and employee, and it was the
desire of all that when a man got injured
he should receive some eompensation. It
was clear that the tributer was, to a cer-
tain extent, an employee of the owner of
the lease, and in consequence he should
rveceive compensation in case of injury.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Some hon. mem-
bers opposite seemed to be greatly per-
turbed whenever a measnre was brought
forward for the protection of the workers.
They seemed to imagine that some great
hardships were going to be placed upon
the capitalists and those who controltled
the industries. But, if they thought for
a moment, they would see that no possible
disadvantage could be placed on those
persons. If a burden was placed on a
manufacturing industry, the person who
controiled that industry simply passed it
on,
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Mr, Nanson:
pass it on?

My B. J. STUBBS: 1t was passed on
to the consumer all the time.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Absolute rubbish,

Mre. B. J. STUBBS: Apart from that
question altogether, it was generally re-
eognised by anybody of advanced ideas,
and it had heen laid dowu as a prineciple
of the Federal Arbitration Court that, if
an industry could not pay wages and pro-
vide reasonable conditions, that industry
had no right to exist, and no ecapifalist
who invested money had a right to expeect
a profit at the expense of any worker.
With regard to the amendment of the
member for Menzies, it hnd been alrveady
pointed out that tributers were always
compelled to insure under the Workers'
Compensation Aet, when they signed ou,
No one had denicd that, but there was a
doubt as to whether they could obtain
compensation if they were injured, or if
killed, whether their dependents could ob-
tain eompensation, and it was desived to
carry the amendment so that there should
be no doubt in the matter.

Mr. 8. Stubbs: Let them insure?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: They were com-
pelled to insuve, but it did not follow that,
iff injured, they would receive compensa-
tion. It was desired to provide ihat there
would be no doubt whatever that those
men should have the right to elnim com-
pensation. How would it make any dif-
ference to the mining companies? Hom.
members opposite were huilding up bogies
that we were going to rnin all the indns-
tries, because it was desired to do justice
to all classes of workers. The member for
Beverley admitted that tributers often de-’
veloped the properties of mine owners,
and got little out of the transaction, The
member for Beverley admitted that a tri-
bute was never let unless the mine was
not paying, and then the tribuler was ex-
pected to do development worl.

My, Wisdom: The tributer never does
development worl:.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The good sense of
the Chamber would assist in earrying the
amendment, and give to these hardwork-
ing miners the right they were justly en-
titled to.

How does the exporter
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: Under the clause
it would be possible for the tributers and
those owning a mine to enter Into an
agreement and the men could recover from
the owner. The Attorney General might
look at Clause 16.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: What
are the words you rely on? The clause
hegins, “Subject to a scheme.”

Hon. J. MITCHELL: KEven under
Clause 8, the scheme must at least provide
for compensation. e merely raised tke
point for the Attorney General to answer,
because the member for Subiaco had
stated thal (he tributers conld not arrange
with the owners.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If
there were any scheme other than that of
general insurance, and it met with the ap-
proval of the registrar and was not less
favounrable to the worker than this mea-
sure, it could be adopted, but there was
nothing in the world to prevent anybody
from insuring his workmen. What the
Bill did was o recognise the relationship
fixed by the Mines Regulation Aect that the
owner of the mine was the manager, the
employer, the director, and, fixing that re-
lationship, the Bill pul upon that owner
the obligation of seeing to the inswurance
of tributers,

My, 8. Stubbs: That means that all
mines will have fo be shut down, beeause
a mine owner cannot afford to keep a
manager to watch the tributers.

The ATTORNEY GENERATL: Wher-
ever tributing agreements were made this
was one of the terms of the agreement.
It was usual for a tribute agreement to
contain a slipulation that there should
be insurance of the tributers, and thai
was also the custom in regard to the gen-
eral miners. Tf ihat was being done, the
Bill did not aller the enstom. What was
going on now would eontinue, but the Bill
made it ecrtain {hat if a ease should eome
into court the relationship of the manager
or owner to the tributers would he clear.
He did not know that there had ever been
a ease raised wherein it had been disputed
that the tributer stood in the relationship
of a worker,

Mr. Green: Only one case.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Ther
might be other cases, and this was onl
the precaution, so to speak, of {aking life
boats with one.

Hen. J. Mitehell: The property wouwl
be responsible under the Act now,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yeos
excepling that the point eonld be raise:
that the tributer bad no such pesitien at
worker in relation to a mine. He mighi
he looked upon as an independent persor
looking after his own interesis only,

Amendment put and passed.

First schedule:

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved
an amendmenf—

That in puaragraph 1, sub-paragrap}
(b}, “four” Le struck out and “siz’
inserted in liew.

When Lhe Bill was previously in Commit-
tee he had agreed that if there should be
any alteration in the amounts mentioned
in the Bill as compensation for death and
total incapacity respectively, it would I
in the direetion of raising the amount of
£400 for total incapacity fo £600, the same
amount as was allowed for death. It was
inconsistent to allow £600 for death and
onkty £400 for tofal incapacity to work
and in consulting all the Acts dealing with
this matter he found that in each instance
the same sum was fixed for total disable
ment as for death. Surely total inability
to work further throughout life was de
serving of fhe same compensation as death
itself,

Hon. J. Mitchell: You argued the othe
way previously.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
argument had been fhat in the ease of
toial ineapacily the dependenis would, a
any rate, have the companionship of the
survivor, but he did not think that wa:
suMcient from the point of view of neces.
sitv. One had fo live and maintain life
and it would be more costly to a family tc
have the barden of keeping a person
totally ineapable of work than if they had
heen relieved of that responsibility by the
denfh of Lhe vietim.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In subparagraph
(a) the sum that might execeed £400 was
provided for the worker wha had bheen
three vears working for the one employer
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and, obviously, he deserved more con-
sideration than the person who had been
working for an employer only a fort-
night before he became injured. No one
objecled to the higher amount in the case
of the worker who had served a long
length of time. The insurance pretiuis
would already be leavy, and if the
amount was inereased from £400 to £600
in all cases of total incapacity it would
result in a considerable mnerease in the
premium. Already there was a consider-
able dillicully in providing employment
for men, and anything which wounld tend
to make employment more costly would
increase (hat diffienlty.  The Attorney
General had not assigned any good reason
for the alieralion.

Mr. GREEXN: The reason which had
induced him to suggest the amendment to
the Attorney General was that a worker
who +was totally ineapacitated was a
greater drag on a family than if he was
out of the world altogether. There was
also the excelleni precedent of the New
Zealand Aect, under which the amount for
total incapacity was the same as that for
death. The trend of legislation in other
parts of the world was fo give more for
total incapacity than for death. The
official document of the Labour Bureau
of the United States, published in 1911,
shows that the predominant feature of
the labour legislation for that year was
in the provision made for eompensation;
and to show the difference made in the
amounts paid in the case of death and
total disabilily, Califernia paid £1,000
maximum for death and £5,000 maximum
for total disability; Kansas paid £720 for
death and £1,560 for total disahility; New
Jdersey paid £600 for death and £800 for
total disability; Ohio paid £680 for death
and £2 8s. 4d. per week, or £125 1ls, a
year, as long as the tolally disabled work-
man conlinued to live; while Washington
paid £800 maximnm in the case of death
and £7 a month as long as the worker
continned io exist. The United Stintes
was considered fthe home of the ex-
ploiter, but we ecould see from these
figures that in that country they were
actuated by the same iuslinet thal lad
indured the Labour party to bring for-
ward a Workers’ Compensation Bill,
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namely, pure humanitarianism. Countries
noi credited with being dominaied by the
Lalour party recognised, as ihe Attorney
General now recognised, that if there was
to be any difference in compensation it
should e in favour of the family left
with the totally disabled breadwinner.

Amendment put and passed, the sehe-
dule as amended agreed to.

Fourth schedule:

On motionz by the ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL, the column headed “Description
of disease” was amended by inserting the
following lines—*“Bromide poisoning or
poisoning from the use of any other
ehemical and their sequelae,” and “Any
disease or bedily infirmity arising from
inhaling impure or noxions gas”; and
the eolumn headed “Description of pro-
cess” was amended by inserting the word
“Mining” opposite the lines so added to
the other column; and the schedule as
amended was agreed to.

Bill again reported with further amend-
ments,

BILL—NATIVE FLORA PROTEC-
TION.
Received from the Legislative Council,
and on motion by Hon, H. B. Lefroy
read a first time.

BILI—PUBLIC WORKS COMMIT-
TEE.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hou.
W, D. Johnson) in moving the second
reading sait: T do not propose to take up
much of the time of the Chamber in re-
submitling this Bill for the favourable
consideration of members,. It will he
horne in mind that last y#ar the Govern-
menl presented this Bill. an that, while
it passed this Chamber, it did not receive
sufticient support in  (he Legislative
(Council for it to become law. Since then
we have had twelve months more exper-
lence of administration, and the Govern-
ment are convinced that it is in the best
intevests of Chis country that a publie
works committee should be appointed to
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go Wnto works, as outlined in the Bill,
costing over £20,000, or special works
that may be submitted for consideration.
We are safisfied that the first duty ot a
Government is to give Parliament and
the people as mueh contrel as it is pos-
sible to give over the public purse, and
we are satisfied that under existing eon-
ditions Parliament does not get that op-
portunity of geing into the various public
works of the country it should bave. As
outlined last year, the Bill is framed on
a measure that has been in existenee for
many years in New South Wales. In addi-
fion to New South Wales having a public
works committee that deals with all publie
works, for. many vears Vietoria has had
a public works committee limited to the
consideration of railway proposals. Then
we find in South Australia during the
last month or two they have adopted the
Vietorian methed and have asked Parlia-
ment to authorise the appointment of a
committee, similar to that in Victoria, for
the purpose of considering railway pro-
posals. During the last twelve months we
have had experience of select committees
heing appointed to investigate public
works, partieularly railways, and I do not
think any member will be prepared to
assert that the results of these commit-
tees’ investigations nre allogether satis-
factory from a parligmentary point of
view. 1 sappose those who sit on the
committees are satisfled that the investi-
gations are in accordance with what they
think desivable, but I think that if mem-
bers generally took a keen interest in a
publiec work itself, apart from the dis-
cussion being simply confined to a ques-
tion of voute, we would get a general
disenssion from members, and members
would acquire more information than is
eontained in a seleet committee’s report.
In addition to select committees, we have
had requests for Hoyal Commissions to
be appeinted to investigate other public
works. T elaim, apart from the experience
we lhave had during the last twelve
months, that select committees generally
are unsatisfactory. They are genevally
brought into existence by a member who
is either opposed to a work or in favour
of it.
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AMr. Heitmaun: ITe is usually biassed,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
i1s biased, I think. He either wanis to
oppose a work that bas been passed by
Parliament or is contemplated, or he
wants te expedite some particular work
that does not find favour in the eyes of
the Government of the day. Consequent-
ly, if a select committee is appointed
by the Chamber, those who are suecessful
in getting the committee only look around
to get evidence in support of the view
they take in regard to that particular
work, with the result that Parliament
does not get what may be called evidence
of value to the State generally, but sim-
ply gets evidence drawn from o narrow
groove, and the width of that groove is
confined by the amount of bias on the
part of the member. The member for
Kimberley {Mr. Male) shakes his head,
but il is absolutely so. We know per-
feetly well that members go on a select
committee for one particular purpose,
and get evidence to support their view
of the case. As I have said, I am per-
sonally opposed to select committees al-
together. [ do not think we get any
good result from their reports.

Hon. J. Mitehell: This Bill would not
do away with select commiitees.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But
it would avoid the necessity for their
appointment. I do not think Parliament
would allow a select committee to investi-
gate a work whichk had already been in-
vestignted by the Public Works Com-
mittee. Tt would be a ridieulous proposi-
tion.

Hon. J. Mitehell: A select commiitee
might have to inquire into the method of
carrying out the work.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh,
no; ihat is purely a question for the
Public Works Department. 1 have not
had experience of Parliament dictating as
to how public works shall he carried out.
It is essentinlly a matier for experts and
engineers. The queslions likely to be
investigated by a select committee will no
doubt be investigated by the Public Works
Committee, only in a broader way, hav-
ing in view the actual effect any proposed
public work will have. not only in the
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district concerned, but throughout the
State generally.

Mr. Male: The best work of the British
Parlinment is done by select committees.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
not prepared to admit that. In any case
we have to do better than even the British
Parliament in the way of public works.
For instance, the House of Commons has
not got the eontrol of the public purse
which Australian Parliaments like to have.
In the House of Commons members gen-
erally do not take that keen interest in
politieal watters which they do in Aus-
tralia. It is very seldom that there is a
Jarge proportion of members present in
the Honse of Commons dealing with pub-
lic works and financial maiters. There
are but a limited few who take an interest
in these matters, whereas in Australia,
fortunately, the percentage of attendanees
in the Chamber is munech larger, colo-
paratively speaking, and members take
a keener interest in financial matters than
do the members of the British Parliament.
The objeect of the Rill is to give Parlia-
ment still greater opportunity of arriving
at the pros and cons of each and every
public work. We have to bear in mind
that even though members may wrge that
select commitiees do good work, a select
commiitee is resiricted in its sittings to
the time during which Parliament is in
session, and consequently the available
time is comparatively limited. T'or that
reason it is almost impossible for a select
committee to give to a public work the
consideration and investigation necessary
to works costing over £20,000. Hon.
members may argue that even though
select committees are unsatisfactory, we
can still have a royal commission on these
works if Parliament think they should re-
ceive further investigation than has been
given by the Ministry of the day. Bul
we have to bear in mind that with one or
two exceptions royal commissions in
Western Australia bave not heen of any
great benefit to the State. We have had
numerous instances of royal commissions
whose reports have been as so much waste
paper. In one or two cases royal commis-
sions have done good work and saved a
considerable amount of money; but still
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we have to benr in mind that a royal com-
mission is appointed for one particular
work only, and therefore it has but com-
paratively little educational value for its
members, whose attention is not trans-
ferred to another subject on a settlement
of the one being arrived at. In other
words, the members of one particular
royal commission may not have seats on
the next commission appoinfed to investi-
gate a wotk of a similar character, and
the result is that members do not get the
same general education that the members
of the Public Works Committee may be
expected to get by sitting for the whole
term of Parliament. No doubt it will be
urged again that the result of investiga-
tions by the advisory hoards has been such
in Western Australia that a continuation
of that system is desirable. Last session
I dealt with this question, and I wish to
repeat that in my opinien advisory
boards’ reports do not contain the amounnt
of evidence which it is desirable Parlia-
ment should be in possession of before
undertaking various railway propositions.
The reports deal with investigations of
experts, but their investigations are
limited and, after all, it is desirable that
we should have, not a committee composed
of experts who report to Cabinet, but
rather that the eommittee should be able
to cross-examine those experis so that
we ean get an opportunity of learing
from them the details of the proposition,
instead of getting merely a general out-
line, as we get to-day, in the reports of
the advisory boards. Wae do not to-day
gel any evidence to show on what th.
report is based. All we get is the report
without any detail as to the merits of
the recommendations eontained therein.
Apart from all that, these advisory
boards are composed of experts.

Mr. Male : The Minister conld get all
that information from the evidence.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : That
is just the point. T is questionable
whether the Minister should have all this
information, whether this information
should be resiricted to the six members
on the Ministerial benech, or whether the
whole of it shonld not be made available
to members of Parliament generally. It
is one of the advantages of the Publie
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Works Committee that they report to
Parliament.

Mr. Male :
sponsibility.

They have to take the re-

The MINISTER FOR WORES : No,
we still take the responsibility. Tt is

merely giving Parliament full informa-
tion. Members sitting on the commiitee
closely secrutinise a proposition for the
expenditure of publie funds, subsequently
report to Parliament and, apart from the
actual report of the committee, each memn-
ber of that commitice from his place in
Pariiament can give fo Parliament de-
tails as Lo how that report was arrived
at. TUnder the sysiem of the Public
Works Committee we have members of
Pavliament responsible to Parliament,
reporting to Parliament, instead of, as
imder the existing conditions, an advisory
hoard responsibie to Cabinet only.

Mr. E. B. Johnston : And vou still get
the benefit of the advice of experts.

Mr. Maje : It would mean three or
four new Ministers.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : Not
necessarily so. This committee will have
but limited powers, of ecourse. Then it is
fo be bhorne in mind that the advisory
boards are composed of experts, and we
know from experience that the depart-
mental work which these experts or
highly paid officials should have been cn-
eaged upon, has suffered in consequence
of their ahsonee with the Advisory Board.
Take Mr. Muir, of the Public Works De-
partment: the deparfment absolutely lost
the services of that officer as chief en-
gineer for surveys, and if that sort of
thing were allowed to confinue, there
wonld be no other eomclusion than that
he was a surplns officer out on advisory
board’s work. If his serviees are valued
his own partieular branch suffers. 1 am
only illustrating (hat one case, but it ap-
plies generally.

Mr. Male : You are carrving out these
methods now. You have officers ap-
pointed on different boards. Take your
irrigation scheme: wou have appointed
permanent efficers there,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : No,
under the Irrigation Bill all we are to
ret is the advice of officers as to whether

. the information from the settlers.
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an jrrigation proposition should be car
ried out in a particular distriet.

Mr. Male: You have permaneni
officers on the Fremantle Harbour Trnst
and are losing their servieces in thens
proper sphere.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : That
is so. The Engineer-in-Chief is chairmat
of the Harbour Trust; but his weckly
meetings oceupy only half a day, and af
that time we know where he is and how
long he will be away, whereas in the case
of officers on the Advisory Boeard they
are touring the country investigating rail-
way propositions and are absent indefi-
nitely. We do not want that, We can get
The
Advisory Board get it from the settlers
to-doy, and arrive at a conclusion, and
submit that to Cabinet without giving
the detailed information which they
secored on the spot. This committee will
get that information and will furnish
it to Parliament. Then as to cost of eon-
struetion and other technieal matters, the
expert officer will be examined close to his
own ofilee.

The Premier : The Advisory Board are
merely asked to report as to how n work
is to he done. :

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS : The
powers of the Advisory Board are limited,
They have not general powers as the
Public Works Committee will have. They
are asked to veport on a ease and submit
a recommendation as to a railwav in a
eiven loeality. But we ean get ihe Publie
Works Committee to go right into the
¢uestion and eonsider whether it is in
the hest interests of the State that this
railway should be built at all er whether
other railway proposifions should take
precedence. To-day it is for the Govern-
ment to sav whether or not there shall
he a railway in a given disiriet, and
whather it is of first importance. The
Publie Works Committee, however. will
have the power to deeide whether a pro-
deet is of first Importanee or whether an-
other railway should take precedence.
In the past railways have been built in
thizs State which should have heen de-
laved, while nther railways which have
heeir neglected should have heen ex-



pedited. The Government have taken
the responsibility. Parliament has not
had the detailed information it will in
future have if the Bill be passed and,
in consequence, Parliament bas not been
ahle to protect the Htate from the possi-
bilitv of a district getting a railway long
before its time. With the system of the
Public Works Committee initiated we will
have the advantage of cross-examining
the experts. To get the best possible
advige {rom an experi it 18 necessary
to eross-examine him. Tt does not do fo
allow him to make a statement which
may be hased on a wrong conelusion.
There is  only one way to avoid that,
namely to bring the expert before a com-
mittee and sec exactly how he has ar-
rived at his conclusions. The delails ean
be eonveved to Parliament instead of, as
under existing econditions, merely con-
veved to Cabinct. Then, as the Prenier
has pointed ouf, the advisory boards are
instrueted by Cabinet and are respon-
sible to Cabinet, whereas the Publie
Works Committee will be appointed by
Parliament, and will be responsible to
Parliament, which is a vast improvement
on the system we have been following in
Years past.
Hon. J. Mitehell: The

Board’s reports are made public.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
but they are limited. Yon do not get the
detail as to how the members of the board
have arvived at their eonclusions.

The Premier: The diffienlty in the past
has been the making of those reporis
public before they were confirmed by Par-
liament, and so misleading the settlers.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Again, the expert does not give the basis
on which he has built up his conelusion.
The informalion he gets is not conveyed
to Parliament. The Advisory Board
merely advise so and so, and their report
may be based on evidence on which Par-
linment would not arrive at the same con-
clusion; so we do not get the detailed
evidence which we are justified in asking
for if we want Parliament to have control
of the public purse. If is not a question
of the Ministry trying to avoid responsi-
bility, but merely of asking Parliament to

Advisory
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take a responsibility which the people ex-
pect them to take, namely, that of con-
trolling the public purse. Ne Government
should be able to earry on a work without
giving every information in respect to it.
In the past Governments have given just
sufficient information to justify a work,
while members do not get the information,
it any. which might he fuoted in opposi-
tton to the work,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pom.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Be-
fore tea I was endeavouring to point out
to the House the advaniages of a publie
works committee as compared with an ad-
visory board’s report, inasmuch as a pub-
lic works commiltee give detailed informa-
tion that they eollect and on which evi-
dence they base their report. The mem-
ber fur Northam, by way of interjection,
desired to convey to the Chamber thai the
whole of the conclusions of an advisory
board would be submiited to Parliament,
but that is mok so. The Government of
the day submit to Parliament those re-
ports whieh are in accordance with the
policy or desires of the (fovernment but
they do not present all the information
that the advisory board submit to Cab-
inet, and this only emphasises the point I
have already made thai an advisory board
is responsible to Cabinet and to the Gov-
ernment only, whereas a public works
committee will be responsible to Parlia-
ment. I would also like to point out that
with an advisory board’s report, the worth
of it is always gauged Ly the opinien of
the individual member, Tf it suits the
member for a particulav district, then it
is a good report. If it does not suit that
member, it is a bad report, and we find
that where an advisory board’s report has
been against the opinion held by a member
for a particular constitueney where the
public work was to be constructed, that
member has brought influence to bear on
the Government to get the Government to
alter their opinion in regard to that work.
This is something which should be avoided,
if possible. and I claim it ean be avoided,
and ean only be avoided by means of a
publie works commitiee. The Advisory
Board simply report to the Government.
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A wember can use his influence, and the
only influence he requires is sufficient to
wet the Government fo re-consider or to
disagree with the report of the Advisory
Board, but in connection with the publie
works eonumittee that member would have
to make his appeal to Parliament, and
would have (o convinee Parliament that
the eonclusions of the eominittee were not
sound. This must appeal to members as
a direet means of protecting the publie
purse. We would get away from this
political influence ihat has undoubtedly

been brought to bear, not only in Western,

Australia, but in other parts of Australia,
and it is because of this political influence
that New South Wales has refained its
public works committee Parliament after
Parliament, Ministry after Minislry, year
after year, and it is because they experi-
enced the same diffienlties in Victoria that
they adopted a public works committee so
far as railway construction is concerned,
and beeause of the same thing and the
desire 1o give Parliament a greater control
of the public purse they are adopting the
suggestion in South Australia. In West-
ern Australia politieal influence has been
at worl. We want to see that Parliament
decides these questions, and if a member
wishes to disagree with the conclusions of
a committee he should malke his appeeal to
Parliament and not lo a seclion of Par-
liament. When the Bill was before an-
other place last sesssion the main argu-
ments directed against it were in regard
to finance. One member to whom I have
had occasion to refer as an extravagant
member in regard to his conclusions, es-
peeially on financial matters, started oft
by saying the committee would cost
£50,000. It is trne that after he had heen
severely handled by members in another
place he redueed his fizures slightly, but
there 15 no doubt that there was a general
opinion expressed in that Chamber that
the cost of this eommittee would be ex-
cessive. Attempts were made to draw a
comparison between what would be ex-
pended in Western Ausiralia and the ae-
tual expenditure in New South Wales.
As the leader of the Chamber pointed
ont, we cannot draw a comparison be-
tween Western Australia and New South
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Wales, inasmuch as the eapital expendi-
ture on public works in New South Wales
is considerably larger than in Wesiern
Australia, and the investigations in regard
to works in New South Wales will be con-
stderably more than in Western Ausiralia
for some years to come. Another argu-
nment raised by members i another place
was that while it had worked evidently
satisfactorily in New South Wales. inas-
much as it had been retained therve for a
number of years, the faet that the other
States had not adopted the method was an
evidence that it was nol generally fav-
oured. That statement waz made throngh
want of knowledge, becanse at that very
fime Victoria had a publiec works commit-
tee. It is true the duties of that com-
mittee did not o to the extent of those
in New South Wales, but it was a publie
works eommittee nevertheless which in-
quired into the expenditure of publie
funds on railways exactly as the com-
mittea did in New Sonth Wales. Since
then, South Australin has adopted the
principle, and consequently we ean now
say that not only in New South Wales
but in Vietoria we have the practice of
works being submitied to public works
committees. South Australia has adopted
the prineiple by introducing a Bill. and
members in the Federal Hounse arve also
urging the appointment of a public works
committee.

Mr. Gill: New Zealand is doing the
same,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Mem-
bers in another place last session pro-
ceeded to point out that there had been
no failures so far as public works in
Western Australia were concerned, and
stated that we could point with pride to
the fact that without a public works com-
mitee none of our public funds had heen
expended that had not been a success.
That statement is incorrect. I venture to
assert that if we bad had a publiec works
committee in Western Anstralia that huge
sum of money that was wasted at Fre-
mantle in connection with the conslruetion
of a dock would not have been wasted.
That money would have been saved he-
cause no public works commitiee would
have endorsed that work. There is direet
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evidence of the necessity for Parliament
getting more information, If Parliament
had had the full information in regard to
thai work, as Parliament would have
under the investigations of a publiec works
committee, that dock would not have heen
constructed.  The doeck was a politieal
work. Tt was consiructed under political
influence, and consegnenily we want this
country protected against a repetition of
that sort of ihing. There is direct evidence
of the necessity for a public works com-
miitee. Then, we have the Bullfinch rail-
wav; that work was unduly roshed. It
should have bheen investigated. We got
only one side of the guestion; we did not
even get the view of the Chamber of
Mines.

Mr. Allen: You supported it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I did
not. 1 opposed it as strenuwously as I
could. 1 spoke against it on the second
reading, and 1 tried in Committee also to
defeat the Bill. That, however, is apart
from the question. Parliament passed
that Bill on the evidence submitted. The
evidence submitted did not contain the
full facts of the case. After the Bill was
passed the Chamber of Mines published a
pawphlet opposing the construction of
the line and saying it was totally un-
necessary. Therefore we want a publie
works committee to get both sides of the
question, If we had got both sides of
the question we would never have had
that wild eat railway on our hands to-day.
Then take the Dowerin-Merredin line;
that is undoubtedly constructed in the
wrong place. The people are isolated and
penalised. That line would not have been
constructed as it has been if Parliament
had had the full facts, and done what was
necessary to protect those people who
deserve consideration. If we had had a
commiftee the whole of the evidence would
have been placed before Parliament, but
we got only one side, and as a conse-
quence Parliament was misled into voting
for that railway. If we had bad a publie
works eommittee, no one would have been
isolaied, and the general railway policy
would have been more in accordance with
the desires of the people. I could go on
aud give other examples, but I do not
desire to do so te-night. I want to draw
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attention fo the investigations in regard
io the Wongan Hills-Mullewa and
Wickepin-Merredin lines. There is an
evidence of where Parliament passed two
propositions—it is true they were passed
under extracrdinary cirecumsiances, but,
nevertheless, Parliament passed them—and
after they were passed and endorsed by
Parliament, select comuiittees were ap-
pointed to investigale them. This in-
vestigntion should have taken place first
of all. After the harm had been done,
that is if there has heen any harm, the
investigations were made. That is an
evidence of where it is desirable that in-
vestigations should be made in regard to
the censtruction of public works before
they are endorsed by Parliament. 1 wish
to refer for a moment or two to the Bill.
The wmeasure is practically the one that
was inlroduced last session. There are
one or two alterations; for instance, the
Government propose tbat the chairman
shall be a member of the Executive Coun-
cil, and the chairman, being one of the
six paid Ministers, will not receive any
extra remuneralion. The other four
members of the committee are to be paid
one guinea per silling. Three of the
members ave to be elected by this Cham-
ber, and one will be elected by the Legis-
lalive Council, the election to be on the
proportional representation basis. In re-
gard to ibe expenditure in conneetion
with fees, the Bill proposes to limit the ex-
penditure to a sum of £500 for every half-
year, and this is based on a proposal to
allow members £200 per annum for fees
for investigating public works, For four
members that will make £800 a year, but
if there is a chairman appointed outside
of the six Ministers in a temporary
capacity, he is to receive extra remunera-
tion. We propose to make the fees £500
per half-year, or £1,000 per annum, so
there is a difference in regard to the Bill
thiis session inasmueh as I lays down
definitely the amount of public funds to
be paid to members of the committee in
regard to their work. The Bill last year
gave power to the general committee fo
appoint sectional committees, This power
has been deleted, as the Government are
of opinion that the whole of these works
should be investigated by the whule e¢om-
-
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mittee, and not by a section of the eom-
miitee. 1 do not think I need take up
any more time, but I just want to say
that the Bili provides that the Govern-
ment shall submit to the committee all
works that are to cost £20,000 and over.
Then it leaves it optional for works under
that amount to be submitted fo the com-
mittee for investigation. I consider that
it is in the best interests of the State that
the whole of our public works should be
investigated by a public works commiltee.
I believe it not because 1 have any desire,
or that the Government bave any desire,
to escape responsibility, but we have a
genuine desire to see that Parliament is
in full possession of all details in regard
to publie works, so that Parliament may
have a greater control over the public
purse than under exisiing conditions. T
beg to move—

That the Bill be now read a second
ftme.

On motion by Hon, Frank Wilson, de-
bate adjourned.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1912-13.

In Committee of Supply.

Debale resumed from the 17th Oectober,
on (he Treasurer’s Financial Statement
and the Annual Estimates; Mr. Holman
in the Chair.

Vote— His Bxcellency the Governor,
£2,746:

Hon, FRANK WILSON (Sussex): I
approach the econsideration of the
Budget delivered by the Premier with
a full sense of my responsibility
fo criticise what T deem to be wrong
in thal Budget and to point out
the defects so far as the financial posi-
tion of the BState is concerned at the
present time. I syvmpathise wilh the Pre-
mier masmuch as he finds himself in a
tight corner. 1 have known what it is fo
be hard up mvself in a similar position,
but 1 doubt whether any Treasurer has
had to resort to the expedients that the
Tremier has had to resort to in order

[ASSEMBLY.] -

to secure relief. I sympathise with him
becanse 1 see even by this morning’s Press
that he is faced with an unemployed diffi-
culty, and that he was urged to borrow
money at any price in order that work
may he found for those who believe in Lhe
“right to work” prineciples. I can hardly
agree wilth him that he is warranted in
borrowing money, no matter what the
price may be, nor can I agree with him
that (his country is too large for any one
Government to administer. 1 recognise
the vast exient of Western Australia; we
all do that. "We koow full well it has
great possibilities and that it has vast re-
sources, and we know nlso thal the great
desideratum is increased population. The
counirv is cerfainly too big for the
number of people who now oceupy it,
bat it is not foo hig For an energetie,
enterprising, careful and eavtious Gov-
ernment. However, be that as it may,
the House has to consider the Hsti-
mates which have been placed before it,
and to consider wisely whether the pro-
posals, so far as the financial position is
concerned, are those which are seund and
in the best interests of the country, and
are calenlated to advance the material wel-
fare of the people of the State. I nolice
on perusing the Premier’s speech that he
was, as last vear, full of excuses. On
that oceasion, it will be remembered, the
Premier conld not find language strong
enough with which to saddle the occu-
pants of the Oppnsition benches, his pre-
decessors in office, with the terrible con-
dition in which they had left the Treas-
ury. He eould not find language strong
enough in which to pass on his troubles,
no matter whether they were of his own
making or otherwise, on to the shoulders
of those who had gone before, and on
that occasion, after discussing the Budget
and the Istimates. I ventured to state
that at any rate in the following year,
which is this year, the Premier would not
have the excuse that we were responsible
for any shortcomings so far as the fin-
anees were concerned. Still T find he is
at his old game, making excuses. For
instance there is the excuse of ihe late-
ness of the delivery of the Budget speech.
I might point out that not very long ago
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the Premier made a public declaration in
this House that the Treasurer cught to
be in the position early in July to submit
the Estimates of Revenue and Expendi-
ture for the current year just as easily
as in October or November. The Premier

was leader of the Opposition and was
eriticising me when he stated thaf the
Treasurer ought to be in the position to
bring in his Estimates early in July, not-
withstanding the fact that the finaneial
vear closed only on the 30th June. It
can be seen at once how deeply the houn.
gentleman has fallen into the mire, how
grievously he bas failed. The Honse met
at the end of June this year after a six
months’ recess and after a statement dui-
ing the last Parlinment that every endeav-
our would he made to adjust the finances
and bring down the financial statement
earlier than ever it was introduced before.
The Premier excuses himself in these
words, “Had he brought down his Esti-
mates six weeks ago, as he fully intended
to do, he would have put up a record
extending over a period of seven years.”
If pigs had wings they would be able to
fly. Had the Premier brought down his
Estimates of course he would have pui
up a record, but he did not do so. He
alse went on to excuse his lateness, his
procrastination, by saying that during the
seven years that had passed, the Esii-
mates had been introduced as late as
Pecember and also in November, and that
he delayed bringing down his Budget in
order that we might have the fullest de-
tails in regard to the trading coneerns,
prineipally those whieh the Government
had initiated during the present session
of Parliament and a month or two pre-
vionsly to the assembling of the House.
And he, therefore, found it impossible, in
company with other Treasurers, to de-
liver the Budget until late in Oetober.
It seems to we that the Premier has
gone somewhat out of his way to make
excuses with regard to the Iateness of
the delivery of the Budget on different
oceasions, and although T do not want
to delay the Committee ioo long I find
it is necessary in my own behalf, and
in behalf of other Treasurers who have
occupied the Treasury bench, as Liberals,
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to give reasons why the Budgets were not
delivered as promptly during their ocen-
paney of the office as the Treasurer has
pointed out. Tt seems to me that this

venr’s delay was not so much on acconnt
of the trading concerns because, after
all, 1f hon. members will look at the Esti-
mates, they will find very little detail
given with regard to the (rading con-
cerns. Inslead of having a balance-sheet,
instead of having details of the cost of
working, we find only lump swns; an
estimate that so much is to be expended
in wages and incidentals, and that it is
anlicipated that we shall earn so much
by the trading concerns, and that the
profit will go lo revenue. Tt seems to
me that the Premier in delaying the de-
livery of his Budget was like Mr. Micaw-
ber of old, waiting for something to turn
up; he got himself into a tangle finan-
cialty and he was wondering which way
he could turn in order to adjust the fig-
ures which had got him into a mess, and
which he found it imrpossible eventually
to adjust, hence the hig defieit that he
has been obliged to prophesy for the
coning year. The Premier apoiogised for
the deficit and said that others had fore-
casled defieits, and that he was, there-
fore, in no worse position than his
predecessors. Let us see why the Ksti-
mates in former years were not presented
hefore the months of December and Nov-
emher, a5 the Premier mentioned, within
the last seven years. Let us compare the
cireumstances, and it is as well that we
should have this matter settled and show
that it is not good enough to say “some
other fellow is worse than I am, and
therefore I may be excused for the fault,”
especially if that other fellow is not at
fault when the faets are inquired into.
Take the year 1905, when Mr. Rason was
Premier. Mr. Rason delivered his Budget
on  the 12th December, it is frue,
and probably that was the occasion
tlte Premier referred to when the Budget
was delivered in that nonth., hat Me.
Rason only took offiee at the end of Au-
=usl, Parliament met on the 3rd Oetober,
it was dissolved two days laler and the
new Parliament only met on the 23rd No-
vember, and vet the budgel was delivered



2770

on the 12th December. In 1906, the first
year in which 1 had the honour to oecupy
the position of Colonial Treasurer, I de-

livered my Budget speech on the 1st Oe-
tober, and that is almost a record. I have
no excuse io give for that alleged late
delivery except that we had a political
crisis, which is now ancient history, owing
to dMr. Rason’s vesignation. In the fol-
lowing vear, 1947, T delivered the Budget
on the 15th October but Parliament was
nrorogued, it will be remembered, for a
Tortnight owing to the rejection of the
land tax proposals by the Upper House,
and the new session of Parliament only
hegan on the Sth (Yetober, so that witbin
a week of the meeling of the new ses-
sion, when we got our new leyislation
passed, the Budgel was delivered. That
was not a bad record. In 1908 T again de-
livered the Budget, that yvear on the 24th
November. That probably is the ofher
month the Premier referred to, hut Par-
liament meét fo grant supplies only, for
the general election and the new Parlia-
ment after the general elections only met
on the 10th November, so that within 14
days of the meeling of Parliament the
finaneial statement was placed hefore
members. In 1909 Mr. Moore, who was
Treasurer, delivered hiz budgei on the
28th September, that is {wo days earlier
than I did in 1906. Tn 1910 T delivered
the Budget on the 18th October; on the
15th September the House adjourned
until the 4th October when a ne-confidence
debate was started by my friends oppo-
site which kept us fully oceupied until the
12th October, and yet within six days T
brought down the Budget to this House.
Now does it not appear rather weak for
the Premier to pose as one who is erving
in good company, so far as this lateness
of the Estimates is concerned? Would it
not have been rather more to the point,
and more honest—fo use an expression
which he is so fond of using in his dellv-
eries—to have told the Commiltee at once
that he found it was impossible to
bring his Budget down in July when

the financial vear only ended on
the 30th June, and when the ae-
counts were only made up on the

10th  July—that it was impaossible to
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bring the Budget down earlier than at any
rate August or September at the very
soonest. Then, agnin. we have also the
excuse that ihe defieit 1s a thing that other

Treasnvers have been accustomed to face
the Commiitee with, and after mentioning
the dry season that we have passed
through jnst reeently, the deferred rents
which he said amounted to about £60,000,
he excuses the enormouns deficit, which ae-
cumulated will amount to nearly £300.000
at the end of the finaneial vear, because
others, forsooth. have had deficits. He
referred more partienlarly to the years
1907 and 1909, Tt is equally fair to eon-
sider the circumstances, so far as those
deficits were concerned. T ind on turningz
up the figures that n reasonable excuse
eould be found for the deficits in each case
an excuse whieh is valid because the then
Treasurer had no control over the finances
so far as thal portion of the deficit is con-
cerned, T will briefly refer to them. Tn
1906 Mr. Rason estimated that for the
year he would be short £85,000; he was
actually short £73,000, but the Common-
wealth estimated to veturn to him £932.000
and only returned £872,000, or £60.000
less, Now My, Rason col-
trol, any more than T sih-
sequent years, over the
tormed by  the Commonwealth. That
amount was fixed aecording to the
customs collections, and of course cone had
to depend entirely upon the Federal Trea-
snrer for the estimate of the amonnt ihat
the Sfate would receive from the Com-
monwealth during lhe currvent vear. So
that members will see that Mr. Tlazon’s
deficii was nenrly fully aecounted {or by
the shorlage in the pavments from the
Commonwenlth. Tn 1807 T estimated a
surplus on the vear. qnite true as the
Premier pointed out, of €3.500. My ae-
tnal shortnge was £88.000, but ihe land
tax which 1 had ineluded in my cstimate
of revenue was not passed by another
place, and the estimated amount, £60.000,
which everyone can see on the printed
Estimates, was not, of course. available
for lhe Treasurer: hence the larger por-
tion of that defirit. Tn 1908 I estimated
a shortage of €77,000 for the vear: my
aclanl shortage was £2,300. The land and

had no
had in
amount  re-
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ineome tax was not passed when the Bud-
get was delivered, but T made it clear that
I expected to get it passed, although T
had not ncluded it in the Estimates., Re-
membering my previous experience when
I iirelnded an estimate of land tax and
did not get the Bill passed, this year T
made swre I would get the Bill passed
hefore including the taxation in the Esti-
mates. but T made it elear to the Commit-
tee that if I sneceeded in passing my
taxation proposals I espected to wipe out
the deficit. 1 got the land and ineomne
tax passed, and [ estimated to receive
for the full year £81,000 less the cost of
eollection. and to balance my revenue and
expenditure. T did gef it, and T brought
in a shorfage of only £2,300 for the year.
In 1909 I estimated a snrplus of £2,500:
the actnal shortage was £101,000. Those
fizures seem rather alarming, but there
agnin we were faced with peculiar cir-
cumstanees. The Commonwealth estimated
to return {o me £697.000; 1 rveceived only
£618,000, a difference of £79,000, and eer-
tain taxes which were included in the
Estimates, and are in print now, but
were not levied. the Bills not being suh-
miited. amounted to £17,000, so that that
£96,000, over which T had no econtrol
whatever. made up, ns members will see,
nearly the whole of the shortage of
£101.000. In 1910 Mr. Moore estimated
a surplus of £60.000, and the actual sur-
Plus was £209.000. In 1M1 T estimated a
smpins of €104.000 and received £115,000.
For 1012 Mr. Seaddan estimated a short-
age of £117.000 and he ended with a
shortage of £134.000. Now T want the
Committee to see at once that when one
begins to make comparisons he must earry
them ont to the extreme: when one de-
pends on excuses to get him out of a
position in whiclt he has placed himself
and when one uses comparisons to ex-
euse shorteomings for which he is likelv
to he criticised he should be perfectly clear
and state the circumsfances. as well as
the mere fact that snch and sueh a thing
ocenrred. I ibink [ have made it clear,
so far as the seven yvears the Premier
referred fo are concerned, both as regards
the delivery of the Budgets and the esti-
mated deficits, that it will take him many
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vears before be ean equal, let alone excel,
lhe estimating put up during that period.
The Budget which we listened to very
carefully wonld be highly amusing, if
it was not so dramatically seriouns. if it
was not so serious to the people of this
eountry and had not such a dire effect
upon the eallings, the enterprises, and the
enerey of the small handful of people
uponn  whom we depend to make this
great territory of ours reproductive and
prusperous. The oft-used expression of.
the Premier when delivering his oration
the orher pight that e was not ashamed
of his Budget, that he endeavoured to pre-
sent an honest statement, that he was
desirons of heiung honest with the Com-
miitee. that ‘T am cuite honest in stai-
ing.”’ and ‘T am going to he candid
enough,’’ etecetera—so mueh protestation
I think is ealeulated to make people rather
suspicious and to induee them to look
more closelv info the figures he has placed
hefore ns than otherwise we would be in-
clined to do. Why need there be so much
protestation with regard to Lonesty? Tt
goes without saving that a Treasurer is
honest and eandid: at anv rate, he aught
to be. He is honest so far asx his abili-
ties will permit him to he. He dees what
in his judgment he considers to be in the
interests of the Siate, but bis judgment
may be out of gear altogether. The listi-
mates are a gigantic effort I admit—not
a masterly effort, because that would be
admitting ability—Dbut a gigantie effort
to lhoodwink Parliament and the peopie
with regard to the true position of the
State. Lnst year's deficit was due, we
are told to the had season, to the bad har-
vest, to the deferment of vents due by
ounr settlers, to water supplies, and lo a
few other small items such as the supply
of seed wheat to farmers, and 1 can un-
derstand that the Premier was desirous of
making Lhe most he possibly could of
those exeuses. I know as a matter of
fact that he had a considerable burden
to bear on this aceount; but when he
ventured last Parliament to say that
“fwith an anticipated normal season
next year and close attention to admin-
isiration and an adjustment of the fin-
ances during the ensuing period, I fully
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antieipate that we shall be able to make
up the leeway—that is, wipe out the
deficit—hefore the end of the next finan-
cial term,” the Premier was, I think,
speaking with the knowledge that he

<could not possibly make up the lee-
way and that he must end his
financial  year with a deficit con-

siderably more than he had estimated.
He told us to wait fill next vear, and he
would show us by adminisiration and by
_adjustment that the finances conld be put
in order. 1 think there is jnst about as
much likelihoond of the newest and latest
prediction of the P’remier, the extinetion
of the defieit within 24 months, being
fulfilled as there was of the predietion
he indulged in last vear being realised.
The Premicr also said, ‘“We have to ac-
<cept the position as we find it this finan-
cial vear. but we shall apply ourselves
closely to this question in recess and T
believe with some satisfactory results.’’
esultx ! T lonk around for the resulls,
and T fail tv see any of a satisfactory
character. T c¢an see us gradoally drift-
ing deeper and deeper into the slongh
of financial despond and the couniry get-
ting harder and harder up each day: I
can see the unemploved demanding work
from the Premier and his colleagues with-
out eetting any satisfaction, but T can-
not see any satisfactory results from the
Budget which has bheen placed hefore
this Committee.  Notwithstanding the
humper harvest for this year now nas-
sured. so the Premier tells us, notwith-
standing that trade has increased during
the last 12 months according to  hiz
ficnres. norwithstanding that the Premier
has roped in all the problematieal and
imacinary profits Lhat he can possibly
conceive Trom his pet trading eoncerns,
notwithstanding that his railways. al-
thonzh overloaded with an iniquitons ex-
penditure which ought not to have been
imposed upon them at the time, an ex-
penditure which was incurred wholly
for political purposes, will show a small
inereased profit of £10.000; notwithstand-
ing that his State hotels are to return
him €11,000. that his steamers are to
bring in profits to the amount of £12,000.
that even his butecher’s stalls are to be
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drawn inio the ring and made to produce
£3,277 profit, notwithstanding that the
ferries have to produce a profit of £1,900,
that even the Boya quarry and the Fre-
mantle workshops have also to make pro-
fits of £1,000 and £1,250 respectively,
and even the State motor cars are ealenla-
ted to give him £700; notwithstanding all
these things, and the fact that the saw-
mills have not been ineluded, that he pro-
poses to double his land tax, and to in-
crease his income tax threefeld in some in-
stances by graduating it up to one shilling
in the pound, and notwithstanding that he
lias in his estimales robbed £24,000 or
£25,000 from the melropoliian water sup-
ply and has also mortgaged in advance
the splendid harvesi which we think we
are assured, the best result we can get
from his budget is a defieit of £156,000
from the year’s workings. “Close atten-
tion to administration’ to use the hon.
member’s words last year—where is it?
—f¢Masterly adjustment of the finan-
ces!”—where s the masterly adjust-
ment 7— “The Premier is not ashamed.”’
Well, all 1 ¢an say is that if be is not
ashamed of this Budget, T am certainiy
ashamed if the Commitiee will ae-
cept it as it is presented. T should
like to know why the Public Aeccounts

have not accompanied the Estimates
on this oceasion. It is usual far

these to he printed and disiributed in
the Chamber in order that hon. members
may losk for ilemselves and examine the
dotatls of the past year’s expenditure.
Tt is impossible to eriticise the Financial
Statement properly without the fullest
details, ai any rate that detail which is
nsually emhodied in tlhese acconnts, T
rane up the Treasury to endeavour to
find out. and the only reply T got was
that they were sorry that they were not
ready and they were afraid they were not
printed.

The Premier: Do you not think you
might have followed the instruction vou
ave and rung up the Treasurer and not
the Treasury?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: No. T am
in the habit of ringing up the Under
Treasurer, as the hon. member did, T sup-
pose, when lie occupied this position.
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The Premier: Never!
Hon. FRANK WILSON: I intend to
get my information from ihe Treasury.

The Premier: I rang up once, and the
instruciion was that no information
would be supplied except through the
Treasurer.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I shall deal
with that later. I have another matter
to deal with in regard to Lhe Treasurer,
but let me say, before I pass, that I am
not going lo apply to the Treasurer; I
shall apply fo the public oflicers who are
there 1o supply public information. T
itave 1he right, and every member of this
community has the right, to ask any
pubiie oflicer for information on any
public wafter, and it 1s right for the
officer in charge of the office, the perman-
ent hend, fo say “No, I cannob give yon
that informalion,” and te rvefer it to lis
chief if e chooses; and it is right for the
chief to say to his permanent head “You
can give that information,” or “You must
withhold it”; and that is where it begins
and that is where it ends. Then if the
individeal wishes to go further, to the
head of the department, the Minister
himself. he is pevfeetly justified in doing
80. That was the eourse always followed
in my lime.

The Premier: No.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is the
couvse fhe hon. member will have to
follow when he 1s not in oflice.

The Premier: 1 will see about that.

Hon. FRANIL WILSON: T will take
jolly good care about that. If the Pre-
mier thinks he is going 1o bluff or bounce
nie he 1s making a great mistnke. 1 will
just pass en, as I am at this point, as to
the ¢uestion of the information T asked
veslerday. The Premier mentioned in
conneclion with the Lands Department a
mualter of £1,250 expenditure over some
lithographie plans which had not been
paid until the following vear. As a matter
of faet, it was not paid until 1911-12
althongh the liability was ineurred in
1910-11. I ecould not guite understand
what this item was. I rang up the Litho-
graphie Department and asked what was
this £1,250. The Lithographic Depart-
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ment said they did not know and told
me that the Treasury kept their aceounts.
I snid 1 had forgotten, but would ring
up lhe Treasury. Bo T rang up the ac-
countant at the Treasury and asked what
was this £1,250, for I had a shrewd idea
it was for plans. The accountant said
“I will look into it, Mr., Wilson, and let
you know in the course of half an hour.”
Late that evening—that is yesterday
aflernoon—I got a message sent {o me
that the aecountant had referred the
matier to the Under Treasurer, and the
TUnder Treasurer had referred it lo the
TFreasurer, and the Treasurer had said
that Mr. Wilson ¢ould go to the Premier
for. the information if he desired. But I
declined, I decline to go to the Premier
for the information. These are public
figures belonging o the public. Tt is
stated that £1,250 had been expended, and
any citizen or taxpayer has a righl to go
to the Under 'Treasurer or his nceountant
to ask what this means.

The Premier: That is what [ used to
think, and yet you refused it.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I did nothing
of the sort. The Premier knows he is
net speaking the truth. If the Under
Treasurer thought it was a maiter of
poliey that the public ought not {o have
explained to them, his duty was to go to
the Premier, and if wuas the Premier’s
daoty not to send an impudent message
haek, but to tell the Under Treasurer
“Yes, it is public properiy, vou can give
it to Mr, Wilson,” or, “You eannot dis-
close it,” and then it is for me lo deeidr
whether | go to the Premier to get the
information or not: hut it is not for me
to be told to wail on the Premier's mal.
cap in hand, to know what this £1.230
means in the Pablic Accounts of the year
gone hy. They are supposed to he publie
property and are supposed to he pub-
lished so that every man and woman .
the State may understand them. The
Premier was eourteous enough this after-
noon to come fo me, after having con-
sidered the matier and come to the con-
clusion no donbt thai he had made a
mistake when he commanded my attend-
ance on his door step, and he was goord
enough fo come to me with a statement
and say “This i1s the information you are
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asking for.” T thank him for it, but what
does it say? ‘“Outstanding aceounts for
1910-11 elcetera (£1,250) is self explana-
tOry.?!

The Premier: So it is.

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN: That is the
explanation. Can the Premier tell me
what it is now? He does nof know him-
self. This is Lhe information that all tle

bother is about. This is the information
T got. 1 am commanded to attend on the

Premier’s door-step to receive the infor-
mation that the item is “self explanatory.”

The Premier: That statement is not
correct, that I demanded that you should
wait on my door-step.”

Hon. PRANK WILSON: The Premier
can give his own explanation.

The Premier: What officer gave yon
that impudent veply lhat you staied ¥
gave?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It was a
telephone message that reached me
through my office. Tt was transmilted to
my house. I do not know who gave it
to my oftice. But I am not complaining
about the officer. 1 am eomplaining about
the Premier.

The Premier: No sueh veply was sent
to you. I gave immediate instruetions
that the information should be supplied
to you.

Hon. PFRANK WILSOXN: I am much
obliged to the Premier if that is so, but
it is not the reply T got over the tele-
phone. And where is the information in
“self-explanatory”?  What was  the
£1,250 spent for? Was it expended on
maps and plans for the Lands Depart-
ment, or was it for stationery? 'Who sup-
plied this staiionery? Did the prinling
office supply it, or {he lithagraphic office?
T presume it is the lithographic office, be-
cause the Premier said “lithographic” in
his Budget speech.

The Premier: 1t is an explanation of
the wav in which it was given fo the
Commitiee.

Hon, FRANK WILSOXN: I have the
letter. It is a leiter to the Minister for
Lands from the accountant to the Lands
and Surveys Depariment, and says—
“As verbally requested, I submil Lhe fol-
lowing  detnils in connection with the
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Lands and Surveys expenditure as ap-
pearing in Hansard on page 2340 on the
17th Oectober, 1912.* That is 1he Pre-
mier’s Budget Speech, He goes on to
explain about the inerease in salaries due
to derentralisation. and then says “In-
¢reases in allowances, printing, etcetera;
new item. Refunds of Revenue (£1,454),
this item explains itself: .Avondale Es-
tate—new item (£2,234), represents the
eost of forming the estate during 1911-12,
(e) ountstanding accounts for 1910-11,
etcetera  (£1.231) is self explanatory.”
This was the item 1 was inquiring after.
He says it is “self-explanatory.” 'Chere
is the posifion. 1 leave the TPremier to
wel vut of it the best way lie ean. [t is
a marveilous thing we did nut get the
Public Acecounts. They were not sub-
mitted to us as usual, and, as | was say-
ing, it Is impossible to eriticige properly
withont the fullest detail. We cught to
have these Publie Accounts with the Esti-
mates. They have always been presented
with the Estimates. But T happened to
get hold of the Govermment Gazetle in
which these accounts are published, and
in looking through them 1 find, for in-
stanee. that there is an item of £34,000
put down under Consolidated Revenne of
last vear—true it is against the Trea-
surer's Advance item—in connection with
the Fremantle wharves. Last year it will
be remembered we voted £20,000 for re-
newing the wharves at Fremantle which
had heen eaten away by the teredo, but
apparenily from the TPublic Accounts
£54.000 odd has been spent on this work;
because tlhere is this item, ‘‘Victoria
Quay strengthening suspense, £34,469.°’
I suppose it means ‘‘Suspense Account.’’
It was spent during 1911-12.

The Premier: The £20.000 was to make
up for vour year.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: This money
was spent by the Premier doring his year,
and £34,469 he has ecarvied to “advance
aceount” under the appropriation “Ad-
vanee 1o Treasurer.” That £€34,000 should
have been charged up against the work
under Consolidated Revenue, and it would
have shown £31.000 excess on (he deficit
of last vear. Ti would in fact have added
to the deficit on the 30th June of last
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vear. 1t is a sample of the hoodwinking
and juggling going on in connection with
the finances of the State. Of ecourse, I
can understand the Premier will say, “It
is eharged to ¢ Treasurer’s Advance Ac-
count,’’ in the appropriation. He told
us last year he would bhave an apprepria-
tion and he got it, but I will point out that
this is not an advance to be recovered.
It is aetual expenditure of money, If
we renew the wharves or any public work
we spend money on it. The money is
gone and does not come back to us like
it would if there were something sold,
and it must be charged to “Loan” or
“Revenue” at the time it is expended.

The Premier : Qv to **Suspense.’’

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No.

The Premier: That is what you did.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member does not know what he is talking
about.

The Premier: T am finding some in this
vear’s Fstimates.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : That brings
me to this ““Treasurer’s Advance Ae-
count. The Premier suggests a very
dangerous expedient under the cloak
of legality. He has hammered at
that  ““Treasurer’s Advance™ and
stewed it over to know how e
can get charge of funds without Parlia-
mentary authority. He declares he is
going to have a Parliamentary appropria-
tion, but he 1s not going to put it into the
Estimates, and he can do what he likes
with it. The old plan introduced nine or
ten vears ago was fo exeess votes or
ereale new votes of urgeney in exeess and
to put a sum on the Estimates by way
of a vote by which Parliament satd. ‘*We
know you must overdraw on certain ae-
connis, but we limit vou to a certain
amount. £100.000 or £150.000, and xon
must come to us to legalise vour aelion
by excess Bills, when each item must be
brought before Parliament and Parlia-
ment must confirm the expenditure.” That
is the attitude that any board of diree-
tors take up in managing a commercial
concern, Certain payments have fo go
on, whether the board meels or not, and
it is the usual thing for the hoard to sub-
sequently eonfirm the payments which
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have taken place since the previous meet-
ing, and pass any exitra payments that
may be due, This was the position Par-
liament was put into many years ago
by Mr. Gardiner, when he was Treasuver,
and when he put this item on the Esti-
mates, not that it should be a part and
parcel of the Estimates, but that it should
be a note saying that Parliament knew
the Treasurer would have to overdraw his
expendifure from Consolidated Revenue,
that he was limited, and mnst then comne
to Parliament to have his action legalised
by excess votes, Now the Premier is
guing to ask Parliament to give lim a
sum of, perhaps, £230,000, for which he
need never account; anything may be
charged fo i, and need only appear in
the balance sheet, and may never come
before Parliament. 1 think Parliament
will be very foolish indeed to adopt such
a course. Parlinment will think twice
hefore it falls in with the suggestion
of the Premier.

The Premier: He has not suggested it
yet.

Hon. FRANT. WILSON : He suguested
it in his Budget speceh, and saggested it
last vear, and did it. Then we will not
pass sueh items as the Fremantle Wharves
£34.469. and another item on the Loan
Suspense Aeccount, £77,078, which may
be Government steamers, or a total of
£111.547, standing out in the balance
sheet as we find it to-day. T wonld sug-
gest to Parliament that we have either a
new Audit Act. putting this thing on a
proper hasis, or a Special Act creating
advances, all expenditure to be inclnded
each month and finnlly brought before
Parliament Ffor approval. That is the
only safe and proper course for handling
this question of sxeess expendirare which
is In be inenrred hv any Government, no
maiter whal trend of polities they may
affect.

The Premier: That is exactly what T
propose to do.

Thon. FRANK WILSON : Tt was not.
The Premier adopts my poliey rizht along.
one suggestion after another; and the
unfortunate position is that my duty to
the conntry demands that I should get
up here and prompt the Premier to the
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correct way out of the awkward position
in which he has got himself. Now, furn-
ing to water supply and sewerage, I find
on the Kstimates thaf in order to get over
in part this difiieulty of the deficit with
which he is faced, the Premier has pro-
vided in his revenue for £100,000 to come
in from Metropolitar Water Supply and
Sewerage. It is quite right and I think
he will get it. On the other side he has
debited the whole of the salaries and
general expenses, £76,000, and he has
taken to Consolidated Revenune the differ-
ence belween these two iterms, namely,
£24,000. The Metropolitan Water Sup-
ply and Sewerage is controlled by a
speeinl Act of Parliament. It provides
that the profits, if any, sare to be used
for extensions and improvements, such
as reduction in price. It has its own Aect,
which controls all its operations. It is
not like the Goldfields Water Supply; it
is self-conlained; it concerns the loeal
people and the loeal people only, who
are getting the henefit of water supply
and sewerage works which it controls.
This has been followed closely up to date,
and for the first time weé now find it
included in the Estimates of Revenue and
Expenditnre, Seven years ago, when I
had charge of the Public Works Depart-
ment, I reduced the price of water to
eonsummers from 2g. to ls.  6d. per
thousand gallons. Subsequently the meter
charges were abolished, and so the profit
was gradnally absorbed for the benefit
_of those who were taxed and charged for
the services rendered by this department.
Now the profits are to be taken iilegally
to revenue to wipe ont the deficit which
the Premier finds he must have on his
Consolidated Revenune Aecount. The peo-
ple of Perth oljeet to being specially
taxed to make up this deficit on the
Stale as a whole. The people of Fre.
mantle  and  Claremont, who  are
all within the eontrol of this Metropolitan
Water Supply and Sewerage Act, all
objeet Lo having that extra meney which
they have contributed to this department
utilised to reduce the deficit of the State.
Already, as ciiizens, they contribute their
share towards making good the deficit,
including the deficit on the Goldfields
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Water Supply, but now we are asking
them to pay a rate and a price for the
water and sewerage services which will
produce a profit of £24000, and the
Treasurer is tsking that illegally to re-
duee bis delicit.
[Mr. McDowall took the Chair.)
The Premier: What abont the interest

on the money expended in sewerage
works? |
Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is all

charged up.

The Premier: No it is not.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I suppose I
will have to turn it up and show bhim.
“Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage
and Drainage Undertakings, expenditure
1911-12, including salavies and general
cxpenses, £535,9382; Operating expenses,
exclusive of salaries and general expenses,
£19,205; interest and sinking fund con-
trihutions, £46,630; tofal, £65,885.” That
is charged up. And on the other page
there is “General, incidental, including
travelling allowances, train fares, office
cleaning, telephone renl, postages, sta-
tionery, advertising, and charges of a
general nature not specially provided for,
£10,555.” So here we have a total of
£77,885 charged up on the expenditure
side of the Estimates although the Pre-
mier says it is not. And onh the revenue
side of the KEstimales we have £100,000
shown as revenue, which he is going to
collect. So far there is a profit between
the two items which amounts to £24,000.
I was pointing out that when we passed
the Bill if was made very clear that not
only was the Metropolitan Water Supply
and Sewerage to be kept absolutely dis-
tinet, but also that the different disiricts
of the metropolitan area wonld be kept
distinet. I introduced the Bill, and I
said——

I now come to another defect that ap-

peared to us to exist in the old Aect.

in the metropolitan area. That was a

uniform rate provided for all districts

in the metropolitan area. That was a

rate on the full capital cost, and, of

course, the full annual cost, rezardless
of whether those costs were incurred
in one distriet of the area or another.

This was thought to he extremely un-

fair and, I believe, the member for Fast
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Fremantle himself took exeeption to it.
More especially was it thought to he
unfair with regard to the existing waler
supplies and works, the cost of which,
as members know, varies very consider-
ably. Take Perth, there the water raie
is 1s. in the pound, whereas the rare
at Claremont is 9d., and at Fremantle
6d. {Mr. George: Look at the differ-
ence in the quality of the water.] Cer-
tainly Fremantle and Claremont wel
nolhing like the same article, and per-
haps ihey have not such a good supply,
but nevertheless the faet remains thal
such is the supply thex will have for
several years to come. and during those
vears and while a betier supply is beiny
provided, it would he, it adopterd, mani-
festly unfair to make people there pay
a portion of e charge say on tihe
Perth supply. Therefore, it is econ-
cluded that to make a uniform charge
such as is provided for in the 1904 Aet
would be unfair and would imposs »
severe hardship on the residents of
Claremont and Fremantle.  Until we
have a souree of water supply commen
to all the distriets, we are not justitied
in imposing a uniform rate.
Lven at thal time T had to provide that
the different disiricts would not he eon-
sidered as one and have a uniform charge,
Why? Because they might be contrihut-
ing to the supplies of other distriets. The
cheaper distriels, Claremont and Fre-
mantle, would be eontributing to the cost
of supplying Perth; yet now they are
all to bhe roped in to contribute to the
deficit of the State, and the profit has to
he brought in to Consolidated Revenue in
order that the Premier may reduce his
deficit to the moderate fignre, as an-
nounced, of £166,000 on the year's work-
ings.
Hon. W. C. Angwin {Honorary M-
isler) : You would start at a profit.
Tfon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
know; perhaps I could not live as cheaply
as the hon. member and lock as well and
happy as he does. His is one of those
wise interjections and retorts which bring
g0 much credit on the FHonorary Minister
who represents the flourishing township
of Fast Fremantle. Not only have we
robbery of funds that belong to the
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people of the metropolitan area, but we
have the Goldfields Water Supply alse
roped in to try to swell things, and in this
case it goes to swell a debit balance, the
expenditive, T am sorry lo say. And in
this case the Premier is acting quite
legally. Bat what I want to know is
what lias happened that the Goldfelds
Water Supply should be in sueh a poor
slale this vear as compared with previous
years? TIn 1910-11, after a lot of irouble
and negotiations with the consumers on
the goldfields, we were able to get the
shortage down to £25,000; thal is to say,
the Consolidated Revenue had to pay
£25,000. whereas in previous years the
paymeni had been as much as £70,000,
£80,000, and £90,000. This £25,000 was
required to make good the deficit, fo pay
the balance of inierest and sinking fund.
Last yenr the amount jumped to £27,000,
which is not a verv grent difference, hul,
this year, ithe Premier tells us, we are to
have a defieit on the Goldfields Water
Supply aceount of £48,000,

The Premier: Do you not know the
reason why?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: No, I do not.

The Prewmier: It is not long since yoa
left the Treasury.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The Premier
is trying to throw dust. It is over 12
rmwnihs since I left the Treasury; long
enough for that hon. member to get
matiers into a2 muddle, quite long enough
for him to bring down a Budget which
the peopie are condemning from end to
cnd of the land. This £48,000 we are to
lose on the Goldfields Water Supply is
made up of the inereased working ex-
peuses £11,000, interest and sinking fund
£4.800, deerease in  goldfields revenue
£5,000; and this, added to last year’s
deficit of £27,000, gives an estimated
shortage of £48,000. Why is there a de-
erease on the goldfields? Tt is not in the
consumption, I undérstand. Ti seems to
me some reductions in price have heen
made up there. If that is a faet we have
the reason why the revenue derived from
the goldfields has deereased by £5,000. Tt
hardly appears as if the amalgamation of
the Water Supply Departments has been
beveficial. It is true some half-year’s
water rate is promised to be remitted to
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farmers who up to the present have nof
been called upon to pay. Bul this eannot
necount for the whole of the loss. If it
does then it netually goes to show that
ihe farmers are to be saddled with a
financial burden which 1 am satisfied they
will never carry. I believe these farmers
are to be squeezed to the extent of Gs. per
tbousand gallons. They have Lo pay a
tax of £5, and 4d. per acre on their land
in order to make good the estimated ex-
penditure, I presume, on services put in
for them. Whilst they are squeezing the
farmers—those whom the Minisier for
Works ealls his friends—yet they are
giving some relief to the goldiields by
way of reduced prices. In these items
alone we have £58,000 whieh is a clear
indication of an altempt to hoodwink and
bluff the public as far as these Fstimates
are concerned.

The Premier: You do not understand
them.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: And the Pre-
mier does not either: that is the worst
purt of it. With regard {o the Fremantle
Trust for which this money is expended,
it must be explained that the profits
should be used to pay for sneh works,
but not only are they taking the profits
of the Fremantle Trust to the ecredit of
Consolidated Revenue, bul the cost of the
work is to be charped to Treasurer’s Ad-
vance and held in suspense. Sp we have
the double injury, as double the amount
is being juggled with,

The Premier: 1t is not correct. You
know what you did.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 know [

sirsightened out the finances of the Stale,
sommething which the Premier will not do
if he lives to be as old as Methuselah.

The Minisier fovr Works: He did nob
adepl your ethods,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: No, he is not
capable; he does not understand them..
We have another false statement made in
which the Premier said—

1 hold the opinion most strenuously
that so long as we can operate frading
coneerns in the fashion they have been
operaled in the past without presenting
any statement to Parliament, we re-
move frum Parliament and from the
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laxpayers the proper control of those
coneerns,

The Premier eannot make an announce-
ment with regard te an alteration in the
financial arrangements without easting
mud at his predecessors. e implies that
we improperly withbeld these amounts
from the estimates of consolidated reveune
and expenditure, and now he is going to
bring them in separately, both the Fre-
mantle workshops and the Bova quarry.
He takes eredit for bringing these esti-
mates in separately. He implies that they
have been removed from the taxpayers’
control previouslv. T waut to point out in
rvegard to these two concerns, that "aec-
cording to the Premier’s own words, the
Boya quarry has been worked to supply
stone for the Fromanile dock eonstrae-
tion; and rthe Fremantle workshops in
conneetion with 1he Fremantle Harbour
works. They have heen used as adjunets
to a department and not as frading eon-
cerns. They have been used to supply
other departments. The Premier said—

It would be as well if 1 explain here
that in previous years the charge for
operating our workshops in conneclion
with the harbour at Fremantle, together
with the Boya quarries in the hills, in
connection with the construction of our
dock, was not shown on the annual Esti-
mates.

I started the Boya quarry. Tt was opened
to supply stone for the dry doek which
wns being constructed. It is an adjunct
to the dry dock expenditure and the work-
shops are similarly an adjunet to the
Fremantle harhour works., The Premier
might as well say his loeo. shops are
trading conecerns. The locg shops .at
Midland Junetion are a hundred times as
larze as these and we are not 1old they
are trading concerns (0 be conzidersd sep-
arately, Trading concerns ealer to pro-
visde for the pnhlie at profit or loss. as
the ecase might be. Some of ihe I're-
mier’s pet trading coneerns will prove
to be losses, but that is heside the nues-
tion at preseni. They cater to provide
for the publie at profit or lose. These
works, however, eater for a depariment of
the Government, and arc aniy an adjunet
to that department.
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The Premier: Does not the Covernment
Printing Office do likewise?

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN: Certainly.

The Premier: Then why show ihem on
the Estimates separately?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: 1
know,

The Premier: Do not tell anybody,

Hon. FRANK WILSON : They are just
put there to show the expenditure of the
department and the revenue is put at the
bottom. The Boya guarry is not shown
any differently now, and the Premier
mves no more information than was given
before. If we are going to lrent these
trading concerns properly, the Premier
will not simply put an item on the esti-
males, wages and salaries and contingen-
cies whieh any Premier can cut down to
suit his own idess, he will have to bring
in a1 proper balance sheet showing the
profit and loss on the operations. That
is the only safe way to deal with trading
eoncerns. )

The Premier: Why did you not do it?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 never had
any trading concerns. All these things
shown on the Estimates, such as railways,
harbours and water supplies, sawmills,
steamships, butchers’ shops and new en-
terprises upon which we are embarking
withoul any eonsideration, all make a di-
rect charge on the public for services
rendered, but for the first time the Tre-
mautle workshops and the Boya guarry
are fo be considered trading concerns, and
for 1he first time bronght into competition
with privale enterprise. Let me turn fo
ipan expenditure, and point out the boast-
ful mood the Premier was in when he was
dealing with these flotations last year and
Low joyfully and boastfully he announced
he was roalang a suceess of them and
deried that the loan he was raising in
Australia would cosl more than one I had
raised previously in London. In Hansard
he is reporied as saying in reply to an
interjection of mine that “this loan wonld
be no more expensive than some loans
raised in London by our predecessors.”
Later on I prove conclusively that he was
verv much adrift in his figures. and that
had T raised my loans on the same econ-
ditions as lie was borrowing money in

do not

Australia during the six years we were in
charge of the Treasury they would have
wost £380,000 more in the lifetime of
thoss loans. The Premier denied it, and
when speaking I said it would cost any-
thing from £4 1s. to £4 2s. per cent. ve-
ferring to the 4 per cent. loan which the
Premier was putting on the Melbourne
market. The Premier replied, “No,” and
iater on he said he had had a diseussion
with the Government Actuary and that I
was wrong. On another occasion I re-
peated that it must cost anything between
£4 1s. and £4 2s. per cent. Now the Pre-
mier boasts that he hias raised £1.3235,000
on the Australinn market which has cost
£4 1s. 6d. per cent. during the lifetime of
the loan, the very fignre T told him. TIn
addirion he has raised a million in Lon-
don at 3% per cent. which will cost £3
18s. 11d. at maturity, and he says it is
only 2s. 1d. more than our 1910 loan.
Lel memhers think what this 2s. 1d. means.
1 iwve pointed out on many oeeasions that
3d. per cent. on a big loan runs into a
larpe sum, Gd. per cent. is an item for
sertgus  consideration, and we cannot
gamble away 2s or 2s. 1d. per cent. on
a hig loan wilhout serious loss. On a 46
years’ life loan this means £50,000 by way
of interest over-paid as eompared with
other loans. The £1,325,000 which is
costing the State ds. 8d. per cent. more
than the money we raised in London will
cost the State about £140,000 move during
the 46 years’ life if it has been issued with
46 wvears currency, so that in these two
item= we have something like £190,000
which will have gone for ever paid to the
money-lender. We can cuite understand
that the seven millions of money I bor-
rowed during those six years would have
cost the State £880,000 more had I bor-
rowed it under the Premier’s methods in
Australia, rather than in London, which
1 did do. A fair portion of (his money
cortll have been saved. I know the Pre-
mier has bhad times io contend wilh. more
especially at presenl, hut that is no ext
cuse for his panic altifude last vear when
Le rushed madly on to (he Australian mar-
ket and accepted 4 per cent. money when
be had no need to go there for it. There
15 n¢ excuse for spoiling his home market
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by paying a larger rate of inferest in
Anstralia than he need to have paid, which
is costing the country this large sum of
mcney more during the lifetime of the
lazn. I say without hesitation that the
panic was starlied when the hon. genile-
man took office in Western Ausiralia,
when he did not know how to go abour
raising money. and that panie has fol-
Towed him until the present. and T would
noi be surprized if he has to pay 415
per cenf. lo get the money which he re-
quires Lo carry on the public works of
this State.

The Premier: You will not be sur-
prised, but pleased. I suppose.

Hon. FRANK WILSOX :
should be verv sorry.

The Premier :
for it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : I should he
sorry if the hon. gentleman blundered
so grievously and landed the State into
this position. The Premier has ignored
his platform and the caueus pledges and
the directions of the labour congress
which sils periodically and lavs down
his course of action. He savs the Labour
party stand for the expenditure of loan
money on works whieh will produce in-
terest and sinking fund to redeem the loan
at maturity. The TLabour platform lays
down that they are.against berrowing
exeept for reproduetive works. The Pre-
mier put a eonstruction on the term ‘‘re-
produelive works’” that it meant to pay
interest and sinking fund during the
lifetime of the loan.

Hon. [J. Mitchell :
form.

Hon. FRANI WILSON : Then it has
sinee been adopted and the Premier is evi-
dently a great power behind the throne.
Let us see what he has done with the
loan money raised, £2,309,000 spent
last year. A lot of it has been
spent profitably in reprodoctive works,
bat I find on looking through his

- figures that he has spent £92,000 in the
development of goldfields, not a penny
of which is reproductive in the sense
he intends it to be. He has spent
£362,000 on the development of agrienl-
ture, not a penny of which will bring

No, 1

You have been praying

That is in the plat-
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direet revenue to him. THe has spent
£56,000 on immigralion all of which has
gone. Where is he going to pay the 3 or
3% ar 4 or 414 per cent. interest with the
addition of one-half per cent. sinking
fund on that money? He spent £91,060
on public bauildings and £23,000 on roads
and bridges. The handsome fotal of
£660,000 was spent last year out of loan
moneys on works which are not repro-
durtive aceording to the plank of his
Labour platform. In addition to that he
has spent £+,000 ont of the Government
Property Mrust Aceount, which s all
the result of Joan minexs expended, or at
least a great hulk of it. Fe has taken
the £121,000 deficit of last vear out of
loan meoneys also, and that is eonsolidated
revenue, and it ought to be expended
of cowrse o pay salaries, and ecertainly
ouglit not to be paid out of loan moneys.
He has.therefore, mone hack to the tune
of £831,000 Auring his short twelve
months of oflice, so far as loan moneys
are eoncerned, a sum of money whieh has
been spent contravy to the platform and
contrary to the persistent atlacks he
made on us when we were 11 office. Of
course we helieve in the policy of spend-
ing loan monevs when we have nol re-
venue, even for the development of ag-
rielture.  We believe toe in pulting up
buildings out of loan money, extending
the expenditure over a number of vears.
at any rate for the lifetime of the loan
But the Premier does not. and vet he
boasts about having spent £800,000 dur-
ing the past twelve months more than we
expended. ol of lean moneyvs. T have
shown where that expenditnre hias been
incarred. The Premier said that he al-
most felt inelined to hlush heeaunse hon.
members opposile so frequently from the
publie platform endeavoured to make the
penple of the Staie believe that Me party
to which he belonged wonld refuse to bor-
Tow money to carry on public works. Bui
I almost Ffeel inclined %o blush at his
great desire to get rid of the money. Let
us see how he spent all this loan money,
He has spent on land resumed by the
Wilsen Government £130,000; on rails
and fastenings ordered by the Wilson
Government £213,000, on rolling stock



ordered by the same Governmeni
£342,008: on immigration—in connection
with whiech 1 said last year I thanked
heaven we had made contraets for twelve
mutiths from which the Premier could not
get away, and on acconnt of which AMr.
“Premier’” MeCallum was sending ter-
rible wires to the Mother country telling
the people not to come here—he spent
£87,000. On the dock and harbour he
spent £110.000, and 1 suppose he wants
to saddle that on to the Wilson (Govern-
ment, on sewerage £37,000, on improve-
ments to open railways, prineipally re-
grading and relaying, £200,000, on new
railways, which I need not enumerate.
£308,000. All these works were author-
ised by the Wilson Government.

The Minister for Works: That is un-
true. .
Hon. TTRANK WILSON: Every one,
barving the Darling Range railway, which
the hon. member was responsible for, and
the length of which was 134 miles and
which ecost £3,000; so that out of
£2,300.000 which the Premier is so jubi-
lant about. all the money he has spent has
been spent on works which were handed
down to him hy myself and my colleagues,
and he has not started a single work of his
own. I go further and say that the pre-
sent Government will not turn out a single
railway this year which they ean say they
started on fheir own acconnt.

Mr. E. B. Johnsion: You only pro-
mised Lthem.

Hon. TRANK WILSON: No one de-
nies that the Goverminent can borrow
money at a price, but this mad rush into
Btate enterprises, knowing that he had a
tight finaneial market to face, coupled
with deubts as to land tenure owing to
the unwise action of his Minister for
Lands, and also with the doubis as to the
future of mining leases, and the largely
inereased taxation which the Premier fore-
casted in the Budget, and together with
the deficit which the Premier announced
without a blush, all these things will tend
to inerease the price that the lender will
ask for money. Of course the Premier
must o on the market and I see he does
nol vare a hang what the conditions arve,
he is going on the market when he wants
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the money. He is not concerned as to
what price be will have to pay, he is
going to borrow when be needs the money,
and at the presenl time he needs it very
much indeed. The Tremier referred with
gratituwde to the Commonwealth having
ouly charged 3% per cent. on the value
of lransferred properviies. That was only
justice, and I am satisfied that we would
have had a strong moral elaim, and I he-
lieve myself 2 legal elnim, against the Ted-
eral Government if they had refused to
pay us 3% per cent. on the value of those
transferred properties. I do not think
theve is any need to pass a vote of thanks
to the Fisher Government for having done
what was only a fair thing beeause I know
some of the other States were irying lo
get 3% per cent.

The Premier: Neo, they were not; only
one State.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Some of the
other States were and they were justified
in making that attempt, heeause the Fed-
eral Government were charging them 33)
per cent. for money which they had loaned
them. 1 come now to a matter whieh T
do not wish to debate at any great length,
but which I am sorry to think was re-
ferved to by the Premier in very scalh-
ing terms, I refer to the question of the
karri sleepers. T am of opinion myself,
as one who has been connected with the
timber industry in this Siate for a num-
ber of years, that karri is an excellent
timber, and I believe it can be preserved
to give excellent results in the ground,
where it heretofore proved a failure owing
to dry rot and to its liability to attack by
white ants. T believe as far ns I can
gather from the small tests made by the
powellising process, which is a very valu-
able process, and which will prove success-
ful to a very marked degree in preserving
the karri timber in the ground; and indeed
in preserving it so far as any e¢lass of
work is concermmed, that we should not as
a State refuse to sell karri timber powell-
ised, becanse in the early stages it proved
unsatisfactory when put in the ground
without any treatment whatever, But I
recognise whilst T advocate and commend
the action of the Government in endeav-
ouring to get onr Western Australian
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timbers used in this great work of the
Trans-\ustralian railway, whilst I com-
mend them for endeavouring to get our
timbers used in the other States, I must
also grant equal liberty to others who
think we are running an undue risk in
pressing this timber for the purpose for
which it is intended, namely the constrne-
tion of the railway. And although I can-
not agree with Mr, Hedges and Sir John
Yorrest in their anxiety in connection
with this matter, and although I hold that
it is a matier for the Federal Government
lo take the risk of, and not the State, you
cannoi be buyer and seller both, and the
buyer must satisfv himself that what he
is getting is the right article. I take the
strongest exception to the Premier's atti-
tnde and his language in connection with
the member for Fremantle in the House
of Representatives, and the Premier’s
speech in regard to this matter. What do
we tind? The Premier is not content in
defending his own State and his own
State’s produet, he is not eontent to place
hefore the country the details of the con-
tract lie has entered info, and saying from
the information he has received from re-
sponsible officers that he believes he is
selling a good thing, and al any rate that
the buyers are satisfied, but he goes fur-
ther and attacks Mr. Hedges, and implies
improperr motives for the attitnde that
gentleman took up, accowmpanied by no
less a person in a minor degvee than Sir
John Forrest. Whatever may be thought
about Mr. Hedges, T am satisfied even the
Prentier himself will not say that Sir
John Forrest is unpatriotic or disloyal to
this State.

The Premier: He was in this instanee.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: He is not.
His judgment may be wrong with regard
ta the timber, but thai has yet to be
proved. Sir John Forrest is not disloyal
and never was.

The Premier: He was in this case.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: T cast the
insinuaiion baek in the teeth of the Pre-
mier. What did the Premier say about
Mr. Hedges? He convicted himself of the
meanest spying proclivities. He said that
Mr. Hedges was careful and very anxious
1o tell the Federal Parliament and the
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public that he was not interested in the
jarrah trade, and by that means he at-
tempted to make those to whom he was
speaking believe that he was a disinter-
ested party, and ihat he ad no objection
to karri being used, and that he was not
concerned as to whether jarrah was used
or not, and the Premier went on to say—
“T want to say that T have busied myself
during the last twenty-four howrs in try-
ing to disecover whether there was any
truth in the rumour that Mr. Hedges him-
self, not in any partnership, but himself,
was interested in jarrah country, because
such a romour was floating about the

town.” A nice job for a Premier to
undertake.
My. Nanson: That is how he Lkeeps

himself busy.
Hon, FRANK WILSON: A nice un-

dertaking for a man who has cast on him
the duty of administering this vast coun-
try, a country which he says is too big
for one Government to contrel. The Pre-
mier busied himself spying around trying
to prove that Mr. Hedges was untrue and
unpatriotic, and had abused the trust
which the electors of Fremantle reposed
in bim. The attitnde of the member for
Fremantle in the House of Representa-
tives was not as disgraceful as the attitude
of the Premier; the Premier’s action was
diseraceful in the extreme. What is the

truth ?

The Premier: Yon are a scavanger fre-
quently,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We find

that Mr. Hedges was declared by the
Premier to own 5,000 acres of some of the
best of jarrah country in Western Ans-
tralia.

The Premier; That is correct too.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I interjected
then that that would not go very far to-
wards supplying sleepers for the Trans-
Aunstralian railway. If we eul that 5,000
acres, even if it was the best timber in
the country it would not mean more than
50,000 loads in the round, and it wonld
be only encugh to keep a mill going for
about eighteen months or perbaps two
years. The Premier emphasised the faet
that Mr. Hedges was interested in this
land, not in any parinership. Mr. Hedges
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wired to me, and his manager wired to me
from Kalgoorlie and Mr. Hedges sajd—

In 1910 T purchased a piece of land
in the distriet of Murray for the West
Australian Firewood Supply Limited.
That company paid me in full during
the same year, and hold the deeds whieh
are in my name as managing director
of the company. The land is an old
poison lease, which was converted into
freehold. The purchase price was, I
think, less than 10s. per acre. You
may use this as you please,

Then his manager at Kalgoorlie (Mr.
Cleland) wired—

Hedges as managing director of this
company on March 15th, 1910, pur-
chased Murray location 528, and we on
the same date paid a deposit of £500,
and totally completed the purchase of
this land August, 1910. We hold the
deeds,

There is an explanation of the position.
What aboul the Premier’s charge that
Mr. Hedges was personally interested?

The Premier: [t was transferred to
William Noah Hedges.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Mr. Hedges
iz interested as managing director of the
fircewood company for whom he purchased
the land.

Mr. Green: He is the company.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Nothing of
the sovt. 7The charges of the Premier are

disgraceful, and he ought to withdraw’

them at once.

The Minister for Works:
proved them.

The Premier: I repeat them.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I'regret that
hon. members are so dense, and that they
will not own up when they are in the
wrong. They will make any charges, and
they will stick to them. But I defy them
to make these charges ontside the House,
becanse then Mr. Hedges would make
them sit np, and perhaps some of that
£300 per annum of their salaries, which
Ministers failed to veturn to the Treasury
as they promised, will he annexed by M.
Hedges by wayv of damages. Now, I
must pass on to the taxation proposals.
The repeal of the Dividend Duties Act
was opposed by my triends opposite

You have
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during the last, general election. When
I announced that I intended to repeal
the dividend duties, I was charged with
playing into the hands of the rieh com-
panies. On every Labonr platform in the
Slate, it was said that my wealthy friends
were to escape taxation, notwithstanding
that T had made it abundantly elear, both
in my policy speech and subsequently,
that I was going to repeal the Dividend
Duties Act, and bring in a graduated in-
come tax on Queensland lines, together
with a repeal of the land éax.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: And the stoek tax.
Do not forget that.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I will give
the hon. member it all in a minute if
he will not be so impetuous. 1 said in my
poliey speech delivered in Busselton—

We propose also the abolition of the
Dividend Duties Aet, and the substitu-
tion of a graduated income tax on the
lines of Queensland legislation.

And speaking subsequently in the Queen'’s
Hall, I referred to the subject again, be-
cause the Premier had been careful to
poison the minds of the electors by saying
that I intended to allow my rich friends
to escape taxation. 1 said on that oe-
casion—

He wanted to explain that the repeal
of the Dividend Duties Aet would not
mean, as insinnated, that the wealthy
compalies were lo eseape taxation.
They would all come under the gradu-
aied income tax, and pay on the profits
earned. and those who now evaded the
paywent of taxation, either hy the in-
come or dividend duties tax, would he
brought to book.

Then I went on to explain that the cost
of working the department would be
lessened by £4,000, whilst the amount of
revenue raised would be inereased. Not-
withstanding this, T was charged with a
terrible crime and what was a tecrible
erime then, protested oagainst by my
opponents led by the Premier, is now
a virtue, another plank of the TLiheral
policy whieh the Premier has adopted for
his own ends. He is going to repeal the
Dividend Duties Ack, as I promised the
eleciors twelve monlths ago, for which
T commend him, hecaunse it is a portion
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of the Liberal poliey, and for which he
condemned me most violently. He is not
only going to do that, but to also double
the land tax, and do away with all rebates
and exemptions. The small farmer is
to be taxed to the limit, notwithstanding
that he may be siruggling with the big-
gest burden that any individual can
undertake who is carving out his for-
tune in virgin eouutry. The income tax
is to be rnised on a graduated scale to
a shilling in the pound, but our friends
opposite are leoking after their own
because the exemption which at present
stands at £200 is (o be raised to £250,
in order that their supporters, those who
are the power behind the throne and con-
trol the party from the Trades Hall,
may have exemption up to £35 per week.
In view of this, the farmers are promised
cheap machinery in the sweet by and by,
when the Government get their implement
factory going, as a set-off to the increased
taxation. Then we ave io have a valner
general and stafl appointed. Notwith-
standing that the expenditure is going
up by leaps and bounnds, the Government
are going to create another department.
Why eannot we take the valnations of the
ineome tax commissioner? Ts all the
work to be done over agnin ¥ A vast
amount of work has been done during
the Iast few vears. and how is the ap-
pointment of a valuer-general and his
staff to prevent a person getting early
information of resumptions intended hy
the Government.

The Premier: We will fix his value for
him.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : Then the
Premier proposes to resume land on his
own valuation ¢

The Premier : 1 never said so.

1lon. FRANK WILSON : The Pre-
mier implied as much, or why create the
department 7 We are running into ex-
travagance and inereased expenditure
that is unnecessary, and we can well lene
this valualion work to the staff already
in cxistence in the Taxation Commis-
sioner’s office. Tuming to the trading
eoncerns, I wish the Committee to
speeially note that the new trading ven-
tures figure prominently in the Premier's
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gamble to secure his revenne. I commend
him for his annonncement that Mr,
Short 1s to be reappointed Commissioner
of Railways, but 1 consider his proposal
to bring the railways under politieal con-
trol one of the worst propositions that
he or his party could snzgest to this Par-
liament, and T hope it will never be
adopted. With a Labour Government in
power. it means that this great labour-
employving department will he practically
under the control of the Trades Hall, as
the Premier and his eolleagres admit.
‘We have already had an inercase of
£107,000 in the wages of this department,
attended by a deerease in efficieney.

That is a libel.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Hon, FiANK WILSON : The Com-
misstoner says that he sees no general
increase of energy in consequence of this
increase of wages, and the interests of
the men themselves demand that there
must be no political control, no hanging
aboui Ministers® offices. If there is, we
may expect to see this great asset of the
State mismanaged as other departments
have been mismanazed during the past
few months, and bringing in big deficits.
The Premier referred with commendahle
pride to, the construelion and opening
of over 220 wmiles of railway duor-
ing the last twelve months—all ours
and well in hand when we left office.
Every line opened this vear helonws to
the Wilson and the Moore administra-
tion. I am glad to see that he proposes
in taking over the tramways, to get proper
independent’. autside, expert advice in the
person of Mr. Merz. and T recommend
him to get this gentleman’s adviee, not
only with regard to the tramway system
in the metropolitan avea, but also in re-
gard to the eleetrification of our subur-
han railwavs, in order that we may bring
them np to date, and work them more
economicallv than at the present time.
The ratlway revenue, T venture to state,
is considerably over-estimated, but what
ahont the other State enterprises, State
steamers for instanee ?

The Premier :

Mr. Lander: Those are the things that
hart youn.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: They will
hurt the hon. member and the people
of the State before long, Time alone
will show the resulis of these State sieam-
ers. They were purchased to reduce the
price of food.

The Premier: And they have done it
already.

[Mr. Holman resumed the Chair.]

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The “Una,”
when she had fulfilled her funection of
earrying the mails on the south coast until
the new boat came out from lFngland, was
to reduce the price of fish by half, This
seheme has evidently been abandoned, be-
canse we have heard nothing more about
it. Now is the Premier’s opportunity.
Owing to the disiress of the European na-
tions and the war between Turkey, Greece,
and the Ralkan States. we hear of Greeks
leaving Western Australian shores to re-
turn fo their native eouniry. Now is a
chance for the Premier to show his com-
mercial acumen, not only by tackling
Btate fishing enterprises, but also by buy-
ing out some of the dago fish-shops. T
sum sure he would be able to show a much
bigger eredit balanee in connection with
his trading enferprises. The “Una” cost
the State some £2,000, and about £1,001
was expended in fitting her for the South-
East mail serviee for a time. She is now
on the slip having those fittings taken out,
and being converted into a yacht to eon-
vey an engineer to the North-West to in-
spect jetties, The “Euecla” (late “Wex-
ford”) has, we ave told, earned a profit
of £250 in two months, but she has heen
principally engaged in carrying malerial
for the Hopetoun jetiy. The counlry is
expending ahout £6,000, I am told, in
lengthening that jetty, in order to avoid
lightering. The private steamship ow-
ners had to take their goods from, and
land them at the jetty, and T would like
to know what the lighterage has been
charged up to in the ease of the “Fuela.”
No wonder the Government steamer
showed a =mall profit if she Aid all the
earrying of that material to Hopeloun.
The s.5. “Western Australia,” after being
dottored at Port Said, is speeding aeross
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the Indian Ocean carrying a carge of
1,000 tons, not 2,000 tons as the Pre-
mier stated, which consists of 750 tons
of rails, 100 tons of fastenings, and 150
tons of general cargo. As she will have
to pay for bunkers 23s. to 33s. per ton,
in addition to eanal dues, it is difficult
to see why she did not S up with coal
and steam out via the Cape, in the same
woy as other boats do when they ave
sent ont from Home to trade on our
consts. In that way there is a consider-
able saving of expense, but the “Western
Auvstralia,” in eoming via the Canal, must
show a hig loss on the voyage out. The
presence of the member for Albany (dir,
Price) on board no doubt aceounted in
some measure for her coming ont via the
Canal, and the fact that Captain Smith 1s
asgistant purser no doubt had also some
weight in that direetion. The “Kwinana,”
after chenpening the supply of ment by
bringing store sheep down from the North
for Mr. Gooch and carrying -cattle from
the Giovernment stations, is now bringing
store sheep for My. Holmes from the
Enstern Btates. Then she is to proceed
to New Zealand on special charter to
earry timber for Millars’ combine at 5s,
or Bs. per load below the market vate, and
she is fo have the proud distinelion of
conveying the Minister for Works to
the home of his birth. The State’s
solvency apparently, aceording to the
Treasurer, is to depend largely upon
the problematical profits of these con-
cerns: and hotels, butehers? shops, daivies
and nuarries are all roped in in order to
keep the deficit for the wvear down to
the small amount of £166,000. Where are
the sawmills with their huge profits 2 We
have heard so much about these sawmills.
We know what a large sum of money is
to he expended in their establishiment.
We have heard of the millions that are
eoming to Western Aunstralia as a resulk
of this Siate enterprise. Why, il the
Premeir had only put his imagination to
work and figured out with his peneil for
ten chort minutes, I am satisfied he could
have evolved a profit on his sawmills that
would have extingnished his deficit al-
together. We have a statement with re-
pard to the extension of the Fremantle
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Harbour. We must all regret that the
dry dock has proved a failure.

AMr. Lander : It was only o political
Job. .
Hon. FRANK WILSON : It was very
diffiult.

Mr. Lander :
Job.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : I said ** a
difficult job,”’ and that is what the hon,
member meant. I am sorry to say the
Premier apparently intends to hang up
this harbour extension. He said—

As a preliminary, the Government
have under consideration the desirahil-
ily of providing further berthing ac-
comnodation within the existing area
west of the bridges, totalling over
2,000 feet of wharfage, which will in-
clude provision for three vessels draw-
ing up to 36 feet, whilst the harbour
area alrendy available is being dredged
ta 33 feet. T'ending further definite
information in regard to this project,
the Governmenl do not propose taking
any further action.

Good-bye harbour extension at Freman-
tle!
In aceordanee with the promises made,
preliminary investigations were com-
menced at Albany, Bunbury, and Ger-
aldton. with a view to extensions and
improvements to harbours. These in-
vestigations will be eontinued until sueh
time as the necessary data have been
eollected to enable the scheme to be pre-
pared.
Poor Bunbury; poor Albany and poor
Geraldton! The investigations which have
heen going on for 13 months now are to
he continned, and that is all the consola-
tion these towns and ports, who look to
the Government to do so much for them to
extend their trade and commerce, can look
forward to-—that the preliminary investi-
gations are to be continned.  Members
must be pleased, and must be safisfied
with the ereat energv of the Government
they are supporting. With regard to the
Lands Department T have a few com-
ments o make. The T.ands Department
at ithe present date is in mourning, deep
mourning, for its departed glory.

I said it was a political
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The Premier: Who is that, the member
for Northam?

Hon. FRAXK WILSOXN: Yes, In the
olden days it was a beehive of industry;
now it is a place of despondency and
despair under the present Minister for
Lands. There is an old adage, “like mas-
ter, like man.” The master sets the paee
and the men follow, The breezy optimism
and confidence of my colleague, the mem-
ber for Northam, filled the department
with life, energy, and results. Now the
funereal hesitaney of the Minister for
Lands prevades the department. Why is
it? Becanse he knows full well {hat lie
is experimenling in that depariment and
experimenting with new land legislation.
The wonderful mareh of progress ean he
seen by a veference lo the Statistical
Register, and it is wonderful the pro-
cress of this great department of onr
State, In 1906, the fivst season when we
were vesponsible for the administration of
the department, there were 364,000 acres
under crop and 86,000 acres of new ground
cleaved and veady for crop. In 1912 there
were 1,072,000 acres under crop and
293,000 acres of new ground cleared and
ready for crop. In 1906 there were
195,000 acres under wheat and in 1912
there were 612,000 acres under wheat.
Every year the area under crop increased
hy leaps and bounds, and our last vear
showed an increase of 217,000 acres, while
this season only shows an inerease of
21,000 acres, nccording to the Premier’s
ficures. The Premier claims that there
have been large areas of land approved.
He claims that the approved applications
for land selection have inereased in num-
ber and in area. but what we want to
know is when this area was applied for.
The bullk of this year’s approvals are last
year’s applications, and unless we can get
the information—indeed no information
i= given—hnt we do know that 200.000
acres less was surveyed last year than in
the previons year, and the tolal expendi-
ture has inereased by over £10,000. Then
I come to this little item, that the Premier
and T had n passage of arms about at
the beginning of my speech—this £1.250
whieh he unfairly placed on the shonlders
of mv Administration. He savs. “There
vou have evidenec that we had to pay
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the debls of our precedessors.” In eon-
nection with “Lithography, £1,500,” he
says, “We had to pay this outstanding
asccount which was due in 1910-11." He
says—

Yet we were told that we had not to
pay, last year, some charges which were
rightly chargeable to the previons vear,
notwithstanding which here we have the
renson why we had to excess the vole.

£1,250, and he had to excess the vote!
This is a departmental adjustment after
all iz said and done. There are always
some accounts ouistanding at the end of
each financial vear, and this does not affect
any exceeded expenditure, it does not
affect any deficit; it is like taking one
pound out of the right hand pocket of the
Treasurer and putting it into his left haod
pocket; he is no poorer, he 1is no richer,
We do not debit up the Lands Depart-
ment with £1,250 for work done by the
Lithographie Department. and we do not
credit the Lithographie Department wilh
£1.230 by way of revenue on the other
side of he ledger. Tt makes no appre-
cinble difference so far as the deficit is
concerned. Yet we are pulled up with
charges like this; we are held up to
seorn as evil-doers beeause of £1,250 thaf
some clerk in the Treasury or Lands De-
partment has omilted to enter up pro-
perly and transfer to one department or
another. Tt will be noticeable that the
revenue of the Lands Department also
reflects the energy and the policy of my
vollengue. the member for Northam, for
the Statistical Register will show—and it
is worth reading—that in 1905 the depart-
ment had a vevenue of £191,000, which
increased to £362,000 in 1910-11, and the
expenditure, on the other hand, under
my eolleagne’s wise administration and
careful manipulation of the work of the
department. decreased in the same period
from £112,000 to £80,000. Last year the
vevenue was £356,000, something like
£8,000 short of the revenune of the previ-
ous year, and in the same conditions and
the same circumstances the expenditnre
has gone up £10,000. This is an instance of
the benefits of the Labour Administration
so far az the Lands Department is con-
cerned. In the Agrienliural Department
credit is taken for the appointment of
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three commissioners—our appointments—
again for a wool lecturer, who has been
working fov the past two vears, and the
pathelogist, Dr. Stoward, who was ap-
pointed by us two or three years ago.

The Premier: We do not take eredit
for that.

Hon., PRANK WILSON: And above
nll, the Premier had to explain, with re-
gard to the distribution of literatuvre, that
he had to consider the question of whether
we should continue what is known as the
Agricultural Journal, or do it by way
of bulleting. The Agricultural Journal
was abolished by my friend the member
for Northam a long time ago and bulle-
tins were issued in his time. Tree-pulling
and serab-rolling were all initiated by my
collengne. The eredit is taken by our
wige shccessors. I can hear the Minister
for Works telling the Premier that T am
misquoting him, but I am not misquoting,
hecanse I have read the words from the
printed Hansard speech of the Premier.
Now, I come down to milk supply. Great
credit is claimed for the Ministry becansc
they have been distributing a milk sup-
ply to sowme of our hospitals. Unfortu-
nately this, like the meat supply, only
affects a portion of the community. These
cows were transferred from Brunswick
to Perth. The cows were in the depart-
ment when the member for Northam was
Minister; athers were purchased from a
dairyman in the metropolitan area, and
some of these cows have since been sold
in Perth at half-price, The Perth hos-
pital, which used to get its milk at 1s.
044d. to 1s. 2d. per gallon, is now being
charged 1s. 6d. per gallon, and thus we
show a profit. The Fremantle hospital
was ordered the other day to get its milk
from lhe State farm regardless of the
price that they might charge for its sup-
ply. In the Agrieultural Department,
with the exception of the proposal to
export fruit as agents without any pro-
per facilities having first been made, and
to run this meat stall which has done so
much already, aecording to Ministers, in
the way of cheapening the meat supply,
nothing has been done that was not done
in the term of my friend the member for
Northam. Oh yes, something has been
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done.  Mr. Despiessis received the sack
and all efforts for the development of
agriculture in the tropies have been
brought to a standstill. The Premier's
remark that nothing could militaie
against the produce of the State finding
the markets of the world at as little cost
as possible is hardly in keeping with his
pronouncements, and the pronouncemenis
of his collengues, the Minister for Works
and the Minister for Lands. We know
the Alinister for Works has econdemned
the suggestion to establish chilling and
canning works at Wyndbam.

The Minister for Warks: I have never
done anything of the sort.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : I will have
to quote from the hon. member’s report.

The Minister for Works: I merely con-
demned freezing works.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: What is the
difference ¢ Ile condemned all works.
He said the cattle should leave the State
on the hoof. And the Minister for Lands
also gave a very curt refusal to Geraldton
a shorh time since in eonnection with the
proposed establishment of abattoirs. A
deputation waited on him, several of
them, and he said that he could not hold
out any hope of abattoirs being erected
at the present time at Geraldton. He
pointed out that the demands of the State
were likely to be greater than ihe supplies
for the next three years or so, and said
that, consequently, he could not ecunten-
ance any scheme of export, but that when
the supplies were more than were re-
quired for home use, and when the Gov-
ernment were assured that the right kind
of cattle were being bred, they would find
the Government sympathetic. That was
a nice reply for a Minister to give. The
abattoirs weve requived for the loeal
(rade. They are not even to have slanght-
ering accommodation ak Geraldton for
their own use until the Minister is sat-
isfied that we do not want any more cattle
in the State, and that they are producing
the right type of cattle. AMen who have
heen breeding catile all their lives and
exporting huge numbers to the far Fast
are told by the Minister that they are not
breeding the right sort for export. It
is like the audacity of the Minister for
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Works and the Minister for Lands to
talk to people of things they know noth-
ing whatever abont, to tell these people
they must not export becanse, in the
opinion of the Ministers, the cattle are
required within the State. Will any one
ask me to believe that living iz cheaper
to-day than it was 12 months ago?

Hoen, W, €. Angwin (Hotorary Mini-
ser}: Beef is.

Hon, FRANK WILSQN: 1If so, why
are our friends howling for inereased
wages every day? Every time they have
asked for and received increased
wages the eost of living has gone
up; yet we are asked to believe
that the Government have reduced
the eost of living in Western Australia.
The position is too absurd. 1£ T had lime
T eould point out exaeily where (hese hnn.
members are blundering in this eonnes-
tion. No Government ment stall is going
to be a permanent cure. No seleat fow
who ean afford to go down to the Govern-
ment meat stall in Governmenl motor cars
and buy a parcel of meat, as (he Premier
did, and send the joint home in the Giov-
erument motor ear—no select few ean
prove in this way that we are all getting
chenper meat. T am paying a higher prics
for meat lo-day than ever before. and I
am not asking a Government motor car
tn deliver my meal. As a matier of Fact
inyuirtes at that Government sfall show
that the prices have gone up a halfpenny
a pound since the pighl Mr, Frank Connor
produced a joint and laid it on the Table
of the Legislative Council. The hen. mem-
ber bought that joint at 4V4d. & pound,
and produced it in the House, and two’
days agoe they wanled 5d. for a similar

joint,  Now, with regard to the Mines
Department. The estimated revenue of

Staie batteries last year was £81,650, and
tite aetual revenue £43,798; the estimated
expendifure was £82,775 and the actual
expenditure £50,363. There is nothing 1o
zu into heroies abont, vet the Premier
declares that thev are cutiing their cont
according to their cloth, and intend to.
reilnee the expenditure.

The Premier: Who said that?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The P're-.
ricr did.  And he said that this year he-
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was going to put an honest statement be
fore the country in submitting as nearly
a7 possible a correct estimate. Tast year
the Premier put down an inereass in re-
venue, as far as publie batteries are eon-
cerned, over the previous yvear of £14,000.
Tle result clearly shows that was only a
paper balance, with a vengeance. The
prospectors do not seem to have rushed
their ore along to the batteries because a
Labour Government are in power. e
received £67,000 revenue from batteries
im 1910-11, and yet our friends opposife
could only raise £45,000.

The Premier : We did not make any
boom speeches in the Talace hotel.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: No, vou
tnac~ vour boom speeches at {he eanens
and at the Trades and Labour Haiis. The
Premier ought to go to the Palace hotel
ceeagionally and see what they fhink of
him there. e estimates he is going to
lose this year £8,000 from State battevies,
He regards it as a virtue and reckons
il is a great thing by way of showing that
we are going to do all we ean lo asgist
the industry. He further states that pre-
vious Ministers thought it their duty in
make the revenue and expenditure bhal-
ance. It was their duty, and it is the
Premier’s duty., The State batieries
ghould only be required to pay working
expenses, wages and contingencies, hut
the least the Minister for Alines ean do
is to make bolth ends meet if possible.
When an indusiry secms to he falitng,
as this industry is at the present time, it
is a difficull thing to so regulate your ex-
penditnre that vonr revenue will balaace,
but it is the duty of the Minister to at-
tempt it; the Premier does not attempt
it even.

My, Foley: You did it by putiing 2s.
a. ton on the prospectors’ stone.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: And it is
the Mininster’s obvious duty to make the
exnenditure commensurate with the re-
venue, more especially when the inferest
and sinking fund on the eapital cost of
these batteries nre eharged against the
Consolidated Revenue of the State. My
late ecolleagme’s, Mr. Gregory's, estimate
wis mneh more aceurate than that of the
present Minister for Mines. Mr. Gregory

2789

was only £14,000 out in his estimate of
revenne, but the present Mimister was
£36,000 out last year.

The Premier: The same officers adyised
L.

The Minister for Mines: The Estimates
Lad all been prepared previously.

Ilon. FRANK WILSON: Oh no, I
Lave explained that before. The Xsti-
nmafes had beeh in preparation by the
officers, but so far as Ministers were con-
cerred they were not prepared.  Nof
only are we to pay interest and sinking
fund on these battertes, but something like
15 per cent. that this loss amounts to on
the working. Is it not about time the
rates were revised?  Had not the Gov-
rroment better get back the late super-
intendent, Mr. Dunstan, who was foully
dismissed [or politieal veasons ?

Mr. Toley: That is a lie.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. menther
must withdraw and apologise to the Com-
mitiee for making that statement.

Alr, Foley: All right. Mr. Chairman, I
withdraw and apologise.

Hon, FRAXNIY WILSON: It is an in-
gnlt to the Chair that the hon. member
should address the Chair from his seat.
‘Fle reappointment of the Publie Service
Comuuissioner is a matter which, I think,
we may congratulate the Government np-
on.

Mr. Foley: Why not give ns some more
mining?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Because I am
afraid the hon. member would disgroce
himself so severely that he would have
t¢ be tnrned out of the Chamber.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is not in order in addressing the hon.
member; he must address the Chair.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I was ad-
deessing the Chair, but through the ordi-
nary Parliamentary term of the “hon.
member.” He asked why I had not given
hiin more mining, but in his ease mining
seems to be like a ved rag to a bull. I
was staling that the reappointment of Mr.
Juit comes as an agreeable surprise. I
eaunot help remembering the extravagant
langnage used by the Premier 12 months
ago when he, lor the first fime, heard

 that the previous Government had pro-
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mised this reappointment. It was very
amusing to read s language in the Press
about the seandalous thing that had taken
place, and which he was going fo put a
stop” to immediately. It is still moré
amusing to-day to find that after mature
consideration and after 12 months experi-
ence, he recognises that he cannot run
amok. And I am particularly gratified that
my colleagues, during my absence in Lon-
don, prevented an innocent man and a
good officer from being sacrificed to the
clamounr of a disaffected public service. I
congratnlate the Premier in that respect.
After 12 months he has tardily acknow-
iedged this gentleman to be a good officer,
and declares that he is {0 be reappointed.
The Savings Bank of the Stafe is evi-
denily to be handed over to the Federal
Covernment. I cannot, of course, express
any firm opinion with regard to the terms
upon which it is to be handed over until
the details are available. The remarks of
the Premier, that he proposed to announce
the terms on which it is decided we shall
join with the Commonwealth after negoti-
ations have been concluded, T think, econ-
vaey with no nncertainty that we are to
join in with the Commonwealth and give
them control of our Savings Bank. The
Commonwealih is undonbtedly encroack-
ing upon a State province.

Mir. Green: Old States frighter,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hor.
member is not a State frighter; he is a
traitor to his eountry, and would like to
o 1o the East and take his geldfields with
him. The greed of the Commonwezlih
(tfovernment is unbounded, as shown by
their passing of a three-million surplus
Bill to convey the funds to trust aceount.
=0 that they should not come back to tie
States. They have our Customs duties,
they have imposed a land tax, thev pre-
vent us travelling by mail steamers, and
now they want the people’s savings. Bur.
after all, why should there be all tlus
myslery about these negotiations? Should
not Parliament know what il is proposed
1o dc with a big State institution of this
deseription, having 414 millions of the
people’s money in its eontrol, before ne-
gotiations are eoncluded. Is it because the
hon. member has discussed the matter in

[ASSEMBLY.]

eauneus that he is not going to eonsult Par-
liament but will make an announcement
only after the thing is concluded, to nse
his own words? I here protest on behalf
of Parliament and claim that this is the
Chamber that ought to be consulted with
regard to any proposed agreement between
the Commonwealth and the State Govern-
ment on this important matter.

The Minister for Works : Who said
otherwise ¢

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier.

T

‘he Premier: Nothing of the kind.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I have read
his words,

The Premier: Then you did not under-
stand me.,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The words
are-—
When negotiations have been con-
clnded I propose to announce the terms
on whieh it is decided we shall roin the
Commonwealth in this schewe.
Wilen the negotiaticos ave concluded the
Premier intends to announce the terms
decided upon and nat before, I wonder
who is to be consulted. Then, I would
like to konow, what has this Government
done for the settlers on our land ¥

The Premier: Why talk snch rubbish?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T can under-
stand the Premier getting sore. The Gov-
ernment have caused advances lo be wiih-
avawn by destroying puoblic confidence.
They bave doubled the land tax or pre-
nose to do so and eancelled all rebates and
exemptions; they are going to impose a
heavy income tax in addition, notwith-
standing that the local bodies, the roads
hourds, have increased their taxation from
£51,000 to £80,000 in the last two years.
They are imposing a taxation on water
supply to a seleet few, some of whom do
not want it, but have to pay whether or
not. ant they are bringing all the workers
on the farms under the Workers’ Com-
pensation Aet, making a farmer liable and
rvesponsible for men who are employed
by others. They have, it is true, inereased
the linit of the advances by the Agricui-
tural Bank 1o £2,000, but they have ad-
vanced only £100,000 more than the high-
est previous year,

The Premier: Only one hundred thou-

sand pounds!
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Hon, FRANK WILSON: Yes, with a

double limit, which, according to some
rembers at the time would rope them all
in.  Advances have been refused to scores
of seitlers, althongh good seeurity iz
aviiiable. Complaints are rife. There is
no use disgunising the fact that they can-
nol get the money. 1 am met every day
ot &, George's-terrace by complainants
who eannot get an advance.

The Premier : St. George’s-terrace !
What farmers are they?

Lon, FRANK WILSOX: Going to
your bank trying to get advances, and for
whon: you will not find the money.

The Premier: We found more money
in September than you found in any
month.

Hon, FRANK WILSOXN: The Govern-
meni have supplied water from the Cool-
paridie waler scheme in certain areas, bat
this iz to cost a £3 tax 4d. per acre, and
fis., per thousand gallons, an impossible
tax which many farmers openly declave
they never can pay and that they will not
pay. The Government supplied seed
wheat to a small degree and charged in
some instances exorbitant rates. Thirty
pounds worth was appiied for by one
seitfer and he received il. e asked whas
he owed the department and was requested
to pay £34 1ls. 8d. at the end of six
mnouths, which means 30 per cent, charges
and interest on a £30 loan.

Mr. Allen: They ought to hang up the
Lkrze brass balls.

1Ton, FRANK WILSON: The Minister
for Lands will shortly have to be brought
under the Money Lenders’ Act to restrict
the amount he charges for advances.

Mr. E. B, Johnston: He will have to
reduce the high prices vour colleagnes
put on the land.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Govern-
ment have spent some £93,000 during the
year from loan funds in these wonder-
fully reproductive works which wiil come
within the four corners of the Trades and
Labour platform as being reproductive—
paving interest and sinking fund. They
have spent £93,000 on 122 weils and 97
dams and 1,145 bores. Fresh water was
struck in 163 bores, stock waler only in
80, and salt water or no waier at all in
203 hores. The Minister for Works with

i

all his energy and entlrusiasm sent parties
all over the country to put down bores
and find water anywhere, anylow, regard-
less of costand regardless of whether
the conntry had been tested before. The
result of course has been extravagant
work and great loss.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Magnficent work.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The actual
work of constructing the dams would cost
comething like £20,000. The actual cost
of 122 wells ought not to be more than
L£12,200, leaving £60,000 expended for
these bores, most of which have proved
to be useless. Bores have heer put down
indiseriminately on fhe off chance of
striking water in these distriets which
were tested years ago.

Mr. E. B. Johmston: Nothing of the
kind.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : And mostly
we fonnd the water salt at a depth. The
Alinister has gone inte the same areas
again and thrown his money away re-
gardless of the faet that his officers could
have and no doubt would have advised
him that dams were the only solation of
ihe question in these areas and that the
woney if it had been spent on dams would
have resulted in a permanent supply of
fresh water. That is the way in which
the money has been squandered and this
neeounts for the fact that the Premier
does not know which way o look for
funds at the present time. We are un-
doubfedly in hacd times, vet in these
Estimates no one c¢an see Lhe slightest
evidence of an attempt at economy, On
tlie conirary there. is evidenee of lavish
expenditure, starting with the present
Houses of Parliament with an inerease of
something like £1,700 projected for this
vear, £1,000 of which is for Jansard ve-
jrerls. Every department throughout the
State shows large increases in expenditure
excepting the Departments of Mines and
Law. The decrease in the Department of
Mines, as the Minister must admit, is due
tu the falling off in surveys; a very bad
sign indeed so far gs that department is
voncerned. With regard {o the Attorney
General’s Department the decrease is more
than covered by the faet that last year
£0,000 was expended in eonnection with
the general elections which is non-
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reenrring.  Loeal authorities liave not, as
far as these Estimates are concerned, been
zendered any greater assistance than herr-
tofore. We have the same =wni provided
{or municipal subsidies and a like amount
for the roads boards grants. ’

’.i'l]e Premier: Who incretsed
vear?

Tlon. FRANK WILSOXN: We did. We
promised it hefore we uent out. They
had a writien promise.

The Premier : You kuew you were go-
ing out.

Tion, FRANK WILSON: ''he Acting
Tremier, Mr. Gregory, increased the sul-
sidy and the hon. member knows it. The
avenues of taxation have been practiealiy
ezliausted, The bleeding proecess, fore-
casted by the Attorney General in an evil
moment which had to be apuied to the
fat man has become no idle joke. The
burden of the taxation is being placed
upon the shoulders of the Iew.  The
«itizens have done their pavt aceording
to the Premier’s own evidence, for trade
Yias increased and wherever we look in the
private enterprise of our people we e¢un
see evidences of that stern determination
to succeed which go to build up a mighty
nalion, but 1 am sorry to say that my
fitends opposile, the Premier and his nul-
fengues, have lamentably failed in tiaf
administration whiell, in the words of the
T'remier, must go to build up the coun-
ty’s progress angd prosperity. Let me in

it last

ccnclusion just read the closing remarks

of the Premier when delivering Inus
Pudget Speech on the 13th liecember,
103, He was very full of {he iaportance
of his office and desirons, 1 behaeve, of
doing his best. He was impressed on thui
oceasion, at any rate, with a determina-
tion io be fair to all sections of the com-
munily.
We (referring to his purty and the
(iovernment) do not represent, nor will
we legislate for any one seclion, but
will at all times endeavonr te do justice
ty all seefions of the ecommunily. We
<iand here, in fact, by the will of the
peeple, pledged to de onr ulmaoss for
1he advancement of Western Anstralia
as a whole, from the educalionzl. eom-
mercial, legislative, and adwinisirative
pomt of view. Our one object is that

[COUNCIL.]

it shall not be possible for the finger
of derision or aceusation of neglect to
be pointed at us, for in everything we
shall strive to do our duty, not failing
to realise, however, that the foremost
step is to build up our finances upon a
solid foundation so that in this im-
portant conneelion we may best serve
the interests of the citizens of the
present day, whilst at the same time
having proper regard to those of future
generations, “For forms of Govern-
ment let fools eontest; whale'er is Dest
administered is best.”

Comment is needless.
Progress reported,

House edjourned at 10.15 p.m.

egislative Council,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m,, and read prayers,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Hon. J. F. CULLEN,
leave of absence for six sittings granted
to Hon C. A, Piesse, on the ground of ill-
health.

HIGH SCHOOL: ACT AMENDMENT
RILT, SELECT COMMITTEE.
Extension of Time.

On molion by Hon. A. SANDERSON
the time for bringing up the report of the
select committee was extended for one

week.



