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The SPEAL(E R took the Chair at 3 p.m.,
and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2)-ELECTORAL.

SNomadic Electors.

Ron. W. J. GEORGE asked the Premier:
In view the statements contained in the
circular letter to electoral officers issued
from the Electoral Department in regard
to "nomadic" electors, will he instruct the
public service generally that only the law
as embodied in the Acts of Parliament can
lie regarded as the sole guide for action and
that proposed or projected legislation has
no application and must be disregarded?

The PREMIER replied : Such action
would appear unnecessary, as even in this
ease the statement referred to, although
mnentionig rejected legislation, distinctly
stated that the Bill bad not become law.

Circular Letter to Electoral Officers.

31r. SAMPSON (for '.%r. Teesdale) alked
the Minister for Justice: Is it his intention
to lay on the Table of the House a copy of
every circtilar letter forwarded to State
Electoral officers during the past six
months

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
No; the hon. member knows that this is
never done.

Mr. Thomson: That is no reason why it
should not be done.

Hon. W. J. 0George:- Or why it should not
be asked for.

The -MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: It ha
never been done.

Hon. W. J. George: That is no reason sib
it should not be done now.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, no reaso!
at all.

QUESTION-WORKERS' HOMKES, BALI
OF LEASEHOLDER'S EQUITY.

Mr. E. B. JOHiNSTON asked the Pre
ier: 1, Is it a fact that in the ease o

John Roy Davis, the holder of a leaseboli
worker's home, who had fully repaid hi
debt to the Workers' Homes Board, t
Crown Law Department ruled that thi
lessee was entitled to sell his interest in Lb,
property at the full market value? 2, 1:
it a fact that as a result of this decision thi
lessee was enabled to sell his Ieasehol(
hiome for £280 more than its capital cost
whereas the Workers' Homnes Board wish ci

to take it over at £20 less than the sah
cost'? 3, Will the Government instruct thi
Workers' H~omes Board to advise thi
holders of all leaseholder workers' homes ol
this very important decision, and its effeci
in regard to the transfer of leasehole
workers' homes9?

The PREM1IER replied: 1, The Law Dle-
partmnent advised that the Board might be
required in the circumstances to purchase
the lease at its then value.. 2, Yes. 3, No.

QUESTION-WATER SUI'PLY,
ARMADALE.

M1r. SAMPSON asked INi' Minister foz
Works: 1, Is he aware (1) that for nupward&
of 12 years, the NXarrogin Brook provided n
water supply for Annadale; (b) that the
brook referred to flowsc through a number of
old-established orchiards and dairies; (e)
that after the water had been treated with
chloride of limie7 a good. potable supply was
provided: and (di) that during the period
no health trouble resulted, nor was any com-
plaint received. 2, In the circumstances,
will he cause inquiries to be made regarding
the need for the resumption of orchard pro-
perties for watershed purposes?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, (a) Yes,; (b) Yes; (ce) Yes. 2, No re-
siunptinn of orchard propeities in the War-
rogmi Brook watershed is being made. Since
the completion of the 'Wungong pipe-head
uiam ctbe suipply to Arniadale has been taken
from Wongong watershed, excepting the
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supply to the Railway Department, which is
still from Narrogin watershed. It is essen-
tial in all water supply schemes, to ensure
that contamination at sourert of supply be
totally eliminated. The resumption of all
habitable land within, watersheds is the best
means of effecting this.

QUESTION-AGRICULTURAL BANK
ADVANCES, GETETAKtN.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Mlinister for
Lands: What Agricultural Bank advances
will be ade upon Geelakin Sheets 1 and 2,
now that the railway has been authorised?

The MIINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
The country between Geclakin and Bullfinch
was recently inspected' by the trustees of
the bank. The policy governing advances in
this area is now under consideration and will
be announced at an early date.

QUESTIONS (2)-RAILWAY CON-
STRUCTION.

Xorseman-Esperance, Strikers and Wasges,

Mr. SAMPSON (for M1r. Teesdale) asked
the 1iinister for Works: 1, Jo it a fact that
the men who recently ceased work during the
construction of the Norsientai-Espermice ex-
tension, were p)aid wages during the period
they were on strike? 2, If so, why was that
dole I

The MINISTER 14*lt WQOtKS replied:
1 and 2, There is no truth whatever in the
implication eontained ip these questions.

Yarramnony East ward Railway-

Mr. GRIFFITIIS asked- the Premier: 1,
Is the survey completed of the Yarratnony
Eastward railway from the terminus at pre-
sent authorised into Mferredin? 2, Is the
deci--ion as, to whether the railway shall
junction at Newearnie or 'Merredin to he left
for the next Parliament to decide? 3, Can
be indicate what work, if any, is proposed
to be done before June, 19271

The PREIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes.
3, No.

QUESTION-MINING. CRUSHING
FACILITIES.

Bon. G. TAYLOR asked the Minister for
Mines: 1I, H~as he, at any time durinzr his
term of office, received a request for the
provision of crushing facilities in any win-

tug centrel1 2, If so, from what district
or districts? 3, Has ho provided such facili-
ties? 4, Is the Minister for Mines identical
with the member for M1r. Magnet (Hon. iAl.
F. Troy) who, when in Opposition, stated in
the Chamber, "that if lie were Minister for
Mines he would supply such facilities wher-
ever gold was being produced, in however
smiall a quantity"?

The MLJNISTER FOR MIINES replied: 1,
-es ' but it is significant that no such request

ls been made by the member for the Mt.
M1argaret constituency. 2, Yes. The East
Mukrcliison, -North-East Coolgardie, Yilgarn,
and Bulong districts. 3, Yes; in every in-
san rce. 4, The identity is obvious 14o the
mocst limited intelligence. hunt the remarks
attributed to Ron. It. F. Troy are not accur-
ate.

BfLJ.-METROPOUITAN MARKET.

Council's .1 mendments.

Schiedule of two amendments made by
the Coiincil now considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey iii the Chair: the Minister for
Akgrieulture in charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 31, Subelause 2.--Insert
after "Perth" in line four the words:-
"Stich Trust shall-

(a) do all things as provided by Section
11 hereof;

(I- carry on and conduct its business and
hold anyv profits arising therefrom,

for and on behalf of the State of Western
Australia."

The 'MINNSTER1 FOR AGRICULT[JRE:
I m1ore-

That the amnitdment be agreed to.

Hon. W. TD. JOHNSON: What is the
object of tine amendment? We have not had
tinie to read it! Surely the Minister will
e-xplain what the intention of the amend-
menh is!

The IN MSTER FOR AGR.ICTLTURE:
I tborgbt 'the 1hon. member would bave
read it? The amendment was moved ini the
Upper House by 11r. Lovekin.

Hon. 0. Taylor: That is no recommen-
dation for it.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
No, but it may be to members on the Oppo-
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sitica side of the House. I1 have consulted
the Solicitor General regarding the amend-
ment. It was moved for the purpose of
preventing the Commonwealth Government
from taxing the profits for Commonwealth
income tax purposes, or taxing the property
for Commonwealth land lax purposes. A
the property belonged to the trust, the Com-
monwealth would have power to tax it.
Since the trust will operate on behalf of
the Government, the Commonwealth will
not be able to tax it.

Hon. G. Taylor: It is really to evade
Commonwealth taxation?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTU'RE:
That is so.

Question put and passed: the Council's
amendment agreed to.

No. 2. Clause 11, Subelause 4.-Insert
at the end a proviso as follows:-"Provided
that the trust shall pay to the Municipal
Corporation of Perth such reasonable cost
of constructing, maintainiuig, and repairing
roads immediately adjacent to the market
and also such cost of lighting, scavenging,
watering, and cleansing of such roads as
may be mutually agreed upon."

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I move--

That the amendment be agreed to.

The amendmeat is a reasonable one.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I do not know
how far it will extend.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I have considered that. For instance, there
will be scavenging to be done, though the
proviso is not very decisive, because it says
the trust shall pay such reasonable cost as
may be mutually agreed upon.

Hon. 0. Taylor: That is the difficulty.
What is reasonableI

'The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
How the two authorities will agree upon it,
I do poct know.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They will have
to fix some amount.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, it must be mutually agreed upon. The
roads adjacent to the market will be used
for market purposes, and it is the reason-
able cost that must be mutually agreed upon.

Mr.SAPSON: The Minister, in approv-
ing of the proviso, is admitting an entirely
new principle. No rates are being paid on
the railway cottages at Merredin, and there

has been much contention between the local
authority and the Railway Department in
consequence. The same principle would ap-
ply to property held for philanthropic and
religious purposes that at present is not
rateable. Although the trust will not have
to pay rates in respect of the market, the
charges levied will be for services performed
outside the market place, namely on the
roads adjacent to the market.

The Minister for Lands: Did not you
read in the Bill that they have power to
make roads adjacent to the market?

Mr. SAMPSON: But this is a new prin-
ciple. Although the charge is not described
as a rate, it amounts to a rate for servicew
rendered.

The Minister for Lands: Is it not bettex
that the council's staff should do the work
than that the trust should employ a staff of
its own?

Mr. SAMPSON: That is a matter that
could be arranged between the trust and the
council.

The Minister for Lands: You are making
comparison between the market and some
railway cottages.

Mr SAMPSON: The cottages are the pro.
perty of the Railwvay Department, which aft
fects the whole of the State, and the market
we have been told, is to be established fox
the State.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I could understani
the amendruent if it read, "provided that'the
trust shall be empowered to pay," etc., aftei
a mutual agreement had been arrived at, but
the amendment says the trust shall pay.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: If they do not
come to an arrangement, the trust may have
to pay in accordance with an order of the
court.

Mr. MILLINGTON: I see room for dis.
agreement under the amendment as worded
and it may lead to litigation. Unless a de.
finite direction be given, there will be ac
hope of reaching finality.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The two bodie
would have to agree on the roads concerned

Mr. MILLINGTON: I do not think the
hon. member's interpretation is right.

Ron. W. fl. Johnson: T am sure yours is
not.

Ifr. MILLINGTON: They will have to
agree mutually upon the reasonable cost ol
constructing roads.

Hon. G. Taylor: Who will decide thati
Mr. MILLINGTON: The trust legall3

will be bound to jiay, but there is nothing to
show what shall be paid. The principle ii
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a dangerous one, because it may he argued
that the trust has to agree with the City
Council. I move-

That the amendment be amended by inserting
after ''shall'' the words "be empowered to."

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I do not think
the additional words will make the slightest
difference; the trust will have to pay in
either ease. I commend the Council's amend-
ment. If there is anything that is necessary
at a market ploce, it is the cleansing of the
streets and a proper arrangement for the
work to be done constantly and systematic-
ally. Anyone who has looked through the
markets of the Eastern States must have been
impressed with the awful accumulation of
dirt during the early morning market par-
ticularly. Unless there is good organisation
to cope with it expeditiously, a market place
can develJop into a most objectionable spot.
I like the amendment because it provides that
the City Council, who have the organisation,
will be expected to do the work and will be
paid the reasonable cost of the -work. The
question of the roads to be included is one
for mutual agreement, and will have to be
determined only once. The area within the
market place subject to heavy tramei and to
pollution by the accumulation of rubbish can
be arced upon, and an agreement having
been reached, the trust should pay for the
wrk. The amendment will be a guarantee
that the market place will be kept in satis-
factory order.

Han. G. TAYLOR: It would be better if
the amendment stated that the trust should
paty two-fifth;, or three-fifths, or one-third of
the cost of these things. We would then
know where we were. Who is to decide the
reasonable cost?

Han. W. D. Johnson: -It will rest with
the Minister.

Hon. G. TAYLOR1: Will the 'Minister have
power to determine that?

The Minister for Agriculture: No.
Hon. G. TAYLOR: Someone must decide

what is a reasonable cost in this case. The
amendment is ambiguous, and leaves the mat-
ter open to litigation.

The MXINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
members have read the Bill with the amend-
ment. The trust has power to con-
struct roads and to take over ad-
jacent -roads as part of the markets, by
agreement with the council. Who will de-
cide in the event of the two parties failing,
to agree? The amendment is inserted to pro-
vide that the trust may make use of the

permanent working gangs of the City Coun-
cil, which will be cheaper for the trust.
Surely the member for Swan would not re-
quire the citizens of Perth to pay for the
cost of scavenging the market streets without
tihe trust paying anythinag towards it.
'Che State and Commonwealth Governments
always pay for the sanitary services upon
the properties they own. It is better that all
these services should be rendered by the local
authority. In connection with the Fremantle
tramways, we used to keep a gang of men em-
played on the traceks, but the work is now
clone by the municipality on an annual sub-
sidy, and is done both better and cheaper.
I see nothing wrong withb the amendment.

The 'MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
I ami prepared to accept the amendment of
the member for Leederville, because it is a
modification of the conditions. As the Coun-
cii's amendment reads the trust may do some-
thing, and there may be a dispute before any
utul agTeellle1lt is nifived at. The member

for Swan is not correct in stating this is
a rleparure from the general principle gov-
cluing State p~rolperties. If the trust can
manke arrangements withl the City Council to
carry out this work, it will he very much
better that it should do so.

Amendment on the Council's amendment
puit and passed.

.MgAr. SAMPSON: I hope the Minister will
agree to the elimination of the word "con-
structing," as contained in the Council's
amendment. It might he decided by the
council to construct a road cove-red by a
bitumen blanket, and the cost to the trust
might be very heavy. Surely it is not in-
tended that the trust should pay the cost
of constructing any road adjacent to the
market, 'it would be unfair to impose such
a liability upon that body.

The Premier: That would be the mast
ceonomnical kind of road.

Mfr. SAMPSON: The trust might have a
terrific hill to paY.

Trhe Premier: Do you think the City Coun -
cil would waste money in aider to get a
heavy toll out of the trust?

Mr. SAMPSON: T move-
That the Council's amendment be further

amended by striking nut the word ''construct-
iug. y

The CHAIRfAN: By Clause 11 the trust
is alremdy given power to make roads.

Mr. SAMPSON: That refers to roads.
within the market place, and to the ap-
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preaches thereto. The amendment, however,
deals with roads adjacent to the market.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
When the markets are set up, roads leading
out from them must be constructed.

Mr. Sampson: What if the roads are ai-
ready tonstrueted 3

Thme -MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE.
Then the trust would not have to pay.
That portion of the road for which the
trust would he responsible would be only that
which is immediately adjacent to the mnar-
ket The trust would not pay for streets
already built.

Further amendment on the Council's
amendment pnt and negatived.

Question put and passed; the Couueil'3
amendment, as amended, agreed to.

A committee, consisting of the Minister
for Agriculture, 'Mr. Millington, and Mr.'
Sampson, drew up reasons for disagreeing
to one of time Council's amendments.

Reasons adopted and a message accord-
ingly returned to the Council.

BILL- MANJIMUP-MOUNT BARK3ER
RAILWAY.

Retrneud from the Council without amend-
menY]t.

BILL-ALBANY HARBOUR BOARD.

Message froum the Council received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the As-
sembly's amendments.

MOTION-NORTH-WEST.

Common wealth Pro posal1 for Surrender-~
A mendment, Censure.

THE PREDOER (Hon. P. Collier-
Boulder) [3.51]1: I move-

That, in the oionof this House, thme pro-
posal of the Comowealth Government forthe surrender of all the territory in Western
Australia north of the 26th parallel of south
latitude, contained in a letter from the Prime
Minister, dated the 12th Aug-ust, 1920, is not
in the best interests of Western Australia, and
therefore is not acceptable to the House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What about this
morning's letter from Melbourne I That was
reeived last night, I suppose?

The PRE,'rETR : Y"s.

Hion. Sir James Mitchell: That alters the

The PREMIER: Somewhat, but I do not
think it necessarily precludes a discussion of
the motion.

Hpn. G. Taylor: You are still negoliatin;,,
are you not?

The PREMIER: Yes.
H-en. Sir James M.fitchell: I do not think

we should negotiate through the Press in the
way Melbourne does.

The PREMIER: It is rather regrettable
that the first intimation I had of the new
proposals was what I read in this morning's
newsipaper. Those new proposals were not
at my office yesterday afternoon. They were
there this mornimng when I reached the office.

lion. G. Taylor: So the Press did not get
the information through your office, but
from somewhere else.

The PREMNIER: It was made quite clear
by Melbourne that a statement had been
given to the Press there. I have not had any
opportunity of considering the later sugge;-
tie us.

Hon. 0. Taylor: Is it wise to discuss the
mnatter nowq

The PREMIER: I really see no objection.
It will have been gathered from the news-
paper that the Commonwealth Government
have varied their proposals from the 261
parallel of south latitude to the 20th parallel.
The motion we are now discussing deals only
with the original proposals. Thus, if the
House shoulld carry the motion and therefore
decline to accept the Commonwealth's orig-
inal offer, that would not prevent further
discussion or negotiation with regard to the-
proposals published this morning, which re-
late to the 20th parall1el. From that aspect
I see no reason why we should not have ank
expression of opinion fromn the House on tb--
original proposals. There is a great differ-
ence, of course, between the original set -,f
proposals and the new set.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: You aire asking
for a vote of confidence, practically. You
rejected the original proposals.

The PREMIER: The opinion of the Gou -

erment does not necessarily hind the Hoims_-
Hon. 0. Taylor: Oh!
The PREMIER ; It does not hind the

Hous9e at all.
Hon. 0. Taylor: The Leader of the Op,-

iotition turned the first offer down, too.
The PREMIER: It would be very wrong

and very improper if the Government at-
tempted to bind the H~ouse in any way.
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Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They could not
finally, of course.

The PREM]ER: Surely the members
the Government are entitled to have au
opinion upon proposals of this kind j~
like any other rnembcr.; of the community.
If the Government canne down to the House
and said, "Well, gentlemen, will you please
advise us what opinion we ought to
bold about these proposals. We entertaia
no idea ourselves. We have not got an
opinion. Will you please advise us," then,
of course-

Ron. Sir James M1itch-!l: You misunder-
stand me entirely.

The PREMIIER: I have not got the
L-eader of the Opposition in mind at all.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I say you are
on right lines now.

The 1'REMIEII: The Government surely
are entitled to have anl opinion of their own
on proposals of this natture.

Bon. W. D. Johnson: They are called
upon to have an opinion.

The PREMIER: Yes, It is a responsi-
bility of any Government of any country to
have an opinion upon important proposalsh
of this kind affecting the territory of the
people.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:- I eam not criti-
cising you.

The PREMIER: T Arm not suggesting
that the hon. member is doing so. What
has given rise to my remarks is that the
Leader of the Opposition suggested that the
motion was something in the nature of a
motion of confidence in the Government,
asking the House to endorse the views. of
the Goverpment.

Mr. Thomson: It cannot he anything else.
The PREAIIEE: The Government will

not be at all concerne4 if the House does
not endorse their views. If there is one
thing we ought to keep as far apart as we
possibly can from party politics, it is a ques-
tion of this nature. Surely a question which
Concerns a great part of this territory, the
North-West, is not going to he discussed or
decided upon party lines. The Government,
therefore, speak only for the nine voices of
the Cabinet on this matter, and for nobody
else either on t.his side of the House or else-
where. It would be most improper if the
Government were to regard this motion as
one endorsing their opinion, or if they at-
tempted in any way to hamper or burke the
freest and f tllest possible discussion and
voting. There is no desire whatever on the

part of the Government to do tbat. 1 know
Of no0 Way ill Which they could bring the
matter before thep House except by formu-
lating a motion of this de-:cription. The
Government having promisedi that the House
shlould have an opportunity of discussing
the question this session, thiere is only one
way of doing it-by submitting a motion.
But the G1overnment are, as it were, entirely
unconcerned as to what attitude members
take onl the matter. Ai I have said, the
House shoul~d bie entirely andC, absolutely free.

Ron. G. Taylor: You have turned downs
the offer, and the Leader of the Oppfogition
has turned it down, and the House is going
to-turn it down.

The PREMIER: This Hou.-e, of course,
would not finally decide thie matter. If,
however, the two Houses pshould decide to
accept the proposals of thle Commonwealth,
then the matter should go on, irrespective
of what opinion the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, or I myself, or mnemblers of the Gov-
ernmient, may hold upon the question.
After all, the question is one entirely for
decision by Parliament, aind not by any
flovernment.

Hon. W. J1. George: We may take it that
there will be no decision whatever until the
next Parliament meets.

The PREMIER: That will be for the
House to decide.

Hon. Sir James Mlitchell: There could not
he, of Vourse.

The PREMIER: ExePlA as regards the
origoinal proposals. My motion, as I have
remarked, deals with the proposals which
conic down to the Zfth parallel. I see no
reason why the House should not express an
opinion to-di as to whether the original
proposals are aceept able or not.

Mr. Thomson: We have only had this
placed before us now.

The PREMIER: The second offer?
Hon. G. Taylor: No: the first.
The PREMIER: The first4 Offer ha11s been~

puhlished in the newspapers, and has beeik
canvassed and discussed from one end of the
State to the other. Leading articles and
special articles have been written upon it by
nearly all the newspapers of Western Ais-
tralia ever since publicity was given to it
away back in Au'ust. As a matter of fact,
the proposals have also been the subject of
debate in this House on thip Budget. I am
niot too sure, even, that the original pro-
posilts were not debated on the Address-hr.
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reply. 1 know the Opposition Leader on
one occasion spoke very fully regarding the
whole subject. I am not aware that there is
much need to discuss the matter at any
length now. All sections of the Western
Australian people, both in the House and
out of it, have been, so far ns one can ascer-
tain, opposed to the first proposals of the
Comimonwealtih Government.

Member: With one exception.

The PREMIER: We know that the Isola-
Lion of the North-West has been a great
problem to the people of the whole of this
State, as well as to the residents of the
North-West, for many years. It is a fact,'
and a rather strange fact, that the popula-
tion of the North-West hais been a dwind-
ling factor for the past generation or more.
I think I am safe in saying that the popula-
dion of the four northern constituencies, so
far as adult electors are concerned, is now
some 1,000 or 1,200 less than it was 12 or 14
years ago, And so the fact remains that
the North has not progressed and has not
developed as we all could wish. It has been
felt all along that the problem of develop-
ing that part of the State has been one of
finance; and having regard to the financial
obligations carried by the people of this
State, a limited population, it may be it
is a fact that we have not been able to de-
rote all the money required in order to de-
velop that portion of our territory. So that
aspect of the North came prominently to the
fore when the Disabilities Commission set
last year to inquire into Western Austra-
lia's disabilities under Federation. Perbaps
it was, as the result of the recommendation
of the chairman of that Commission that
this offer of the Commonwealth Government
was made. It will be within the recollection
of members that Mr. Hi~gs recommended
that it would be a. great relicf to Western
Australia if portion of our territory in the
North could be taken over by the Common-
wealth Government. That was followed by
the offer in MVay of the present year. the
offer that jn before member-;, namely, that the
Commonwealth shouild take over the whole
of the territory north of the ?Ath parallel.
T think itf will he eaqy to istify the view
held by the Government that -we ontbi not
to cede thiq torritorv to the rederml au1thori-
tiest. The 39 tth narallel eomect tlown to with-
in 70 or RI0 miles north of Veekratbarre.

Han. Sir James Mitchell: Just below Car-
narvon-

The PREMIER: A good way this side
of ('arnarvon,. It comes within 70 or 80
miles of Meekatharra, quite within reach of
our railway system. So, whatever might be
said about the territory north of the 20th
parallel, it must be admitted that the terri-
tory lying between the 20th and the 26th
parallels is well capable of being developed.
by the Parliament of this State, and is with-
in comparatively easy r-each of our corn-
mnun ications.

Hon. G. Taylor: Youl will discuss only
the fArst proposal, that relating to the 26th
parallel?

The PREMIER: That is all.
Ron. G. Taylor: You do not wish to dis-

cuss the proposal relating- to the 20th par-
allel I

The PREMIER: No. Only that of the
26th parallel. That is why 1 amn giving
measons why I think the Government were
justified in refusing to entertain the original
proposal. That would be one of the rea-
sons, if there were no other, namely that
the offer of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, apart altogether from the principle
ns to whether we ought to cede any terri-
tory under any circumstances whatever to
the Commonwealth, the proposal to come
down to the 26th parallel, was out of the
question.

Mr. Davy: It does not follow any natural
geographical feature.

The PREMIER: No, it cannot be con-
sidered. to be in the North at all. Some
members who have sat in this Honee have
ridiculed the idea of Carnarvon, or even
Roebourne, being regarded as in the North-
west.

Hon. G. Taylor: Especially Carnarvon.

The PREMIER: Well, the territory down
to the 26th parallel takes in all the Gas-
coyne country to within easy reach of our
railway system. So I think the Govarnment
could not have arrived at any other derision
than the one the 'y did, although I wish to
reiterate that their decision does not bind
any member of the House. In the letter
from the Prime Minister dated 12th August,
this paras-raph occurs--

In making this offer tbe Commonwealth
Government is prompted by national reasonsi.
Beyond a few isolated towns on the coast,
settlement to-day consists mainly of linee pns-
toral boldiugs, yet it is well known that much
of thist territory is capable of prod neine wealth
far beyonfl its present nutnut. The Common-
wreatlh Government considers that in the
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national interests, proper development of this
area should be no longer delayed. In its very
essence, the problem is one for the national
Government.

There is something to be said for that. It
is a recognition that in its very essence the
problem is one for the national Government.
But that does not necessarily mean that the
territory and all its control and administra-
tion need be handed over to the Common-
'wealth Government. There are other means
by which the Commonwealth Government
might regard its responsibility and assist
in the development of this territory without
taking over the full control of it. Then,'
too, -we have to benr in mind at such a
juneture that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment so far have not made very much of a
success of the territory they have been con-
trolling for the past 10 or 15 years.

Hon. G. Taylor: No, that is not very en-
conraging, is it?

The PREMIER: There are large pastoral
holdings in the Northern Territory, just as
there are in our North-West; and the popu-
lation of the Northern Territory has
dwindled during the years the Territory has
been controlled by the Federal authorities,
just as the population of our North-West
has diminished. I do not know that in any
direction development has pyoceeded in the
Northern Territory since the Commonwealth
have had control; and unless the national
Parliament should adopt an entirely dif-
ferent policy and different attitude towards
the North-West of this State than they have
succeeded in doing towards the Northern
Territory, I do not think it is going to be
to the advantage of residents of our North-
West or of the State that any portion of
this country should be ceded to the Federal
authority.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Our share of
the loss on the Federal Territory for last
year was C25,000.

The PREMIER: Yes, there have been
enormous losses. The Federal Parliament
have passed a new law during the present
year enabling them to create a Northern
Territory Commission, a Northern Austra.
lian Commission, and also a Central Austra-
lian Commission, three of them in all. Of
course that Act has not been long in opera-
tion, and I do not know whether the Com-
missions have really got to work yet. But

whether the results are going to be more
fruitful in the future than in the past we
have no means of knowing. Perhaps I
should read the letter I wrote to the acting
Prime Minister, the latest of my letters, a
reply to which appears in this morning's
newspaper. In that reply it is stated that
I made alternative proposals to the Federal
Government, for which I asked their accept-
anee. That is not the position. From that
wording it would appear that the Govern-
ment made alternative proposals to which,
if they were accepted by the Federal
Government, this Government would be
committed. That is not the position. I
merely sought to obtain further informa-
tion from the Federal Government as to
the extent they were prepared to go, and
also something in the nature of a guarantee
as to what might be done with the territory
if it were ceded to them. This letter was
written after Cabinet had given considera-
tion to the first of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment's proposals and decided that that
proposal was not acceptable. Dated the
26th November, the letter reads as fol-
lows:

On the 12th A ugust last you submitted a
general outline of a scheme for the surrender
of the North-West Territory of Western Aus-
tralia, and all Government assets therein, and
proposed to relieve the State of past loan ex-
penditure, approximately F2,700,000, spent on
the development of that territory, the boundary
for the purpose of the transfer being fixed at
26th parallel of south latitude. I now have
to advise you that Cabinet has given due con-
sideration to the proposal, and has been com-
pelled to reject the offer. In coming to this
decision, Cabinet was of the opinion that the
proposals, as outlined by you, do not ade-
quately meet the position. Considerable dif-
ferences of opinion exist, not only in regard
to the question of the transfer of territory,
but also in relation to the territory that should
be transferred. From a close stuay of the map
of this State, it will be observed that the nor-
thern rail head, namely Meekatharra, serves
the whole of the district south of the 26th par-
allel, and a laree portion of the country north
of that line. With the development of motor
transport, a very, much larger territory can
now be served from a rail head, and the pre-
sent settlement of the country lying between
the 20th and 26th parallels, is in a very satis-
factory condition. I believe the State has
carried out reasonably well all Government
functions in that district, and can continue to
do so. As regards the territory north of the
20th parallel of south latitude, it is admitted
that this country is more difficult to develop
and possibly lends itself to the consideration
of transfer.
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That is v-ery broad and very general. It is
pretty safe. The letter continues-

The (lovernment have undertaken that Par-
liamnent will have an opportunity of discuss-
ing your proposals before finality is reached.
(a) Would your Government be prepared to de-
fintely allocate a sum of money per annumn for
a period of years, for developmental expendi-
ture in the Territory, and if so, what amount
would your Governmeut he prepared to earmark
Iin this mianner.

Mr. Angelo: Apart from administration 1
The PREMIER: Yes, for development.
Mr. Angelo: They spent all their" money

in the 'Northern Territon-v on administra-
tion.

The PREMIER :Ye-;: the letter con-
tinue&--

(b) In the event of transfer, would your
Government proceed immediately with anty de-
velopmental works, such as railways, harbours,
roads, water supplies, ete., and if so, what
proposals have your Government on this point.
(e) As you are aware, the northern portion of
the Stale has had direct representation in both
Houses of the State Parliament. Tour pro-
position gives direct representation without a
vott. In tine event of transfer, has your Gov-
ernment any proposition by which that portion
transferred would, at an early date, be entitled
to full re~rescutation? (d) Would your Gov-
ernment be prepared to provide railway coma-
munication between Meekatharra and the Ter-
ritoryl The promised financial return, cover-
ing revenue and expenditure of the North-
West for the past three -years has been com-
pleted as far ais the State can go, and I am
now waiting for the figures promised by the
Deputy Commissioner of Taxation. When these
are made available, the return will be eompleted
aind forwarded to you. In the meantime, it is
desired to point out that the ordinary services
in this territory are bein g maintained by the
State well up to past standards, and this er-
penfliture, together with interest and sinking
fund on tine expenditure in the North, is a con-
tinuln2 charge on the State. Mielht I suggest
your Government consider Lthe advisability, at
least for the present financial year, of paving
the proposed grant of £150,000 to this State
Glovernment-thus bringing the total grant f or
the year h'to line with the reromm-ndations of
the Disabilities Commission-pending finalityv
in thiese negotiations being reached,

I wanted that other £150,000 for this year:
it was recommended by the Disabilities
Commission, and it has been withheld pend-
ing the decision as to the taking over of
the North-West. As is known, it is suig-
gested that if alt that territory were taken
over by the Commonwealth, our loan' ex-
penditnee liability amounting appro-ximately
to C2.700,000 would be taken over with the
territory, and we would he relieved of
£150100 a year in interest chares on that
£2,700,000.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: That Is all we
would get.

The PREMIER : That is so. I asked
them to pay that £150,000 this year, but
they have not agreed to the suggestion.
Those are very fair proposals. The Gov-
era men 't had in mind the fact that we
cannot entertain any suggestions as to the
handing over of this& territory with out
knowing what is going to happen to it.
There is nothing in the originaL proposal
thet gives any guarantee that anything
more wvill be done for the territory than
has been done by the State in past years.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell : And there will
not be anything more done, either.

The PREMIER: We have had a pions
expression of opinion about the need for
development, and that is all that has hap-
pened in connection with the Northern
Territory during alt the years it has been
controlled by the Federal authorities; so it
seems that we could not justly entertain a
proposal which would hand over the north-
ern part of the State to find out afterwards
that the Commonwealth Government would
sit down and not do more than we have been
able to do, and perhaps not as much. It
was with the idea of seeking a guarantee on
these points as to the policy the Govern-
ment proposed to pursue and the works it
was proposed to carry out that we sent
along our communication. The reply was
received yesterday, and it was published in
this morning's newspaper. I had better
rend it to make the matter complete-

Your letter of the 26th November in which
you set out the views of your Government as
to the proposal of tbe Commonwealth Govern-

'Ment in respect of the scheme of the surrender
of the North-West territory received. Cabinet
has given consideration to your comments
thereon, and I desire to inform you that the
Commonwealth Government are prepared to
amend their proposals so as to apply only to
the territory in Western Australia north of the
20th parallel of south latitude, subject to a
consequential modification as to the amount of
loan moneys for which the Commonwealth shall
assume liability being the amoutnt expended
in that portion of its territory by the State
in its development.

That, of course, means that if a smaller ter-
ritor-y were taken over, the ConunonweaPh
would take over a smaller liability.

In regard to paragraph (a) of your let-
ter-
That has. to lIo with developmental expen-
diture-

-t 1i impossible without full investigation
and inquiry for the Commonwealth to decide
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what developmental works are necessary in this
territory. As indicated on page 2 of my letter
of the 12th August under the heading of
-Scheme of development if State agrees to
hand over this territory,'' the Commonwenlth
Government intend to at one direct the North
Australia Commission inmediately to pro-
ceed with these investigations aend prepare pro-
-posals for the consideration of my Govern-
menit. lb tegard to paragraph (b), the Com-
mnoawealth Government being seriously eon-
cerned with the problem of peopling the nor-
thern portion of the Commonwealth, are anx-
ious aind willing to proceed with such works
of the nature indicated in this question as are
found to be necessary and warranted in order
to secure development, but in the aebsence of
such investigation they are unable at this junc-
tare to formulate proposals for specific works.
In regard to paragraph (c), in answer to this
inquiry I wish to point out that the offer of
the Commonwealth of the 12th August contained
a specific proposal for the linnediate provision
of a measure of local self-governent to the
people of the territory. This proposal will, of
course, require some modification in view of the
restriction of the area to be administered. T
assume, however, that your question hass refer
once to representation in the Federal Parlia-
ment . In respect of this my Governmnent are
prepared to undertake that when there is in
this territory an adult population equal in
numbers to the number of electors in the small-
est electorate, numerically, in the Common-
wealth, the representative of the territory in
the House of Representatives shall be given a
vote.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: When will that
lie?

Thme PREMTIER : 1 have ascertained that
th smallest electorate in the, Commonwealth
ii in Tasmania. It hats 23,000 electors. go
that when the population of the North
,inn'hens 23,000) the reslWCeetativc will bo
tuitiltd to a vote lin the House of Represen-
tativpes-

Further, it is the desire and intention of the
Commonwealth that when the total population
of either this territory, or this territory
voinbined with that of North Australia, as de-
fined in the North Australia Act, warratnts tht.
establishmnent of a new State under Section
121 of the Comnmonwealth Constitution, action
iii that tlirection will be at once taken. The
t~oinmonwvalth Government believe that the es-
tablishment of a State such as this in the North,
aend North-West of Australia would have "pouerful tendency for a better political bal-
ance of area in thre Federal Parliament, and
Would give to the western half of the Comnmon-
wealth greater influence in Federal legislation.
Re paragraph (dt), this question is answered by
the replies to paragraphs (a) and (b). As
regards the adjustment of the amount of the
Commonwealth 'a financial ' liability in respect
of the territory north of thme 20th parallel of
.south latitude, in view of the absence of thes
inmancial return referred to by you, the Corn-
inonwealth are not in a position to give a de-

finite aniswer to the question In the concluding
paragraph of your letter, but on this matter
bring adjusted to the satisfaction of the Corn-
iniwealth and of the State, and on the I/ar-
liairut of the State of Western Australia
taking action before the 80th June, 1927, as
provided ib 8ection ill of the Commonwealth
Constitution Act for the acceptance of pro-
Posals now submitted to you and the surrender-
ing of territory ohi terms set out therein, the
Comnmonulealth Government ate prepared to
seek parliamentary authority for the adjust-

ment of the grant to the State of Western
Austra liat for the financial year ended the 30th
June, 1927.
T1,' ot ,lv difference between the new pro-
limIs and the old proposals is that of the
area ot the territory-the alteration from
the 26thi to 20th parallel or south latitide

Hon. Sir James Mtitchell : We are negotiat-
ing still and it will take months.

The PREMIER: I do not see that we can
get much further. I admoit that the question
submitted in my letter to the Federal Gov-
erniet will he difficult to answer. I wanted
some guaraintee that the Federal Parliamen'
would proceed with developmental works.
Of course, the Federal Government could give
no such undertaking-not very wyell.

Mr-. Lambert: Their undertaking would
he as good as their promise to South Austra-
lia to construct a nortli-sout I i, itway.

The PREMIER: In any case, any policy
that might be indicated by the present Fed-
emal (;overninent would niot necessarily he
binding- on any Government that might sue-
eee'1 thet-m. Therefore the Position remains
w-here it "-as. We are asked to hand over
this territor-y which is to be made a Crown,
Colon , . Havim, regard to all the circui-
.talites and the experience of the past I
do not think that this territory would be
served hr goingr back to Ci-own eolony form
of govc'riert. Remeimbering, the difficul-
ties that we ourselves experience in govern-
ing the northern parts 'of the State because
or the distances fronm the city, I do not think

the North would receive any benefit by Go' -

erment from Canberra. After all, we have
to realise that a eonsiderable. number of the
inemhezs in the Federal Parliament repre-
senting, the population in tie Eastern States,
know v-v little about the North-West, an~t
even less than many of us know about what
are referred to as the emipty spaces of Am,-
trajia. The interests of thlose members do
not lie there. Experience tells that where
the population reside, there will he the in-
terests, and so long as other places remain
sparsely populated anid are situated thous-
ands of wiles from the seat of government,
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it seems to me their interest will not be acrved
by handing over the territory to a Govern-
ment much further away than we are.

Hon. G. Taylor: There are many members
in the Federal Parliament who have nevr3-
been in the outlying parts of their owmi
States.

The PREMIER: Melbour-ne and Sydney
practically dominate the Federa Parlia-
ment.

Hon, Sir James Mitchell. We would be
like a voice crying in the wilderness.

The PREMI1ER: Yes. Even though we
are a sovereign1 State, we get very little heed
from the Parliament in Melbourne. I think
that the North can best be served by remain-
ing an itegral part of the State, and by
having its direct representatives in this
House, with at voice and a vote in this House.
I also believe that the Commonwvealth can
best serve the object it has in view in the
way of developing the northern part of this;
State by rendering financial aid to the State
Parliament instead of taki-ig over the terri-
tory itself. It may be said that that may
be an unsouind policy to adopt unless the
Federal Parliament ha _ve futll control of the
administration. In answer to that I would
point out that that policy has already been
adopted with regard to our roads grant. Tf-
the Commonwealth can adequiately protect
the expenditure of nmilis of pounds for
road construction in Australia, it might well
advatnce considerable sumq of money to the
State Government, with the necessary safe-
guards as, to its expendituire, for the opening
up and development of the 'North. I think
through those channels; the solution of the
North lies, not through handing over the
territory to .4 flovernument thoucai1nds of miles
away on the eastern seaboard of the con-
tinent.

Mr. Angelo: IHas- any suggestion of the
kind been Pitt to them?

The PREMIER: Not by letter. I had a
brief discussion on the matter with Dr. Earle
Page when he was here, but I think the ob-
jection would be on the part of the Federal
Parliament to giving nioney to some other
Parliament to expend. That, however, is
answered by the policy of road construction
which is running into the expenditure of
some 20 million pounds. IT is held by all
sections of the community that the develop-
ment of the Worth and the peopling of the
empty spaces is a national matter. it
affets the Commonwealth perhaps not so
directlyv as the construction of roads mnay do,

hat it nevertheless affects the well-being and
the safety of the whole of Australia. I ami
reminded that there is a subelause in the
Commonwealth Constitution that permits
money to be made available for that purpose.
Surely the Parliament that ha,, been hand-
ling their affairs and bas bem' in touch with
the North-West of this State ever since we
have had responsible government, will be in
a better position, with members on the floor
of the House representing the North and
voicing their requirements, to know what is
necessary for the North an~d to do justice to
that part of the State. Surely we are in a
better position than either the Federal Par-
lianieuit or any Commission appointed with
such limited powers as were set out in the
original letter. It has been suggested in
somec quarters that if the Government de-
cided that they could not accept the pro-
riosal of the Federal authority, the responsi-

1wilt ws upn usto advance an alternative.
I c~ii tatis otthe position at all. The

alternative, to my mind, is to allow matters
to remain as they are. Although it may be
admitted at once that we have not done all
Wt, 11igh1t have done for the North, I believe
1s tih las been (lone as would have been
expected from the Commonwealth. Thus
the alternative would be either to continue
as Wve ire dloing, which would not be leaving
the position in any way inferior to what
it would be under the Commonwealth, or for
the Commonwealth Parliament to make aL
sum of money available to the State Gov-
ornnient and the State Parliament for the
developmnent of the, North.

Mr. Angelo: It is dangerous to leave it as
ii is mntich longer.

The PREMIER : We all recognise that.
We sa that for financial reasons we have
not been Ale to do justlre to the North.
Thme Commonwealth Government say it is a
national obligation to develop this vast
territory . Apparently the only difference
between ut. is that we are not able to agree
how the task ought to be undertaken. We
ill agree that the work should be done.

Mr. Danvy: Yes, hat what?
The PREMITER: That is the position!

What is to he done?
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Yes, not 1ly

whomn, but what ought to be done?
The PREMIER: TC thec State had the

money, we could overcome the difficulty re-
iurdiug what could be done.

Hon. Sir James 'Mitchell: Well, give its
a little sitart now.
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The PREMIER: No, I will not. I think
it will readily occur to the hon. member that
if he had sufficient money, he would be able
to set out on a policy that wvould develop
the North or at any rate arsist materially
to that end.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell. I want you to
set it out.

Mr. Davy: At present it is like floating
a company and deciding upon the objects
later on.

The PREMIER: If the Commonwealth
Government would be prepared to consider
proposals for financial assistance to the
State, then the present Government, or any
other Government that might be in power,
would set ahout submitting'9 their policy to
the Federal Government as to what aught to
he done with the money..

Air. Thomson: If the Federal Government
find the money, don't yon think they will
want some say in the policy?

The PREMIER: It would be part of the
obligation; the Federal Government would
lay down conditions when unding money for
expenditure. They have done that regarding
the main road advances. IR seems to me that
the interests of the State would be best
served by financial assistance from the Corn-
monwenlth in this direction. The Common-
wealth Government Propose to embark upon
huge expenditure in the erection of work-
ers' dwellings. After all, the development of
the North is just as much a national work
and responsibility, as is the making of roads
even all through Australia, or the building
of homes for the people throughout the
length and breadth of the country.

Mr. Angelo: Considerably more.
The PREMIER: I need not dwell upon

this question. I do not think there are any
members in this Chamber, or in the com-
munity, who agreed with the first proposal
submitted by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. The door is not closed against nego-
tiations yet. Even at this stage. the very
fact that the State Government did not en-
tertain the oriinal proposoils of the Com-
monwealth Government, a',d wrote to the
Federal Government to that effect, has pro-
duced better terms.

Mr. Thomson: No. You said the con-
ditions were the same, with only a difference
regarding area.

The PREMIER: And that is a big dif-
ference.

Hon. S. W. Ifungie: That makes the later
one .9 much better proposal.

The PREMIER: There is a great dif-
ference between handing over territory north
of the 26th parallel of south latitude and
handing over territory north of the 20th
parallel.

Mr. Thomson: Ye;, with a corresponding
reduction in the money that will be made
available.

The PREMIER: That will represent a
small sum only. Tbe area between the 20th
parallel and the 26th parallel represents some
of our richest territory. It includes the Gas-
coyne and other areas up to just south of
Broomne.

Mr. Angelo: The area referred to in the
second offer goes just north of Port Rled-
land.

The PREMIER: Hon. members will re-
alise the large stretch of country that exists
between the 20th- parallel and the 26th
parallel. Although I will not say that the
modified proposal that we have received
this morning is acceptable, I do say that it
will be more acceptable to a great number of
people than was the original proposal.

Air. Lamond: Cliniatic conditions change
about Port Hedland.

The PREMIER: I consider that under
the amended proposal the land to be taken
would followv the more natural line.

The Minister for Works: And would fol-
low the natural features of the country, too.

The PREMIER: Yes.
Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I do not think

there are any natural features that come
into it.

The PREMIER: I think so.
Hon. E. B. Johnston: Under the new pro-

posal the area to be taken over represents the
Kimberleys.

The PREMIER: That is so, practically
speaking.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: It comes down
to beyond the 90-Mile Beach.

The PREMIER: It seems to me that argu-
ments could be put up in favour of the 20th
parallel proposal that could not be advanced
in regard to the earlier proposal. When the
original offer of the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment was received, the "West Australian"
newspaper, I think, was favourably disposed
to the proposal. They pointed out, however,
that if there was any exception to be taken
to that offer it was regarding the extent of
territory to be taken over. They considered
that the Federal Government's proposal re-
ferred to an area that extended too far to the
south, and that if it had been confined to
the land north of the 20th parallel, it would
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have been more acceptable. I am speaking
frrnt memory hut that is my recollection of
the attitude adopted by the "West Austra-
lian" towards the first proposal. In any case,
the fact that we did not accept the first sug-
ge~tion has brought proposals which may be
acceptable to a considerable proportion of
the People.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You do not
seem wildly enthusiastic about it yourself.

Mr. Angelo: If the later proposal were
agreed to, it would allow of the provision for
a further State below the 20th parallel.

The PREMIER: Yes, when the lion. mem-
ber has enough people established in the
parts he refers to, we may have twoe States,
one north of the 20th parallel and another
south.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: They will not
he sovereign States, but subservient states.

The PREMIIER: In nix opinion they would
ho vassal states rather than separate sove-
reign states.

Mr. Angelo: We want to include Get-
aldton as well.

The PREMIER: At any rate, the pro-
posals are before the House and I hope mem-
bers will discuss them in the same spirit that
the Government did. We endeavoured to view
them fairly and impartially. There are many
interests to be considered apart from paro-
chial concerns. 'Certainly it is disquieting to
feel that such a great area of territory is
lying undeve-loped and for many years past
has been losing population. I believe there is
less prosperity in that part of the State to-
day than there was many years ago.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Of course the
gold has dropped out.

The PREMlIER: That is true of the Nor-
thern Territory as well.

Mr. Angelo: But there are fewer people
and less stock there to-day.

The PREMIER: That may be so, and it
behoves us to view this matter apart from
petty parochial or party points of view.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Hear, bear
The PREMIER: The Federal Govern-

ment have submitted this proposal, and so
far as I know the Federal Government have
no authority to do so. The matter has not
yet been discussed in the Federal Parliament.
The proposal represents merely the views of
the Federal Government.

Mr. Thomson: Well, the position is the
same there as here. That is their view and
that will be the policy of the Federal Parlia-
ment, as it would be the policy of the Par-
liament here if it were your policy.

The PREMIER: Not at all. I do not
think the Federal Government would dream
of makig this a party question.

Mr. Thomson: At any rate, this is their
policy.

The PREMIER: If wc were able to come
to terms, I believe the Federal Government
would submit the question to the Common-
wealth Parliament as an open one. I do nor
think Fedei-al members would tolerate being
bound down on a matter concerning which
they had not been consulted. As I say, it
has nlever been discussed in the Federal Par-
liament. The original proposal was formu-
lated in May last and Parliament adjourned
in June, so it will be seen that to date they
are merely Government prop~osadls. While
we have before us the policy of the Federal
Government, I have no doubt that it is a po-
licy that would be endorsed by the Federal
Parliament. We know, of course, that the
Federal Parliament are willing to take any
territory that may be given to them, and are
willing to emjbrace any offers made to them.

Hlon. Sir James Mitchell: They are willing
to hand out a penny and pocket a bob!

The PREMIER: I do not anticipate that
the Federal Government would hare any dif-
ficulty in inducing the Federal Parliament to
agree to any terms we could arrive at. How-
ever, the position is before lion. members and
the Government consider that the proposal
should not be accepted.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [4.41] : We have very little before
uts for conisideration at the present stage.
When the Premier first announced that the
Federal G overnment had made an offer that
had been rejected by the Government, we
did not quite understand that negotiations
were still proceeding. In view of the state-
wnent of the Premier, and the letters that
have passed betwee~n the Federal and State-
Governments, together with the telegram
appearing in the "West Australian" this
morning, thme whole situation is altered
from my point of viewv. My ideas are much
akin to those of the Pr-emier in regard to
this question. I do not think the House
can discuss the matter, until we have
definite proposals that can be laid before

n.I do not think Parliament can give at
lead to the Government on this question at
all, be-cause we have not got sufficient know-
ledge of the whole position et the present

stgneither do I think it would he right
ff,r U'S to do SO. I entirely agree that time
negoliations should he (ontinucud. but
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nitiin can be done until l'nriata hmas
bttkn consulted. There 'an lip, no doubt
about that, nor can there be any doubt or
the point that nothing can he done until
the people have beenl consulted regarding
it in some form or other. We require
a great deal of information before we can
deal with it. We wvant to know every
detail in connection with the proposal, just
what we are handing over, the possibilities
of the country to be handed over, amid what
it is proposed to do with that country
should we hand it over. The Premier has
asked for some information along those
lines. I do not find any fault with the
negotiations as disclosed to-day.

Mr. Thomson :But you did not know
until this morning that further negotiations
were proceeding.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No.
Mr. E. B. ,Johinston: No one did.
Hon. Sir JAAMES 10TCHELL: At any

rate, I did not do so.
Mr. Wilson: Did you want the man in the

street to be told everything?
The Prenier: I said in the Press at the

time that I was communicating further
with the Federal authority.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: That announcement
appeared in the course of the same state-
ment to which the Leader of the Opposition
hp% referred.

lon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
beside the question. The motion has been
discussed by the Premier and he told us
that in his opinion the proposal to hand
over the territory north of the 26th parallel
was not acceptable to the Government, or,
in his opinion, to the people of the country.
T agree whole-heartedly' with the PremierkR
contention. Now the negotiations with the
Federal Government are proceeding and a
suggestion has been made that we consider
an offer to take over the country north of
the 20th parallel of south latitude. That,
of course, is a totally different proposition
but again we are not informed about it.
We do not know just -hat we shall be
handing over. It may he of far greater
moment than we think, but even that is not
quite the point. The Premier is right when
he says that before we agree to any trans-
fer we want to know what is going to he
done with the territory if it is handed over.
What is going to he done for the people
who are there and for this Empire of ours.
this Australia of ours and this State of
ours? We must have that information, and
it must he presented to the House by the

Government after neg-otiations with the
Commonwealth Government. It ought not
to be a party question; I do not think it
can hie a party question; it would be
criminal to make a party question of lop-
ping off territory from this State of our,.

Ihave no hesitation at all in saying that
I should he sorry to see any part of it
lopped off. I realise that in this matter
there must he no cold-blooded sale; neither
can the Federal Government approach thisi
question as mnere landf-jobbers desirous of
acquiring territory. There is something
beyond that. We possess the land. The
Premier has, told its that we know% better
what to do with the North than do the
people in the Eastern States. because we
are more in touch with the land and with
the lpeople. (God knows the people of this
country know little enough of the North.
WVest! Still we know more than do the
people of the Eastern States. The Premier
has told us that there can hep no advantage
to the people of the North in being gov-
erned from Canberra instead of from
Perth. Cannot the men who live here
gcovert] this country better than can men
who Jive in 'Melbourne, who have seldom
heard of it and have little sympathy with
it? I think we can. Of course we have
neither the people nor the cash to develop
this State or, for that matter, the rest of
Australia, as it Should be developed. We
know that and we admit it frankly. I
should say that the Federal Government
have not enough money to develop Aus-
tralia properly, If I were told that the
6,000:000 people now in the Commonwealth
were sufficient to populate Victoria and New
,South.Wales alone, I should be astonished.
Tn Australia there is much to do and it has
to be done a good deal more quickly than it
is being done at present. I want to see this
country peopled, because I believe it is not
safe with its present scant Population.
Neither do T feel that thp Empire with its
65 millions of white people is safe. it
would be more safe if Australia wvere pro-
perly settled. Rut what is being done? We
have been here 100 years and in that time
the United States has increased its nopula-
tion by over 100 million people. We have
six million people and now the Federal Gov-
ernment say, "We want to increase the
population of Australia and we want to do
it in the North of your State above the 20th
parallel of latitude." There does not seem
to he much sincerity in that proposal. and I
confess that I cannot see much wisdom in
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it. Of course we want to create from the
soil there and everywhere all the wealth that
can possibly be created. No doubt we shall
need to grow in wealth and fighting, strength
it we are to live safely in Australia. Al-
though it would be a terrible blow to many
people to see the North handed over to the
Commonwealth, if it is in the interests of
the Empire and of Australia that it should
be banded over, we must face the position.
'That, however, has yet to be proved, and
it must be proved before we can be asked
to consent to any Proposal to transfer. I
accept the position that what is best for
this Empire of ours and for this Australia
of ours should be done. All that can be done
is for the Premier to continue to negotiate
as he is negotiating. I am very pleased
with the sentiments he has expressed to-
day, especially when he said the proper
thing was for the Federal Government to
co-operate with the State Government in
the developmient of the North. That seems
to me to be perfectly right. If the Premier
can get the Commonwealth Government to
see eye-to-eye with him in that, then be can
serve the North just as well as it cbuld be
served by handing it over to the Common-
wealth. In the North he could do for Aus-
tralia all that could be done by the Federal
Government, and the Federal Government
would be relieved of all the trouble.

Mfr. Richardson: He could do it better
than they could.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We are
a lona way from the North, but perhaps the
Premier could develop some form of local
control in the North if we had some definite
plan of operations and the money to carr
it out.

The Premier: Money is the principal
thine.

Hon. Sir JAM.%ES MITCHELL: T do not
bnow that it is; a good idea of what sbould
be done would also he valuable. The Pre-
mier has told us he agrees with the Federal
Government that something should be done
if it can be done. In effect, he save to the
Federal Government, "You sav it is almost
a national question. If you will help us and
do for us in the North what you are doing
all over Australia in the way of house-
building and road-making-, we on our part
will co-orerate with you and do all that is
Possible. We can do it as well as you tan
do it from Melbourne. The same result
would thus he achieved in a proper way in-

stead of dismembering this State of ours."
That is what I1 understood the Premier to
say, and with that I agree. Everyone will
agree with it, including the people in the
North. What they want is something done.
I do not know just what should be done and
they do not know, either. If they are asked
what they want they say, "We want trans-
port facilities." With that we all agree.
If they are asked, "Can you do better than
running stock?" there is no one very en-
thusiastic about it except the people who
want a limited pastoral area. I have no
doubt that something can and will be done
in a big way in the North-West, and I be-
lieve it will he done by irrigation. All that,
however, will cost money. The Premier's
view is that, if the Federal Government want
that development done now, they must help
to do it. Further, the latest correspondence
has shown that the Premier is willing to
negotiate still further with the Common-
wealth Government in the matter of banding
over the territory' with a view to arriving
at a settlement. I should like the House to
express the opinion that the negotiations
should be continued, and that we approve
of the idea expressed by the Premier this
afternoon that the territory should be de-
veloped in co-operation with uis, and that we
expect to be consulted before finality is
reached. It is of no use the Federal Gov-
ernment thinking they can negotiate through,
the Press. I think it is a pity that they
resort to negotiations of that kind. The
negotiation should be carried on as are all
other negotiations. When the Loan Council
was being formed we did not negotiate
throngh the Press for its formation. Nego-
tiations should be carried on in the way
most likely to prove successful.

?Mr. Corboy: Those negotiations through
the Press make one suspicious.

Hon. Sir JAMES9 MIfTCHELL: It has
been the custom of the Federal Government
all along to do that. There is no over-lord,
but they do not realise it. There eon he no
partnership, but there can and should be co-
operation. We are not a subservient people;
we are a sovereliln people and as such are
entitled to negotiate with the Commonwealth
Government on even termQ. That is the atti-
tude the Premier takes ip. Like my old
friend, the Minister for Lands, I am very
Jealous of the State's position. We should
always meet the Federal Government on
equal terms. What they have to do, what
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duties and responsibilities have been allotted
to them, is perfectly understood. The post
office, the Customs House arid a few other
things are their especial duty. Let them do
the job they are appointed to do. Our re-
sponsibilities are far wider and far more im-
portant to the people. We are doing our
part of the Job to the best of our ability,
at the same time labourin under the burden
that Federation has imposcd upon us. At
the recent Imperial Conference great work
was done, hut the Premiers met on equal
terms. The Imperial authorities. did not send
their proposals to the Press every morning.
They, the representatives of 45 million Brit-
ish people, neg-otiated through their Prime
Minister with our Prime Minister represent-
ing- six million people, and negotiated with
him on equal termns as the representative of
a sovereign people. We, too, want to be met
in that way by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. There are some words by IKipling in
his poem "The Houses" that fit our ease en-
tirely. I do not know whether the Premier
has read them, but T am sure he will agree
that they fit our case. Tipling says--
'Twist my house and thy house what talk cant

there be
'Of headship or lordship or service or fee?
Since my house to thy house no greater can

send
Thaa thy house to iny house-friend comfort-

ing friend;
And. thy house to my house no mneaner can

bring
Than mY house to thy house--King counsel-

ling Ring,

That is entirely the position. When the
Premier meets the Prime Minister of Aus-
tralia on this question, they meet as king
meets king. Each is entitled to he treated
as the head of a sovereign State.

Mr. Thomson: The Commnonwealth 'have
never suggested anything else.

H9on. Sir JAM-%ES 'MITCHELL: They
have never treated us as if we had equal
rights. Equality is not in their minds.

The Premier: The publication in the Pres
of things like that before we receive -the
letter is quite foreign to the usual method,;
of government. I read that statement in the
Press this morning for the first time.

Hlon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If we
treated the Federal people similarly, they
would quickly ask, "What the devil arc you
abouti" If they treated us as equals, they
would not act as they do. The publication
of statements in that way leads nowhere
and only hampers the work of negotiation.

We are nut to be treated in any way as a
subservient people. We are a sovereign
State, on terms of equality in all matters
that we have a right to discuss. In fact,
in the matter of the transfer of the North.
we are a little superior to the Federal Gov-
erment because it is our territory and they
are seeking control oi it.

The Premier: And it is entirely within
our province to say whether we shall hand
it over or not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MTITCHELL: It is ours
to give or keep as we think h.a. Possibly we
are not doing in the North all that could be
done, but neither are we doing in any part
of Australia all that could he done, Distant
fields are always green. The Federal Gov-
erment are by water 4,000 miles distant
from Wyndhain, and doubtless it seems to
them that they could do better than we can
with that territory. The money that goes
to the Federal Government is derived from
the taxation of the whole of the people of
Australia. The Commonwealth have a great
dear of territory. In addition to other teri-
tory they have the Northern Territory of
South Australia, and, in the latest record
I havc-seen the expenditure on the Northern
Territory amounted to over £C400,000 with a
revenue of only a few thousand. I worked
ouit our proportion of that expenditure ani
found that it came to L23,000 for the year
as our cost of administering Federal terr.-
tory. Consequently, even it we handed over
the North to the Commonwealth Government
we could not get ridI of some portion of the
liability for that work. I do not think w3
can discuss the merits of the proposal. I n
content that negotiations shbould continue so
far as the Government care to continue them.
If we can do better for this territory and
for this Empire we ought to do it, not neces-
sarily entirely in the way the Federal Goy-
erirment want, but rather in the way outlined
by the Premier when lie suggested. co-opera-
tion. We do not want. to net as dogs in the
manger, but we desire to do justice to our-
selves and to the people to whom we are re-
sponsible. That can only be done at thin
stage by a continuance of the negotiations. I
hope the negotiations will not be through the
Press, but will be carried on as they should
be. 'When the public see a statement of this
sort they get the idea that it comes from the
Federal Government. They do not get the
other side of the question, and do not know
what is behind it. The Premier referred to
the £150,000, which is the balance of the

7 - 8063
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grant recommended by the Disabilities Com-
mission. That was suggested before by the
Tnritf Commission. The Tariff Commission
said we were suffering and that something
ought to be done. The Disabilities Commis-
sion said we ought to got £450,000, but we
received only S'00,000. We ought to get the
other E150,0J00 apart from the North-West.
In order that the Premier might ho giagered
up a bit it was suggested this morning that if
lie will only make up his mind and consult
Parliament, which he cannot do until hie
finishes the negotiations, and will do this like
it good boy by the 30th June, the Federal
Ulovemnment will consider giving us this
money.

The Premier: This £150,0dO! In other
words they say if we fall into line and give
them that territory they will let us have the
£C150,000 this year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEL4L: T hat is
so. That creates a fialse impression. It will
be easy to say, "Why not hurry up and get
the other £160,000?" 1 want to see the coun-
try developed and to co-operate to the fullest
extent with the Federal Government. It is
just as much their responsibility to find the
money as it is ours. They draw money from
the people long before we do. They draw it
from every activity in the State. I do not
think we could put together a double bed
without their collecting somne duty upon it.
We could not even lay on a hand without
their drawving something from the Act. In
every way and everywhere, and all day long,
they are drawing remwnu from the activities,
the result of the work of this Parliament. We
ask nothing wve have no right to ask for, when
we suggest they should come into the scheme
of development, and help us, whether south
or north, to create the taxpayers who are
theirs as well as oursi, and create the wealth
upon which they draw. Why not? We are
willing to co-operate to the fullest extent.
That can be mrade elear to them, and that
would be done for their own good, for Aus-
tralia's good, and for the good of this State.
The manufacturers of Australia know that
it does not matter whether a farm is made
here or a mine is developed here, or whether
that is done in Victoria or New South Wales;
they know they will draw upon those things
for machinery and supplies of all sorts. We
.say we shall co-operate fully in this work of
peopling and developing our country, but
that we are rather tired of the suggestion
about handing over territory. If we are to
hand it over, we want to know that it will be
better for all concerned, particularly those

who live in the territory. If I lived in the
North I would sooner trust the State GeV-
erment, wvith a representation of four
members in Ithis House, than I would
the Federal Government, as a disfrant-
chised person. It is said that one re-
presentative will be given to the territory
when 23,000 People are living there. It would
require a gold rush to create that number of
people for many years. We cannot discuss
the merits of the proposal. I felt very an-
n'oyed when I thought the Premier had turned
the wvhole thing, down-for that is how I read
it-without consultin Parliament. This
later development, however, shows the posi-
Lion to be very different. I do not think we
can do other than request the Premier- to go
on with negotiations in any direction that
scns to him best. Having done that be wvill
conic down to the House, if he does it quickly
enough, with the results and we can further
consider the matter. This discussion, the Prne-
inier's statement, my statement and those of
other members, can easily be misunderstood.
That is alwvays the difficulty when discussions
break into negotiations. It would be better
if nothing had been said until the two Gov-
ernmnents had come together. What is the
dlisadvantage in distance? Is this not
emphatsised by the negotiations? Here we
are wiring, and sending letters which take
days to reach Victoria, and days to bring
forth a reply. We shall want a representa-
tive in Victoria if we are going on with
these negotiations. Of that there can he
no doubt. it is almost impossible to carry
on negotiations of this kind situated as we
are. If it is a disadvantage when we have
all the facilities of Government at our dis-
posal, bow much worse would it be if the
negotiations had to be carried on between
the northern parts of Australia and Mel-
boune? It would be a serious difficulty. I
hope the Premier will continue the negotia-
tions, and that the result will be that the
finances necessary to do 'whatever can be
done in the North-I do not know what the
lhnitaition is-will be forthcoming. In
offering to co-operate to the full in this
matter we are not doing anything more
than we should, and we probably shall be
doing all that is necessary.

MR. THOMSON (Kattanning) (5.81:
When T gave notice of my amendment I did
so on the evidence that was available to
rue, as well as to other members and to the
people of the State. I was considerably
surprised wvhen I discovered the telegraphic
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reports from Melbourne in this morning's
paper. On the 5th November the follow-
ing statement appeared in the Press:

The Premier (Mr. P. Collier) stated lest
night that the offer of the Federal Government
to relieve Western Auatralia of liability for
the loan moneys (approximately £2,700,000)
'expended on the development of the North-
W4Lst conditionally on the trainsfer to the Comn-
nionwealth of the North-West of this State
above the 26th parallel of south latitude, was
Iuaceeptable to the State Government, Cabinet
having decided to that effect.

Cabinet decided to that effect, and advised
the Federal Olovernmcnt that they had re-
jected the offer. 1 therefore came to the
conclusion that the oiler that had been sub-
itted by the Commonwealth Government

had been rejected by Cabinet. In the .report
I have before me, there is nothing to indi-
cate that further negotiations were taking
place.

'The Premier: I made that clear in my
Budget Speech.

Air. THOMSON : The Premier's state-
mention the Press was that Parliament would
be given an opportunity to discuss the
qu'estion before the close of the present
session.

The Premier: I stated to the Press that
the negotiations were proceeding.

Mr. THOMSON : The Budget was de-
livered before the 5th November.

The Premier: It was delivered on the
30th September.

Mr. THOMSON : And the Premier '..
statement appeared on the 5th November.

The Premier: I made a statement on the
occasion of the Budget.

Mir. THOMSON : That was before the
Press statement.

The Premier: Yes.
Mr. THO31SON : This shows that one

could reasobably come to the conclusion
that Cabinet had considered the question
and turned it doni. That is why I gave
notice of my amendment. It took the Gov-
ernment exactly three months to reach a
decision. Parliament was sitting throngh-
out that period. I agree that it is the
province of Cabinet to give the matter con-
sideration, and come to a decision, but I
maintain that this matter is of such vital
importance to the State that, before
Cabinet turned it down, the courtesy should
have been extended to this House of giving
it an opportunity to discuss it. 'From this
morning's paper we find that negotiations
are taking place on a totally different basis
from that which was first submitted by the

iFederal Government. I amn a State's
righter, and have been for many years. On
the evidence submitted, and on the state-
ments of the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, it is clear that although the
North-West has been administered by the
State Oovernment for many years, the
population is a dwindling factor. The
Premier pointed out that the Northern
Territory was practically in the same posi-
tion. One of the vital principles of Aus-
tralia is to maintain a white Australia. It
is well known that the North-West is our
weakest link. It is admitted by the Premier
and the Leader of the Opposition that we
are not in a position to develop the North-
West as it should be developed, because
we have neither the means nor the money
with whieh to do it. It was this4 which war
responsible for the Commonwealth Govern-
ment putting forth this proposal. it did
not emanate from the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment in the first place. It was a sug-
gvestion or a recommendation put forward
to them in certain evidence that was sub-
mittea. They have since given the matter
consideration and put up a proposal.

Tbe Minister for Lands : The evidenc
given where?

Mr. THOMSON: Before a Royal Com-
mission.

The Mlinister for Lands: This matter was
brought up before the Rtoyal Commission
ever sat.

Mr. THOMSON: That i;6 so.
The Minister for Lands: Then it could

not have originated from the Royal Comn-

.Mr. THOMSON: We had in existence a
North-West Railway League which spent
considerable sums on publicity. Moreover,
Mr. Miles visited the Eastern States and on
behalf of that league put up certaini recoin-
niendations to the then Federal Government.
Those recommnends (ions afforded a basis for
neg-otiation, aind that is the reason why this
proposal was submitted to the State.

The I)i mister for Lands: You said the
reason was the evidence given before the
Royal Commission.

Mr. THOMSON: It was lime evidence that
broughit the definite offer from the Federal
Government. What I strongly object to is
the delay in bringing the offer before Par-
liament. despite the fact that Parliament
was in session. I take no exception to the
Cabinet consideriug the offer and arriving
at a decision on it. Having conmc to that
deision, however, the Cove-cument ought not
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to have waited until the closing hours of allegiance from the State to the Common-
Parliament to submit this motion. Is that
the spirit of democracy and of government
by the peopte? Is that the spirit which
animated the Minister for Works when
travelling through the North-West? The
hon. gentleman there used words to this
effect, "We will not hand you people of
the North-West over to the Federal Govern-
ment or to anybody else without giving you
an opp)ortuflity to consider the matter."
I agree with those woards. That is why I
say the matter should be decided by way of
referendum. The Premier tells us tbat cer-
tain negotiations are now going- on and that
the Commonwealth Government hope they
will he finalised before the .30th June. We
know that the members of this House are
going to the country, and that the Govern-
ment's intention, to judge from their public
utterances, is to close down Parliament
either to-morrow or the next day. Thus the
government of the State will he entirely in
the hands of Cabinet, who will he able to
take what action they think fit without our
having an opportunity of even raising a
protest. I maintain, therefore, that Parlia-
meat was entitled to be taken into the confi-
dence of the Government very much sooner.
I asked the Premier whether we should have
an opportunity of discussing the North-
West negotiations, and he replied that he
ought not to be asked to repeat an assur-
ance and that he would certainly give effect
to his promise. But the Glovernment had
the opportunity of discussing the North-
West proposals with Parliament ever s ince
the 12th August. The mnattcer, I admit, ap-
peared in the Press. Still, how often have
1 been accused in this House of bringing for-
ward Press statements on which I ought not
to place any reliance! The first official in-
formation the House has had of the Federal
Government's original proposals is that
placed before us to-day. In that fact lies a
gross discourtesy to this Parliament. If
the question is to be decided on non-party
lines, why have the Government held it up
for so longf The Leader of the Opposition
says we have to negotiate. We are, however,
negotiating with regard to a totally different
proposition from that which -was placed be-
fore Cabinet on the 12th Anigu4. The posi-
tian is utterly unsatisfactory so far as the
people of the North-Wait are concerned.
If I were a resident of the North-West and
had my financial interests Wlere. I would wel-
come the opportunity of transferring my

wealth, because uinder present conditions a
resident of the North-West has to pay land
tax and income tax both to the State and to
the Commonwealth. If the North-West be-
comes Federal territory, its residents will
hav e to pay oniy one set of land and income
taxes. From that aspect the people of the
North-West eve entitled to have an oppor-
tunity of fully considering- the Federal Gov-
erment's proposals. We claim to be at
democratic community and may that we are
governed in accordance with the wishes of
the people. ret here we fiad the people of
tho North-West denied the opportunity of
expressing their wvish to came, or not to
come, tinder Federal rule. I wish it to he
clearly understood that for the moment I
am arguing the question as if I were a resi-
dent of the North-West,. Let me quote from
th4 Prime Mfinister's letter dated the 12th
August-

In making this offer, the Commonwealth
Government is prompted by national icaisons.
Beyond a few isolated towns on the coast,
settlement to-day consists mainly of huge pas-
toral holdings; yet it is well known that muceh
of this territory is capable of producing wealth
far beyond its present output. The Common-
wealth Government considers that in the
national interests, proper development of this
area should he no longer delayed. In its very
essence, the problem is one for the National
Government. Moreover, it is understood, from
statements made by representatives of your
Government, that the task is practically be-
yond the present resources of Western Aus-
tralia, and that there is little hope of the
State giving assistance for many years. The
Commnwmealth Government fully realises that
the task of development is one not to be lightly
unidertaken, and it believes that success can
oui-. lbe wade possible by the initial expendi-
ture of large sums which will not be reproduc-
tive for many years.

Those statements of the Price Minister have
been sutstantinted in their entirety by the
Lender of the Opposition and by the Pre-
luier to-day. Both gentlemen said definitely
that we are not able to develop the North-
West becauqe we have not the money. The
Leader of thle Opposition, in fact, stated
that we had neither the piople nor the cash.
Surely we are not going in adopt aL dog-in-
the-mani-er policy and say' that the North-
West shall not he developed because we are
not able to find the money ne'-essarv for its
development. The North-West ought to he
developed if only in order that the residents
of this part of the State many he protected.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Tf it is not developed.
we shall always gEt the blame.
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-Mr. THOMISON: Yes. A1fter all, the line
'of dlivision is merely an imaginary line.
Western Australians complain that they are
penalised by the flooding of their markets
with goods from the Eastern States, develop-
ment here being thereby prevented. But
we Western Australians have been dealing
with the North-West for many years. The
North-West trade is assured to this part of
the State. If in the interests of this State
the Commonwealth are prepared to expend
millions of money-

Mr. Marshall: Where is the reference in
the Commonwealth proposals to the expendi-
ture of millions of money!

Mr. THOMSON: Let me oalote the Prime
Minister again-

The Commonwealth Government fully realises
that the task of development is one not to be
lightly undertaken, and it believes that success
can only be made possible by the initial ex-
penditure of large sums which will not be ro-
proauctive for many years.

Mr. Marshall: When the Federal people
speak about the North-West not being re-
pi-oduetive for many years, they show that
they know nothing about it.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: There is no refei-
ence in that to the expenditure of millions.

Mr. THOMSON: What in the meaning of
"large sus" When I first came into this
Rouse, the deficit of a million was con-
sidered an enormous amount. To-day we
cheerfully show a deficit of six millions and
say it is quite all -right.

Mr. Latham: We do not say it is quite
all right.

Mr. THOMSON : The Commonwealth
Government are accustomed to dealing with
large sums. It is only the Commonwealth
Government who can expend the large
sums required to develop that huge terri-
tory and make it reproductive and possilhly
self-supporting.

Mr. Davy: Anybody can spend large
sums of money. How are they to ho ex-
pended?

Mr. THOMSON: I agree with that inter-
jection. How is the money to he spaut?
That is a matter to be settled by negotia-
Lion. I share the Premier's view that be-
fore we hand over the North-West, we shall
want some scheme of development definitely
decided upon.

Mr. Lamnbert: You speak of a bankruptcy
of ideas unless the question is first investi-
gated.

Mr. THOMSON: That is a wrong inter-
pretation to put upon the words of the IPed-
era] Government. I ask in what way they
propose to open up and develop the North-
West.

Mr. Lambert: They are not prepared to
indicate that.

MX. THOMSON : Not until they have
made a thorough investigation. I hope the
State Government are not proceeding with
their large expenditure in the State withot
proper investigation to ensure that the exc-
penditure wvill be productive of prosperity.

Mr. Lambhert: Why do not you suiggest
that the Comnmoawealth take over the
South-West, where we have spent three
and a half millions sterling?

Mr. THEOMSON: We are dealing with
the North-West and the Commonwealth
Government proposals. I am giving my
reasons for holding that greater considera-
tion should have been given to the matter
than apparently hns been given to it. The
Premier has stated his reasons for refusing
the first offer, saying that the Government
did not think it acceptable in the interests
of the State. We know that the Minisiter
for Works went through the North-West
and promised the road boards there an
aggregate of £10,000 annually for a period
of five years. That was made pos~ihle by
the Federal Government. Therefore the
North-West is gaining an advantage fromn
the Federal aovernment's admninistration
to-day. It appears that the F~ederal Gov-
ernment, realising their responsibilities for
the whole of the Commonwealth, have put
forward certain proposals. Those pro-
posals, after all, are based upon evidence
given by reputable men from the North. I
propose to read some of that evidence.
Paragraph 556 of the Fddernl Disabilities;
Royal Commission'i report states-

Speaking in the Legislative Assembly of
Western Australia on the 9th December, 1924,
the Hon. P. Collier, Premier, said: "The
north-west portion of Australia required special
treatment, It was an obligation of the Com-
monwealth to assist Western Australia finan-
cially to develop the North-West. It was be-
yond the financial powers of the State to de-
velop the rest of the State and the North-West
as well . .. .. It -was the duty of the Coin-
mionwealth to assist the State in developing
the North-West, just as it was its duty to find
very considerable sums for the development of
the Northern Territory. There was not much
hope of this State (Western Australia) giving
the North-West much assistancee for many
yearsi."
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The proposals of the Federal Government Mr. THOMSON: The basis for negotia-
should have received more consideration
than they did. There is the statement of
the Premier.

The Premier: That is not to say I should
agree to hand over the territory.

Mx. THOMSON: I am not contending
that. I contend we have not had from the
,Premier reasons justifying him for turning
down the Proposals on the 5th November.

The Premier: Do you suggest we should
have accepted them 9

Mr. THOMSON: No, not for a moment.
But for a period of three months the Gov-
ernment sat down on these proposals, and
then came to a decision. It was only alter
they had refused the original proposals that
they proceeded to enter into negotiations
on another proposal.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: Was not your leader
coming over here, and were we not advised
to wait and discuss the matter with him?

Mr. THOMSON: I do not know. I only
know what has appeared in the Press, the
statement made by the Premier on the 5th
November. It was considerably later than
that when he made his counter proposals.
Before the original proposal was definitely
turned down, the Government put up
counter proposals asking the Federal Gov-
ernment how they proposed to develop this
territory, and what was their intention as
to the expenditure of public mioney. On
receipt of that information the Government
should have asked Parliament to consider
the proposals. During the thrce months
that elapsed we had no opportunity for
discussing the proposals, and so far as can
be seen this is the last opportunity we shall
have for discussing them. But Cabinet will
be in a position to again turn downi the
Commonwealth Government's prolpozals, al-
though the people concerned will have no
opportunity to discuss the matter. S~ince
the general election is coming on, I think
the Government would have been justified
in saying, "We will negotiate with the Fed-
eral Government and get the fullest par-
ticulars. We will then give our reasons
why we are opposed to the proposals, and
we will allow the people concerned to come
to a decision."~

Mr. Davy: By referendumt
'Mr. THOMSON: Yes.
Mr. Davy: On what question 9
Mr. THOMSON: Whether the Common-

wealth Government should take over the
North.

Mr. Davy: On what terms?

tion. The State Government should have
negotiated with the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, learnt the fullest extent to which that
Government would go, after which the State
Government, if still opposed to the proposals,
should have let the people decide. Memi-
hers representing the North-West have de-
clared that the North-West never does get
fair consideration, either in this House or in
another place. Therefore, it is in the in-
terests of the North-West that it should be
developed; the only question is as to what
method should be adopted. I am not one for
giving up our rights and pi-ivileges, nor for
saying that the Premier should meet the
Prime. Minister on any but an equal footing
in diseussing- these matters. But I maintain
that, in view of the deplorable fact that for
many years the North-West has not pro-
gressed, that indeed the population has been
dwindling, the factor we have to consider is
how best to develop that country and pre-
serve its people white. How can we do it
The Commonwealth and the State Govern-
menits agree that it means the expenditure
of large sums of money, and the Leader of
the Opposition says the same. I say we
should give to the people of the North an
opportunity to consider this matter them-
selves and come to a decision. One of the
reasons why I have taken up my attitude on
this question is to be found in the evidence
submitted to the Disabilities Royal Commis-
sion. Here is what M1r. Keenan, in present-
ing the case on behalf of the State Advisory
Committee, said-

By far the most important problem which
faces the Government of Western Australia
is that of immigration, and particularly of
settlement of the lands in the great tracts of
the North. It would be not only impolitic, but
highly danrerous and manifestly unjust to
leave the Nortb.West and North unoccupied
and undeveloped.

There is the evidence submitted by the man
appointed by the Government of this State to
put up their case. Yet what is the alterna-
tive offer? We turn dowa the proposal and
will not give it any consideration, except to
gay, "We will shift you up to the 20th
parallel." The people there are not to be al-
lowed to voice their opinions. One of the

.difficulties we in Western Australia claim to
be suffering from is the fact that in the
House of Representatives, numbering 75 mem-
bers, we have only five. Yet in this House
of 50 members the North has only four re-
presentatives. I do not know that the peo-
ple of the North-West are any better served
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politically than is the State in the House of
Representatives. When -we look at the enor-
mous territory in the electorate of Kalgoor-
lie, represented by Mr. Texas Green, MAHR.,
we see it is a physical impossibility for him to
get over his electorate. Yet he does his work
remarkably wvell. The North is represented
by only one man in the House of Representa-
tives, and I very much doubt if the Federal
Parliament would approve of the expendi-
tire of huge sus of money to develop the
-North-West of Western Australia for the
beneft of Western Australia without some
quid pro quo being given to the Commoni-
wealth. Mr. Keenan, before the Royal Com-
mission, said-

The above-mentioned grand total of f3,680,-
"31 18s. Rdt. had been expended between the
years 1890 and 1924 in furnishing to those who
were dwelling in the Nortbi-West the most
necessary facilities in life. ''The cost of these
services may well be described as a premium
paid by Western Australia to secure the safety
of Australia is a whole. All that Western Aus-
tralia asks is that the Nitional Governmen!1t
sthall share with her, on some equitable basis,
the cost of ensuring this safety.''

Of course it can be argued the lines the
Premier has liut forward are the lines on
which we ought to approach the Common-
wealth to secure that. If that is so. why
w'as the proposal definitely turned down!
Here is the statement of nr ex-Premier of
Western Aut'trnlin, Mr. So-wldan. The re-
port reads-

Mr. Scadclan emphatitally expressed the
opinion that the developiment of the present
State of Western Australia, comprising as it
does an area of 975,920 square miles, ''is so
tremendous that the task is too much for the
State Government. Tt is too enormous for one
Parliament, and the parliamentary representa-
tives generally, to have a complete knuowledge
of the whole State andi its requirements, while.
from the financial standpoint, the task is m-
possible as well.''

Here are the measons why this proposal wa-a
made on behalf of the Commonwealth Gov-
erment-

Mr. 'Miles. 'M.L.C., president of the North
Australian Rifluay and Development League,
presented the following resolutions of the
lengzue: (I1) That subject to approved con.-
ditions. it is advisable to recommnlhd the crea-
tion of a new State north of the 26th degree
of south latitude. (2) That one of the eoni,
tions of the separation of the northern part
of this Suite shall include representation of
the new State in the Comtnonwenlth Parliament
by three representatives in the Senate and two
in the THouse of Representatives, alid the t-rea-
tinot of a local Executive Council, part of which
sAll be nominated and part elected.

1 am prepared to admit that the present pro-
posals do not embody that. Nevertheless
they are the basis of new negotiations. The
report continues-

(3) That the now% State should urge for
fiscal freedom for a period of 25 years. (4)
TLa I whereas it is essential for the immediate
welfare and defence of the nation that the
north of Western Australia should be effectively
peopled and developed, there should be estab-
lished, pending the creation of a new State,
as suggested in the foregoing resolutions, a sys-
tem of local administration with local repre-
sentation, and that it be given Imperial, Fed-
eral and State financial assanc for the pur-
poste of initiating 'schemes for immigration,
settlement, iailway construction, and harbour
improvements.

There is a proposal as to hiow it should be
opened up and developed, a proposal put
forward by men who had given the matter
serious consideration and in addition had
spent lare sums of money in giving the
necessary information. The report con-
t inues-

(a) That full representation be made to the
lDisabilities Commtission showing the need of
sympathetic consideration on the part of the
Federal Government towards the development
and peopling of the North-West and North
of Australia, and particularly in regard to rail-
way communication connecting iMeekatharra.
and Camoon-eal nod various northern ports, the
remission of light dues now levied upon ship-
ping entering those ports, the provision of
petrol depots aend oil fuel supplies at the vari-
ous ports, a subsidised shipping service, and
greater financial assistance in the construction
of roia.

In these proposils submitted to the Roya Vl
Commission and which, I mnake no doubt
had been suhbmitl ed previously to the Federal
Government, we have the bpwis of at develop-
ijiett scheme fo,- the opening up of the
North-West. The only 1'osible way that
.scheme can be carried out is by the expendi-
ture of large slimus of money, and Western
Australia is not in at position at present to
face an expenditure of millions for a '-oun-
try where there are in nll four Assembly
electorates only 3,458 adults.

Hon. W. J. George: Could we not spend
the money better than could The Common-
wealth, if they would give it to ud'

Mr. THOMSON: The lion, member, when
Mini,ter tor Works, seldomn gma'nthinw.
And when he did give he laid dont certain
conditions. I nut not g oitwi to eottendl that
we as a State could not s!pend the money
just as wisely as could tile (oimmonwrealth
fIovenennin. Blnt I say thet proposals put
forwvard by the Commonwealth Government
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as a means of streng-thernig one of the
weakest links in the Commonwealth ought
to he seriously entertained. The 'North-
West is; a positive danger and menace.
Thank God we have the strength of the
British Navy behind us. Remove that Navy,
and I am afraid we shall not he able to
hold the North-West very long.

lon. WV. J. George: What makes you so
pessimistic I

2%r. TIIOMSON: If I were living- in the
North-West I should be pessimistic in view
of the dwindling population. As a resi-
dent of Katanning, if, after having lived
in that town for 21 years, there were
fewer people in it at the end of that period
than there were when I first went there, I
would realise that it would be a good place
to get out of. I realise that that is one of
the reasons why we are not able to carry
on the successful development of the North-
West. I do not intend to labour the ques-
tion any longer; I am pleased that at the
11th hour and the 59th minute of this Par-
liament we have been given the opportunity
to discuss the question. I contend that the
Government should have given us that
opportunity at an earlier stage of the ses-
sion, and as a protest I move an amend-
inent-

That all the words after ''House" be struck
out, and the following inserted in lieu ;-"The
Government arc deserviug of censure in having
rejected the Comnmoawcalth Government's pro-
posal for the surrender of all territory in
Western Australia north of the 26th parallel of
south latitude, contained in the letter from
the Prime Minister dated the 12th August,
1926, without first having consulted Parliament,
or held a referendum of the people concerned."

HOW. W. 3J. GEORGE (Murray-Welling-
ton-on amendment) [5.48] : The matter
could not have had the hon. mermber's
fullest consideration before he framed the
amendment to censure the Government.

The Minister for Lands . Censured for
something they did not do.

Hon. W. J. GEORGE: For having dealt
with the Prime Minister without first con-
sulting the people. Such an amendment
seems to me to carry with it its own contra-
diction. The Government would he deserv-
ing of censure from my point of view if
they bad not taken action to enable them
to show the Commonwealth Government the
matter was of such great importance that.
it could not be properly dealt with unless
adequate time was given in which to con-
sider the different points of view that the

interests and the rights of Western Aus-
tralia deserved. To hold a referendum of
the people before the Government had got
matters on a plane on whic h Parliam':.nt
could be consulted and the people advised,
would! he foolish. What is a referendunm
for? It can only be taken after a question
of public interest has been thoroughly
ventilated through Parliament and Ue
Press and by means of public meetings.
How could it be considered to be within
the realms of practicability to ask the
people of the State to deal with a ref.3r-
endum on a question of such great import-
ance as this without knowing that before
it was taken every step in the interests of
Western Australia had been taken. This
is not a question of party politics, it is a
question for Western Australia. It does.
not matter on which side of the House we
sit, we have to view the subject 'with a
broad mind. Many of us remember the
great referendum taken over 25 years ago,
in connection with Federation. That was
not taken in five minutes or five days or
five weeks. Before Federation had irot into.
that shape in which the leaders of political
thought were able to put it before the peo-
ple, there were many conventions, and dis-
cussions afterwards in the various Houses,
of Parliament, and you: Mrt. Speaker, will
remember those by reason of your having
taken part in them. No Government could
possibly deserve the respect of the people-
if on a matter affecting the peopler
as vitally as Federation did, or as the pro-
posal we are now discussing would affect
the people of our State-I repeat, no-
Government would be worthy of respect if
they did not thoroughly go into the ques-
tion and then educate the people in regard
to the consequences either for or against.
I think the Leader of the Country Party
is within -his rights in submitting the
amendment, hut I do consider-it is only
an individual opinion but as oner who has
been resident here for nearly 40, years I
think I am entitled to hold it-that the
amendment would have been better left out
in connection -with this debate. It is not a
question of one party or another party ob-
taining kudos; party, in matters of this
kind, affecting a portion of this great State
of ours, must be put on one side. We
have to regard a subject like this from the
point of view of Western Australians first
and politicians after, the desire being- how
best to serve the country in -which we live,
and which I believe we all love. I listened
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to the speech by the Premier and also to
that made by my leader, and I feel that the
Government have done what any Govern-
ment worthy of the name would have done
in a matter of this sort. I may say, too-I
may be prejudiced-that I have very little
faith-and I have shown it more than once
in this House and outside as well-in any
proposals that emanate from the Common-
wealth Government. I make no distinctions
between one party and another. My experi-
ence of Commonwealth Ministers during
the period the hon. gentleman has referred
to, some eight years, was not Rsh as to
cause me to have implicit faith in them. It
goes without saying, therefore, that any
Government in the State must use every
effort possible to see that they thoroughly
understand the questions that the Common-
wealth Government put before them Per-
sonally, I do not know very much about the
North-West. I do not know whether it is
an acquisition to the southern part of the
State or whether it is a drag on us. This
I do know, however, that it is a part of the
territory of Western A ustralia, in which
the people have accepted their burden, if it
be a burden, and have carried it be-
cause they had faith in their country.
We cannot expect a handful of peo-
ple to develop that part of the State
in the way that it must be developed, but
I do say that whether the Commonwealth
Government take it over or not, before the
State Government can consent to such a step,
they would be failing in their duty if they
did not endeavour to understand clearly
where we were going and how we were going
to be dealt with. I repeat that in my
opinion the Leader of the Country Party is
within his rights in moving the amendment,
hut it would have been better, if on an oc-
casion of this sort, which is almost solemn
to ine and should he to every member of the
House, the censure motion had been loft
out. I have great affection for this country
and some of the happiest years of my life
have been spent in it. Therefore I cannot
view with equanimity any question being
brought forward that is likely to take away
from the dignity of the Government when
that Government have been doing what is
their, plain duty.

THE MIIST'ER FOR LANiDS (Hon.
W. C. Angwin-North-East Fremantle-on
amendment) (5.57]: As usual, the member
for Katanning (Mr. Thomson) has attri-
buted to the Premier words he never uttered.

Apparently he read the headlines that ap-
p'eared over the Premier's published state-
ment, and he did not, I should say, read the
actual statement. The amendment he has
submitted is contrary to the facts. I will
read the statement made by the Premier.

Mr. Thomson: Do you accuse me of hav-
ing made a misstatementl

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I say
the amendment is contrary to the facts.

Mr. Thomson: Do you say I made a mis-
statement?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I say the
aicindment is contrary to facts.

Mr. Thomson: I ask that the Minister
withdraw the remark.

Mr. SPEAKER: To what does the hon.
member take exception?

Mr. Thomson: The Minister said, as usual
I read something into the statement of the
Premier that the Premier did not say.

The 31INISTER FOR LANDS: I shall
not withdraw it.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You must do
SO.

Mr. Thomson: I take exception to it and
,I ask that it be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: The -point taken by the
lioa, member was that the Minister for
Lands said the hon. member had read into
a quotation from the Premier something
that wvas contrary to fact.

Mr. Thomson: He said, "as usual." I take
exception to the statement that I usually
make wrong statements.

Mr. SPEAKER: I ask the Minister to
withdraw the words "as usual."

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
withdraw those words, but I will prove my
facts! On the 4th November the Premier
made a statement to the "West Australian."
No doubt the member for Kattanning, as
Leader of the Country Party, thought he
was not justified in allowing the ses-
sion to terminate without introducing
some Censure motion against the Govern-
ment, because the Leader of the Opposition
took a similar action a little while ago. That
IS My opinion about the matter. It is gen-
erally recognised both inside the House and
outside that if the Lender of the Opposition
speaks for a quarter of an hour, the Leader
of the Country Party must speak for at
least 20 minutes.

Mr. Thomson: I wish you would get some-
thing new.

Mr. Marshall: It is a case of the tail try-
ing to swing the dog.
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The MINISTER1 FOR LANDS: The
,nernber for [(stunning wants to show that
there is someone-else in the House besides
the Leader of the Opposition who can move
such motions. In the course of his amend-
ment the member for iKatanning says that
the Government are deserving of censure
for having rejected the Commonwealth Gov-
erniuent~s proposal.

Mr. 'fhonison: That is true.
The MIMINSTER FOR LANDS: The Pre-

mile never said that the offer had been re-
jected, and nlever stated it in the Press.

Mr. Thomson; But look at the statement
in the Press!

The MINI[STER FOR LANDS: I know
about that, and will prove my facts. The
member for Katanning- rend the headlines
instead of the statementl~s appearing under
them.

Mr. Thomson: I read the statements too.

The MI1NISTER FOR LANDS: The head
lines appearing above the article were: "The
North-West," "Proposed Transfer," "Fed-~
eral Offer Rejected."

31r. Thonison: Those head-lines are cor-
reet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Here is
what tie~ Premier said-

The Premier, Mr. P. Collier, stated last night
that the offer of the Federal Governlment to re-
hiere Western Australia of liability for the
loan mioneys (approximately £2,700,000) ex-
pended on tile development of the North-West
conditional en the transfer to the Common-
wealthl of the No-tb-West of this State above
the 26th parallel of south latitude, was tmnac-
ceptable to the State Government, Cabinet hav-
ing decided to that effect. In accordance with
his promise soule months ago, added Mr. Collier,-
Parliament would be given an opportunity of
discussing the question before the close of the
present sessioni

Mr. Thomson: And the Government have
bad three months to do it.

The Premier: We have work to do.
Mr. Thomson: No matter. You have

brought it down now.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The Premier: I cannot go gadding about

the country like you have been doing, under-
taking organising work too.

The MI[NISTER FOR LANDS: I aum not
pomnz to discuss the merits of the proposed
tra n 4cr.

Mr. Lamnbert: At any rate, the transfer
en Id he done only with the autbority Of
Parliament.

M.Nr. Thomson: But according to the re-
port in the pajkr the proposal was turned
down.

The Premier: What is the good of saying
that ?

Mr. Thomson: But look at what appeared
in the paper to-day.

The M1INISTER, FOR LANDS: The
GJovernmnent tire not responsible for what
the Press may say about it, but only with
what the Premier says on behalf of the Gov-
erment.

Mr. Thomson: That is so, and that is wh 'y
we are dealing with this matter to-day.

The MINISTER FORl LANDS: I have
read the statement of the Premier that was
published in the "West Australian" on the
5th November.

Hon. Sir .Thies Nfitehell: But the rojee-
nion was part of the negotiationis. I believe
everyonie thought the offer had been rejected.

Tile MINISTER FOiR LANDS: I do not
think so. When I rend the statement made
by the Leader of the Opposition to the Press,
I said that I could not understand what was
wrong with him.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: You are so un-
accustomed *to being opposed that you can-
not understand anyvthing of that description.

The M1INISTER FOR LANDS: When I
was in MIelbotirne early in February, 1025,
a propo~al was placed before me and I din-
ens.sed it with the Leader of the Opposition.
That proposal was not acceptable. but I did
not reject it. I aid it was a matter that
could lie diseu~sed and that the Government,
aiul the people of tile State as well, would
lie willing to diseu~s any proposition that
ini~ht be hrom~ht forwaerd. I merely indi-
vated (hat the terniq or that offer were mnc-
ceptable.

.%r. Thomson: flo you say that Cabinet
dlid rej''et that offer'

The MINI STER FOR? LANDS: No.
Mr. Thomson: Thea how is it that the

.4atemfenl appeared in the Press that the
Premier stated that Cabinet had rejected it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I bare
lend wlint wasi contained in the Preinier's
statement in the Press.

Mr. Thomson: I read from the statement
that appneared in the Press this morning and
that showed that the Giovernment had re-
jeted the offer. Yet you s~ay that I have
Ia ne a naib .tatement!

The IN.IST R FOR LANDS : The
her. member is always making mis-state-
mnents. The very wording of his amendment
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include-, mis-statements. He ives by politi-
eat mis-statements. His political life is built
upon them".

Vr. Thomson: The report in the "Daily
'News" shows tlint the offer was rejected.

Hon. NV. .1. George: ut that article in
the "Daily News" was inspired by the Com-
monwealth. You cannot go by that article.

Mr. Thomson: The hon. member is; very
soft.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It any
Governmnent had accepted the terms con-
tained in the offer made hr the Federal au-
tlirities--

Trhe Premier: They ought to be shot.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At any

raIter they ghould not he allowed to retain
office.

Mr. Thomson: I doa not say that you
shoold have accepted those terms.

The MI NISTEIR FOR LANDS:- The hon.
memiber submitted his notice of amiendment
l,11t night, and DOW he is trying to get away
firom it.

Mr. Thnmson: NLlo, I am not.
Mr. Chesson: Why. he apologised for

moving it.
Mr. Thomson:- I did not.
The AIINISTER FOR LANDS: The firs9t

thingx the hon. member did when he rose was
to apolog-ise for submoitting the amendment.

Mr. Thomson: Nonsense! T did nothiing
of the sort.

Hfon. G. Taylor: The Mlinister should
have accented the apology and not talked
about it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The hon.
member said that the publication of the cor-
respondence in the Press this morning was
the first indication that further negotiations
had been taking- place.

Mr. Thomszon: Did anyone, know of that
either?

The MITNISTER FOR LANDS: Does the
lion. memnber think that any Government
wtorthy of the name would not have carried
on negotiations to ascertain whether they
could not get better terms?

Mr. Thomson: But you had turned down
the offer.

The MiNISTEV FOR, LANDS: Are we
such fools--lik~e the bon. member-

Mr. Thomson: That is rig-ht. More abuse!
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Are we

fools that we would place before. Par-
liament sutch terms as those contained in that
off er and expect Parliament to endorse
thorn? We are niot such fools.

Air. Thomnson: Abuse is no argument.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is

no abuse ahaut it; I am referring to facts.
The wording of the amendment shows clearly
that the member for Katanning wanted to
bring the question of the transfer of the
territory in the North into the discussions
here as a party measure.

Mr. Thomson:- I am game to say that
members on the Government side of the
House will vote on it as a party matter.

The MTIN I STER FOR LANDS: I do not
know how they will vote."

Air. Thomson: They will vote along party
linesi, but, at any rate, I will stand behind
may guns,

The MINI[STER FOR LANDS: In our
constitution there is nothing that requires a
man to vote iii a way that he does not think
right;-

Mr. Thomnson: Nonisense I Fancy trying
to lput that over us!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They are
expcted to do only what is thought best in*
the interests of the public.

Mr. Thomson: What about the instruc-
tions the party receive in New South Wales 7

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We do
not receive any instructions here, and we
have nothing to do with the people of New
Sonth Wales.

Mr. A. Wailshorough: There are no
Mongers here.

Mr. Thomson: Or Kenneally's either.
MNr. SPEAKER: Order! Will the Mfin-

ister resume his seat. Up to the present
every lhon, member has been heard in silence.
I trust that the debate will be allowed to pro-
eed( in that fashion. Jnterjections are highly
disorderly- If there is any point taken or
expression made use of that is not in aceor-
dauce with the rules of the House, the mem-
ber for Katanning has his remedy. I trust
now that we sall have no further inter-
ruptions.

The MINISTERI FOR LA&NDS:- I was
drawn away by the interjections.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hoo. mem-
ber will proceed with his speech.

The MINISTER FOR LAND)S: The
amendment says that the Government re-
jected the Commonwealth proposal and that
we are deserving of enmsure. I say distinctly
and clearly that the Government did not re-
joot the Commonwealth proposal.

Mr. Thomson: Then what is this report in
the paper about?

The Premier: Are we to have some more
interjeetions?
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order]
The MINISTER FOR LAND)S: The (oy-

erment discussed the proposal. We had it
under consideration before it was formally
discussed in Cabinet. We came to the con-
elusion that the offer was unacceptable in the
form presented to uts, and that ne-
gotiations should continue. That has been
done. The first reply we have had since
then was that referred to in the Press this
morning. That in itself demonstrates clearly
that we should not have accepted immedi-
ately the first offer that was made to us. It
is our duty as a Government to make the
test terms possible on behalf of the State.
We did not, therefore, close down on the
negotiations, hut nierely indicated that the
original offer was not acceptable. We must
get such terms and conditions that are ac-
ceptable not only to the Government btut to
Parliament and the people generally. We
will have to convince the people that the
terms offered in the proposal we accept will
be of advantage to the State. That is the
only way we can get the' proposal adopted.
If we, as a Government, state that the terms
wvere acceptable to us-

Hon. G1. Taylor: You would introduce a
Bill embodying the agreement straight away.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It would
have to be put before Parliament. What
fools we would look if we introduced a pro-
position such as that embodied in the first
offer, and asked Parliament to endorse it!

Hon. G. Taylor: You would not have got
it through.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The peo-
ple would not have agreed to it-neither
those in the north nor those in the south. I
have the testimony of Mr. Miles, M.L.C., and
Mr. Durack on that point, so I know it was
not acceptable to them. Yet the member for
Kattanning can read into the statement by the
Premier a rejection of the Commonwealth
Government's offer!I

Mr. Sampson: It is a pity that the news-
papers read a rejection into it, too.

Hon. G1. Taylor: They often do that.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The mem-

ber for Swan controls a large number of
newspapers and they do not fail to misre-
present.

Mr. Sampson: I am sorry to hear that.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have

had to draw the attention of the hon. member
to misrepresentations from time. to time.
However, the Leader of the Country Party is
entirely wrong in his amendment when he
states that the Commonwealth proposal was

rejected. The Premier's statement did not
contain any such reference hut merely pointed
out that the terms were not acceptable. Din-
ing the last few months it has been pointed
oat on several occasions that the Government
were willing at any time to consider pro-
posals that were put forward by the Federal
authorities. When 1 appeared before the
Federal Disabilities Commission, I was asked
questions about that point. As a matter of
fact, when I appeared before them they
seemed to be annoyed because the Com-
mnonwealth Government had approached
mec regarding the proposal to take over
the North-West. The Commission had
been appointed to deal with that ques-
tion. There are two ways by which
this question can be dealt with. For instance,
a couple of years ago the Federal Parliament
passed the Northern Australia Development
Act and under its provisions Western Aus-
tralia and Queensland. can join up with the
Commission, and thus secure the development
of the northern parts of the State. We
have not been approached on that score, how-
eve;, because these other proposals cropped
up. I merely rose to make the position
clear that the Government never rejected the
Commonwealth's offer, but merely intimated
that its terms were not acceptable.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

HON., SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
thamo-on amendment) [7.30]: 1 should like
to point out to the House that, when notice
was given of the amendment, the position
wras, quite different. This morning's news-
paper disclosed the fact that negotiations
are still being carried on between the State
and Federal Governments, and that is where
I think we might well leave the matter. I
cannot vote for the amendment. I should
like to see both the motion and the amend-
ment withdrawn, after discussion, so that
the Government could be left with the
freest possible band to negotiate as seems
to them to be best. We have to remember
that if the later negotiations had not been
made public, the Government could have
said, "No, we reject the lot and will leave
the question to further negotiations."

The Premier: It is my intention, of course,
to continue the negotiations.

Hon. Sir JKWES MITCHELL: Of
course. How often in any ordinary private
transaction do we say. "No, I am finished;
I shall have nothing to do with it." Then
some fresh proposal is made and the nego-
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tiations between the parties continue. The
publicity given to the negotiations has landed
us into this trouble. It is not the Premier's
fault;i the publicity has come from Melbourne.
I think the Government ought to be abso-
lutely free to continue negotiations and we,
by a vote of the House, should not say that
the negotiations can be continued only on
certain conditions.

Mfr. Lambert: I do not desire to he dis-
courteous to the Leader of the Opposition,
but I thought he was rising merely on a
point of explanation. I bad risen and ad-
dressed the Speaker when the sitting was
suspended for tea.

Hon. Sir JAIMES MITCHELL: I was
under the impresion that the 'Minister for
Lands ,has just finished his speech.

Mr. E. B3. Johnston: The member for Cool-
gardie had not started his speech.

Holn. Sir JAMES 'MITCH-ELL: If the
member for Coolgardie had started his re-
marks, I certainly am out of order.

Mr. Lambert: I thought you were merely
rising onl a point of explanation.

Mr. Teesdale: He bad not started his
speech.

Mr. Lutey. He had risen and addressed
the Speaker.

Hon. Sir JAMES M1ITCHELL: Then I
am entirely out of order. I am sorry; I
was not aware that the lion, member had
risen.-

MR. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [7.33]: 1
am one of those who feel pleased at being
an Australian and Australian-born and, hav-
ing the greatest interest in the welfare of
Australia, the question of the future of the
North of this State and its control is not
foreign to me. I discussed it years before.
I entered Parliament or before I had
bothered my head much about Parliament.
I am pleased indeed that the Government
have seen fit to reject the tentative proposals
of the Commonwealth Government that we
should cede that portion of the territory
north of the 26th parallel to Common-
wealth control. The Premier, in his usually
guarded manner, intimated to the Commopa-
wealth Government that if some proposal
wvere submitted on the question of handing
over that portion of the territory north of
the 20t-h parallel it would receive considera-
tion. That is as far as any Government
ought to go on any prop)osal to cede this
valuable territory to some other authority.
All said and done, the matter of developing

the north of Australia resolves itself into one
purely of finance. The Commonwealth Gov-
ermnent, I think, have recognised that. The
framers of the Commonwealth Constitution
recognised it. If members would consult
the discussion which took place at the many
Federal Conventions that were called to
frame the Constitution for a national Parlia-
ment, as against separate State control, they
would find that upplermost in the minds of
the delegates was the question of the effec-
tive control and settlement of the northern
part of the continent. That, of course, must
be intimately linked with the defence of Aus-
tralia, and for that reason we find in the
Commonwealth Constitution all the implied
responsibilities that are the obligation of the
Federal Government alone. Possibly the
Commonwealth van be excused for having
disregarded their inancial obligation to
Western Australia and to the North-West
from the consunmmation of Federation until
the outbreak of wvar, because the Common-
wealth wvas then in a nebulous state, just
emerging from infancy and beginning to
take shape as a controlling authority. The
(Commonwealthm Government can be excused
that they did not seriously consider the big
question of the comprehensive development
of Australia, as I believe was expressed and
clearly understood by the bigger minds
who framed the Commonwealth Constitu-
tion. T feel quite certain that the men who
voncived the idea of a great nation
under the Southern Cross never for a
moment contemplated that the Common-
wealth Parliament, to show their import-
ance, should intrude on any and every
possible domestic function of the States.
I disregard the smile of the member for
Mt. Margaret. The minds who conceived
the idea of nationhood for an Australia, of
which the Australian-born and Australian-
by-adoption could be proud, clearly in-
tended that only questions apart from
domestic control should be dealt with by
a national Parliament. We can see how
far the Commonwealth Government have
failed in that function. The first territory
to be ceded to the Commonwealth was the
Northern Territory of South Australia,
which was handed over under certain
definite conditions. Though the Common-
wealth have controlled the Northern Terri-
tory for 16 or 17 years, and while I believe
it was expressly stipulated as a sine qua
non, apart from any financial obligation,
that the Commonwealth would build the
north-south -railway line, that work has not
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yet been undertaken. I aim not even aware
that the Government have taken any
tangible steps to that end, and the Northern
Territory, in position, development, ad -
ministration and general outlook is in a
more helpless and hopeless position to-day
than when it was taken over by the Com-
monwealth. There are many factors to be
considered, of which I, as an onlooker, do
not pose to possess knowledge. 1 have not
an intimate knowledge of the wild North,
as I believe people in another place term it,
or the tame North, as the member for Roe-
bourne would dub it.

Mr. Mann: Are you supporting or oppos-
ing the amendment?

Mr. LAMBERT: Broadly speaking, we
can conclude that the backward state of the
north of Australia is due to its general
isolation and remoteness from the seat oe
government. Considering that the Conm-
monwealth has been in existence only a
little over 20 years, we are not over charit-
able when we hurl gibes at the Federal
authorities. I have heard the Premier in-
dulge iii that sort of thing frequently and
the Leader of the Opposition also quite as
frequently, on account of the Common-
wealth Government interfering in matters
of domestic concern, distant as they are
from the sphere in which the State is
operating. The people of the North canl
level the same charge against us. We are
too far removed from the North to have
any intimate knowledge of the possibilities
of the territory or the requiremients of its
people. Even if we possessed that know-
ledge, we have not the financial resources
to undertake the development of the North.
Another matter that affects vitally the
future of the north of Australia is the
large number of pastoral holdings that
cannot be developed under existing con-
ditions. Looking back over the events of
recent years it is regrettable that the Par-
liament of 1917 saw fit to pass amending
legislation that had the effect of locking up
all the valuable pastoral country of the
North for another 21 years.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is a greater
blight than the isolation.

Mr. LAMBERT: Perhaps it is, because
it is possible, by the exercise of common-
sense, to overcome the difiliculties arising
from isolation.

'Mr. Mann: What has that to do with the
motion before the House?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LAMBERTI: If common sense is
exercised this isolation can be overcome.
I do not know that within the next two
decades the injustice that was done to this
country can be made good, and the blight
placed upon the North by the Parliament
of 1917 removed.

Hon. WV. D. Johnson: It will be overcome
long before two decades.

Mir. LAMBERT: That may he so. It is
hoped, in the interests of the safety of
Australia, that this great national mistake
will be made good. Let us picture what
would happen if this Parliament were in a
position forthwith to deal with the pastoral
leases in the North-West.

Mr. Davy: What would happent
Mr. LAMBERT: We would soon 'have a

territory accessible to thousands of white
people; we would have a territory that
would be unsurpassed and unrivalled in the
world. It would soon be playing an im-
portant part in the chief industry of Aus-
tralia, if it were conducted on common
sense lines. If that territory were open to
the people of the world to select, inhabit
and develop, thousands would go there inl
no time. The blot on the history of this
country is that which placed this great
disadvantage upon the North. Whether
that great national disadvantage can be
removed, it is hard to say. Not long ago
there was a Parliament in Australia which
tried to remove the disadvantages placed
upon the progress of its State. It was held
up to ridicule, and suffered-

Hon. W. D. Johnson: A financial boycott.
Mr. LAMBERT : Yes, and worse than

that. It survived, backed up by public
opinion, and the Government are still run-
ning that State. It even happened that
the Opposition sent a delegation Home to
misrepresent the position to the authorities
there. In this case we have an instance
of a Government that was stiff enough in
its backbone to do what was required to
develop the country, and it is in
power to-day. The North-West possesses
many advantages. On the pastoral side it
is a territory of great importance. Its
mineral resources must not he overlooked.
There are the iron deposits at Yampi Sound.
The State ilininz Engineer, who is a great
mboi ,i the~e matters, estimates the iron

deposits there above the surface to represent
l00.0011.000 tonis or ore of the very' highest
,-rod" inl the world. It is now suggested
thal this great territory' should be ceded to
tlhe Federal auithorities. that they should be
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given a blank cheque. When we consider
what we should get in return the proposition
must appeal to us as being a ridiculous one.
Instead of bolstering uip some industries in
the Eastern States and piling duty upon
duty, and making our producers pay, the
Commonwealth Government should assist in
the development of this country.

Hon. 0. Taylor: What has that to do
with the censure upon the Government?

Mr. LAMBDERT: 'Mr. Speaker will in-
form me if I ann not speaking to the ques-
tion; not the very ex-Spesker.

Hon. G. Taylor: What has that to do
with the amendment?

Mr. LA-MBELIT: If the Commonwealth
Government have ainy money to lavish, let
them lavish a few hundr-ed thousand pounds
in buildinglup a great iron and Steel industry
in the North. That would be of sonic value.
Western Australia cannot be peopled
merely by the Spending of money and the
centering of activities in one direction. Those
deposits would probably emiploy thousands
of people, if we could get the same consid-
eration with respect to thenm As is meted out
to industries in the other States. These
questions hanve immediate relationship with
the development and effective peopling of
thie North. Manyv other industries could be
taken tip, which would be tangible and real,
not Something that is merely imaginary. Let
is tackle this wonderful potential industry

in the North. The iron industry is one of
the g-re-at key- industries of any nation. I
believe the Notth, with its varied and valu-
able indunstries, will yet make Australia one
of the most important self-contained nations
in the world. U~nless the necessary materials
corne from thle North. I1 do not know wvhere
they will come from. Tmnmense wealth of
this kind (-annot be estimated, let alone over-
e~timated. The future of any nation muast
r-est upon it., key indlustries, which will either
make or mnar its history and progress. If
the Coonowealth Government-are earnest
in their endeavours to p~eop~le time northern
parts of Anstralia. and it they have so many
expert commiassions on hand, let them set
apart one expert comission to inquire into
this question. At the present time our
primary' pr-oduc-ers, through thme Customs,
are paying- front 45 to 50 per cent. on a
product that canl be furnished in the North.
Lect them acsist in establishing- this indastry
and show their deter-mination to (1o some-
t hing,.

1106]

M.%r. Davy: You want the Federal Gov-
ernmenlt to start an iron ine'!

Mr. LAMBERT: I suggest that, as they
have Spent so much money in fostering East-
ern States industries, they could not do
better than tackle a tangible proposition
suchi as that to which I have referred. It
is quite probable this wealth will lie dormant
for the next hundred years, owing to the
disadvantage of its geographical and isolated
position, unless the Federal authorities assist
in the matter. 1 am pleased that the Gov-
ernument have rejected this proposal.

Mr. 2\ann: They have not done anything
of the kind.

Air. LA-MBF4RT: They have tentatively
rejeeted it.

Mr. IDAYv: The Lord spare us train our
friends!

Air. LAMBER~T: There is no need for
either thle Premier or anyone else to be
.Spared from me.

The Minister for Works: You mean you
are pleased we did not accept it!

Air. LAMBERT: It is not competent for
the Minister or the Government to accept or
reject the proposal. The Commonwealth
Constitution says-

The Parliament of the State may surrender
any part of the State to the Commonwealth,
and upon such surrender and acceptance therTe-
of by the Governmient, such, part of the state
Shall become subject to the L-XLIUSiVV jurisdic-
tion of the Commonwealth.

It is not comipetent for the Government of
the State to cede this territory to the Com-
monwealth without consulting Parliament.
The combined wisdomn of Parliament will see
that the ritrhts9 of the State arc properly
safeguarded.

AMr. D~avy: 1r it comipetent for them to
refuse to cede it?

Mr. LAMTBERT: I do not know that it
is. If the member for WVest Perth, desired
to make history, it would be competent for
him to mlove that this portion of the terri-
tory be ceded to the (omnmonwealth. if
thnt wvere passed by Another place, I take
it, accordinlg to thle Constitution, it would
lie Mandatory opon thle Government to cede
it.

Hon. C . Taylor: ft -ould] he dlone by
resolution of both Houses.

Mir. LAMI3FTIT: Yes, and if that were
done thle necessary Act could be p~assed.

Mr. Lindsay: Yo" zceienl nfvu

of the aendmen t. olaeeietyifvn

Haln. G. Taylor: He has not Started upon
it yet.
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Mr. LAMBEIRT: When dealing with the
reasons which prompted the amendment,
and with its wording, i do not know that
I could use any language to express my con-
tempt for it.

Mvr. Lindsay: You have stated that the
Government rejected the proposal, and then
proved that they had no right to say yes or
no.

Mr. LA2NBEIIT: Apparently the Govern-
ment did not look favourably upon it. The
Premuier said that members of the party bad
a right to speak and vole as they liked on
this question. I amn thinking and speaking
for myself, and am accepting the responsi-
bility for my utterance. I do not know what
is in the mind of the Premier.

Hon. G. Taylor: If you had heard him
move the motion you would have known.

Air. LAM1BERT: I did hear him, and
possibly I understood him more than did
the hon, member.

Hon. W. J. George: I like your modesty.

Mr. LAMBERT: On a question of this
sort the Premier is big enough to realise
that it is not a matter of party politics. I
should be disappointed iii him if I found
he thought this a question upon which the
members of the party ought to see eye to
eye with him. I have not heard him express
any such opinion, and therefore I need not
discuss it. I am one of those who think
that if the Federal Government are going
to show any good faith towards Western
Australia, the first thing to ask of them, not
only as regards control of the North-West,
but as regards other matters set out by way
of preamble to their. offer, is that they carry
out the recommendations of the Federal Dis-
abilities Boyal Conmmission. The time is not
ripe for coining to a definite conclusion
about the future control of the North-West.
At least it is inappropriate to attempt to
do so in the dying hours of a Parliament.
The first words of the Prime Minister's
letter are-

In reference to proposals for remedying the
financial position of Western kustralln, which,
were indicated to you in May last-

and so on. If the Federal Government
want to relieve us of our financial disabili-
ties, not only as regards development of the
North-West, but also in other respects, let
them carry out the recommendations of the
Commission created by them. Ineffective
as I believe the government of the north of
Australia to be, I consider it can be made

infinitely better than government by aCom-
mnonwealth Commission or any other Fed-
eral authority provided a fair degree of
financial consideration is shown. 'If it is
ever considered that for development pur-
poses we ought to cede part of our territory
to the Commonwealth, certain distinct safe-
guards should he laid down, including safe-
guards as to the amount of money to be
spcnt and the way it is to be spent. Over-
shadowing all other considerations as re-
gards the control of the north, there are,
however, the people concerned. They ought
to be consulted. I hope the Premier, h-re-
spective of the fate of the amendment or of
the motion, will not be hasty in arriving at
any conclusion about the north. The mat-
ter can well he left over until after the elec-
tion of the next Parliament. People speak
in a light and. airy manner about ceding this
part of our territory to the Commonwealth.
Since responsible government the total
amount spent by Western Australia on the
development of the North-West has
amounted to only £2,700,000. Was there
ever any cry that we should cede the South-
West when it was in an undeveloped and
unpeopled condition, practically in the same
ratio of population to territory as the north
of Australia9 There has been no Ontcry
for ceding the South-West, where in five or
six years we have spent 31/2 millions.

Member: Five millions.

Mr. LAMBERT: The figures are appal-
ling. I can scarcely contemplate them with-
out developing a mania to get a six-cham-
bered revolver and shoot the man responsible
for the expenditure. When we throw five
millions into the South-West, which has
never developed anything since it was in-
habited by white men-

Hon. W. J. George: What are yon talk-
ing about?

Mr. LAMBERT: I am speaking rom-
paratively.

Mr. Mlann: Whast about the timber in-
dustry?

Mr. LAMBERT: Did the white men make
the imber grow there? If so, that is all
the white men have done ever since the
South-West has been inhabited.

Hon. W. J. George: White mn with
limited means pioneered the South-West.

Mr. LAMBERT: The people of the
North-West have just as courageously de-
veloped their country, allowing for the dif-
fm-ence in ratio of population to area.
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Hon. W. J1. George: No one denies it,
and we all admire them.

Mr. LAMBERT: If I had to decide
whether the South-West or the North-West
should be given up to the Commonwealth,
I do not know that I would not rather Sur-
render the South-West.

Hon. W. J. George: We wvill not give up
an ything.

Mr. LAIMBERT: However, I do not wish
to enter into a discussion of the relative
muerits of the North-West and the South-
West. I do not know that the amendment
need he considered seriously. The serious-
niess of the motion is apparent to most mem-
bers. Nothing could possibly have given
the Government greater concern than to
dismiss, as they have done for the lime
being, the Commonwealth Government's
proposals. After all said and done, the
matter may well stand over until the new
Parliament has been elected, since a few
months are nothing in the history of a coun-
try. If the result of ceding the North-West
is to he a repetition of the lamentable dis-
play of administrative inefficiency that has
been seen in the Northern Territory, we
shall be well advised to cry off the ceding
of even one square mile of our territory to
the Commonwealth.

MR. ANGELO (Gascoyne) [8.10] : Like
other members who have spoken, I do not
think the Federal Government's offer could
be seriously considered. I am indeed pleased,
however, that an opportunity has been given
to this House to discuss the future develop-
mient of the North-West. To my mind, Aus-
tralia can be likened to a house whose front
rooms arc oecupivd by certain wealthy fam-
ies-.New South Welshmen, Victoriains,
South Australians and others-who have
muade themselves very comfortable, while the
back rooms arc practically empty. There i,
not even at bolt on the back door to keep out
intruders. In the back yard there is a wood
pile with a nigger in it-perhaps I should
anv a thousand million nigrs. The nigger
is getting larger and larger, and getting
most uncomfortable. He knows that the
back rooms of the house aire empty, and
that there is no bolt on the back door; and
lie is beginning to east longing eyes, realis-
lug how happy be could make himself and
his rapidly growing family in those back
rooms if he could only occupy them. The
p~eople in the front rooms are living in a

condition of false security. It is their duty
as well as ours to see that the back rooms
are occupied. It is no use saying that there
is no menace in the North. I heard an hon.
member interject that the Singapore Naval
Base is going to be our safeguard. What
Would be the use of that base if Great
Britain got embroiled in another great war
and we at the same time were intoul
with our Eastern neighbours? Let me point
to one Small nation that has -expended in
recent years. That nation has an area of
only 236,000 square miles and a population
Of SO millions. That means 339 People to
every square mile of country. Close to her
-shores there is ain area, Our north, of
1,150,000 square miles with a population of
Only 191,000 People, of whom 05 per cent.
zn-c in the northern part of Queensland.
1,1 our North-West there is only one person
to 67 square Miles, and in the Northern Ter-
ritory there is only One person to 113 square
mliles. It is all very well to say that there
is no danger, but we know the history of the
country to which I allude. I remember that
40 or 50 years ago those people were re-
garded as at joke when they attempted to
form' a navy. What have they to-day? One
of the finest navies in thle world. It is no
uSe shutting our eyes to this menace. We
tell those people that they cannot come into
Austr-alia, that l-e will not have them here,
that this is a white man's country. We are
casting slurs onl them every day. Is it to
be believ-ed that the friendly relations exist-
ing to-day will continue for all time? That
is thle menace we have to look to, and that
is thle reason whly the North-West of this
Slate has to be populated, and Populated
pretty' quickly to, The nation I allude to is
increasing at the rate of close on a million
j)QOlbk per year. In, six years that excess
alone wvould practically catch up with our
p)opulaftion; and here 'we are shutting our
1)C5 to tile loenace confronting us every
day. We are living in a fool's paradise.
That is the On!ly reason whv- I am~ so keen to
see sonic scheme adopted for developingr and
Peopling our North-West, together with the
other northern portions of Australia, he
speedily as possible. I have said many
tinlies in this House that being an old West-
ern Australian, I do not want to see the
North-West leave this State; but for years
Past N-c have Izad the declaration made by
sueees~xve Governments that they do not
Possess the mneans for developing the North-
West. It our Governments cannot do that
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work, it is their duty to point out the situa-
tion to the Federal Governent and the Im-
perial Government, so that what is neces-
sary for the safety of Australia, and for the
safety of the British Empire, 'nay be donq
wit hout further delay. Again, after all, who
i4 the authority that should do it'! Who
should be the chief mover, looking at it from
a defence point of view"~ The Federal Gov-
erment, of course, whose function it is to
see to the defence of Australia.

MNr. Mfachalum Smith: They can do all
tflat flow.

Mr. ANKGELO: Of course. The Premier
pointed out that already a precedent has
been es-tablished in the roads development
scheme. flowever, I am afraid that will not
answer, because the Federal Constitution
will prevent any one State fronm getting a
concession that another State has not.

The I'remier: No, no; we are getting
concessions now. Tasmania and Western
Australia both get special grants. The Con-
stitution allows it.

Mr. ANbGELO : But that would have to
be approved by the Federal Parliament, and
I doubt whether we shall get that Parlia-
ment to .ngree to give us another amount
for Westera Aiustralia. to he used in the
development of the North.

The Premier: There is no constitutional
bar to deveclopingt the North.

The Mliniister for Works: What about the
MLurra vwaters scheme, and what about
Queensland sugar?

31r. Davy: But that is iii the miatter of
trade.

The Premier: We and Tasmania are get-
tiiig special money grants.

,Nir. ANGELO: Well, if' that scheme could
he carried out, I should he delighted, for we
could then retain the North. However, I
amn afraid it cannot be done. If it cannot,
our bounden duly is to try to come to some
arrangement with the Federal Government
whereby they will take over our North on
certain conditions and people and develop
it. But in handing- over the North, we should
have binding conditions to be entered into.

The Premier:. That is what I amn trying In
set, to.

Mr. AN-OELO: Two conditions are es-
sential. One has been mentioned already
by the Premier, namely, that the Federal
Government should undertake to spend a
certain fixed sum every year on developing
the North, apart from the cost of adminis-
tration. It was the cost of administration

that prevented the development of the Nor
themn Territory.

'Jr. Macaluin Smith:: How would yot
enforce it",

.1r. AINGELO: If it wvere contained ir
a properly signed agreement it could be en,
forced in the Hligh Court. The seetind eon.
dirion would he that before the awreemneni
was signed a certain figure of populatiols
should be determined, so that when the NortL
reached that figure it should automatically
beoome a State of the Commonwealth. That
would prevent the Federal Government f row
getting hold of our North and keeping it foz
all time. We do not wvant them to have it for
keeps. I should like them to have it and
hold it in its transition stage, until it reaches
the status that would allow it to become one
of the Federal family. Another suggestion
I make to the Premier is that when this mat-
ter of banding over the North-West is being
considered he should endeavour to make this
a uniform concrete scheme for the whole of
Northern Australia. If we hand over our
,North to the Federal Government, they

shudo hi~part throw in their Northern
Territory and, if thought advisable, secure
the Northern portion of Queensland in order
to make uip one huge territory to be peopled
and developed as a system of Crown colonies.
That territory is altogether too big to he
treated either as one colony or one State. In
their lst proposals the Federal Govern-
mnent want our 'North and their Northern
Territory to he treated as one area. I say
that area is too big. What I think should be
done is that the whole of the North, our
North, the Northern Territory, and the nor-
thern portion of Queensland, should be put
into one scheme for development under the
Crown colony system and divided into three
or foar colonies, to be administered by some
similar method. That would then give a uni-
formn policy of development, and an assur-
ance that all parts, of the north of Australia
were being- developed and peopled. Moreover,
it would create a healthy rivalry between the
iiew colonists to see which of the colonies
first qualified to get into the family circle. It
would be of no use to populate and develop
our own Nrth and then find the Northern
TVrritor -y left in its neglected state; or to
see Queensland being wvell developed, whilst
lie Northern Territory and our own North

'were left unpeopled. What we want is a
strong united front of defence presented to-
wairds the menace that is gradually becoming
more and. more acute in the far North. The
Federal Government may be able to carry out
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a scheme of development by means of Crown
colonies. They would not require any legis-
latures in those colonies. It would be suf-
ficient to have a small advisory council, con-
sisting half of Government officials and the
other half of representatives elected by the
people. That council could recommend to
the Federal Government how the develop-
mental money should be spent, and could
also suggest from time to time what legislative
measures were required for the North. A
Goveriiment Resident could be appointed to
represent the Crown and act as chairman for
the advisory council in each of the colonies.
Then those colonies certainly should each
have a representative in the House of Repre-
sentatives to voice the requirements and
opinions of the people of each particular col-
ony. Lastly I suggest that the Federal Cab-
inet should have a special Minister for the
North whose sole duty would be to see that
the northern portions of Australia were pro-
perly developed and peopled. At least six
months of that Minister's time should be
spent in the North making him person-
ally acquainted with the requirements of the
people up there, a totally different method of
administration from that applied to the Nor-
thern Territory, where there hats been no ad-
visory council, hot simply a few officials who
knew nothing whatever about the North. It
would be a totally different thing to have an
advisory council thoroughly wvell acquainted
with the North. It has been suggested that
instead of the 26th parallel, the 20th should
now he adopted. I have no quarrel with that.
Tim part of Western Australia that create~s
the weak link in the defence of the Empire is
north of the 20thi parallel. When that terri-
tory is peopled and developed, the middle
part can rest in safety- Moreover, between
Shark Bay, representing the 26th parallel,
and Port Hedland, near which the 20th
liarellel crosses, there are no great harbours
that would be of use to any foreign navy;
whereas further north, in the Itimberleys,
there are plenty of beautiful horbours, each
of which would form a base for a foreign
squadron. Therefore, I uni not quarrelling
with the suggestion that in future negotia-
tions the 20th and not the 26th parallel,
should be the basis. A grea2' many people
seem to think that if we hand over the
North, Western Australia will lose some-
thing. But we cannot lose anythinig, for the
Federal authorities will not he able to shift
our North from its present position. They
cannot, for instance, take the land away and
fill up Bass Strait with it. It must always
remain -where it is, and consequently the

southern portion of Western Australia must
always get the benefit of it from a business
point of view. We witl lose very little indeed
by the proposed change. We may lose a little
in taxation, but if the North is going to be
developed quickly and carry a population of
25,000 or 50,000, instead of the present
5,000, the people of the South will derive
great benefit by the additional market
created. I ask the Premier to consider the
point of view that the handing over of our
North should only be part of a general
scheme for die developing and peopling of
the whole of Northern Australia. Wh y
should we look at it from a parochial or
Western Australian point of view alone? Cer-
tainly it is the duty of the Federal Govern-
ment to regard it from an Australian stand-
pocint. I hope some scheme of that kind
will he suggested, and later on adopted. I
should be sorry to lose the North, but if it
is impossible for us to develop it, let us
hand it over to those who can develop it, but
let us impose strict conditions that will safe-
guard Western Australia to the extent of as-
s4uring her that the North will not become
a Corm-nonweaith territory for all time, but
will be held by the Federal Government only
until it qualifies to become a State of the
C'ommnonwealth. I thank the Premier for
having given us this opportunity to debate
the question. The mratter is very urgent andi
should not be lost sight of. The menace I
spoke of is gradually increasing day by day.
At any time something might happen that
will make it very serious indeed. We must
all agree that time is the essence of the con-
tract. fIu my opinion we shall not be able to
safeguard our North-West for more. than an-
other 20 years, unless we people it and de-
velop it: Let us do this and keep Australia
for all time a country inhabited exclusively
by British people.

MR. DAVY (West Perth) [8.30]; T
wvould like to define my attitude on the
amendment. I find myself unable to agree
with the amendment, although very fre-
quently I think the Government have done
things worthy of censure. I am not pre-
pared to say in this instance, on the facts
hefore us, that they have acted iii a manner
that deserves severe criticism:' As a Cabinet
they have in effect suggested to the Com-
monwealth Government that the proposals
so far made are not acceptable to thenm, but
that possibly other proposals based on those
already made, but varied, may be worthy
of consideration. f do not find myself able
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to agree that the Government should be
censured publicly for adopting that
course. The question as to what should
be done with the northern part of
our State is fraught with the great-
est possible dilliculty. We have heard
in recent years constant criticism of
this Government and past Governments, in
tact of all Governments, that nothing has
been done for the North, but when those
critics have been challenged to produce some
concrete sceeme for the better development
of the North, in the big majority of cases
they have been unable to advance any. It
is futile to suggest that the North can be
developed by expendiag- large 'sums of
money. After all, as we know, money is
not all-powerful; money will not uy
everything, and we might spend one thous-
and million pounds on the North and pro-
duce no result except the waste of that one
thousand million pounds, unless it was
spent in pursuance of a well thought out
and practical plan for the development of
the country.

Mr. Thomson: That is absolutely essen-
tial.

Mr. DAVY: Of course it is. I would
suggest that before this State or the Comn-
monwealth, or, for that matte;, the Imperial
Parliament, start to spend large sums of
money on the North, we first decide what we
want to do and how what we want to do
can be carried out, how much it is going to
cost and whether, when it has been done,
we shall be better off than we are now.
With all respect to the barrackers for the
northern part of the State, I find that in
-nearly all cases when you challenge them
to produce a scheme, they cannot do- so.

Hon. W. I). Johnson: It is impossible to
produce a scheme until you unlock the land.

Mr. DAVY: The hon. member has sug-
gested a scheme. It may be a bad scheme,
but he has suggested something. He says,
"U3nlock the laud." Of course there is an
answer to that, but whether it is a final onie
or not I am not prepared to say at the
moment. The answer is, "CThe lands are
unlocked." The lands in any part of the
State at present held on pastoral lease are
there available for anybody who desires to
use them for agriculture.

Mr. RFl B. Johnston: They can he made
available.

Mr. DAVY: Yes, by any Government at
an~ time.

Mx. Withers: Can they be made avail-
able for sheep-raising against camel-raising?

Mr. DAVY: Of course.
Mr. Withers: They cannot.

Mr. DAVY: Why not? We have been
talking about the 26th parallel and the 20th
parallel. Further north of those parallels
there are sheep stations. The 26th parallel
runs right through the middle of the sheep-
raising area of Western Australia, that is,
that portion of the sheep-raising area that
is not also a farming area. It is ridiculous
to suggest that you can effect anything in
the North by unlocking the land. It does
not matter to the prosperity of Western
Australia whether one man sheep farms a
million acres, provided he does it to the
full extent of the million acries, or whether
four men do it.

Mr. Thomson: There arc at the present
time millions of acres of good pastoral
country not carrying a hoof.

Mr, DAVY: I am aware of that, and that
they are ready to be taken up, and are no
further from lines of communication than
were the lands which were taken up 30 or
40 years ago.

Mr. Chesson: 'Not along water fronts.

iMr. DAVY: When members who have
lived in that country and have travelled
over it, interject, I find myself overcome
with humility at any suggestion that I
should contradict them because I have not
been there. I have, however, been told that
there are large tracts of country in West-
ern Australia at the present time still not
taken up, but that every -year a little more
is taken np. But I have been led away by
the member for Guildford from what I was
endeavouring to show. T sin prepared to
predict, and most people -who will think
clearly will agree, that so far no practical
comprehensive scheme for the rapid de-
velopment of the northern part of Western
Australia has been put up by anybody.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is -rendered
imnpossible because of the leases having been
extended to 1948.

Mr. DAVY: I find it difficult to answer
that; it is like an axiom, the answer to it.
t is a truth that you cannot prove:- it is
obvious.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: If you knew any-
thing about the Worth you would appreciate
it.
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Mr. DAVY: How much does the bon.
member know about the North?

Hon. W. Di. Johnson: 1 have been there
two or three times, and I have worked there.

Mr. DAVY: That is of just as much value
as not having been there, or of merely hav-
ing read about it. floes the member for
Guildford suggest that part of the scheme
is to wipe out the leaseholds?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: A condition pre-
cedent to any form of development.

Mr. DAVY: Very good. But very bad
as the suggestion is, it is at least a concrete
suggestion. The hon. ingmber says, first of
all, wipe out the leases that exist. Then
what? Has he anything to suggest to fol-
low that proposal '1

Hon. W. Di. Johnson: Population will
follow.

Mr. DAVY: What wilt the population
do I I do not wish to be led aside from the
argument I have in my mind. I am not say-
ing that there is not something that cannot
be done in the North. God forfend that I
should. Apart from the suggestion of the
member for Guildford, and a somewvhat Simi-
lar one that, for instance, a barbed wire fence
should be erected and that it should be
patrolled by returned soldiers with rifles,
and that then we should sell everything north
of the fence to a private company for a few
million pounds and allow them to employ
nigger labour-apart from such suggestions,
I have not heard a concrete comprehensive
scemeie advanced for the development of the
North. I am not saying there may not be
one, but I have not heard of one. Whether
the State spends money, or the Common-
wealth spends it, we have no right to spend
it in developing that part of Western Aus-
tralia until we have formed a concrete plan.
What sort of criticism would have followed
if the Leader of the Opposition, when Pre-
mier, had committed Western Australia to
the expenditure of millions in the South-
West before having formulated a scheme for
the expenditure of that money? Whatever
criticism may have been offered, he did pre-
pare a scheme first of all as to how the
South-West should be developed, aind then
he borrowed the money.

Hon. W. Di. Johnson: He did have the
land there.

Mr. DAVY: I admit that what the mem-
ber for Guildford ugetdwas something
concrete. It may he quite ridiculous, but
that is irrelevaint. That is the first move.

The next move it, to advance some scheme
for development. Tim lion, member suggests
that there is an obstacle. Then remove the
obstacle. After that, what? My feeling in
this matter is that we ought not to be pre-
pared at the moment to reject or to accept
the Oommonwvenath proposals. I think we
ought to give the Commonwealth credit for
bona fides, if nothing, el-'> We ought to ap-
proalch them in the attitude that we should
reason together and not close the door by
either accepting or rejecting any proposal
put up, and in that way try to find out first
of all howv any money thait ihey may supply,
or that we may supplY, shall be spent to the
advantage of the people who live in the
North and to the advantage of Western Aus-
tralia and the whole oC Australia.

Mr. Thomson: That is what we want.
The Minister for Works: We all say that.

Mr. DAVY: 'We tire all agreed on what
we. are discussing,- to night. I imagine that
the members or the Government feel that if
we could only get away from verbiage we
could all agree. We CanI Join forces with
the Commonwealth Ciovernment, wvhichever
party happens to he ;in power, and get the
best intelligence and the brightest ideas from
till sides, and find out how best the northern
part of the State can be developed. When
we decide that, let us srart arguing the point
as to who shall supply the money and who
.shall control the expundliture of it. I find
myself in agreement wvith some of those
members who to-night havre doubted seri-
ously whether time Commonwealth Govern-
ment are likely- to rule or govern the expen-
diture of money in. the northern parts of
W~stern Auqtralia as wvell as can the WVest-
ern Australian Government. We have
seen what they have done in the Nor-
thern Territory, which is not a monu-
ment of the efficiency of the Federal
Government, whichever one has been in
power during the administration of that
territory by the Commonwealth. It; is a
sorry tale and I do not think we ought to be
ready at this moment to allow the Common-
wealth Government to take over the northern
part of our State, nor on the other hand
should we say to them, "We will not allow
you to have it and we resent your offer to
take it over." T suggest to the Premier that
he might well withdraw his motion and that
the Leader of the Country Party should
withdraw his amendment.

Mr. Thomson: And continue the negotia-
tions.
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Mr. DAVY: We eruuld get an assurance
from the Prepnier that thte negotiations wvill
be continued writlh the Commonwealth Gov-
ernmat, or reopen them wvith a view to solv-
ing the problem.

The 'Iinistcr for Wcrks: They have never
been closed.

Mfr. DAVY: lj) to the present time, from
the report given tu us to-night, they have not
been closed, hut if the Motion is carried,
they will look like being- closed. It will cer-
tainty close one portion of the proposal.

The Premier: The portion closed has
already been abandoned by the Common-
wealth.

Mr. Thomson:- Because you rejected it.
Mr. DAVY: That does not matter. T

suggest we leave it as open as wre can. We
should indicate to thi Federal Government
that ive aire prepared to negotiate on any
basis, and to discus,; how best the grave
problem of properly populating the north-
ern parts of Western Australia can be
effected. Then the final decision will he left
for five or six months hence, when a new
Parliament will have been elected.

MR. J. H. SMITH (Nelson) [8.46]:- I
support the motion. It is indeed interesting
to know that members on the Opposition
side of the House, who always pose as
State righters, should not favour the retain-
ing of the whole of our State rights, in op-
position to the Government of the country.
They are always looked upon as unification-
ists. Possibly members on this side of the
House are looking for something special.
Yet they have spoken as unifleationists I

Mr. Lindsay: IUaifleationists?
Mr. J. H. SMITH: Of course we know

that the party in power are unificationists.
The Minister for Works: You frequently

make statements that are without founda-
tion.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: This evening we have
heard members on this side of the House
supportingr tbe Federal Government and
advocatingr unifleation, by giving away a
large portion of our territory. Some months
ao-zo, when speaking on the Address-in-reply,
T heard the Leader of the Opposition say
that the Federal Government were trying to
take swat ;oie of our State rights-. This
evening *inembers. on the Opposition side
'hare advocated giving away ertain parts
4f our territoryv to the Federal Government.

Mr. Thomson: We never said that.
'Mr Angelo: Who -aid *n?

Mr&. J. H. SMITH: The member for
Katanning said so in effect, and so did other
hon. members. I was astonished to hear
their remarks.

Mr. Angelo: What you suiggest was never
stated.

Mr. J. HI. SMITH: I can afford to ignore
the cheap gibes against me regarding my
position as a representative of the South-
West, for I am a State righter. I heard the
Leader of the Opposition gay that the North-
West was worth many millions of pounds to
this State. Yet there are members here who
suggest we should let the Federal Govern-
ment have that territory.

Mr. Angelo: Who said 50.
Mr. J. H. SMITH: In affect, you said so.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I1 must ask the

bon. member not to address other hon. mem-
bers in the first person.

Mr. J. HI. SMITH: If 1 am baited, I
will reply.

Mr. Angelo: It is a matter of brains.
MCr. J. H. SMITH:- Good God!1 If you

have brains you are sitting on them I
Mr. SPEARER: Order! Will the hon.

member proceed.
Mr. J. H. SMITH: I ask hon. members

not to oppose the motion. It will be ridicu-
Ions if we favour parting with any of oar
territory and allow the Federal Government
to take away any more of our State rights,
We know there are secessionists in Western
Australia who are spreading the contention
that we are not getting a fair deal from the
Commonwealth. Yet we hare heard hou.
members say to-night that we should agree
to forfeit more of our rights. Whether it
is a party matter or not, I will not favour
letting up one iota nor will I agree to give
away one acre to the Commonwealth by
means of my vote. I applaud the Premier
for his motion. I cannot imagine any mem-
ber speaking against it, unless it be for sel-
fish purposes.

The Premier: It has me a bit puzzled,
too.

Mr. J. 1-1. SIITH: We have heard North-
\Vrst members say, "Let us cut adrift."

Ili. Angelo: I have not heard one word
said to that effect.

Mr. ' J. II. SMIfTH: You have advocated it
yvourself all night long.

'Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I have already
spoken to the hon. member!

Mr. J, H1. SM,%ITH: All right Sir! Has
not Western Australia always endeavoured
fo give thle NorthWest; a. fair deal in everyV
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respect Ila% t! we not al-ways endeavoured
to spend the money that was raised as rev-
ernue from the North-West? Has not the
Minister for Works been through the North-
West and outlined a special road-making
scheme for that part of the State? What
more do they expect? What could any
Treasurer do, with the assistance of Parlia-
ment, to develop the North-Wes~t more than
has been done in the past? Why should any
member of this House, uinless it be for mere
selfish motives and with the idea of gaining
somie special favour-unlessi it be that there
is some underground engineering going on
that is not in the best interests of Western
Australia-adopt the attitude that we have
noticed to-night ? Why do they say they
want to isolate the northern parts of the
State? Why do they say we are not capable
of dealing with thc problems- of this State?
Is it not possible to surmount those troubles?
Has not the North got four representatives
in this House, although the electorates have
very restricted numbers of electors cam-
pared, for instance, with the Canning elec-
torate?9 Have they not three representatives
ia the Legislative Council, despite the fact
that mnost of their electors are in Perth ?
Has the North-West ever suffered? Would
those hon. members be prepared to take a
referendum and abide by the decision on this
question, merely because there are a few'
malcontents!? I cannot understand the atti-
tude of some hon. members at all. Perhaps
they think that by ubjeting to thu Pre-
mier's motion they wvill gain some benefit
themselves. We should remember that we
are Western Australians first. We should
not forfeit any of our rights, although -we
comnnenced to forfeit them when we went
into Federation. Wie will again make a
mistake if we forfeit any of our territory
to the Federal authorities. It will not be
done with the aid of my voice or vote. I
am emphatically in favour of the Premier's
motion.

BM. TEESDALE (Roebourne) [S.54]:
We have heard one or two speakers deal
with North-West matters to-aighit. Cer-
tainy some of the remarks were very much
on the tight side. The memher for Murray-
Wellington (Hon. W. J. George) gave us
some very illuminating particulars relating
to that part of the State, and at the finish
informed an interested House that he knew
nothing about the North. He had not the
slightest idea of what it meant to the State

and knew nothing about it at all. He did
not know whether it had been a drag Upon
the State but be waxed almost sentimental
about it; in fact ] wvas afraid he was, going
to end up in tears. But he knew nothing
about. it. To inc it was most pathetic. Yet,
according to him, the North mutst not be
taken aiway, despite the fact that he knew
nothing at all shout its value. Then the
member for Nelson (Mr. J. H. Smith) spoke
about the North-West. We might have
thought that he was a member of the Cab-
inet! He made a most emphatic speech.
He waved his hands about and made state-
meats at random albott a subject of which
lie apparently knew nothing. All this was
most disconcerting to any North-West miem-
her desiring to commence his speech.

Mr. J. H. Smith: You flit the g0reatest
State-righiter in the House.

Mr. TEESDALE. The member for Yelsou
spoke a lot about things concerning which
hoe knows little.

Mr. Clydesdale: You do not seem to be a
happy family on that side of the House.

Mr. TEESDALE: As to his remarks about
State-righters, I have not the slightest idea
whiat lie refers to, He has never heard me
use the expressioa "State-righter" sinica I
ihnve been in the House.

Air. J. H. Smith: You use it every night.
11r. TEESO ALE:- The heon. member

swvept his hands around grandiloquently and
talked about every member on this side of
the Hoeuse expressing certain opinions on
uniflcation. The member for West Perth
(Mr. Davy) and the member for Gascoyne
(Mr. Angelo) spoke, but neither referred
to unification at all.

Mr. J. H. Smith:- On a point of order, the
member for Roebourne said that I waved
my hands about grandiloquently and said
that I had referred to everyone on this side
of the House. I never used that remark and
I ask for a withdrawal.

Mr. SPEA]KER:- There is no point of
order at all.

Mr, J. H. Smith: The member fur Roe-
bourne qaid that T waved my hands about
grandiloquently.

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. member
desire a withdrawal of the sweep of] the
hands?

'Mr. J. H. Smith: No, his referenice to
all members on this side of the House.

M r. SPEAKER: The member for Roe-
bournea will withdraw "all members on this
side of the House."

3083



[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. TEESDALE: 1 will withdraw the
expression. 1 have a newspaper cutting that
I desire to quote. I do not like doing so,
because we hear such disrespectful remarks
about newspapers. We are told that we
must not believe anything that appears in
the papers and we are told that we must
not quote anything that the papers say.

-Mr. Mann: lIt all depends on the paper.
Mr. TEESDALE: I will quote this cut-

ting for the benefit of those hon. members
who bare spoken, hut know nothing about
what they have discussed. This is what the
papier said-

There arc people who argue that we should
tenaciously hold all the territory we have anid
trust to goad fortune or the process of the
years for development. They are heedless of
the fact that, left to ourselves, we cannot hope
to do justice to our vast North-West inside
probably fifty years; they think in terms of
square mailes andi believe there is weal.th in the
mere ownership of great spaces, even when
they- are empty. It is impossible to show themi
that they would he more prosperous if they
gave all their attention to a smaller area, and
cut out the expense of the territory they P-an-
not satisfactorily haadle. It may be trusted that
amongst these people will not be numbered
either the members of our Government or of
our Parliameat.

That is very trenchant and if it does not hit
the member for Nelson right on the top of
the head, I do not know what will. I have
noticed a certain sameness about some of
the speeches. I am confident of this, that
next time I shall not be sio modest. I have
allowed others to speak before mc, particu-
larly those who know nothing about the
North-West, and at this late hour I shall
bare to cut short my remarks. A.- some
members know so little about the North-
West, I shall not apologise for forcing my
opinions upon the House willy nilly. If
they do not appreciate it, there are four
means of eg-ress from the Chamber. There
are many people in this State who are not
aware that the country north of the 26th
parallel of south latitude, which touches the
coastline at about Shark Bay and extends
right across to the South Australian boun-
dary, is a huge territory with a very small
population. During the last 20 or 25 years
-1 shall not say 40 -years because that is
rather an odious term to the Premier who
objects to anything abouit the term, forty
years ago--this huge territory has gradually
lost its population. There seems to be less
work there than ever. No public works ap-
pear to be going on in that part of the

State, and, naturally, it is not possible to
keep men there Ui there is no work for them
to do. The low price of beef has caused a
terrible depression in the cattle industry,
and altogether that part of Western Aus-
tralia is in a very depressed and serious
condition. It does not necessarily follow
that one is detracting from any part of the
State -when he feels impelled to speak re-
gretfully of it. I speak regretfully of the
North because I knew that country in its
palmy days. I have seen those streets that
are now empty most days in the week
packed with camel teams, horse and bullock
teams until one could scarce walk through
them. One speaks regr~etfully of the changes
that hare occurred and that are occurring.
It is very sorrowful to see those towns
becoming of less importance and some
of them practically deserted. The mineral
wealth awaiting development asserts itself
occasionally, to wit, the splendid Braeside
silver lend mine, the tantalite and tin at
WodginaH, the huge deposits of iron ore at
Yampi Sound. All those shows have posi-
tively asserted themselves in spite of the
isolation that every member of this House,
I am sure, recognises. I think it is indica-
tive of the wonderful work up there that
those shows have positively obtruded them-
selves with very little effort on the part of
the prospectors. Most of them have been
found accidentally. The mineral wealth of
the North has been spoken of and written
of ad infinitum, so no further comment from
me is necessary. The Minister for Mlfines,
during his short term of office, has been in.-
formed and I am afraid worried quite
sufficiently about the wonderful wealth of
the North-West. I do not think he ques-
tions it at a)]. Hfe recognises with a good
many others that various circumstances have
occurred to prevent those fields from hav-
ing a proper chance. We know of the dis-
astrons back rush in the Rimberleys; it was
a terrible disaster that so many men never
got to the field at alT. They were met by
others, who had been unfortunate, and the
field did not have a chance. It was a hope-
ful sign to me when I. saw the prob-
lam of the North brought into prominence
by the Federal proposals. I thought, "Well,
here at last we are going to have
something done. Some biz scheme will be
proposed to rescue this hugh territory from
the depression that is positively throttling
it." Everyone who read,; must recognise
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that the north of this State is and is likely
to be for some time a menace from a defence
point of view. There is no question about
that. The member for Gascoyne (Mr.
Angelo) stressed that point pretty fully, and
I thoroughly agree wvith him that perhaps
the importance it demands is not attached
to this particular feature. It is well known
amongst those who knew the North many
years ago that on one occasion a Japanese
warship came there and landed a crew who
went to one of the stations, bought sheep
and took them down on board. That vessel
left the beach without scarely a soul more
than the native knowing any thing about it.
If such a thing as that is possible, surely a
vessel, owned by a hostile nation that would
have taken all possible precautions, might
have landed a crew there without anyone be-
ing the wiser. We knew nothing of it until we
found Japanese papers stuck in the cleft of
a stick where they had been running their
survey lines. It dloes not. require a great
stretch of imagination to picture a fleet
landing its men on that coast whenever they
thought fit and in circumstances when per-
haps the British Navy would not be able to
send a few warships to protect our coast, as
it always has done up to the present. We
have in this country a number of empty-
headed fools who talk about Australia's
ability to protect herself. History shows
that Australia did splendel service during
war in protecting herself and others, but it
might be that Australia wvill be called upon
at some time to do a lot more than she has
done, and we shall perhaps then be unfor-
tunate in not having- the help that hitherto
has been so generously ace'orded us at the
slightest sign of any danger to Australia.
It may be like waving a red rag to a bull to
mention to some membe rq the name of Mr.
Bruce.

Ron. W. J. George: Bruce and the spider?9
Mr. TEESDALE: I dto not mean the man

who watched the spider's web so long; I
mean our illustrious Prime Minister. Any-
how, if any member is upset at hearing the
name, I should like him to keep it to him-
self because it is a pitiful spirit for a mem-
ber of Parliament to exhibit on a question
of such magnitude as we are discussing to-
night. It is a question of magnitude to the
people who live in the North. Beyond the
few isolated towns on the North-West coast,
settlement consists of lnge pastoral inter-
ests. Yet it is well knowvn that most of that
territory is capable of producing wealth far

beyond its present output. Amongst the
comments that the Prime Minister made re-
garding the proposal wvas the followig:-

Further, the task of properly developing this
country is beyond the capabilities of the State
Government.

That is an ordinary and reasonable thing to
say; no one could take exception to it. I
think it showed on 31r. Bruce's part a very
healthy interest in this State for him to go
out of his wvay to form~ulate a few reasons
-why the Federal Government should come to
the help of the State Government. On
several occasions both the present Premier
and the er-Premier have admitted that the
finances of the State do not admit of the
North being exploited in proportion to its
requirements. Mr. Bruce went on to say -

Thle Commonwealth Government recognise
that the work is one not lightly to be under-
taken, and the believe success can be attained
oily by the expenditure of a large sum of
money, which will not be productive for many
years.

I do not think those paragraphs should be
lightly dismissed. There is great food for
thought in then,. I do not wvish to provoke
any interjeetions from those members 'who
may possibly take exception to my sometimes
using the word "North" instead of "North-
West." I think they might on this particular
occasion he observant of the fact that I have
not mande a single inteijeclion in the course
of the delivery of five -pe'~ehes, which per-
haps is a record for mne.

Mr. Withers: Quite unusual.
3[r. TEESDALE: I 1101V members will

recognise that it is ull"'til and will refrain
from making- interjin. whle I am speak-
ing. It occurred to ine b-night, when I
heard so mutch play being made or the word
"rejected," that it would have been much
simpler for the Premier and the Government
to have given the Commonwealth proposals
a little more publicity. There seems to have
been an unnecessary secrecy about them, and
I think the Premier has himself to blame for
being misunderstood, if he has been.

MTr. Thomson: Hear, hear!
iMr. TEESDALE: There are hundreds of

men in the city, and I assure the Premier I
am speaking impartially flow, that to-day
are under the impression that the Premier
rejected the proposals put before him by the
Federal Government. T was certainly of
that opinion. T bad not tile remotest idea
that there was any question about it until
I heard the rather laboured explanation of
the Premier to-day that he meant nothing
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of the kind. He is unfortunate in the fact
of the word "rejected" having been used on
two or three occasions. There can be no
question of the meaning of the word "re-
jected." It means passed out, emptied out,
booted out, finished. .1 cannot imagine how
the Premier can fail to see that there was
some little looseness in his letter that ad-
mitted of being read into it that the pro-
posal was only temporarily disposed of and
that the Government were open to receive
fresh proposals. Possibly I would not have
written these notes this morning if I bad
known as much as I know to-night. The
fact remains that that was my opinion, and
my notes are based onr that opinion. I
thought the Commonwealth proposal was
turned down once and for all.

Mr. Thomson: So it is, too.
M'r. TEESDALE: I did not feel the

slightest bit comforted in bearing that the
Premier had left the matter open by suggest-
ing that the transfer of the land north of the
20th parallel of latitude be entertained.
I have no interest in it if we are
to be left as , a little buffer !State
between the southern part of Western
Australia and the Federal area that
would start at the 20tht parallel. It would
be no good to us. Let ale say that I repre-
sent here to-night four road boards that
have taken great interest in this matter.
They have had several meetings and have
sent a deputation to Perth specially to ask
me to bring this matter before the House.
Their wish is that their district should be
included in the proposed Federal transfer.
There is no question about that; I am not
exaggerating it. At the proper time I may
have an opportunity to prove what I say.
'My opinion is that the onfer was one that
should at laest have been decided by the
people who reside in the North.

Mr. Thomson: Hlear, hear!
Mr. TEESI)ALE: That is not much to

ask. I am sure members recognise that the
average man in the Midland workshops or
sonLiV of our friends on the drainage schemes
or Len who work on the wharves do not
know mjuch about the North. It is absurd
Io expect them to exercise their brains about
the troubles of the North. It is only a
matter of interest to them when some un-
fortunate murder is perpetrated there and
the statement is blared all over the State
and fired all over the world that we have
bloodtbirsty cannibals in the North. That is
about (lie only time the average man in the

city, except business mn, take any interest
in the North. I have often felt a little
shame-faced about getting up here once a
year and explaining the disadvantages under
which the North is suffering. I anm afraid
the business men's interest in the North
is confined to the amount of trade they
get from the North. Here I Xould like to
say there is a mistaken opinion amongst a
lot of people that if this transfer ever takes
place, it is going to rob the southern portion
of the State of revenue. It is impossible to
alter the geographical position of that place.
Men wvlo have stood the stress of years otf
pioneering and~ are now living down here
still retain their interests in the North. They
will not allow any money to be diverted
from this State. Positively and automnati-
eally the money proposed to be expend
by thme Federal Government will come here
as certain as the bird flies to its nest. How
can it go elsewheore? Where can we form
tiny other centre? This is our home; our
womenfolk aire here. Those who are for-
tunate enough to possess money have invested
it in the North, and though they live in the
more temperate climate, their interests are
in the North and every year or so they go
nul there to see the old place where they
mnade their money. It is impossible to take
that money from this State. I should be
sorry to introduce anything that would have
the effect of diverting money from this par-
ticuhir part of the State. The Prime Min-
ister has an explanation of the reasons which
actuated him in suggesting he should relieve
the State of some of this huge territory.
He said the first thing to be considered was
the matter of communications. That was
an imperative necessity. He believed that
to be the foundation of any scheme to settle
the Noth. Not onlyv would it enable the
pastoral country to be extended, but it would
afford an opportunity to open uip its mineral
resources. No one could take exception to
a remark such as; that, which was quite as
well put together as anyone could wish. It
has; plenty of material in it. He went on
to say that the Federal authorities also pro-
posed to take on railways, roads, bridges,
wvater borings, conservation of water, con-
struction of ports and harbours, wherever
circumastances warranted. The member for
Vest Perth has asked what they propose

to (In with the money. I was rather disap-
pointed in bin'. All that information has
been printed in the public Press on several
occasions. There is the explanation of what
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they are going to do wvith the money. The
Prime Minister went on to say that the Corn-
miouwealth would recoup the State for all
the moneys it had spent, including nearly
£400,000 expended on State shipping. That
would be a good deal to make. He pointed
out that this would make a total payment of
approximately £700,000. 1 ask the House
whether Ave should not hesitate before lightly
dismissing this proposal. It is very impor-
tant to the territory. No one knows how
interested ane the hundreds of residents up
there. Many telegrams will be sent to-mor-
row to various centres giving the result
of to-night's debate. I would be rather
pleased if I could refrain from saying that
the whole thing was emptied out, as the
newspapers have suggested. Even to-nighit's
paper speaks of the Premier having rejected
the proposal. I shall do my best to disabuse
their minds upon that score.

Hon. G. Taylor: The Government did not
accept the proposals.

Mry. TEESDALE: The Federal Treasurer
stated that the Government were prepared to
spend large sums of money on the proposed
territory, and did not expect any returns
for many years. In the face of the last
two Premiers stating they could not finance
the North, I ask how long this inaction and
lethargy are to continue. Is a start never
to be made? We cannot expect the people
who are there year in and year out, putting
up with all these disadviintages, to go on
for many more years without a definite move
being made in some direction. The Federal
Government propose to spend large sums
of money-I am justified in saying millions
of money, because the programme spoken
of would involve that. It would be a fine
thing for the State, and perhaps being sel-
fish, I cannot hell) thinking that no maftte~r
what the result of the experiment may be,
and notwithstanding the parrot cry of the
disasters that have occurred in the Northern
Territory,' a lot of money wilt be spent in the
North that it will be impossible to take
away. Money spent on roads, bridges, water
borings, jetties, etc., cannot be taken away.
The bridges cannot lbe removed, aiid will i)e
theme for the benefit of the local people.

The Minister for Works: They might take
away a jetty.

Xr. TEESD)ALE: If we got the jetty we
would see about that. We waited 15 years
for one. Some members said how easy it
would be for the State still to deal with

these wants. They have said, "Why cannot
the State do this? I do not know where
my chief has stood during the last 24 hours.
He said, "Why cannot the State do what the
Federal Government propose to do?" The
answer is that they have not the money.
No one knows that better than does tbe
present Premier, and the Leader of the
Opposition. My people wvant a jetty at
Point Sampson. For two years we have put
up with the discomfort and the damnable
surroundings and conditions of the place.
The State Government are not in a position
to give us the jetty. They have done what
it is customary for other Governments to
do. Just before an election they have put
something on the Loan Estimates, something-
to sweeten up) the people.

The Minister for Works: Men have been
wvorking on that for several months. They
went there shortly after I came down.

Mr. TEESDALE: When we were jetti-
soned from the other side of the House
I had the sum of £1,500 put down on the
Estimates for the survey of a site
for this jetty, hut we are still in
trouble there. By some extraordinary
means this money was swept aside in an
afternoon. I know something about items
being put on the Loan Estimates, and then
somehow dropping them down a crack. The
works proposed must advantage the whole
of the North. Even if the worst prophecy
camne true the Federal people could not re-
move a lot of these public woks. How is
it that this parrot cry about wbat the Fed-
eral Government have done in the Territory
is so often repented by the newspapers,
and often by members? It does not follow
that the disasters which have occurred in
the Northern Territory are all to be debited
to the present coalition Government.

The Premier: No one suggested it.

Mr. TEESDALE: There was a Mr. An-
drew Fisher, and there was once a Federal
Labour Government in power. The North-
ern Territory is not unknown to that crowd.

The Premier: The Federal Parliament
was spoken of, not any particular Govern-
ment.

Mr. TEESDALE: The Federal Govern-
men have always been there. It is like the
word "rejection."

The Premier: The hon. member is over
sensitive on the point. It is the Federal
Government just the same.
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Mr. TEESDALE: When we speak of the
Federal Government, we speak of the pre-
sent Government.

The Premier: 1 spoke of Federal Parlia-
ments.

MXr. TEESDALE: When speaking on the
North-West Royal Commission the Premier
said his opinion was that it was just a
matter of finance, and that unfortunately a
sum of money which would go far in the
development of the South-West would not
do touc, for the North or the North-West.
These are the sentiments I like to hear from
the Premier. That shows him to be the sort
of man I always thought he was, up to
about a fortnight ago. He has certainly
gone back on me during the last fortnight.
I am not prepared to take back all I said
to-night when I find such wonderful elas-
ticity over the wor-d "rejected." I may take
back a little of it. He also said it would
take millions of money to develop the North.
It isi only in the last 12 months that we have
knowvn how to spend a million pounds. I
have known this State nearly take to drink
over a loan of about three-quarters of a
million pounds, money that was coming
from the Old Country. Now Ave talk about
millions as though they were so many pints
of beer. The Premier al.o said it was the
duty and responsibility of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

The Premier: Who said that?
'Mr. TEESDALE: The Premier of West-

eni Australia. These arc two really good
sentences. He also said that the railways
alone would run into some millions of
pounds.

The Premier: Hear, hear!
Mr. TEESDALE: The Federal Govern-

merit have made an effective proposal which
would open the ball. It is a basis to work
on, but without rhyme or reason the Pre-
mnier has either rejected it, not approved
of it, or not appreciated it. He certainly
gave a lead to the Fedei-al Government as
to what they should do. They immediately
started to do something, but they have been
scotched like the snake. That is not the
sort of reception to give to people who ap-
proach one with a proposal. When a
men comes to do business with another he is
usually given a little chance to state his
business. It is not said to him, "I do not
like the look of you; clear out; I will not
do any business with you." He may leave

some good line that will be very beneficial
to the other man's business.

The Premier; That is absurd. The tone
of my letter shows that I invited him to
come on. The letter does not say "Get out,
wve do not want to do business with you."

Mr. TEESDALE: If the Premier had
given more publicity to these things we
would have knowvn more about them.

The Premier: I do not go in for too
much publicity.

Mr. TEESDALE: I have seen plenty of
publicity given to flower shows, christenings
and dog hangings, matters of much less im-
p~ortance than this. I have seen three-quar-
ters of a column devoted to a visit to a
flower show, or to the inspection of turnips
or radishes, to say nothing of spring onions.
This is another very important remark made
by the Premier. I am not sure that it is
not libellous, and that it will not deprive
him of a few votes up North. I will do my
best to see that it does. He said it was ims-
possible to populate to any great extent
any portion of the State where the disad-
vantages of socil and domestic life wvere
very great, and where the women folk are
not able to live with their husbands and
rear children.

The Prsenmier: (food somid sense.
Mr. TEESDAL.E: That is a reflection up-

on some of the women in the North. Taking
it proportionately, we can show a pretty
fair muster. The majority of our women
have to work very hard; there are very few
drones in the North now. Women whose
husbands have been successful enough, natur-
ally have come down to a more desirable
climate where comfort and better food are
obtainable. Not many women now in the
North ai-e unable to bear children if it is
necessary. I an sure that if an average
stranger heard the Premier make the three
statements which T have emphasised, he
wvould say, "That is a real good case for the
North, and no one can possibly withhold
from that country any benefit that any Gov-
ernment may wish to bestow on it." Unfor-
tunately, I have other remarks to make to the
Premier.

The Premier: The whole thing is beside
the point.

Mr. TEESDALE: It is not given to every
member to speak to the point. Only members
who have praf-ticallv followed polities as a
profession are able to deal with every sub-
ject as it should be dealt with. Men who
have had to hattle about and slush through
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until they are elderly, cannot always call to
their aid those advantages that constitute
a polished speaker. In their crude1 rough
way they have to string together a few co-
herent remarks in making their explanations
clear, The Leader of the Opposition, pos-
sibly after hearing the Premier, gave expres-
sion to the following:-

The State was not rich enough to develop
the North,

The Opposition Leader wvent one better than
the Premier by saying that all the Govern-
ments of Australia combined had not enough
money to develop the North. What a hope-
less position we are in up North! It seems
that our chances of getting any development
at all are practically nil. The Opposition
Leader has joined the pessimists who see
bankruptcy and disaster in the slightest busi-
ness connection with the Federal Govern-
ment. He appears also to foresee untold
trouble if this proposal goes through. It is
the first time for many mouths) however, that
I have had to take him to task. I do not
know that he takes much notice of it -when I
do so. However, I certainly do not agree
with him there. I have no-w some further ob-
servations to make regarding the Premier. On
the eve of the last election in Kimberley the
Premier allowed a circular to be distributed.
I spent half an hour in picking one para-
graph of that circular off a door on which it
had been pasted. Unfortunately, howvever,
I have not been able to find the paragraph. I
fear that some of lay Labour friends have
commandeered it. The circulars I refer to
were distributed when it was too late to make
any reply to them, there being no printing
press in Wyndhain. They were landed there
in the dead of night by the last steauner. The
thing was carefully worked so that there
should not be time even for a typed reply.
In that circular the Premier states:-

If the Labour Party's nominee was elected,
he, the Leader of the Labour Party, woul
pledge his word that the Government, in the
event of their being returned, would at once
commence a vigorous development scheme for
the whole of the North.

The Labour Party were returned. Where is
that development scheme? The Premier's
photograph appears on the circular by way
of giving it a real good start, and also for the
purpose of attracting attention. It is a very
flattering photograph; probably it was taken
when he was younger. It is signed in his best
style; 'Philip Collier, Leader of the Opposi-
tion." There is no question, therefore, about
the circular being authentic. I ask thu Pre-

inier now, has the energetic development of
the 'North eomuaenced9 I say it has aot. I
do not expect the present or any other Pre-
mier to commence an energetic development
of the North such as the country positively
demands. Anything else -would be a perfect
farce. I am not sufficiently steeped in party
spirit to be unable to admit that. I believe
the Premier will acknowledge that I always
recognise that no Premier could give the North
what it really wants. That would take mil-
lions. The North must be got ready for set-
tlement as country is prepared for igrants
by the Canadian Pacific Railway. The aver-
age .Britisher would die like a frog if taken
up to the North right off the reel and told to
do certain work. Why do not our young
Australians take the place of the old
pioneers? Why do not they leave the jazz
halls and the picture shows, and stop racing
arounad on casters? Why do not they show
migrants the way to pioneer the North? That
country, if not developed by our own people,
can only be developed by South Europeans,
say, Maltese or people from the coasts of
the Mediterranean.

Mr. Sleenian: They do not go to the North
because the labour market is not affected.

Air. TEE SDALE: Every day the chances
arc getting less. The pee toralists are not
extending their operations, not employing
so many workmen as they did years ago. I
believe the previous G3overnment started a
suricy of a consilderalble urea of country at
Elephant Hill, east of Wyndhamn. The pre-
sent Government have loyally continued that
work.

The Minister for Lands: The first sur-
veyors were sent lip there after we wvent into
office.

Mr. TEE SDALE: If I am wrong, I will
admit it. I su~ppose, however, there was suf-
ficient going on to tell inc the project was
mooted.

The Minister for Liands: I do not raise
any objection to that statement.

Mr. TEE SDALE: T know that the present
Government have spent a considerable
amount of money on the work. I was never
more surprised in my life than when I heard
the Minister for Agriculture say the other
evening that it was waste of time to go in for
tropical agriculture in the North. He sad
that in the face of the expenditure of thous-
ands of pounds which the scheme I have re-
ferred to will involve.

The Minister for Agriculture: I did not
say the North; I said the Kimnberleys.

Mr. TEE SDALE: The cost will he thous-
ands of pounds.

3D91
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The Minster for Agriculture: You have
entirely% misquoted my remarks.

Mr. TEESDALE: Fifteen mien have been
sent there, and the expense will be heavyT.
I a given to understand that the work
is about to be completed now. It
seems extraordinary that a 'Minister who
is quite aware of the tremendous expense
incurred by the Government iii sending
North some of the best surveyors, mnen like
Mr. Browvn, and others who can be de-
pended upon to work without supervision,
that such a Miinister should say that the
North is not suitable for growing tropical
products as the necessary markets are not
available for inaking thle enterprise a
success.

The Minister for Ag-rieulturo-: I. spoke of
the Kimberleys.

'Mr. TEESDALE: Cannot the North grow
tobacco, cotton, mnaize, flax and peanuts?
Cannot we do as well as white'labour has
done with those tbings in QueenslandI
Are the Queenslanders supermen? Why
should not we grow those products just as
they do-i We have grown the finest cotton
in the world, in competition -with every
type of cotton. Surely that is some
criterion to show that we can both grow
a product and find a market for it. To-day
there is a manufacturer operating in New
South Wales and Queensland who will take
every bale of cotton that can be grown in
Australia, and take it at a good payable
price. I am sorry that the Minister threw
cold water upon the cotton-growing indus-
try. On that point he actually gave as lisa
authority the most discredited man to be
found in Queensland to-day with regard to
the cotton industry, a man who was not
asked by the Olovernment to extend the
term of his engagement, a man who posi-
tively -wrecked the Queensland cotton in-
dustry.

The M1inister for Agriculture: Who is
that manl?

Air. TEESDALE: An unfortunate blight
was sent into that district by a certain in-
stitution established in the Old Country.
No cotton was more successful than thie
Queensland crop until this wonderful ex-
pert whom the Minister for Agriculture has
quoted blew down like a blight and banned
the ratoon growing of cotton, which means
three growths for one planting, the second
growth being better than the first- The
man issued a ukase, "Root it all up and
burn it." That is the man quoted by the

Minister for Agriculture to the effect that
it is no use our attempting to grow cotton.

The 'Minister for Agriculture: You are
mis taken. I did not quote that man at all.
I quoted the Queensland expert.

Mr. TEESBALE: I think the M1iaister
will remember mentioning Colonel Evans.

Thle Minister for Agriculture : No. I
mentioned thie Queensland expert, an
Americain gentleman.

Mlx. TEESDALE :Again have I ink-
understood to whom the Minister was re-
ferring.

The Minister for Agriculture : I never
saw Colonel Evans; but 1 saw the Queens-
land expert in Queensland last June.

Air. TEESDALE: We may take it for
granted that the Minister did not mean
Colonel Evans: but I meant Colonel Evans,
the man who threw tile industry back three
or four years, With the aid of the Labour
Government, the Queensland cotton grow-
ers have induced the Federal Government
to give a decent bonus. They are also get-
ting a good price for cotton seed and for
cotton oil, and there is no mnore successful
industry in Queensland now than the self-
grown cotton, which is tantamount to two
or three crops for one planting. We are
now back to the type of growing advocated
by Itr. Dan Jones. He has been a persist-
ent advocate of the rowing of ratoon
cotton. When the inspection committee re-
turned from the Elephant Hill country,
which lies to the east of Wyndham, they)
reported that an area of about 300,000
acres was available. They also said that
half of this was suited to tropical culture,
and said it could be proceeded with im-
mediately. It is satisfactorily situated and
is all open country with good pools of
water, some of them five or six miles in
length. It has great open plains dotted
with just sumfcient timber to give a bit of
shade. This is the splendid country now
awaiting settlers going up north to see if
they cannot do something like what hiar,
been done in Queensland.

The Minister for Agriculture: Whose re-
port is that?

Mr. TEESDALE: It is from Mr. Wise's
party and, I think, two or three surveyors.
They said that half of it was suited for
closer settlement and that the remainder
wan good second-class country. It is a
splendid report to advertise to the world.
We have there from 50 to 60 inches of
rainfall. I am sure the member for the
district will excuse my dealing with this
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so fully. It is all in the North-West, and
we have to speak of it collectively. They were
also to select a suitable site for a town,
and lay out the main roads right through
the particular block of country dealt with.
The party said they considered the country
gone over better -watered even than the
Kimberleys, and that .during the recent
severe drought the grass Was as green and
fresh as though there had been a heavy
thunderstorm. That is an extraordinary
thing, showing how well the country must
be watered, when those surveyors call
attention to the condition of the grass. T
know that when I was up in the Riniber-
leys, as the result of drought the grass was
like tinder. So it is very satisfactory to
know that these people consider the coun-
try to be better watered than the Xini-
berleys.

The Minister for Agriculture :What
country is that9

Mr. TEESDALE : The Elephant Hill
country. They stated that the Ord River
was not subject to floods as some of
the other rivers were, and that the
country is all open, with patehes of timber
throughout. Only once in my experience
of the North has any decided more been
made that ran into a cons~iderable sum of
money. As an illustration of the benefit of
that move, I can assure roni, Sir, it saved
part of my district from etinetion. It was
only a question of time, for the people were
positively at the end of their resources. The
stock were dying and, owing to the drought,
the roads were closed against them. The
people had a number of forward stores they
could have got sonietlhinz out of had it been
pos sible to ship them,. but 11w cost was alto-
gether too great. Through the building of
the Beadon jetty we are now able to drive
sheep straight down on to the boat at the
cost of only a few pence. That has revolo-
tionised that district. Nobody can be more
pleased than are the present Government to
know that such a splendid result has ac-
crued. Although a considerable sum of
money was spent on the work, it is amply
justified, and before long that port will com-
pete favourably with its older neighbours.
In speakingT of the renluireinents that this
Government or any other Government ought
to supply, the question of a1 jetty comes up
again. We cannot go on tauch longer. Roe-
bourne and Cossack are Atil suffering the
disadvantages of having to take everything
out by boat, with passengers running the

risk of losing their lives3 iii having to go
over a bad bar at the mouth of the creek.
I have seen several boats, upset there, and
I have had to swim a"hore a couple of times
myself. For two Years we have been suf-
fering those disadvantages and hardships.
It should not be. There is something radi-
cally wvrong. Previously the agitation wvent
on for 15 years before we tgot that new
jetty at Ben don. This vase should be borne
in mind by those who asked to-night why
the State Government did nit go in for these
works.

The M1inisici- for Lands: There is nothingo
in this offer to show il-at the Federal G')ov-
ernment will go in for themn. The question
Will be referred to a eoininlslon.

.Mr. TEESPALE: It. has been aske d, T
think rather ungraciously, by the Premier
what the Federal Gloverinment intended to
do, what Work they wer4e prepared to start
immediately. We have in this State a pretty
fair illustration of having to wait for works
to be started. Works, rail-ways in particular,
arc authotised by this House many years
before the-v are started. T really think the
IPremier asked that quiestion -withi a view to
eliciting an answver that %uould suit him.

The Premnier: It is a very unfair thing-
for you to say, and I take strong exception
to it. It is unworthy of yori.

Mr. TEE SDALE: I am. sorry if 'the
Premier takes exception to it. Perhaps I
eslpressed it awkwardly.

The Premnier: Nroni were not speaking
vry rapidly; you said it deliberately.

Alr. TEEF6ALE: IL me say it this way:
The Premier wrote to the Federal Treasurer
on a certain date, as late as the end of last
month, and asked him to state specifically
what works they were pre-pared to go on
with immediately. W~hat: sort of question
was that to ask people wh~o were barely
aware that the! negotiations had started, and
whose first proposal had been scotched at
the outset? Surely they were not to be ex-
pected to keep on nmaking- inquiries as to the
condition of things up North. The Federal
'Minister righltly answered that as soon as
ii 'ything satisfactory camei from the district

he would put on, a commission to find out
what could be started. It was an extraor-
dinary' question, an unrensonable one to ask,
and the Premier could not expect any other
reply. They are not smnall Jobs. these; they
cannot he done in ten minutes, nor even six
months, the sort of huge contracts that will
have to be dealt with there- Out Of 65
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millions of borrowed money spent in this
State, the North haes heen responsible for
£29,700,000. For that money we have 114
miles of railway and sonme jetties and public
works to show. A lot of those works could
do with a great deal of repairing at present.
Every Government had starved the North
on the budgets. In consequence the Govern-
ment officials up there have had to content
themselves with doing the works that were
immediately pressing. As a result there has
been an accumulation of work left in a vecry
bad state of repair. I know of my own
knowledge of numbers of floating piles in
jetties. Is it any wonder that when the first
bit of a hlowv comes along, six or eight piles
get a bump and are k.nocked off and washed
away.

The Minister for Lands: You wvin find
that in every port in Wes:ern Australia.

Ailr. TEEBDALE: But you attend to them
a little more frequently in the southern parts.
Up North about once a year a coloured diver
goes down and makes at survey of the piles.
Then he comes up and submits a report, and
after a time The ports are taken one by one
with the ports downi the coast and the jettie
repaired. Sometimes one is forgotten.

The Minister for Land.: You know that
the piles go between wvind and wvater, and so
there is no need for a diver to descend to
inspect them.

11r. TEESDALE: The Federal Govern-
ment w'ant to take all this worri'v and anxiety
off the State Premier's mind. Also they
want to give Point Sampson a jetty. It is
the first thin- they would do. And they
want to make a military road there right
through from the Kimberleys to Perth. They
are rather exacting ats to where the money
loaned to u's for the time being- is to be
spent. 'fhev lay it down t hat it Toad is to
go front so-and-so to so-and-so. It is pretty
rough on us if we do not want to go to so-
and-so. But there it is; we have to spend it
from one point to another point. We could
spend it to far better advaintage, but they
seem determined to have these roads right
down the coast, although the roads are not
necessary. They are willingl to pay us their
own valuation for the whole of the State's
assets in the North and North-West, and
they, propose to at least do justice to a
country that ls never had a chance to
develop. Ta conclusion I ask the lPremier
to hold over the final answer to any

proposal by the Federal Government and
back up a promise made by his colleague,
the 2%inister for Works, to a northern
audience. Mr. -McCallum said that when
the scheme was finalised Cabinet would
carefully consider the same, and every
adult citizen would record his or her
vote through the ballot box. I am eertain
the Minister for Works said that, knowing
what he was saying and recognising the
right of those men and women who have a
say in it and not to be put on one side just
as though they wvere parcels of goods. He
recognised that those people should have
some little say, if only a vote, and I ask
the Premier to carry out the promist made
by his colleague in that respect. I am not
afraid of the result for one moment. Irre-
spective of statements made by people sup-
posed to know public opinion up there I
say we shall get a bumper reply in the
affirmative. If not, the laugh will be on me.

MR. COVERLEY (Kimberley) [10.0] : I
do not intend to prolong the agony, like some
of the previous speakers who drifted all
over the North-West and blew off a lot of
hot air. I support the motion moved by the
Premier for, after all, practically no harm
has been done. The Premier is to be com-
mended for the action he has taken in this
matter. The position is that he has merely
told the Federal authorities that the pro-
posals advanced by them are not acceptable
to this State.

Mr. Thomson: The State was not eon-
suilted.

The Minister for Lands: It could not be
consulted until the matter was finalised.

My. COVERLEY: All that has hap-
pened is that the Government have informed
the Federal authorities that their proposal
is not acceptable to us. After all it is this
Government's place, and their right also, to
protect the interests of the North-West as
a whole. What more could any Government
do than refuse such a proposal and negotiate
for better terms. We want the best terms
it is possible to get in the interests of the
State as a whole. The Government are to
be commended instead of condemned for
what they have done. The part that amazes
me is that the control that the Federal
authorities exercise in certain directions in
the North-West is very poorly exercised.
As a matter of fact the interests of the
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North under the control of the Federal Gov-
ernment are sadly neglected. On many oc-
casions requests that certain small matters
be attended to have been turned down.
There have been deputations to the member
representing that consticieney in the House
of Representatives (Mr. Green) for exten-
sions of mail facilities and for additional
lighting on the coast, and the replies that
have almost invariably been received have
been that there was no money available
-with which to carry out what was wanted.
Within the last 12 months I hare forwarded
petitions to the Federal member for a short
extension of a mail service between East
and West Kimberley, and the reply I re-
ceived was that it would not pay because
there were only half a dozen settlers to be
served. That would hare involved a matter
of £50 or £100 a year, but it was preferred
not to extend any sympathetic considera-
tion towards the people who live in the far
North. There are men like Connors, Russ,
Seddons, and even Quilty who would have
been served if the mail service had been
extended over the Leopold Ranges. Those
men have pioneered that part of the State,
and are entitled to this slight consideration
at the hands of the Federal authfrities.
I do not agree with the statements made by
the Leader of the Opposition or by the
Premier that the State itself cannot develop
the North-West. I say that the State can
undertake this work. They have, however, a
pretty hard job in front of them at the
present time, but there is one phase of the
question that has been overlooked and it is
that if the Federal authorities paid in f il
the grants recommended by the Disabilities
Commission, the Premier would be induced
to use part of that money, and borrow a
couple of millions with which to carry onl
development work in the North. There was
the opportunity for the Federat Government
to show their sincerity. They could have
paid interest on a couple of millions per
annum that might have heen borrowed by
the State Government to spend in the North.
It is our job to fully protect the people
who are already in the North because, after
all, the North is a part of Western Aus-
tralia. The Government followed the right
course when they rejected the proposals
submitted to them by the Commonwealth
and then proceeded to try to get better
terms,

MRt. LAMOND (Pilbara) [10.36): 1 have
not many remarks to offer on this matter
because a great deal has already been said
by members and much has also been written
in the Press of the State. In my opinion
the Premier has given good reasons for re-
jecting the proposals of the Federal Gov-
ernment. I have always contended that it
is quite wvitbin the reach of the State Gov-
ernment to develop the northern part of
Western Australia and particularly the
North-West. To me it seems that all that
is Atecessary is for the Government to realise
that the respwisibility for developing the
Nort-West is as much the responsibility
of the Government as is the development
of any other part of Western Australia.
If, for instance, the wheat belt or the South-
West had bean left to private enterprise to
develop, I venture to say that instead of
having a 30,000,000 bushel harvest to-day it
would have been considerably less than half
that total. So with the North-West. If it
should be left to private enterprise to de-
velop and to get a mnaximum return from it,
the process w-ill be slow and tiresome. I1
sug-gest that some consideration be cxtended
to certain indus~tries in the North-West those
industries that have proved to be stable, par-
ticularly the pastoral industry. Tf the same
consideration were shown to those associated
with tbat industry as has been shown to
othiers in connection with other enterprises,
nuirked progress would follow and the
North-West development would be more
rapid. W"ithout some such assistance and
sympathy, progress must necessarily be slow.
We know that the development of the North-
West hlas beent an arduous task mainly be-
cause it has been left entirely to private
enterprise. If, as I have stated, something
could be done in the way of giving reason-
able assistance, similar to that given to the
people in the wheat areas, [ am convinced
that a good deal of the North-Western coun-
try' would he taken up and developed. So
tong- as those who are prepared to take up
areas there were certain that they would
get financial assistance to enable them to
develop their holdings, I am sure that pro-
gress. would follow. The proposals of the
Federal Government, published in this morn-
iug's newspalper, have something to com-
mend them, insofar as they have drawn a
natural line. In speaking of the development
of the North, we must hear in mind that
there is as mnuch dIifferenee in any effort
that mar be made to open up the Kimberleys
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and Elie Nbrtb-West as there is between thle
South-West mid the North-West. The Kim-
hoey district cannot be referred to in the
same way as we might refer to the North-
western part of the State. These areas are
climatically different, whilst the rainfall also
differs vcry materially. In parts of the Kim-
berley the rainfall is from .30 to 60 inches,
whilst the rainfall in the North-West is be-
tween 8 and 12 inches. From that aspect
alone it will ho seen that it is not possible
to (olupare tile two areas. I always did hold
that the, possibilities tha9t arc offering in con-
nection with thle devolpnient of mining in
the North are very promising. To-day we
have perhaps the best possible prospects of
thle opening up of a silver-lead field, and it
might turn out to be the best in Australia. I
have no hesitation in saying that it is thle
best that has been discovered since Broken
Hill. As the developments proceed, so are
the prospects brightening. With some sym-
pathetic, treatment, or treatment somewhat
onl the lines of that which lies been extended
to other parts of thle State, the North-West
should make rapid advance and never look
hack. That treatment is well within the
scope of the State Government. 1 do not
propose to say anything further except to
support thle motion.

HOW. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [10.43]: I suggest that the amend-
snent he withdrawn and I should also like
tile motion to be withdrawn, because, when
it was, submitted, the Premier knew nothing
of the dcvolpments that have since taken
place. I should like to see! the House unani-
inously decide to allow the Government to
continue the negotiations and that the Gov-
em-nient should be absolutuly untrammelled.
rrhat I think is [ie right attitude for the
lonsc to take up. Of course it will be an-
other inatter when negotiations are eon-
cluded. Wv cannot say now whether those
neirotiatiolis will lbe favourable or otherwise.
The Premier said that this was not to be
made a party question. I am glad he said
that because, of course, it cannot be a
party matter. Even at this stage we should
leave the miatter with the Government, un-
trammelled by any limitation in the form
of either the amendment or the motion. I
make the suggestion to the Leader of the
Country Party and to the Premier as well
that both amendment and motion be with-
drawn in the interests of the State. I hope
that the discussion we have had will be,

helpful to the Premier and that the negotia-
tions that are to be carried on will be left
entirely in the hands of the Government.
They will have to take the responsibility of
negotiating and it will be for Parliament
to say later on, yea or nay, to any arrange-
nients arrived at. On the other hand, we
mlay get some assistance quite apart from
the question of handing over any territory
at all, What the people of Australia want,
if they are interested at all, is the develop-
Ument and settlement of the North. If that
can he done as the Premier suggested to-
night, without the transference of any
territory, so much the better. In the mean-
time I suggest the withdrawal of both
amendment and motion, thus leaving the
hands of the Government entirely free.

MR. THOMSON (Katanning) [10.173:
1 am. quite willing to withdraw my
amendmenit now that the matter has
been fully ventilated. When I placed my
amendment on the Notice Paper I had no
idea that negotiations were proceeding. In
deference to the suggestion made by the
Leader of the Opposition, I will withdraw
my amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

MR. TEESDALE (Roebonrne) [10.18]:-
I move anl amendment-

That the followving words be added to the
iotion:-''but is of the opinion that it should

ho used as the basis for negotiations, and that
anly proposal should be detailed in full ad
submnitted to Parliament."

The Minister for 'Works: That is what
we are doing.

Mr. TEE SDAIJE: If the amlendment is in
order, I wvant it added to the motion.

Mr. T homson: Does the Premier intend
to withdraw his motion ?

The Premier: No, I do not.
Mr. TEESDALE : At any rate I have

moved the amendment,

THE PREMIER (Hlon. P. Collier-Boul-
der-on amendment) [10.19]:- I am not sure
that it would be wise to agree to the amend-
ment. I think that the hands of the Gov-
ernment will be strengthened in continuing
iiegotistions, if we merely carry the
motion.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: But why not
withdraw it?

Mr. Davy: And leave yourself quite free.
The PREMIER: I think the Government

wvill be quite free even if we carry the
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movtion, because the Federal Government
have already agreed in their latest comt-
mttnication to depart particularly from the
first proposal, and that is the only thing
that the motion deals with. It declines to
accept the first proposals as submitted in
the letter of August last. The Federal
Government, in reply to the last letter,
agreed to depart fromn that proposal so that
in effect the Honse, by agreeing to the
motion, will be doing- only what the Gov-
ernment have already agreed to do. I amn
afraid that if we agree to the amendment,
it may have a harmful effect. The refer-
ence to submitting proposals to Parlia-
ment is; superfluouis because any proposals
arrived at would have to be submitted to
Parliament. No Governmnt could accept
ay arrangement without the consent of
Parliament, but, onl the other hand, it
might he argued that the Government would
decline of its own volition to accept pro-
posals and so end negotiations. No Glov-
ernment would dream of doing that.

?r. Teesdale: Could not a private inem-
ber move that such an offer be accepted?~

The PREM~IER:- Of course he could,
Mr. Teesdale: Then it would not require

action by the Government
The PREIR. A private member could

go over the head of the Government. Of
course it is quite open to any member of
the House to move for the acceptance of
any proposal from the Federal Government.

lion. W. D. Johnson: But the amendment
will not do that.

The PRE1WFR: No. Rather than add
to the strength of the position, it will
weaken the hands of the Government and
convey the impression to the Federal
authorities that this House is not only
favoqrablo, but perhaps anxious to dispose
of the North to them and that it is merely
a matter of termsq and making satisfactory
arrangements.

Mr. Davy:- Well, why carry your moutionI
The PREMIER : Because I think the

Federal Government arc entitled to know
at this stage whether their original pre-
posals were or were not acceptable to thq
House.
Mr- Thomson: But on your own showing

the original proposals were only half formuo-
lated.

The PREMIER: I do not know what
future correspondence or negotiatins wilt
produce. It is my intention to continue
negotiations with the Federal Government.

Let me remove a misapprehension in thle
mind of the member for Roebourne (Mir.
Teesdale) who said, in effect, that the Gov-
erment had said to the Federal authori-
ties, "No, get out! We will not have any-
thing to do with you!I" How can the hon.
member draw any such conclusion fromn ther
wording of my letter?

Mr. Teesdale: Because youi suggested the
20th parallel.

The PREMIER :The wording of the
letter could not have been in more amicable
terms.

Mr. Teesdale: But you ea~t out the lower
North 1

The PitEimER: There wvas no suggestion
in that letter that we had turned down the
proposal altogether. In fact 1 was rather
afraid that I had g-One further than I was
justified. If there was any impression to
be gained from. my letter by an impartial
person or by the Federal Glovernmient, it
wo., that we could not accept the vroposal
offered, but that we were prepared to L-ive
full consideration to any proposal that
mi ght be acceptable.

Mr. Davy: No, because if we agree to 1hm
motion, you wvill not be able to discuss; an~
proposal on the basis of the 26th parallel.

The PREMIER: I will be able Lo discuis
any variation of the proposal. I claimt that
the motion sets oat merely that we lechine
to accept the -proposals as a whole as vton-
tained in the original letter from the Fed-
era! tioverumeat hut that we will be free
to discuss any variation.

Mr. Tesdale: But not thle 26th parallel
aqain.

Mr. Davy: If we carry this motion, the
26th parallel is gone. Why not leave it
open.

The -Minister for Works: It is not a ques-
tion of the 26th parallel, but the conditions
attached to the offer.

The PREMIER: We shell be free to dis-
cuss any variation of the proposal con-
tained in the letter of August even if the
motion be cattied.

Mr. Teesdale: But you specifically men-
tioned the 20th parallel and asked them to
consider that offer.

The PREMTIER:. And they have agreed
to consider it.

Mr. Teesdale: That is no good to the
lower North. You have cut us clean out.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Then why not move
a definite motion?
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Mir. E. B. Johnston: Will not the wishes
of the people residing between the 20th and
26ith parallels be considered?

*The PREMI1ER: I suppose they are. The
suggestion in viy letter was an invitation to
the Government to continue negotiations and
that was recognised by Senator Pearce when
he was here some weeks ago. He stated in
an interview that appeared in the Press that
he had received an invitation from the State
Government to the effect that the proposals
of the Federal Government were not accept-
able and he took it that the next move would
be for the State Government to siumit al-
ternative proposals. That is all I did in my
letter of which the member for Roebourne
complained. After all, what is the ground
of the complaint of the member for Roe-
bourne and the member for Katanning?
They quoted at great length opinions ex-
pressed by myself, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition and others in times gone by, with
regard to the difficulty confronting this
State in financing the development of the
North-West. There was no need for either
of those hon. members to quote those expres-
sions of opinion for we stand by those
opinions to-day. In fact we repeat them.

Mr. Teesdale: That is backing up your
inability to develop the North.

The PREMIER: I repeat those opinions
and I believe the Leader of the Opposition
adheres to them as well. I hold precisely
the same views to-day that I did when I
gave expression to the opinions quoted by
those bon. members. Because we hold the
opinion that this State has had in the past,
and will hare in the future, great difficulty
in Slnancing the North, does the mnember
for Roebourne say that we should reach out
with both hands and accept the first offer
made to us ? Apparently that is the only
interpretation to be placed upon the re-
marks of that hon. member.

'Mr. Teesdale: No, no! That is very un-
fair.

The PREMIER: There is no other inter-
pretation to be placed upon the hon. mem-
ber's remarks.

MT. Teesdale: Quite unfair!
The PREMIER: The bon. member takes

me to task because I did what was my duty,
and the duty of the Government. Surely
it was my duty to continue negotiations with
the Federal Government and to get the best
terms possible, if any of our territory is
to he handed over. Yet the hon member

apparently suggests we should have accepted
the first offer made to us!

Mr. Teesdale: You have no ground for
saying that.

The PREMIER: Because I said to the
Federal Government that if they gave the
representatives of the North a: voice in the
Federal House of Representatives they
should also give him a vote, should I be
commended or should I be condemned?
Surely it was my clear duty to ask that a
representative should have a vote as well
as a voice in the House of Representatives.
What is there wrong in that?

Mr. Teesdale: But you have turned down
the proposal before the election.

The PREMIER: Turned down!
Mr. Teesdale: You used the word "re-

jected."
The PREMI1ER: The offer was not turned

down when I said it wvas not acceptable. I
ami still negotiating.

M r. Teesdale: What is the meaning of
"rejection"' then?

The PREMIER: The hon. member does
not know the meaning of plain English.

Mr. Teesdale: Then I am finished.
The PREMIER: How can it be turned

down when I am still negotiating and when
there is still correspondence passing between
us and the Federal GovernmentI The hon.
member, in spite of that, asks why the
whole thing has been rejected. He says it
is all at an end when, at the very time, he
sees that this correspondence is passing be-
tween us.

'Mr. Thomson interjected.
The PREMIER: The member for Ratan-

ning had his blather for a couple of hours.
He must keep quiet; I shall not be inter-
rupted by him. The member for Boehourne
took me to task for not indulging in pub-
licity, talking about the proposal, I suppose,
at flower shows. I have a proper sense of
what is due from one Government to an-
other, and, when I address a letter to the
Prime Minister, I do not band it to the
Press. It is not the duty of any Govern-
ment to do that. I consider such a letter
as confidential and only to be disclosed at
the proper time and the proper place, and
that is in this House. Everyv time I write
a letter to the Prime Minister, it is not for
me to hand it to the newspapers.

Hon. G. Taylor: Some of the coirrespon-
dence was published before you had received
it.
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The PREMIER: I made a statement to
the Press, and I made a statement in my
Budget speech that negotiations were pro-
ceeding. It was not possible for me to give
publicity to thema until the matter was ripe.

M1r. Teesdale: Someone told the Press;
it appeared in the paper.

The PREMIER: When?
Mr. Teesdale: When Cabinet bad out-

lined the proposal generally.
The PREMIER: Of course I made the

statement that the proposal was not accept-
able to Cabinet. What the hon. member
complains about is that I did not give suf-
ficient publicity to the further negotiations.

Mr. Teesdale: Only to prevent your being
misunderstood by' the use of the word "re-
jected." An explanation would have cleared
that up.

The PREMIER: What is the difference?
The proposal was not acceptable; that was
all. What else could I have done? The
hon. member is wroth because I took up the
matter with the Federal Government and
asked, "What arc you proposing to dol'
Because I did not take the attitude of shut-
ting my eyes and opening my mouth and
swallowing the proposals submitted, the bon.
member takes exception. What was the
duty of the Government but to ask what the
Commonwealth proposed to do? Are we to
hand over territory and have blind faith in
the statements contained in a letter? With
all due respect to the illustrious MNr. Bruce,
he may not be for all time Prime 'Minister
of the Commonwealth, and if we ceded this
territory it would be not for a matter of a
year or two bitt for good. Merely because
Mr. Bruce may be there and we may have
faith, or the hon. member may have faith-
I do not doubt his sincerity in the matter-
are we not to have re gard for the fact that
this is merely a statement by a Government
in office to-dlay of something that is pro-
posed? What guarantee have we that those
things will be done if they go out of office
in two or three years' time? If some other
Government came into office that did Dot
view the matter in the same light and in the
same serious manner as the present Govern-
ment do-

Mr. Davy:. No one suggests that you should
have given information to the Press.

The PREMIER: The member for Roe-
boune takes toe to task and finds fault
with the Government for having asked for
some guarantee. He said it savoured of un-

graciousness. Ungraciousness!1 That bef ore
we hand over a huge territory we should
have the temerity to ask what the Common-
wealth propose to do with it!

Mr. Teesdale: You will. not get the slight-
est confirmation of that in "Hansard.Y You
are putting into my mouth words that I did
not use.

The PREMIER: The hon. member did
use them.

Mr. Teesdale. 1 did not say a. word about
the first offer.

The PREMIIER: If I say the bon. member
did-

Mr. Teesdale: The first offer?
The PREMIER: The hon. member com-

plained about the questions in my letter to
Mr. Bruce when I asked the Commonwealth
Government what they proposed to do. I
asked whether they proposed to spend any
sumn over a period of years. That is what he
found fault with-my asking any questions
at all.

Mr. Teedale: Yes, that one statement,

The PREMIER: I think this House is not
so trusting or so simple as is the hon. inem-
bee who would hand over the territory in
simple faith, and trust to any future Gov-
ernnient or Parliament of the Commonwealth
as to what they would do with the territory.
That is apparently what the member for Roe-
bourne would do in his trusting, simple way.
He would accept every statement made here,
tile need for development and the responsi-
bility, ete.-nll fine phrases. But it is pos-
sible that iii a year's time they will not he
worth the paper they axe written on. That
is the position, and because I question that
and ask for guarantees, ask to be informed
whether anyone would part with property
without guarantees for the future, the hon.
member takes exception. As trustee of the
people of this State for the time being, it
was my obligation to do that.

Mr. Teesdale: Would anyone keep a house
until it fell down about his ears?

The PREMIER: No, but it might fall
down all the quicker by handing it over.
We might prop it up by retainin g possession
of it, whereas by abandoning it, it might
collapse all the sooner.

Mr. Davy: No one suggested that you
should have accepted the proposal.

The PREMIER: The member for Roe-
bourne's whole argument was in that direc-
tion.

Mr. Davy:- Oh, no.

3099
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The PREMIER: it was. What was the
burden of his complaint?

Mr. Teesdale: The word "rejected" and
the way you played on "rejected."

The PREMI1ER: The hon. member has
oecupied an hour in detailing what ought to
have been done for the North-West, the mil-
lions of Pounds the Commonwealth proposed
to spend-

Mr. Teesdale: That you smid you could
not spend.

The I'REMIEL{: The millions of pounds
set out in this letter.

Mr. Teesdale: That you said it was im-
perative to spend.

The PREMIER: Of course; but because
I stated that the spending of money was im-
perative the hon. member assumes that this
State has no alternative to grasping this
proposal with both hands.

Mr. Teesdale: You have no possibility.

The PREMIER: There is no inconsis-
tency at all in the attitude of the Leader
of the Opposition or myself in having said
that the expenditure of a large sum of
money was necessary and in now declining
to accept the Commonwealth's proposal. The
hon. member would make it appear that we
bad no alternative, because of the difficulties
we have mentioned, to seizing hold of this
proposal at once.

Mir. Teesdale: Cannot do it yourself and
will not let anyone else do it!

The Minister for Lands: Oh, shut up!
The PREMIER: The member for Roe-

b~ourne is the only member of the House~-
M.%r. Teesdale: Whien the Minister for

Lands tells me to shut up, it is time to go
out.

The PREMIER: The only member who
has shown the slightest inclination to sup-
port the Commonwealth proposal is the mem-
ber for Roebuorne.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You do not
question his sincerity?

The PREMIER: No, but I do not forget
that he directed about one hour of his speech
to me. A calculated speech it was, in which
be did not hesitate to Put in a sting or two
when he got an opportunity.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: I do not think
you should be dissatisfied with the discussion
that has taken place.

The PREMIER: I am not dissatisfied
with the discussion, but I am entitled to re-
ply to a half hour's criticism of the attitude
of the Government to this matter. Surely

I am within my rights in refuting those ar-
gumuents! It is absurd of the hon. member
to say that, because we have realised the
difficulties of developing that portion of the
State, to be consistent we must swallow any-
thing that comes along.

Mr. Davy: No one suggested that.

The PREMIER: The member for Roe-
bourne niot only suggested it, but argued it-

.Mr. Davy: No, he did not.

The PREMIER: I say he did. There
was complaint about consulting the people.
The member for Katanuing said he would
he satisfied if the peopiC concerned were con-
sulted. Why, the very suggestion to consult
the people came from the Government in
the first place. Now, six months afterwards
someone takes up the singestion again as if
it were new and puts it forwvard as his own.
Members have been told that that was the
promise the inister for Works, gave when
he was in the North-West, and that that
promise would be hououzed freely and volun-
tarily without suggestion from any other
source. The Government first of all sug-
gested that the people should be consulted.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Which people?

The PREMIER: Now fault is being
found with us because it is said the people
are not to be consulted.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: Which people?

The PREMIER: How can we consult the
people on an intangible proposition1 It is
only when we have something finalised and
when we have reached the end of the negotia-
heons and are able to tell the people this is
the best we can get for our efforts that we
can consult them. Then we can tell the
people it is for them to accept or reject the
proposal. We cannot, when we are in only'
the initial stages of negotiation. submit any-
thing to the people. Am I expected to sub-
mit to the people every letter I get from the
Prime Minister? Am I to say to them.
"These are the proposals," and then a month
later when I get another letter, "These are
more prpsl" The business-like method
is to submit the proposals when we have
reached an end of the negotiations.

Mr. Davy: Negotiate without prejudice.

The PREMTER: Yes; and then it is time
to consult whoever ought to be consulted.
whether the people of the North, the mnem-
bers of this House. or the people of the
State generally. They can be consulted only
when the end of the negotiations has been
reached.
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Ar. Davy: Thea do not ask us to carry
this motion, but leave yourself free to
negotiate.

The PREMiER: lBO an amendment has
been moved.

M1r. Davy: Has it not been withdrawn?
The PREMIER: No; the member for

Roebourne has moved an amendment that
I do not think is necessary. I think it will
rather hamper us.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I think the
whole thing should be withdrawn in order
to leave you absolutely free.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Are the negotiations
11ow being confined to the area north of the
20th parallel of south latitudeq

The PREMIER; No); I do not consider
that to be so. That is the only proposal
upon which the Federal Government have
found themselves able to give any definite
answer. To the other question I submitted
to them, they said they were not able to give
ainy undertaking, but they did say they
-would be willingr to alter the boundary from
the 26th parallel to the 20th parallel of
,outh latitude.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That represents two-
thirds of the original proposal.

The PREMIER: i dloes not matter. The
Government hod every intention of continu-
ing the negotiations. I think it is a hope-
Cal sign that the Cornmonwe!:lth Government
have interested themselves in the northern
portion of this State.

Mr. Teesdale: Hfear, heaqr!
The PREMIER: While T say the view of

the Government is that these proposals are
not acceptable, we may be able to sumint
others, and yet others again, until we may
be able to come to sonic' understanding. This
is not a matter that can be settled in a month
or two. It is noi a matter to urgent that
wye have to rush it end endeavour to settle it
in a month or two.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: You cannot do
it.

The PREMIER: Of' course it cannot he
done. When two Goverinments have reached
the stage when they cannot mnake any fur-
ther headway at all by correspondence, I
imagwine that a conference 'night well be held
and the matter disencsed iii all its, bearings.
There are a huudr;,d anid one aspects of it.
Aks I intimated earlier in the discussion, I
believe that the Federal Government might
adopt methods other than those contained in
their lproposals to n'p:st iii the development
of Ibis territory.

11r. Davy: You are on!y on the fringe of
itf yet.

The PREMiER: That is so. The idea
that it is at an end and that we have to fix
it in a few weeks or a few months is wrong.
I have no doubt we shall be negotiating 12
maonths hence. There is no reason, once the
door has been opened and negotiations have
been in progress, why they should cease at
ail until at the very last moment when we
find we cannot make any further headway.

Mr. Teesdale: Do not shelve the 26th
parallel.

The PREMIER: I only put that forward.
as a suggestion. It will be noted, if the hion.
mnember will read the letter, I said there was
a considerable difference of opinion as to
whether, even if the territory was to be
ceded, it should ha from the 20th or the 26th
parallel. No matter what the views of the
hon. member may be as to that, he will agree
that there is a difference of opinion on the
point. I had an interview with Mr. Md. P.
Durack, who knows something about the
North- West. His opinion is that if any terri-
tory should go it should go at the 20th paral-
lel.

Mr. Teesdale: It would not have done any
harmi for him to have included us. He has
taken a sielfish view of the matter.

The PREMIER: He might have thought
that the hon. member's attitude was also sel-
fish, fand that he wanted to be on a good
th ing.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Hfe could not
say that.

Mr. Teesdale: We have more to give away
than he has.

The PRE-MIER: I offer no opinion upon
that. I do not profess to be an authority on
North-West affairs. I have never spoken with
authority. The only way I have spoken is in
the way the hon. member has quoted. I felt
after my years of public life that the State
had not been able to do justice to the North-
West.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell-. That applies to
other parts of the State. We have done the
best we could, hut we have not done all we
would have liked to do.

The PREMIER:- The negotiations will
continue and Parliament will be consulted
upon everything. Members of Cabinet are
entitled to their views, just as other members
aire entitled to theirs. If this House were to
declare by an overwhelming majority that the
proposals of the Federal aovernment ought
to be accep tad, I could not feel hurt that such
:in opinion was contrary to that of Cabinet.
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Mr. Teasdale: Why did you not give the
House a chance before sending an answer?

The PREMIER: The House is untram-
melled to-night.

Mr. Teesdale: But it has gone.
The PREMIER: It has not gone. If the

House decides to-night that these proposals
ought to be accepted, they will be accepted
by telegram in the morning. The matter is
entirely open.

Mr. Teesdale: Dr. Earle Page stated pub-
licly he was very disappointed at the recep-
tion of the proposals at the hands of the
Western Australian Government.

Mr. Angelo: He will get over it.
The PREMIER: I venture to say he did

not expect they -would be accepted. If I
tried to sell a house to a man and asked him
£2,000, and he offered £1.500, 1 would be dis-
appointed that he did not give my price.

Mr. Teesdale: You said it was only a
tentative proposal.

The PREMIER: The thing is entirely
open. The House is untrammelled.

Mr. Davy: Let us leave it entirely open.
Do not carry any motion.

The PREMIER:- It is not turned dolwn in
the way the bon. member imagines. But the
House does not want this proposal. I do not
think any member who has spoken has stated
his willingness to accept it, except perhaps
the member for Roebourne. That is all the
motion says. It is what is in the mind of
every member but one.

Mr. Thomson: It says you should continue
the negotiations.

Mfr. Davy: We have not made up our
minds.

The PREMIER: No one has formed a
definite and tangible opinion as to what uli-
timately should be accepted, but *everyone
has made up his mind that these proposals
are not acceptable.

Mr. Thomson: The main discussion has
centred around the wrord "rejected."

The PREMIER: It does not matter. I do
not care whether this is rejected or accepted.'
The terms are not acceptable to the House.
That is all I have said to the Prime Min-
ister.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is all
quite clear.

The PREMIER: The member for Roe-
bourne says it is all down and out. I said in
my letter that Cabinet were of opinion that
the proposals as outlined by the Prime Min-
ister did not adequately meet the position.
Where is there any definite turning down in
thatl

2Mr. Tecsdale:- See wvhat is in to-night's
paper.

The PREMIER: I said that a considerable
difference of opinion existed as to whether
it should be the 26th or 20th parallel. I go on
to say that a lot of the Gascoyne country is
well served now by rail, and I ask what they
are prepared to do. Can they give us any un-
dertaking? There is no demand or stand-and-
deliver attitude saying that they must do cer-
tain things. I said, "Could your Government
give us an undertaking that any sum of
money would be spent over a period of
years " The letter is couched in the most
friendly language inviting the Government, if
they can see their way, to give us some guar-
antee or undertaking.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What did they
pay for the Northern Territory apart from
the promised railway?

The Minister for Works: It was a long
way more than ths.

Mr. Mann: If the motion is carried will
the hands of the Government be tied to the
26th parallelI

The PREMIER: If the House were to,
accept these proposals, which have been sub-
mitted without any conditions or undertak-
ings, I think we would he recreant to the peo-
ple of the State.

Mr. Thomson: No one suggested we should
do so.

The PREMIER: I find it difficult
to decide whether the hon. member was
really favourable to or against the pro-
posal. He said at one stage he was a
State-righter and always had been one, and
then he spoke of the difficulties of the
North, and cheered and encouraged some
members when lie said the State could not do
anything. He left me entirely undecided asi
to whether he would vote for the proposals
or against them.

Mr. Thomson:- I was objecting to the fact
that as far as we knew you had ceased
negotiations. We could only assume that
from the published statements.

The PREMtIER: I repeat the statement
that I informed the Press that negotiations
,%ere proceeding, and this statement appears
in "Hansard" in the Budget speech.

Mr. Thomson: There is a difference in the
dates,

The PREMIR:- It does. not matter. T
could not rush to the newspaper with a copy
of a letter. That would have been the right
thing to do. It was not right for the Corn-
monv-ealth Government to release in Mel-
bourne, correspondence and have it tele-
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graphed here. The first time .[ knew of these
proposals was when I read abouat them in
this morning's newspaper. The bon. member
hnew about them as soon as I did.

11r. Thomson: That was the first I knew
of it.

The PREMIER: I read it this morning.
I do not consider it a Lair thing for one Gov-
ernment to release correspondence With an-
other Government before-

i-on. Sir James Mitchell: It is certainly
a wrong thing to do, because peole only get
half the facts.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret-on
f urther amendment-[10.56] : I have listened
carefully to the debate, and I feel confident
that the Premier will lie Matisfied with the
result of the discussion. As regards the mo-
tion we are asked to support, the portion
that counts is the latter portion, which says
that the proposal "contained in a letter from
the Prime Minister dated the 12th August,
1926, is not in the best interests of Western
Australia, and is therefore not acceptable to
this House."

The Premier: I think that is the honest
opinion of the House.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: I think so, too. In my
opinion, however, it would be wise for the
Premier to withdraw the motion. We have
proof that the House has absolute confi-
dence in the Government as regards carry-
ing on the negotiations untrammelled. If we
mously, and I also feel sure that the Gov-
meat must not proceed any further on that
letter from the Prime Minister dated the
12th August. 1 desire that our Government
should be free to negotiate under any condi-
tions with the Federal Government. I feel
sure the motion wvill not be carried unani-
mously, and I also feel sure tha tthe Gov-
ernment have the confidence of the House
in carrying on the negotiations. I do not
think it would help the Government if the
motion, being put to the vote. were not car-
ried unanimously. If the Premier With-
draws the motion, he will have the confidence
of the Hodse in negotiating and wilt be able
to continue negotiating on the basis of the
letter of the 121b August if he so desires.
On the other hand, if he does not so desire,
he need not do so. The amendment moved
by the member for Roebourne only adds
words to the effect that if the Government do
negotiate, the correspondence that has al-
ready taken place will serve as a basis for
further negotiations. That, in my opinion.

is all the amendment implies. 1 trust the
Premier will withdraw the motion and carry
on the negotiations untramm elled. He will
then be hacked by the confidence of the
House and also, I believe, by that of the
people of Western Australia.

MR. DAVY (WVest Perth-on amend-
ment) [10.58] : ] would rather see the
motion withdrawn than to see it carried with
the amendment mov'ed by the member for
Roeboorne. After all, the motion, if car-
ried, will set forth that the proposal of the
Commonwealth Government for the sur-
render of nil the territory north of the 26th
parallel of south latitude is not in the best
interests of Western Au1stalia

Hon. G. Taylor: No; not the proposal
contained in the letter of the 12th August.

Mr. DAVY: That only qualifies the gen-
eral proposal. I am afraid that if wve carry
the motion in its present form ar, 'v negotia-
tions on the basis of a surrender of territory
north of the 26th parallel will he closed

Hon. G. Taylor: The proposal contained
in the letter of the 12th August.

Mr. DAVY: That does not matter. I do
strongly urge the Premier to hea-s himself
entirely free to continue negotiations. I am
not suggesting for one moment that it would
be a wise and proper thing to surrender
either the territory north of the 26th paral-
lel or that north of the 20th parallel; but
T am suggesting to the Premier and his
Government that they leave themselves en-
tirely free to negotiate without prejudice,
subject to due control of Parliament when
they arrive at any tentative agreement. I
want to see the Premier in a position to
negotiate as Premier of the country , and
not as leader of a party-in a position to
negotiate on our behalf with an absolutely
free hand.

Hon. Sir Jlames Mitchell: Free to listen
to what the Commonwealth Government have
to say.

THE ?IUNSTUR FOR WORKS (Hon. A.
McCallum-South Fremantle) [11.0] : The
member for West Perth (Mr. Davy)
is entirely Wrong. Not a single mem-
ber of the House, except perhaps the
member for Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale),
favours the acceptance of the terms offered
in the letter. All that the motion does is to
affirm that the terms proposed in the letter
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for the taking, over of all the country north
of the 26th parallel are not acceptable.

Mr. Davy: You are entirely wrong.

TVhe MINISTER FOR WVORKS: The
lion. member is entirely wvrong. Any other
proposal than that contained in the lettetr
for the taking over of the territory north
of the 26th parallel would ho entertainedl.
Anyone able to read plain Eng-lish must
recognise that that is so; and that is all the
motion says. The motion does nothing- ex-
cept ask the House to affirm what practic-
ally every member, except perhaps the inem-
her for Roehourne, has expressed himself
as being iii favour of. Why be afraid to
say by motion what we have already given
voice to? It may be taken then that tile
Federal Government could come back on to
the old ground, stick to the old terms ltnd
stand on themi.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: What good
would that do?

The MINISTER FOR WVORKS: Every-
one agrees that the Government would have
been entirely wrong in accepting the terms
contained in that letter. There is a clear
indication to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, "You have to make a better offer if
it is to he entertained at all; there must be
better terms offered than those contained in
that letter." That is so whether the offer
refers to territory' north of the 26th paral-
lel, or territory north of the 20th parallel,
or any other territory' . That is the clear
reading ot the motion, and it appears to mne
that the House cannot fail to carry that
motion, everybody having expressed himself
in favour of it.

lion. Sir JAMES MlTTf('IIJ,: M_%r.
Speaker-

Mr. SPEAKER: I ay inform bon. mnem-
hers that a great deal of this discussion is
irregular, lion, members who have spoken
more than once cannot again address them-
selves to the ,sale subject. Only the import-
ance of the question wvould permit of the
irregula ri ties which hav"e been displayed.

Ron. Sir James Mitchell: Surely wve call
speak to anl amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member Ilas
spoken since the amendment was Proposed.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: No, I have not.

Mfr. SPEAKER: I am certain of it. In
the circumstances the hon. member will be
confined to this amendment, and this amend-

ient, only. lie spoke on the main question
and afterwards spoke on the amendment,
and now has risen again to address the
House.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I do not want
to speak when I am not entitled t,, speak.

Mr. SPEAKER : The bon. memher, as I
say, has sp)oken more than once on this sub-
ject to-night; and if he desires to speak fur-
ther, his renmarks must be confined to this
amendment.

Amendment putt, and a division taken with
thle following resuit:

Ayes
Noes

Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.

-. .- . .. 13

-28

Majority against .. 15

Angelo
Barnard
Brown
Dav~y
Griffiths
E. B. Johnston
Lindany

AYES.

Ios

Mr. Angwia
-4r. Uhesson
M r. Clydesdale
Mr. Collier
Atr. Corhoy
Mtr. Covetley
Mr. Cunningham
M r. Denton
Mr~. George
Mir. Heron
,Miss Hoiman
Mr. W. D. Johnson
Mr. Kennedy
bir. Lambert

Sir
31Zr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
51r.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
)I r.

James Mitchell
Taylor
Teesdale
Thomson
C. P. Wariebrough
Mann

(Teller.)

Lainond
Lutey
Marshall
McCallum
Miliingtfl
Munste
Sleeman
J. M. Smith
Stubbs
Troy
A. Wanstbrough
Willeock
Withers
wilace

(Tell"r.)

PRS.
Ayes' NOES

Mr. Maley Mr. Panton
.Mr. Hughe" Mr. Richardson

Amliendment thus negatived.

QuIestion pu~t and passed.

BILL-GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council's AMessage.

Messagwe front the Council received
readl notifying that it insisted upon
amendment to which the Assembly
disagreed.

alid
its

had
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BILL-LOAN, £4,370,000.
Returned without amendment.

BILLr-METROPOITAN MARKET.

Council's Message.

Message from the Council received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the
Assembly's amendment on an amendment
maude by the Council.

BILL - KOJONUP AND DOWEZRIN
ROAD BOARD LOANS VALIDATION.

First Reading.

Illtroduced by the Mlinister for Work,
.and read a first time.

Second Reading.

THE MIUNISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
A. McCallurn-South Fremantle) [11.10]
in moving the second reading said: The
object of the Bill is to validate two mis-
takes made by the road boards mntioned
It is necessary to pass legislation iii order
to overcome the difficulties I refer to. The
mistake made by the Kojonup Read Board
is not a serious one. It appears ti'at the
board entered into negotiations with a banik
to raise a certain loan and the bank gave
the hoard that accommodation pr;(,, to the
adoption of the necessary resolutions
nioiborisingl the transaction.

Hon. G. Taylor: The same old trouble!
The MI1NISTER FOR WORKS: Sub-

sequently it wvas desired that debenteres
should be issued for the loan. It was f Sen
discovered that the necessary resolutions
authorising the transaction had not been
carried. That was the error made by the
board. All the necessary advertising had(
been &:n and the ineethugts rerquired !,ad
been held. It will he seen, therefore, that
there wvas no question of the ratepayers of
the district not having sanctioned the loan.
Trhat is an error that may be made by ,any
new secretary of a road hoard. With
respect to the flowerin Rose, Board, how-
ever, the error is more serious and I con-
fess that the action coneerol is not one
that I like validating.- If it were not for
the position the members of the road board
would be placed in, I would hesitate to s)l:
Parliament to agree to validate their
action. We -could not expect members of
a local authority to personally accept the
responsibility ofl a mistake on the part of
an employee. In view of the difficuilties

experienced regarding sucb matters, I bad
the conditions under which loan money
may be raised set out in a simple form,
which I had distributed amongst the local
authorities. The object of that wvas to
enable secretaries of road boards to have
before them those particulars set out
clearly and concisely. When there are
changes of secretaries, however, the re-
quirements of the Act are sometimes over-
looked.

Mr. Lindsay: Had the old secretary been
alive this would not have occurred, but he
died.

The M1INISTER FOR WORKS: I believe
that is the position.

Hon. Sir JIames Mitchell: What is the
period of the loan?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
think 1 have that information at the
moment. In this instance, the mistake was
not only in respect of the interest, bat of
the amount of the loan as wecll. The read
board desired to raise a loa'i of a1,300 at
6 per cent, and secured the cons.,iit of the
ratepayers. The hoard found (hey were
unable to raise the money at that rate of
interest and agreed to pay 7 per cent.
Then they found it necessary t. raisc a
further £200, so they increased tihe ainount
from £1,300 to £1,500. Thus the board wvent
beyond their authority to the extent of
£200 on the loan aind I per cent. on the
interest.

Ifon. 0. Taylor: That is rath,r serious.
Ihe MINISTER. FOR WORKS: I a-rcee

that it is a serious mater. I do not like
validating such an action, but I ain afraid
there is no alternative, because it would
not be fair for the members of the board
to shoulder the responsibility themselves.
If we forced road board members to accept
responsibility individually in such matters,
and required them to carry the financial
burden involved in the mistakes on the part
of their officials, men would not accept
positions on road boards. But of course
we can only issue the warnings and explain
the position, that each road board will have
the necessary receipts posted up in its
office. But, somehow or other, they seem
to he continually making these mistakes.
I understand there is no feeling of
antagonisma in the district about this. The
people are satisfied that the money was
wanted and the work was necessary. Those
are the two points. I have included them
hoth in the one Bill. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. 'Margaret)
[fl.16]: The first proposition, that of Koj-
onup, represents a common mistake made
by local authorities. Yearly every session
since I have been in Parliament we have baa
to do something similar to this by way of
validation. However, the Doweria matter is
more serious. I am perfectly satisfied that
was riot done in the knowledge that they
were doing wvog. I suppose the money
was needed and they saw an opportunity to
get it, but had to pay a little higher interest.
I do not think there was any attempt to do
wrong. However, they have made their mis-
take, and there is nothing left for us but to
validate it.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Read a third time anid transmitted to the
Council.

BILL-WAR REiaEF FUNDS.

Council's Amendments,

Schedule of three amendments made
the Council now considered.

by

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair: the Premier in
charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 2 .- Tnterpretation of "War
relief fund."-Insert at the end the wvords
"and to which the Governor has declared
by proclamation that this Act shall apply."

The PREMIER: I think the idea under-
lying this was to safeguard somne local funds.
Possibly it was thought that some raid might
be made upon them. I do not see any real
objection to the amendment, for the position
will soon become known. The amendment
will not really safeguard the funds, because
the whole thing will rest with the Governor.
in-Council. I move-

That the amendment be agreed to.

Mr. Teesdale: Does it mean that the cen-
tral council will take it out of the hands
of the local committee?

The PREMIER: No, hut the central coun-
cil would have some control. As the Bill
left here, the control was with the central

council, but with the provision for appoint-
nieat of local coumuittees to control local
funds. The Bill said that local funds should
be controlled by a local committee, but that
the council wvould appoint that local com-
mittee. So to that extent the central council
wvould have control over local funds. Now the
amendment says that the measure shall apply
only to funds to be proclaimed.

Hon. G. TAYLOR: The amendment means
that each fund must be declared by procla-
motion. You do not think there is any dan-
ger'

The Premier: I do not think so.
Hon. G. TAYLOR: You will have 30 or

40 different funds to deal with, and so you
wvill require 30 or 40 proclamations.

The Minister for Lands: No, only one.
Hon. G. TAYLOR: If you put them all

into one, the effect of Ihe amendment will be)
killed.

The Premier: Any number could be in-
cluded in one proclamation.

Hon. C. TAYLOR: I wish to know
whether the amendment will militate against
success in administering the measure.

Mr. DAYr: The amendment is a wise one
because, even in the short time that has
elapsed since the passing of the Bill by this
House, 1. have been asked to advise whether
a certain type of fund came within the scope
of the measure, and I found it a little diffi-
cult to decide. The amuendment will enable
the Government to clear up any doubts isn
to anmy particular fund.

Mr. Corboy: It may enable some funds
to dodge control.

Question 1)Ut and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

No. 2. Clause 3, Subelause (1)-Delete
"Central" in line three and insert "State."
Insert after "Executive" in line three the
words "of the Western Australian Branch":

The PREMIER : This amendment is neees.
sary to give the correct title. I move--

That the amndnment be agreed to.

Question lint and passed; the Coned's
amendment agreed1 to.

No. 3. Clause 4, Subelause (1)-Insert
after "any" in line one of paragraph (h)
the word "sub": .

The PREMIER: The same remark ap.
plies to this amendment. I move--

That thec amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Counei'm
amendment agreed to.
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Resolutions reported, the report adopted
and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

ADJOURNMENT-SPECIAL.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
W. C. Angwin-North-East Fremantle)
[11.28]: 1 move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Thursday, 16th December, at 11 am.

Question pitt and passed.

Jiouse edJourned at 11.29 p.m.

egtiative Council,
Thursday, 16th December, 1926.

Question : Arbitration Court, advocates
Notion : Metropolitan Water Supply. ae,

Board of Works .. ..
Asien& to BIlls.....................
Bills: Xolonne. and flowerin Road Board

aklton, all stages
arp1 Utile 2und, Assembly's Message

aov n uea any. Act Amendment,
far onuferene..............

Government fioI!nys Act AmendmentA
fereitee report ............

Government Rallas Act Amreodmel
Ass.nblyes farther Message

Public Works At Amendment. 2n.
Public Wofrs Act Amendment, Cora.
Public Works Act Ameandmeant,As

Message .. ..
State insurance, request for conference..
State insurance onferencs report
Adoption of Children, Act Amendmentt

Tlber~dustry Re~uitatlon Assem bly's
Timber Indutry eguation, request

ference ....................
Timber Indestry Regulation, o nft
Timber industry Regulation, Aseml'.
SouthiWest Electric Powrer, 2R., Con, et
South West Electric poer AseblyI

Adijournment: Cloe of s aso, conlme
Mark&.....................

The PRESIDENT took the
11.0 am., and read prayers.

QUtE STITON-A RBITRHATION
ADVOCATES.

Bon. E. H. HARris asked
Secretary: 1, How long were agen
estes enga ged in appearing before
of Arbitration when dealing witl

PAGE
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...3107
...8162

.144

request

wage inquiries for the year 1926-19279 2,
What remuneration. was paid employers' and
employees' representatives respectivelyI

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
Inquiry began on 8th February, and evi-
dence was concluded on the 21st May. The
court sat taking evidence on 20 days. 2,
The amount allowed by the Court under the
provisions of the Act were: employees' re-
presentatives, £312 Ns.; employers! repre-
sentatives, £C162 19s. 9d. These amounts in-
clude costs allowed by the court for work
of and incidental to the pr'eparatiou of the
efases.

MOTION-METROPOITAN WATER
SUPPLY, SEWERAGE, AND

DRAINAGE.

Suggested Board of Works.

HON. SIR WILILIAM LATHLAmN
(M1.etropolitan-Suburban) [11.5): I move-

That this House is of opinion-(1) That in
the interests of public health the immediate
comnpletioa of the metropolitan sewerage scheme
is a vital necessity; (2) That in order to secure
a continuity of policy, a metropolitan board
of works should be created to take over the
whole of the metropolitan water supply, deep
drainage~ and sewerage schemes, with full
power and authority to carry on those under-
takings.

....8129 Very few remarks arc required from me to
Lot, am-

....8192 stress the urgent necessity for carrying out
ot Act,

.5135 a proper sewerage scheme within the metro-
.t" politan area. There is probably no greater

semblfl menace facing any povuhrited centre in Aus-
ag tralia than that which faces our metropolitan

.8185 area. We have evidence of that in the Bill
.3136 which the Chief Sececarv recently presented

ikesi;as to the House, granting pecrmission to certain
.145 municipalities to undertake the installation

M .. 3147 of septic taks epic tanks form onya
Meripare 8184 partial relief of the difficulty. This will not

S164 overcome the main trouble -which presents
itself, namely the dumping of nigbtsoil in
the various munieipalitks concerned. There

atare several of these dumps between Subiaco,
Chair at Claremont, the Claremont and Peppermint

Grove road board areas nnd others. All of
these authorities have separate dumps for
the deposit of this matter. This in itself is

COURT, a very serious menace to the health of the
people. In this morning's paper there is

the Chief another striking instance of, the result that
ts or advo- has been brought about by the inactivity of
ethe Court various Governments on OHs question. I am
hthe basic not referring to any particular Government


