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mire him, and | want to express to Mr.
Cornell the hope that lie will shorily return,
having mmpletui that duly that his large
lieart and lofty patriotism have demanied.
For you, Mr. President, I hope thai the
recess will be a period of rest and recupera-
tion and that xou will long be spared to
preside with dignity and impartiality as
vou have always done over the deliberations
al this Chamber. 1 move—
That this Honse al ils rising adjourn
to Wednesday, 4th . April.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 12.30 am.
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RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER—
GERALDTON.
Mr. SPEAKER: I yesterday received
the following communication :——

Parliament House, 20th March, 1917,
To the Ion. James Gardiner, M.L.A.
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly,
Perth. Dear Sir, I herewith tender my
resignation as member in the Legislative
Asvembly for Geraldton. Yours faith-
fully, E. E. Heitman.

The PREMIER {Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [4.33]: In view of the hon. mem-
her's resignation I beg to move—

That the seat be declared vacant.

Question put and passed.

QUESTION—ALLEN GAS PRODUCER
COMPAXNY.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (without notice)
asked the Minister for Works: Has the
Minister had a settlement made by arbitra-
tion regarding the elaim of the State against
the Allen (Oas Producer Company; if so,
was it on the advice of the Crown Law De-
partment: and is it true that the amount
has heen reduced by two-thirds.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
There has not yet been any settlement ar-
rived at but it is hoped we shall arrive at a
seitlement tu-morrow. There are various
negatiations, all of which 1 shall be pleased
o show the hon. member. Every effort has
Leen made to safeguard the interests of the
Slate.

QUESTION—WHEAT SALE.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (without notiee) asked
the Minister for Industries: 1, Is he re-
sronsible for the statement in regard to
damageil wheat and good sale (vide Press
report)? 2, Was the flour referred fo
shipped oversea? 3, Is the ruling priee of
{.a.q. wheat for export flour to the same
place 6s. %d. per bushel or 4s. 9d. a2s indi-
cated in the statement? 4, At what mill
was this wheat gristed? 5. Who decided
that the wheat was damaged? 6, What was
the extent of damage per bushel?

The MIXISTER FOR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1 and 2, Yes. 3, 6s. for good wheat,



4, (ckerby & Co. 5, The general manager
and the aequiring agents; and in this in-
stance the wheat was refused by the ship
because of weevil, 6, Probably worth 3s. 3d.
per hushel az pig or fowl feed.

QUESTION—RAILWAY SERVICE,
CURTAILMENT.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (without notice)
asked the Minister for Railways: Will he
make an announcement regarding the in-
tentions of the Railway Department to enr-
tail the railway facilities to the general pub-
lic? T have only heard of one redunction so
far, and that is on the Perth-Midland sub-
urban line, where it is proposed to intro-
dure a service of two hours in lieu of the
present hourly serviee. Is that going to be
general ?

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: The matter has not yet come before
me for consideration. It will be nceessary
to curtail the train serviee and every centre
will be affeeted.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: In view of the
answer given to the leader of the Opposi-
tion will the Minister get into communica-
tion with the Commissioner of Railways
forthwith. ascertain from him partienlars
of the nroposed reduction in the running of
the trains hetween TPerth and Fremantle,
and report te the HFouse hefore the close of
the session.

The MINISTER TFOR RAILWAYS:
The matter will eertainly be taken into con-
sideralion.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Will the Minister
imm%diﬂtely zet into touch throvgh the tele-
phone with the Commissioner of Railways
and ascertain whether lhere is any truth in
the rumonr that a reduction almost ap-
proaching to 5¢ per cent. will take place in
the suburban railway service? I under-
stand that this to some ecxtent has heen
made publie, se far as the Midland line is
concerned,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We were told to
look at the notices on the stations, but they
are not there to see,

The MINISTER FOR RATILWAYS: 1
will «et into tonch with the Commissioner
of Ratlways and ascertain what has been
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done so far in regard to the matter. Trains
will have to be ecut out in some cases.
Hon. W. D. Johnson: Do you propose to
cut them ont in snch a way as lo give one
train every two hours Lo Midland Junetion?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: No,
there will be as reasonable a servipe as is
possible in the cirenmstances.

Hon. W. D. Jolinson: We have an hourly
gerviece now, but thai is not a reasonable
one.

The Minister for Works: It may be an
unpayable one nevertheless. )

Hon. J. Scaddan: Why this policy of
hush; tell us what vou know,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
do not know. T shall kmow before the
change is made, and such change will be
considered by the Government. We must ent
ont irains largely because of want of ma-
terial to keep the trains going. 1 will dis-
enss the matter with the Commissioner of
Railways and satisfy members on the point.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Will you let us know
the result hefore the House rises?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I

will endeavour to do so.

Hon. J. SCADDAN:I must protest
against proceeding any further nntil we
know what is going to happen in this mat-
ter. We onght to know and the public
ought to know. What I eannot understand
is the fact that already notices bave been
issned to the pahlic to look out at stations
for the proposed alterations in the train
service. We ought to be able to diseuss the
matter hefore the House rises.

QUESTION—RATIAVAY SERVICE,
KALGOORLIE-MENZIES.

Mr. MULLANY ({without notice} asked
the Minister for Railwavs: Is it a faet that
the train running hetween Kalgoorlie and
Menzies an Saturdays is being ent outd

The MTNISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1 regret T eannot furnish a reply,
and T am sorry that I was not aware mem-
bers wonld require this information this
afternoon.

Hon. J. Scaddan: liverybody knows all
about il except the Minister,
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Houn. W. D. JOIINSON: I respectfully
suzgest to the Minister that, inasmuech as
this question is eausing a lot of publie un-
asiness, he should nake inquiries and make
a statement to the Hounse after the tea ad-
journiment, so ihat Parliament may know
what the position is.

BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT,
Couneil’s Imendments.

Schedule of four amendmenis requested
by the Legislative Couneil now considered.

In (ommitiee.

Mir. Hoiman in the Chair; the Minister
for Lands in charge of the Bill.

No. 1—Clause 2, add at the end the fol-
lowing proviso:—“Provided further that
varticulars of Lhe resumption and the
amount of pecuniary compensation paid he
Iaid on the Table of both House of Parlia-
ment within fourteen days of the resump-
tion, if Parliament he sitling, or if Parlia-
ment he not sitting, within fourteen days of
the opening of the next suceecding session
of Parliament” :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Clause
2 deals with the question of resumplion
wherein peeuniary compensation is paid for
the reason that there is no land available
for exchange: and the proviso now sug-
cested is that all papers connected there-
with shall be laid on the Table. The Gov-
ernment liave no objection to giving the
tullest publicity to {heze matters. I move—

That the amendment be made.

Amendment put and passed.

No. 2—Clause 28, line 18, after the word
“gection” add “Provided that no interest
shall be ravable on any such advance for
the first five vears after the advance is
mada” :

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Clanse
28 deals with the settlement of returned
soldiers on the land. I do not advise the
Commiitee fo accede fo this request because
all advances are to be made from a general
scheme agreed upon at the Premiers’ Con-
ference. and it was also decided that, so far
as praeticable, there shall he uniformity be-
iween the several States. It will, therefore,
he understoall ihat if we agree to this am-
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endment we will be acting conirary to the
conditions mutually arrived at. The ques-
tion of deciding the initial period during
which interest and instalments will be sus-
rended is left to the Soldier Settlement
Board of Awustralia, to be constituted by the
Commonwealth (Government and upon which
Western Australia is to be represented, All
nmatters in connection with the setilement of
soldiers, or the expenditure of loan moneys
seeured from the Federal Government, will
be left to the decision of that board. The
board will consisl of the Ministers for
lands in the other States; Western Aus-
tealia, being so far away, it is arranged
that, should it be considered necessary or
expedient when a meeting of the board is
being held, and our Premier happens to be
visiting Melbourne in connection with a
Premiers’ Conference, he will be authorised
to aet on the board as the representative
of this State. Another objection to mak-
ing any alteration to the scheme—and we
are not empowered, really, 1o make
any alterations—is that 1t is considered
highly unde<irable there should be competi-
tion between the federated States with re-
gard to the settlemeni of soldiers, The
moneys in the scheme have to be applied
equally m all States.  Consequently, if we
inserted in our Bill such a provision as now
propased, that soldiers shouid be exempted
for five vears from the pavment of interest
on loans granled for improvements, it would
be aeline contrary to the agreement arrived
at at the conference and will he practieally
breaking faith wiih the Commanwealth Gov-
ernment. T think members of both Houses
are all agreed that we should do everything
possible for the returned soldiers, but we are
not in a posifion to grant assitance jn {lns
way. [f the proposed assistance were
granted it would have to he done out of
Consolidated Revenne, We have the money
from the Federal anthorities and without
that assislance we would not have heen able
to do anything.

Hon. J. Scaddan: They are not concerned
where the interest comes from, whether the
soldier pavs it or whether it comes out of
Consolidated Revenue.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Not in
the least. Tt was disiinelly understood at
the federal conference that there should be
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an uniform scheme and one rate of interest
should hold good. The leader of the Op-
position knows what the conditions are and
we will be acling unwisely if we attempt to
add a proviso to the clause as suggested by
the Legmslative Couneil. T move—

That the amendment be not made.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: I regret the at-
titude the Minister has laken in regard fo
this amendment. It is not eorrect to say
that we have no power to do this. e have
ample power lo do it, It is true that the
amount of consideration or assistanee we
are getting from the Commonwealth is
limited, but the amount of consideration
whicll we ean extend is unlimiled. Tt is
quite interesting to follow the trend of
affairs in regard to the returned soldiers.
There was no need to put all these clauses
in the Bill at all. The Government by doing
so inviled what followed and they got it.
All the privileges which we intend to ex-
tend to the returned soldiers are provided
for in the prineipal Act. Tt has been stated
that these clanses were put in to make the
Bill a little more acceptable to Parliament
and to use the returned soldier as a bait for
support. The amendment wlieh has been
inserted by another place is quite relevant
to the clauges and is a deelaration by that

Chamber that they want to do more than:

talk about the returned soldier. They want
to help the mar and this is the way in
which they propose to do it.  They want
to give him assistance during the first five
vears of his settlement. Hon. members
know that land in Western Australia does
not respond tmmediately to eultivation.
Generally speaking it takes five vears before
the improvemenis hegin (o be reprodnctive
ta the extent thal a man can meet his obli-
gations.  After five vears if we get a man
who understands farmine in Western Aus-
tralia, such a man will be able to meet his
obligations. T attended the conference in
Meclbourne on the question of the returned
soldiers and T took up the attitnde that this
was nat the responsibilily of the State at
all. T pointed out that if we were going to
transfer this obligation ta the States, the
Btates wonld experience a difficulty hecanse
of their limited powers in regard to taxa-
tion, and the returmed soldiers would not get
that consideration they were entitled to re-
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ceive. I have been misvepresented over this
matter. The West Australian, as usual, in
atternpting to discredit me took up the atti-
tude that I was opposed to helping the re-
turned soldiers. Nothing was further from.
my mind, I was taking (he broad view that

‘lhe Federal Parliament alone, inasmuch as

they were handling the revenue of Austealia,
and had so mueh power in regard to the im-
position of extra taxation, could do full
justiee to the returned men. The States,
however, decided otherwise. My next move
was to attempt to get this money for the
soldiers free of inferest for three years.
That was debaled and ultimately we arrived
at a compromise that we would give it to
the men at three and a half per cent. and
inerease the interest by one half per cent.
each year until they paid the fuil amount
and that the loss should be borne equally
by the Commonwealth and the States. The
best assistance we ean give to the returned
soldicr is to advance him the money with
whieh to make imiprovements and not ask
him for interest unti] the expiration of five
vears, Experience has shown that it takes
that time to make a farm anything like re-
productive, Even if we give him that five
vears and we persevere with the Nornalup
Inlet proposition, the returned soldier will
not be ready in that period to begin the
payment of interest. The Normalup pro-
position is one which I trust will not be
persevered with. I have a goed opinion of
the land around Nornalup, but the fact that
the survevors themselves eould not land
there, and were actually shipwrecked in the
attemipt to land, shows that it is not a place
to which we should send ordinary settlers
let alone returned soldiers.  We do not
want to send ouwr soldiers out to isclation,
neither do we want to use them for the
development of land settlement in Western
Australia, What we want to do is to make
available to these men that land which is
in eclose proximity to railway lines and
where they will have a reasenable prospect
of marketing their prodnee at cheap rates,
and where also they will be able to kecp
in toneh with civilisation. Yf we puot these
men at Nornalup Inlet they will be com-
pletely away from ecivilisation. e have
any number of repurchased estates and
Crown lands within reasonable distanece of



[21 MarcH, 1917.]

railways, within a good rainfali area, and
within reasonable distance of ports, which
could be offered to these men. 1 trust the
Government will take a proper view of the
position and show that they are deeply
anxious fo do something for these men. Up
to the present time 1 am sorry to say we have
done nothing more than talk. The leader
ol the Country party knows that in conneec-
tion with the War Council we have a land
committee, but that that committee has
never met. I do not know whether T have
heen exeluded from that committee. 1have
veceived no offieial intimation of my rve-
moval from it. Al I know is that Mr.
Garner in muking a statement to the Press,
and wmnentioning what was being done, gave
the names of tle members of the commit-
tee which did not inelude mine.

The Minister for Lands: The hon. mem-
ber is still on the committee,

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: It does not
worry me hecause there has not been a
meeting. We have to admit that the eriti-
cism which has been levelled against all
parties in Parliameat is justified inasmuch
as we have done nothing, and that what we
have done is the very worst thing possible,
namely, to suggest ihat we should send the
returned soldiers to Nornalup Inlet so that
tliexr may develop an isolated part of the
State. Let us do something and do it in a
rractical way, something which will be of
benefit to the returned soldier. I defy any-
one tn point to a better way of helping
soldiers than to give them the money, and
say that so far as interest is concerned,
we are going to wait until the land itself
pavs it.

The CHAIRMAN: In looking at this
question I notice that the amendment reads:

Provided that no interest shall be pay-
able on any sach advance for the first
five vears afrer the advance is made.

The Minister in opposing the request stated
that if’ this was carried it would necessitate
provizion being made from the Consolidated
Revenne fo meet the amount of interest
mentioned here. That wonld be increasinz
the burden of taxation on the people. As
Minisiers only have authority to do that.
it is bevond the province of private mem-
bers, in accordance with Standing Order
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387, to move to increase any taxation or to
impose any upon the people. I have to
rule in aceordanee with that that it would
not be possible unless Ministers themselves
take the iniative for private members to
earry his request. I, therefore, rule that
the request is out of order.

Hon. J. Scaddan: That, I think, creates
rather a serions position.

The CHAIRMAX: If we do not take this
stand, presenily there would be no length
to whieh this sort of thing might go. It
might even he possible for private mem-
bers to move that these people be paid so
mueh, and that wonld be increasing the
taxation on the people. Seeing {hat it is
against our Standing Orders, we must take
a stand on the matter.

UHon. J. SCADDAN: 1 do not take es-
ce:lion io your ruling, Sir. This" amend-
inent appeared to me to be encroaching on
the privileges of this Chamber, wherein all
matters eonnected with taxation muost origin-
ate, and that all amendments which require
a Message from the Governor must be made
by way of a request.

The CHAIRMAN: This is only a request;
it 1 not making an amendment. If the
Counci] made an samendment it would be
ruled out immediately, as has heen done on
previous oecagions.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I believe there have
been occasions when the Council have
passeidt amendments which they have ai‘ter-
wards requested the Assembly to agree to, in
the nature of patiing a clauvse in in italics,
whieh is nol considered a clause in the Bill
until such time as it receives a message from
the Governor, through Ministers of this
Chamber. That, however, is hardly on all-
fours with this. This 13 an amendment
which bas been made. It seems to me we
have no way out of the diffienlty exeept fo
return the message to the Couneil, and draw
attention to the fact that the amendment
cannot be considered beeause it is a hreach
of the Constitution Act and our Standing

Orders. I do not think we can deal with
the rest of the message nntil that has been
altered.

Alr.  Carpenter: Unless the Government
agree.
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EHon. J. SCADDAN: [ dy uot think the

Government ean agree. This is an amend-
meni wade in another place. '
o The CHAIRMAN: It is only an amend-
ment which is requested. The Couneil ean-
not make an ameudment to a money Bili.
They ean request that we should make it
here. It Ministers refuse to make that
amendment 1 cannot allow privale members
to {ake upon themselves to carry the re-
uest.

Hon. J. SUADDAN: I take it that you
asannot accept Lhe motion already submitied
Ly the Minister, who has moved that the re-
quest be not agreed to, The Minister must
aceept your ruling, Sir, and allow the
amendment to go by the hoard or else must
move the amendinent himself, T do not
think he can move that the amendment be
not made.

The CHALRMAN: 1Unless the Minister
takes the responsibility of moving this
amendment himself, I iotend to rule it out
of order.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The question is'as to
whether the Minisler has decided to accept
your ruling that it is out of order, or to
submit it as a motion of the Crown,

The CHAIRMAN: I rule the amendment
out of order as the Minister will not accept
the responsibility himself.

The PREMIER: I think the Minister in
charge of the Bill is guite in order in deal-
ing with the request of another Chamber.

Hon, J. Secaddan: Not if it is not in
order.

The PREMIER: The Legislative Coun-
cil sent ns down a request
Hon. J. Seaddan: Which is out of order.

The PREMIER: They have power to
send that rvequest down. [t is out of order,
however, for this Chamber, in opposition to
the Government, to carmy their request, be-
eanse it imposes taxation upon the country.

Hon. J. Scaddan: How do you arrive at
that decision?

The PREMIER:
decision, is it not?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.

The PREMIER: The Council is not out
of order in making the vequest. We should
he out of order here unless it was a Govern-
ment motion. I think we ecan carry the
Minister’s motion and show that we disagree

Tt is the Chairman’s
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with the reguest, and can state that as one
of the reasous why we disagree.

Hon. J. Seaddan: You do not cateh us
like that.

‘The CHAIRMAN: [ bave iaken the
stand which 1 think is perfectly right,
namely, that if Ministers will nol aceept Lhe
responsibilty of makine the amendment
which has been requested, I must rule it out
ol order. Standing Order 387 supports me
in this. If Ministers oppose this, I cannot
allow it to be carried by private members of
the Chamber.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I decline to be faced
with the position whieh the Premier desires
us lo be faeed with. I[ we are not going
to permit the matter to be dealt with in
respect to obtaining a deecision on the part
of a majority of members of this House, it
must be ruled out of order. The Premier
desires that the motion submitted by the
Minister shall be carried by the Chamber, as
though we agreed to it. If it were within
the province of the Chamber to do what the
Counetl desires without Ministers’ authorify,
I would vote in favour of agrecing te the
amendment, but T am not going to he placed
in the position of volinz against an amend-
ment with which T agree. FEither I have the
right to vote against it, or you, Sir, rule it
out of order.

The CHAIRMAN: 1 1ule the amendment
out of order because Ministers will not ae-
cept  the responsibility of moving the
smendment themseives, as vequested by the
Council.

Ion. J. Seaddan: Does the Minister ac-
cept that? .

The Premier: We will accept that.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They ean never pay
the money.

Hon.J. SCADDAN : T regret that the Min-
ister was not prepared to submit the matter
io the House in order to obtain the conseu-
sus of opinion of members. I want it to be
understood that the matter has not heen
dealt with by the Chamber, and that under
the Standing Ovders the Minister has exer-
cised his right to refuse to father this
amendment, with the result ihat the Com-
miitee is left in the position that it eannot
express an opinion. The Minister might
casily have oblained the opinion of mem-
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bers by fathering the motion, even if the
Government voted against it afterwards.

The CHAIRMAN: | canonot aceept any
responsibilty  in  the matter. 1 am only
doing my duty as Chairman,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: [ want the position
to be understood, that the Government have
taken the responsibilty of wvsing the Stand-
ing Orders for the purpose of preventing an
expresston of opinion by the Chamber on
this important matter,

The CHATRMAN: [ have ruled the
amendment oul of order beeause the Minis-
ter would not aceept the responsibility of
movinyr it as requested, and it is, therefore,
not eompetenl for private members to deal
with it.

The MINISTER FOR ™ LANDS: The
leader of the Opposiiion desires to make
capital out of this ¢nestion. 1 am sorry for
that.

Hon. J. Seaddan: That comes well from
Vol

The CHAIRMAN: I cannot allow
further disenssion on this matter,

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: The hou.
member has attncked me: he should with-
draw.

No. 3—Claunse 30. Subclause 1, strike out
the words “By the Governor,” in the second
and third lines of the proviso n this clause:

The MINTSTER ¥OR TANDS: T move—

That the amendment be made.

Amendment put and passed.

No. 4—Clause 20. Subelanse 2, add the
following to this elause:—"“The maximum
area {0 be held in the same division by two
or more persons jointly, or by any asso-
ciation of persons incorporated or unincor-
rorated, shall not exceed two million neres.
If any leaseholder is beneficially interested
in an area exceedingz the preseribed maxi-
mum. -or in several areas exceeding in the
aggregate the maximum or if his leasehold
is worked in association with other holdings
exceeding in the aggregate the maximum
aren that mav he lawfully held as aforesaid.
his Tease or leases shall be liable to forfei-
ture. and the lease or leases in which he i=
interested shall be liable to forfeiture. Anv
lease holder may be required by the Minis-
ter at any time to make a deeclaration that
he is not heneficially interested in an area

any
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exeeeding the preseribed maximum, or tbat
he is not beneficially interested in several
areas exceeding in the aggregate the pre-
eribed maximum, or that his leasebold is
nat worked in assoeiation with other hold-
i exceeding in the the aggregate the maxi-
mum area that may be lawfully held under
this Act. and if a leaseholder refuses to
make such declaration, the lease or leases
in which he is interested shall be Hable to
forfeiture. In the case of an incorporated
eompany such declaration shall be made by
the public officer of the company”:

The MINISTER TOR LANDS: This
amendment has been introduced in another
place with a view to preventing persons or
eorporations from seeuring large areas of
ecountry, in other words to stop monopolies.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Not much of a
monopely, two million aeres, is e
The MINTSTER FOR TANDS: I think
it is the wish of hon. members generally to
prevent the holding of enormous aress by
one person or companies and it was for
this purpose that the addendum huas been
made fo the clanse. I move—
That the amendmenl be made.

Hon., W. €. ANGWIN: When the confer-
enee wns held the other evening I under-
stand (he intention was to limit areas below
that permissible to-day. Tt was rcalised
that some individuals had considerably over
one million aeres. and the purpose of the
Rill was to limit any holding te one million
acres; but we now have an amendment
making the limit twoe miliion acres. In my
opinion, this will leave the North-West por-
tion of ihis State open to foreign inva=ion.
T yointed out when the Bill was at the seec-
ond reading that we have already some firms
holding very large areas in the North-West.
I know there are members opposite sup-
porting the Government whe are strongly
orvosed to handing over large areas and by
{bat means assisting the introduction into
Wostern Australia of at least the fringe of
the American Beef Trust. I am confident
that not one of those members who have
given an undertaking to assist the Govern-
ment to the end of the session had any idea
that it was proposed to hand over two mil-
linns of acres to one man.

The Premier: No.
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Yes; the “twe
or more,”” is only a blind. I have stated
previously in this Chamber, and the state-
ment cannot be denied, that the firm of
Vestey Bros. holds several million acres of
land in this State.

The Attorney General: If this Bill 15
passed, they cannot hold them.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I believe the peo-
ple of Western Ausbralia are in aceord with
the poliey of the Opposition when in office
to block such firms ns Vestey Bros.

The Premier: The Opposition has agreed
to this elause.

Hen. W. C. ANGWIN: They have not.
T never saw the clause before this after-
noon, and 1 am sorry now that T left the
other evening in order to cateh a train. I
tried to do my duty in this Houge for several
hours, but T realise now that I did wrong
in leaving Dbefore Parliament had con-
cluded the econsideration of this important
matter. ¥ depended on the assurance that
provision for the limitation of areas would
he made. 1 want members hehind the Min-
istry fo bear in mind that we have in this
State to-day men introduced here by the
holders of large interests in the North-West
who expressed the intenlion of removing
their offices to America for the express pur-
pose of aveiding war taxation to the Brit-
ish Empire. And yet we are here affording
facilitles te those very men to come here
and take up two million acres of land.

Member: What is the name?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Vestey Bros. If
I had my way aml were in the position of
a Minister to refuse, I would not let them
have one acre of land, T would refuse trans-
fers so far as Vestey Bros. are coneerned.

The Minister for Works: Who granted
them the land?

Hon. IW. . ANGWIN: The hon. member
knows perfectly well that these leases were
granted many vears ago, he knows that they
do not fall in until 1928, and he knows also
that those holding the leases have the right
of transfer. I have it on very good autho-
rity that since we dealt with this Bill on
the seeond reading Vestey Bros. have got
in, and have secnved some of the best leases
in the North-West of this State.

The Attorney General: Do you
them eut down to one million acres?

want
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Haon. W, C. ANGWIN: I want them cui
down by another million acres if 1 ean
manage it,

Mr. Foley: Will the Governmenl under
the Bill have power to cut down the areas
when the renewals come around?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Under this clause
they will be able to cut them down to two
miilion aeres only.

The Attorney General: Vestey Bros.
cunnot hold two million acres, but one mil-
lion acres only, exeept jointly.

Hon. J. Seaddan: s that not forcing on
trust methods, eompelling people to com-
bine?

Hon. W, C. ANGWIXN: In regard to
trusts whieh have sprung up in America,
the Attorney General as a lgwyer will re-
alise the diffienities which have been faced
in compelling the trusts to recognise their
respionsibilities and of compelling them to
earry on their business in conformity with
the law. I am satisfied that if those par-
ties are allowed lo enter lhere they will get
around (his legislation. T have no fault to
find with the conferenre of members which
sonzht to arrive at an equitable solution of
the difficulties. No doubt that conference of
members cndeavonred to do what was
thought to be best in the direction of pre-
venting large areas being held.

Mr. Willmott: If there is anything in
vour argument, if the areas he cot down to
1.000 acres it will not have any more effect.

Hou, W. C. ANGWIN: I am opposed
cntirely to the pastoral lesses heing dealt
with at the present juncture, but we were
told that the Bill had to go throngh whether
right or wrong. Tt is provided that the
maximum area to be held in the same div-
ision bv two or more persons jointly, or by
any assoctation of persons, shall not ex-
cced two million acres. At the same time we
have heen told in the Press and in this
House that the aveas held by Connor,
Doherty and Durack have been too large,
and thaf those areas should have been div-
ided up between a number of squatters. Did
that firm hold two million aecres? I think a
million and a half was their total area and
here now we propose to provide that a com-
pany shall hold even more than the area
held by the firm T have named, and in re-
rard to which the people were told it was
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not prossible to take any aetion until 1928.
T'nless we get more people to take up the
Tands in (he northern part of our State we
shall lose themn altogether. By giving such
large tracts of country we shall be doing an
mjory to the whole of Australia. Have we
not been told that it is necessary to fill up
the vacant spaces and that unless we do so
some other pewer will step in and do it for
us? I am pointing out the danger of grant-
ing such big areas of land, and when we
propose fo give two million acres we should
have presented to ns statistics showing the
area held by each person, how the areas
could be snbdivided and information as to
the value of the areas, and whether it will
he possible to see that in the fulure we will
be able to provide for the protection of this
great continent. If this provision is passed
no greater injustice will have been done to
the future generations of Australia. Are we
to do this injustice merely because it is ex-
pedient to bring in the Bill at this june-
ture?

Mr. Underwood:
cial reasons.

Hon. J. Seaddan: They are fearful of
another Government coming in and not giv-
ing similar terms. The member for Gas-
coyne knows that befter than anyone else.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No person
knows hetter than the present Minister for
Lands that if all the present leaseholders
kept their leases until 1928 they would get
a renewal of them just the same. A member
who belungs to the Liberal party at the pre-
sent time told me that he had spent some
vears in the North-West of this State and
knew ils requirements and disadvantages
under whieh it had laboured for many years
and he added that it wouald be a erying
shame if the legislators to-day gave away
the people’s heritage in the North-West
withoiit wmaking some provision to subdivide
those large areas. Faeh area is almost a
State in itself; yet the leaseholder need not
live on that area. The member for Gascovne
admitted that there is in the North-West at
least one station having not a white person
on it. Taney ibe American Meat Trust
populating  the North-West with white
labour when they ecan get aboriginals free
of cost; sboriginals who if they fall sick

Tt is merely for finan-
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will be looked afier and tended by the Gov-
ernment. I have beard of a man working
on a siation under an agreement providing
for medical attention if he should fall sick,
vet wlen that man did actually become sick
he was taken beyond the boundaries of the
station, where the conditions of the agree-
ment lapsed.
Mr. Butclier: Who did that9

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It has been done
up there, and I understand legal proceed-
ings were threatened in consequence. For
vears past we have been told that the areas
held in the North were tvo large and that
they should be reduced when the leases ex-
pired in 1928, 1t is our duty to see that the
emply spaces of the State are filled up-
When I was a Minister 1 assisted in bring-
ing ouf more emigrants than hbad been
brought out by any previous Government.

Mr. Butcher: Did you settle them in the
North-West?

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Ny, for ihe rea-
son that they would kave to go back hun-
dreds of miles from the coast to get any
land at all. 1 hope the Government will
reconsider the proposals in respect to these
leases. Omly a few weeks ago the British
Parliaent advised Australia to protect the
meat-producing areas against the American
Meat Trust.

Mr. Buteber: This will do it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No. Oaly a few
days ago Mr, Massey said thag he would do
evervthing possible to keep the meat trust
out of New Zealond. Yet here the Governr-
ment propose to give away our pastoral
lands in immense tracls. The aciivities of
Vestev Bros. in the Nortk are only too well
known. They have agents buying both cattle
and land wherever possible.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pan.

Flon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: It will be neces-
sary, in view of the establishment of freez-
ing works at Wyndham, that we should be
able to reduce the size of the leases in that
area, so that closer settlement around that
centre may be brought about. It is our
dufy to limit the areas that may be taken
vp more than is proposed under this clanse
The question is of such vital importance to
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the people that T would not be surprised to
see a later Parliament reverse altogetber
‘the decision of the present Parliament in
regard to these leases.  When the public
realise that we have handed out at least a
million acres to an individual in the north-
west of this State, I am confident that they
will demand that Parliament should reetify
the gross injustice which has been done to
thein. I move an amendment on the Coun-
€il's requested amendment—

That the word “lwo” in line 5 be struck

out and “one” inserted in lieu.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: It is desirable to
agree to this amendment so as to be con-
sistent. If we in one part of the Bill pro-
vide {hal the maximum sarea to be lheld by
one person shall not exceed one million
acres, and it shonld so happen that one
person holds more than that amount, that
individual will immediately

and so evade the law. Some doubt exists
as Lo whether the clause will have the effect
desired. Aecording to the Press there was
a serious omission from the elanse as re-
ceived from the Council; I refer to the
word “langhter” which appeared to follow
in that place. It is possible that members
recognised that the amendment proposed by
the Government would not have the desired
effect, and that this langhter was the result
of that belief. Except that we will have
power to prevent the aggregation of large
areas under the pastoral provisicns of the
Rill, T still think we wounld be more eonsist-
ent if we limited the area to be held by one
person fo a million acres. So far we have
not thoroughly understood the duty which
devolves upon us as representatives of the
people, legislating for about one-third of
the continent so far as the North-West in
particular s concerned. Jf we are going to
hold Anstralia for white people, we have to
provide by legislation that the North-West
shall be held in smal! holdings, and not in
larze holdings. So long as we allow one
person or a combination of persons to hold
up to two million acres, we shall not have
the North-West populated, although it may
he stocked with cattle and sheep. TUnless
the State handles this problem in a sabis-
factory manner to the rest of Australia.
the people of Australia will insist that the

transfer one
willioy acres to some member of his family
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vontrol of the North-West should be re-
moved from the State arena and placed
under the control of the Federal authori-
ties, We are doing nothing but provide
that those who hold pastoral leases to-day
in 1he North may continue to hold them for
a further period of 30 years, or until 1928,
under certain eonditions, I do not think
anyone will say that the provisions of the
Bill are likely to be eonsidered harsh so far
as the pastoralists are concerned. I judge
this by the undue haste with which these
) artieular clanses were passed and this
amerndment, from which fact it appears that
the reverse is the case. Will the hon. mem-
ber for Roehourne say thal the provisions
of the Bill are not favourable to the pas-
toralists of the Narth?

Mr. Butcher: Not unduly favourable.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Are they favour-
alle to the pastoralists of the North?

Mr. Buteher: Not so much as they are to
the State.
~ My, Nairn: Would you like them to be
unfavenrable to the pastoralist?

Ton. J. SCADDAN: 1 do uot wani them
to be unduly unfavourable to the pastoral-
ist. This amendment is only effective with
new leases. Will the Attorney General
answer this question: If Vester Bros,, who
0ld four and a guarter million acres in the
north of this Btate, do not decide to come
nnder the provisions of the Bill within
twelve months, shall we be able to apply
this clause?

The Attorney General:
eannot he renewed then.

Hon. J. SCADNDAN: The Attorney
General knows that this statement is nob
entirelv correct. The Atternev General
knows full well that Vestey Bros. ean hold
their 414 millions aeres under existing eon-
dilions 1f they choose,

The Attorney General:

No. their leases

Of course they

ean. REverybody in Western Australia
knows that. Vestev Bros. or anybody else
mav do that. You may.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1 take it that unless
these clauses are favourahle to Vestey Bros.
they will not decide to come under them.

The Attorney General: Then they will not
ot their lease renewed.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Attorney Gen-
eral eannot adopt that attitude.



(21 MarcH, 1917.]

The Atlorney General: Why not?

Hon. J. SCADDAN : Because the existing
Act gives the right of renewal in 1928, The
Attorney General can shake his head as
much as he likes. This Bill does not repeal
those provisions of the existing Aet whieh
give Vestey Bros. the right of remewal in
1928, ]

The Allorney General: If therc were a
right of rencwal, there would be no oceasion
for this Bill. There is oo right of renewat
anywhere.

The Premier: Vestey Bros. have no claim
on the State in 1928.

Mr. Bufeher: They have a moral claim,

Hon, J. SCADDAN: Will any hon. mem-
ber suggest that the Government of this
State will rob any man of his moral ¢laim?

The Attorney General: You said the claim
was, under a section of the Act.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Any pastoralist
who does pot within 12 months come under
the provisions of this measure will lose all
hig rights in 1928; is (hat the position?

The Aftorney General: He loses his
lease.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The lease is his
vights.

The Attorney General: No; he has cer-
tain rights; he has improvements.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That means noti-
ng.

The Attorney General: Tt means a good
deal. Tt is in the Act.

on. J. SCADDAN: The pastoralist will
Tose his right to the leaschold.

The Atftorney General: True.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: And yet we talk
ahout the matter being optional. A lease-
holder, then, must understand on the anthor-
ity of the Attorney General speaking for the
Governnient, that unless he eomes under this
measure within 12 monibs, he mnst, once
and for all, go off his holding in 1928%

The Minister for Lands: Yes.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If the Government
adopt that attitude, they will adopt an ah-
gurd and silly attitude. No one in this com-
munity would suggest that the holder of a
leage expiring in 1928, with a moral right of
renewal in 1928 for a further term, is to be
rohbed of that right becaunse he does not
¢hoase to come under some new provision
now,
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The Attorney General: He cannof be
robbed. His leage ceases.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1 have beard that
before. Does vot the same thing apply to
licensed premises?

The Aftorney General Exactly. At the
end of his lcase the lessec must go ouf.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The pasioralist,
then, will be compelled to accept altered
conditions—different repts, different pro-
visions altogether—for the balance of 11
years of his cxisting lease?

The Attorney General: What have you in
your mind?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Possibly eight or
nine million acres were taken up Iast year.
The leases for ihat area expire in 1928,
and yet, 12 months after their being taken
up with the intenlion of improving them
and using them until 1928, the lessecs are Lo
be told that they will have ne right of re-
newal for a farther term unless they agree
to be subject to fresh conditions imposed
by the Government, not after, but before,
the term expires.

The Premier: Are you supporting one
million acres or two million acres?

Yen. J, SCADDAN: I support one mil-
lion acres, as [ raid at the outset.

The Attorney General: You speak as if
you were supporting Vestey Bros.

Hon. J, SCADDAN: The Aitorney Gen-
eral may be clever 'in interpreting what 1
appear to be doing. 1f he is as far wrong
in his interpretation of the clause as in his
interpretation of my attitude, this measure
will not atiain the ends we are aiming at.

The Attorney Ceneral: You draft a bel-
ter clause, then.

Hon. JJ. SCADDAN: I am not the At-
torney General. Will this amendment, in
the opinion of the Attorney General, have
the effect we desire?

The Attornev General: T believe it will.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That is not very
definite.

The Attorney General: We are nong of
us infallible.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Have I the assur-
ance of the Attorney (General that the effect
will he what is intended?

The Attorney General: Yes.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If we cannot get
anything better than this clause, we muost
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aceept this clause, and trust to Providence
and the law courts for the protection of the
State. The inroads of the Ameriean meat
trust on Aunstralia, however, are not & matter
in the air, but something actually existing,
sumething that has been appreciated for sev-
eral years in certain Eastern States and also
in New Zealand. Tt is a matter of eoncern,
not only to the consumer of meat, but also
to the Northern pastoralist, who may find
himself squeered out by the Ameriean meat
trust. The operations of the trust have ab-
solutely erippled the production of stock in
Ameriea.  Will this clause bar out the meat
trust? 1t will not, if Vestey Bros. like to
sit down until 1928, Until that term expires
they ean increase their fonr million acres to
nine million if they please, and then let
things go haug in 1928. We do not know
what will happen by 1998,

The Premier: During all your time the
ared was unlimited.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I do uot know that
there is anything to prevent us from amend-
ing existing levislation so as to prevent the
further apgregation of pastoral leases. We
can pass a law preventing Vestey Bros.
from taking up any additional area.

Mr. Butcher: We cannot prevent them
from buying additional leases.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T think we can. We
eould prevent the traunsfer of existing hold-
ings.

Mr. E. B. Tohnston: The Minister ean re-
fuse any transfer.

Hon, J. SCADDAXN: That is what 1 am
coning at.

My, Folev: T intend to move an amend-
ment to that effect.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Council’s
amendment moes back on a previous de-
cision of ihis House. We fixed a maximum
of one million acres, whereas the Couneil
propose {o allow a combination to hold up
to two million acrves. That is being done to-
day. Tt can be done in ennneclion with
eenditional purchase holdines, and simil-
arly in conneetion with pasloral leases. The
holder of one million ncres can get his wife
to hold another million. This is not the
proper method for dealing with the North.
I want to see the North stoeked with ent-
tle; but, above all, T want, for the sake of
the safety of Australin, to see the North
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populated. Since the pastoral leases do not
expire until 1928, there is no occasion to
rush this matter,

The Attorney General:
rushed,

Hon, J. SCADDAN: Undoubtedly it is-
Even the supporters of the Government in
another place say it is being rushed.

The Attorney General: They have had
all the time they wanted,

Hon. .J. SCADDAN: That is absurd. A
matter of this nature cannot be thoroughly
undersiood or adequately dealt with by
either Chamber unless the people affected
kave had an opporlunity of seeing the pro-
visions and discussing them publicly, and
informing  Parliament how ihe eonditions
will alteet them. How many of the people
ot the Narth know the provisions containel
in this Bill?

The Mimster for Works: Every one of
them.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T am now getting
information. We are told that men out-
hack 13, and even 200, miles from the
coast  line, distant a fortnight's journey
from a porl and not in fouech with rapid
communications, know the provisions of this
Bill.

Mr. Butcher: Aceordine to statements
from your side of the House, the people up
there are only managers,

Hou. J. SCADIIAN; There we have an-
other admission, that those in the North
are managers and that the only persons
really interested are those wha live in Perth
and do not worry ahout the North except
to draw pounds, shillings, and pence, I
ask the member for Uascovne how it
comes about Lhe people in the North have
been able to obtain information regarding
this Bill and have had time to digest it
seeing that the members of this House have
not.

Mr. Butcher: They have had the Bill,
Lhe same as members of this House.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We know that mem-
hers of the Pastoralists’ Association are
ohjeeting to amendment of this Bill, they
wish it rushed through before too much
is known abont its provisions.

The Attorney General: I want to keep
Vestey Bros. down as mueh as you do.

It is not being
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Hon, J. SCADDAN: With me it is not
a question of keeping Vestey Bros. down,
hut of keeping the State up. I am not so
much eoncerned about Vestey Bros. as I am
about the interests of the State, the Com-
monwealth and the Empire. Qur northern
areas must he populated, and they will
never he populated so long as we permit
men to hold millions of acres along our
waler courses.

The Attorney General: Do you wish to
withdraw all vou have said abont Vestey
Bros.?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I have not said a
word about Vesley Bros. 1 am speaking
on the question of permitting people to
hold large parcels of land in the North
and I say that this amendment plainly in-
vites them to do so.

The Attornev Cleneral:
put in the claunse?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I would limit it to
one million aeres, to be consistent. T do
not care whether one or twenty persons are
concerned.

The Attorney Geueral: Why did yon not
sav that when the amendment was submit-
ted to yvou?

Hon. J. SCADDAN:
mitted to me.

The Attornex General: It was submit-
ied to the members for Guildford (Hon.
iV, D. Johnson), Pilbara (Mr. Underwood),
and Lecnora (Mr. Foley) and it was ap-
proved by them: and I understood also by
you.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: This is a most as-
tounding position in which I now find my-
self, merely because two or three members
of this House confer

The Attornev General:
members conferred.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1 claim I am still
a member of this House, and I sav T did
not confer. I want the Commitiee to be
consistent and, if this clause is necessary
to prevent the zggregation of large hold-
ings in the North or elsewhere, to decide,
as has already been decided. to restrict any
liolding to one million acres. Personally,
T would go further and would be prepared
to support an amendment which I under-
stand the member for Leonora intends

What would you

It was never sub-

The whole of the
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moving, that no transfer of exisiing leases
be permitted except with the consent of the
Minister, who may approve or refuse in
his own diseretion. I warn the Committee
that if Vestey Bros. get in in Australia
they will be very hard to beat, and they will
be prepared to take the risk of going on
until 1928 in the hope of being able before
then to change the political atmosphere of
this State. And I would point out this,
that even if the maximum be limited to
one million acres, one lessee holding in a
favoured spot would be practically holding
up 10 million aeres of country beeause the
holding of the water supply would wean
the exclusion of others.

The Attorney General:
provided for in Subclause 2

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That applies only to
new leases. The member for Roebourne
(Mr. Butcher) will admit that there are large
holdings in favoured spots in the North, and
1 assert that until those large holdings can be
subdivided by some means, they will retard
settlement. It is well known that Connor,
Doherty, & Durack leld the position in
Kimberley in their own hands by holding the
land in favoured spots around Wyndham.
T must aceept the amendment by another
place; hut T suggest to the Minister that he
consider the advisability of formulating
some machinery as guickly as possible which
will give the Minister that control of our
pasioral- country in the WNorth which is
essential in the interesis of the State. I
would even go to the length of providing for
compulsory resumptions, with compensa-
tion if necessary, in order fo seitle these
lands in a manner heneficial to the State.
We know that the holders of many large
areas reside in Perth, maintaining only one
or two whife men on their stalions as hound-
ary riders or in looking after the work of
the blacks. Yet those are the very people
who complain about the White Australia
policy, urging that the black race requires
io be employed and that this is employ-
ment suitable to them and not to white men,
Yet so soon as a Japanese doctor came
amongst them they immediately despatched
a protest to the late Government against the
Government recognising him or permitiing
him to practice. It was an entirely different

That aspect is
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proposition when a lahourer or arlisan was
being competed .against to what it was when
protessional men were subjected to competi-
tion by a member of a coloured race. And
some of those pecople who sent that protest
were themselves employing Japanese as
servants, [ want lo draw altenfion to ihe
fact that the North has to be populated as
well as stocked and we loo frequently lose
sight of the necessity for populating in the
desire to stock the Norih. Tt would be helter
to compel a pastoralist to keep 20 white men
employed on ks helding when he would he
obliged to keep his holding well stocked.
We are proeeeding with so much indecent
haste that we are neglecling the opportunity
of doing a duaty not only to ourselves but to
the Commonwealflt to give proper apprecia-
tion to the responsibililies of the white race.
We will not do that by stoeking the North
with ealtle. They cannot fight, but they are
an inducewent. for people to come along and
take them from uws. TIn the existing con-
ditions jost of the large areas in {he North
employ only one or two white men.

The Attorney (eneral: How much white
population have the Commonwealth put into
the Northern Terrilory sinee it has had
charge of it?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That will not help
us. Beeause Queensland has allowed the
meat trust to go into that State, is it any
reason why we should allow it to eome into
Western Aunstralia? .

The Atiorney General: What white popu-
lation did you put inlo the North during the
time you were in power?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: We recognise Lhat
something must be done hy Parliament to
meet the position which will arise in 1928.
We proposed 2 certain course of action and
that was to obtain all the information which
was essential to enable members to arrive at
a proper eonclusion. The present Govern-
ment have merely sat down and taken the
Land Aet, and then the Treasurer, recognis-
ing that he was in need of revenue, said,
“How can we get more revenue out of that
part of the State?’ It is not revenue alone
that we want. The whole of the North is
capable of being peopled if we tackle the
prohlem. We know nothing about the
North.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Buteher: I know vou don't.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: The only thing T
do know is that the conditions in the North
are not satisfactory from oan Ausiralian
point of view. I want to see Ausiralia pro-
gress and with it the British Empire, but,
unfortunately, we here are viewing the
position through a pair of spectacles with
Western Australia writfen across them.

Mr. Nairn: Is there aonything in these
clauses to prevent settlement in the North-
West?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T¥s there anything
in 1he Bill that will assist in the settlement
of the North?

Mr. Nairn: Answer my question and L
will answer yours.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: Suppose I admit
the hon. member’s statement. Let me ask
him if there is anylhing in the Bill to as-
sist the setilement of the North.

Mr. Nairn: I believe there is.

The Attorney General: Certainly, se-
curity of tenure.
Hon. J. SCADDAN: I venture the

statement that i the next five years the
Attorney General will not be able to pro-
duce a record of area taken up under lease-
bold provisions in the North, whickh will
compare with the last five years, and that
was before they had any idea about security
of tenure. I have already asserled thaf there
are pastoralists in the North who do not
emplay more than five or six white wmen,
while many of them only employ one or
two. There are five or six white men on
Vestey Bros.! four and a half million acre
holding.

The Attorney General: How do you
know? :

Hon. J. SCADDAN:
it.

The Attorney General: You can only
believe a thing from evidence or knowledge,
and vou have neither.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Does the Atftorney
General believe this clanse to he effective
from the knowledge he possesses?

The Attorney General: By logical ar-
gument. But how do yon know there are
only five men on Vestey Bros’ station?

Hon. J. SCADDAXN: Does the bon.
member deny it?

I honestly believe
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The Attorney General: 1 do not know

anyvthing about it.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Then the hon.
member should keep quiet and allow him-
self to be told.

The Attorney General: I am not going
lo he told by yon. I would accept the state-
ment if it eame from the member for Pil-
bara, because he does know something about
stations, It is more than likely there are
60 on that station.

Tion. J. SCANDAN: If the Attorney
Geperal will not take my word as to the
number of men there, wiil he assert that he
15 satisfied with the present population of
the North?

The Attorney General:
to do with it.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: What an admis-
ston to make! The Government are push-
ing through a Bill of this natore and the
Attorney (General remarks he has nothing to
do with it. T am arging that if we want to
solve the problem of the North we will not
solve it by making stocking provisions.

The Attorney General: Why did you not
snggest all this when the Bill was before
the House?

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1T have made these
suggestions times ont of number. The
North has to be considered from other stand-
points than those of producing eatile and
sheep. The tropical lands of the North ean
be used as they are used in other paris of
the world. Becanse of their suitability for
other purposes, as for instance, tropieal
cultivation, eertain parts of the North
ought to be withheld from pastoral leasing.

Mr. Butcher: They can always be re-
sumed if required.

Hon. J. SCADDAXN: I do not think they
ean.

The Minister for Lands:
ean.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: At all events I
emphasise the danger of iniroducing the
meat trust into Western Australia. We shall
have those people overrunning the pastoral
areas of the North. The maximum Ilease
ought to be a million aeres or less.

The Minister for Railwavs: There in no
limit at all to-day.

I have nothing

Of course they
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Hon. J. SCADDAN: We should have
complete information in regard to these
leases before we agree to the provisions in
the Bill. Tt will be useless to furnish us with
all the information after the Bill is passed.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: When first the
Rill was introduced I regarded it as the
most important we had had for many years,
yet it was discussed in its various stages in
a House of empty benches. T still say it was
not fair to introduce a Bill like this at the
end of the session.

The CHALRMAN: The hon. member
must deal with the amendment, and not the
Bill.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Well, we have
just had a second reading speech extending
over about two lours, so T suppose it will
be as well to come to the amendment. The
amendment represents a eompromise. If
that compromise had not been arrived at
the Bill wonld probably have passed as
printed. I am opposed to the Bill in
toto, but as my efforis to defeat it have
tailed, 1 woeuld now like to improve it.
I admit that T deliberately stonewalled the
Bili in order that some reasonableness might
be introduced into the Chamber, and am
glad to say that whilst we talked other hon,
members were outside trying to arrive at a
compromise.

Mr. O’Loghlen:
were stonewalling.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Whilst we
were opposed to the Bill and the eompro-
mise we entered into it in the hope of get-
ting some reform in the Bill. We did this
hecanse of the want of sympathy found in
the attitude adopted by hon. members, and
only at the elevenih hour members have
awakened to what is being done. I do not
want to inerense the area beyond one mil-
lion acres, and on the other hand do not
want to break the compact which has heen
arrived at. We now have an hon. member
moving an amendinent which either canses
ns to be misrepresented by supporting it or
to break the compaet which was entered
into. If the Attorney General keeps me to
that compact I will abide by if, but if the
question is left an open one I will support
the amendment beeause it is in accordance
with my previous convictions.

We did not know you
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
was not much compact about the Bill. In
fact no compact was arrived at. The mem-
ber for Pilbarra and the member for Leo-
nora got fheir way in respect to certain
clauses, and secured certain amendments,
mainly because I agreed with them and
also beeause Ministers subsequently agreed.
All hon. members interested in the pastoral
clauses were asked to listen to what was
being arranged. An understanding was
arrived at that the Bill should be put
through in its altered form and that was
done. The only portion of the Bill left
whieh it was impossible to draft that night
was in regard to the clauses restricting the
area of leases which might be held by sev-
eral persons or companies. I underfook
that a clanse embodying the opinions of
hon. members who took part in the arrange-
went, as far as I could gauge exactly what
was intended, should be introduced in an-
uther place. On the following day the mem-
ber for Pilbarra and tbe member for Leo-
uora came fo the Attorney General’s office,
and with myself and the Parliamentary
draftsman prepared clauses which seemed
to us, not only to embody our own ideas,
but those of each member who had spoken,
with the object of restricting the acenmula-
tion of acres and acres of ground and the
extension of such firms as Vestey Bros.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: What about the
two millions§ It represents a State.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T regret
the hon. member was not here when the ar-
rangements were made. It was not a party
clanse that was drawn up, and I did not
insist on how it should be done.

Mr. Green: That is the first we have
heard of it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Why was
not the hon. member in his plaee at the
time? An open invitation was extended to
ail hon. members interested to come into my
room and hear what was being said. This
«lanse is an honest attempt on the part of
the two hon. members I have mentioned
and myself to draw up something in the
shape of words which would prevent the
conglomeration of leases, the acting fo-
gether of persons, the joining of companies,
and so on. We have endeavoured in a large
number of ways to attack that aspect of

[ASSEMBLY.)

the question. When dealing with associa-
uons of person one method of attack must
be to limit the amount of Jand held. It
ong person holds a million acres, and that
waus coneeded, surely when we come to two
or more persons jointly, or an association
of persons, holding land we must assume
that they will hold more than one million
acres. This amendment is to prevent those
persons who hold this area from getting any
more, and frem putting a manger in to run
the whole lot together, It was a question
of what area should be named, and two
million aeres were named so that possibly
two sets might aect together, but no more.
The hon. members who drafted the clause
had in mind that it was alleged that Vestey
Bros, had somewhere abont four and a half
millien acres.

The Minister for Lands:
eight million aeres.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The area
does not matter. We honestly came to the
conclusion that no combination of firms
should own more than two million acres,
and this clause seems to express that. When
that was set forward the following day in
this tight form copies were distributed to
these same hon. members hefore I handed
it to the Minister in charge of the Bill in
another place, and it was approved by those
hon. gentlemen. I asked if they could sug-
west anything further. I would be willing
now, if any words could be used to make
that more stringent than it is, to adopt
such words.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Strike out the word
“two” and put in the word “one.”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The two
million acres was never discussed. That
was accepted as a fair thing. Hon. mem-
hers must know that there is more than one
pastoralist in the North who bas an area
exceeding that. Tt would act hardly upon
these pastoralists. I do not suggest any
extension fo these persons. They cannot hold
on combination more than two million and
will, therefore, have to get rid of the re-
mainder of their holdings or their leases
will not Le renewed. Exeeption has been taken
on the question of the time fixed. Par-
liament, however, is supreme in the matter.
If it is found that the 12 months works a
hardship Parliament can extend the term to

I said about
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any period which is deemed in its wisdom
<lesirable,

Mr. Munsje: It will he extended to 10
vears for a certainty.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
would not have my vote at any rate. I am
informed that the pastoralists are satisfied
with one year. Those who do not make ap-
plication to come under the Bill within that
time will have to take their chance affer-
wards. These pastoralists wil not be
placed in a better position than those who
cleet to come under the Bill. I cannot con-
template any Government giving terms to
pastoralists at a later stage which would be
less harsh than these are. The mere fact of
members meeting together as a special com-
mittee to consider special provisions of the
Bill and arriving at an understanding shonld
be sufficient to show that the resblts express
the views of the hon. members concerned.

Mr. Munsie: The member for Pilbarra
distinctly stated that there was no necessity
for the Bill this session. You have net com-
plied with that, have you?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The same
argument might be used pext session or at
some shbsequent session. I believe the
member for Hannans will always use the
same argnment, and that he would give no
one any lease or property whatever.

Mr. Munsie: I believe in the State hold-
ing the land. .

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I com-
mend to members of this Committee, and es-
pecially to those who were present during
the all night sitting when such an amount of
good fellowship was shown between members
on both sides, that they should stick to the
amendment which was the outcome of their
aetion, and support the motion.

Mr. FOLEY: When thbis measure was
first discussed, the guestion of the proper
time for bringing it -forward was debated.
With other members, I held the opinion that
the time was not opportune. That view
was based on iwo proposals of the Bill—
the proposal to convert leasehold town
bloeks into freehold, and the proposal for
extension of pastoral leases. What the
Council's amendment proposes was sag-
gested by several members of this House on
the second reading. Had hon. members who
have to-night spoken on this question dis-
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played the same cnergy during the earlier
stages of the Bill, the hands of the Govern-
ment might have been foreed to grant some-
thing that we have not secured so far. The
Couneil’s amendment is the outcome of a
consullation between the member for Pil-
bara and myself and the Attorney General.
If one cannot get evervthing, il is just as
well to get something. We knew (hat on the
clause the numbers were against us. The
Conncil’s amendment represenis the best we
can get. I am as strongly opposed to mon-
opolies as any man in this Chamber or out-
side it.  The leader of the Opposition said
the ullimate effect of the Council's amend-
ment might be the banding over of our North
to the Commonwealth Government. But have
we any seenrity {hat the Commonwealth
Government will not allow monopolies to
come in? The Commonwealth Government
zave Vestey Bros. about eight million aeres
in the Nortbern Territory., We have pro-
vided that the largest area of pastoral land
to be held by any one individual shall be
one million aeres and the amendment elearly
lays down that the largest area any com-
pany, or any combination of companies or
of tndividuals, can hold shall be two million
acres. Moreover, there is the declaration as
lo beneficial interest in any other pastoral
lease or holding. These facts dispose of
the arguments of the member for Coolgar-
die.  Personally, 1 consider one million
acres should be large enough for all pur-
poses,

The Attorney Geperal: Why did you not
suggest one million acres the other night%

Mr. FOLEY: There were a number of
suggestions to be considered then, and every
point could not be brought forward at that
hour of the night. Had the case been put
to me then, T would have recognised the
necessity for the provision which 1 intend
to move later. I am satisfied, however, that
under the amendment no two or four or
eight companies in combination eould held
more than two million acres. Companies
are specially forbidden fo operate in unison.
The danger lies, not in the area of land
which may be held, but in the fact that at
the present time the Minister has not the
power to withhold transfers. We lost sight
of the possibility of other men tsking up
pastoral country and transferring it to Ves-
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tey Bros. Even under this clause there is
no absclute certainty that that will not take
place; and 1 intend to move an amendment
t¢ obviate the danger.

The Minister for Lands: The Minister has
the necessary power already,

Mr. FOLEY: I cannot find it in the Land
Act. :

The Minister for Lands: Under Section
144.

Mr, FOLEY: I did not think that seetion
gave the necessary power. In my opinion,
the Minister would be well advised to ac-
eept, even at this late siage, a maximnm
of one millicn acres. However, there is the
safeguard that the appraisers will not let
those pastoralists whe have picked out the
eyes of lhe norlh continue to hold their
areas at present rentals. The Bill fixes no
maximum rent. When the appraisers have
done their work, the pastoralists can pay to
the State what the appraisers consider fair,
or else leave their boldings.

Mr. TROY: I shall support the amend-
ment. I do not think hon. members fully
appreeciate the position when it is proposed
to allow any person to take up two million
aceres of Jand. When we realise the progress
made in agricultural developmeni in this
State during the past 10 years, and looking
forward to the probable progress in the next
30 years, it must be realised that much is
likely to happen in the pastoral industry in
that time. [ am somewhat surprised at the
action of another place in raising the maxi-
mum from onec to two million acres after the
protest which was raised against passing
this hasty legislation at all. Unless the
Committea 1s careful, we shall be giving
away the leritage, not only of this or the
next generation, but of future generations.
The member for Roebourne claims that the
people have been consulted on this Bill. I
say the people have not been ¢onsulted, that
they know noibing about the Bill, and have
never been given an opportunity of under-
standing it. I want to see that the pastora-
list is given every encouragement, and that
he has sufficient land to earry on his oecupa-
fion with advantage to the country; hut I
consider two million acres much too large an
area 1o hand over o any individnal pastora-
list, particularly when it s remembered that
those two million acres will be held for a
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period of 30 years without possibility of
resumplion, except for absolute failure to
comply with the ¢onditions. I urge the
Miinisier fo accept this amendment, which is
most  reasonable, and not ¢o accept the
amendment made by another place, which
first pretended indignation and then passed
Lhe Bill, adding a eondilion which makes the
Bili unacceptable to the people of the coun-
try. 1 want to repudiate any suggestion
that I was a party to a measure of this char-
acter, and I cannot believe that any mem-
bers on this side were a party. I would ask
the member for Roebourne whether he does
not agree that a man could make a fortune
on o inillion aeres, or even half a million
wceres, and could make big money on
100,000 acres eveu.

Hon. J. D. Coonnolly (Honorary Minis-
fer): It depends on the quality of the land.
How would a hundred-thousand-aere man
get 1hrough in times of drought? He would
lrave no reserve at all.

Mr., TROY: 1 know a man on 30,000
acres, who came through the last and pre-
vious droughts, and who never at any time
made less than £700 a year. The member
for Leonora suggesis that the appraisers
would overcome this difieulty by raising the
rental, But if the rental be so raised that
one pastoralist eannot pay it, how ean it be
expecled that another pastoralist ean? The
appraisers can only fix the rent at a fair
value. I hope the Government will not re-
fuse to accept the amendment proposed to
the Committee.

Mr. BUTCHER: At the last sitting of
this House a compaet was made, after
sirenuous opposition on the Opposition side
and after the House had discussed the mat-
ter for many hours, and it was agreed then
that the limit should be one million acres of
jrasioral land to each individual, and for a
combination of individuals, interested eithev
divectly or indirectly, the holdings should
not exceed a maximum of two million aeres.
I 1hink that was a fair compromise. To
limit the maximum to a million acres in any
one division would be inconsistent, in view
of the differing value and cavrving capacity
in the various distriets, While one million
acres might be quite sufficient in one divi-
sion, that area might be totally insufficient
in another, Therefore, I think we should
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leave it to the discretion of the Minister. 1
mean to stand by the compromise arrived at
the other evening. The member for Guild-
ford has pleaded for further {ime to con-
suler thig matter. 1 protest against mem-
bers ¢rying out against the Govermment for
allegedly attempting to force a matter
through this House. Once a Bill is intro-
duced here, it cannot be forced through ex-
cept by the will of members. Personally, 1
would never permit any weasure to pass
through ths House hastily whether it was
introduced by a Government I am support-
ing or one te which T am in opposilion. It
is hile for uny menber to say we have not
time to discuss the maftter. If we cannot dis-
enss it to-night, we ean do so to-morrow or
next week, Hon. members have dealt with
a suggestion that this country should be eul
up into small areas. My memory takes me
back many years, and I can recall instances
wihere men started on small areas and, with
very few exceptions, failed because those
arens were not Jarge enongh. It is ridicu-
lous for hon, members to quote Queensland
and the areas in that State, and compare
them with the carrying conditions of the
land in Western Anstralia. In Queensland
they are not subject to long droughts simi-
lar to those which oceur in this State, Tf
any hon. member thinks bhe can make a liv-
ing on 1,000 or even 10,000 acres there is
plenty of land he can take up within rea-
sonable distanee of a railway or the coast.
Some hon. members have dealt with the
quesiion of pastoralists holding river front-
azes, and no other land being taken up. The
river frontage is of no advantage ag com-
pared with the back eountry. It might have
been of advantage in the early days when
we had no opportunities of sinking for
water, but now when it is possible to put
down artesian bores and gel a supply of
water, we find that the back country is bet-
ter than that which has a river frontage.
The river frontape business is a pgreat
hogey; there is nothing at all in it. I am
with hon. members who desire to prevent
any corubine or trust which is likely to mili-
tate against the interests of the people of
the State appearing on the scene, and any-
thing that ean be done to prevent a firm
like Vestey Bros, getting hold of an nnduly
large area of land will receive my support.
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But I do not want to prevent the legitimate
development of our pastoral aress, and that
is what will happen if the amendment is
carried. The present leasebolders in West-
crn Auslralia, those with leases well de-
veloped and partly developed, do not oe-
cupy the whole of the pastoral areas of
the State by u long way. We have pas-
toral lands which at present are waste
areas, and whieh we wani people to take
up and settle. Those areas are as good as
any which are at present occupied, and
we want to encourage scttlement on them.
The leader of the Opposition dealt at eon-
sidernble length with the question of the
settlement of the North-West by white
people. Let me tell hon. members that it
never will oecur in the history of Australia
that the northern portions of this eontin-
ent will be settled hy a white population,
and I am not afraid to say that.

Mr, Carpenter: They said the same thing
about Queensland.

¥Mr. BUTCHER: The hon. member has
never lived in the far North. I have lived
there for a considerable time, and I know
that it is ahsolutely impossible for any white
man to live and work in that eountry, and
it is still more impossible for any woman to
live there and hear children. If we are
going to ask white men to live there with-
out their wives, we are asking them to do
something which amounts to an unnpatural
state of affairs. If hon. members talk
about developing the northem country by
white labour, they talk about something
they know nothing at all of. The far North
can only be worked by ecoloured labour,
and if hon. members want to introduce the
strictest conditions by which the coloured
population will have no right of citizen-
ship, let them do so.

Mr. Green: So long as they are cheap.

Mr. BUTCHEK: I do not care whether
they are cheap or dear.

Mr. Foley: The white shearers stand it
pretty well.

Mr. BUTCHER: They are in the North
for only a few months of the year, and
those months are the coolest peried. But
that is not the broad question. The broad
question is settling that part of the coun-
try with white people, and to do that we
must have womenfolk and children there,
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without whom 1t will be impossible to ex-
peet white men to live there.

Mr. Mupsie: Does the hon, member as-
sert thai it s not possible for a white
woman to rear a family at Roehourne or
Ouslow ?

Mr, BUTCHER: It is possible for a
woman to live in that part of the State as
far as Marble Bar, but beyond there it is
impossible, and the hon. member is not one
who would take any womankind there to
live with him, that is, if he had the pluck
to go there himself. I apologise for having
digressed. With regard to the leases, at
their expiration in 1928, if the present
jessees do not feel disposed to come under
the clause of the Bill, it is obvious they
will bave no rights at all. At the expira-
tion of the lease they will be entirely in
the bands of the Government of the day,
and it is idle for hon. members to say that
the pastoralists will wot come in under this
Bill. T say thai they will, and that they
will take the first opportunity of doing so.

Mr. Munsie: Do you think there is no
possibility of getting an estension of the
time under which they can come in?

Mr. BUTCHER: T hope not. If they
cannot make up their minds in twelve
months T hope no alteration will be made.
The Committee should agree to the com-
pact entered into, and which to my mind
was fair and calenlated to do the very best
towards the development of the pastoral
arcas. It is idle for members to say that
we are locking up pastoral areas for this
undue length of time. We are not doing
anything of the kind. Tt would be unfair
to take an area from a man and give it to
another man for the same purpose, but if
it is required for horticultural or for trop-
ieal eulture, the right to take it exists at
the present time.

Mr. Troy: Can an arca he taken for
leasing purposes?

Mr. BUTCHER: Would any Government
be justified in taking it from one person
to give it to another for the same purpose?
There is a moral obligation to allow the ex-
isting lessee to continually use it for the
purpose Tor which he originally took it up.

Mr. Troy: It eould be leased in smaller
areas.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. BUTCHER: The hon. inember
would create a community of individuals
just as has been done in the agricultural
arcas., We know the eondition of things in
the agricultural areas through foreing set-
tlement in small blocks, in which intelli-
gent men could not make a living. Why
is it that we have 700 or 800 farms thrown
back on the State. Does the hon. member
wish to create a similar state of affairs in
the pastoral areas?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Do you call & million
acres a small area?

Mr. BUTCHER: It is a fair area. I
would not allow more than a million acres for
any partrership or syndicate, no matter how
many it might contain, T hope hon. mem-
bers will adhere to the compaet made the
other night.

Mr. MUNSIE: I support the amendment.
I take ne responsibility for any ecompact en-
tered into. Even with the amendment, the
Bill would not be palatable to the people of
the State. The Bill should not have been
introduced until after the elections. Unless
the amendment is agreed to it will be pos-
sihle for one man to own both the Minderoo
and Globe Hill stations. Those {wo stalions,
aggregating nearly one and three-quarter
million acres, employ hut one white man

between fthem, that is to say, one
white man is employed at Minderoo
and mnone at all at Globe Hill. What

we want in our pastoral ecountry is,
nol stock alone, but people also. T protest
against the possibility of two miilion acres
being handed over to a man and his wife
for 30 years.

Mr. Butcher: Any part of it could he re-
snmed fo-morrow,

Mr. MUNSIE: I canpot find that pro-
vision in the T.and Aet. It is only for pur-
poses ofther than pastoral that a pastoral
lease may he resnmed, and of course we
know that all that country is pastoral, and
good for only pastoral purpoeses. Minderoo
and Globe Hill could carry at least 20 fami-
lies, who would make handsome profits on
their smaller holdings. Tf it was made known
that those two stations were to be sub-
divided on the expiry of the present leases,
there would be 500 applications for the
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smaller holdings. To-day there is only one
white man on the two stations.

Mr. Butcher: That is not true.

Mr. MUNSIE: When 1 was up there it
was true; there was but one white man on
Minderoo, and none at all on Globe Hill,
Is it desirable that that state of affairs should
be perpetuated until 1948% People who are
hiolding leases close to ibe seaboard are
those who employ no one but nigzers. Those
who are in the back eouniry employ a reason-
able number of white men year in and year
out, There are portions of the North-West
where a million acres is not too large an
area to hold as a pastoral lease. T know
of one pastoral lessee who said he would
gladly give up all his improvements and alt
his lease for one-third of the Minderoo
station. I am sorry that hon. members did
not realise what they were doing in regard
to this Bill. It is robbing the future genera-
tion of Western Ausiralia to place a Bill
of this kind without any information eon-
cerning it upon the stalute-book. The West
Awustralian has pointed out that there is
more stock in the State than is necessary to
comply with the stocking conditions con-
tained in the measure. I appeal to hon.
members to accept the amendment. Even
then we shall be giving the pastoralist four
times more than they are entitled to in the
interests of the people of the State.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
passed through Committee a Bill to pro-
vide that the maximum ares to be held on
pastoral leases should be one million acres.
Under that provision there was nolhing to
prevent an association of people acting to-
gether from securing perhaps 10 miilion
acres of land.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: There was a condi-
tion that a clause was to be put in in that
regard.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T think
that the amendment of the Legislative Coun-
¢il improved the measure and the area to be
held is now limited. This is really 8 new
provision hecause it minimises the amount
of land which can be held by one individual.
In South Australia there is absolutely no
limit to the area which the pastoralist can
hold. In Queensland where the carrying
capacity of the land is for the most
part greater than it is here, leases of
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over two million acres were granted in cer-
tain cases to individuals.

Mr. Troy: When does the Queensland leg-
islation expire?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I think
it was only passed in 1928. YWhere the pas-
toralist now takes up land and has only a
tenure of some 10 years he has no time in
which to improve the property and no guar-
antec that he will be recouped for his expen-
diture. It takes at least 10 years before a
rastoral lease will recoup 1ihe owner for
bis initial expenditure and give him an in-
come from it. We should, therefore, give
some security to pastoral lessees who are
likely to desire to tuke up land now. Many
peuple are deterred from taking up leases
at the present time. Those who hold leases
now should bave some security of tenure
and some prospeet of having their leases
renewed after 1923. Although we know that
at present pastoral lessees are making per-
haps considerable amounts of money, time
was, not long ago, when the pastoral lessees
of the North had, in vulgar phraseology, not
& feather to fly with., Although I have
never been a pastoralist in the North, I
know that 25 years ago most of the pastor-
alists there wcre so heavily involved as to
be compelled to elear off their holdings. It
was only pluck i{lat enabled some of them
to hold on; and, by deoing se¢, they have
reaped benefits of late. Our northern pas-
toralists have had a hard row to hoe, and
they deserve all they have got. In discuss-
ing the Couneil's amendment hon. members
have suggested that we are sacrificing the in-
teresis of future generations. Ii has been -
suggested, too, that a lessee ean transfer his
lease to anyone. That is not so. The ap-
proval of the Minister for Lands is neces-
sary before a transfer can be completed. Tn
the past, when the area of land available
was practically unlimited. the Minister had
no reason to refuse his approval of trans-
fers. But now, if this Bill passes, the Mip-
ister, hefore granting approval of a trans-
for, would have to satisfy himself that the
proposed transferee has’ not already one
million acres, and that the transfer will not
cause him to hold more than that maximum.

Mr. Foley: But under the present law the
Minister must make out a case to the Regis-
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trar of Titles for refusing approval of a
transfer,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No;
that is not necessary. Future transfers will
more especially be governed by the provi-
sions of this Bill, if it passes. Therc are
associalions or corporate bodies with large
funds at their disposal for taking up coun-
try; and I think such associations or corpor-
ations are wanted to develop our North,
The stocking elanses of the Bill demand the
earriage of treble the amount of stock now
required. The existing Act imposes no im-
provement conditions, while this Bill does.
‘We do not wish people to hold up country;
we wish them to improve it and stock it.
As regards the birthright of posterity, I dare
say that argument has been used in connee-
tion with all Bills for the granting of pas-
toral leases. Nothing, however, has so far
arisen to point to these lands being required
for any other purpose than the feeding of
stock, or to their being capable of use for
any other purpose. In the tropical country,
I believe, very much might be done in the
way of growing ecertain products; and T
hope the time will come when that will be
done. The Drysdale mission stalion is now
making experiments in that direction. The
existing Aect, however, does not provide for
the leasing of land for other than pastoral
purposes, Leases are granted under Sched-
ule 34, which provides numerous reasons for
which pastoral lands can be resumed. Fin-
ally, the lease instrument provides that pas-
toral lands may be resumed for the purpose
of facilitating or improving in any way the
settlement of the State.

Mr. Troy: But not for leasing agein,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do not
think it wonld be a fair thing to take a
lease from one man and hand it over o ap-
other man to be used for exactly the same
purpose.

Mr. Troy: Then, why do you rescme agri-
caltural areas to be used for the same pur-
pose—agricnlture?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That is
done under the Agrieultural T.ands Purchase
Act. If this Bill provided for the pnrchase
of pastoral lands, it could be done in con-
neetion with them. Under the existing law,
the Government can reseme an area for
tropieal agriculture, if they think it advisa-
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ble. One hundred thonsana ..res have been
resnmed out of Mr. Burt’s pastoral lease
on the Gascoyne. The Government resumed
a large area of land on that occasion, and
nothing has been done with it since. T hope
members will agree to this amendmeni,
which is an improvement on the Bill as it
left this House.

Mr. TROY: The Minister has told us
that the Queensland law provides for large
areas.

The Minister for Lands: What I said was
that there were leases granted in Queens-
land for larger areas than two million aeres.

Mr. TROY: Part 3 of the Queensland
Act provides that the Minister, with the ap-
proval of the Gevornor-in-Couneil, may de-
clare any Crown land open for pastoral
lease, that the term of any lease shall not
exceed 30 years; buf in no case is the lease
granted for 30 years, but in terms on a ten
venrs basis. It is further provided that
when the term of a lease does not exceed ten
vears, the conditions shall be for a like per-
iod. 1t is also provided that there shall be
power to resume, not as here with compen-
sation, but without ecompensation. The
second schedule to the Act sets out specific-
ally the grounds upon which leases may be
resumed. Why did not the Minister tell the
Committee that?

The Minister for Lands: All of them are
liable io resumption. [ gave that informa-
tion to the Committee, hut the hon. wmember
was absent.

Mr. TROY: 1 beg the Minister’s par-
don; it is frue 1 was absent at the time. The
Bill was pased in 1910, and it provided that
within two years one-fourth of the avea of
a lease might be resumed, and that if fur-
therr resumption had not taken place by the
end of 1918, one-fourth of the remaining
portion of the lease might be resumed. One
would imagine that the present Government
would have been guided by the legislation
of a Liberal Government in Queensland. [
Join with the Minister in bis admiration of
those who have pioneered this part of the
State. 1 realise their sacrifices and difficul-
ties, and would not adveeate resumption
without compensation. But the children now
growing up, and who will reach man’s es-
tate before 30 vears, will demand acecess to



[21 MarcH, 1917.]

these lands, and they should not be denied,
as they will be if this addition is made to
the Bill. Reference has already bheen wmade to
the increase in recent years in pastoral set-
tlement, due to a hetter understanding of
its possibilities. Members would be justilied
in remaining lLere a fortnight protesting
against the legislation embodied in the am-
endment of another place. I am prepared to
fight to the bitter end that the maximum
shall be limited (o a million acres.

Mr. BUTCHER: What is proposed
shall be done with those lessees who at pre-
sent hold more than a million acres, and
who desire to come under this Bill? Is it in-
tended that there shall be taken away por-
tions of their holdings on which probably
large sums bave been cxpended in improve-
ments? T have in mind one such settler,
Mr. R. . Bush, who is an example to West-
ern Australia and to the whole of Anustra-
lia. Yet members opposite would drive
such men ouf of the country, and deprive
them of the result of the hard work of years.
If it were proposed that the amendment
should apply to future leases, no one would
be harmed. 1 trust the hon. member will
not press his amendment.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The argnments
just put forward afford a stronger reason
for the amendment. Those supporting the
amendment have no desire to drive anyone
out of the country, but merely to proteet
the interests of the State. The hon. mem-
ber’s argument in support of a maximum of
two million aeres is the very argument which
might be used for fixing the maximum at
one million, for he has told us of the very
large arcas leased formerly at a time when
thiere was no competition. Regarding agri-
cultural lands, the State has heen forced to
repurchase larpe areas at & cost of hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds, and quite re-
cently legislation has had to be iniroduced to
relieve those who bave taken up that land
from the payments on account of the high
prices the Government had to pay for the
estates. The Government have realised in
years gone by that the areas taken up were
too Jarge. The Minister has not been abie
to give us any information about the exist-
ing pastoral leases as to whether they eculd
be subdivided or not. We do not desire to
take away from Mr. Bush what be has, but
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it it is in the interests of the State that the
land should be subdivided some system of
subdivision should be adopted, as has been
adopted in connection with large holdings
for agrieulfural settlement. Under this am-
endment my family, which is not a large
one, could hold six million acres of land, so
long as it eould be proved that I had no finan-
cial interest in it. 1t was previously under-
stood that a clause would be inserted to pro-
teet the State against trusts, snd I further
understood that, while it was lhe intention
of Parliament to give those people with
leases seeurity of tenure, at the same fime
their holdings could have been considered
by Parlimment from day to day, and the ve-
newal of the leases would have been sub-
ject fo conditions which Parliament might
have set out. Is it not advisable fo accept a
million aeres until we can get the informa-
tion that the House is entifled to have.
After due invesiigation has been made into
the leases, the Minister could say that he
had gone into the question and shown in
some cases that it was necessary to have
over a million acres, and he could then ask
the House to agree to inerease some of the
areas and reduce others. I hope the Minis-
ler will agree to reduce the area to one mil-
lion acres.

Mr. GREEN: I trust the Minister will
not delay the House any longer and that he
will aceept the amendment proposed by this
side of the House. The Bill has been brought
in to help to people the North, and yel we
propose to give away to about 20 .men in
the Kimberleys areas which will be almost
as large as Vietoria. A proposal of that
kind will keep the eountry sparsely popu-
lated. I have been in Kimberley twice and
quite long enough to convince me that white
people can live there and work.

Hon. J. D. Connelly (Honorary Minis-
ter): How far did you go away from the
ship?

Mr. GREEN: I was on the constline at
Wyndham and operations were being con-
dueted at the freezing works right through-
out the summer.

Mr. Butcher: How many hours a dav did
they work?

Mr. GREEN: Eight hours. The old
groper element told these people that it
would be impossible to work at Wyndham
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during the summer months. We were fold
that white labour could not work in the
sngar fields of Queensland. We were also
told that the Panama canal could not be
built by white labour, but the backbone of
the construction of thalt canal was not
Jamaican labour, but labour with a white
skin brought from Spain.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Hoancrary Minis-
ter) : What about the million acres?

Mr. GREEN: What I am saying has o
close relevancy to the fact that a nullion
acres s suflicient for any squatter, Under
the proposals of ihe Government 20 men
could oceupy the whole of the Kimberleys.
The granting of more than one million
acres Lo a squatter is not going to people
this country, and is indeed unnecessary. I
hope the Minister will see his way clear to
accept the amendment of the member for
North-East Fremantle.

Mr. LAMBERT: No one has greater
sympathy for the pioneers of any indusicy
than have I. The member for Roebourne
must know that a million aeres of pastoral
lease is quite enough for any squatfer.
'The greater portion of the areas held in
the Kimberleys are not stocked to the ex-
tent of one-tenth of their earrying capacily.
That is the admission of a pastoralist, vet
the hon. member for Roebourne protests
that a million acres is not sufficient.

Mr. Bulcher: I said nothing of the sort.

Mr. LAMBERT: T accept the hon. mem-
her’s denial, still T really thought that he
had stated it would be an ahsolute hard-
ship if the clanse were applied to Mr
Bush.

Mr. Butecher: T said that if he were forced
to ecome in under the Bill it would be an
injustice, seeing that he has to-day over
a million acres.

Mr. LAMBERT: It amounts to the same
thing. The position is ridieulous. None of
these areas should be larger than 50,000 or
100,000 acres, and the leascholders should
not be permitted to pool or aggregate their
holdings without showing good cause.
Moreover, there should be improvement
conditions, which would enforee the utili-
sation of the leases to the full. 1T am very
sorry thal the Minister has refused to ac-
cept the amendment. The hon. member for
Roebourne was able to supply onlv one in-
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stance of hardship likely to oeeur under
the amendment.

Mr. Buteher: T gave ihe one as a specifie
instanee; I could give many more,

Mr. LAMBERY: The pastoral industry
employs less than 5 per cent. of the white
lubour enmployed in any other industry,

Mr. Butcher: Nongense.

Mr. LAMBERT: It is the duty of the
Commitiee to see whether means ecannot

be devised for the Ilegitimate open-
ing up of our North. Why have
we  not  heen  supplied  with full in-

formation regarding these leases, to assist
us in our econsideration of the question?
I hope the amendment will be carried. We
should have one large Federal State so far
as the northern portion of Australia is con-
cerned. I always understood that the pas-
toralist in rhis Slafe was {realed hetter than
any other pastoralist in the Commonwealth.
Whilst it is the duty of hon. members to
assist in encouraging this industry and to
show an appreciation of the good work
those engaged in it are doing in some of the
undesirable portions of Western Australia,
at the same time I have heard no arguments
which convince me that a million aeres
under present conditions is nol snfficieni for
any pastoralist to hold. It is regrettable
that we have not more opportunity of pro-
perly considering the Bill to the extent to
which it is desirable to do so. The oaly
desire that seems to prompt many hon.
members is to look after the interests of a
few pastoralisis in the northern portion of
the State, but T wounld point out that there
are also the interests of the State to be
considered. T am certain we shall find some
aggregation of the lands if the Bill is
passed. If ever people were heing given
an additional assel, these pastoralists are
those people.

Mr. Smith: You did not say that in re-
gard to renewing gold-mining leases.

Mr. LAMBERT : The Minister should see
that these people spent some of the money
they make off the land within the country.
The memher for Rosbourne will surely
agree that we have some right to protect
those who may come after us and may de-
sire to work some of this country.

Mr. Butcher: There are millions of acres
vet unoccupied.
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Mr. LAMBERT: Are they in posses-
sion of water faecilities.

Mr. Buotcher: Any amount of them.

Mr. LAMBERT : I have never heard that
statement serionsly made.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr. LAMBERT: We should not barter
away this portion of the State and it is a
great pity the Federal Government have not
taken it over.

The Attorney (General: This s not rela-
tive to the Bill.

Mr. LAMBERT: It is, and until I am
pulled up by the Chairman I will continue
in that strain,

The Attorney General: I rise to a puint
of order. The hon. member was dealing
with what the Federal Governmeni might
do; is he in order?

The CHAIRMAN: It is easy to connect
the two things. The hon. member can show
why a lesser or a greater area should be
given in this case. The argument is a fair
ane.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am obliged to you,
Sir. (Greater consideration shonld be given
to this question. The time will eome when
the Federal Parliament will find it neces-
sary to create o big Federal State right
across the north of Australia.

Mr. Foley: And give eight million acres
of land like they did to the great meat
trusts.

Mr. LAMBERT: Whilst the Minister is
a@wving the greatest possible consideration to
the pastoral industry, very little considera-
tion is shown for the welfare of Western
Australia.

Mr. Buteher: That is not a fair state-
ment.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 believe no Minister
would try to promote the welfare of the
country more than the Minister for Lands,
but it is regrettable, nevertheless, that the
measure should have been brought along at
such a late hour of the session and forced
through in the interests of the pastoralists.
In connection with the subject of this Bill,
we must think not merely of to-morrow,
hut of the future. T support the amend-
ment.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: T regret that the
Minister for Lands conld not see his way
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to accept a reduction of the mazximum area
to one million acres. If the clanse passes
in its present form, it will be possible to
obtain much larger areas of pastoral coun-
try. The amendment of the member for
North-East Fremantle seeks to reduce the
aren which may be held by corporations or
combinations from two million acres ito one
miltion. TUnder the Counecil’s amendment,
a man and his wife would be able to hold
one million acres in each of ilhe six divi-
sions, or six million acres in all.

The Minister for Works: I do not think
vou are right in that.

Mr. E. B. JOANSTON: Even with the
proposed reduction to one million acres, a
man and his wife would still be able to hold
six million aeres of pastoral lands in this
country. The words “in the same division”
at the commencement of the clause shounld be
struck out.

The Minister for Works: T find that T
am incorrect in what I said, and that one
million acres ean be held in each division.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Even one mil-
lion acres is a more generons area tham
should be permitted.

The Minister for Lands: If the hon. mem-
her intends to move an amendment, it would
he prior to the present amendment.

The CHATRMAN: The
cannot go back.

Amendment (Hon, W. C, Angwin’s) put,
and a division taken with the following re-
sulf :—

hon. member

Ayes .. - .. .. 20
Noes 13
Majority for 7

AYES.
Mr. Abgwin + Mr. Nalrn
Mr. Carpenter ' Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Chesson Mr. 8. Stubhbs
Mr. Colller " Mr. Taylor
Mr. Foley ' Mr. Thoman
Mr, Green ! Mr, Thomson
Mr. Harrison , Mr. Troy
Mr. E. 13 Johnston l Mr, Walker
Mr. Lamhert ! Mr. O’Leghlen
My, Mullany I {Telier.}

Mr. Munsie
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NOES.
Mr. Allen Mr. Mitchell
M. Butcher Mr. Hobinsen
Mr. Connolly Mr. Veryard
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Willmott
Mr. Griffiths Mr. ¥, Wilson
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Hardwick

Mr. Lefroy ) {(Teller.)

Amendment thus passed.
Question, as amended, put and passed;
the Conncil’s amendment, as amended, made.

Mr. FOLEY: I now desire to move the
insertion of a proviso.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is
too late. 1 put the question distinetly. I
am sorry the hon. member did not signify
his intention of moving a further amend-
ment.

My, FOLEY: I mentioned it when speak-
ing.

Hon, J. Scaddan: I also mentioned it.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Resolutions reported, the report adopted,
and a Message accordingly returned to the
Counpeil,

BILL—BUNBURY TOWN LOT 318.
Returned from the Council without
amendment,

PRIVILEGE—THE ELECTION OF MR,
E. B. JOHNSTON AS SPEAKER.

Mr. 8. STUBBS (Wagin) [1144]: T
regret very much having to rise at this late
hour on a question of privilege. I think,
however, that the House, after hearing the
article which T shall read, with the permis-
sion of hon members, will agree that I have
every justification for bringing the matter
befare Parliament, T refer to an ariicle
which appears in the Great Southern Argus
puhlished at Wagin on 17th March. The
artiele is headed “Mr. Stubbs, M.L.A., and
the Spreakership. Remarks by Mr. John-
ston, M.L.A. (Contributed),” and reads as
follows:—

Subsequent to unveiling an honour roll
at Darkan last week, Mr. E. B, John:toa
said that he wonld like to sav a few words
fo his eonstituents regarding some recent

political events. In regard to his short
ocecupancy of the position of Speaker
(langhter) he had nothing to reproach
himself with, He bad not sought the
position in any way (applause), but the
Government had been very anxious for
him to take it, and hold it, until the no-
eonfidenee motion was safely passed.
{Laughter.) The Government need, how-
ever, have had no doubts as to bLis atti-
tude on that motion. He wanted the Land
Bill through, and in any case he would
not risk any reversion to a reign of
Labour misrule and maladministration in
this State. (Applause.) No more secret
contracts. However, he had been placed
in a position of some difficulty, and then
had been deserted by certain Liberal mem-
bers, whose words were worth nothing.
They had walked out of the House and re-
fused to vote. (Shame.) Mr. Sydney
Stubbs was one of those gentlemen, and
he had absented himself from the Chamber
for two days after he was turned down
by his own party for the Speakership,
leaving his electorate disfranehised. There
had heen cerfain charges made in the
West Austrelian, inspired from an ob-
vious source. These charges were untrue,
and the paper had had o apologise. They
had heen deceived by some member of
Parliament. The member had withheld
from them the vital information that the
Speaker eleat was chosen af a combined
meeting of Government supporters (Lib-
eral and C.P. members which le had
attended. At the meeting a vote was
taken for the nomination between Mr,
Stubbs and himself, and he had received
18 votes (applanse), whilst Mr. Stubbs
received one vote only, (Laughter.) Mr.
Stubbs liad left the room declaring that
he had done with the Liberal party for
ever. {Laughter.) In the eireumstances
he (Mr. Johnston) had felt entitled to
accept the position offered to him, but
parties were very evenly balanced in Par-
liament, and when he found that one or
two disgrontled Liberals had not given
him proper support, he had prompfly re-
signed, rather than remain in an undigni-
fied posilion. (Applause.) He felt, too,
that he could best serve his constituents
on the floor of the House, holding the
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balance of power at the present &ime.

(Prolonged applause.) Mr. Johnston then

dealt at length with the Land Bill, and

concluded by vigorously urging his bearers
to vote for Sir John Forrest and the sup-
porters of the Hughes Government at the
fortheoming Federal elections.
The report says that certain charges have
been made in the West Australian, inspired
from an ohvious source. There can be no
doubt that Mr. Johnston referred to a mem-
ber of this Chamber.

Mr. E. B. Jobnston: On a point of order.
Is there any point of privilege involved in
this matter?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. The hon. member
for Wagin will please confine hig remarks
to the article on which he bases his motion.

Mr. STUBBS: The motion I intend to
move will give the publisher of the Great
Southern Argus and also the member for
Williams-Narrogin an opportunity of prav-
ing the truth of the charges published in
that paper.

Mr, SPEAKER: You are referring to the
article. I presume yon are going to con-
clade by making a motion in regard to the
printer and publisher.

Mr. STUBBS: Yes.

Mr. SPEAKER: In these circumstances
vou can refer to such portions of the article
as affect your privilege and justify your
motion. The member for Williams-Narrogin
does nol appear in this at present.

Mr. STUBBS: I will endeavour to confine
my remarks to the four corners of the article
in question. T shall be as brief as possible
and to the point. The article states that
the position of Speaker was not sought by
the member for Williams-Narrogin. It will
be within the recollection of the House that
the leader of the Opposition on Sth Febra-
ary last tabled & no-confidence motion,
whereupon the House adjourned. Shortly
after that the gentleman who was elected
Speaker on the following Tuesday gave his
pledged word of honour that he would sup-
port the Government and the Country party
against the no-eonfidence motion.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: On a point of order.
The hon. member is not obeying your ruling;
he is not confining bis remarks to the ar-
ticle.
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Mz, SPEAKER: The hon. member must
confing himself to the article on which he
has raised a point of privilege.

Mr. STUBBS: It reflects on my honour.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
guite justified in raising a poiot of privi-
lege on an article which reflects on his hon-
our. Seeing that his motion will refer to the
printer and publisher of the newspaper, he
must confine himself to that artiele as an
article. Whalever inference he may choose
to draw may be right or wrong. He has the
right to say whether the article is true or
untrue, but he muost mot refleet on any
member of the House.

Mr, STUBBS: Am I not to refer to the
contributor of the article?

Mr. SPEAKER: The -coniributor may
not have been Mr. Johnston, a member of
this House. [t may have been contributed
by a correspondent. Therefore, the hon.
member must confine himself to the article
on which he is basing his motion, and must
not refer to a member of the House.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: If the hon. member
is to be eonfined to the newspaper article to
the extent you suggest, he can do little
beyond reading that article and saying that
it is not true. Seeing that his honour is at
stake, I think he is entitled to explain the
facts which led up to the position dealt
with in that article. Otherwise he could
not justify his position.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member will be
justified in referring to those remarks with-
out involving & member of the House. He
has vet to learn that a member of the House
was actually responsible for those remarks
which appear in the newspaper.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The artiele pur-
ports to be a correct report of a speech
delivered by a memher of the House, a
speech which reflects upon the honour of
another hon. member. Surely, then, the
hon. member is entitled to explain the faets
which led up to the position dealt with in
that article, which is really the report of a
speech, and is not an article at all.

Mr. SPEAKER: The leader of the Op-
position loses sight of the fact that the hon
member has to move a motion in whick, I
presume, ihe printer and publisher of the
newspaper will be alleged to be guilty of
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contempt. Consequently he is perfectly
justified in veferring to the printer and pub-
lisher and even in elaborating his argu-
ments, but he must not make a direct attack
on a member of the House.

Hon. T. WALKER: The article, which is
a report of a speech, gives an account of the
alleged utterances of a member of the
House. He may, of course, have been in-
correctly reported. In the ecourse of that
report it 1s stated that eertain members of
the House gave to the Press incorreet and
untrue information. As to what appears
there and what is alleged in that article to be
untrue, the member for Wagin, I submit,
has a right to show whether it is true or
unirue, Because, if that article is literally
correct, there is no privilege involved., It
can only be a breach of privilege if it states
untruths, The member for Wagin bhas a
right to demonstrate the truth or the lack
of truth in the report, and to thal extent
it is necessary for him to show the inaceu-
racies, I submit he will be in order in stat-
ing his case.

Mr. SPEAKER: Quite right so far as the
privileges of members are concerned.

Mr, HOLMAN: The member for Wagin
is entitled Lo rise under privilege on the
score of a statement impugning his honour.
A similar ecase caused a good deal of sensa-
tion in Western Australia many years ago.
I refer to that of Mr. Robson, then member
for Geraldton, when he made a certain state-
menl which was published in the Press. On
that oceasion no action was taken againsi
the Press, because the Press was not res-
ponsible for the statements made. It is the
person who makes the stalements and
accuses members of dishonourable actions
who must reply to the charge. On that pre-
vious oceasion the wember for Geraldton,
Mr, Robson, was requested to attend in his
place and reply, which he did after the vole
" was carried, If the hon. member alleged to
have made these damaging and unfair state-
ments poblished in the Press, containing
serious charges against members of fthe
House, really did make those statements, he
is not fit to retain his seat in the House.
The hon. member who is accused of hiving
published those charges is here to say whe-
ther or not he made those statements. The
ather hon. member is quite right in defend-

[ASSEMBLY.]

ing his honour. Ile should reply to tle
charges if he can, either denying them, or,
if .be made ther, withdrawing them unreser-
vedly and tendering an apology. '

Mr. 8, Stubbs: Or proving them.
12 o'clock, midnight.

Mr. HOLMAN: Yes, certainly. The pri-
vilege case I have referred to is reported in
Hansard of the 23rd May, 1900, You your-
self, Bir, will remember the sensation which
the matter caused, and the action which was
taken. The present case seems to me on all-
fours with that case of 1900. 'The article
is rveally a speech by a member of this
Chamber; the newspaper merely published
what a member said; and the member him-
selt iz responsible.

Mr. SPEAKER: As regards the matter
to which the member for Murchison {Mi.
Holman) has just referred, on that oecasion
the molion made in this House was directed
against the member referred to. The mo-
tion of the member for Wagin is directed
against the publisher of the paper. I am
going to allow the member for Wagin ample
opportunity.

Mr. HOLMAN: I perfectly understand,
Sir, that that is correct; but I consider that
the member for Wagin should move against
the member for Williams-Narrogin, and ask
him to reply.

Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet) [12.2 am.]: I
have not yet heard the motion which the
member for Wagin proposes to move: I
take it, Mr. Speaker, that you have seen
the motion.

Mr. SPEAKER : The motion that the hon.
member for Wagin is bound to move.

AMr. TROY: You have admitted, Sir, that
it would be quite competent for the member
for Wagin to embody in that motion a
charge against the member for Williams-
Narrogin. ¥

Mr. Underwood: Why not let us get the
motion?

Mr. TROY: The fact that the newspaper

_is responsible for publishing the article does

not exempt the member for Williams-Narro-
gin from his responsibility. That hon.

. member either made those statements, or he

The man who makes
If the

did not make them.
the statements must be responsible.
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hou. member did not make the statements,
he 1s not respoasible.

Mr. E. B, Johnston: It 15 a very con-
densed report.

Mr. 3. Stubbs: Very damaging to me,
though.

Mr. TROY: I presume the member for
Wagin is proposing a motion that the news-
paper be adjudged guilty of eontempt.
There should be no objection to his includ-
ing in that motion the member for Williams-
Narrogin.

Mr. SPEAKER: That 1s quite so. The
member for Wagin informed me that his
motion was againsl the printer and pub-
lisher of the newspaper. As the member for
Mt. Magnet says, if the member for Wjl-
liams-Narrogin were incloded in the motion,
T could not raise any objection. At the pre-
sent juncture, however, the information I
have is that the motion of the member for
Wagin is against the printer and publisher
of the newspaper.

Mr. TROY : Does the member for Wagin
propose to inelude in his motion the member
for Williams-Narrogin?

Hon. T. Walker: That can be done by
amendment of the motion.

Mr. 8. STUBBS (Wagin) [12.5]: Is it
the desire of the House that I should move
the motion when concluding my remarks,
or does the House prefer that I should
move the motion now?

Mr. Holman: Outline the motion now,
and include the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin in it.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: With the permission
of the House, I will include the member
for Williams-Narrogin. My motion will be
that the printer apd publisher of the
Great Southern Argus, Mr. B. L. Innes,
by publishing an article in the issne of the
said newspaper ou the 17th Mareh, 1917,
under the headlines, ‘*Mr. Stubbs, M.L.A,
and the Speakership is guilty of eon-
tempt.

Hon. T. Walker: Add to that. ‘*As is
also the member for Williams-Narrogin,
who is allezed to have made the state-
menis.’’

Mr. E. B, Johnston: On a point of order,
¢an a charge of that kind be made without
notice?

Hon. J. Seaddan: Yes.
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Mr. Taylor:
self.

My, 8. STUBBS: You did not give me
apy notice.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Wagin
is quite in order.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:
point of order?

AMr. SPEAKER: The member for Wagin
is quite in order.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: I move—
That the printer and publisher of the
“Greal Southern Argus” Mr, B. L.
Innes, by publishing an article in the
iesue of the seill newspaper on the 17th
Mareh, 1917, under the headlines “Br.
Stubbs, M.L.A., and the Speakership,”
is guilly of conlempt, as is also the mem-
ber for Filliwms-Narrogin, who is al-
leged to have made the statements.
The member for  Williams-Narrogin,
shortly” after he vacated the Chair, as I
understand, unveiled an honour board in
a town on the boundary or near the boun-
dary, of the Wagin elecforate. The news-
paper which published the statements is the
only newspaper published in the electorate.
For the past three years the proprietor of
that newspaper, Mr. E. A. Absolom, has
been a bitter political opponent of mine.
I want the House, in dealing with the ques-
tion, to know that no man living in West-
ern Australia knows better than the mem-
her for Williams-Narrogin knows that Mr.
Absolom is a bitter opponent of mine.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon, member is out-
side the motion now.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: I desire to say that
the only newspaper published in the YWagin
electorate is broadeasted throughout the
distriet in the interests of a politieal as-
sociation to which I do not belong. The
carrying of my motion will give the pub-
lisher of the newspaper and the member
for Williams-Narrogin an opportunity of
proving the (rnth of {he charges made in
that article.

Hon. T. Walker: What is the truth?

Mr. 8. STUBBS: I am coming to that.
I especially challenge the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin to refute a single sentence of
the statement which 1 arn making now by
the indulgence of the House, If he can do $0,

You gave no notice your-

May T rise to &
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I shall stand condemned as unworthy of
my position in this House, and as one whe
should be e¢jecled as a dishonourable man.
The mewmber for Williams-Narrogin made
his inaceurate charges against me in a town
not far from the border of my electorate.
I leave it to the judgment of hon. members
and of the public of Western Australia te
decide what other object the member for
Williams-Narrogin had in view beyond the
obvious one of diserediting we and be:
littling me in the eyes of my electors. Hon,
members will observe that the article is
described as having been contributed. Now
let me eall a few extraets from the article :—

Mr. Johnston said at the outset that
he did not aspire to the position of
Speaker,

1t is very regrettable that I should have
to refer to certain matters that oceurred
hetween the submission of Mr, Scaddan’s
ne-confidence motion on the 8th February,
and the elevation of the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin to the Chair. I ean, if
necessary, bring testimony to prove that
within a few minutes after the leader of
the Opposition gave notice of his nho-con-
fidence motion the member for Williams-
Narrogin pledged his word that he would
support the Liberal party and the Country
party against that motion. Within a day
or two of giving that pledge, the member
for Williams-Narrogin approached more
members than one of this Chamber, stating
that he would like to get their support to
an amendment he intended to move to the
no-confidence motion.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is absolutely
untrue.

Mr. O’Loghlen: It is absolutely true.

My, SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Williams-Narrogin must withdraw his
remark.

Mr. B. B. Johnston: I withdraw, Sir.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: As T have already in-
dicated, if I caonot prove to the satisfae-
tion of hon. members any statement I am
making, I am prepared to resign my seat
as a member of this Chamber. I havelived
for 56 vears, and have endeavoured to be
fair and just to every man with whom I
have come in contact; and T am not likely
at this time of my life to make statements
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which I cannot prove. It is regrettable to
have to move such a motion as this, and
to mention certain matters; but I have o
clear my character and my honowr. T am
prepared to do that with your permission,
Mr. Speaker, and with the indulzence of
the House. On the morning of the day on
whieh Mr. Johnston was elevated to the
position of Speaker, he wrote a letter
to the Government saying that he in-
tended to move an amendment io the
no-confidence motion, and that the gist
of that amendment was that it would
humiliate the Government—that no Govern-
ment could remain in power if such an
amendment were carried.  Within a few
hours of that information being conveyed
to me, the member for Williams-Narrogin
was elected Speaker. In the course of the
article it is stated that my nomination for
the Speakership was defeated at the meet-
ing of parties by 18 votes to 1. T challenge
the member for Williams-Narrogin fo prove
that statement. I was not in the room when
the business of 18 wvotes to 1 cropped up.
The member for Williams-Narrogin conven-
iently forgot to tell his andience the reasons
which cansed me to leave the room; and no
good purpose would be served by my men-
tioning them.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Mention them.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: No good purpose
would be served by my mentioning at this
stage the reasons-why T left the room.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is the point of
the thing.

Mr. S. STUBBS: I am coming to ihe
point of the thing. Had I entered this
Chamber when Mr, E. B. Johnston’s name
was submitted by the leader of the House,
I have no hesitalion in saying, I would have
secured the Speakership by a substantial
majority.

Mr. Taylor: That is beyond doubt.

Mr. S. STUBBS: Incidentally, the couniry
would have been saved the sorry spectacle
of a forinight’s scenes unparalleled in the
annals of the Western Australian Parlia-
ment.

Mr. Taylor: Unparalleled in the annals
of any Parlisment in any English-speaking
country.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr. S. STUBBS: Therefore it ill becomes
the member for Williams-Narrogin to tra-
duee the honour of any member of this
House. 1 challenge him, as a man, either
to prove me to he untruthful, or himself to
stand forth as a political acrobat of the tirst
order.

Myr. THOMSON (Katanning) [12.15]:
I regret this incident very much indeed. I
can scarcely understand the member for
Williams-Narrogin making the statements
he did when unveiling that roll of honour.
He journeyed to Darkan to perform the
duty of unveiling a roll of honour, and then
he took the apportunity of traducing a mem-
ber of the House. I can scarcely credit
that he was in his right senses. I kanv (nat
the statements made to the House by the
member fsr Wagin lo-might are perfectly
correct. No good can come of prolonging
this debate. I am supporfing the member
for Wagin in his attitude. Under onr
Standing Orders the Attorney General has
power to prosecute a member for publish-
ing any false and secandalous statements re-
garding ancther member.

Mr. Thomas: 8o far we have had no
proof that the member for Williams-Narro-
gin has said anything that is nntroe.

Mr. THOMSON: T have said that T know
the statement of the member for Wagin to
be perfectly correet.

My, Thomas: T am inelined to helieve that
he is correct, but I want to hear facts.

Mr. THOMSON: If the hon. member is
waiting to know from me what took place
at a party mecting, he will be disappointed.
It showed very bad taste on the part of the
member for Williams-Narrogin to go {o any
part of his electorate and make a statement
traducing the honour of the member for
Wagin.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Tt was a reply to a
long, garbled account of the proceedings
which had appeared in the West Australian.

Mr. THOMSON: As one of thyse mem-
bers whom evidently the hon. member re-
gards as unworthy because we were not pre-
pared io support him, I wish to explain that
the reason why I left the Chamber rather
than vote in support of the Speaker was be-
cause I had come to the conclusion that the
business of the country was of far greater
importance than keeping any individual in
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the Speaker’s chair, Therefore, so as to
bring matters to a eclimax and show the
member for Williams-Narrogin that in my
opinion the affairs of State were of more
importance than the keeping of him in the
chair, I retired from the Chamber. I am
prepared to stand or fall by my attitude
on that oceasion. I regret very muech that
the member for Williams-Narrogin shonld
have made the statements reported in the
Great Southern Argus.

Hown. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
manile) [12.20]: The stalements made by
the member for Williams-Narrogin in the
newspaper referred to are very serious in-
daed  The hion. member is alleged to have
said that the Government had been very
enxious for him to take the Speakership
and held it unlil the no-confidence motion
was safely passed.

The Premier: That is absolutely meor-
rect.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T am not saying
it, I am quoting from the article. The mem-
ber for Wagin has said that a letter was
gent by the member for Williams-Narrogin
to the Government intimating that he in-
tended to move an amendment to the no-
confidence motion, which would humiliate
the Government and make it impossible for
them to retain office.

The Premier: He sent no letter to the
Government.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Apd that within
a few hours afterwards the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin was made Speaker. That
was the purport of the statement made by
the member for Wagin. That is all very
serious, because if the alleged facts are cor-
rect the Government have heen guilty of
corrupt praectices. It is the only inferenece
to be drawn from the two siatements, the
one in the Press and the other made by the
member for Wagin, It is very necessary
that a striet inguiry shovld be held into a
question such as this. It is the duty of the
Government to see that the honour of the
West Australian Parliament and Govern-
meni is vindiecated. We should be able to
hand down the reputation of Parliament to
our successors clean and unsullied, In the
public Press the ex-Speaker is reported to
have said that he took the Speakership at
the request of the Government, notwith-
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standing that he had just previously sent
to them a letter stating that it was bis in-
tention to humiliate the Government. I
think the Premier has said that that i3 uot
correct,

The Premier: It is not correet.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: At all events, it
is the duty of the Government and also
of the Opposition to have this thoroughly
cleared up. Even at this late hour it is our
duty to move a motion of no confidence in
the Government. If nobody ¢lse does it,
T will do it myself.

Mr. Holman: And perhaps the member
fur Williams-Narrogin will move an amend-
ment on it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Except we take
steps to have this matter cleared up, none
of us will be justified in asking the electors
for a renewal of confidence at the forth-
coming election. In the interests of the
State I sincerely trust that the Government
will be able to clear themselves of the accu-
sations made against them by the member
for Williams-Narrogin.

Mr. FOLEY (Leonora) [12.27]: Every
member  will  desire a full investiga-
tion of the eircnmstances dealt with to-
night. When, a little while ago, the member
for Williams-Narrogin thought there was
something wrong, he was very quick to
move for a royal commission to inquire into
the actions of the leader of the Opposition.
If it was right for the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin to seck redress in the sacred
name of the honour of this Chamber, it is
the duty of this Chamber to see that the
fullest investigation is made into the charges
which the member for Williams-Narrogin
has levelled against the Government. One
thing ahsolulely incorreet in this newspaper
article is the statement that the member for
Williams-Narrogin felt that he conld best
serve his constifuents on the floor of the
House, holding the halance of power. As
regards the statement that in the event of
his not attaining fo the Speakership he
would have held the balance of power, I wish
it to be distinctly understood that he did not
hold the balance of power as far as my vote
was concerned. Had the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin crossed the floor to support
this side on the want of confidence motion,
I would have gone to the opposite side of
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the Chamber, 1 know another member who
expressed the intention of adopling the same
course as myself. I say the member for
Willams-Narrogin did not bold the balance
of power, His statement to that effect was
misleading. 1f every statement in that re-
port is as incorveet as the statement thaf the
member for Williams-Narrogin held the bal-
ance of power in this House, the report is a
tissue of incorrect statements. Time cannot
be vegarded as wasted which is spent in
discussing a matter in which the honour of
a member is impugned, or the honour of the
House is impugned. There is no time other
than the present to give such a matter the
fullest investigaiion. If the honour of a
member cannot be upheld, then that member,
no malter who he may be, is not fit to hold a
seat in this Chamber, or to hold any ofher
public posiiion.

Hon. P. Collier: Do you remember the
classic words of Mr. Bent aboul carrying
guts to a bear?

Mr. FOLEY: I do not wish to enter info
that question. In diseussing a matter affect-
ing the honour of a member of this Cham-
ber, it is not my province to throw mud or
to use any undignified expressions, I intend
to see that an hon. member who is attacked
is afforded the opportunity of investigation.
I believe the spirit of honour still lives in
the minds and hearts of members of this
Chamber jusi as it did before the member
for Williams-Narrogin became a member of
this House.

Mr. Taylor: Before other members make
any remarks, it would be as well for us to
hear the member for Williams-Narrogin.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): You do not give him a chance.

Ar. Taylor: He has been asked to speak
two or three times. T do not wish to make
my statement before hearing the hon. mem-
ber. Let us bear the hon. member in de-
fence first. If the hon, member will not de-
fend himself, T must speak.

¥r. BE. B, JOHNSTON (Williams-Nar-
rogin} [12.35]: I wish to move the ad-
journment of the debate.

Me. Taylor: You have no hope of get-
ting an adjonrnminent.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I wish to move
the adjournment for the reason that I have
not even heen able fo see that article. Sinee
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T heard about it, the paper has been re-
moved from the files of Parliamnent Mouse.

Hon. J. Seaddan: On a point of order.
when an hon. member moves the adjourn-
ment of the debate there can be no discus-
sion.

Mr. E. B. JOHANSTON: 1 move—

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion put and negatived.
Alr. Tavlor: Now will you speak before

I go?
Mr. Carpenter: Be a man.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: 1 have ex-

plained that [ have been nnable to see the
newspaper report even during the tea ad-
journment. I just wish to say that the re-
port is, necessarily, very condensed. 1t is a
very much abbreviated report of the re-
marks T made on the occasion referred to.
In many respects it is correct, althongh there
were qualifications and additions made by
me when speaking, which, naturally, do not
appear in a condensed report of this kind.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Do you know who
contributed it?

Mr. Underwood: Who wrote it9

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I do not know.

Mr. Underwood: You do know.

Myr. SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Williams-Narrogin is included in the
motion.

Mr. E. B, JOHXSTON: The main point
I wished to make clear when speaking to
my electors was that there had been a bal-
lot of a combined meeting of members of
this House on the question who should be
nominated for the Speakership.

Mr. Taylor: Not a ballot of this House.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Of the members
on this side of the House; of the members
of the Country party and of the Liberal
party and myself. The ballot was taken,
and I received every vote bui one.

Mr. 5. Stubbs: Do not forget that I was
not there.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I was not re-
sponsible for the hon. member’s absence.
That was the vote taken at that well-at-
tended meeting. It seemed to me most unjust,
unfair, and unwarranted that the metropoli-
tan Press, in publishing a lenglhy slate-
ment as to those proceedings, omitted all re-
ference to that voie. When the leader of
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the Country party and other gentlemen
mentioned the matter to me during that day,
before that meeting, I said that I was not
prepared te permit myself to be nominated
gt all unless it was with the unanimous or
practically unanimous wish of members on
this side of the House. I felt that the fact
of my receiving every vote of those present
except one vote warranted me in submitting
myself to the pleasure of Lhe House.

Mr. S. Stubbs: At what time was the
vote taken?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I sbould say

at about 25 minutes past four.
Mr. Taylor: The bells were ringing.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: At any rate, I
have not bad an opportunity of more than
glaneing at the article. T have read in Aay
that charges against a member of Parlia.
ment should be made on notice. Had that
practice been followed in this instance, it
would have assisted me in dealing with (he
matter. The matter has been sprong on me.

Mr. Holman: Did you write the article?

My. E. B. JOHNSTON: No.

Mr. Helman: Did you send that letter to
the Government?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I sent no letter
to the Government on a point of that kind.

Mr. Holman: Or to any member of the
Government?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The reference
made in this article to a member of Parlia-
ment was made by me because it was ob-
vious that the aecount, whicii was not fair
and correct, of a meeting held at which the
vote was recorded in my favour, could only
have come from a member of Parliament,
because only members of Parliament were
present at the meeting. Since the TWest Aus-
tralian published an account of the meeling,
an inaccurate account, but still an aecount
of what certain gentlemen Lad said at the
meefing, it was clear to me that that infor-
mation could only have leaked out from
some member of Parliament. It is incon-
ceivable that there conld be any other
source. Whoever gave that information, very
carefully omitted to make any reference to
the vote that was taken. There may be other
points I would like to deal with, but at this
moment they do not occur to my mind.
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Han. T. Walker: Read that portion of
the article whieh says that the Government
were very anxious about

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The article
speaks for itself.

Mr, Taylor: The artiele is your own.

Hon, J. Seaddan: Is it eorrect?

Mr. Taylor: Is it in keeping with your
speech?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I said I was
sorry for the West Australiun because that
newspaper had been put in an unfortunate
position through the information as to the
vote taken at that meeting having been
withheld. I am quite prepared to justify
every action of mine. I recognise thor-
oughly well that even after motions adverse
to myself had been carried there was no
necessity for me to resign. Howver, T felt
that the position——

Hon. P. Collier: No necessity for yon to
resign?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: 1 felt that the
position was not dignified, and I preferred
to resign.

Hon. T. Walker: Through you, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to ask the member
for Williams-Narrogin whether he used
those words as alleged in the article?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : Is the bon. mew-
ber in order%

Hon. T. Walker: 1 want to ask the hon.
member whether he used those words as
stated in the article, that the Governwent
had been very anxions for him to take the
Speakership and hold it until the no-conti-
dence motion was safely past?

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Xan-
owna eannot ask that question.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [12.44]:
1 rise to address myself to this subject with
feelings that I do not usually experience in
addressing the Chamber. T have been in this
House tor something like 16 or 17 years and
such a speetacle as this has never hefore
come under my notice, I hope it will be the
lnst time. T listencd with great interest to
the statement made hy the member for
Wagin when that hon. member brought a
charge against the public Press of this
State, and coupled therewith the name of
the memher for Williams-Narrogin. I
thought that member might have been mis-
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represented. I pressed the member 10 ques-
tion to put up his defence and when we
heard it we could not but eome to the con-
clusion that it was lame and weak. He did
not deny that he was responsible for what
wus contained in the paragraph. His state-
ment to the House wuas that it was a eon-
densed report. The veport is too elaborate
for the hon. member’s future in this State.
This meeting was held at Darkan and i
was held under conditions which every man
in Australia would be proud to be assoei-
ated with. The object of it wus lo unnveil
a roll of honour to our dead herves who
perished while fighting for the Empire. Can
we imagine that any member of this House,
or any man living, would seize an oppor-
tunity of that kind to vindicate his alleged
political honour or impeach the honour of
nnother member of this House, or to intro-
duce party politics at all¥

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The hon. member is
misrepresenting me. The remarks I made
vn polities, at the request of the audience,
were ™ade some hours after the roll of
honour was unveiled.

Mr. TAYLOR: I do not know how the
audience took the speaker on that oceasion.
I know that no pressure living could ever
make me err on an occasion of that kind in
the direction in which the member for Wil-
liamg-Narrogin erred. This was done at the
unveiling of a roll of honour, and to use an
occasion of that kind for party polities, or
even to defend one’s own political honour, no
matter how much it might have been at-
tacked, would be an action unworthy of
anyone. There would have been many other
oceasions at which a straightforward man
could seize the opportunity to defend his
character without selecting suebh an oppor-
funity as the member for Williams-Narrogin
chose. If those men who are lying ¢old in
their graves could have heard the statement
of the memher for Williams-Narrogin they
would have furned in disgust. Could poli-
tites be drageed by anyone to a lower level?
Jnst imagine. the member in question never
defended himself up to that moment. I do
not know what occurred at the Government
meeting when he was appointed by the
party to which he did not belong to the
position of Speaker in this Honse. He has
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pointed out to us that there was only one
dissentient when the question arose that he
should be nominated for the position of
Speaker, and he had no hesitation in saying
that there were 19 members present. What
1 want to say is that, whatever may have
happened by reason of the fact that the
Government found themselves in a tight
corner, on account of the no-confidence mo-
tion, nothing whatever justified the member
for Williams-Narrogin in taking advantage
of the place and time be did to vindicate his
character, and to fry and besmireh the bon-
our of another member of this House. The
member for Wagin made a clean and
straighiforward statement, and any person,
without prejudice, who heard it would ac-
cept it as the truth. The hon. member did
not prevaricate in any way. He made a
clean and bald statement of faet. How
was it replied to by the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin? Only in the most offen-
sive fashion. How are we going to get to
the bottom of ali this? The House is
placed in a rather difficult position. We
are called upon to-night to give a vote, but
how are we going to give it? We are going
to give it without knowing the full facts of
the ease unless we accept the statement
made by the hon. member for Wagin, sup-
ported by the hon. member for Katanning
(Mr. Thomson} and not in the slightest way

vefuted by the member for Williams-
Narrogin. We may have the pleasure of

hearing Ministers give their version of
what oceurred at the party meeting
when the position of the Speakership was
dangling in the balance, and when
that positien meant saving the Government.
No Government. or member of the House,
were justified at a time like that in taking
up such a position, The member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) said
that if it be true it is political eorruption.
If it be frue it is tantamount to that, and will
redound neither to the credit of the Govern-
ment nor of the House. If hon. members
tolerate it, then they are as bad as those who
helped to perpetrate it. FEven in the last
dying hours of a perishing Government we
should test the feeling of the Hounse on a
guestion of this kind, I thoroughly agree
with the member for North-East Fremantle.
It is never too late for the Opposition, if
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they find the Government are guilty of some-
thing which it is eonsidered they should not
have done, to attack them by means of a
no-confidence motion. I think the evidenre
to-night from the member for Wagin (Mr.
8. Stubbs) supported by that of the member
for Watanning (Mr. Thomson), and which
has not been refuted by any hon. member,
is justification for supposing that things
were very shady when the appointment to
the highest position in the House was made.
The gift of the Speakership is the highest
gift within the giving of the Parliament of
the country. It is a position whieh the
occupant should respect, and who should be
respected by Parliament who puts him
there, while be holds it. No intriguing of
parties should militate against the chances
of the Speaker being rtespected in every
way. What do we find? For party pur-
poses, even the highest position in the
House has to-night been impeached as
being used us a form of corruption, to keep
the party in power which did not possess the
confidence of the people and had not the
courage to appeal to them. We now find
that an hon. member of this House—a young
man, single and fit—goes to the place he did
go to to make a statement of a politieal
nature on the oceasion of the unveiling of
n roll of honour. What ean T think of the
people who asked him to do it? The whole
thing is a standing disgrace. Tt was a dis-
grage to ask him to unveil that roll of
honour.

My, Underwood: If he was a married man,
or unfit, it would still be a disgrace.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is going outside the molion.

Mr. TAYLOR: I will not go any further
on that point. The hon. memher put up no
defence.

Mr. Underwood: If he wonld make a de-
fence he would be defending Ausiralia in
France to-day.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. TAYLOR: He has not denied the
aceuracy of the statements which we have
heard to-night. He says that the report is
condensed. If so, it is all the better for the
hon, gentleman concerned. 1 helieve ihe
House will support the member for Wagin,
and I congratulate him in bringing up the
question. I am always ready to support a
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man to the last ditch in the defence of his
honour. When an hon. member is im-
peached this is the place in which te defend
himself. When we are impeached outside
the House, we cannot reach those who im-
peach us, but if we are impeached within the
House let us defend our hononr to the last
drop of blood we have in our body.

Hon, T. WALKER (Kanowna) [12.55]:
I regret that there should be occasion to
draw attention to derelictions on the part
of any member of this House. I thought,
after the scenes which were enacted recent-
ly, that we had passed them forever. Al-
though I did not then feel satisfied that we
had reached the truth, I did feel a sense
of satisfaction that an unpleasant episode
was past and gone. And it might have been
Passed and gone had it not been for the eon-
duet of the member for Williams-Narrogin
{Mr. E. B. Johnston), and for his most un-
called for aection upon an cceasion which
should have brought forth the highest elo-
quence of the human mind, and have suaged
any lower or baser passions of human
nature.

Hon. J. Seaddan: It was his topie.

Hon. T. WALKER: On that oceasion he
went out of his way, not to defend his own
horour, not to put himself right on a moral
plane with his constituents, but to deliber-
ately attack, and maliciously wrong, and, if
we are to take the facts he has given us to-
night as true, slander another member of
this Chamber, and to have that contribution
forwarded to the constitueney represented
by the member for Wagin (Mr. 8. Stubbs),
and to the only paper cirenlating therein
that could do that hon. gentleman any in-
jury, in order to reach oné who might have
been a rival to the Speakership when he
was anxious for it, and to injure him and
others as well, is to me a revelation of char-
acter which is amazing. He has put the
Government on their trial. He has accused
them of doing a most diabolical and dis-
honourable act. He has accused the Gov-
ernment of making use of him for the pur-
pose of tiding over the no-confidenee motion.

Mr. Carpenter: That is the more serious
aspect of the business.

Hon. T. WALKER: There is no other
meaning to be given to the words than this.
If the House can sit complacently under an
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action of that kind, then I say the spirit
bas gone out of it. I ask the hon. member
if be used these words or anything equiva-
lent to them, “that the Government had been
very anxious for him to take it (the Speak-
ership) and hold it until the no-confidence
motion was safely passed.” I eannot under-
stand the composition of a man who could,
even if this had taken place, as I suppose
it must lave, for he says so, bite the
hand which had given him his bread of
life as Speaker. The Government had
offered this position to him to save them-
selves, he says, and yet he is the one to
expose the Government. To use a vulgar
exjrression, he turned dog on them. If what
he alleges against the Government be true,
one can readily credit jhe statement made
by the member for Wagin (Mr. 8. Stubbs)
when he says that on that very merning of
the day on which the hon. member was made
Speaker, he wrote a letter to a member of
the Government disclesing the nature of an
amendment of his to the vote of censure
which was hanging over the heads of the
Government, and which be intended to move.

Mr. . B. Johnston: Wholly, and in every
way untrue, I agsure the hon. gentleman.

Hon. T. WALKER: It may be untruoe,
but I trust the words of the member for
Wagin on this tevelation of the character of
the member for WilliamsNarrogin, rather
than the denial of the latter hon, member.

Hon. P. Collier: I should think so.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It is wrong,

Hon. T. WALKER: This statement is
not denied by the member for Williams-
Narrogin.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:
every time.

Hon, T, WALKER: But the statement
in the report has not been denied, and I
subtnit cannot be denied. That statement
accuses the Government of having solicited
him. The words are ‘‘ The Government had
heen very anxions’’ to induce the member
for Williams-Narrogin to take the Speaker-
ship until the no-confidence motion was
safely passed. Ilas any accusation more
serions that that ever been brought
against any Government within the know-
ledge'of hon. members? Unless the state-
ments made in that report ean bhe con-
tradieled, unless the Government can show

T have denied it
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a clean slate in this regard, this session
ought not to end to-night, we ought to
have further investigation. I agree with
the member for Norih-East Fremantle that
an nquiry is necessary. Because, if such
things as these are possible and have taken
place, then Parliamentary government and
bonourable government are at an end in
this country and we are the mere toys of
intrigne and dishonourable conduct to
keep ccrtain members in office. I cannot
contemplate a condition of affairs like that
without alarm to the fuiure of the State.
From what the member for Wagin has
siud and left unsaid, what he has told us
it would not be wise to disclose, T am con-
vinced that there is more behind this than
we know of. The member for Katanning
has told us that he respects the secrecy of
the meetings of his party so much that he
will not tell us what occurred. But he in-
timated that he could tell us something.

Mr, Thomson: No, I said I was not going
to tell the public what took place at the
party meeting.

Hon, T. WALKER: I quite approve of
the respect shown by the hon. member to
his felow members. What the hon. tmem-
hers has said confirms what has been said
by the member for Wagin. But what
about the member for Williams-Narrogin;
has he that tenderness of conseience, that
respect for his eolleagues? He attends a
meeting and afterwards not only tells all
his eonstitnents what occurred, but com-
municates it to the Press.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: After every point
save that one had been described in the
Press.

Hon. T. WALKER: The point is that to
his constituents and to the Press he told
what had taken place in the meeting, how
many votes had been cast. how many he
had received and, particularly, how few
had been reccived by the member for
Wagin,

Hon. J. Seaddan:
not change its spots.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: A lefter had been
written by him in the morning and the
Speakership was his in the afternoon.

Hon. T. WALKER: Whatever the rea-
son, he had no seruples about diselosing
what fook place at a meeting of the party.

Well, a leopard ecan-
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He communicated it to his eonstituents, and
in a condensed and more biting form it is
eommunpicated also to the only newspaper
cirenlating in the district of the man whom
he considered his rival for the Speakership.
Nothing more mean and contemptible eounld
be alleged against any mortal than that
line of conduct. The hon. member declares
that the report of his remarks is con-
densed.  How little condensed it 15 is
shown by the interpolation everywhere of
“laughter,” “loud laughter,” “applause,”
“long and continued applavse.”  There is
plenty of room for that. But poison is
always in a little room. It is the quintes-
ence of poison, the very minuteness of it
that gives it facility to do its work. It
is the brevity of that report which is the
chief injury to the member for Wagin. It
is condensed into paragraphs of poison.
And in order to reach the member for
Wagin, the member for Williams-Narrogin
cevens turns against the Government who
gave him his brief period of inglorions
Speakership and accuses them of being cor-
rupt inasmuch as they had approached him
to make a tool of him to hold the Chair
only until they were safely over the no-
confidence debate.

The PREMIER (Hon. Irank Wilson—
Sussex) [1.8]: 1, too, in common with the
hon. member whe has just restmmed his seat,
regret exceedingly that anythiog has arisen
to reopen the discreditable proceedings of a
few weeks ago. [ had thought that peace
was declared belween the hon. members con-
cerned and that we would hear nothing fur-
ther abont the matter. Now, unfortunately,
this ill-advised speech has been delivered
hy the member for Williams-Narrogin—at
least T presume it was delivered—at Darkan,
and after perusing the report I can only say
that if it be a correct aecount of the hon.
member’s remarks it is very discreditable in-
deed. The atiempt to injure another seems
to me to be unmanly, to say the least of it.
In the heat of the moment we say many
things which cause pain and may injure.
Bnt, after one has explained or withdrawn
and apologised, then to return to the atiack
is certainly not the right thing for any hon.
members to do. I am eoncerned about the
honour .of this House; and in conmnection
with this allegzed speech I am concerned
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more especially about ihe honour of the
Government; and I was sorry to hear cer-
tain hon. members evidencing in their re-
marks to-night a wish to diseredit the Gov-
ernment on account of the statements made
hy the member for Williams-Narrogin. The
member for Kanowna has drawn attention
to the opening remarks of the report, and
that is a portion which I am specially con-
cerned in, The remarks are—

He (Mr. E. 3. Johnston) had not
sought the ppsition (the Speakership) in
any way; but the Government had been
very anxitous for him to take it and hold
it unptil the no-confidence motion was
safely past.

There is not one jot or tittle of truth in that
statement. The Government were never
eoncerned about the attitude of the member
for Williams-Narrogin on the no-confidence
motion. Tndeed, on the Thursday evening
before the question of the Speakership
arose, when the leader of the OQpposition
gave nolice of the no-confidence motion, I
had the personal assurance of the member
for Williams-Narrogin that he stood firmly
and solidly behind the Governmenl.

THon. J. Seaddan: You did not count mueh
on that, did you?

The PREMIER: And, of course, the
member for Williams-Narrogin gave that
assurance subsequently at the party meeting.
There is no queskion about it, no question
at all.

Mr. Taylor: It is easy to see you did not
know how long the assuranece would last.

The PREMIER: T do not wish to hide
anything that took place in connection with
this matter, and it is not an abuse of privi-
lege to repeat now what I have already out-
lined in the public Press. At the party
meeting the question naturally arose as to
the atfitude of the Speaker at that time.
T explained that T lad the assurance of
the member for Mt. Magmet some time pre-
viously that if he ever thought of resigning
the Speakership he would give me ample
notice, in order that T might make the neces-
sary arvangement for filling the position.
In other words, the hon. gentleman assured
me that he would not take me unawares. 1
aceepted the assurance, knowing full well
that he would loyally abide by it. T had not
the slightest compunction about conveying
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that information to the meeting of members
which was held after the adjournment on
the day when the leader of the Opposition
zave nolice of his want of confidence motion.
Naturally, the meeting proceeded 1o con-
sider what steps would have to be taken
should the emergency arise, should the then
Speaker decide that, in view of the no-con-
fidence motion, he shonld resign his positiou
in order to give his party the extra vote
which olherwise would not be available. It
was left in the hands of the leader of the
Country party and myself lo suggest the
name of some member to 1l the position of
Speaker should a vacaney oceur. The meet-
ing was adjourned until four o’cloek on the
following Tuesday afternoon, in order that
we might then decide upen our course of
action should the Speaker in the meantime
have decided to resign. Pending this, of
course, steps were taken fo sound members
with regard fo their feelings in case of a
vacaney; and the leader of the Country
party very kindly took upon himself to as-
certain the feelings of hon. members. For
instance, he mentioned the matter—so ke
subsequently told me—to the member for
Williams-Narrogin late on that Thursday
evening, He had previously mentioued
it, I think, to yourself, Mr. Speaker. Later,
on the Tuesday morning, I think the leader
of the Country party paid you a visit, Sir,
and distinetly asked you whether or not yon
wounld aceept the position. At that time you
were disinelined. Now with regard fo the
so-called letter. There was a note, a few
lines, delivered at my office from the mem-
ber for Williams-Narrogin.

Hon. J. Seaddan: He has just denied it.

The PREMIER: I understood him to
deny the letter as outlined by the member
for Wagin.

Hon. J. Seaddan: No. He absolutely de-
nied it.

Mr. Taylor: He has absolutely denied
writing any note,

The PREMIER: I understood the mem-
her for Williams-Narrogin fo deny having
written a letter stating what the amend-
ment was, or that the amendment wonld be
humiliating to the Government, and thus
holding a threat over the head of the Gov-
ernment.
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Hon. P. Collier: He denied any eommunni-
cation whatever. He denied any negotiation
whatever with the Government.

The PREMIER: There was a note left
at my oflice on the Monday; in the after-
noon, 1, think. At any rate, I did not get
it until the following morring. Or, rather,
the note was left at the outside office, and
I got it on the Monday afterncon just
before leaving my office. In the meantime
the member for Mt. Magnet had intimated
to me, between five and half-past five, that
he intended to resign the Speakership on
the following day. The note from the mem-
ber for Williams-Narrogin, so far as I ean
remember, merely contained a very few lines
—I1 attached very little importance lo it—
informing me that he was thinking of mov-
ing an amendment to the no-confidence
motion on a matter affecting his electors;
and he did not know whether he would get
a seconder or not.

Hon. P. Collier: He has denied that to-
night.
Mr. Taylor: He has absclutely denied it.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: This is very differ-
ent.

The PREMIER: In view of the instrue-
tions from the party meeting, immediately
on learning from the then Speaker of his
intention to resign the position, I tried to
get in touch with the leader of the Country
party, who had been deputed, with myself,
to act in a certain direction, as I have
already explained. I could not get hold
of the leader of the Country party, who
was ont of town. I also rang up the West
Australian Club to try and get the member
for Williams-Narrogin, for the purpose of
ascertaining for my own information what
his amendment would he—whether it would
be an amendment detrimental to the Gov.
ernment or favourable to the Government.
This was the proper course to pursue. How-
ever, 1 could get neither gentleman until
the following morning. The member for
Williams-Narrogin I saw at about a quarter
past ten. He called upon me, and I asked
him what was the nature of his amendment,
and what was the meaning of the note. He
pointed out to me that his electors were
affected by the raising of the railway rates,
and he said he proposed to add certain
words expressing disapproval of the rais-
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ing of railway rates as it affected his con-
stituents.

Hon. P. Collier: Which all bears out ihe
statements which be previously depied,
which were made a fortnight ago in this
House.

The PREMIER: 1 do not know what it
bears out. I wish to be permitted to make
my slatement. 1 immediately said io the
member for Williams-Narrogin, “There is
only one amendment that yon can move,
and even that would be a direct negative,
and I doubt whether you can move it; that
is an amendment expressing entire confi-
dence in the Government; you had beiter
reconsider the matter.” He certainly left
me with the impression that be would re-
consider it. Fe said he would. He left
me with the impression that there was no
importance to be attached to the matter, and
that he would not carry out his suggestion.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You assured me that
the matter would be reviewed.

The PREMIER: I had already stated
in the House that the railway rates were
matters that could be reviewed and read-
Jjusted.

Mr. Taylor: One vote was hanging in the
balance, then.

The PREMIER: That is all that took
place between us. 1 attached no importance
to his suggested amendment, and he left me
under the full impression that he was not
going to take anmy further action in that
direction. No mention of the Speakership
was made by me to him on that oceasion, or
on any other oceasion.

My, Holman: Mr. Willmott was carrying
on the negotiations.

The PREMI1ER: There was no need to
bring in a threat of an amendment. Some
days previously the leader of the Country
party bad mentioned the question of the
Speakership to him.

Mr. Troy: He was elinching it.

The PREMIER: The leader of the Coun-
try party will be able fo speak for himself,
Within half an hour of the party meeting,
Mr. Willmott waited upon Mr. Johnston at
my request. I had told him what oceurred
and that 1 attached no importance to it.
Ministers were in my room and I told them
also that T attached no importance to this,
and Mr, Willmott told me that he had =l-
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ready broached the subject to Mr, Johnston
on the previous Thursday night. Mr. Will-
mott then left to see the present Speaker
(Mr. Gardiner) and I believe he did see him.
Mr. Gardiner refused to take the position,
and Mr. Willmott came back and reported
that 1o me and to the others of my collea-
gues who were in the room at the time. We
then decided to ask the member for Wil-
Jiams-Narrogin to allow us to submit his
name at the party meeting. Other members
in the meantime had been sounded by one of
my colleagues, as to whether they were will-
ing to aceept the position, At least two
other members were sounded; but they, for
different reasons, declined to allow their
names o be submitted. We met at 4 o’clock
in the afternoon and the name of Mr. John-
ston was submitted to the meeting. Excep-
tion was taken by the member for Katan-
ning (Mr, Thomsen). and the member for
Wagin (Mr, 8. Siubbs). Ultimately just
about the time when the House was to meet
I said that the matter would have to be de-
cided as the Speaker’s resignation wag in
the hands of the Clerk. We then took a
vote and it was decided that Mr. Johnston’s
name should be submitted.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Were his proposed
amendments disecussed at the party meet-
ing?

The PREMIER: No.

Mr. Holman: Who were the tellers when
the vote of 18 to one was taken?

The PREMIER: The member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin said clearly before any vote
was taken, that he was supporting the Gov-
ernment right through on the no-confidence
motion.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: He was sitting in
hig ehair in this Chamber for some time be-
fore the House met and Mr. Butcher came
in and took him out.

The PREMIER: The member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin was at the meeting and he
made his statement.

Mr. S, Stubbs: The meeting did not take
place until 10 minutes past four.

Houn. J. Scaddan: As a matter of fact,
you went upstairs with him arm in arm,

The PREMIER: This is too serious a
matter to joke about. The hon. member
knows full well that I did not do such a
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thing. I was sitting in my room waiting for
hon. members to come in. It was then a few
minuteg before 4 o'clock and I felt some-
what concerned because they were not roll-
ing up quickly enough.

Hon. W. C. Apgwin: The member for
Williams-Narrogin was in this Chamber at
a quarter past four.

Hon. T. Walker:
material.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is
mistaken. We did not get a full meeting un-
til 10 minutes past four and the member for
Williams-Narrogin was there all the time we
were discussing this business and he assur-
ed members there present that he was stand-
ing solidly behind the Government on the
no-¢onfidenee mwotion.

AT, Folev: At a quarter past four by this
clock, the member for Williams-Nurrogin
was sitting here, and the member for Boul-
der {Hon. P. Collier) and I were in the
Chamber wriling when the member for Roe-
hourne (Mr. Buteher) came down and took
him out.

The PREVIER: At any rate, the mem-
ber for Williams-Narrogin was present at
the meeting and agreed o submii his name.
He heard the whole matter discussed and an-
swered guestions which were put to him, and
he had given an undertaking to remain be-
hind the Governmment on the no-confidence
motion.

Mr. O’Loghlen: What were the questions
put to him¥

The PREMIER: There seems to be a de-
sire to east blame on the Government in cone
nection with this matter. This is the only
portion of the statement in the Press alleged
to affect the Government, and I indignantly
deny that the Government ever sought the
hon. member 1n any way or were at all anx-
ious for him to take the position of Speaker
or to hold it until the no-confidence mo-
fion had been dealt with. I think I have
shown conclusively that such a thought was
far from our minds, The fact that other
members were approached, including the
present Spesker, before a decision was ar-
rived at to nominate Mr. Johnston for the
position, is 1 itself quite sufficient to prove
that there is not one vestige of truth in the
statement. I am prepared to submit to any

Anyway, that is not
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inquiry, so far as the Governmeat are con-
cerned, and 1o stand or fall by it, but T re-
sent any attempt made by any hon. member
on this side or the other side of the House
to hesmireh the honour of the Government
and puit a wrong construction upon their
actions. .

Mr. HOLNAN (Murchison) [1.30]: One
musk be pleased to hear the statement made
by the Premier, who declared that there is
not a vestire of truth in what has been said.
The member for Williams-Narrogin stated
that this report was correct, although not a
tull and compiete one, He has charged the
Government here in his own words as fol-
fows :—“He (the hon. member) did nob seek
the position in any way {that is the position
of Speaker), but the Government bad been
very anxious for him to hold it wntil the
uo-confidence motion was safely past”” The
P’remier bas denied that statement. When
we come to refer back to the TFest Austra-
Lian of the 22nd February, we find that, ow-
ing to the report published by that paper,
they were declared to be guilty of contempt.
After refreshing my memory from a perusal
of the West Australian of that date, T am
of opinion that not only should those who
are tesponsible for this other article he
highly censured and firmly and strongly
dealt with, but that the TWest lustralian
should be declared not guilty of contempt,
beeause what they say in that report is, on
the hon. member’s own showing, absolutely
true.

Hon. J. Scaddan: We knew it at the tine.

Mr. HOLMAN: When we read the re-
port which is now before us, we must admit
that the West -lustrelian was wrongly con-
demned, The Minister for Lands (Hon.
H. B. Lefroy) will remember the charges
that were made in an old case which oc-
curred in 1900. The charges then made
were exactly on zll fours with those which
have been made to-night. The Government
of that day had been charged by hon. mem-
bers with being corrupt. That charge, so
far as the present Government are con-
cerned, has been denied. At the time I am
speaking of, the then member for Gerald-
ton {Mr. Robson} made this charge against
the (overnment, “That the Government
were corrupt and rotten to the core” If
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the Government did what the member for
Williams-Narrogin said they did, these words
eonld be repeated in their case. The Gov-
ernment, however, have denied the charge.
Other charges were made at the time by the
then member for Geraldton; and other
charges are made again to-day by the mem-
ber for Williams-Narrogin. He made this
charge against hon. members, that there
should he no more secret contracts, inferring
that members were carrying on certain busi-
ness which was not above board, thus im-
pugning their honesty and integrity. He
said further that he had been placed in a
position of some difficulty, and had been
deserted by certain Liberal members whose
words were worth notbing, that they had
walked out of the House and refused
to vote, and that Mr. S. Stubbs was
one of these gentlemen. He bLas made
a direct charge that certain ILiberal
members of this Chamber were worth
nothing, impugning the hopour and integ-
rity of members on that side of the House.
That is a very serious charge. 1f an hon.
member, making sach a charge, eannot prove
it, he should suffer for having made a false
charge. Then again he says that there have
been certain charges made by the West dus-
tralian newspaper which bad come from a
very obvious source, that these charges were
untrue, and that the editor had to apologise,
and that they had been deeeived by some
member of Parliament. Who is the mem-
ber of Parliamen{ who has deceived the
West Australian? We find that the very
charge made by the TWest Australian is the
charge made by the hon. member himself.
There is no difference at all. The charge
made by the West Australian on the 22nd
Febrvary is the same as that made by the
hon. member in the speech delivered by him
in the Wagin distriet. One mmust feel sorry
to learn that these things have occurred. At
25 minutes past four on the Tuesday it was
only decided that the hon. member should
occupy the position of Speaker of the
House. When I desired to find out whether
any action had been taken by this House
agninst the TFest _lustralian, a proper
course of action for Mr. Speaker himself to
take, I was named becanse I insisted on
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having that question answered, Now mem-
hers are charged with being dishonourable
and the Government are charged with cor-
ruption.  Are the Government going fo
take the proper eourse of action and hold
an lIonguiry, as was done on the previous
occasion I have referred to, or are they go-
ing to suffer silently the statement made by
the hon. membher? There is only one course
to be taken and that is for the Government
to prove that they are in the right. If the
Government are in the right, the hon. mem-
ber must of necessity be in the wrong.

The Premier: That statement is wrong.

Mr. HOLMAN: 1If that statement, which
the hon. member admitted to be correct—--

Mr. E. B. Johnston: I did not admit that
statement to be correct.

Mr. HOLMAN: The hon. member also
denied that he had sent any communication
to the Government, or any member of the
Government, which is proved to be abso-
lutely ineorrect. In reply to a direct ques-
tion from me, the hon. member denied thal
he had sent any communication to the Gov-
ernment, or any member of it. This is nov
the first time that the hon. member has made
a denial which has subsequently been proved
to have been incorreet.

Hon. J. Scaddan: He denied having said
that he suggested the amendment to anyone.

Mr. HOLMAN: Absolutely. The Pre-
mier said that the hon. member came to him
and gave him a copy of the amendmemt
which he intended to move.  Other hon.
members also made that statewent.

Hon. P. Collier: He made them withdraw
and said it was untrue.

"Mr. HOLMAN: From the position which
the hon. member then occupied as Speaker,
he compelled those hon. members to with-
draw. He took advantage of his position
and made them withdraw and apologise.
This is a matier which should be cleared up
in the interests of the public life of the
State. The member for Wagin has heen
charged with being a man whose word is
werth nothing.

My, 8. Stubbs: I would drown myself if
that was so.

3r. E. B. Johnston: You ought to be in
a Innatie asylum,

Mr. HOLMAN: 1 have made sirong state-
ments myself at times, but have never made
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any of thaf nature. I have always fought
for what I considered to be the right side,
but never impugned the honour or integrity
of any hon. memher. The statements which
appeared in the article now under discussion
are just as serious as were the accusations
made hy the member for Geraldton in 1900,
You, Sir, will remember as well as other hon.
members what took place at Lhe time.

The Minister for Works: In connection
with Mr. Robson?

Mr. HOLMAN: Yes; the Minister was a
member of Parliament at the time. Instead
of the matter being passed over then in a
few minutes, the question took days to econ-
sider in the House.

Hon. P. Collier: What was done?

Mr. HOLMAN: A Committee was ap-
pointed to ge into the matier and to bring
down a report.

Mr. Willmott: This was a charge of brib-
ery and corruption.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Government of that
day were charged with being rolten and
corrupt, If what has been said ahount the
Government on this occasion be true, then
their actions must be rotten and corrupt.

Mr. Willmott: There are a lot of “ifs”

Mr. HOLMAN: The hon. member stated
in his speech that this was so. It is sug-
gested that the member for Nelson (Mr.
Willmott) made somewhat light of the mat-
ter. I maintain that everything possible
should be done to have the whole matter in-
vestigated and made fully publie. 1 would
not like to say that there has been some
intrigning on the part of the Government.

Mr. Willmott: That would be wrong.

Mr. HOLMAN: I will say, bowever, that
there has heen some coming and going over
the question of the Speakership in which the
member for Nelson acted as intermediary.

The Minister for Works: There must be
someone of that sort.

Mr. HOLMAN: The member for
Williams-Narrogin has stated that he did
not seek the position of Speaker, but that
the Government ‘had been very anxious for
him to take it and hold it until the no-
confidenec motion was safely past. There is
something wrong somewhere, as the Premier
must admit.
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The Premier: There is nothing wrong so0
far as we are concerned.

Mr. HOLMAN: Well, is there anything
wrong in the statement made in the paper?

The Premier: I have told you so.

Mr. HOLMAN: What aclion is to be
taken? On the previous oceasion, after some
days of debate an inquiry was held, and
when the delinquent member found that he
could not substantiate his statements, he
apologised and resigned his position. The
hon. member should take the same stand
here. I regret that the necessily for dis-
cussing this question should have arisen,
especially seeing that many members have
been compelled by the ex-Speaker to with-
draw and apologise—1 myself was wrong-
fully named—for statements whieh are now
shown to have been correct. I trust the
Government will tell us what action they
propose to take.

My, WILLMOTT (Nelson) [1.42]: T re-
gret that the hon. member who has just sab
down should have by innuendo dragged
me into this. Am I responsible for the ut-
terances of other hon. members? The hen,
wember has suggested that I was intrigu-
ing.

Mr. Holman: No. I distinetly said that
that was not so, but that you had acted as
an intermediary. If the cap fits, you ecan
wear it.

Mr. WILLMOTT: There is no need for
the heat, I thought this matter over very
carefully when statements were being
bandied to and fro. I went carefully into
it from the moment it was mooted that
the member for Mt. Magnet intended to re-
sien the Speakership. I noted everything
down so that my memory would not have
to be trusted. Here are the notes.

Mr. Taylor: That is a Press report.

Mr. WILLMOTT: No, it is a statement
made by myself. So far as T was con-
cerned, the member for Williams-Narrogin
did not come into the argument at all until
vou, Sir, had definitely refused to take the
position of Speaker. T was deputed to offer
vou that position, and I did so, but much
to my regret you decided that you eould
not aceept it. Where, then, is the intrigne?
Would any hon. member have the temerity
to say that I acted as intermediary to ask
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the member for Williams-Narrogin to take
that position? Is it a matter of intrigue?

Hon. P. Collier: No.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The posiiion was
offered to the present Speaker, but was by
him refused. Where is the intrigue?

Mr. Taylor: The intrigue started after-
wards.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The statement I then
made to the Press is absolutely eorrect in
detail.

Mr. Taylor, How did you come to drop
on the member for Williamg-Narrogin?

Mr. WILLMOTT: I thought the matter
over.

Mr. Taylor: 1 de not think you gave
mueh thought to it.

My, WILLMOTT: I gave it very much
thought. The matter was discussed and
it was decided that should it become neces-
sary the member for Perth (Hon. J, D.
Connelly) should be asked to take the
Speakership. However, owing to his ex-
perience as Colonial Secretary his services
were very necessary fo the Government,
and it was decided that his appointment
should only be made failing any other
satisfactory arrangement.

Hon. P. Collier: On what day did you

.make the offer to the member for Williams-

Narrogin?

Mr. WILLMOTT: First of all T dis-
enssed it with him two days before I dis-
cussed him with the Premier.

Hon. P. Collier: It was after you first
discussed it with him that he sent to the
Premier the letter regarding his amendment.

Mr. WILLMOTT: I interviewed him as
a private individual,

Hon. P. Collier: With some anthority;
vou were deputed by the Government

Mr. WILLMOTT: No, it was afterwards;
it was on the Tuesday morning that I was
deputed. This was after Mr. Gardiner had
refused to accept the Speakership.

Hon, P. Collier: Then vou approached
the member for Williams-Narrogin before
vou were authorised to do so?

Mr. WILLMOTT: The question of
Speakership is not to be decided lightly,
and I went throngh every name on this
side of the House.

Hon. P. Collier:
thorised at all?

Before vou were au-
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Mr. WILLMOTT: Yes. I hold a respon-
sible posttion here, and it was my duty as
leader of the Country party and a supporier
of the Government to pick out the best man
to fill the position. The present Speaker
15 the man who I decided was the man to
fill the position.

Hon, P. Collier: Now you are making a
ridiculous statement,

The Premier: On Thursday afterncon
there was a meeting to suggest a name for
the following Tuesday.

Hon. P. Collier: The hon, member just
‘'stated that it was on Tuesday he was
authorised.

The Premier: No.

Mr. WILLMOTT: I was authorised by
the party on Thursday to confer with the
Premier, and to submit a name to the party.

The Premier: In case of a vacancy.

Mr. WILLMOTT: On Tuesday it was a
different thing. It was the Ministers then.

Mr. Taylor: The Ministers had then re-
ceived the note of the member for Williams-
Narrogin.

Mr. WILLMOTT: There is no use in
trying to put me in a hole, because every-
thing is open and aboveboard, and there is
no hole to put me in.

Hon. P. Collier: You are putting your-
self in a hole.

Mr. WILLMOTT: Can anything dishon-
ourable be imputed either to the Government
or to myself in respeci of any action taken
in this matter? Xverything is open to the
light of day. A statement giving all
the faets has been published in the West
Australien., Was the member for Wil-
lams-Narrogin rushed to fill the position?
You, Mr. Speaker, know that he was not
rushed. Yon know it from the faet that
on the Tuesday morning T was deputed to
offer the position to veu. That faet pulls
the sting out of the wasp altogether. T
connot he held responsible for expressions
nsed or statements made by any other
member of the House. I was anxious to see
the best man in the posiiion. There is the
hest man now in the position, showing that
my judgment was good.

. Hon. P. Collier: And the nesxt best man
was who?t
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Mr. WILLMOTT: I thought the next
best man was a certain hon. member on
this side of the Hounse.

Hon. P. Collier: And the next best man
after that$

Mr. WILLMOTT: In my opinion there
were four hon. members who eould fill the
position.

Hon. P. Collier: That is a reflection on
all the olhers.

Mr, WILLMOTT: Not at all. If that
were so, I would be reflecting on myself.
Had the position been offered to me, I
would have refused it, simply because of
want of Parliamentary experience. The
same consideration debars many members
on this side of the Honse. Others, again,
were, in my opinion, too fully oceupied to
accept the position; business men who could
not possibly give the necessary time to the
position. Those were the reasons given
then, and they are the reasons given now.
Very well. I went through the list. I de-
cided that Mr. E, B, Johnston was a fit
and proper person then

Hon. J. Scaddan: Then?

Mr. WILLMOTT: To be offered the
Speakership.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Then?

Me. WILLMOTT: Yes; after the others.
Comparisons are odious; bui, after all,
everything in this world is comparative.

Hon. J. Scaddau: I was merely emphas-
sising the word “then.”

Mr. WILLMOTT: What is the position
now? T contend that, whether the member
for Williams-Narrogin was right or wrong
in speaking as he is alleged to have spoken
at Darkan, the question is purely and simply
one between himself and the member for
Wagin.

Mr. Taylor: No.
House is in question,

My, WILLMOTT: The honour of this
House is not touched by anything published
in that newspaper,

Mr. Taylor: You -cannot convince the
House of that,

Mr. WILLMOTT: If I stayed here all
night, T am sure T would not convinee the
member for Mt. Margaret.

Hon, J. Scaddan: The statements for
publishing which the West Australian was
adjudged guilty of contempt, and which it

The honour of this
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bhad to withdraw, and for which it had to
apologise, are practically repeated in that
report, which the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin says is correct, but incomplete.

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

My, WILLMOTT: I have not heard such
a statement made to-night. With regard to
reports of speeches in the daily Press, when
reading reports of my remarks the next
morning I have had to look two or three
times fo see if my name was really prefixed
to the remarks attributed to me.

Hon. J. Scaddan: “The West will not re-
port Willmott.”

My, WILLMOTT: I would rather the
newspapers did not report me than that
they should report me as they do sometiines,
omilting the points I have tried to make,
and putting into my mounth words which I
never uttered.

Hon. P. Collier: 1 think you are very
foolish to speak in defence of a member
who will not defend himself.

Mr. WILLMOTT: Any action the Gov-
ernment took or that I took in the matter
of appointing a Speaker is open to the light
of day. There is nothing to be hidden. The
statement I published .on the 23rd February
contains the whole truth and nothing but
the truth.

Hon, P. Collier: Nobody is making any
charge against you. What are you labonr-
ing? e

g1;/[r. WILLMOTT: My statement makes
everything so plain that the statement in
this country newspaper does not interest
me at all.

Hon. P. Collier: What are you excusing
s0 much about?

Mr. WILLMOTT: I am not exeusing or

aceusing. I will stand by every word of my
own statement. As regards anything done
by myself or by members on this side in the
matter, I have n bed of roses to fall on.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I think you will fall
inlo a septie tank.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The members for Wil-
liams-Narrogin and Wagin can beth fall
in the soup, and discuss this thing until the
end of time. It does not concern me.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brownhill-Tvanhoe)
[1.59]: I think members of this House and
the public generally will greatly appreciate
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the very full statement made to-night by
the Preroier as to certain happenings.
Oppostion members: Hear, hear!

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That statement bas
undoubledly cleared the air very consider-
ably. But it has done something else. It
has shown wp the member for Williams-
Narrogin in his true colours at last, More
than onee, during the discussion of this very
subjeet, various hon. members made state-
ments which the then Speaker, in the per-
#on of the member for Williams-Narrogin,
immedialely denied, and, enforcing his right
as Speaker, obliged those hon. members to
withdraw and apologise for.  After the
vomplele statement made by the Premier,
it is plain that the assertions which had to
be withdrawn and apologised for were ab-
solutely and entirely correct. Here we have
further evidence of the tactics adopted by
dume people for the purpose of covering up
their own mishehaviour. The whole position
was thrashed out on a previous occasion
and the House, while noi quite satisfied,
was prejpared for the better conduet of
the business of the Chamber and in the in-
terests of the State to allow the matter to
end there, But the member for Williams-
Narrogin evidently was not so much con-
cerned about the behavionr of this House
nor the proper conduct of the business of the
State; he was more concerned about what
[ may term venting his spleen upon hon.
members who had not seen eve to eye with
him when he was elected as Speaker, by
going to Darkan, in the vicinity of the elec-
torate of one hon. gentleman who had net
concurred in the election of Speaker, and
there made statements which were not
founded on fact and also made it appear
to the public that the member for Wagin
had been guilty of some dishonourable con-
duct. It was all very well for the member
for Williams-Narrogin to assert that he was
not responsible for the statement as it ap-
peared, and that there were cerfain quali-
fications which he said bad not been pub-
lished, but I venture to declare that notwilh-
standing what may be said to the contrary,
that speech was deliberately reprinted in the
Wagin newspaper with a specific object in
view, and that object was to politically and
privately undermine the integrity of the
member for Wagin in his distriet. That is
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a course of conduct which is nnforgivable.

When a member of Parliament eannot pur-
sue his duties as a representative of the
people on the basis of discussing publie
questions, without attempting to undermine
not only the political, but private stand-
ing of an hon. member by indulging in
untruths, and making half statements and
misstatements, he is guilty of conduet that
38 not acceptable to members of this
House and fo the publie. In faet
the position becomes eatirely danger-
ous. What position do we find the
Premier placed in? He found himself
compelled (o appoint a Speaker and he had
to negotiate with members on his side of ile
Houge. The negotiations took place at a
party meeting and surely it can be expected
that one who takes part in the discussions,
even though ke might not be in accord with
the decisions arrived at, would have enough
honour and integrity, and would be manly
enough, even if happenings arose after-
wards which reflected against him, lo put his
feelings in his pocket and decline, at the risk
of being misunderstood, to go back on his
collengues. [ would prefer to crack stones
on the road rather than go back on a col-
league, irrespective of what had happened.
If we cannot have an understanding between
members and the party without feeling that
one of the number when he is pigued over
something or olher is going fo have the
whole thing blabbed aboui, and the hononr
and integrily of members wndermined, what
sort of a position are we in? Tt is abso-
lutely dangerous for anyone to be connected
with publie life under suneh conditions.
If there is one thing that a member ought
o pride himself on, when taken into anyone
else’s confidence, it is that he is able to keep
that confidence even fo the extent of being
martyred by so doing. A member goes Lo a
party meeting to discuss the course of ac-
tion that it is intended to lake, and having
accepted a trust, he is in honour bound lo
retain the confidence reposed in him at any
cost; even at the cost of being misunder-
stood. T could say of the member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin that which wonld damn him
for ever, not only as a memher of Parlia-
ment. but alse in the eves of the public.
But a leopard eannot change its spols, and
the hon. member has lived on such methods
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ever since be has ¢ome under the publie lime-
light. [ have warned him that I can give
any number of partienlars coneerning lis
leeds il e wanis them, 1 ean go back some
time and I can produce in his own hand-
writing on indictment of his against the pre-
sent Minister for Industries in connection
with the Navea Tarva estate.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You got me the file
to look through.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1 did nothing of the
kind. 1 never saw that file in my life.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It was in your office.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: And the informa-
tion I gave to (he House came from the
member for Williams-Narrogin,

Mr. SPEAKER.: Order! The leader of the
Opposition is going just a little outside the
scope of the motion,

Hon. J. SCADDAN: [ am trying to
show the danger of being surrounded by a
man of the eclass of the member for Wil
liams-Narrogin. The Premier has had to
guiler him, and while he remains in the House
the Premier will have to continue to suffer
him in exaelly the same manner. 1 have no
hesilation in saying that if the Premier were
to give up the leadership of the Government
to-morrow and a new. (Government came into
prower, and Mr. E, B. Johnston remained a
member of the House he would indulge in
the same practices for the purpose of under-
mining whoever might be in power. As a
matter of faet he has lived on that sort of
thing; it is a form of insanily peealiar to
the member for Williams-Narrogin.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mein-
ber must withdraw the word “insanity.”

Hon. J. SCADDAN: T did not mean to
convey the hon. member was insane, but T
will withdraw the word “insanity.” After
all, Mr. Speaker, we all have a bit of a kink,
and the kink of the memher for Williams-
Narrogin is in the direction 1 have outlined.
T am saying all this for the purpose of eaus-
ing the member for Williams-Narrogin to
look back on his actions. He knows thein
as well as T know them, and be should ask
himself whether it is desirable to pursue o
course of action of this kind. If you ean-
not give a man your hand and ask him to
keep vour confidence, of what use is he to
anyhody? My svmpathy goes out to the
Premier in this matter. There may have
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been intriguing, but I know that the mem-
ber who is responsible for what is occurring
to-night was taken into the confidence of
all hon. members on the Ministerial side of
the House at their meeting, and he should
have been the last man in the world to be-
tray that confidence.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It was all published.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: It was not all pub-
lished.
wanted to complete it. I have been told that
the member in question was prepared, if the
Land Bill was not disposed of this session,
to use his vote for the purpose of putting
the Government out.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You have been told
what 1s wrong. '

Hon. J. SCADDAN: Do not make any
error about it; we know that it is right.
That is his kink; that is his method of
doing things; all the time he is adopting
that sort of attitude. He is a danger and he
has no right to be a member of this House.
We are here to conduct the public business
of the State and if we cannot confer one
with the other without being betrayed then
the position becomes impossible. The Gov-
ernment remain in charge of the affairs of
State largely because the people trust them.
When they can no longer be trusted, they
have no further right to be in power. While
they are in power the necessity arises for
the party to hold meetings and if something
happens to displease the one member who
claims to be an independent, and that mem-
ber tells the world at large what has trans-
pired, such a man has no right to be pre-
sent at a party meeting. In this case he
was  permitted to attend because he
gave his word that he would support
the Government through thick and thin.
BEven sinee this has arisen he makes a
speech of that kind, and T hear from a re-
liable source that he was prepared, if he got
the Land Bill through, to help to put the
Government out, in order to get even with
the head of the Government, who, he
thought, had not kept faith with him in
keeping him in the Speaker's Chair.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is entirely your
imagination.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: I know all about
that. I know the hon. member too well. I
know of those who have left the State be-

The member for Williams-Narrogin-
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cause of the same sort of business on the
part of the hon. member. Probably it
would be better if the thing were made pub-
lie, as some day it may be. I am not con-
cerned as to whether the Government made
a stand in the malter or not. 1 do not eare

‘whether the hon. member sits on this side of

the House or the other side of the House, T
would never rely upon his agsurance. That
Lie is not to be trusted in public life is
shown by the statements he has made. He
tells the public that he holds the balance of
power in this Chamber. Some time ago I
heard a sermon delivered from a pulpit in
Perth on the very same sort of thing. In
the course of his remarks the speaker made
reference to a statement made by Mr. Cam-
eron, a member of the House of Represen-
tatives, who said “T hold the destiny of
Australia in the palm of my hand.” Now we
have the member for Williams-Narrogin
saying the same sort of thing. Why, Mr.
Cameron takes the position of the Czar in
comparison with that of the hon., member.
If Parliament is to be carried on by the
member for Williams-Narrogin holding the
balance of power, God help both parties and
the State as well. Knowing the member for
Williams-Narrogin as well as I do, T would
never, if 1 could help it, allow him to hold
the balance of power, because he would
wreck any Government and the State, as he
has attempted to wreck the honour and in-
tregrity of the member for Wagin (Mr. S.
Stubbs).

Mr. ALLEN (West Perth) [2.12]: I re-
gret that this unfortunate incident has been
revived to-night. As a member of the Cham-
ber who has known the member for Wagin
(Mr. S. Stubbs) for a great number of
years, I feel I must express some words
showing the respeet in which I hold him.
He is a personal friend of mine and I had
the honour of sitting under him for two
years, when, at the time he was in business
in Perth, he was elected by the ratepayers
of the City to the high and honourable posi-
tion of mayor, whiech, in my opinion, is a
much higher position than that of Premier
of the State. I am pleased to bear my testi-
mony to the hon. member regarding his eon-
duct during the time he held the position
of mayor. I never sat under a more honour-
able man than the hon. member. 1 am pre-
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pared to believe his statement, so far as he
can gauge the position to-night. The posi-
tion is rather a difficult one, but I believe
he has conscientiously stated what he felt
to be true and correct. I feel that his hon-
our has been somewhat impunged to-night.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: His statements have.

been supported by the Premier.

Mr. ALLEN: The member for Williams-
Narrogin (Mr. E. B. Johnston) stated that
these remarks in the newspaper were con-
densed. Probably, if they had been more
elaborated, they would not have hbeen too
favourable to him. Knowing the member for
Wagin as I do, and knowing that he has
held a high and important position, I am
prepared to accept every word he says as
being absolutely true so far as his memory
serves. I am not going to say anything
about the party meeting. The member for
Williams-Narrogin said that he had 18
votes, and the member for Wagin had one
vote. I did not vote on that occasion be-
cause I was not present. Had I been pre-
sent my vote would have been given to the
member for Wagin, whom I know to be an
honourable man and one who has enjoyed
the confidence of most of the ratepayers of
Perth., It would hava been very much better
if the incident had been left alone. I re-
gret, too, that the occasion for the unveiling
of a roll of honour was taken advantage of
to revive the incident.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It was a different
part of the proceedings.

Mr. ALLEN: I take it, it was in the
programme.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It was some time
later in the evening.

Mr. ALLEN: Tt would have been very
much better if the hon. member had re-
served until some other occasion any re-
marks he had to make in this eonnection.
I am prepared to accept the statement of
the member for Wagin, and to add my testi-
mony to that of others as to his being a
gentleman and a man of honour and in-
tegrity, and who, though he has not been
a very conspicuous figure in the polities of
Western Australia, has merited the confi-
dence of the ratepayers of Perth.

Mr. GREEN (Kalgoorlie) [2.17]: I re-
gret the necessity for bringing up this old
grievance.

“in a jocular vein.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: You are as pleased
as Punch.

Mr. GREEN: I would not have spoken
at all but for the fact that the member for
Williams-Narrogin stated that a member
of this Chamber had been approached by
him and told that it was his desire to move
an amendment on the no-confidence motion
which was to be moved by the leader of the
Opposition. It is well within the memory
of members of the Chamber that, when I
tried to state that fact, the hon. member who
at the time occupied the position of Speaker
of the House was the hon. member con-
cerned, namely, the member for Williams-
Narrogin, and the power which he was then
able to exercise compelled me to withdraw
the statement I then made, which was abso-
lutely true.

Mr. . B. Johnston: It was untrue.

Mr. GREEN: The hon. member denies
that on the 2lst February he approached
me, but he afferwards made a statement in
the Daily News that he had approached me
He has thus made two
distinet statements, but my statement has
been absolutely corroborated by the Premier
himself. One by one the tissue of fabrica-
tions which have eome from a certain quar-
ter have in their turn fallen to the ground.
Personally, T have no dislike for the hon.
member.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You have every rea-
son to thank me.

Mr. GREEN: I only regret that his con-
duet has been such that, as a decent man
myself, I could not have sat in this Chamber
so long as he continued to oceupy the posi-
tion of Speaker. We find that, on the Sat-
urday, he asked me to come into the corridor.
That was on the 10th February. The
hon. member in denying that said the
date was the 17th February. He was
very anxious to know when the then
Speaker wag going to resign. I went so
far as to tell him, as we were fairly
friendly, that the Speaker would not,
I thought, from what I knew, resign.
He then said, “I have an amendment on the
Labour Party’s want of confidence motion,
which affects my district. You fellows will
have to vote for it to be consistent.” I
said, “Do not make any mistake; there are
on our side certain members who would go
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to the other side or absent themselves from
the Chamber if you brought forward an
amendment to the motion.” e then said
that he wanted to see another member of
the Chamber, to ask him to second his
amendment. I said that other hon. member
was not present, Thereupon the member
for Williams-Narrogin went away, but be-
fore leaving he asked me to tell the other
hon. member that he wanted to see him.
This I promised to do. As a matter of fact
T did not see that other hon. member. I
was writing in the chief messenger’s room
when the member for Williams-Narrogin
came back again and, calling me out, asked
me if I would second his amendment pro
forma. “You need not speak to it,” he said,
“Tt will be only necessary to second it.” I
said, “Before T could do a thing of that kind
T would have to consult the parly.” He said
T could consult the party. Tt will thus be
seen that the conversation between the hon.
member and myself was not of a private
character. T had the permission of the hon.
member to consult my party before I took
action. Does the hon. member deny that?
Mr. E. B. Johnston: Absolutely.

Mr. GREEN: Years ago 1 saw in the
Bulletin a statement something like this:—
One man said to another “Do you call me
a lar”? The other man replied “No, I
merely say that when I hear you speak I
can hardly bring myself to believe that
Ananias and Sapphira died without issue, or
that Tom Pepper was a single man” It is
unnecessary for me to elaborate the argu-
ment with the hon. member across the Cham-
ber. He has been convicted out of his own
mouth, and is proved fo be utterly untrust-
worthy. However, I did not get up to prove
that, because it is self-evident. My object
in rising was to rehabilitate myself in res-
pect of the statement which I was pre-
viously made to withdraw. I think I am
amply justified in vindicating my honour,
and T trust the Chamber will carry the mo-
tion.

Mr. MUNSIE (Hannans) [2.25]: T am
in a quandary. It is to me surprising that
the Government have not given any idea
of what aection they intend to take.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They cannot until
we carry the motion.

2659

Mr. MUNSIE: Still the Premier should
have given us some intimation of what he
would be prepared to do in the event of the
motion being carried. We require further
evidence than we have. The member for
Wagin said he could prove that the member
for Williams-Narrogin had sent to the Gov-
ernment a letter threatening that if he did
not get the Speakership he would play up.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : No, nothing of the kind,

Mr. MUNSIE: I understood him to say
that a letter had been sent. I am sorry
if T have misinterpreted the member for
Wagin, for T have no intention of discredit-
ing his statement in any way. I am quile
prepared to accept it, believing it to be true.
However, mention was made of the sending
of a letter. The member for Williams-Nar-
rogin, in giving his version, point blank
denied that he had ever written a leiter
to the Government or any member of it.
Then the Premier said that he had received
a note from the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin to the effect that he intended to move
an amendment to the no-confidence motion.
The least that can be said of the whole bus-
iness is that it is fishy and requires clearing
up.

Mr. Carpenter: Has not the Premier’s
statement cleared it up?

Mr. MUNSIE: No, I think not. It be-
hoves the Government to let us know
whether they are prepared to hold an en-
quiry.

Mr. Thomson: Into what took place at
the party meeting?

Mr. MUNSIE: No. The member for
Wagin has read a newspaper article, and
on top of thai made certain statements. The
member for Williams-Narrogin, who is in-
cluded in the motion, and against whom the
member for Wagin’s statements were
made, has denied .the truth of the
statements made by the member for
Wagin. Who is telling the truth?
An inquiry should be held to find out who
1s speaking the truth, to sift the whole
business. It appealed to me when I heard
the Premier give so full and complete
a statement of what actually took place.
The statements made by the two gentlemen
largely coincide with one another. Assum-
ing that the House carries the motion of
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the member for Wagin, aen the procedure
will be for the Government to announce
what action they purpose taking; and it is
probable they will announce nothing, but
simply let the matter drop.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They may do the
same as the Federal Government did—let
the electors settle it.

Mr, MUNSIE: For the sake of clean
polities in Western Australia, I hope the
(lovernment will not come out of it as the
Federal Government did. That is why I
want an indication from some member of
the Government. I want to know whether
they will pursue the matter further if the
motion is carried. Once the vote has been
taken, they ean simply let the matter drop,
and that will be the end of it. Let me warn
the Government that if they adopt that
course, I shall not speak on one public
platform in Western Australia, from the
time the House goes into recess until it re-
assembles, without stirring up this matter.
In the interests of clean polities, in the in-
terests of the honour and integrity of the
Government, the matter must be cleared
up. It must be cleared up in order that
the country may know what sort of mem-
bers are in this House. If the statementsin
the article are true, some hon. members as-
suredly should not sit here. On the other
hand, if the member for Wagin proves con-
clusively that the statements which the
member for Williams-Narrogin has never
disavowed or disclaimed are incorrect, then
the member for Williams-Narrogin should
not be here. That is the stand I take. I
believe the motion will be carried almost
unanimously, and I want an assurance that
the Government will not let the matter
drop.

Mr. 8. STUBBS (Wagin—in veply)
[2.33]: I think I have cleared my honour
and that of my family, which had been at-
tacked. T think the House will declare
that a great wrong has been done, not only
to a member of the House, but to the House
itself. I thank the Premier for the manly
way in which he has explained the position
to-night. To my mind he has come out
clear, especially in view of the denial of
the member for Williams-Narrogin that he
had seen the Premier or communicated with
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him on the day the hon. member was
elected Speaker. 'In my opinion, it is right
that the House should take cognisance of
the matter. I could not allow the state-
ments which were published to go unchal-
lenged. Had T done so, I would not have
been worthy to hold a seat in this Chamber.
I commend my motion to hon. members.

Question put and passed.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [2.34]: The House having carried
the previous motion, and the member for
Williams-Narrogin, Mr. E. B. Johnston,
having beeh adjudged guilty of contempt,
some further action is necessitated. The
editor and publisher of the newspaper were
ineluded in the motion; but, since the hon.
member, as I understood, when speaking
admitted that the article, although con-
densed, is substantially correct, and that he
gave it to the paper, the onus of the article
should fairly rest on his shoulders. T would
not like to suggest that we should proceed,
under our Standing Orders, to instruct the
Attorney General to prosecute in the Su-
preme Court,

Hon. J. Secaddan: Oh, no.

The PREMIER: But I do think this
House should leave some record of its strong
disapproval of the hon. member’s action in
giving {his contiibution to the newspaper.
Thus the member for Wagin (Mr. 8.
Stubbs) would be cleared of any slur that
might attach to him through that publication
having been made. Therefore, in order that
the Honse may not have to take further ac-
tion at a later date, I propose, if hon. mem-
bers are agrceable, to submit a motion which
would convey the sense of the House. I do
so with extreme regret, but the duty devolves
upon me, as leader of the House, to take
some action in the circumstances. T there-
fore propose for the acceptance of the
House the following motion —

That the hon. member for Willigms-
Narrogin, Mr. E. B. Johnston, having
been adjudged guilty of comtempt, this
House deems him to be deserving of its
severest censure.

T think that is only what the House ought
to do.

Hon. J. Scaddan: That is treating him
under the First Offenders Act.
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The PREMIER: The carrying of that
notion will leave a record which will for all
ime clear the member for Wagin of any
mputation upon his integrity or his char-
cter. It is with extreme regret I have
noved the motion.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [2.38]: I
m indeed pleased that the Premier, as
pader of the House, has thought fit to move
his motion. I do not think either the House
r the member for Wagin is at all vindie-
ive. The member for Wagin has, however,
nrore than cleared his charaeter. The mo-
lon moved by the Premier should be ae-
eptable to every member, including the
nember for Williams-Narrogin. Had not the
'remier moved this motion, the conse-
uences to the member for Williams-Narro-
in would bave been heavy pains and pen-
lties. The motion, after all, represents the
10st generous way in which the House can
eal with the situation. I support the mo-
on.

Question put and passed.

BILL—LAND ACT AMENDMENT,
Message received from the Council noti-
ying that it did not press amendment No.

- and agreed to the Assembly’s modification
1 amendment No. 4.

ADJOURNMENT—CLOSE OF
SESSION.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
ussex) [2.40]: The business of the session
s now concluded and it is my intention to
rove that the House at its rising adjourn
0 Wednesday, the 4th April. This will be
ollowing the precedent established by my
redecessor in office, and in the interval
arliament will be prorogued by proclama-
jon. I am sure hon. members will feel that
hey have earned some rest after a strenu-
us and lengthy session.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Will we get it?

The PREMIER: I am afraid not. You,
Ir. -Speaker, although only a brief period
1y the Chair, will no doubt appreciate
he short period of rest which is to follow
he close of this session, and I wish to con-
ey to you my thanks for the way in which
ou have filled your position sinee you were
ppointed. On behalf of members on this
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side of the House I desire to thank the offi-
cers of the House and the members of the
Hansard staff who have shown so much
attention to our requirements. At times

- some little heat and temper may have been

displayed in connection with the debates,
but this was due to the long hours of sitting
and the heavy work and the strain which
followed. If I have shown my temper un-
doly I regret it. I move—
That the House at its rising adjourn to
Wednesday, 4th April.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brown Hill-Ivan-
hoe) [2.43]: May I be permitted to echo
the sentiments expressed by the leader of
the House and to add my thanks to you,
Mr. Speaker, and the officers of the House
for the assistance rendered to members
during a very trying session. This has been
one of the longest sessions on record. Tt
bas had a break or two, and there have been
at times little holes and a few hills,. We
have earned a rest, but just whether we will
get it is another matter. Whatever may
happen I sincerely hope when we re-as-
semble, whether it be in the near future or
not, Peace will have been declared, and
that notwithstanding the fact that we may
suffer somewhat by its declaration, we will
suffer readily rather than continue experi-
encing the difficulties we have been contend-
ing against during the state of war. I trust
also that when we re-assemble party war-
fare will have ended.

Mr. SPEAKER [248]: Mr. Premier,
and the leader of the Opposition: I thank
you for the kindly remarks that have fallen
from your lips with regard to myself. 1
have not been in the Chair very long,
but I appreciate the fact that amongst
members of the House on both sides there
has been a sort of conspiracy of kindness
and courtesy towards myself. I would also
like to thank the officers of the House for
their courfesy towards me, and on their be-
half would like to thank you both for your -
kindly expressions towards them. I, too,
hope that when we next assemble there will
be that in view which will make us hopeful
that the war will soon be over.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 2.50 am. (Thursday).
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Parliament was prorogued by Proclamation issued in a Government Gazette,
published on Friday, 30th Mareh, 1917, to the 31st May, 1917.

The following notice appeared in the
Government Gazette of 30th March, 1917:—

Acts of the Parliament of Western
Australia, passed during the Third Ses-
sion of the Ninth Parliament.

An Act to apply out of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund the sum of Six Hundred
and Forty-eight Thousand Pounds, and
from moneys to Credit of the General
Loan Fund, Three Hundred and Fifty
Thousand Pounds, to the Service of the
Year ending 30th June, 1917; and to
apply out of the Publie Account the sum
of Three Hundred Thousand Pounds for
the purposes of temporary advances to
be made by the Colonial Treasurer.
(17th August, 1916.)

An Act to apply out of the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund the sum of Six
Hundred and TForty-eight Thousand
Pounds to the Service of the Year ending
30th June, 1917. (16th October, 1916.)

An Act to amend and continue the
operations of the Postponement of Debts
Act, 1914. (31st October, 1916.)

An Act to further amend the Aects re-
lating to the Property of the Roman
Catholic Church (17th November, 1916.)

An Act to further amend the Adoption
of Children Act, 1896. (17th November,
1916.)

An Act to declare the purposes to
which the Funds raised by the Move-
ment known as ‘‘The Western Austra-
lian Day for the Sick and Wounded’’
may be lawfully applied. (17th Novem-
ber, 1916.)

An Aect to authorise the granting of
Mineral Leases on Reserve A A f75637
17th November, 1916.)

An Act to facilitate the Execution of
Tustruments and Powers of Attorney
during the present War. (17th Novem-
ber, 1916.)

An Act to amend the Zoological Gar
dens Act, 1898. (17th November, 1916.

An Aect to further amend the Treasur
Bills Act, 1893. (5th December, 1916.)

An Act to validate certain Rates levie
by the Nelson Road Board. (5th De
cember, 1916.)

An Act to further amend the Stamy
Aect, 1882. (5th December, 1916.)

An Act to continue the operation o:

‘the Roads Act, 1911, and its amend

(5th December, 1916.)

An Act to confirm the purchase of th
Flinders Bay-Margaret River Railway
and to vest the said Railway in Hi:
Majesty. (5th December, 1916.)

An Aect relating to the Taxation by th
Parliament of the Commonwealth of
Australia of Salaries, Reimbursements
and other Moneys paid by the State o
Western Australia.  (5th  December
1916.)

An Act to authorise the raising of ¢
sum of One million five hundred anc
thirty-seven pounds by Loan for the con
struction of certain Public Works an
for other purposes and the Re-appropria
tion of certain Loan moneys. (16th Dec
ember, 1916.

An Act to enable a Special Lease t
be granted under the Land Act, 1898, o
Lake Clifton and Reserve g 998 in th
South-West Division of the State
and to authorise the construction of
Railway from Waroona to said Reserv
A 99S.  (5th December, 1916.)

An Aect to confer certain Powers o
the Government of Western Australia 1
regard to the Marketing of the Whea
Harvest of the Season 1915-1916, an
the next following Season, and for othe
relative purposes. (5th December, 1916.

An Aect to appropriate and apply on
of the Consolidated Revenue Fund an
from Moneys to Credit of the Trus

ments.
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Fund and the General Loan Fund and
the Public Account certain sums to make
good the supplies granted for the Ser-
vice of the Year ending the thirtieth day
of June, One thousand nine hundred and
seventeen, and to supplement grants
made by the Present Parliament during
its last Session in adjustment of the
Vote ‘‘Advance to Treasurer, 1915-16,”’
for charges during the Year ended the
30th day of June, 1916. (16th Decem-
her, 1916.)

An Aect to amend the Licensing Act,
1911. (2nd December, 1916.)

An Act to amend the Law relating to
the Sale of Fermented and Spirituous
Liquors, and to prohibit the Sale of
Tobaceo to young persons. (2nd Mareh,
1917.)

An Act to regulate the Manufacture
and Sale of Footwear; and for purposes
consequent thereon or incidental there-
to. (23rd March, 1917).

An Aet to further amend the Agri-
cultural Lands
(23rd March, 1917.)

An Aet to preserve the Franchise to
Electors on Service with His Majesty’s
Forces. (23rd March, 1917.)

An Aect to impose a Land Tax and an
Income Tax. (23rd March, 1917.)

An Act to amend the Friendly So-
cieties Aect, 1894, and its amendments.
(23rd March, 1917.)

‘An Aect to amend the Early Closing
Aect, 1902, and its amendments. (23rd
Mareh, 1917.)

An Act to empower the Government
to establish and delimit, by Proclama-
tion, Ports and Harbours for the pur-
poses of Ordinances 18 Vietorie, No. 15,
and 37 Victorize, No. 14, and for other re-
lative purposes. (23rd March, 1917.)

An Act to facilitate the Treatment of
Mental Disorder of recent origin arising
from Wounds, Shock, and other causes.
(28th March, 1917.)

An Act to enable a Special Lease to
be granted under the Land Act, 1898,

Purchase Act, 1909.

of a portion of the Stirling Estate; to
authorise the construction of a Railway
from the demised land to Capel on the
South-Western Railway, and to enable
a License to be issued to the Lessee to
dredge for Shell in the estuary of the
Swan River. (28th March, 1917.)

An Act for the Restriction of Horse
Racing and Trotting. (28th March, 1917.)

An Act to regulate the establishment,
carrying on, and management of Trad-
ing Concerns by the Government of the
State, and to authorise the continuance
or disposal of certain Trading Concerns,
and for other relative purposes. (28th
Mareh, 1917.)

An Act to consolidate and amend the
Law relating to the Protection of Life
and Property from Fire. (28th March,
1917.)

An Act to amend the Land and Income
Tax Assessment Act, 1907. (28th March,
1917.)

An Aect to further amend the Agricul-
tural Bank Act. (28th March, 1917.)

An Act to further amend the Indus-
tries Assistance Aect, 1915. (28th Mareh,
1917.)

An Aect to authorise the issue of Treas-
ury Bonds or Inseribed Stoek to provide
for the Deficiency of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund up to the thirtieth day of
June, 1916, and for purposes incidental
thereto. (28th March, 1917.)

An Aect to enable the Augustine Con-
gregational Church of Bunbury (Incor-
porated) to sell and dispose and make
use of Bunbury Town Lot Number 318,
freed from the trusts and restrictions
affecting the same, and to apply the
proceeds of any sale or disposal of the
property for the purposes of the said
Church and for other relative purposes.
(28th Mareh, 1917.)

An Aect to further amend the Land
Act, 1898. (28th March, 1917.)

G. F. HILLMAN,
Clerk of the Parliaments.
29th Mareh, 1917.

By Authority: FrED. WM. SIMPSON, Government Frinter, Perth.



