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_The PREMIER: The ofticer had instrue-
tions next day, and I helieve he is arranging
to put in 50 trees.

Vote put and passed.

Vote—Literary and Scientific Grants, ete.,
£8,780—agreed to.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 12.38 a.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
o, and read prayers.

PRIVILEGE—PARLIAMENTARY
ALLOWANCES BILL,

Debate resnmed from the previous day on
the following motion by the Hon. A, Love-
kin—

That the words nttered by the Hon. Sir

E. H. Wittenoom as recorded in ‘“Han-

sard,’? dated 5th December, 1919, consti-

tutes a hreach of the pn\lloge "of this

Honse.

Sir E. H. WITTENOOM (North)
After listening to the remarks of
Mr, Lovekin yesterday, T think all members
will agree that the hon. member lost no
time i bringing his grievances before the
House, Tt ocvurred to me that the old
sayings, the precepts of youth, must have
vanished from his mind—preeepts such as
‘et not the sun go down upon your
wrath '’ and “‘Time softens all things.’”’
These, apparently, he has overlooked, al-
though he has not forgotten during lns ah-
sence in many lands that his first duty when
he came back would be to hring his griev-
anees here and submit them to hon. mem-
bers.

Hon. A. Lovekin: The Standing Orders
compelled me to do it.

Hon.
[4.34]:

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: I stund
acensed of a bréich of privilege of this
House. The position T am in is that I musf
either justify what T have said in the words
for which T have Dbeen accused of a breach
of privilege of the House, or receive censure
at the hands of hon. members.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Not at all,
Hon. Sir E. H. WITTEXQOM: Because

it is plainly put forward that "*The word:
uttered by the Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenvor
as recorded in ‘'‘Hansard,’’ dated 5th De
cember, 1819, eanstitute a breach of privilege
of this House.'> Hon. members have to sujy
cither that the words do constitute a breact
of privilege, or that they do not. There
fore the position [ have to take up is thaf
those words which ] used sat the conelusior
of last session must be jostified by me ol
clse I must abide by the censure of the
House. The reasons were given in readling
out my remarks from f Hansard.’’ Those
remarks were correctly veported; it was f
vorrect statement of my speech on  the
evening in question. The words quoted ar
admitted by me. The facts of the positiol
are as follow:—On the elosing evening ol
last session a Bill was hrovght down for th
purpose of increasing the salaries of niem
bers of Parliament, or rather, of increasing
parliamentary allowanees. Everybody wil
admit that there was a good deal of interesi
and some excitement surrounding the Bill
hecange it had been passed by the Assembl)
and had eome to this 1lfouse for decision
Therefore the ultimate fate of the Bill wa:
in the hands of this Heuse. It is almosi
superflnous to say that every member of th
House, and many people outside the House

took a great deal of interest in the
fate of the Bill; and, naturally interes
was  excited uuTSIﬂe as to  what the

divigion list ta be taken that evening wounls
show. On that afterncon an issue of th
“Thaily News’' ecame ount., In that issw
was i statement of how it was expeeted
the House would divide, aud what woull b
the fate of the Bill. The ‘‘Daily News'™ i
the property of Mr. Lovekin, and Mr. Love
kin is a member of this Couneil, After
reading the statement in the ‘“Daily News'
it seemed to me obvious that it had heer
inspired by the hon, memher who, as I say
is the proprictor of the newspaper and alse
a member of the House. Perhaps other hon
members may have thought the same.
have been wnoble to get a copy of that issw
of the newspaper, although T have triec
everywhere to secure one.

Hon, A. Lovekin: [ would have given yo
one.

Hen, Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: But T hav
lizul an exiract made, and this is what ap
peared that gfternoon, T would remind hon
members once more that interest was excitec
in respeet of the Bill. Some people wer
opposed to it and some were in favonr o
it, but a great many were interested, anc
therefore naturally, evervhody wanted ¢t
know how it was likely to go. And, a=



[27 OcToBER, 1920.]

saiil before, Mr, Lovekin is at onee the
owner of the newspaper and a member of
the House. This is what appeared in the

**Daily News'’ of the 5th December, 1919—

More Salary for Members of Parliament.
Couneil will pass the Bill.
The probable Division List.

It was thought vp to yesterday that the
attempt of a section of members of Par-
liament to increasc their salaries would be
prevented by the inability of the dis-
affected members to obtain a majority in
their favour in the Council. Last night,
however, a final whip convinced those in-
terested that the necessary majority had
heen obtained—

L]

‘A final whip.”" A parliamentary expres-
sion very well adapted to the position. The
report continves—

—an that the £400 per annum woulld very
soon become the legal salary for hon.
members. The Bill which passed the As-
sembly will come befove the Council to-
day, and it will be earried, probably by
14 votes to 11.

That sounds very like authority. Somcone
knew what he was talking about. 1 am
only saying what the impression would be
on anybody who read that, The report con-
thnnes—

The division list will be something like

this—Ayes: Messra. Ardagh, Baxter, Cole-

bateh, Cornell,  Cumningham, Ewing,

Hickey, Kirwan, Lyan, Millington, Mills,

Panton, Sanderson, and Sir Edward Wit-

tengom, Noes: Allen, Duffell, Hamers-

ley, Holmes, Lovekin, McKenzie, Miles,

Nicholson, Rose, Stewart, and Dr. Saw.

Away: Messrs. Cargon, Clarke, Dodd, and

Greig. 1n the Chair: Mr. Kingsmill,
Now T appeal to hon. members, could any-
body, on an occasion like that, when excite-
ment was on tiptoe, when it was the desire
of everyone to know how matters were
going, take any but the impression that the
published statement was inspired by some-
one who knew? As the paper belonged to
Mr. Lovekin, and as Mr. Lovckin was a
member of the House, surely it was only
natural to think that he had something to
do with it.

Hon. A. Lovekin: On that you would say
that a man had acted dishonourably.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: And on
the strength of that T was under the im-
pression that le had something to do with
it -

Ar. Lovekin interjected. )

The PRESIDENT: Order! The hon, mem-
ber will have the right of reply.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: Tf T made
any mistake 1 can only say that that mis-
take was shared hy a large number of mem-
bers.

Hon, Members: Hear, Hear!

Fou. Sir E. H. WITTENQOOM: Becanse
many of them came and spoke to me about
it.
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Hon. J. Cernell: We naturally lookel to
You, as being the oldest member, to preserve
onr privileges.

Hon, Sir E, H, WITTENOOM: That was
the porition at the time and, as 7 say, as
far as one could judge from reading that
published statement, there was only one ron-
clusion to arrive at. After it had been read
and discussed some feeling was  expressed,
indeed some littie indignation was expressed
that the statemcnt should have appearved at
such a momentons, important and ritieal
time; and several members eame to me, as
being perhaps the oldest Parliamentarinn of
the House, and asked me if [ wonld draw sotne
attention to the matter, T did not attach a
very great deal of importanfe to it, bevond
thinking that it was gpoing a little too far. T
attacked but little importance to it for the
reason that I knew that all journalists like
to get the first information. and [T knew that
the han, memher was a smart man and had
always heen regarded as a smart journalist
and that, being & new member, ke would not
perhaps think it of mueh importance if he
could give to the public a most interesting
statement,

Hon. A. Lovekin: TRut it would have heen
dishonourable. :

Hon. 8ir B, H. WITTENOOM: 1 will
come to the (dishonourable presently. Besides,
most jonrnaliats are very enterprising. Theyv
like to get first information, and T could
quite understand the cditor of the paper rom-
ing to Mr. Lovekin in the morning aund :ay-
ing, ‘"This is a very interesting guestion,
and there will he a division tonight. Couid
not you give us some idea as to how it is
likely to go? Have you nat been able to
gather or glean anything?’’ What more
natural than that the hon. member should
answer so and fo and s¢ and so? TIn these
ciremmstances, perhaps fthoughtlessty and
without mneh reflection, T came to the con-
clusion that the hon, member had to a large
extent inspired this paragraph. Looking at
the matter superficially that is the conclusion
at which anyone might have arrived. Now
we come to Mr. Lovekin’s denial, Al T have
read about it was in the paper yesterday.
Mr. Lovekin says that T made use of unwar-
rantable statements. He further goes on to
say that there was no warraut whatever for
any of my statements. Fe makes a pood deal
of uge of the words ‘‘warranted’’ and ‘‘un-
warrantable.’”” He does not say, “T assure
hon. members I had wothing whatever to o
with it and did not inspire the paragraph.’’
There i3 no full statement of that kind from
him. T contend, thercfore, that there is no
other interpretation to he placed upon his
remarks. To remove that impression we
want a plain gtatement that he had nothing
whatever to do with the paragraph.

Hon. A, Lovekin: Do you want a thief
to prove hig innocence before you put up a
prima facie case againet him?

Hon, Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: We also
find that the hon. member make a great

" point of never having divulged a confidence.
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He says that he has had econfidences reposed
in him time after time, and that he has
suffered almost crucifixion through his hav-
ing refrained from having divulged sueh con-
fidenees,  He takes great plemsure to him-
self for that. But how does that apply in a
ease of this sort? He did not ask me, and T
do not suppose he arked anyone clse, for con-
fidenees, and, therefore, from that point of
view, he broke no confidence. What we -
agine he did is exactly that ¢f which we ac-
cuge him, He says that I accused him of
having made use of his position as a mem-
Ler of this House to publish opiniens ex-
pressed by hon, members in the ordinary
conrse of conversation. That is what 1 did
accuse him of. I never aceused him of any
breach of confidence. I appeal to hon, mem-
bers to look at the whole matter superfiei-
ally, and T feel sure that they can only think
as I think, in the absence of a direet denial
from the hon. member. Tn the circumstances
it is reasonable to nssome that I was correct
in my belief, 1 had two reasens for the
action that I took. One reason was that as
far as T could see the paragraph, T will ad-
mit, left no room for ‘doubt in my mind as
fo its authenticity. It was so full of detail
and so accorate that it left no doubt in my
mind as to the source from which the infor-
mation had come. Another reasen was that
as the paragraph had appeared in this news:
paper, and this newspaper belonged to Mr.
l.ovekin, who was a member of this House,
it seemed to me that, no matter what hypo-
thesis might he put forward, one’s conclu-
sions muost be that the hon. member was as-
scciated with the statement. T took up the
matter because several members asked me io
do so. It is perhaps fortunate for Mr. Love-
kin that I did take up the matter. 1Iad I
not done so, there were one or two members
who might have done it more foreibly than
I did. That is all past now, and probably
hon, members have forgotten it, but there
wag a good deal of feeling about it that
night. If the matter had heen taken up by
one or two others, some of whom are nob
here now, the position might have been very
different. TIn the statement made yesterday
by the hon. member I was struek by the fact
that he was excecdingly temperate. He put
the case most temperately. e did not elab-
orate or did not go into many particulars re-
garding it. e read what I had =aid, and on
the strength of that accused me of a breach
af privilege, and asked the House to justify
him in his statement.

Hom. A, Lovekin: [ expected vou to do the
honourable thing.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: Tufor-
tunately, subsequent te the meeting in the
House on Ath December, the hon. member
made some serious accnsations against wme.
For instance, he accused me of deliberately
waiting until he was out of this Chamber to
take the opportunity of making the state-
ment I did, and give him a stab in the back.
Hoen. members will know that on that even-

ing memhera were constantly coming in and.

[COUNCIL.]

-

going out the Chamber. While [ was speak-
ing there were about six members standing
ontside the door, How was T to know whether
Mr. Lovekin was in big place or not? I will
read to the House some of the letters whieh
have Deen sent to me ou this matter by the
kon. member, letters which 1 consider are
most unjustifiable. T will leave hon. mem-
lers to judge for themselves, What T did
was done beeavse T thought it was my duty,
not only to myself but to hon. members, The
position [ took up was such that ne one could
very well accuse me of doing unything that
was not vight and fair. The first letter T
am going to read was written from Parlia-
ment House on the G6th December. I think
the ocenrrence took place on the 5th Decem-
ler, Mr. Lovekin's letter to me i as fol-
lows:—

Sir, after your friendly ehat with me at
Parliament House on Thursday last—

I wish to draw sperial attention to the words
‘friendly chat,”” beeause they show that
there was no malice about the matter, and
that T had no intention at the time T aspoke
to Mr, Tovckin of ever saying a worl, he-
cause | had not then seen the artiele. The
letter continnes—

—-it is needless to say [ was astounded on
perusing the “‘West Australian'' to find
vemarks attributed to you (as per entting
herewith) for which there is no foundation
whatever. My amazement was the greater
beeavse, although 1 was in the Chamber
for qunite nine hours yesterday, you ap-
parently tock advantage of my temporary
absence in the early hours of this morning
te launch a charge of dishonourable con-
duet against me,

This statement did not come out until the
third edition of the paper in the evening.
1 ask hon. members to say how many hours
of the sitting elapsed after that time.

Of course I cannot allow such to go un-
challenged. T shall be glad therefore if
vou will let me know (a) whether the
f“West Australian’’ report is correet, and,
(b) whether, if corrcet, you will divest
vyourself of your Parliamentary privilege
and repeat the statements publicly, so that
T may be given a chance of defendine my-
self against so unwarranted a stab in the
back. Yours truly, A. Lovekin.

My reply to this was on the 9th Decembher-—
Dear Sir, T am in receipt of your letter
of the 6th inst., in reference to a statement
maide by me in Parliament at its last sit-
ting. ‘'Hansard’? will, of eourse, furnish
a correct transeript of my remarks, [
made the statement in a perfeetly frank
spirit. T was naturally surprised, like
other members, to find your newspaper
forecasting the probable division in con-
nection with the Parlianmentary Allowanees
Bill, and I merely took oceasion to draw
the attention of the House to what ap-
peared to me to be an unusual proceeding.
If the foreeast had heen one whirh was
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given us the vesuit of public utterances of
members, the position 'wouldl have been
different, but so far as | am aware mem-
bers had net made any public pronounce-
ment of their views, To draw the atten-
tion of the llouse, therefore, to such a
matter is, [ think you will admit, the right
amd privilege of every member, and had 1
not done o, othey wmewmbers wonld have
acted, and [ would not guestion your right
in similar circumstances to (o likewise. [
helieve, however, in being perfeetly fair,
and if the statement is not correet and I
have your assurance to this effect, then T
am (uite prepared to make the mevessary
explanation and withdrawal at the first op-
portunity after the House mects again,
Hon. A. Lovekin: 1 said in the first letter
‘“without foundation.'' Yon forgot that.

Hon. 8ir ¥. H., WITTENOOM: My letter
continues—

I wonld, however, take this opportunity ot
pointing out that in your letter you obvi-
ously impute to me that when making my
statement I took advantage of your fem-
porary ahsence from the Chamber. T wounld
ask you to treat me with like fairness, as
I am prepared to treat you, and to accept
my assurance that such is not the case, and
therefore that you will withdraw this im-
putation. 1 have no control over the com.
ing and going of members, anil I was com-
pelled on the oceasion in question to avail
myself of the opportunity of addressing
the Honse when the occasion offered. As
a matter of fact, prior to my actually
speaking on the subject, T had risen about
the same moment as another member—

That was Mr, Duffell—
—who sccored the floor in advance of me,
stherwise yon might then have been in the
House. [ regret that you were not present,
but that was due to no fault of mine, nor,
as I say, did I seek to take advantage of
your absence. The matter was one affeet-
the privilege of the members, and X eannot
therefore accede to your reguest to divest
myself of the privilege afforded to mem-
bers under such circumstances. T trust
that this will make my position clear to
you.
After assuring him that 1 would make every
apglogy when the Heuse met, if he could
give me written assurance that he had no-
thing to do with this, T received the follow-
ing letter from the hon. member on the 11th
December :—

I have yours of 9th inst., and have now
read the ¢‘Tlansard'’ report you refer me
to. You say that vou ‘‘made the state:
ment in a perfectly frank spirit and that
vou merely took oceasion to draw the at-
tention of the House to what appeared to
vou to he an unusual proeceeding.'’ T am
sorry reference to the report does not hear
this out. On the contrary *‘Hansard®’
discloses a malicious and onjustifiable at.
tack upon my honour and vour letter ad-
mits you were aware that you were mak-

's
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inyg this attack in my absence. That 1 am
warranted in so designating your conduet
is to be seen tfrom the ‘‘ Hansard'' report
in question. You say that during all the
vears you have been in the House you
**have never” known of one single word
being taken outside. . . ."’

I am pleased to have been able to confinn
that—

‘‘And that unfortunately an instance has
come to your knowledge {referring to my-
self) of an exception to that rule.’” To he
«uite blunt this statement is not true, for
there can be no knowledge of that which
is not in esse, ‘Then almost iu the next
hreath you proceed, ‘‘l ean honestly say,
not a single soul has asked me how 1 in-
tended to vote. T have not indicated by
a single word what my attitude would be
yet my name is incloded in the prob-
able division.”  [low ] eoulil have taken
outside what you mever said or indicated
I fatl to see. How, it there had heen no
'“nice interchange of iileas,”’ I could have
vommitted sueh a breach of honour ilocs
not appeal to my reasoning favulties. It
seems to me that, on your own showing,
there conld not have been any hreach of
good faith or dishonourable conduet, for
there was nothing to disclose. Therefore,
your nttack was wnjustifiable, Again, yon
disclaim that you took advantage of my
temporary absence from the Chamber.
You well knew, 8ir, from a faect T must
not mention lest I should ecommit the very
offence vou charged me with, that T was
not present.

knew nothing of the kind.

Your letter corroburates this, for vou ex-
press regret that T was not present, and
you seek to excuse yourself by stating that
‘“prior fo your actually speaking. you had
risen at the same moment as another hon,
mentber who secured the floor in advance
of you,’’ otherwise T might have heen in
the Youse. May T draw yvour attention to
the fact that only ar hour or twoe hefore
the delivery of the speech in question, vou
conversed with me confidentially in, appar-
ently, the most friendly way, vet, having
in mind your determination to launeh this
cowardly attack, you remained silent as to
your intention and never inguired of me
as to my connection or otherwise with the
report.  Again yon have the temerity to
snggest that you were compelled to speak
in my ahsence because some other member
secured the floor in advanee of vou, As
the senior memher of the 1Tonse—one swho
has had sewme 30 years' experience of. 1’ar-
Jiamentary  procedure—1  eannot  assium
Fyour action to ignorance. My limited
knowledge of the practice of Parliament
showa that a matter of privilege may he
raised at any time and takes precedence,
(See ''Nay.’’ ninth edition, page 23%.)
That you had it in mind to make this at-
tack is to he gathered from the report,
Yon say, ‘‘hefore addressing wmyself to
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this particular Bill, I shonid like to refer
to a breach of privilege of this House,’’
T feel sure that had you risen to order and
raised this question, the President would
have given you the floor,

1 did not think it was iinportant enough to
stop the business of the House for any length
of time,

Unfortunately, for your sake, the Presi-
tent does not appear to have apreciated
the purport of your remarks, dme mno
aoubt, to the exhausted condition of most
memhers at that hour of the morning,
vtherwise in the performance of his duty
Le would have called you to order under
the Standing Order which declares that
““all imputations of improper motives
and all personal reflections on members
shall be considered highly disorderly.’’
And further, according to my limited
knowledge, eomplaints as to statements
ippearing in newapapers must be made
in # preseribed manner. T eannot con-
coive that after 30 years® experience you
didl not know these things, hence I can
vnly arrive at one conclusion, namely,
that your aetion was a deliberate and
cowardly attack upon me from behind.
Such an attack is the more unjustifinble
Lecause von know from your past experi-
enee of me, dating back to the time of
vour Mimsterial carcer, when you and

some¢ of your colleagues rveposed con-
fidenees in me swhich have never been
betrayved, T have received confidential

letters requesting me to publish matter,
which has afterwards heen repudiated,
and rather than disclose my authority, T
bave, more than once, rested under the
stigma of publishing unfounded informa-
tion, You knew this, Yet, withont
having any cvidence of my change in
character, you are uncharitable enough to
say that 1 ‘“made use of my position as
a member to take outside and publish
apitions expreased in the ordinary course
«f conversation’’—conversations which in
your own ¢ase vou aver did not oceur.

1 aid not mention personal conversations.
Now, having becu struck from behind a
hedge as it were-

T want hon. members to mark these words.

Sianding liere in the middle of the Legisla-

tive {'ouncil, in front of everyone, I struck

the hon, member {rom behind a hedge.

However, this portion of the letter con-

tirnes—

Now, having been struck from behind a

tedge, as it were, T asked you, (a)
whether the **West Australian’’ report
wus correct,  You refer me to "“Han-

sard,”” from which T find that the news.
puper report was toned compared with
vour original utterance, (b) That you
wounld divest yourself of your Parliament.
tay privilege and give me the ‘only oppor-
tppity open to me of defending myself.
This vou refused to do. The sole redress

[COUNCIL.]

you offer is that next session "Tif yon
have my assurance that vour statemeut is
incarrect, vou will make the nceessary
explanation and witbdraw.’’
Could any mair go further than that? Could
[ have gone any further than to say that
if what was atirvibuted to one was not true
T would withdraw and apologise? However,
it proeeeds, and mark the start of the first
sentence—
Tiris you will do in any event, and with-
out any assurance on my part (whatever
the facts may be), for you had no right
toe mike sueh a statement unless you were
able to substantiate it. The criminal is
not called upon to answer a charge until
a prima facic case is made against him.
You cannot support even the semblance
of sueh a case.

1 do not know whether that is 2 prima facie
case or not. However, to proceed—
It is a matter of much regret to me—
1 regret it also—
—that I should find myself in conflict, at
so early w stage of my political life with
any member, more espectally  yourself.
However murh I may differ on principles
with other members, it is my wish to be
on friendly terms with all, and [ shall
strive towards that end. At the same
time 1 would deserve to lose their respect
if T remained silent under such an attack
—s0 unjustifiable and cowardly an
attack—as you made upon me during the
early hours of Baturday morning last.
Although T am writing strongly (and I
may be well cxcused for so doiug in the
cirenmstances) I have no wish to create
a breaeh such as eannot be readily healed,
I thevefore offer you this opportunity to
make the amende honourable. If you
will publish in the ‘*West Australian’’ a
letter over your own name to the effect
that, on further consideration, you have
found that you had no warrant for the
statement you made in the FHouse, that
I had improperly nsed my position to
publish opinions and conversations made
privately and confidentially, and that yon
unveservedly withdraw  the imputations
vou cast upon me, the matter mav cnd.
Tf on the other hand you fail to do so, |
must be left to my own resource to de-
fend myseclf as best T can. And of course
you will understand that I cannot rest
under such an imputation unéil Parlia-
ment again mects some eight months
hence. '
T did not think it necessary to answer that
letter. Tn the meantime the hon. member
hnd enlisted the syvmpathy and apparently
secured the services of Mr. Bernard Parker
as mediator, and he got him to be the means
of interchanging letters and other matters
hetween ns for some congiderable time. The
whale of the suggestions and offers came to
this, that 1 was to put a stafement in the
paper apologising for all I had done and
then Mr. Lovekin wnas to put another state-
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ment in the paper saying that he was satis-
fied, and then everyone would be contented.

Hon. A, (. Panton: And evervone was fo
live happily ever after.

Hou. Sir . H, WITTENOQM: There is
one more little aspeet affecting the position.
1 sent this letter through Mr. Parker, This
is what I gaid I woulii put in the paper, and
I sent it in the envelope to them to make
what use of it they liked. The letter to the
Editor of the *¢West Amnstralian’' was as
follows:—

In your issue of the Gth inst. there
appeared a report of certain remarks
made by me in connection with an alleged
breach of privilege, in which I referred
te Mr. Lovekin and te an article which
appeared in his newspaper of the previous
day giving a forceast of the probable
division in the Parliamentary Allowances
Bill. Since Parliament adjourned, Mr.
Lovekin has informed me that there is no
foundation whatever for the remarks
made by me in Parliament conceruing
him, and on this assurance T withdraw
the statements I made, and express my
regret for having taken the action which
I dil. Had Parliament been sitting I
would, of course, have made the neces-
sary explanations in the House, but as it
will not re-assemble for some time, it is
only fair to Mr. Lovekin to now make
this statement.

This was returned te me with the words
““Mr. Lovekin informs me’’ cut out and
the words ‘‘T learn’’ inserted, so that in-
atead of reading, ‘‘Mr. Loveckin has in-
formed me,’? and so on, the letter would
have read as though T had learnt these
things, T then wrote to Mr. Parker the
following letter—

T received your letter and cneclosures on
Wednesday- evening on my return from
Geraldton. T am sorry our friend doss
not se¢ his way to aecept my letter. 1
feel T cannet go any further, Permit me
to add my thanks to his for the trouble
you have taken in this matter, Recipro-
cating your good wighes.

That was the end of the correspondence,
and that is how the matter stood until the
hon. memher returned to this State, T have
nothing more to say except that on the face
of this statement when it came out in the
paper, it appeared to me to be a fair de-
duetion to draw that the hon, member had
supplied the information or inspired it, or
had contributed towards it in some way or
another. That was a fair assamption. That
assumption was shared by a large number
of members of this House in addition to my-
self. So much was this so that they asked
me to bring the matter forward so that it
should not oceur again. T most decidedly was
under the impression that T was quite right.
There the matter ended, however, until Mr,
Lovekin returned. It may be that T was
wrong. Could T do more than say “‘Tf you
give me your assurance that you had no-
thing to deo with it, I will Withgraw, anrl

240

T will write a letter to the paper to that
effect and also refer to the martter in Tar-
liament? I will do anything at all if |

have done you an injury, to make the
amende honourable if you give me vour
word that you never inspired it."" [ ask

hon., membhers in all sincerity, conld [ do
any more? T contend that in the cireum-
stances a prima facie ease was apparently
made out. I had full justification for doing
what I did on that oceasion. It is in a
sense unfortunate for the hon. member that
he owns a paper such ag the *‘Daily News™';
it may be an unfortunate roincidence rhat
the statements complained of appearedl
therein at a eritical period when cveryone
was anxious to know what was to happen.
The statement was very ncarly correet, and
it eould not prevent people from coming to
2 conclugion an the question at issue. All
I can say is that I offered the hon, member,
in his own words, the amende honourable,
and with these remarks I now leave myself
in the hands of members of this House.

Hon. J. CORNELL (South) [5.10]: Be-
fore the motion is put I would like to eifer
a few remarks, It was believed by some
members, and hoped by others, that this in-
cident would have been forgotten, or at
any rate that no reference would have been
made to it. T think that in the interest}
of the hon. member whoe has moved the
motion, it would have been better for bim
to have let it go at that,

Hon. A, Lovekin: Let it go and take no
notiee of it? .

Hon. J, CORNELL: T do not rise to cham-
pion the eause of our old friend Sir Edward
Wittenoom, because, if my memory serves
me rightly, the temper of the House on the
evening he made the remarks complained of,
was such that he gave the corvect interpre-
tation of them. Having expressed this view,
there was no uneed for reiteration om that
point. That is probably the reason why
some hon. members who followed Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom on that oceasion did oot
refer to the matter, but if Mr. Lovekin
takes the trouble to read ‘fHansard,’”’ he
will find that members other than Sir Ed-
ward referredl to the matter on that seen-
sion and added their full testimeuy and
approbation in support of what Sir Edward
had said. Had the cirenmstances heen such
that the customs of the House or the privi-
leges of members generally had been as-
sailed, you, Sir, as one of the oldest mem-
bers and one who has been elevated to the
high and honourable position of the Presi-
dentship, would have taken the neecessary
action to safegnard the privileges and pre-
rogatives of this House. Whatever our poli-
tical opinions may be, they ean only be one
on the question of our privilegres and pre-
rogatives, Tt would be a complete answer to
the charge now~preferred against Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom that no member took ex-
ception to the remmarks nttered by that hon.
gentleman, On the other hand, mewhers
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gave their silent approval to the remarks he
maie, and saw no necessity for referring to
them at all. 1n these circumstances 1 con-
tend that on that oecasion the House itself,
if any breach of privilege was committed,
was equally to blame with Sir  Edward
Wittenoom. Supposing you, Sir, in your
high and honourable position, were to take
Arrugance by the hand and ride rough-shad
through the Stamling Orders and a wajority
of the House agreed with you, that wonid
then become the opinion of the House, aud
I elaim that on this occasion the Honse was
with Sir Edward Wittenoom. T liave no de-
gire whatever to lecture the hon. member
who has seen fit to launch this motion of
censure. Personally T am inclined to the
opinien that if there were any justification
for a vote regarding an abuse of privilege,
the position should be reversed, and the
accuser should be ranged here to answer
a charge of breach of privilege, and
not the person at present accused.
There is one aspect of the question upon
which T desire to toueh and on whieh Y think
T can make out a case for the considera-
tion of members. T am prepared to absolve
Mr. Lovekin from the charge of being the
author of the paragraph which appeared in
the paper, but he eannot shed the responsi-
bility for the publication of the paragraph.
He eonld no more shed this responsibility
than could a manager or a commanding offi-
cer evade the responsibility for the aets of
his subordinates. Tt would have heen in-
finitely Letter, it would have met with the ap-
proval of the House and it would have been
an easier way out if the hon. memher on his
return had made a plain statement that,
though, the article to which exception was
taken had appeared in the paper over which
he exercised control, he personally was not
responsible theugh, heing in contrel of the
paper, he must accent the responsibility for
the aects of his snbordinates.

Hon., A. Lovekin:
‘“Hansard *"!

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, and it will stay
there. Tf the hon. membher had adopted the
eourse [ suggest, nothing further would have
been thought of the matter. Tt is improper
to impute motives, hut T feel satisfied that
this motion can meet with only one fate,
namely that Sir Edward Wittenoom will be
exonerated with henour and that JMr. Love-
kin will emerge with notoriety. The grava-
men of the charge is contained in the fact
that the statement made by Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom was made during the ahsence from
the Chamber of the hon. member. Who was
respomsible for Mr. Lovekin's ahsenee? That
was hiz affair and not the affair of any
other member of this Honce, He was elected
to attend the Chamber, and so long as he
copformed with the Standing Orders, it was
no business of the House whether he toak his
seat or not. On thi= oecasion he was absent.
T have no desire to pry into the affairs of
the hon. member’s personal or pulliec busi-

And leave thix in

[COUNCIL.]

ness, but so far My, Lovekin has uot given
any reazons for his absence.

Hon. A, Lovekin: Tt was two o’clock in
the moruing.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T decline to take ad-
vantage of the hun, member’s interjection;
he will have an opportunity to reply at the
proper time. I have taken the trouble to
glean some factas regarding thiz matter. [
know the active interest which the hon. mem-
ber took in the business of the House from
the moment Le entered it, and T well remem-
ber his very active interest in this measure.
Judging by the aeeuracy of the division as
publisheql in his paper, cither the hon, mem-
her or the person responsible for its publi-
cation was not a bad judge. If the person
coneerned divected his activities to the sport-
ing world, and proved as accurate in his
forecasts as in this instanee, T would advise
members not te censure him but to follow
him.

Hon. A, H. Panton:
News. "

Hon, J, 6. Dodd: Are the
“*Daily News'' generally right?

Hon, J. CORNELL: The hon. member has
taken exception to the fact that these words
were uttered during his absence. Tf members
turn to ‘‘Hansard,”’ page 2038, they will
find that at 1142 p.am. the Minister for
Education moved the third reading of the
Appropriation Bill. Just a few lines higher
up in the report of the debate there is a
division recorded and Mr. Lovekin took part
in that division. About three linez still
higher up, Mr, Tovekin acted as teller in
another divisien. At 1150 pam, Mr, Miles
moved an amendment to the Appropriation
Bill, and only three more lines intervened be-
fore the reeording of the division, and AMr.
Lovekin voted in that division. At 11.56
p.m. the leader of the House rose to move
the second reading of the Parliamentary Al-
lowances Bill. Members would naturally in-
fer that the only reason which would eall an
hon. member from the Chamber at that hour
of the night would he illness or urgent pri-
vate business. Throughout the report of the
second reading dcbhate on the Parliamentary
Allowance Bill there i3 not a line, a comma,
or a°note of interrogation to indicate that
My, Lovekin was not in  the Chamber.
Mr. Lynn referred to this now ecelebrated
statement: Mr. Millington did likewise, and,
arz is nsnal with myself, T referred to it also.
The vote on the sccond reading was taken at

And buy the ‘‘Daily

tips in the

230 am, DPracticallv the only portion ot
the forecast which was at fault was that
Mr. Doffell was numbered with the noes,

and Mtr. Dodd was not mentioned with the
aves and, in point of actual fact, Mr. Duf-
fell paired with JMr. Dodd. At 230 am.
one of tha ahsentees from the list, Mr.
Greig, rose to oppose the secomd reading,
Mr. Greig's remarks occupied less than half
a page of ‘“Hansard.”” Then the division
o the seeond reading was taken and there
is a very clear imdication that Mr. Lovekin
was pot absent inasmuch as he acted as
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teller for the noes. Just as there is a miss-
ing link in the Darwinian theory, so is
there a missing link in the chain of evi-
dence,

Hon. A. Lovekin: Does the hon. mewter
say that I was present!

Hou, J. CQRNELL: 1 only desire to state
that within three minutes of the Minister
proceeding to move the second reading of
the Bill, Mr. Lovekin took part in a division
and at about 2.33 a.m. he acted as teller
for the division on the secomsd reading. Tt
my memory serves me aright, at an earlier
period of the evening there was a decided
fecling of hestility with regard to  the
statement in the *‘Daily News'  which led
to the moving of this motion of brexch of
privilege, It might have heen cxpected that
Mr. Lovekin, holding the views he did on the
question of members® salaries, would have
placed himself above that powerful though at
times erratic and unreliable organ, and have
given personal cxpression to his views in
this House, but we cannot find one interjee-
tion frem the hon. member. The hon. mem-
her is always courteons in this House, and
though it is contrary to the Standing Orders
to offer interjections, the hon. member docs
at times indieate his views by way of inter-
jection and in & wmanner which sometimes
assiets the speaker, but at other times des
froys the thread of his argument. On this
occasion the hon. member was absent. It
seems extrewely improbable that before the
session closed some member did not convey
to Mr. Lovekin the effect of the statement
Jnade by Sir Edward Wittenoom and supple-
mented by other members.

Hon. A. Lovekin: I tell you now that no
ane did go. T saw it for the first time in the
paper uexi marning.

Hon, J, CORNELL: That being so, T sup-
pose the only reason was that it oceurtred
m the wee sma’ hours of the last sitting
for the session, and that there was a desire
to let the had past bury its dead.

The PRESIDENT: T would point out to
the hon. member that his remarks during
the last few minutes have hcen Scarcely
bearing upon the motion.

Hon. .J. CORNELL: T apologise, Sir, 1
have just about reached the end of my
tether. T merely wish to point out that
when the Bill reached the Committee stage
subhsequently, Mr. Lovekin moved nmend-
ments and voted in the divisions, To my
way of thinking the only question for the
House to deeide is—*‘Did Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom on that occasion commit a breach
nf privilege, and if he did so were the rea-
sons which aetuated him sufficient cause for
so doing.”” T say undoubtedly that the rea-
sons were sufficient. T have already statel
that a matter of this kind had never come
under my notice sinee T have acceupied a seat
in Parlinment, and probably the same thing
can be snid of everv member present. While
T am prepared to absolve Mr. Lovekin from
any personal interest in this affair, T am net
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prepared to absolve him from the respon-
sibility for what appears in his journal. If
the temper of the House hiul been taken at
the time, and if that night had uot been the
last one of the session, Mr, Lovekin himself
would undoubtedly have appeared hefare
this honourable House instecad of our old
and esteemed frievd who was only express-
ing the opinions which were in the minds ot
all members on that occasion.

On motion by Minister for Education de-
bate adjourned,

QUESTION—VENEREAL DISEASHS,
COMPULSORY EXAMINATIONS,

Hon. J. E, DODD asked the Minister for
Edueation: 1, How many times has the
Commissioner of Public Health taken action,
as the result of secret information, to en-
force medical examinations upon persens
supposed to be suffering from venereal dis-
ease? 2, How many persons have been noti-
fied by medical practitioners or departmental
officers that they must be examined? 3,
How many were females? 4, How many ot
the females ecompulsorily examined under the
provigions of the Health Act were found to
be infected? 5, Does the Health Department
consider the provisions of the Act in relation
to venereal diseases are operating sueress-
fully? 6, When was the last report of the
Health Department issued, and what period
loes it coverd

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied : 1, In 4} cnses, sinee the Health
Amendment Aet of 1915 came into opera-
tion, has the Commissioner of Public Health
served notice under Section 256, Subsection
1, but in no case has it been necessary for
him to c¢anse a person to he compulsorily
examined. Of these 40 eases, five were lost
vight of, six had themselves medically ex-
amined and produced nepative evidence, in
two c¢ases the econclusien was wumsatisfactory,
and one is still pending. In the remaining 26
cases, the persons coriceyned, after receiving
the notives, caused themselves to be ex-
amined, were found to be infected, and
placed themselves under medical treatment.
2, The 40 persons referred to in the answer
to question 1. 3, Forty. 4, None were com-
pulsorily examined. Of the 32 cases which
were medieally examined, all arranged for
this in their own way, nnd made their own
choiece of mediral practifioners. Twentv-
six were infected. 3, Yes. 6, The last puh-
lished repert was for 1917, issued in 1818,
The report for the vears 19185 and 1919 is
in the hands of the Printer and should be
published in a few days.

QUESTIONS (2)—TMMIGRANTS
FROM OVERSEAS,

Period to 1st September, 19260,

Hon. .J. CORNELL asked the Minister for
Education: 3, How manv immigrants have
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arrived in Western Australia from overseuas
for period 1st January, 1929, to 1st Septem-
ber, 19202 2 How many came irom {(a)
the British TIsles, (b) other eountries, and
what countries? 3, Jlow -y wvere—(a}
married men, (b) married women, (e) single
men or widowers, {d4) widows or single wao-
men, (e) children? 4, Hown many were dis-
charged soldiers, and in what forces dild they
terve! 3, How many woere nominated? 6,
How many paid their own fares! 7, How
nany had their fares paid by—(a) the Brit-
ish Government, {b) othr Governments, (e¢)
the Western Australian  Government? 8,
Are there any rceords that show the ag-
grogate amount of capital possessed by each
immigrant on landing in Western Australia,
if <o, what are the approximate amouvnts?

8, Dit any land without capital, if so,
how many, and hew many were married
men  with wives and €families? 10, Was

any wmonctary advanee made per immigrant
by the Rritish or other Government, if
so, to how many, and what is the ap-
proximate amount? 11, Are there any re-
c¢ords that show the various avocations given
by each immigrant, if so, what are they and
ean they he verificd? 12, Do representatives
of organisations, other than Government re-
presentatives, meet immigranss on arrival at
Premantle, if =0, what organisations, and
for what purpose? 13, How long are immi-
grants housed and cared for by the Govern-
ment after arrival, and what is the approxi-
mate eost per head? 14, On arrival in the
State or on discharge from the receiving
home, does the Govermment only take the re-
spenwibility of placing immigrants in employ-
wment on farms or elsewhere; if not, does any
outeide arganisation do so, and if so, what
is the name of the organisation? 135, When
placing immigrants in employment in coun-
try distriets, are they sapplied with railway
warrants, if so, are all sueh warrants issued
by a Government official, if not, who has Dbeen
given this authority? 16, When placing im-
migrants in employment in country distriets
or employment clsewhere, is every precauntion
taken to ascertain that the wage paid i3 a
fair remuneration and eommensurate with
the ruling rate! 17 Mave any immigrants
sclected land for period 1st January, 1920,
to st September, 1920, if so, how many. and
wheat is the approximate acreage? 18, Have
any imunigrants purchased improved or vir-
gin fakms from sources other than the Gov-
ernment for period st January, 1920, to Ist
September, 1920, if 0, how many, and what
is the avproximate aereage? 19, What are
the -onditions other than thoce set forth in
the Discharged Soldiers’ Settlement Aect,
utiler which immigrants are asked to seleet
land. amd are they given any :pecial con-
sideration not allowed to the ordinary land
settler? 20, When an immigrant is placed in
emplovment by the Government or other or-
ganisation, are any records kept which show
— ' the full period of employment, ‘b) his
leziing the employment he has been plaved
in or other employment, (¢) his dismissal

[COTUNCIL.]

or loss of employment through illuess or other
capuses, it so, how many immigrants placed in
employment for period lst January, 1920, to
Ist Beptember, 1920, are now seeking employ-
ment? 21, What is the approximate cost per
immigrant to the State for period 1st Janu-
ary, 1920, to 1st Scptember, 19207 22, Have
the Federal Government horne auy of the
vost of fandling immigrants in Western Aus-
tralia, if so, what is the proportionate
amount?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: T think T should be entitled to sub-
mit that the subject matter of this question
is switable for a motion for a return rather
than for the asking of a question. However,
ag T have no doubt that the information de-
gired by the hen. member is available, and
as it will he of value, [ shalt obtain it and
let the hon. member have it as sson as
possible.

Periad frome 18t October, 1840,

Hon, J. CORNELL asked the Minister
for Eduecation: 1, How many immigrants
have arrived or are expeeted to arrive in
the State from overseas for period 1st
Octoher, 1820, to 1st December, 18207 2,
Are there uny records that show how many
rame or are coming from—(a) the British
Isles, (b} other countries, and what coun-
tries; if so, what are the figures? 3, Are
there any records that show how many are
—{a) married men, (b) martied women, (¢)
single men or widowers, {(d) widows or
gingle, women, (e) children, if so, what are
the figures? 4, How many are discharged
soldiers, and in what forces dild they serve!
5. How many were or 2re nominated? G,
How wmany paid or are paying. their own
fares? 7, tlow many had or are having their
fures pail by (a) the British CGovernment,
{h) other Governments, (e) the Western
Australian Government! 8, Are there any
records that show the aggregate amount of
capital possessed by a number of immi-
grants? If so, what are the approximate
amounts? 9, Are there any revords that
show the number of immigrants who have
no capital? Tf so, what are the approximate
figures? 10, Ts any monetary advance being
mad® te uny of the immigrants by the
British or other Governments? If so, to
hew many and what is the amount allow-
able to each individual? 11, Arc there any
records that show the various nvoeations
given by each immigrant? If so, what are
the relative figures, and e¢an they he veri-
fied? 12, What is the approximate cost for
immigrants to the State for period 1st
October, 1920, to 1st December, 18202 12,
Ave the Federal Government bhearing any
of the cost of landing immigrants in West-
ern Australia for perind 1st October, 1920,
to lst December, 19207 Tf so, what is the
proportionite amonut?

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plicd: My reply to the preeeding nuestion
applies alsa to this one.
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BILL—HEALTH ACT CONTINUATION,
Head a third time, and passed.

BILL—CITY OF PERTH ENDOWMENT
LANDS,

Reveived from the Assembly, and read a
first time,

BILL—BUILDIXG SOCLETIES,

On mation by the Minister for Education,
Bill recommitted for the purpose of further
coucidering Clanse 3.

Further Recommittal.
Heon, .T. Ewing in the Chair, the Minister
for Education in charge of the Bill.

(lanse 3—Interpretation:

Hou. J. DCFFELL: T move an
ment—

That the words ¢ ‘Leaschold’ includes
any tenurc of land not being freehold®’
bhe struck ont, and the folloying inserted
in liea:=—* ‘Leasehold’ means land (not
heing freehold) held for any period not
being less than 21 years,’’

My reasons for this amendment wete given
fully in my speech on the sctond reading.
The definition of ‘‘leaschold *’ in this elause

amend-

appears to me a weak spot in the Bill. The ~

Minister for Education, when T drew atten-
tion to the matter, promised to obtain for
nte wertain  information as to why the
definition in the Rill should be retained;
bui that information has not been forth-
coming. It cannot be denied that the Com-
mittee have dealt with this measure in a
spirit of great caution; indeed, the chief
ohject of the Committee has been caution.
I previously moved the recommittal of the
Bill for the purpose of securing the deletion
of its leasehold featnre. On a division myv
amendment to that effeet was carried. But
the leader of the House, in anything but
a friendly spirit, moved for a Eurther re-
committal of the Bill on the ground of
the thinness of the House which earvied
my amendment. The hon. gentleman moved
the reinsertion of the words (elefed; and, as
showing the spirit of eantion whieh still
dominated the minds of hon. members, T may
point out that though the leader of the Honse
brought all his guns to Lear azainst the de-
eision previously arrived at, the Committee
were equally divided. XNotwithstanding that
I wsed all my power of persuasion to get rhe
leader of the Houwse to give some further in-
formation with regard to the leasehold fea-
ture of the measure, he has absolutely failed
to do ro. He has mercly done his level best
to force throngh the leasehold feature of the
Rill as it stood originallv. The period of
21 vears mentioned in my amendment will,
I think, meet al? purposes.

The MIXTSTER FOR EDUCATION: Mr.
Duffell s statement that T mustered all my
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Torces against his amendment as a figment
of his imagination. 1 never made any at-
tempt to influence any member’s vote on that
matter. [ told the Committee that it was a
matter of indifference to me how the vote
went. It is highly disorderly, 1 submit, for
Mr. Duffell to question the wisdom of the
majority of the Ifouse in deciding that the
Bill should be recommitted. 1t is not & mat-
ter fer me, or for the hon. member, to say
whether a Bill shall be recommitted, but a
matter for the House; and such a decision
of the }ouse is no more epen to question by
the hon, member than is any other deeision
of the House. The hon. member persists in
aceusing me of having promised him some
information and of not having got it for
him.  The information [ promised him -ind
got him is that in the Iwperial Building
Societies Act and in the Buillding Societies
Acts of the Eastern States and New Zealand,
this provision appears at the present time,
and that all the Parlinments of those coun-
tries have considered it soffirient to leave the
directors of Luilding socicties to decide what
seenrity they will lend money on, Since it
seems to be the desire of a number of mem-
s that the Bill should contain some defini-
tion of the word ‘*leasehold,’” | am not
averse to the insertion of sueh a definition
so long as it does not spoil the purposes of
the Bill. The definition propesed by this
amendment wounld, T think,. ecut out certain
seenrities thot should not he cut out. For
instance, there is the free homestead, which
is limited to a term of seven years but
seenres to the holder. the right to the fee
simple.  Thew thete is the conditionai pur-
chase lease, of which the term is only 20
vears, but which in its turn carries the right
to fee simple. There are alse holdings iu
town sites on the goldficlds, sneh as resi-
dential bloeks, in whiclh no term is expressed.
Although thev are not freehold, they arve held
for uunlimited periods. 1F any definition of
“leasehold’’ is required—I contend nene is
reynired except what is in the Bill—I would
he quite prepared to accept an amendment in
these terms: ‘¢ ‘Leasehold’ ineludes any
tenure of land {not being treehold) held for
a term of not less than 21 years, or, if for
a lesser term, with the +ight to exteusion of
not less than 21 years, or to acquire the fee
simple.’’ An amendment of that kind would,
I. think, cover the position. If the hon, mem-
her is prepared to withdraw his amendment,
I will snbmit this one. Tf he is nst so pre-
pared, T must ask the Committee te vote
against his amendment.

Hon, A. SANDERSON: T am afraid the
atmosphere is not calculated to help us in
considering this important matter. 1Tt i+ a
matter into which no heat need be imported.
T do not wish to go baek on the decision of
the House, bui are we or are we not going
to proteet members of this building society?
The whole method of introiducing the Bill has
been stovenly. Tt had not heen fairly voea-
sidered hefore heing brought down to this
Chamber. T do not blame the leader of the
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Honse for that, but he must accept a certain
amount of* the responsibility. The whole
svope of the Bili, and the amendment, is to
protect niembers of the building society, anl
I do not think the ameadment protects them

sufliciently. Ts the 21 vears’ lease a suffi-
cient protection? Tt does not err on the side
of safety. It is about the narrowest limit

we could pet. If we eannot get anything
clse, however, we mwst aceept that period.
Coming to the proposal of the leader of the
House, we may ask whether it is reasonalile
te expect that on an important and intricate
point, that an amendment such as the one
he proposes, should be accepteil off hand this
afternoon. The attitude of the leader of the
Heuse can be explained when it is said that
be is represeating the Government—the big-
gest Jandlord in the country. We should fix
our minds on the question of the protection
ot the shareholders of the building society.
The hon. geatleman referred to the English
Iaw and to the laws of the other States. |
fried to wrge that argument in conncetion
with sceond mortgages, but failed. Tt was
brushed aside becaunse, it was said, ‘*What
have we to do with the other States?’’ Now
the leader of the House says that this is in
the English Act, and in the Acts of all the
other States.

The Minister for Education: Awnd New

Zealand.
Hon. A. SANDERSON: So far as the
Fnglish position is concerned, it ecan be”

brushed aside owing te the complexity ef the
leasehold system ns against freehold there.
With regard t¢ the law in the TEastern
States T would like to have the opportonity
of looking it up, not that T question the
statement of the leader of the House, be-
eause [ have no doubt he got the informa-
tion from the legal advisers to the Govern-
ment,

The Minister for Education:
from the Solicitor General.

JHon. A, SANDERSONX: The position in
the Eastern States is nothing to that which
exists in New Zealond. You eannot on one
day brush aside what the position is in the
Fastern States and on the next day, for the
purpase of vour argument, sav that such a
thing takes place there and therefore we
can have it here. Let us find out whether
the Eastern States have heen advancing
their money on leasehold for u period of
21 years. With regard to the proposal sug-
grsted by the leader of the House, T would
not hrush it aside off hand, It should be
fairly considered, hut it is impossible for
us thig afternoon teo give it the considera-
tion it should receive, and hrush aside the
proposil of my eolleague in order to aceept
it.

Hon. Sir B. H. WITTENOOM: This ques-
tion shonld he easily settled by thase who
are interested. I'n most of these eases there
are boards of directors and shareholders,
and the evidence of those people should he
abtained to tell ns what class of leasehold
they want a= seemrity. That then would le

1 got it

[COUNCIL.]

embodied in the Bill, I know nothing
whatever about this kind of security, but
if hon. members were to ask me what sort
of scenrity wis wanted by the Western
Australian Bank [ would bhe able to teli
tliem. Those who are most interested, the
directors or managers of these institutions,
slould be able to give incontestable cvi-
dence of the class of security they require,
Ts there no way of getting that information
and thus suving what seews to be an inter-
minable Jdiscussion which is leading to
nowhere !

Hon. I, DUFFFELL: Is it feasible to think
that a building society will lend its funds
upun & lease extending over seven years?
Whilst T am pleading for the deletion of
the dofinition of ‘*Jeusehold,’’ as it appears
in the Bill, T am reminded of an oeeasion
when the leader of the House moved to re-
port progress no fewer than threc times on
one lanse of the Land Tax Bill, and as the
resott of his persistent debate, he got a
suflicient number of members to support
him on that occasion, and the clauge which
he debated so much was earried, though it
was afterwards proved that he was wrong.
Whether or not he kmew it was wrong, [
cannot say.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: T
must protest against this, The hon. member
has said that [ made representations and
that he does not know whether [ knew that
they were wrong when T made them., 1
must insist on the hon. member withdraw-

ing.

The CITAIRMAYN: T ask the hon. mem-
her to withdraw.

Hon. JJ. DUFFELL: T withdraw. T was
going on to say that in the following session
the Minister had to bring down a Bill to
undo the wrong done on that earlier occa-
sion, a Rill to provide for a refund of
moreys wrongfully collected as land tax.
My rveason for mentioning this is that
it is just possible the OJlinister may be
again leading us in the wrong direction.
The definition he proposes wounld he entirely
out of place in the Bill. T am most anxious
that no future society shall have power to
prejudiee the existing societies.

Hon, J. NICHOLSOXN: The hon. member
is overlooking an important facter in re-
gard to leaseliold, Moreover, the amend-
ment which has bheen suggested by the
Alinister will attain Mr. Duffell’s object
mueh more offectively than the amendment
now under consideration. Conditional pur-
chuse leases are granted for terms up to 20
veard, Suneh a lease, held by a man whe
is lonking after his property, is an improv-
ing asset every year, and so a C\P. lease is
murh hetter seenrity afier ten years than
at the heginning of that period. Even
banks advance monev against conditional
purchase leases. Why, then, should the
hiolder be deprived of the right to get a loan
for improvements? Yet. if such a lease bad
only five or ten years to run, it would be
exvluded under the amendment. Tn seeking
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to protect the shareholders, Mr, Duffell
woulkl exelude deserving people from the
binefits offered by building societies.

Hon. J, E, DODD: Last night I said that
when a definition of leasehold was sub-
mitted to the Committee 1 would support
it. We now have two definitions before us,
ami I earnestly nsk Mr. Duffell to withdraw
his in favour of that submitted by the
Minister,

Hon, J. Duffell: If hon. members consider
that the amendment suggested by the Min-
ister will better swit the case, I will with-
draw my amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
move an amendment—

That the following be added to the in-
terpretation of the term ‘‘leasehold’’:—
. "held for a term of uot less than 21
years, or if for a lesser term, with the
right to uan extension for net less than
21 years, or to acquire the fee simple.?’

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Hill rveported with an awendment,

BILL-—-PUBLIC SERVICK APPFAL

BOARD.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

Hon, J. E. DODD (South) [6.10]: “The
Bill is certainly an umportant one. 1 would
go a long way to secure reasonable content-
ment in the public serviee, but T believe we
are not going to get any snch reasonable
contentment, nor that efficiency which we
should have, while the present housing con-
ditions of the service remain. Even now,
with the stringency of the money market
and the existence of the deficit, it would pay
the Government to provide for the publie
gervice up-to-date offices instead of the rab-
bit warrens in which they are working, It
would tend not only to the good of the offi-
cers, but also to the general cfficiency. Tt
has alwavs been a mystery to me how the
Public Service Aet could have been passed
by those who were practically employers of
Iabour. T have always failed to understand
why conditions ghould be applied to the
publie service which are not applied to all
parts of the Government serviee. Also 1
have failed to understand why the coodi-
tions of the public service are not extended
to all the workers in the State. What is
good for one should be good for all. When
employers of labour have passed such legis-
lation they should apply it to their own in-
dustry, and the Government should apply the
gsame conditions to every branch of the
public service. If T move an amendment to
the Bill it will be in the direction of apply-
ing the conditions of the publiv service to
every (fovernment emploveé in the State.
Why shoull a fettler, a man working hard
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on the Government railway lines, not be en-
titled to the same holidays as arve public
servants! Again, why should such a man,
after working 20 or 30 years, not be entitled
to & retiring allowance? Surely it is not
believed that he has a better c¢hance of
saving against his old age than has the aver-
age public servant! Moreover, why should
the locomotive drivers net be entitled to
tong leave, just as ure other pnblie ser-
vants! If there is on earth one employ-
tent more nerve-racking than another it is
that of the man who has the lives of the
public in his hands day in and day out, and
by night as well. Yet there is no long ser-
vice leave for the locomotive driver; in-
deed, until very few ycars ago there was no
short serviee leave for him either. Can any-
body tell me why such a man should not
be cntitled tv all the .consideration extended
to a clerk working in an office?” 1 fail to
understand why employers of labour who
have passed this legislation should oppose
legislation for the amelioration of the con-
ditions of workers of all classes. [ ask Mr.
Panton, who has lately been engaged in u
vase ot the Golden Mile, whether or not in
his opinion the men working under goli
fields conditions are not entitled to the privi-
leges conceded to public servants?

Hon. A. H. Panton: They are entitled to
more.

Hon. J. E. DODD: Any man who kuows
the conditions of work up there and whe
has sufficient conrage must say that the men
working there are deserving of the same
privileges as ure enjoyed by men working
six or seven hours a day in offices. I do not
believe in levelling down, but ‘T am a firm
believer in levelling up, and [ think some-
thing might be done in the direction T in-
dicate,

Nitling suspended from 6.15 lo 730 pan.

Hon. J. E. DODD: T wish to draw atten-
te what has taken place in South Australia
in connection with the mining industry. An
agreement has been entered into by the
management of one of the mines, which at
one time was looked upon as absolutely the
worst place for men to work in that there
was in Australia, but which to-day s one
of the bLest. The management have entered
into a voluntary agraciment whereby the
miners have heen given a week’s holiday
every ycar. We are marching forward when
emplovers are wiiling to do that. If the
Bill is earried it will save Cabinet an imn-
mense amount of time. We found, when the
Labour Government were in office, that the
claims of eivil servants took up a great per-
centage of the time of Cabinet. We had g
number of claims that dealt with matters 20
vears old. Meeting after moeeting of Cabinet
wasg held to settlr elaims made by civil ser-
vants in regard to allowances and various
aother matters. T cannot see why the civil
service should not be allowed to go to the
Arbitration Court in the same way as any
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other body of employees. ‘The Arbitration
Act is of course not open, liecause the
civil servants are specificially left out of it.
I am not prepared to say that the civil ser-
vice should have exactly the same rights as
industrial unions. The eivil servant is for-
tified and protected by a special Act of
Parliament in respect to many matters such
as privileges, continuity of service, retiring
alowance, and so on. Nevertheless | think
an amendment in the direction of allowing
the civil servants to pgo to the Arbitration
Court could be drafted, and that it would
lcail to better vesnlts than the system Jaid
down in this Bill, There is a ¢jause which
provides that the Asgoeiation shall elect a
representative to the Board so long as not
less than 83 per cent. of members of the
eivil service are members of the association.
I am inclined to «disagree with the eclanse
and support the contention raised by -Mr.
Panton, T believe in unionism and always
have done so, and T am stil & unionist.
Wherever possible we should support or-
ganised bodies. We cannot suppress union-
ism, T do not think anv member wishes
te {do so. The bhest way to haadle
the position is to meet the unionists with-
in reason. Tf the Government will amend
the Bill in the Qirection T have iudicated
they will give more satisfaetion without do-
ing harm to anyone. T would make this ve-
servation. As T have said, the eivil sevvants
are fortified by a special Aet of Parliament.
If the civil service association were given the
sole right of electing a wmember or nembers
of there hoards, a reservation should be mnde
that their rules should not provide for politi-
¢al action. 1 take precisely the same stand
to-day as | have taken almost throuphout
my career in labonr matters, that is, that
where there is compulsion upon people to
helong to a union or if the union alone fakes
a case, there should be no compulsion on the
part of any member to contribute fo peo-
Htical funds. There is an additional reason
for this reservation in the case of the civil
servants, amd T may deal with that at some
later period. We might reasonably ask that
at least 33 per cent, of the serviece should
helong to the association. That wonld pive
them the necessary majority. The 1iill at
present provides for 83 per cent, Reference
has heen maile te individual appeals, T think
in Clause 8. It is provided that persons con-
cerned in or entitled to be represented on
an appeal or a matter before the board. may
be represented by counsel, solicitor, or agent,
T was under the impression, when T thought
this matter out, that the Government had
made no other provision. T had not the Bill
hefore me until 1 came to the House. 1 now
find that they have made other provision in
Clause 7, which will go far towards meeting
the objeetion T am trying to bring forward
an the subject of individual appeals. T ask
the Government to comsider this matter first
of all because of the injustice and inequity
of Subelause 5 of Clanse 8. This affects not
only the eivil serviee assoviation, but also

[COUNCIL.]

individual eivil servants as well as the coun-
try. Hon. members will probally rerollect
what took pace during the civil serviee ap-
peals in 1912 or 1913, The Labour Govern-
ment when in power then, carried an amend-
ing Bill giving the civil servive the right of
appeal and these appeals were heard before
a judge. 1 think this reprerented the most
tragic farce .that T ever ¢ame acress. The
hoard of appeal was constituted by the La-
hour Government. There was a judge sitting
at the head of the appeal hoard, and there
was all the expensc attached to the employ-
ment of the services of a judge, merely to
beay individual appeals from e¢ivil servants.
[ am sure hon, members will recolleet the
tragic farce of Mr. Rooney, of the Claremont
Training College, nnd Mr. Robertson, both
educated men, who were fighting each other
in an endeavour to show that the position of
one was better than that of the other, Thia
fight lasted for three or four days, and re-
presented one of the most tragic things that
I ever saw. That cxperiment should be suf-
ficient to show that the individual appeal
should as far as possible be cut out of this
Bill, I agree with Mr. Panton that we are
going to have a continuous court. We eannot -
under this Bill have anything else. There
will be a Supreme Court Judge as chairman
and two other persons, and sometimes four
others, hearing these appeals. In one ecase
the hearing will probably last three or four
days, and in another case it may he an
appeal of a ecivil servant on £200 a year
occupring the time of the board for a whole
day. 'What is this going to cost the country¥
If the leader of the Houre would obtain in-
formation in regard to the number of ap-
peals that werve heard during the time T re-
fer to, as well as the cost of hearing those
appeals, and give it to us in his reply. [
am sure it wilt astonirh the House. The
leader of the House, T have no doubt, will
be eourteous enough to get that information
for the enlightenment of hon, members, T
am only too anxious to help the Government
in rvegard to this Bill. T am also ansions
to settle this matter once and for all, and
make the ecivil service, as the Minister for
Edueation asks, a contented body. T was
not aware until T came to the House that
provision war made in Clanse 7 for the as-
sociation to gronp into classes persons or em-
plovees, and have their cases heard togeiher.
[ think that is a good ¢lause. The only alter-
ation T wonll make is that it shoulil be
vompulsory  for the casen to go  through
the associatini, swith the reservation T have
made., Tf omlinarv workers wirh to cite a
case it has to he done through their
own organisation. Why not do the same
in the «ecase of the civil  serviee?
Several instances readily ocenr to mind where
gronps of officers can be taken hefore the
appeal board at the oue time: head teachers,
for instance, and the teachers in the differ-
ent grades, the clerks in one grade, the en-
rineering staff, and so on. right throueh. If
they were taken in groups hefore the hoard.
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it would mean much saving of money to the
country and also to the civil service as well,
to say nothing of the time which would be
saved in addition. It is very hard for am
indivilual to appear hefore a board, but to
be confronted hy a solicitor makes it far
more difficalt. It would be far better if
collective bargaining, or grouping, were made
vompulsory. In all earnestness, [ ask the
Minister to consult with his colleagues and
see if something cannot be done in this dirce-
tion. Regarding the employment of a solici.
tor hefore the board, if it were merely a
matter as between the Civil Service Associa-
tion and the Govermment, T would wot take
very much exception to it. [ would prefer
an agent other than a solicitor, although, of
course, it is possible that a solicitor may
shorten the proceedings instead of lencthen.
ing them. It is not a very imperfant matter
provided ‘we have collective bargaining. The
proposal by the Hon. Mr. Panton that one
of the under sceretaries should conduet the
case for the Government is altogether un-
reasonable. We might just as well ask that
the secretary of a union should appear for
the employers as to ask that an under seere-
tary should represent the Government, An
under secretary is a civil servant himself and
undoubtedly his leanings would tend towards
those of the eivil service.

Hon. A. H. Panton: The rivil servants do
not say that.

Hon. J. E. DODD: To ask the Government
tn agree to an under seeretary being the
aidvocate on hehalf of the country, is to my
mind asking far too moeh. 1 think the Gow.
eriment conld be represented by an agent
and T would give the civil servants exactly
the same opportunity. Another matter of
nmeh importance is the question of the strike.
I do not know in these days whether the fix-
ing of any penalty is of use. Such penalties
are never -enforced and they might just as
well be wiped out. If the Government were
prepared to enforce penalties, it would bhe a
different matter, but no Government appear
willing or able to do that, and perhaps, in
fairness to all parties, it would bhe just as
well to wipe ount the penalty cliuses alto-
eether. As to strikes bheing an effective
weapon in the hands of the employees, it has
to he remembered that it is double-edged,
and it is not always a weapon which gives to
the men making use of it, what they require.
[ have heen through more strikes than most
membhers in thizs House and strikes have not
always been successful. T remember one
where we came out of the strike un-
satisfactorily and in the ecase of the
Lhie Proken Hill strike, it would have
heen far better if we could have gone
to arbitration. There will be always two
opinions on this vital question of striking,
but T do not see that the penalty clauges will
do much good. They may be of some little
help in restraining the hot-heads who may be
in the service. but otherwise they are not of
much service. The Bill i3 essentially a ("om-
mittee Bill and we may possibly make it
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more servieeable at that stage. In the rean-
time I would earnestly ask the Minister to
see if something cannot be done in the diree-
tion of allowing ecivil servants, provided the
organisation represents the wajority of the
service, to take their cases through the Civil
Service Association. If that is done, there
will be a great saving of money to the coun-
try. [Ef that iz not done and individual ap-
peals are allowed, T am as sure as T am sit-
ting here that we will have a continnous court
and a lot of money will be wasted. T sup-
port the second reading of the Bill

Hon, A, J. H. SAW (Metropolitan-Subur-
ban) [7.50]: [ support the second reading
of the Bill. | believe it is caleulated to heal
the wronga of the service. Unlike some
members who have spoken, particularly Mr,
Panton, [ trust and believe that the Bill will
prevent & repetition of the recent regrettable
strike of civil servants.

Hon. A. H. Panton: Why pick me?

1Ton. A. J, H. SAW: Becanse the hon.
member’s remarks on the subject were per-
tinent. The hon. member is a believer, ac-
cording to an interjection made in reply to
Mp, Banderson, in compulsory arbitratiop.
That is to say, he is a believer in compulsory
arbitration for the other fellow.

Hon. A, H, Panton: I Jid not say so.

Hon, A. .T. H, SAW.: When bis particular
client is not satisfied, he believes he should
liave the weapon of the strike. While abgent
on active serviee T found that there was a
very popnlar game among the soldiers. 1 be-
lieve in Australia it is referred to as the na-
tional game. Needless to say, T refer to the
game of two-up. That game is illegal and T
helieve the reason that it was made illegal
was that eertain gentlemen liked to play the
game with a two-headed penny.

Hon. J. Cornell: They get it when they
are caught, though,

TTon. A. JJ. H. 8AW: T will not purske the
comparison any further but leave it to mem-
bers to draw their own conclusions. The
service have had an appeal board before and
the reason that the appeal board failed on
that occasion was the narrow Jimits within
which appeals were allowed to operate. Un-
der that hoard it was only permissible for
appellants to he placed in certain classifica-
tiens and when they were placed in that
clagsification, they were put on the minimum

and remained there for all eternity. That
i3 one of the pgreatest grievances aof
the eivil servants and has heen such
during the past few yenrs. I took an
opportunity to ecxpress my  opinion  on
the merits and demerits of the Tlate

strike at an ecarlier stage of the present
sesgion and T <o not intend to take up time
repeating it now. T helieve the Bill on the
whole is a good one. There are certain
amendments which T will plare before
members when in Committee and T propose
te briefly outline the puorport of those
amendments. The first amendment affects
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the scope and jurisdiction of the board. T
propose to amend Clause 6 to extend the
powers of the board to review allowances
a3 well as the salaries, classification and re-
¢lassification, The reason for that is that
there are authorised allowances which civil
servants enjoy at the present moment such
as distriet allowances, travelling allowances,
riliet allowances, and so on.

Hon, A. Lovekin: You will have to put
vour amendments in several clauses.

Hon, A. J. H. 8AW: The ¢ivil servants—
and T agree with them—say tbat if the
bhoard is to determine the question of
silaries, then the board shonld also have
the privilege of rveviewing the various
emoluments thev reecive. There are cer-
tain anomalies in existence which have in-
¢reased the dissatisfaction. Take the ques-
tion of the travelling allowances. The
present arrangement provides for a larger
allowance for a man on a high salary com-
pared@ with that allowed to a junior officer.
The resnlt is that when nfficers travel in
the country and put up at an hotel, the
senior officer enjoys his dinner while the
junivr officer has his digestion ruined by his
appreciation of ‘the fact that his allowance
is such that he cannot really pay for it
Another question is the matter of super-
annuation. Tt is proposed that officers to be
superannvated are to bhe allowed to ap-
peal to the board, dating back to .Tuly,
1919, There are eertain officers who have
been retired within recent years who re-
gard themselves, and@ who arc regarded in
the service, as having been treated unfairly.
It is suggested that certain of these oflicers
—it is not proposed to go back any length
of time—whose claims have been the sub-
jeet of correspondence between the service
and the Government, and who have been
retired sinee July 1st, 1916, shall have the
privilege of having their cases reviewed by
this board. There are not A large number
of them, T have a list and it showa that
gince July 1st, 1916, there have been 19
officers retired by the Government whose
pensions have been disallowed. Tt is not
proposed by the servive that all these ladiex
and gentlemen eoneerned should have their
cases reviewed because they have not ail
been the subject of correspondence between
the Government and the service. Certain
of that number are not entitled to have
their cases reviewed, but some—a very few
—are. They include Miss Mary Nicolay,
James Delaney, Hugh Oldham, G. F. Hick-
son, J. E. B. Nohbs, Philip Gavan Duffy,
and A, D. ("airns. These, T am led tc he-
lieve, ~omprise the total number of cases
v Lirh have heen the subjeet of correspond-
enve hetween the Government and the
C(1vil Rerviee Association,

Hon. JJ. E, Dgdd: How could vou limit the
Rill to those you have mentioned?

Hon, A. 1. H. 8AW: | have read that list
to show that the number is not large.

Aon. A, T1. Panton: ft might grow,

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. J. E. Dodd: | kuew of cases extend-
ing over 20 vears when the Labour Govern-
ment were in power.

Hon. A, J. H. 8AW: These
arisen since the 1st .July, 1918,

Heuw, J. E, Dodd: Well, there is that limit.

Hon. A, .J. H. SBAW: Yes. Some of these
cuses are particularly hard.  There 18 o
small revision committee of the eciril ser-
vice nomipated by the Government to whom
these cases are submitted. So far as I ean
see they have interpreted the Aet in a very
narrew spirit. There is the case of Miss
Mary Nicolay who joined the public hos-
pital in 1890. She resigned in 1393, re-
turned to the State yubsequently and en-
gaged in private practice. In October, 1901,
she wasg appointed relieving matron, bhaving
served in the Boer War in charge of the
nurses who went from Western Australia.
Including a period as acting matron in the
Perth Hospital in 1903-4, she was continu-
ously employed as relieving matron from
October, 1901, until retired in 1915, She was
66 vears of age when she was retired and
her pension based on her last 13 years of
service would amount to £37 10s. per annum.
I do not think she received any pension at
all, The most extraordinary case is that ot
Mr, Cairns who was superintendent of abat-
toirs. On the Sth April, 1905, Mr. Cairns,
who was then in Queensland, received a tele-
gram from the Minister for Lands appoint-
ing him to the position. He was retired as
an ¢xeess officer in November, 1918, and was
refused a pension on the ground that, hav-
g actually commenced duty on the 5th
May, 1905, his appointment came under the
provigions of the Public Serviee Act, 1904
which was proclaimed on the 17th April,
1905. The Government elaim that notwith-
standing that Mr. Cairns was notified of and
accepted his appointment on the 8th April,
1903, as he actually did not commence work
mtil the 5th May following, his right to a
pension on retirement was taken away by
Section 83 of the Public Serviee Ac¢t which
came inte operation on the 17th April, 19035,

Hon. J. W, Hicker: From what are you
quoting?

Hon. A. J. H, SAW: I'rom particulars
supplied hy the Civil Service Asscpiation.
The wire notifving hiz appointment ean be
produced. Yet becanse between the time he
veceived the appoiutment and the time when
he assumed dutv—he left Queensland at onee
—the Pubile Serviee Aet came into opera-
tion and he was robbed of his pension rights.
T ¢laim that the people who made that de-
cision iuterpretated the law in a very narrow
and grudging spirit.

cases have

Hon. H. Stewart: Why were these peodle
retired?
Hon. A. J. H. SAW: T do not. know.

Thexe are matters which T shall bring up in
the Committee stage. ‘There is a further
clause to which T wish to direct attention,
and that is the one dealing with the power of
appointing the representatives on the appeal
bpard. As the Bill was originally drafted,
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I believe that power was given to the Civil
Service Asvoviation to appeint their nom-
inee aud to the Teachers” Union to appoint
their neininee.  Subsequently, the clause was
altered, aml as the Bill was passed by another
plave, it provides that the Civil Service As-
roeiation must constitute 83 per cent, of the
members of the public service who arve en-
titled to Dbe clussel as civil servants. | yoe-
gard the clawse in the Bill as a mittake. [
believe, and T am sure Mr. Panton will agrec
with me, that every member of a trade or of
a4 service should link wp with his respeetive
organisation, -

Hon., E. H.
cumpulsory?

Hon, A, J. I, SAW:

Hon. E. H. Harris.
Hon, A. H. Panton:
The PRESIDENT: Order!?

Hon. A, 7. H. SAW: The Civil Serviee
Association at present represent somothing
like 98 per cent. of the members of the civil
service.  Conseguently, they have no difficulty
at present in fulfilling the terms of the clause
and getting the right of appointing the re.
presentative, but it is couecivable that owing
to slackness of members and to the possi-
bility of some members not being financial,
their strength may dwindle below that of 85
per cent. [ thiuk it if wise to strengthen the
Civil Service Association in order that they
may speak with authority on behalf of their
members, and it would be a pity for this
House to encourage certain members of the
civil service to hang back aud not link up
with their fellows, If they are not in har-
niony with the aceepted policy of the asso-
ciation, it ir their duty to go to the meeting
and make their protests heard, and in that
way they woukl exercise a considerably
greater influence than by hanging back. The
danger seems to he that if the Civil Service
Assoeiation or the Teachers’ Union have not
the right to appoint the representative, there
might he some slight eleavage in their ranks
which might nuvllify the intentions of this
measure. If the Civil Servier .\ssociation
represent a majority or, if not an absolute
majority, say, B0 per cent. of the members of
the ¢ivil service, and if an eleetion were held
by the whole of the civil service apart from
the organisatien, then the power of the or-
ganiserll serviee would undoubtedly return
their nominee so that, whether we arcept the
view that the Civil Service .Association shal)
anpeint or whether it shall be left to the
eivil service as a whole to appoint the repre-
sentative, the reault will be the same, and
the nominee of the association will he the
gentleman appointed. I o not propose to
take up the time of the House any longer. T
wanted to outline thesc proposed amendments
which T hewe to move and [ shall sce that
due notice is given of them hefore the Bill
reaches the Committee stage.

On motion by Hon. .JJ. Cunningham, dchate
adjourned.

Harris: Woulll vou make it

No.
Mr. Panton wonld,
Who said he would?
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BILL—CORONERS.
In Committee.
Hesumed from the previous day. Hon. J,

Ewing in the Chair: the Minister for Edu-
cation in charge of the Bill

Clause 25—Tnquests on deaths from neei-
dents in mines: :

The CHAIRMAN: The Hon., J, E. Dodd
had moved an amenmlment, ‘“that iu line 3

after the word ‘mine’ the words ‘or fac-
tory' be inserted.’’
Hon. .[. 5. Dodd: T ask leave to with-

draw my amendment.
Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS:

ment—
That ir, lines 2 «nd 3 of Subelause 1 the
- words ““miners’ association in the distriet
or of any industrial®’ be struck out and
tiie worda ‘*‘registered indnstrial associa-
tion, union, or branch of a'’ be inserted in
lieu.
The object is to provide for a wider range
of representatives of industrial unions or
associations who way desire to be present at
the inquest,

Hon, JJ. CUNNINGHAM: We are at
rather a disadvantage as tregards the amend-
inent. It has been pointed ont repeatedly
in this THouse that any mmportant amendl-
ment shouldl be placed on the Notice Paper.
At present I see no good renson for carrying
this particular amendment; however, it is
not possible to give the amendment proper
consideration upon merely hearing it read.
Tn faet, T have failed to grasp its meaning.

T move an amend-

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: In the province
which My, Cunningham and T represeut,

there is not a miners’ asseciation, but fwo
separate umions of miners, Were fhe clause
earried as printed, neither of those unions
would be eligible to be represented at an in-
quest.

The Minister for Education: Would not
they come under the term ‘¢ Any industrial
union of workers’’¥

Hen, E, H. HARRTS: That is so. However,
in some districte there are both union and as-
socintions. A union of workers is compasei
of branches, and an association of workers
is composed of unions. My desire is that a
union of workers shonld he entitled to re-
presentation at an inquest,

Ton. J. W. HICREY: [ did not regard
Mr. Harris's seeond reading sprech as alto-
wether serious, and I do not think he 1is
serions in regard to this amendment, which,
however, may have far-reaching effeets. At
all events Mr. Harris shounld give other
members intevested an opportunity of con-
silering the amendment. To me the amend-
ment scems to conflict with itself. Progress
should be reported at this stage.

Hon. A. IT. PANTON: T do not think the
amendment calls for any cousideration. The
¢lause is very definite ns to who shall have
the right to be represented at an inquest. In
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every district one will find an industrial
union of workers, and probably three or
four such unions. Moreover, the clause pro-
vides that a majority of the workers on a
mive shall have the right to be represented
at an inquest; and that meets the case where
there is neither union nor assgciation. It
the amezdment were carried, we should pos-
sibly have unipns fighting cach other as to
which was entitled to be represented. The
¢lanse as it stands is wide enough,

Hon. J. E. DUODD: Mr. Harris might put
his amendment on the Notice Paper, and
no doubt it could he considered on recommit-
tal. The clause gives the eoroner power to
say who shall appear at an inquest.  The
Jaw is that the union or association to be re-
presented at an inquest is the union or asso-
ciation to which the deceased belonged,

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM: After hearing
the remarks of hon. members [ am satis-
fied that the clause as it stands meets Mr.
Harrig’s requirements. [ can sce what the
hon. member is after. There will be no
difficulty as regards any swmall union, if the
person Kilted happened to he a member of
that union.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: The
clause as it stands praectically reproduces
Subseetion 3 of Section 39 of the Mines Re-
gulation Act, 1906. Therefore it is a2 pro-
vision of which we have had 14 years' ex-
perience.  Now, have circumstances ever
arisen in which that prevision of the Mines
Regulation Act has heen found inadequate?
If so, there wonld be some reason for ex-.
tending the clause.

Hon. E, H. HARRIS: My point is that
registered unions or associations should e

entitled. to representation at inguoests. 1In
some districts there are both registered and
unregistered associations and unions. tn

sieh a case [ say the registered union or
organisation should have the right to re-
presentation at the inquest, as against the
unregistered.

The MINISTER 1OR EDUCATION:
Maving heard the hon. member’s explana-
tion, I certainly cannot, accept the amend-
ment.  An aecident might happen in a mine
situated in a distriet where there was a
union, and that union for some reason or
other might not have registered under the
Arbitration Aet, Then the amendment
would take awayx the right of that uniou to
be represented at the inguest—a right which
has always been conceded—simply because
the union had noi registered nnder the Arbi-
tration Act, That would be an inexcusable
mixing wp nf two totally different matters.
The clause means that those associated with
the man killed shall have an opportunity ot
Leing present at the inquest.

Hon. A, H. PAXNTON: Even the amend-
ment would wot achieve what Mr, Harris
desires, hecause all vnions are registersd
under the Trade TUnions Aet if net under
the Avbitration Ac¢t. Mr, Harris's amend-
ment does pot mention under which Act he

[COUNCIL.]

desires the unions to be registered. Fur-
ther, even the insertion of the word ‘‘regis-
tered '’ would not overcome the difficulty.
There are listriets, such as Lawlers, where
only one mine is working, and quite pos-
sibly in such a district there is no union,
However, in that case the majority of the
workers on the mine would have the right to
be represented at the inquest. Assume, how-
ever, that there was a registered organisa.
tion of 13 men in the district, while there
waerg 70 or 80 men working on the mine
The majority of those 700 or S0 men might
sy, “We will not be represented at the in-
quest by the union, but by ourselves.’” |
cannot see that it will nassist uws if we put
in the word ‘‘registered.”’

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon, F. A, BAGLIN: T do not know that
any facilities are given in the Bill for other
sectiong of workers. The provision is a wise
one, but it cvould well be extended to cover
occupations such as those of wharf labourers
and cmployces in the timber industry, in con-

neetion with both of which aecidents are
liable to oceur.
Hon., J. E. DODD: The leader of the

Ilouse at the previous sitting gave us the
opinion of the Solicitor General and sub-
mitted an amendment which now appears on
the Notice Paper. 1 will agree not to move
the amendment which T have on the Notice
I'aper, if the Minister will give me an assur-
anee that lie will make some provision such
as T desire.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: In connection with
Subelause £, should an accident happen as
the resnit of handiing maehinery, the matter
will come under the provisions of the Tnspec-
tion of Machinery Aect, and it is highly desir.
alle that an inspector of machinery should
be present at the inquiry to examine wit-
nesses in the game mamicr as an inspector of
mines would he able to do had the accident
happened underground. 1 move an amend-
ment—

That the following words be added to
the end of subclause 8: ‘“Or I[nspection of
Machiuery Aet, 1904.°°

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: |
diseussed this point with the Soliciter Gen-
cral and he pointed out that the provisions
of the Tnspection of Machinery Aet apply
whether there is a coroner’s inquest or net,
atul therefore as the provisions do not ex-
pressly deal with coromers’ inquests, they are
incorporated in the Bill. At an ingnest being
held, apart from an inquiry uader the In-
spection of Machinery Aet, an inspector
uniter that Aet would have the right to attend
the infuest without special provision being
made in the Bill now before hon. members.
The Bill does not in any way interfere with
the Inspeetion of Machinery Aet, 1904,

Hon. E. H. Harris: You e not think it
advisable to insert the amendment?

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION: Tt
ic quite unnecessary. The Rill does not re-
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real or interfere in any way with the In-
apection of Machinery Act, 1904, so that all
the powers and privileges enjoyed by the iu-
spectors under that Act still hold good.

Hon. E. H, HARRTS: On the assurance
given by the leader of the Flonse [ will with-
draw the amendment,

Amendiment by leave withdrawn.
Clause put and' passed.
Clavses 28 to 38-—agreed to.

Clause 39—Coroner may order post-mortem
examination :

Hon. A. J. H, SAW: T move an ngnend-
ment—

That the following be added to stand as
Subelause (3): ‘“When the Commissioner
of Public Health certifies that it i3 neces.
sary in the interests of public health that
a post-mortem examination shall be held,
the coroner shall direet any medical prae-
titioner to mnke a post-mortem examina.
tion aud to report thereon to the said Com-
migsioner,”?

When the second reading of the Bill was
being debated T then stated it was my in-
teution to submit this amendment, and T
grave reasous why T proposed to do so. At
the present time there is no authority in the
State for anyone to compel a post-mortem
examination to be held on the body of any
person who may have died from an infectious
disease. The last English mail steamer which
came through, landed at Colombo a person
suffering from typhus. During the voyage
hetween Colombo and Fremanfle a suspicious
ease might have developed, the diagnosis of
which might net have been clear. The pa-
tient might have died in the quarantine sta-
tion and it wmight have been essential for a
post mortem to be held to .elear up the diag-
nosis, If the rclafives raised any objection
the post-mortem could not be made. This
kind of thing might work irreparable harm,
and the amendment T have submitted aims at
giving the Commissioner of Health power
through the coroner to order a post-mortem
examination to be held.

The MINISTER FPOR EDUCATION: T
am in favour of the hon. member’s proposal,
but there is one point to which T would draw
his attention. The purpose of the Bill so
far as it relates to post-mortem examinations
is to empower a coromner to order them in
certain circumstances. Tt seems to me that
that prineiple ghonld not be interfered with.
The coroner shall have power to order a post-
wortem examination but the amendment pro-
videa that the Commissioner of Health shall
be griven that power. T think it should be
simply a permissive power to the coroner.
He can order a post mortem examination
on the hody of a person who has died.a
sudden death, and Y think he. should also
have the power to order a post mortem
when the (ommissioner of Public Health
certifies that it iz in the interests of public
health. If the hon. member will agree to
alter ‘“shall’* to “*max,’’ sa as te leave the
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power with the corener, [ will support the
amendment.

Hon, A, J. H. SAW: Ay point is that it
is the Commissioner of Public Health who
should be the person hest knowing whether
a post mortem ought to be held. I there-
fure proposed to make it, on bis certificate,
obligatory on the part of the coroner. [
did it intentionally, because a considerable
delay might take place in getting the per-
mission of the corpner if it were not
ordered, aud delay in these cases is exactly
what one wishes to avoid. To my mind the
person on whom should rest the respounsi-
bility of deciding whether or not a post
mortem examination is necessary is the
Commissioner of Public Health, because he
is the person best able to judge of the facts,
The ohject of putting in the eoromer at all,
and mot giving the Commissioner of Public
Health the power to order the post mortem
examination, is merely to ensure publicity
heing given to it. 1 believe it should be
obligatory on the coroner to comply with
the demands of the Commissioner of Public
Health, whe is the one man who should
know.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
have nothing whatever to say against the
hon, member’s contentions; but we have to
recognise that there are certain sentimental
prejudices against post mortem examina-
tions exeept where they are considered
necessary from the point of vieww of dis-
covering whether or not some person wasg
to blame for the death of the deceased. In
going a step further and ordering these
post mortem examinations, not for the pur.
poses of the Coroners Bill bat for public
health purposes, T think we require to be
on very firm grounds; and we would be on
stronger grounds if able to say that, first
of all, the Commissioner of Public Health
had certified to this and then the coroner,
as coroner, had ordered it. But to compel
the coroner to order the post mortem
examination is to introduce a purely public
health provision into the Coroners Bill, and
1 doubt the wisdom of that. T move an
amendment on the amendment—

That in line 4 the word “‘shall’’ be

struck out and ‘“may’’ inserted in len. .

Hon. A. H. PANTOXN: In my opinion the
last point raised by the Minister proves the
necessity for the amendment. If there be
sentimental veasons against post mortem
examinations, it is all the more Wecessary
that we should provide the compulsion con.
templated by the amendment. Tf we con
vert ‘fshall’’ into *‘may’’ the amendment
will be useless,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: If
the C‘ommissioner of Police were to go to
the curoner and say, ‘‘I have strong reasons
for believing that the deeeased has heen
poisened’’ there is no compulsion on the
coroner to order a post mortem examina-
tion. Why, then, should we make it eom-
pulsory on him to order such an examina-
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tion in the event of a similar visit from the
Commissioner of Public Health? For public
health purposes, the hon. member proposes,
in the Coroners Bill, to compel the coroner
to do something on the certificate of the
Commissioner of Public Health, whereas in
all other matters the power is at the disere-
tion of the coroner. The amendment would
be likely to defeat its own purpose.

Hon. H. STEWART: The illustration of
the Commissioner of Police quoted by the
Minister was most unfortunate, for in a
case of poisoning there might easily be
gseme convineing evidence which, not being
of & technienl nature, would in itself apypeal
to the coroner. I will support the amend-
ment,

Hon., Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: 1 cannot
follow the reasoning of the Minister in this.
Dr. Saw has made out a very strong case,
and the Minister savs merely that it would
be 2 mistake to mix up publie health affairs
with the Corouers Bill, It scems to me
that in such a contingency as that con-
templated by the amendment the Commis-
sioner of Public Health could not carry out
his duty without the assistance of the
coroner, who is the proper person to under-
take an inguest. T think the amendment is
a ‘very reasonable one,

Hon. . E. DODD: T cannot support the
amendment, In my opinien it is entirely
foreign to the Bill, A provision such as
this should be in an amending Health Bill,
not in a Coronerg Bill. T am not even sure
that the amendment is in order. T am
strongly oppesed to giving toe much power
te any individual. The reasons advanced in
support of the amendment are perfectly
pourrd. but T do not think the amendment
should have a place in the Bill

Hon, A, SANDERSOX: I entirely agree
with the Mlinister, Tt scems to be the
difference between n legal and a medieal
question. The attitude of Dr. Saw is that
advantage should be taken of the coroner’s
eourt to enlarge our knowledge of medical
seience in order to protect public health. T
agree with the Minister that this is not the
place for the amendment,

The MINXTSTER FOR EDTUCATION: T
am not opposing the insertion of the clause.
I recoguise its value and wounld like to see
it in somewhere, but I think if Dr. Saw sue-
ceeds in getting it in as he proposes it will
not survive. The Deputy Commissioner of
Public Health strongly approves of this. al-
though he did not contemplate that Dhr. Saw
was going-to the length of making it com-
pulsory ‘on the part of the coroner to order
a post-moriem examination. He only thought
that the coromer should be given power to
order it if he thought fit, and the Commis-
wioner thought it neeessary.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Did the Com-
missioner of Public Health sapply that in-
formation !

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION: He
helieved that a coroner at present does not

[COUXNCIL.]

Possess power to order a post mortem except
in cvases of sudden death and so on. He con-
sidered Dr. Saw’s amendment to be most
necessary, but the amendment he thought
proper was one giving the coroner power to
de this and net erdering him to do wo. If
hon. members will read Clouse G they will
see that there is a great deal in the onten-
tion that this is a coroner’s Bill and not a
public health Bill.  The elass of hodies to
which Dr. Saw’s amendment applics is not
provided for in Clause 6. There is no vea-
ropable cause to suspect that the person in
question has died a violent or a natural
death, or that the death has been sudden.
It is not contemplated that inguests should
be held in the case of death after a lingering
illness, the cause of which canuot be deter-
mined by doctors. Dr. Baw proposes to
bring within the scope of the Bill a clasg of
hody which is not contemplated at all as
coming within the jurisdiction and powers of
the coroner.

Hon. Sir E. H, Wittenoom:
hold an inquest on such a hady?

The MINISTER TOR EDUCATIOXN :
There would be no inquest, Tt is mot re-
garded as a proper subject for a coroner’s
inquest.

Hon. Sir E. H, Wittenoom: 1t onght to he.

The MINISTER TFTOR EDUCATION: T
agree to support the «lause so lomg as
it does not offend against the prin-
ciples of the Coroners Bill. If the coroner
is to be ordered to de certain things, T
think we shall be going too far. Tf D
Saw will amend this in sueh a way as te
give the power to the coroner, T will sup-
port him.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: After the explana-
tion of the leader of the House I will aceede
to his request and withdraw the word
‘‘ghall’”’ in favonr of the word ‘‘may.”’
althongh T should have preferred the former
word. T kwow what these corvoners are.
Mr, Dodd is inconsistent. Although he will
not give these enormous powers to the Com-
missioner of Publie Health, who is not
amenable to outside influence other fhan
that of sciemee, T gather he would be pre-
pared to give them to a coroner. [ accept
the amendment of the leader of the House,
It will probably be necessary, however, to
recommit the Bill for the purpose of en-
larging Clause 6 with refercace to the juris-
diction of a coroner.

Who woulid

Amendment on amendment and

passedl.

Hon, J. E. DODD: I do not care who the
man is, if T think he should have a certain
power, T will say so. [ would just as soon
give extreme powers to some cotoners T
know as T would to the Commissioner of
Public Health. T am opposed to the clause.
If it poes through without another cianse
being amended, 1 will ask your ruling. Sir,
as to whether it is in order.

ut
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Amendment as ameuded put and passed;
the clause, as amended, agreed to.

Clauses 40 to 51—agreed to.
New clause,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
movg-—

That a new clguse be ingerted to stand
an Clause 27 as follows:—f¢With respect
te every inquest on the body of any per-
son whose death may have been eansed
by an accident in or about a factory, or
a ‘bunilding’ within the meaning of that
term in ‘The Inspection of Machinery
Aet, 1904, the following provisions shall
apply:—1, The coroner may view the
seene of the accident, and, whea the in-
quest is held by a coroner with a jury,
if a majority of the jury so desire, the
corvoner shall arrange for the jury to view
the scene of the accident; and the occn-
pier of the factory or building, as the
case may be, shall afford the coroner and
the jury (if any) the facilities that an
oceupier or owner is required by the
Factories Aet, 1904, and the Inspeciion
of Machinery Act, 1904, to afford to an
inspector. Any ocdupicr of a factory or
of a building as aforesaid who fails to
comply with the provisions of this seec-
tion shall be guilty of an offenee and
liable to 2 penalty not exceeding £50. 2,
Tn this seetion ‘occupier’ includes any
agent, manager, or other person acting,
or apparently acting in the general man-
agement or control of a factory or build-
ing as aforesaid; and ‘inspector’ means
an inspector of factories or an inspector
of machinery appointed under the said
Arts respectively,'’

Hon. J. E. DODD: -1 question whether
this covers what is required. What 1T wanted
was to have applied to inquestsehcld under
_the Factories Aet exactly the same provisions
that will apply in the cases of inquests held
nnder the Mines Regulation Act as set ont
in Clause 25.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: T
move— .
That further eonsideration of the new
vlause be postponed until after the con-
sideration of the schednles,

Motion put and passed.
Schedule 1—agreed to.
Sehedule 2:

Hon, J. E, DODD: There is an unneces-
sary npumber of formis in the schedule. The
form under the heading of recognisance of
jurors at an adjourned iaquest, and that
referring to record of recognisance couid
e hracketed together with the form for a
juror’s summeng, The proclamation of
adjournment is also ridicuious in some of
its wording. [f we take the specimen find-
ings, we also notice a great number of un-
necegeary words, For instance, in one case
the specimen finding states that *“the said
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A.B. accidentally eame by his death and not
otherwise.”” I cannot see the necessity
for the words ‘‘and not otherwise.'’
1 ask the leader of the House whether he
cannot see his way clear to knock out some
of these forms. A lot of them which we
have in Government documents are quite un-
necessary and should be removed,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
l:ave already discussed this matter with the
Solicitor General. He takes the view that
there is not a form in this schedule that is
not regquired. At times the language is ar-
chaic, but he says that this is the language
which has always been employed and appar-
ently he does not feel inclined to start re-
construeting any of these schedules. [ can
asgsure the hon. member that I do not feel in-
clined to reconstruet them.

Hon, J. E, Dodd: Why not let them die
a natural death?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: 1
admit that some of the provisions, sueh as
that referring to people departing home, are
extraordinary, but T do not know that they
canse any-practical inconvenienee. Now that
the hon. member has drawn attention to the
matter I take it that it will be considered. But
I ask that this point should be econsidered:
We have a lot of legislative work, and the
Parliamentary Draftsman is an exceedingly
conseientions and hard-working officer. He
works night and day.

Hou. A. Sanderson:
mentary Draftsmant

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
Most of the work is done by the Solicitor
General, I do not kuow any man who is
nmore conseientious and hard-working than the
Solicitor General, and if we expect that in
adgdition to drafting Bills he shall go throngh
these schedules and modernise the language,
it will be necessary to have someonc to assist
him. Probably it would prove a saving if
we could provide that assistance, but we have
not got anyone for the work.

Hon. A. J. H. SAW: My sympathy goes
out to the policemen who have to deal with
the spelling of some of the wovds. Tt reminds
me of a story of a policeman who found a

Who is the Parlia-

dead horse in Castlereagh-street. He went
to the police station and reported the
matter. The sergeant instrueted him to

write a report, and, after hesgitating for a
while, the policeman asked the sergeant how
to spell ‘‘Castlercagh.’’ The sergeant took no
netice, nor did he take any nctice of a second
request for the infermation. Finally the
sergeant burst out,”” ‘Do you expect me to
teach you spelling? Get on with your job.’’
Then the policeman. left the station and
retorned a little while later and said, *‘[
.have moved that horse; it is now in Pitt-
street.’’ |

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOOM: Are tim-
ber mills included within the definition of
a factory?

The Minister for Education: [ do not think
80,
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Hon. J, E. Dodd: They come under the
Machinery Act.

The Minister for Edueation: Certainly
they are not included in this measure.

Schedule put and passed.

Progress veported.

.

BILL—TREASURY BOXNDS DE-
FICIEXNCY.

Second Reading.

The MINTSTER TFOR EDUCATIOXN
(Hon. H. P. Colebatch—East) [9.18] in
moving the second reading said: This is a

Rill on similar lines to measures with the
same title that have been introduced during
previous sessions. We always hope that the
time will come when it will not be necessary
to introduce Bills of this sort. T de not
think that there ean be any difference of
opinion upon this point, that while there are
deficits there must be some orderly method
of dealing with them. The proposal in this
instanee is to fund the deficit for the finan-
cial year 1919-20 which amounts to £668,244.
The measure follows exactly the same lines
as previous Bills. Authority is asked to raise
£690,000, which is £21,776 in excess of the
defieit for the year, and that increase over
the aetoal deficit is in order to meet pos-
gible discount and costs on the fotation of
the money, There was a similar provision in
the previous measures. Authorities to fund
the deficits have been previously granted as
follows: In Mareh, 1917, the amount au-
thorised was £1,500,000 on account of the
deficit for the year ended 30 June, 1916. Tn
February, 1918, the authority was for
£650,000 to meet the defieit as at 30th June,
1917,  In Januarv, 1919, the amount was
£750,000 to mect the deficit to 30th June,
1918. In Deeember, 1919, the amount was
£680,000 to meet the deficit to 30th June,
1919. The amount of bonds issued and loans
floated have been as follows: —Raised in Lon-
don, £2,353,500, and locally, £530,005, mak-
ing a total of £2,893,503. The deficit as at
30th June, 1820, was £4,086,705. The deficit
actually funded as at 30th Jone, 1920, was
£2,807,633. Discounts and expenses of flota-
tion amounted to £85,852, and the amount
standing to the debit of the deficiency ae-
count in the Treasury hooks at 30th June
last was £610,827. Tt may be of interest to
members to point out that the bonds issued
under the Treasury Bonds Deficiency Acts
of 1916 and 1918, and the second Treasury
Bonds Deficiency Aet of 1918 amounted to
£1,114,000 at 315 per cent., £350,000 at
amounts varying from 4% to 6 per cent., and

on £123,500 the interest was 314 per cent,.

The total amount still to he funded is
£610,527, which has not been funded on the
authority of the previous Bills, and £668,224,
making a total of £€1,279,051. That, added
to the amount already issued, makes a total
of £4,086,000 heing the amount of the
deficit as it stood at 30th .Tune, 1920,

(COUXCIL.]

There is a halance of previons authorities
granted amounting to £686,495, and these
authorisations will give a complete authorisa-
tion for funding the deficit to 30th June,
1920, The original Aet provided for interest
being at the rate of G per cent. This was
amended by the Treasury Bills Aet Amend-
ment Act of 1916, and power was piven to
fix the rate as thought fit. That power eox-
tends for two ycars after the termination
of war, but for no longer. The original Aet
also provided for a sinking fund sufficient to
redeem the bonds in 30 vears. The Treasury
Bonds Deficiency Act, 1918, (No. 2), gave
power to suspend this provision for such time
as wag deemed neeessary, and the contribu-
tions to the ginking fund in regpeet of the
Tresury Bonds under this Act have not since
heen made, There is alse provision that any
surplus in excess of £30,000 in any one year
is to bhe applied to the redemption of de-
ficiency honds. But that provision, I am
afraid, will not come into opcration, and is
not likely to, for some years to come, I do
not think that there are any other points
of interest in connection with this Bill. The
general financial position will be discussed
when the Appropriation Bill comes up in
two or three weeks' time. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM (Nerth)
19.26]: T regret to say that T have to take
the strongest exception to having these Bills
continually submitted to us year after year
to fund the deficit. T sat here with surprise
and noticed the confident, cheerful tone in
which the leader of the House remarked that
vear after year we were presented with
these Bills to fund the deficit. Tnstead of
feeling almost ashamed to make such a state-
ment, he appears quite cheerful in informing
the House that such was the position. SBurely
the Government should he able to estimate
somewhat nearer the mark the amount of re-
venue they want. We camnot {ake any ex-
eeptign to the Bill, and we caunot oppose it,
for the simple reason that we agreed to the
Budget last year. Under the Budget the
Government indieated that they anticipated
a defieit of so much, Sipee then, I under-
stand, the Government have congratulated
themselves upon the fact that the deficit was
not as much as anticipated. Svrely six or
seven men constituting the (Government should
have sufficient brains and intelligence to esti-
mate the amount of money they want for the
eurrent yvear. Tn the first place, no Govern-
ment has any right to spenil more money
than they receive. Tf they anticipate spend-
ing more money, they should make provision
and find that money. Thev should know
where it is to come from, and take the neces-
sary steps to raise it by taxation or other
means. To go on year after year and pnb-
Yish to other parts of the world that peor old
Western Anstralia funds a defieit every year,
js a matter T view with extreme regret. The
teply mav he made that other places de the
same thing, and have deficit~ just as we
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in Western Australia have, We can under-
stand deficits during the war, and in the ex-
ceptional eircumstances that operated wniil
the last few years, but the Estimates shoull
be reasonably close to the anticipated expen-
diture,"and should certainly be nearer than, as
in this case, producing o defivit of £600,0u0,
It has been atated, and no doudt we =hal ve
reminded again of the faet, that other
States have deficits. There is one State
that does not have deficits and that is Vie-
toria. To show the contemptuous manner in
which they refer to plaees which cannot
manage their finances satisfactorily, I shall
read an extract from a paper.

Hon, H. Stewart: From whiclk paper?

Heon. Sir E. H. WITTENOQOM: The ‘ Aus-
tralasian.’’ 1t states—

With such a deplorable story being roll
in the monthly financial summaries from
States in which the Cauecus party is now,
or recently was, in power, it was fitting
that Victorians should be reminded that
during the past three years there have
been surploses in this State, and that
for five years taxation has not been in-
creased., TUnlike other States and  the
Commonwealth, Victoria has, under a
Nationalist Ministry, heen living within
ita income, and actually reducing its loan
indebtedness. By its  gencrally  soundd
management of the finanees, the Ministry
has justificd its tenure of oflice, and its
claims are greatly strengthened by its ad-
ministration generally, and by the new
programme which My, Lawsen outlined.
Encouragement of country  industries,
economy in something more than name,
the vigorous development of the Morwell
scheme, soldier settlement, and tmprove-
ment of the port of Melbourne are pro-
mised by a Ministry which has already
proved itself by performances.

Incidentally the paper goes on to make re-
marks of this nature with which I do net
assoeiate myself—

Abave all there will be that regard for
the interests of the community as a whole
that is in such marked contrast to the
openly declared policy of the Cauncus to
wage war on the canmmunify for imagined
henefits that may be gained for a class,

Hon, J, W, Hickey:
the election.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTEXOOM: Yes. We
ask the Government to try to do away with
these deficits and to endeavour to sec that
the e:timates of revenue are something like
comparable with the expenditure. We ean-
not oppose this Bill; because we have al-
ready agreed to the Appropriation Bill em-
braeing the estimates which anticipated the
deficit, and we shall shortly be asked to
agree to another sueh measure which anti-
cipates a deficit of £400,000, but that is a
matter to be considered at a Tater period. 1
shall have something more to say when the
Appropriation Bill comes before the House.

That was just hefore
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On motion Ly debate

adjourued,

Hon, A. Sanderson,

House adjourned at .34 pm.

TLegislative Hssembly,
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The SP-EAKER togk the Chair at +.30
p-m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—BUTTER, PRICE.

Me., LUTEY (for Mr. Green) asked the
Premier: 1, Is it a fact that the price of
Western Australian butter has been reluced
recently by the Prices Rogulation Commis-
sion to ¥s, Sd. per lb. in the metropolitan
area? 2, Has a reduction alse been ordered
by the Cemmission in the BEastern Goldfields
distriet, and, if not, why has not the goid-
fields public participated in the bensefit of
the falling rate?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes;
the price of butter in the Eastern Goldfields
districts has been reduced to 2s, Rd. per
poand  plus actual cost of transportation
from metropolitan area.

QUESTION—PUBLIC SERVANTS
AND TEACHERS.

Pay Deductions for Strike Period.

Mr. O'LOGHLEX ({for Mr. DMunsie)
asked the Premjer: 1, What is the total of
the amounts advanced by the Government to
eivil servants and teachers for the period
during which they were on strike? 2, At
whose request were such advances made? 3,
Do the Government propoese to deduct these
smounts from eivil servants and teachers’
salaries? 4, If so, will he give the following
information: (a) The authority for making
the deductions; (b) are deductions to he
made without piving the right of appeal te
the appeal hoard; (c) the date from whieh
the deductions are to commence; (d) how
leng will the Government continue to make
ihe deductions. 5, Ts he aware that instruc-
tions have been issued to dedurt 19 days’



