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

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Mini-
stery: 1, State Labour Bureau, report for
year ended 30th June, 1916. 2, Health Act,
model by-laws, adoption by Goomalling,
Meckering, and Kojonup Loeal Boards of
Health. 3, By-laws adopted by Claremont
Road Board and Fremantle Municipal Coun-
eil. 4, TFremantle Harbour Trust, amend-
ment of regulations. 5, State Labour
Bureau for the year ended 30th June, 191G.

By the Minister for Agrieniture: 1, Plan
showing area of the Swan River having ap-
plieation to a lease for dredging purposes
in connection with oyster shells. 2, Return
showing increase in fruit growing indusiry
since the establishment of the Government
Refriperating Works (ordered on motion by
Mr. Griffiths).

By the Premier:
Public Scrviee Commissioner,
vear ended 30th June, 1916,

1, Public Service List. 2,
report for

QUESTION—NATIONAL SERVICE.

Mr. FOLEY (without notice) asked the
Premier: Have the Government given con-
sideration to the question of the State Pub-
lic Service and compulsory service, and, if
so, have they decided to grant general ex-
emption to all State servants in Western
Australia?

o
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The PREMIER replied: The Government
have considered the matter, and have de-
cided that they will not apply for a general
exemption. Any special cases must be de-
cided upon their merits absolufely.

Members: Hear hear.

QUESTION—FINANCIAL STATE-
MENT.

Mr. SCADDAN (without notice) asked
the Premier: Will he inform the House
when he is likely to introduce the Estimates
for the eurrent year.

Hon. J. 1. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): You are in a burry this time.

Mr. SCADDAN; It is November.

The PREMIER rephed: I am not now in
a position to inform the House as to when the
Tstimates will he ready. The task is a diffi-
cult one—a fact' which hon. members must
appreciate—while, for the last three weeks,
I have been busily engaged npon the refer-
endum. I have not, therefore, had much
time lo give to the Estimates. They are,
however, engaging my serious attention at
the present time, and T am trying to unravel
the finances of the State.

Mr. Seaddan: Youare making
progress.

The PREMIER: I am trying to effect
some satisfactory scolution, and ascertain
what the revenue will be for the financial
veny,

Mr. Scaddan: You undertake to introduce
the Estimates before this session closes.

The PREMIER: T will not close the ses-
sion down before T introduce them.

some

QUESTION—PILES REMOVED FROM
PRIVATE LAND.

Mr. ANGWIN asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has a set{lement been made with
Mr. W. N. Hedges for piles alleged to be
taken from land owned by him by men em-
ployed hy the Sawmills Department? 2, If
so, what was the total amount paid? 3,
IWhat departments paid, and amount paid
by ecach? 4, Was the Government liable for
payment?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, No. 2 and 3, Answered by No. 1. 4, The
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matter is sub judice. The honourable mem-
her can see the papers at the Public Works
Departruent at any time, and his assistance
in settling this knotty question will be ap-
preciated.

QUESTION—RAILWAY GOLDFIELDS
EXPRESS.

Mr. HUDSON asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is it the intention of the de-
partment to discontinue the Saturday ex-
press, Perth-Kalgoorlie, and Sunday express,
Kalgoorlie-Perth? 2, It so, when.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The Commissicner has no present
intenfon of altering the running of the ex-
press trains on Saturday or Sunday. 2
Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—RAILWAY ¥XCURSIONS
TO WHEAT BELT AND KALGOOR-
LIE.

Mr. SMITH asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, In view of his expressed desire that
city folk should have an opportunity of see-
ing the splendid crops in the wheat belt, will
he malke an effort to rouse the Railway De-
partment, and get them to organise extra
cheap excursions for that purpese? 2, Will
he also give citv people similar opportunities
of seeing our great mines at Kalgoorhe?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, The ordinavy fares to the pro-
ducing eentres are not large, and in addiiion
the summer week-end exeursion tickets will
be issued from the 1st December. 2,
The ordinary fare hetween Perth and the
Goldfields is moderate considering the .lis-
tance travelled. Excursion tickets are issuerd
asin (1), in addition to which a specially low
fare is provided at Christmas, Should suffi-
cient inducement offer, the department will
run trains at sperial rates, but the financial
positon 1= such that risk of loss must be
avoided.

QUESTION--AGRICULTURAL DE-
PARTMENT, REPORT FOR 1915.
Mr. SMITH asked the Minister for Agri-
culture: 1, When will copies of the report
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of the Department of Agriculture for year
ending 30th June, 1915, be available. 2,
What is the eause of the unusual delay in
issuing this report

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, It was decided not to issue any
report for the year ending 30th June, 1915,
in order to save the cost of publication, but
detailed information, which would have been
in the ordinary course published in the re-
port, is available at the Agrienltural Depart-
ment. 2, Answered by No. 1.

QUESTION—EWE LAMBS
SLAUGHTERED.

Mr. 8. STUBBS asked the Minister for
Agricnlture: 1, Is he aware that large num-
bers of ewe lambs are weekly sold for
slaughter throughout the State? 2, In view of
the urgent need for increasing the supply of
sheep for the purposes of mixed farming
in onr agrieultural areas, does he intend to
introduee measures to prevent the practiee?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Yes. 2, The majority of lambs
sold -are specially produced for sale as meat,
and would not, in most instanees, be suit-
able for breeding purposes. Whilst realising
the need of conserving all our hreeding
sheep, it is considered that wmeasures to pre-
vent the sale of all ewe lnmbs for slaughter
might, at the present time, hamper farmers
and others in their operations, and seriously
interfere with the food supplies. When ewe
lambs are offered for sale in the open mar-
kets. persons desirous of proeuring such for
breeding purposes are given the opportunity
of doing so.

RILLS (2)—THIRD READING,
1, Franchise.
2, Permanent Reserve (No. 1).
Transmitted to the Legislative Couneil.

BILLS {2)—FIRST READING.
1, Kingia Grass Tree Conecession.
2, Special Lease Enabling.
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MOTION—TRUST FUNDS ADMINIS-
TRATION, SELECT COMMITTEE
TO INQUIRE.

Mr. SMITH (North Perth)
move—

That a select committee be appointed
to iiquire intv the administration of trust
funds, real estate, and personal property
controlled or managed by any officer of
the Supreme Courl and Curalor of Inles-
tate Eslales, including estates which may
have been wound up during the past 10
years.

[450]: 1

The motion, I am sure, will meet with the
approval of hon. members. At the present
time these funds are handled entirely at the
discretion of individual officers. Some of
them, [ understand, are not subject to the
eontrol or investigation of the Auditor Gen-
eral. That in itself is a very undesirable
state of affairs, and I thunk that when large
sums of money come under the control of
the Siate the least we can dv is to guarantee
the owners of that money or property that
their aflairs will be properly landled. I
think when [ place some of the facts hefore
the House hon., members will not hesitate to
grant me ihe inquiry which I am asking
shall take place. [ have been induced to sub-
mit (his molion on aeeount of various mat-
ters which have heen brought under my
personal notice. Iirst of all, members will
remember (e extraordinary bankruptey pro-
ceedings whieh took place some liltle (ime
ago, when Mr, Clifton, the chief clerk of the
Supreme Conrt, figured as the prineipal in-
dividual in those proceedings. It may be
remembered also that a certain individual
named Aleock, who has since seen fit to take
his departure to fresh fields and pastures
new, figured very conspicnously in the same
proceedings. Mr. Clifton bad to admit that
he had been engaged in the earrying out of
some rather extraordinary financial under-
takings dealing with private trust funds,
whereby those funds have been practically
wiped out, and, 1 may say inecidentally, Mr.
Clifton bimself has been financially ruined
by his asscciation with Mr. Alcoek.

Mr. Walker: That was a private matter.
Mr. SMITH: Yes, but they were trust

moneys belonging to the friends and rela-
tives of Mr. Clifton, who had placed their
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affairs in his hands, and which he managed.
I am sorry to say he managed them in such
a way that lhose funds practically dis-
appeared, and the persons to whom the
money was Jeft in trust bave been ruined, If
Mr. Clifton was so careless in regard to his
own private affairs, we are justified at this
stage in looking into the affairs of the State
administered by that officer, more especially
when we remember that Alcock, who has dis-
appeared, was specially favoured by Mr.
Ciifton in the matter of handling State trust
funds. T.ast year I asked the then Attorney
General for a return of the moneys which
had been handled by the Supreme Court.
and 1 asked for the names of the solicitors
who had the handling of those moneys and
the amuunts, The papers were laid on the
Table of the House, and it will be remem-
bered that no less a sum than £12,000 of
trust funds passed through Aleock’s hands,
or in some way or other Aleock was cou-
necled with the investment of that amount
of money, whercas only one olher solicitor
had the handling of about £300. That shows
that, in addition to Mr. Clifton dealing with
those privale funds, Aleock was also dealing
with State funds through the same gentle-
man. | think, therefore, we are justified in
asking that an inguiry should be held into
the administration of the funds at present
controlled and administered by the Supreme
Court.

Alr. Thomas: Are members of Parliament
the right people to inquire into a matter of
that kind?

Mr. SMITH: 1t is the duty of members of
Parliament, as custodians of moneys left for
widows and orphans and left by people who
rely on the State to see that those moneys
are properly adininistered, if there is the
slightesl suspicion that the moneys have been
improperly handled, to make an investiga-
tion.

Mr. Thomas: T guite agree that there
should be an investigation, but T do not know
that we are the right people to carry il ont.

Mr. SMITH: An investigation will soon
show whether we are the right people, and
when the seleet committee submils a report,
we shall know then what steps to take.

Mr. Scaddan: So far then you only want
to distribute the money amongst all the sol-
jcitors in town?
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Mr. Thomas: You want to inquire into the
methods of a doubtful individual.

Mr. SMITH: 1 desire to inquire inio the
administration of the moneys controlled or
managed by any officer of the Supreme
Court, and the Curator of Intestates Estates,
including estates whiech may bave been
wound up during the past ten years. I am
vot alleging that there is anything wrong
with the funds controlled hy Mr. Clifton. 1
sincerely hope that everything will be found
to be in apple-pie order. Bui when sus-

picions are aroused it is our duty to look into -

matters and see for ourselves how things
stand, I may mention one case where £1,200
was left to a widow and family. This sumn
of money was invested by the Supreme Court
and the interest from that money had to he
paid to the widow for (he education of her
children. The money was duly lent by the
authorities of the Supreme Court on a farm
property, but only the sum of £46 5s. has
been paid in inferest, and itwo years ago
there was outstanding no less a sum than
£126 for interest. The mortgagee then went
bankrupt and, instead of the place being sold
up, his wife was allowed to remain on Lhe
farm and she agreed 1o pay £5 a month for
doing so. But whether she did so or not T
cannot say. There we have a ecase where a
large sum of money was left by a citizen for
invesiment by the State so that the widow
and orphans should have something to live
on, instead of whielh it has heen frittered
away by bad investment, and the unfortu-
nate widow and orphans will gel nothing.

Mr. Gardiner: Did they not attempt to
fureclose?

Mr. SMITH : No. T understand the seenr-
itv was valueless. Tt would not realise any-
thing like the amount of the mortgage. 1i is
not very clear how these funds are adminis-
tered. Firstly, I understand the estates of
all persons deemed to be of unsound mind
are vested in the Master of the Court.
Then. all funds held in chancery, for exam-
ple. monevs of infants or funds held where
the execntor has refused to take the respon-
sibility of paving over to beneficiaries under
a deed of frust or a will, or where ihe sum
payable is in dispute, are also vested in the
Master of the Courl. There recently eame
under my personal notiee an extraordinary
instance of the manner in which business ia
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condueted by the Supreme Court, an instance
which represented a very bad advertisement
for Western Australia, Some years ago a
genlleman died in this State, leaving a fairly
large estate, I understand, in money and real
property. The deceased baving no relatives
in Wesiern Australia, his estate was taken
over by the Supreme Court officials. Some
time laler a brother in England wrote asking
what had become of the property and how
the estate had panned out. He reccived no
satisfactory reply. There was lengthy cor-
respondence hetween the brother and the
Supreme Court officials, To my mind, that
correspondenee was really “sparring for
wind” on the part of the officials. Appar-
ently, the brother in England gave up all
hope of ever receiving anything out of the
estate. Eventually, however, he wrote to me
oo the subject, and I sent a member of my
staff to interview an official of the Supreme
Conrt.  That official let him into the seeret.
He said, “The truth is that the gentleman
who was looking after this estate has
levanted with the funds and destroyed the
file.”” I contend that is a serious state of
atfairs.

Mr, Scaddan: Did a member of your stafl
wet that information from an official in the
Supreme Court?

My, SMITH: Yes.

Mr. Scaddan: He did not get it through
the Minister?

Mr. SMITH: Not through the Minister.
At any rate, he got the information.

The Atlorney General: How long age was
that?

My, SMITH : About two years ago.
incident was reported in the Press.

My, Walker: The official reported the mat-
ter to someone who gave the information to
vou. He should not do that sort of thing
without first eonsulting his superior officer.

My. SMITH: I am not asking for an in-
quiry into the eonduct of the officer who
gave the information.

Mr. W. D. Johnson: An inquiry might be
neecessary, though, )

Mr, Walker: T think the conduet of the
ollicer ought to be inquired into.

Mr. SMITII: The hon. member can, later,
move for sueh an inquiry. I have also heard
of another extraordinary phase of the system.
For a number of vears past the jewellery, such

The
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as gold watches, diamond rings, and other
artieles of personal adornment, forming
part of estates administered by the Supreme
Courl, has nol been, as one would in the
ordinary course of events expect, sold and
turned into ecash, but has largely been al-
lowed to accumulate in the vaults of the
Supreme Court. Not long ago the accumu-
lation of years was disposed of. 1 under-
stand the sale was not adverlised in a very
public way, and people generally knew
nothing about it. Iowever, some of those
enterprising persons who
hand Jewellery heard about the sale, and
attended it. Apparenily, they put their
heads together and did not bid against each
other. 'The resunlt was that the stuff was
knocked down for a mere song to one indi-
vidual, and then was conveyed to a room in
Murray-street and sold amongst these
dealers.

My, Thomas: Who was the auclioneer?

Mr. SMITIL: 1 do not know. The police
gave me this information, That is a sample
of how property coming into the hands of
the Supreme Court is disposed of.

My, Mardwick: Iow long ago was this?

AMr. SMITH: Quite recently. It is re-
ported, and [ want to know whetler it Is
true. 1 am informed by a respoensible police
official that it is true. Such being the case,
T think the matier ought lo be inquired into.

Mr, Foley: Was not the sale advertised
in the daily Press at all?

Mr. Collier: No. Only in the Govern-
ment Gazelte—a good, safe place.

Mr, SMITH: 1i is some time since I
gave notice of this molion, but for various
reasons it has not eome before the House
until {o-day. Since I gave this notice, the
Auditor General’s report has heen presented
to Parliament, and it conlains various refer-
ences to the aceounts of the Curator of In-
testate Estates. 1 think hon. members
wonld do well to give serious consideration
to the Audilor General’s remarks, which
exaclly bear out what 1 have stated. On
page 79 he says—

Accounts have been examined fo the
30th June, 1916. The examination in-
dicated the necessity for greater care and
more expedition in dealing with estates.
Shortages in jewellery were discovered,
due, it is stated, to the employment of a

deal in second- |
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dishonest person. The care and custody
of jewellery have not always been satis-
factory.
These remarks exactly bear out what I have
stated.

Mr. Scaddan: Do they not bear out, too,
that the Auditor General has the right to
serutinise the accounis and to aundit them?

Mr. SMITH: T maintain that these state-
ments of the Auditor General, in view of the
serioushess of the case, are not sufficient,
and that lie should have gone furiher.

Mz, Walker: There was a lhief got into
the department, a temporary man, a thief
who cleared out.

Mr. SMITH: Parliament ought to be in-
formed wlhat the shortages amount to. It is
no information to say that shortages of
jewellery were discovered. Do the shortages
amount to Gd., or to ithousands of pounds?
We ought to be told.

My, Seaddan:  The Auditor General 13
there for the purpose of felling you.

Mr, SMITH: Bat he has not done so.

Mr. Seaddan: That is ihe point. Yon
want a seleet committee to inquire why the
Auditor (General has not done so.

Mr. SMITH: The Auditor General does
not control all the estates.

Mr. Gardiner: He has made a charge
there, surely.

Mr. SMITH: The Auditor General has
made a charge, hut that is not sufficient for
mewbers. We want to know the extent of
the shoringes, and who the dishonest person
wag, and why lie was not prosecuted. There
has been too much of that sort of thing in
the Publie Service.

Ay, Seaddan: Tt is a pretty serious
charge against the Auditor General, to say
he allowed a dishonest person to get away.

Mr. SMITH: The Auditor General says
further—

The debit balances in various
amounied to £346 16s. 3d.
Why shonld there be debit balances in
cstates?

Mr. Walker: Some estates eost more to
administer than there are funds in them.

Myr. SMITH: There can be no debit bal-
ances unless estates are badly administered.

AMr. Walker: When there are no assets?

Mr. SMITH: Then there are no estates.

Mr. Walker: Well, small assets.

estates
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Mr. Seaddan: The dead man has to be
buried, and that has to be paid for oul of
his estate.

Mr., SMITH: There should be no debit
balances if estates are properly adminis-
fered.

Mr. Scaddan: Yes; there may be.

Mr. SMITH: We ought to be told how
ke debit balances arise, so that we may have
an opportunity of remedyving any defects in
the present system. The Aunditor General
says—

It follows that sueh estaies liave heen
finaneed out of other frust moneys.
1 take it the Auditor General mecans that if
Bill Jones's estate pans out say £10 short,
the custom has heen to take that amount
out of Jack Smilh’s estate. That is not
business. Why should Jack Smith’s estate
have to suffer hecause Bill Jones's estate is
menflicient? The next paragraph reads—-
Tt was found that certain moneys had
lbeen hekl over a period of six vears in-
stead of being paid to the Treasurer in
accordanee with the Ael.
That is another point for inquiry.

Myp, Gordiner:
moneys?

Are these unclaimerd

Mr. Seaddan: Yes,

M. SMITH: We are not told, The Audi-
tor General simply says “certain moneys.”

Mr. Walker: 1t is a mere matter of a
quarre! as to how the mouney shall be kept—
whether it shall be kept for the next of
kin or handed over to the Treasurer,

Mr. SMITH: The hen. member interject-
ing has not read the paragraph.

Mr. Walker: I was listening to vour read-
ing of it. Did you read it so badly?

Mr. BMITH: T read it corrsetly.

Mr. Walker: The money is kept for a
period of six years, which is the period of
limitation, in case any claimants turn up.

AMr. SMITH: The Auditor Genperal says
that monexs have been kept over six years,
Then, his next statement is—

Under existing conditions the cheek on
securities does not give satisfactory re-
sults.

The Attorney General: What securities
does the Auditor General refer to?
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Mr. SMITH: I take it the Auditor Gen-
eral ineans that certain sums of money have
been lent on cértain securities, and that
those seeurities have never been checked.

AMr., Scaddan: He does not say so.

Mr. SMITH : He is not very clear as to
what he does mean, apparently.

Mr, Gardiner: Refer the report back 4o
the Auditor General.

Mr. SMITH: Apparently, certain moneys
have heen lent on eertain securities, and the
oflicials have nal troubled their heads any
furlher as to whether the securities have
heen kept up to the standard or not, as to
whether the seeurities were allowed to de-
preciate in any way. The paragraph pro-
ceeds—

Greater cave is reguired in compiling Jata

from which the registers are entered up.
That is an obscure statement, The Audilor
General proceeds—

I eleven instances veceipts were nol pro-

duced for money paid away. It may, how-

ever, he impmssible to obtain receipls 12

every case. The neeessity still exists for

establishing some system whereby all items
in the estates of deceased persons may he
rearilv followed up and accounted for.
I do- not think 1 could adduce any stronger
argiment in supporl of the necessity for
(his inquiry (han is eontained in the Auditor
General's report. I undersiand that 2licer
has full autkority fa deal with these matters.

Mr. Walker: Yes; with these estates; bur
there are others that he has no power (o
deal  with.

Mr. SAMITH: This deals only with the
Curator of Intestate Fistates, hut there nre
other funds—funds where money is paid
inlo the Supreme Court until the malier has
been settled by a judge. They may be in
court for a vear or two, or lonzer, or even
for a shorler period. The Auditor General
dnes not deal with these eases. The question
is: we want to know whal has been done
with the money. T see no reason why nem-
hers should not readily agree to look into
ihis matier, seeing that the credit of the
State is at stake. Take, for instance, the ¢ase
to which T have referred—that of a man's
hrother whose estate was involved, and ia
whirh case one of the elerks has disappearcd.
When we get an inqguiry the select commit-
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tee can report as to what in its opinion is
the lLest to be done in the matter, and the
House itself can decide wliat is the hest
way in which to handle these matters. At
present, they are being handled in a very
unsatisfaetory manner, and, in view of the
disclosures which have been made, I feel con-
fident that we are justified in appointing a
select committee.

Mr. (FLoghlen: Has this gentleman, to
whom you have referred—the pgentleman
from England—no redress against the de-
partment?

Mr. SMITH: No, none whnatever. Any
estate frittered away by the depart:nent lins
gone, to all intents and purposes. The
department does not hold itself responsible.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Not for the honesty of its
employees?

Mr. SMITH : No,

Mr. ALLEN (West DPerth)
second the motion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R,
T. Robinson—Canning) [5.20]: There
seems to be some confusion in the munds of
members of this House, and of the geu-
eral publie, as to the different functions of,
say, the Supreme Court, the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Department, the Curator of Inlestate
Estates Department, the general trust funds
of the Supreme Courf, and the trust funds
of an individual, for instance, such as Mr.
Clifton, who is merely a cleck in the
Supreme Court. On many oceasions, I have
lieard members refer to these matters in sneh
a way as to indieate, apparently, that they
did not understand the real relation-
ship. The impression appeared to be
that they were all identical. I believe that
some confusion exists also in the mind of
the member for North Perth (Mr. Smith}.
The Supreme Court does not operate as a
department of the State, and that part of it
administered by the judges appointed by
the Crown controls the funds of individuals,
persons and estaets over which the depart-
ment has no control. One might, for example,
just as well inquire info the husiness of some
well known establishment as, for instance,
Sandover’'s or lhe Western Australian Bank,
as to make this inquiry, but, at the same time,
to make this inguiry, but, at the zame tin:e,
owing to the confusion that has existed, and

[519]: T
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is still in the minds of people, I think ver-
sonally, that it is just as wel] that the matter
was cleared up, and that we have a proper

definition of the different departments,
and also declare fo the public that
the Supreme Court funds are intaet.
With that end im view, I consulted his

Honour the Chief Justice, and while he
agreed with me that the House should not
appoint a eommittee of inguiry as the subject
was not under Parliament, he nevertheless
agreed that the misunderstanding should be
eleared up, and that no objection would be
raised te an investigation in order to relieve
the public mind. Dealing with the
Supreme Court investments, whiechk are
really the most important funds that have
been discussed, these investments are always
made under a specifie order of the judge
directing the investment, and with the full
knowledge and concurrence of the parties
to the suit or their solicitors. Aeccounts are
subject to a special andit by the Audit De-
partment, and any party interested has the
power——

Aly. Gardiner: Do you refer to those under
the control of the judge?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes. Any
party inlerested has the power to appeal io
a judge for a special order ifi the invest-
menis are not in accordance with his desires.
On inquiry, I ascertained that no judge’s
order has ever been applied for. Although
that power exists, and although the Trustees
Acts give special power to the judges to ap-
prove of other securities than those men-
tioned in the Trustees Acts as applicable to
trustees, advantage has never been taken of
these powers, and seeurities approved of hy
Supreme Court rules are precisely the same
as those available for private trustees. WNo
security of any kind is taken, or expended,
without the approval of the Master of :he
court and, in most instances, more espeeially
where the security is not known to him,
special valuations and adviee are obtained
from oufside experts.

Mr. Hudson: Are the valuers paid, as well
as the lawyers?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The val-
ners are always paid, but this is not so with
Jawvers. The Government, or in other
words, the people of the State—the general
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public—are in no way responsible for the
action of the court or of the judges. The
subject matier is always under the direction
of the judge, and iz not in any way
whalever under the coatrol or direction of
the Ministerial head. The Attorney Gen-
eral, or those administering his depart-
ment, have no responsibility whatever
over lhese funds. If it were the ecase, and
the Government bad control over these funds;
the revenue would be answerable for any
faulty administration or shortage of funds.
T think that muech of the confusion fo which
T have aiready referred is caused owing to
the disclosures in a recenl bankruptey ecase
of which the member for North erth made
mention, and in which case pruceedings were
taken against an officer of the Supreme
Court, who, by the way, does not eontrol
these funds, and whe is simply a paid official
in the department where the funds arve dealt
with. In the Clifton bankruptey. the term
known as “trust funds” was used continu-
ously by the various parties, and 1
think that is how the confusion arose in the
minds of the public. They thought that the
“trust funds” referred to in the Clifton bank-
ruptey were the trust funds of the Supreme
Court.

Mr. Collier: Tt apeared that way in the
Press.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes. Men
connected with the law refer always io
moneys of a trust estale as “irust funds'” and
it appears that this officer of the court, in
his private capacity, was trustee for several
estates of relatives and others.

My, Thomas: Does not that indicate his
unfitness for his position?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That is an-
other matter, Where the trust funds are
controlled hy a person in his private eapacity
that individual is answerable, not to the
Supreme Court nor to this House, but lo
the heneficiaries of the esiate for whom he is
trusiee.

Mr. Scaddan: But Lhis particolar officer
was a publie official.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: True, hut
in his case where trust funds were
affected, they nearly all belonged to relations
of that particular officer. The funds admin-
istered by the Supreme Court were in no
way referred to or dealt with. The Sopreme
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Court trust funds being under statute
placed under the control of tlie judges, and
operated on by the officials under the orders
of the judges are, as long as that statute
is tn force, not subject to ¢uestion outside
the Supreme Court. And so long as the
application is in order, it is not subject io
queslion from outside ihe Supreme Court.
Therefore, the Court might say, “We will not
give you any information at all.” The funds
of an cstate in dispule belween two parties
in the Supreme Court have no more to do
wilh the general public than the carrying
out of the verdict in any privale lifigation,
the sole persons intcrested being the parties
lo the Jitigation. In ordinary circumsiances
the judzes wonld oppose any interference or
investigation of a public nature into matters
surrounding privale litigation. As T have
already indicaled, there seems Lo be consider-
able, misunderstanding of this question on
the part of the public, and on Lhe part of
hon. members here. No objection would be
raised either by their honowrs or by the
(Government to ony investigation which this
House chooses (o authorise in order to set
at rest the minds of the public in regard to
public funds. Speaking directly about the
securities of the Supreme Court funds, there
is whal is known everywhere as a slump in
seeurilies, in  their capital value. That
is unavoidable. It is difficult at present fo
realise on sceurities, and every public hody
operating irust moneys knows that fact. Tt
ig supposed to be owing lo the war and
drought, and other causes well known to the
publie.  Publie officials whom [ have
guestioned «n this subjeet say they are per-
feetly satisfied the securities are all in order
and are being properly dealt with, and they
court any examination in this regard which
may he desired. There is what one might call
a sub-department of the Supreme Court,
which is known as the office of the Curator
of Intestate Estates. That officer is antho-
rised under our Administration Aet. He is
an officer of the court hut, so far as the es-
tates placed in his hands are concerned, he
has scle eontrol of all funds coming into his
hands. With regard to the matter referred
to by the member for North Perth (Mr.
Smith), it is provided in Section 81 of the
Administration Aect that all sums of money
remaining unclaimed for six years shall be
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paid to the Treasnry. There is nothing
wrong in  handing over moneys which
have remained awaiting claimants for that
period. I do not know whether the Auditor
General has ever included these funds in his
report, but whether so or not, I cannot help
but think, after there has been so much mis-
_understanding of the subject on the part of
the public, it might perhaps be as well if a
select committee were appointed to inquire
into the gunestion.

Mr. SCADDAN  (Brownbhill-Ivanhoe)
[6.35]: As leader of the Opposition T must
express surprise at the attitude adopted on
this «question by the Attorney General
as the vepresentative of the Government.
It is evident that the Attorney @en-
eral desires, merely for the purpose of
pleasing one of his supporters, that this
Flouse shall agree to the appointment of a
select cemmittee, which appointment is un-
warranted on his own statement. The At-
torney General says the public have been
labouring under a misapprehension on this
quesfion, and he, in his capacity as Attorney
General, lias told us how that mistaken idea
has arisen. Ife has made it quite clear; and
after he has stated his ease that statement
does not permit of any inquiry. This is one
of those matters wherein the House should
consider very carefully whether it will per-
mit inquiry. The Attorney General, as the
head of the Bavr, should be in a position to
tell us whether inquiry should be permilted.
The Atlorney General has already told us
that a deeision of the Supreme Conrt in res-
peet of trust funds is precisely the same as
the decision of the court in a matter of pri-
vate litigation. Are we then going fo appoint
a select committee {o inquire into decisions
of the Supreme Court?

The Attorney General: You are merely
putiing obstacles in the way.

Mr. SCADDAN: I am not. The atlitude
of the Atorney General on this matter is one
which he has no need to be proud of. On
hehalf of the Government he is prepared to
agree to the appointment of a seleet commil-
lee to inquire into decisions arrived at by
the Supreme Court.

The Altorney General: No.

Mr. SCADDAN: T fried to follow the
hon. the Minister in this malter, and T ean
come to no other conclusion than that. He
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has 1old us, as Attorney General, that in res-
prect of trust funds broughi before the court,
a derision arrived at is on all fours with a
decision arrived at by the Supreme Court
in any other litigation. If that be the case,
is a decision of the Supreme Court to be
questioned by a select commiitee of this
House, merely becaunse that decision has been
agresd to by both parties? The hon. mem-
ber must know that frequently cases ave
taken before the Supreme Court with a re-
gult similar to that, and nobody comes here
and asks this House to appoint a select com-
niittee to inquire infa the deeision arrived
at by the judge in such cases.

Member: 1s there no such thing as a eourt
of apireal?

Mr. SCADDAN: Surely it is not proposed
that we should appoint a select committee
lo act as a ecourt of appeal. We have ap-
pointed our judges for life, in order to ve-
move them from the position of having (o
answer for their official acts before a selcet
comittee, or to the Minister himself, They
are thus free 1o administer the Jaw, and if
we appoint the seleet committee it would he
tantamount {o saying that we have no ¢on-
fidence in our judges.

Mr. Sinith:  The judges themselves agrec
to it.

My, BCADDAN: That is what I am more
surprised at even than the attitude of the
Attorney General. If the Chief Juslice made
that statement to ihe Attorney General, I
think the Altorney General might have kept
it 1o himself. Tt is a reflection on the Chief
Justice, that he should have agreed to the
ap):ointment of a commitiee merely to satisfv
the whim of two or three people.

Mr. 8mith: It is proposed to inguire into
the adminisiration of the funds over the
past ten years.

Tlie Attorney General: You could not in-
quire info any order made by the judges.

Mr. SCADDAN: What, then, are you to
inquire info?

The Atltorney Generzl: Into the actions of
a paid Government official, charged with the
administration. I would not agree to an
inquiry into anything else.

Me. SCADDAN: The Attorney Ceneral
has tolsd this House that once a judge has
given his decision, the matter is finally
clesed and is not one for further inquiry.
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The Attorney General: That is so.

My, SCADDAN: If that be the case, we
could only inquire into the decision of the
judges,

The Attorney General: That cannot be
done.

Mr. SCADDAN: But the Minister has
agreed to it being done.

The Attorney General: [ have nof. [
have agreed to ab inquiry inte the actions
of paid oflieials of the Supreme Court.

Mr. SCADDAN: Let me try and bring
my point home to the Minister. Public
officials are under the direelion eiiher of
the judges, or of the Ministerial head. The
official in quesiion is a public servant and
as such is responsible to somebody. Now it
iz proposed that we shall have an inquiry
by a select commitiee into the actions of
a Supreme Court official, those actions bav-
ing arisen out of a decision, and by the diree-
tion, of a judge, If we do that, if ean
be only a reflection on the administration
of the Supreme Court by the judges, 1f, on
the other hand, we are to have an inquiry
into the actions of a Supreme Couri offi-
cial who is respensible Lo the Ministerial
head, {hat wounld be a reflection on the
Minister or on the Public Service Commis-
sioner—whieh does the hon. member for
North Perth want?

Mr. Smith: You want to bush the mat-
ter up.

Mr. SCADDAN: Tie hon. member shounlil
appreeciate the fact that T am merely try-
ing to draw attention to the attitude of the
Attorney {eneral in agreeing tv an inquiry
into the decisions of a Sapreme Court
judge.

Member: It does not affect the judges at
all.

Mr. SCADDAN: [n wmy own opinion, I be-
lieve there is necessity for inquiry into the
adminisiration of estates by an offictal or
officials of the Supreme Court responsible
to the Ministerial head; but do not let us,
in doing that, bring in any question of the
Supreme Court judges or their decisions.
I have already explained thai officers of
the court are responsible either to a judge
or to the Ministertal head; ibut the hon.
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member has introduced matters nffecting
the court offictals——

Mr. Collier: Against whom no charge is
made.

Mr, SCADDAN: Against whom no charge
bas been made; but who are answerable to
the Ministerial head of the department.
There ean be no objection to & select com-
mittee to inquire into the adminisiration of
estates where the Minister himself is con-
cerned. But surely this House is not going
to spend fime inquiring into matters of ad-
ministration by a Supreme Court judge.

The Attorney General: No.

Mr. SCADDAN: 1 cannot separate the
two. If this House agrees to this inquiry,
it will be agreeing to an inquiry into the
manner in which the Supreme Court judges
are administering their department. If the
ingquiry is to he held into the administra-
tion of the office of Curator of Intestate
Estates, there is a proper method for doing
that. The Minister, or the Uovernment,
could arrange for a departrmental inquiry,
calling upon the Public Service Commis-
sioner to make the inguiry. From the re-
marks of the member for North Perth it
would seem, however, that we should have
an inquiry into the administration of the
Audit Department for having failed to dis-
cover this deficiency and bring the oflicer
te book long since, to ascertain why it was
necessary for a public journal or a member
of this House te draw aitention to the de-
ficiency hefore the officials of the depart-
ment discovered the deficiency. What is
our Audit Department for if not for the
parpose of seeing that all funds handled
by puhlic officials are properly aceounted
for? True, it is said that something has
been fouud, bui no details are given to us.
Perhaps if details had been given it would
have been diseovered that this thing had
been going on for years, and that the at-
tention of Parliament had not been drawn
to it as it should have been by the Auditor
General. On the other hand, if we are go-
ing to have an inquiry at all we might have
one to inguire into the statement made by
the member for North TPerth (Mr. Smith),
that a member of the staff of a newspaprr
could go into the public offices of the Su-
preme Court buildings and question a puh-
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lie official, and from him obtain informa-
tion which, I venture to say, was not avail-
able even to the Minister himself.

My, Smith: He had authority from a
hrother in England who was entitled to
know.

Mr. SCADDAN: If he did have author-
ity from a brother in England there was a
proper course for him to adopt, and that
course was not for him to go into the
building as a representative of a news-
paper, and brow beat a public official to
give him information which was not avail-

able to the Ministerial head, and which
public official if giving snch  information

ought to be called upon to answer for so
doing.

Mr. Walker: It ought to go throungh the
proper channels,

Mr. SCADDAN: Even members sitting
on the Treasury benches will admit that no
one has a right to ask a public official for
information of this nature, but that the pro-
per course for him to take is to go to the

AMinisierial head and have the neces-
sary information given to him, if it
can  he given, through that source.

Unfortunately, our public officials wonld
he movre likely to give information of this
nature to the representative of a journal
or newspaper than he would even to a mem-
ber of this House or his Minister. It is
evident that the information in guestion
was supplied to a representative of the
Sunday Times, although it was not within
the cornisance of the Ministerial head of
the Department himself,

Mr. Walker: Not fully.

AMr. SCADDAN: T do not know how fully
it was known to the Minister. I think we
ought to limit the inguiry to those things
over which we have proper jurisdietion, and
not open an inquiry into what our very Con-
stitution rests upon, namely, the fact that our
Judges of the Supreme Court shall not be
responsible to any Government or party. T1f
we are going going lo accept the attitude
adopted by the Attorney General, we will be
accepting the appointment of a select con-
mittee fo ingbire into the administration of
persons appointed for life to administer the
laws of the country without fear or favour.

The Aitorney General: I said nothing of
tlie kind.
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Mr. SCADDAX: The Attorney General
occupied the time of the Chamber for about
three-quarters of an hour in telling us what
the law was. He told us that, unfortunately,
too many of the public did not know the
procedure.

The Attorney General: I have not sug-
gested that any action of any judge should
be inquired into.

Mr. SCADDAN: The Attorney General
told the House that he had consulted with
the Chiet Juslice in order to ascertain how
he was disposed towards the motion whicl
has been tabled by the member for North
Perth (Mr. Smith). He said to the Chief
Justice, *What is your opinion of the motion
and what attitude will you adopt upon the
motion being subnnitted by a private mem-
ber %’

The Attorney General: Do not- paraphrase
my words.

Mr, SCADDAN: I am not doing so. The
Aftorney Geneval went on to say that the
Chief Justice ngreed with him that ihey
shonld have no objection lo an inquiry being
held in aceordance with this motion in order
to put right the public mind and remove the
misunderstanding of the public as to (he
position. He explained the position to the
House and then meekly sat down saying, “I
have no objection to the inquiry being held
to subsiantiate fle statement T am making
on my own hehalf and on behalf of the Chief
Justice.”

The Attorney General: T said nothing of
the kind. You ought to be ashamed of your-
self,

Mr. SCADDAN: I am only attempting to
put the position just as I have found it.

The Attorney General: You are para-
phrasing all that has been said, corkserew
fashion. Tt is vour old habit.

Mr. SBCADDAN: I am nof objecting to
the select committee, but I do ask the Ai-
iorney General——

The Attorney General: It should be eon-

‘fined to the question of administration, as I

have already pointed out.

Member: He should have a little more
hackbone.

Mr. SCADDAN: That is right. He will
discover that. as Minister, be is called upon
from his place in the House to defend at-
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tacks made upon public oflicials. He could
not come here and defend the Chief Justice
or the other judges of the Siate wlho bave
been appointed to administer the law, but we
could do so. Beecanse a motion is submitted
by one of his supporters he tamely sits down
and says to the House “We will agree to it.”

Mr. Thomas: He could not find his way
out of a paper bag.

Mr. SCADDAN: It is a matter of giving
10 the House and the country a clear inter-
pretation of the position. I did not under-
stand how the Supreme Court dealt with the
matter without any interference, but since
the Attorney (General's assurance lo the
House, he removes any warrant for a seleel
commitlee npon the administration arising
out of the decisions given by the Supreme
Court. In other cases where he is respon-
sible as Ministerial head he is not prepared
to have an inquiry held, as he ecan do under
the Public Serviece Act if he likes, but he
werely sits down and says he will agree to
the appointment of a select committee to do
something which he is not prepared to do
himself. THe does this in order to avoid
some responsibility, and if he wishes to avoid
this he is entitled to take this course, but we
should know where we stand. Does the Min-
ister propose always to adopt that attitude
as soon as some complaint is urged against
the administration of some branch of lis de-
partment, and say “I will not aet, but will
allow the appointment of a seleet committee
of the House to deal with the matter, but I
am not going to take up the attitude which
as a responsible Minister of the Crown I
should accept?’ Publie servanis are not en-
titfled to reply to ecriticism. Hon. members
and journals may ecriticise, but they cannot
defend themselves. The Minister, however,
is there for 1he purpose of defending a pub-
lic servant and he ought to he prepared at
any cost to do so. He will discover later on
that there will be times when he will be ealled
upen to take up that diffientt task for the
sake of the good name of ihe public service
and of the State in particular. He should he
ready at all times to combat attacks wpon
prublie servants who are not in a positien to
reply to them; but here is the Attorney Gen-
eral permitting an attack to be made upon
our Supreme Court judges,
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The Attorney General: 1 must protest,
Mr, Speaker. I have never said anything of
the kind.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member is not
in order.

Mr. SCADDAN: I am not attempting
deliberately to misrepresent the position.

The Attorney (General: You are mis-
quoting me.

Mr, SCADDAN: T want to explain what
will arise if the Attorney General agrees to
the motion as it is framed. He will be agree-
ing, if effect is given to it, for the appoint-
ment of & select commiitee to inquire into
the deeision, and what has arisen out of that
decision, of a judge of our Supreme Court.
1L, on lhe other hand, there is something
wrong in the department he is now controli-
ing, he is in Lhe freest possible position. He
is not responsible for what oceurred prior to
his term of oflice, and could have an inquiry
held in the manner set down by Act of Par-
liament, without a select committee at all,
which it is sought to appoint simply because
an lhon. member imagines that he has got
some grievance or has something to set right
which is quite wrong. The Minister has
offered no defence on the part of the public
ofticial who has been attacked.

The Attorney General: No public official
has been attacked.

Mr, Collier: Then what are you going to
inyuire inte?

Mr. W, D. Johnson: They are going to
inquire as to whether an inquiry is neces-
sary.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: They
want to inquire into the administration of
the funds.

Myr. Walker:
are private funds.

Mr. SCADDAN: Are we going to in-
quire into the administration of private
funds on the decision arrived at by a Sup-
reme Court judge? Does the Attorney
General agree o that? On the other hand,
because Lhe funds are administered by public
officials he is answerable as Ministerial head,
and should make inquiry when it is brought
under his notice, at the same time ecoming
here prepared fo defend that public official
if lie is in the right, and if he is not right, be
prepared to have an inquiry held under the
Publie Service Act, and to see that the publie

There is no right. They



G602

servant concerned is called upon to answer
a definite eharge. Instead of doing that he
meekly sits down and says “This is the posi-
tion, but in order to show you that this is
the posilion and to avoid the necessity of my
taking action as Ministerial head, we will
have a select committee to inguire info the
aclion of other officials for whom I am re-
sponsilile in this House”” The Attorney
(General may not recognise the faet that he is
responsible in this House for the action of
every officer in the whale of the departments
le is conlrolling.

Mr. Smith: Would you have him defend
a dishonest servant?

Alr. SCADDAN : If his attention has been
drawn to a dishonest act on the part of any
official i any of his departinents he has
methods laid down by Act of Parliament
under which he can take action. and he
should take the responsibility of dealing
with the matter. He should not ask for
a seleet committee to earry a responsibility
which helongs to him.

The Minister for Works: He is not asking
for a seleet commitiee to do thal.

Mr. SCADDAN: He is agreeing to a
motion which amounts to that and nothing
clse. lle admits that we have no right te
indquire into the administration of a pri-
vate fund administered by the Suopreme
Court. He possesses all the powers neces-
sary to inguire into the aclions of a pub-
lie official, but he will not take the vesponsi-
bility of exercising those powers. I hope
this sort of thing will not eontinue, and that
the Minister will properly appreeiate hig ve-
sponsibility, and be prepared lo answer fov
the actions of any public ofiicial in the de-
partinents over which he has econtrol. When
the time arrives that a Minister of the
Crown cannot stand in his place and defend
a publie servant, who cannot defend himself,
we are coming to a pretty serious position;
and that is what we have arrived at to-night.
I hope the member for North Perth (Mr.
Smith) will get the Minister out of a diffi-
culty by withdrawing his motion. If the hon.
member wants an inquiry made intn  the
matter let him submit a request by way of
a question or a motion to see if the Ministe.
will move for a departmental inquiry inte
ihe adminsiration of the particujar depart-
ment or branch of the Supreme Court; but
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do not let us, for Heaven’s sake. mix up the
administration of our Supreme Court judges
with the administration of mere public offi-
cials. After all, they ought to he as far
apart as it is possible to keep tiem. A
judge is appointed for life under an Aect
of Parliament which will not permit of his
removal.

Mr, Collier: Or of his being eriticised.

AMr. SCADDAN: It will not permit of his
being eriticised unless le does somethivg of
a nature which would warrant both Houses
of Parliament in demanding his recall from
the Bench, Arc we going to meekly sit down
and permit the appointment of a select com-
mittee, because the Attornmey General, as
Ministerial head, has consulied the Chief
Justice, and that belween them tley have
agreed that there is no objeetion to such an
inquiry being held? It appears to be an in-
quiry for the purpose of discovering that we
have no right to inquire, and yet the Minis-
ter =ays that he is prepoved fo have in in-
auiry made into the matter. If the Minis-
ter gives an assurance that he is not pre-
pared to take the responsibility of having an
inquiry held in accordance with the law of
the land, T am prepared to support the
motivn for the appoiniment of the select
committee.

Mr. GARDINER (Trwin) [5.58]: After
listening to the member for North Perth
{Mr. SBmith), I guile agreed that there were
grounds for the appointment of a select
committee, for the recent disclosures with
regard to the case which has heen before the
couris did instil into my mind and the publie
mind some element of doubt as to the man-
ner in which publie funds, especially those
of certain estates, were being administered.
I was quite prepared, then, to support the
motion of the member for North Perth, but
when I had listened te the Attorney General,
and to what he said with regard to the con-
trol of these particnlar funds, about which
hoth the member for North Perth and my-
self were concerned, T ean now see that
the work of the select ecommittee would
be narrowed down to an inguiry eon-
cerning the Curator of Intestate Estates.

The Atiorney (General left no doubt
in my mind upon that point. I have
rarely found him so clear as le was

to-day—and sometimes he is nvolved. He
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was absolutely clear as to who controlled
certain funds, and as to who are responsibie
for certain funds. T think it would be very
undignified, even with the consent of the
judges who lave been consulted, it this
House appuinted a comumittee to inquire into
a fund over which the public have no control
and which, on the showing of the Attorney
Gencral, was a matter as between litigants,
or which was a matter that was strietly un-
der the control of the judges, and in regard
to which the investments were frequently
agreed to by the parties. The position baving
heen made guite clear, I am not going to be
a party to the appointment of a select cons-
mittee to inquire into the investment of the
funds which are distinetly nnder the control
of the judges, not even with the judges’ con-
sent, because T venture to say when the At-
torney General’s statement goes out to-mor-
row it will remove any false impression that
exists as to the Government’s control of these
particular funds. When we come to the
question of the control of the funds by the
Curator of Intestate Estates, it is another
matter. ‘The member for North Perth (Mr.
Smith) guoted from the report of the Audi-
tor General. If the Auditor General can
make such a report and ean draw attention
to diserepancies where funds should have
heen handed over, and where jeweliery and
so forth is short, then I consider that the
departiment is under the control of the Audi-
tor General. and then agnin we get back to
the Ministerial head, and, as the leader of
the Oppiosition said, hefore long the Attor-
ney General will find that he will frequently
have to defend his officers when he knows
they are wrong. The hon. gentleman will
find that he will not be able to get out of
it by shifting the blame on to someone else’s
shoulders.

Mr. Thomas: That would not be a moral
procedure.

Mr. GARDINER: It does not matter
about its immorality; it has to he done.
If the member for North Perth says to the
Attorney Genernl “This department, which
is directly under vour control, is a depart-
ment in which I ask you to make an inquiry,
a department which, aceording to the Audi-
tor General, should have its affairs looked
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into,” then T think a select committee mighi
conduet an investigation.

Mr. Collier: There is the proper machin-
ery under which it can be done.

Mr. GARDINER: The member for North
Perth would acl wisely if he adopted that
position. Da not let us stultify ourselves
by inquiring into that which we have no right
to investigate, and possibly be snubbed. Let
us ask lhe Attorney General to see that the
depariment onder his control is properly ad.
ministered, and it the member for North
Perth has any specifie case thai he wants in-
quired into—I1 do not care how he got his
informaiton—he can say fo (he Altorney
General “Here is a distinet case where funds
liave been improperly invested; let us ins
vestigate it.” Then if it is found that there
is anything wrong the offlicials responsible
ean be removed, but if it is found that it is
one of the cases where, in the eirenmstances
such as we are faced with to-day, it was im-
possible to forecast what was going to hap-
pen, then it ean be said that the money was
invested in good faith. The scope of the in-
gquiry which T was willing 1o agree to is now
limited by the Attorney General’s own re-
nmarks to what coneerns the Curator of In-
lestates’ Estatez, and 1 am willing lo sup-
port the hen. member to have that inquiry
made, becanse that matier can be kept within
the seope of this Honse.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna) [6.53]: I must
thank the hon. member who has just sat
down for making a clear distinetion between
the two absolutely rewole parts of the mo-
fion of the member for North Derth. It is
perfectly clear that neither this House nor
anybody outside has the right te inguire info
the management of private trusts.

Me, Smith: Do you mean that this Honse
las no rizht to inquire into the administea-
tion of the estates of orphans if those estates
have heen frittered away by our officials?

Ar. WALKER: This Honse has no richt
to inquire into the conduct of the judges.

My. Smith: You know very well that the
judges know very little about it.

Mr. WALKER: Tke judges do know;
they give their directions, they give their
orders.

Mr. Gardiner: Are these moneys not in-
vested with the concurrence of both parties?
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Mr. WALKER : Undoubtedly. The law it-
self says that litigants can invest trust funds
in eertain specified investments, and in al-
most every instance both of the parties con-
cerned agree to the course taken and simply
have the authorization to pursue the course
agreed npon by the court.

My, Smith: That is quite correct up to a
certain point.

Mr. WALKER.: Tt is correct to the end of
the chapter.

Mr. Smith: What about the adimninistration
of the funds after the investment has been
made?

Mr. WALKER: There is always someone
ontside watching the interests of the people
concerned.

Mr. Smith: T have given instances where
the security has practically disappeared.

Mr. WALKER: That may be under the
very widest provisions.

Mr. Smith: Through bad administration.

Mr. WALKER: The Attorney General is
not responsible for that. There is no admin-
istrative department in this State that can
supervise and deal with that matter.

Mr. Smith: We want to know who is res-
ponsible.

Mr. WALKER: ‘The Attorney General
made the position very clear to-night. The
object of the Supreme Court having any-
thing to do with that fund is to merely keep
an eye upon it and see that frand or dishon-
esty do not come in in dealing with those
funds. The Supreme Court’s duty is to have
a grip upon it. It is an administrative and
judicial funetion that the court exercises, and
we have no right to inquire info that, We
have no more right to go into that matter
than we have 1o invesligate private acecounts
in the Commonwealth Bank or any other
bank in the State. We have no right te poke
our noses into the administration of irust
funds under the charge of the Court. That
is a separate and distinet thing. T was sorry
to see the Attorney General yield so easily
to the granting of an mnquiry. He says that
the judges have no objeetion. It is a very
false position to put them in to ask them
whether or not they have any ebjeetion. They
may be very obliging, and they may answer
“Yes” to a suggestion of that kind, but it is
certainly lowering the dignity of their staius.
I ask, therefore, that the Attornev General

[ASSEMBLY.]

will take a different stand, and try af all
events to preserve our ermine from any im-
putation or suggestion of corrnption or in-
capacity in any respect.

The Attorney General: There is no such
suggestion.

Mr. WALKER : After the Attorney Gen-
eral’s delinition of the functions of the
Court in this respect, to attack it is to sus-
peet it, is to throw suspicion somewhere, and
1 submit he should not countenance it at ajl.
As to the matter of the administration of
intestate estates, it is a subject which the
hon. member has entirely in his own hands.
1 koow that whilst 1 was in charge of that
department I heard a good deal about the
slowness and perhaps neglect on lhe part of
the officers in eharge of that branch of the
service. 1 know, however, that the Curator
has been blamed wrongly in many instances,
because be is bound to administer the esiales
submitted to his charge according to the
Administration Aect. He is bound by the
law of the land, and he is compelled to act
as that law direets him. There have been
some delays, it is irue, for which the Curator
has been blamed. The Attorney General
knows as well as anyone in this House that
the Curator has been blamed wrongly, and
he has been blamed too by the Treasury De-
partment. The Attorney General knows also
that he has been blamed because of the ignor-
ance of the law on the part of the Treasury
Department, and it is not for a select com-
mittee which knows less even than the Trea-
sury Department or the Auditor General, to
deal with guestions of law. It is for the
Attorney General to protect his officers
against insinuations thrown out. I feel that
the Attornev Cieneral is convinced there is
nothing to fear even in that department in
the way of corruplion or dishounesty, and
that be would weleome an inquiry, but 1
trust he will not set the bad example of wel-
coming an inquiry by a select commitiee,
when he has all the machinery of the Public
Service Act to conduct an inguiry of that
kind at his command.

Mr. Smith: Why did vou not do it when
von were Attorney General?

Mr. WALKER : Let me tell the hon. mem-
ber that I was doing it. ' T told the Treasury
Department that I welecomed an inquiry, and
I would be perfectly willing to submit the
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whole business of that department to an
official investization for the purpose of get-
ting at the root of the suspicions that were
thrown about breoadcast, a good many of
which were due to ihe garrulity of one of
the officers of that department whe counld
not get along with his chief. In regard to
the jewellery, reference to whieh has been
made during this debate, the man who was
there temporarily, and wlo was responsible,
cleared away, but everything was made good,
and the Attorney General koows that.

The Attorney @General: I never
about it.

Mr. WALKER : There is a hig file dealing
with it, and the hon, member should consult
it.

heard

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

[The {ime for motions having expired, the
consideration of Bills was proceeded with.]

BILL—WHEAT MARKETING.
In Committee.

Mr. Male in the Chair; the Minister for
Railways and Industries in charge of the
Bill.

Clauses 1, 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—Application of Aect:

Mr. UNDERWOOD: This clause provides
that the operation of the measure may, by
proclamation, be extended to the 1916-17 sea-
son. Some explanation should be furnished
as to how the proclamation will be made, as
to whether Parliament will have any Further
say in the matter.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
idea is to conlinue the wheat pool, if neces-
sary, to the following season by proclama-
tion. 1n that eoneetion various maiters will,
of eourse, have to be taken into eonsidera-
tion. For exawmple, it is futile to arrange a
pool unless one also arranges finanee. The
clause is usual in such a Bill as this,

Mr. Collier: It is not a usual clause. Tn
war legislation it is usual to provide that the
operation of a measure shall be extended by
resolntion of the Houses.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: But
Parliament might not be sitting when the
necessity for extension arose.
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Mr. UNDERWOQOD : Parliament could be
called together for the purpose of consider-
ing a matter of such urgency and impori-
ance. The proclamation, before being is-
sued, should receive the assent of both
Houses of Parliament. I am prepared to
move an amendment in that direction, if
necessary.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
lion. member knows that this measure, if
passed, will, firstly, confirm all thai has been
done as regards the 1913-16 harvest, and will,
secondly, permit of the continuanee of thé
pool to the 1916-17 harvest. The measure
must apply to the past.

My, Scaddan: Why should not the ques-_
lion ol extended operation be decided by
Parliament ?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
What objection have hon. members to eon-
tinnance of the pool by means of proclama-
tion?

Mr. Seaddan: It is not eonsistent with the
Title.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
would he quite consistent with the Title.

Mr. SCADDAN: The Title distinctly
states that the measurc is to confer on the
Government certain powers in rezard to the
marketing of wheat of the 1915-16 season
and the next following season, Therefore,
this clause, which provides merely (bhat the
operation of the measnre may be extended
to the 1916-17 season, is not consistent with
the Title.

The MINISTER FOR RAILAWAYS: The
argument of the leader of the Opposition iz
ridiculous. The hon. member knows full
well that the pool must extend over 1916-17.
Unless we can arrange to advance under the
scheme, the scheme cannot be continued. 1
am prepared to promise the leader of the
Opposition that I will issue the proclamation
as soon as the measure becomes law.

Mr. Seaddan: Why not provide the exten-
sion straightaway, then?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
is a question of the financial arrangement.
The GovernmenlL cannot pool the wheat un-
less they can pay the farmer. I am willing
ihat the clanse should be amended as desired,
but there is no necessity for such amend-
menl.
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Myr. UNDERWOQOD: Before dealing with
the next cowing crop, we should know that
the producer will be protected, and I wish
to know also that the consumer will be pro-
tected. On the opposite side of the Cham-
ber, so to speak, there is the producer, and
on this side the consumer. Without some
definite and absolute assurance of protection
for the consumer, I do not feel in-
clined to leave it to ihe Government to
fix the price of wheat for next season.
I do not think it fair that the Minister
should ask this power. He should be pre-
pared to tell us how he proposes to finance
the scheme, and, more particularly, what he
it going to charge for wheat, I am not
prepared to allow the wheat grower to have
a continual draw on the consumers of the
State. The farmer claims to be in favour
of free trade, and of the healthful wind of
competition, bat T believe in protecting the
farmer by means of this pool. But there
is a limit to whieh the eonsumer is prepared
to go. Had we no pool, the people of this
State would be getting their wheat for 2. a
hushel a price at which it does not pay to
grow it. The preseni position is that those
who are making the pool for the proteetion
of the farmer have to pay through the nose.
Four shillings and ninepence a hushel is
ajtogether too high a price for wheat for
eristing, and that price to-day is due only
to the lack of shipping, not to any scarecify
of wheat. I want to know before mnext
vear’s crop is dealt with the conditions
under which this pool is to be entered into,
and partienlarly what priee is to he e¢harged.

Mr. GARDINER: I am in aceord wilh
the last speaker in his desire to protect the
farmer, and also the eonsumer in the mat-
ter of the price of bread. TUnfortunately,
hetween the farmer and the consumer an-
other party eomes in, which makes it diffi-
calt to fix the price to the consumer. Again
I agree with him when he says he does not
want to see wheat produced at a loss. To
zet over this diffieulay I intend asking the
Crovernment to bring down a Bill which will
give the producer a living wage. He pays
a living wage himself and is entitled to
such a wage as will cover the cost of pro-
duection plus a fair profit.

Mr, Seaddan: Who is to fix ihe cost of
production %

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, GARDINER: That is & simple mat-
ter. The cost of production does not vary
much throughout the State. There are
several hon. members on that (Opposition)
side of the House who will be in a position
fo assure the hon, member on that poiut.
Regarding the statement that the priee, 4s.
9d. a bushel, is due to the lack of shipping,
1 may say, 1f freight could be obtained, the
pncc would be very mueh higher.

", Underwood: If the Dardanelles were
opened it would be very much lower.

Mr. GARDINER: Not so long ago Mani-
toba wheat brought nearly 10s. o bushel in
LLondon. Wheat supplies in many eoun-
tries have become depleted and so long as
the present conditions obtain, 4s. 9d. cau-
not be regarded as an excessive price. As-
suming Britain were willing to give us 5s.
a bushel for all the wheat we produce next
year, it would not be unreasonable to ex-
pect that the local consumer should pay
3s. At all events, a fair price to the pro-
ducer and consumer cannot be secured un-
der this Bill.

Mr. W. D, JOHNSON: While discussion
of this point may be permissible, it is not
likely to be effective as it is contrary fo
the spirit of the Bill itself. The Bill pro-
poses to give the control of our wheat to
the Government in common with the Gov-
ernments of other wheat produeing States.
The question of what has to be done with
the wheat afterwards has to be dealt with
by the several Ministers. If a member is
not prepared to trust those Ministers, then
he must be opposed te the Bill. When 4s.
0d. was fixed it was a fair price in the
then existing cirewmsiances, and the future
price must be governed by the volume of
produetion, the facilities for marketing and
other matters into which it is not neeessary
to enter now, The desired provision in the
interests of the econsumer cannoi he made
in this Bill without interfering with its
spirit, and without affecting the position of
the Minister when he goes to Melbourne, It
would be an intimation that Western Aus-
tralia is not prepared to enter into the uni-
form legislation which is the object of the
Biil.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: I move an amend-
ment—
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That the following words he added 1o
the clause:—*Provided that no such pro-
clamation shall be issued wunless approved
of by resolutions passed by both Houses of
Parliament.”

My object is to insure that before dealing
wilh next harvest members shall know the
proposals of the wheat scheme. It is only
just to members and to the people that we
should know what is proposed to be done
with the next harvest before we approve of
the poul. If we pull vur men out ot this
war Cireat Britain will pull her money out
ot this country, and that will setile the pool
entirely. [ want to emphasise the fact that
the consmner is entering into this  pool
equally with the grower, and 1 do not feel
disposed to give the Minister a blank chegue.
We must get info the scheme before Christ-
mas, that is before the present session ends;
and if the Hounse is nof in session it 13 o
simple matter to summeon Parliament for a
short session to discuss the details of the
scheme.

The MIXISTER FOR RAILWAYS: One
would imagine that the hon. member had
not been a Minister helping to eontrel the
pool last year. Everything done in 1913
was done with the full approval of the
member for Pilbara.

Mr. Underwood: And of Parliament.

The MINISTEK- FOR RAILWAYS: No;
it was because Parliament was not con-
sulted that this Bill is now necessary to
ratify what was done fhen. The action
then taken was the only satisfactory solu-
tion; and lo-day we are to determine on
what is to be done for the future. The
nmember for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood) may
rest assured we shall be just as fair te the
consumer this yvear as he was last year.

Mr. Underwood: It was not too fair last
year.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
That is your responsibility.

Mr. Underwood: I am not aecepting any
of the responsibility.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: You
must. Let me point out to the House that
the priee to be charged will be fixed by the
Wheat Board. M there was a separate pool
for Western Aunstralia, well and good. I
would prefer that. If we could finanee 215
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millions of money let us have a separate
pool, but we are in the Auslralian wheat
peol because we cannot finance it ourselves.
We must have ithe London parity.

Mr. Scaddan: It is a fictitious London
parigy.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Not
at all. TIf the wheat is sold here I think
it cught to be sold on the London parity.
¥t the member for Pilbara expeets me to
name the price at which we shall sell wheat
for gristing purposes in this State, he ex-
pects the impossible. If we are in-the Aus-
tralian wheat pool we must do as the Aus-
tralian Wheat Board says in the matter, ¥
know it ix desirable to have c¢heap bread,
but | do not think bread iz very dear to-
dayv at 2%5d. or 3d. for a 2lb. loaf,

Mr. Foley: Will yvou give us an assur-
anee that veu will bring in a Bill te pro-
vide that we shall get bread at 2d. a 2
Ib. loaf?

The MINISTER FOR RAIEAVAYS: The
hoard appointed hy the Federal Govern-
ment have already fixed the price of bread.

Mr. Underwood: They cannot fix the
price of our wheat unless we like.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Iy
the price of hread too high to-day§

Mr. Underwood: T think 3d. a loaf is not
too low a price for bread.

Mr. COLLIER: So far as the clause 15 of
a retrospective character, there is no ob-
jeetion to it, but the Minister has asked
us to give him a blank cheque, so far as the
eoming harvest is concerned. He is asking
for something which has not previously
heen asked for in any war emergency leg-
islation, and he proposes, immediately the
Bill is passed, to issue a proclamation mak-
ing this apply to the 1916-17 harvest. Why
dees not he come straight out and make
the Bill apply te the coming harvest? The
Minister is going to Melbouwrne for the
purpose of making arrangements with re-
gard to the coming harvest. We expeci
that these arrangements will be completed
before the end of the year and do not an-
tieipate that the House will rise hefore
Christmas. We shall, therefore, hava
ample opportunity, if the amendment of the
hen, member for Pilbara is carried, when
the Minister returns and places the full in-
formation as to the basis upon which it is
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proposed to proeced with regard to the eont-
ing harvest before the House, of saying
whether we will carry the necessary ve-
solution provided for in the amendment.
If the House was not likely still to be in
session when the Minister returns I would
say that the ¢lause was a reasonable one.
but we shall be in session and ean diseuss
the matter when the Minister has given us
the neeessary information. It is too late
to say that we do not agree with this or
that aspect of the arrangement when the
Minister has already issued his proclama-
tion.

The Minister for Railwavs: We only say
that we do as youn did last year.

Mr. COLLIER: The House was then in
possession of the fullest possible informa-
tion. The Minister should accept the
amendment. Other Acts have not been
permitted to be extended unless by resolu-
tion of both Houses. This is of more im-
portance than any other Act in that it af-
fects the price of bread for every one in
the State for the next 12 months.

The Minister for Railways: Extend it to
the pool for 1916-17 and I wiil accept the
amendment, !

Mr. COLLIER: I think the amendmeng
of the hon. member for Pilbara meets {he
case. It is necessary to cover last year in
order to give statutory authority for what
has heen already done.

Mr, SCADDAN: There is a danger in
permitting the Minister to make a proclama-
tion without firsi of all telling Parliament
what he proposes in the way of handiing the
next harvest, hecause this affects the eon-
sumer more than anyone else. No one objects
to legislation providing that the loecal pro-
ducer shall get at least London parity for his
wheat, so long as that parity is not a fic-
titious one, as it has been in the past. Tt
may even happen that we shall be eharging
the miller 5s. a bushel for his wheat and the
London parity may fall to 3s. Yet the con-
sumer, who is responsible for the pool and
for bringing about that London parity, will
be paying for bread based ou the price of 3s.
o hushel for wheal.

The Minister for Railways: You are quite
wrong.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. SCADDAN: We are giving the Min-
ister all the powers he has asked for, and it
is not too mueh to ask that the Minister,
when hbe has made thesnecessary arrange-
ments for carrying on in accordance with
the Aet, to come to Parliament and obtain
permission to issue a proclamation.  The
Minister said we had no legislative power (o
handle last seasen’s crop. 1 venture to say
that if we had asked for it we would never
have got it. We could no more have passed
this Bill than we could have flown to the
moon. Now we are asking that the Minister,
hefore he acts, will tell us what his proposals
are, and if they are reasonable from the
point of view of the producer and the con-
sumer he will have no difliculty in getting the
necessary power.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: We
are ratifying by this Bill all that bas been
done in the past, and now hon. members op-
posite object to this Government having the
power which they themselves exercise. The
Bill will not allow us to do one whit more
than they did.

Mr. Collier: Why are you objecting to
consult Parliament; why the scerecy?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
There is no seerecy about it. We know that
the Ac¢t must be in existence for the 1916-17
season, and unless I have this power it will
not he possible to carry on.

Mr. Scaddan: We only want you to tell us
what your proposals are.

I'e MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
will tell the hon. member when I come back
from Melhourne.

Mr. Seaddan: It will be too late then.
What is your objection to the amendment;
it is reascnable.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
want the Committee to give me the power
lo carry on the pool during 1916-17. If the
Commitiee insists on my coming back at a
later date and asking for power to proclaim
the Aet it will be doing a toolish thing. Mem-
hers opposite know well that if the farmer
is to get anything for his wheat to-day the
pool must be continued. There are two mil-
lion tons of wheat in Australia which are
secured fo the pool, and advances have al-
ready been made for which we and the other
Stales are already responsible, To protect
those it will be necessary to carry on the pool.
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Mr, Collier: We are not arguing that you
should not carvy on the pool.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
the House is salisfied with what is done in
Melbourne the House should then agree to
the Act being proclaimed.

Mr. Scaddan: We had side by side with
our action the Control of Trade Commission.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
fixing of prices is now done by the Federal
authorities.

Mr. Seaddan: They may not always con-
tinue to do if.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: It
is absurd to ask that we should postpone this
Bill Lecanse the loeal Government have not
the power to fix prices. The Federal Gov-
ernment are the principal factors in the con-
trol of the prices of Mlour, bread and wheat.
1 hope the House will not agree to the amend-
ment, because it is absurd to say that wq
cannot do to-day in conneection with the pool
what we would be in a position to do in a
fortnight’s time.

Mr. GARDINER : The member for Guildl-
ford has aitended these conferences, and 1
was perfeetly willing 1o give him every an-
thority to do his hest for the State and the
pool. 1 do not want to see the present Min-
ister go fo Melbourne and, when it comes 1o
the question of financing the harvest, which
will he one of the vital questions, to have
him say “I cannot do anything; I must go
hack and get the anthority of my Parlia-
ment.”” That is not the position in which the
Minister shounld be placed, and T do not think
it would be advantageous to the State to
rlace him in sueh a position. There are oe-
casions when Parliament, especially in a case
such as the wheat pool, the operatitons of
which we have seen, can trust its Minister hy
giving him an open cheque, so to speak, and
calling him to aceount if he abuses it. Tt
would be unwise if we did not send our Min-
ister with the same authority that I, person-
ally, was willing to give the member for
Guildford when he was in exacily the same
position.

Mr. ANGWIN: The amendment is rea-
sonable, and it is only agreeing to the re-
quest of the Farmers and Settlers’ Associa-
tion of 12 months ago. They carried a reso-
lution to the effect that they absolutely re-
fused to handle the produce unless they had
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the details. In Katanping, on the 18th No-
vember, a somewhat similar resolution was
carried, with the addilion that the meeting
entered a protest against the Federal scheme.
In Northam a public meeting was also held,
and the present Minister was amongst those
who attended, and after belabouring the then
Alinister for Lands for entering into some
scheme which would be detrimental to the
farming interesis of the State, he said that
to his mind the farmers would be better off
it the arrangenents had been left to private
enterprise. That was in November, 1915.

Mzr. Collier: Now he wants a blank cheque,

Mr. ANGWIN: All we ask now is that the
details should be submitted to Parliament. It
is true, as the leader of the Opposition bas
Jjust stated, that if we had introduced a Bill
like this 12 months ago it would never have
gone through Parliament. In the Melbourne
<ge of the 25th August of this year I read
that in Western Australia the price of flour
has been reduced by about £75,000 whilst
the price of bread has been reduced by only
£23,000. An amount of £52,000 has, there-
fore, gone into the pockets of some people,
and the consumer of bread has suffered to
that extent. This fact shows the necessily
for insisting that the representatives of the
people shall be supplied with full details of
what is going to be done. With an open
cheque, the Minister for Railways may feel
disposed simply to carry out his own views.
The late Minister for Lands (Mr. W. D.
Johnson), on the other hand, had the inter-
csls of the farmer thoronghly at heart, &nd
in connection with the wheat scheme studied
those interests in every respeet. In this
case, however, we shall be sending to Mel-
bourne a Minister who does not believe in
socialism, who believes that people should be
perwitied to deal with their products in any
way Llhey desire. He holds those opinions,
notwithstanding (hat under this Bill it will
not be possible to despateh a bushel of wheat
over the railways without the consent of the
Minister. In asking for full details of the
proposed arrangement we are merely earry-
ing out the requests of the Farmers and Set-
ilers’ Association.

Mr. W, D. JOHNSON: The clause as
drafted ratifies the arrangements carried
through last year, and provides that similar
arrangements may be continued by proclama-
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tion. Lhe reason for the latter provision
is that until the conference meels in Mel-
bourne Australia cannot determine whether
the next harvest can be financed by the peo-
ple. Thus it i impossible to pass a Bill
which will apply definitely to the incoming
barvest. I see no objection to the amened-
wment. The present position is utterly dif-
terent from the position of 12 months ago.
Last year the (overnment of Western Aus-
iralia had no statutory power as regards the
wheat sclieme, and therefore one had to be
mosl careful in regard to every step taken
under the scheme—most careful not to mis-
interpret what would be endorsed by con-
ference. Again, one had to reply to con-
tinual inquiries from members of Parlia-
ment and from farmers’ associations through-
out the country. The Government had to be
very careful nol to do anything which would
pring them into conilict with Lhe farmers or
with the four millers working under the
scheme. If this clanse passes as drafled, the
Miuister will Be able to agree at the Mel-
bourne eonference to something which Par-
jimnent would not endorse and the farmers
would not endorse. All the Minister would
have to do in order to tie Western Australia
to whatever he had arranged, would be to
issue a proclamaiion. Tor my part, T had
to be mosl particular to see that whatever 1
agreed to at the Melhourne conference wonld
be endorsed by the farmers and by the mil-
lers aml by my colleagues. 1 reported the
details of the scheme fo a meeling of menm-
bers of Parliament immediately upon my re-
turn. The lafe Covernment lrave no power
to force the farmers and the millers under
the scheme. Under this measure there will
be such power. The Minister will be hack
from Melbourne in ample time to explain {o
Parliamenl what is done at the conference;
and then, if the producers’ representatives
and the consumers’ represenfatives agree to
it, he can issue his proelamation.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Last
vear there was no opporiunity to disenss this
matter, becanse ihe then Government woull
not nmeet Parliament. In reply to the mem-
ber for East Fremantle (Mr. Apgwin) 1
wish to point out that when T spoke at Nor-
tham, on the occasion to which he refers,
wheat was bemng sold in the country at as
much ag G6s. Gd. per hushel.

[ASSEMBLY.)

+ t. Underwood : And as low as 3s.

The MIXNISTER FOR RAIIAVAYS:
*illers then assured me that they were pay-
ing up to 4s. for iheir wheat. Moreover,
I'reights then were down to G0s. and even
lese. [f this measure is not brought into
uperativn fairly soon, there will be a repeti-
tion of the contfusion into which the lale
Government got last year; private sales will
be made, and these will have to be canecelled
by Act of Parliament if the pool is to be
effeclive.  We do not want auetion sales
going on at a cost of thousands of pounds to
the farmers,

Mr. Secaddan:
Bill.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Only so far as it ratifies what has been done
in the past; not as regards what the Govern-
ment wish to do.

v, Seaddan: Once this measure comes
inlo operation, everybody must eomply with
it. 'l'hat was not the ease last year.

‘he MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
That is not so as regards the 1916-17 erop.

Mr. Seaddan: Yes; as soon as you issue
your proclamation.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
know that; but if we are not to issue the
proclamation until Parliament knows all that
is going to happen over the next 12 months,
it may involve a delay of & monib. Tf the
late Ministers are so unreasonable as lo re-
fusge to the present Government powers
whuse exereise by the late Government they
asked the present Government to confirm,
then | do not know what to expeet from
members of Varliament. There cannot be
1wo schemes—a pool and some other seheme.
I hoje the Commiltee will not agree to the
amendment; and I doubt whether late Minis-
ters are serious in their support of it.

Vr. Seatldan: We are perfeetly serious.

The MINISTER TOR RAILWAYS:
Yesterday ilie Opposition were anxious 1o
tet the Bill go through; but, evidently, since
last night the late Ministers have been whis-
percl to by someone. To-day they seem to
be doubtful whether the measure ought te
hecome law ai all.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Minister 18
quile wrong—as is normal in his ease—when
he says that there has heen any whispering.
Last night, on the second reading, I said

We are agreeing with the
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what | wanied in regard fo this clause. 1
fail to understaud why the Minister will not
deree to fhe amendment, whieh is absolutely
fair. 1t merely asks him to submit his pro-
clamation, prior lo issue, for the considera-
tion of Tarliament. The late Government,
fur various reasons, coneluded two or three
agreements, and these were submitted for
the approval of Parliament. In regard to
the last pool, the late Minister for Lands
exlained to members slep by siep what he
was doing.  The strenuous opposition of the
present  Minister for Railways to this
amendment would seemn to demanstrate that
he wishes to do something that he thinks
Parlinment will not approve of if he first
submits it to Parlimeent.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 am surprised that the
Iprosition insist on the amendment. The
posiiton 1o-day is totally different from that
of 12 months ago; and that is why the Min-
ister should Lave power to enter into an
agreement on behalf of this State.

Mr. Scaddan: We do not want to stop
him.

Mr. THOMSON: The wheat pool is an
accomplished faet to-day, and we must nee-
essarily carry on the wheat pool to next year
in order to protect the interests of Western
Ausiralin. And yet we are asked to tie the
hands of the present Minister, notwithstand-
ing the fact that the previous Minister for
Lands took the matter into his own hands
and fixed up an agreement.

Mr. Secaddan: That is not correet; he
made the agreement after consulting those

interested.

Mr. Bolton: And that is what we want
now,

My, THOMSON: He did not consnlt

Parliament in the way the member for Pil-
bara would have Parliament consulted now.
Either the amendment is not necessary or
the Bill is not necessary. If the amendment
be passed, the Minister for Industries must
make the statement to Conferenee that he is
unahble to enter Into an agreement.

Oppovition member :
contracls now?

Mr. THOMSON: The hon. member
should not speak of secret contracts. It is
anmusing to hear members opposite objecting
to secret contracts.

[24]

What about seeret
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! There must
not be yerite =0 wueh interruption. [ ask (he
lon. member to conline his remarks to the
amendmeitt.

Ar, THOMSON: JE the C(ommitiee
agrees 1o the amendment it will be practic-
allv slating that the Minister. for Industries
is not worthy to be trusted. The membe.
tor North-Kast Fremantle ({Mr. Angwin)
has suddenly become a furmers’ and settlers’
man, and has referred to my distriet. I am
prepared to adinit meetings were lield in my
distriet, and possibly, if the whole of the
farming community had been consulted, they
might not have agreed lo the pool af all.
But the position is totally different to-day.
We muet accept the pnol to protect the in-
ierests of the State. I represent in Lhis
House not only producers but also comsu-
mers, and want to see justice done to both
sections. 1Y we do not enter into this wheat
seheme, remembering that the Common-
wealth Government has already prohibited
the export of wheat and flour, is it likely
Western Australia will be permitted to deal
individually with ihe nexi harvest? I trust

that the Committee will not aecept the
amendment.
Mr. MUXNSIE: I hope the Committee

will accept the amendment. I am surprised
at the arguments put nup by members oppo-
site, particularly the member for Katamning.
His chief argument wag that the members on
this (Opposition) side objected to the pool.
Must I remind him that members on Lhis
side lad to use a considerable amount of
argument  last  vear to convinee members
oppiesite, and particularly the member for
Katanning, that the pool was mnecessary.
When the member for Guildford (Mr, W. D,
Jolmson) went to Melhourne last year, he did
not do so under the aulbority of an Act of
Parlinment, nor was his course of action absu-
lutely fixed before leaving here. He went
to Mclbourne, came bhack, and had to secure
the evnsent of the millers and the representa-
tives of the farmers before he could do any-
thing. The member for Northam asks us to
rass this Bill which will permit him to go to
Melbourne, fix what priee hie likes, any sug-
vostion or scheme that he can get the other
people to agree to, so far as the 1915 pool
is concerned. We (Opposition) are pre-
pared to agree to the pool and believe it to be
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necessary in the interests of the State, more
particularly in the interesis of the farmer.
But it is also neeessary in the interests of the
eonsumer that this House shonld know some-
thing of the secheme before entering into it.
The Minister himself even does not know
anything about it, does not even know the
subject to be discussed. We believe he is
capable of putfing up a reasonable case and
surely it is nol unreasonable, seeing thal
Pariiament is sitting, that this House should
be informed as to what is proposed to be
dore.

The PREMIER: The Minister is not
going over to Melbourne to arrange for the
sale of the harvest, but to arrange for a con-
tinuation of the pool. Whatever is done
will be for the benefit of the producer.

Mr. Munsie: I want to safeguard the
consnmer as well.

The PREMIER: Undoubtedly. The ob-
jeet of this Bill is to ensure the wheat pro-
ducers of Australia shall get full valne for
their produce. Some members appear to
think the Minister is going to Melbourne
to complete a bargain; he is not. He is
going there to see that Western Australia
gets full value for her wheat. We are all
agreed the pool is a good thing.

Mr. Munste: The Minister himself said
the farmer is not getfing the London parity.

The PREMIER: How does the hon. mem-
ber propose to improve that—hby allowing
outsiders lo come in? Can he not trust the
Minister to make the hest arrangement pos-
sible?

Mr. Munsie: T am afraid the Minster
might even object to the pool altogether.

The PREMIER: The hon. member has
no right to make that statement.

Mr. Munsie: He has objected to it publicly
at Northam.

The CHATRMAX: Order!
not be so much interruplion.

The PREMIER: We should trust the
Minister to make the best arrangements pos-
sible, and on his return to report to this
Chamber.

Mr. Scaddan: We are prepared to trust
him to that extent.

The PREMIER: You are not. This
amendment js an attempt to wreck the Bill,
and if it sueceeds the responsibility must

There must
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rest on that (Qpposition) side and not on

. the Government. 1 hope the Committee will

not be swayed by the amendment,

Mr. COLLIER: The Premier's statement
that this is a move to wreck the Bill is not
likely to mislead anyecune. It is a fair amend-
ment, and T will not have it said that it is
the desire of members on this side to wreek
the Bill. We are not opposed to trusting
the Minster to do his best when he goes to
Melbourne, but what the Premier and the
Government ask is that the Minister shall
he put above Parlinment. Are we going to
set up a dictatorship? The attitude of the
member for Katanning is most astonishing.
Apparently something which was bad when
it was done hy the late Government is now
good when the matter is heing handled by
oilier people. He claims to he anxious to do
his best for hoth the producer and the eon-
sumer. How can he know whether what is
done will be the best unless he has an oppor-
tunity of discussing and knowing what the
arrangements are. It appears to be assumed
by some speakers that when the Minister
returns his proposals will be rejecied; I be-
lieve they will be endorsed, if they are rea-
sonable. Members of the Country party
have shown a complete change of front on
this question. When the wheat pool was in-
itiated it was condemned as an ountrageous
interference with the liberty of the subject;
now it is apparently something desirable. I
would point out that the producer is very
vitally concerned regarding the arrangements
to he made, and should, therefore, have an
opportunity, through his representatives in
this House, of voicing approval or disap-
proval of those arrangements.

Mr. HICKMOTT: I do not know that the
farmers have changed very much. They
could not see any other way out of the diffi-
culty execept by putting their wheat into
the pool. I do not see much wrong with the
Bill it is practically the same Bill as we had
last year. The clause also is in harmony
with the rest of the Bill, and does not appear
to give the Minster any special power. At
the conference, which is to be held in Mel-
hourne, the interests of the people of the
Commonwealth as a whole will be considered,
and not those of one State. It is true that
T attended a meeling in my electorate where
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people condemned the system by which
wheat was being taken out of their hands
sad being put in the pocl, but the great
pumber of the people in the different por-
tions of the State all seemed to think there
was no other method of dealing with the
wheat. I hope the measure will pass as it
stands.

Mr. PIESSE: The farmers do certainly
approve of the pooling seheme, and they
are anxious that it should continue. 1t is the
only method of bandling the harvest under
present econdiltons. The leader of the Op-
position is ‘only throwing about political
bird lime for the sake of raising a discussion,

Mr. Walker; You are chaffing now.

Mr. PIESSE: We gave the lale Minister
the fullest confidence in the matter, and hope
that similar treatment will be extended to
the present Minister.

Mr, Angwin: Is that the reason why the
farmers opposed him so often?

Mr. PIESSE: They recognigsed the good
services rendered by the late Minister, but
thought the time had come for a change.
I hope the amendment will be defeated.

Amendment put and negatived,

Clause put and passed.

Clause 4—Power to appeint advisory com-
miliee:

Mr. PIESSE: Will the Minister give an
assurance that the farmers will have a repre-
sentalive on the board as was arranged by
the late Minister?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Yes;
I think the farmers ought lo he represented
on the hnard,

My, ANGWIN: Is it the i1ntention of the
Minister to alter the personnel of the hoard?

The MIXISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
I had any intention of makinz a change I
should have announced it. T have no inten-
tion of doing so and do not desire to change
the jiersonnel of the board.

Clause put and passed.

Clanse 5—Power o join in scheme for
markeling wheat harvest:

Mr. THOMSOX : T move an amendment—

That in Subelouse 3, after the figures

“1916-17.” the following words be added:

—fsubject to such arrangements as the

Gorvernor in Council may deem necessary

for the successful working of the scheme”
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We lave two agreements included in the
schedule, and if they are passed we practically
compel the Minister to accept them. I have
been given to undersiand that the agree-
ments have not vei been entered into, and if
these words are added they will have the
eifeet of giving the Minister power to eater
inlo fhe necessary agreements for the effee-
live earrving ount of the seheme.

Mr. Scaddan: What is the object of mak-
ing provision fur the alleration of the agree-
ments ?

Mr. ANGWIN: It appears Lhat the mem-
ber for Katanning is afraid {hat the Min-
ister is not to be trusted in any arrangements
that are eome to. The amendment does not
remove any power from the Minister, and
the bon. member is merely trying to throw
dust in the eyes of some person who has
prompted him to move .it.  The Minister
wounld have to ask the Governor in Council
before issning any proclamation. The
amendment is unnecessary and unealled for,
and shows a want of confidence in the Min-
ister. )

[Afr. Holman took the Chair.]

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
do not know that it matters whether the
words are added or not. We already bave
the necessary power. If the amendment
means anything it means that my power will
be extended. T =ee no reason why the words
should he added and would suggest that the
hon. member should withdraw the amend-
ment. 1f, after consultation with the Crown
Law authorities, I should find that some ad-
dition is needed T will have that addition
made,

Mr. THOMSON: There are two agree-
ments mentioned in the sehedule, one eniered
into by the late Government with the wheat
agents, and the other with the millers. If
we accept this clanse T take it that the Min-
ister is bound to earrv on with the same
agreements.

Ar. Scaddan: Not at all.

Mr. THOMBON: T want to be satisfled
ithat the agreements are not going to be car-
ried into effect. T am prepared to withdraw
the amendment on the undertaking given hy
the Minister that if it is deemed necessary
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that the words should be inserted he will see
that they are inserted.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Clause put and passed.

("lause G—agreed to.

{lause 7—Cerlain agency agreements eon-
firmed :

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I
move— .

That the consideration of the clause be
postponed.
1i is my intenlion o ask the Committee lo
refer this clanse lo a select committee.

Mr. SCADDAN: We ought to know why.
The Minister fold us earlier in the cvening
that lie desired the Bill to go through all ils
stages, and an agreement was entered into
with the Premicr not to continue discussing
private mewbers’ business so as to premit
the Bill to be passed. How will the Bill be
{ assed now if the Minister proposes to refar
this clause fo a select committee? If such
a thing had been suggested I would pever
have entered into an arrangement with the
Premier to drop for the time being the con-
sideration of privale members’ business. Tt
was in view of the Minister’s approaching
departure for Melbourne and the desire fo
get the Bill throngh that the arrangement
was entered inlo.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: At
the time the Premier asked the House not
lo eontinue debating private member’s hus-
iness, I was discussing this question with the
millers concerned. I subsecuently saw the
member for Guildford (AMr. W. D. Johnson)
who had dealt with this matter, and we
agreed (hat it would he better to submit the
clanse to a seleet committee. There need not
ke any delay. The commitiee can meet to-
morrow and report almost immediately,

Mr. Scaddan: You are playing the fool
with us altegether.

Mr. Collier: Will the salect committee take
long?

Mr. Underwood: Report progress and ap-
point a select committee.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: An
agreement was entered into bhetween the late
Minister and certain millers in this State in
regzard Lo wheat which they had obtained
from the farmers. When the millers agreed
to place the wheat in the pool they stipu-
lated, according to the officials, that their
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oversea sales shonld pe protected. They
pointed out that they had made sales oversea
on the basis of the purehasing price of the
wheat, whiel was about 1s,, and they rightly
pointed out fhat to take the wheat out of the
pool then to fulfil those conlraects was an
injustice.  The ollicials wnderstood that
150,000 bags were required to meet the sales
already entered npon. As a wmaiter of fact,
342,000 bags have been received by the mil-
iers. The millers elai that they are entitled
to have the whole of the 342,000 bags and
that ir was never intended that they should
be restricted {o 150,000 bags. I had no hand
in making the arrangements with the millers,
and 1 did not know of it unfil this matter
came under my control. If the clause is
passed the millers now claim that an injus-
tice will be done to them.

Mr. Scaddan: Can you nof give an un-
dertaking that an inquiry will he made and
that, if necessary, the Bill will be amended?
That will save time,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS : I
wil] be perfectly willing to have a select com-
mitfee appointed in another place.

Mr, Seaddan: We are azreeable to that.

Mr, W, D, JOHNSON: As | negotiated
the agreement, I wm satisfied that some in-
vestizgation is necessary. There is the vos-
sibility of some people getting hig protits
and others making a loss, and the matier
15 all a question as to whether certain mil-
lers earried out their oblizations or fulfilied
their obligations to the wheat marketing
committee, Inasmuch as they refrained from
buying wheat after a given time. Person-
ally, T am fully eonvineed that the 150,000
bhaes referred te was the total that was in-
«luded in the agreements that were framed.
However, those millers who claim that they
purchased more than 150,000 bagzs are of
the opinion that I am wrong, and whers
there is a difference of opinion and it rens
info a large amount of money, it is only
fair that both sides should be called upon
to present their case so that Parliament
nmight be fullv seized of the details. While
I have a fairly good grip of vne side, there
is no one, in this Chamber, so far as 1
know, who has a knowledge of the other
side. It is not fair, therefore, to pass a
clause of this deseription while we possess
the whole faets of one side only. I hope an
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arrangement will be made by which an in-
vestigation will be conducted so that Parlia-
ment may be fully posted. 1 think the mil-
lers would be perfectly satisfied to allow
the Minister to pass the Bil! on the under-
standing that an investigation will be
made. If, as a result of the select commit-
tee which will he appointed, it is found tlat
the operation of this elause will be unfair,
it will easily be possible tu amend it. There
is plenty of time to determine the matter.
It wonld be advisable for us to go on with
the Bill on the understanding that the mat-
ter will be thoroughly investigated.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: The questions involved
in this Bill are so imporlant to every =ee-
tion of the country that T think il is highly
desirable a select committee should be ap-
pointed, as suggested. Afier hearing {le
statement of the hon., member for Grild-
ford who had control of the scheme for 12
months, and who has a grip of the position,
I certainly think the seleet committee
should earry out the investigation sugges-
ted. Hon. members wounld be wanting in
their duty if they did not support the pro-
posal.

Mr. W, D. Johnson: There is no need in
postpone the clause; we can pass it on the
understanding that it can be amended later.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
lion. members are agreeable, I will with-
draw the amendment to postpone the econ-
sideration of the clause. One hesitates to
agk the House to pass legislation of a re.
lrospective character.  When the cluuse
was printed we believed we were justified
in having it inserted in the Biil, but from
what I have since heard it is rizht thay we
should appoint a seleet eommittee fo 1n-
quire into the matter. That select commit-
tee can be appointed by another place.

Mr. W, D. Jobnson: I will object to that.
The seleet cormnmitiee will have to be ap-
peinted by this Chamber,

The MIXNISTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
do not mind which Chamber appoints tle
seleet committee. I will withdraw my mo-
tion io postpone the consideration of the
clause.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

Mr. THOMSON: I would like an as-
surance from the Minister that the ageuncy
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agreemenis will apply only to the 1913-15
harvest. Unless their operation is sperili-
cally limited, the Minister may he hound
to carry on under ihose agreements over
1916-17.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
suggested amendment is unnecessary, he-
cause this elanse merely ratifies and econ-
firins something that already exists,

Mr, 8, STUBBS: TIf this elause iz azvead
to, will Schedules A and B operate in re-
gard fo the 1916-17 harvest as in regard
te the 1915-16 harvest?

The Minister for Railways: No,

Alv. W. D, JOHNSON: Clearly, this
clause merely ratifies the agreements of last
yveur. Working arrangements for the tuture
are still to be determined.

Clause put and passed.

Clauze 8—agreed to.

Clause 9—Contracts not assignable:

Mr. PIESSE: I should like to sec some
provision made to render interim ecertif-
cates negotiable, as they are in Victoria.
Will the Minister agree to such an anend-
ment ?

Mr. Collier: Interim certifieates may be
transferrved or assigned with the congent of
the Minister,

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS: Ii
would he unwise to alter this clause, as eer-
tificates ean, under it, be transferred with
the approval of the Minister first obtained.
‘I'he Minister would nel refuse his consent
to an assignment which was desirable in the
interests of the holder,

Mr, PIESSE: I hope the Minister, while
in Meclbourne, will inquire whether the pri-
vilege is of advantage to the Vietorian farm-
ers.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 10—Prohibilion of sales, ete., of
wheat exeept to Minister:

Mr. ANGWIN: The Minister should ex-
plain this clause, the introduction of which
by the hon. gentleman surprises me, It re-
presents extreme socialistic  legislation.
Under it there is & possibility that a man who
purchases a guantity of wheat to grist into
flour may render himself liable to a beavy
penalty.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: We
desire to control all the wheat produced in
Western Anstralia. A great deal of wheat
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has changed hands at much less than it is
worth, at much Jess than the pool is likely to
return. The pool, to be effective, should take
in all the wheat produced here. If the Gov-
ernment are to handle the erop, they must
handle the whole of the crop. ¥or my part,
I shall be indeed pleased when wheat is
again handled through the ordinary channels
of trade, after the war is over. That will
certainly save Parliament a great deal of
anxiety as to London parity.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 11, 12—agreed to.

Clause 13—Commissioner of Railways
may refuse to carry eertain wheat:

Mr. ANGWIN: This is a highly drastie
clause,

Mr. Scaddan: It sets up the Minister as
an autoerat, a dictator.

The Minister for Works: 1If the Minister
is to have the powers under this Bill, he must
also have power to prevent infractions.

Mr. ANGWIN: 1 am utterly surprised
al the submission of this clause to Parlia-
ment by the Minister—a clause authorising
the Minister to refuse to carry wheat over
the railways except for certain individuals
nominated by him. Under this clause, the
Minister will have power to restrict the
whole of the wheat frade of Western Aus-
tralia to one or two individuals. I notice
this provision is taken from a Victorian Aet,
bat that is ne guarapntee that Vietorian law
is advisable te be introduced here. T think
the clause is altogether too drastic. The
Commissioner should not have power to
diveet the Commissioner to carry freight
offering.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
clanse does not say the Commissioner “‘shall”
but “may.” Tt iz not likely that this clause
would be enforced, unless -circumstances
made such a course absolulely necessary. 1
do not think that any serious objeclion can
he taken to the clause.

Mr. SMITH: No good reason has been
put forward by the Minister for the reten-
tion of the clause.

The Minister for Railways:
all last year.

Mr, SMITH: The Government railways
are supposed to be carriers for the produce
of ihe country and the Committee should not
give the Minister power to direct the Com-

It operated
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missioner not to earry any legitimate traffic
that may be offering.

Mr. Willmott:  You
from earrying fruit.

My. SMITH: That is lesi there should be
disease in frmit; in this case no reason is
given.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 14 to 18—agreed to.

Schedule, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

prohibit him now

BILL—SALE OF LIQUOR REGULA-
TION.
Second Reading.

Dehale resumed from the 4ib October on
the wotion for the second reading, and on
the amendment by Mr, Tayler—That all the
words afier “That” be strack out with a
view of Inserting the following words:—
“this House will not proceed upon any Bill
which is an evasion of the prineiple that all
proposals which entail the expenditure of
public moneys must be intreduced by Minis-
ters of the Crown.”

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [9.59]: I desire to say, merely,
that 1 am opposed to the amendmeni which
hras been moved by the member for Mt. Mar-
zarct {Mr. Taylor) on the ground that the
Bill has been introduced by the member for
Katanning is not an evasion of our Con-
stitution Aetf. The Constitution Aect of
Western Australia provides that it shall not
be lawful for the Legislative Assembly to
adopt or pass any Vote, Resolution or Bill
for the appropriation of any part of ihe
Consolidated Revenue Fund, or of any rate,
tax, duty or impost to any purpose which
kas not heen first recommended to the As-
sembly by message of the Governor during
the session in which sunch Vote, Resoluiion
or Rill is proposed. This Bill does not pro-
pose to appropriate any parl of the Con-
solidated Revenne Fund.

Mr. Seaddan: It makes a charge upon it.

The PREMTER: 1t does not even make a
charge upon it as the Bill is drafted. and
the fact that voun, Mr. Speaker, have ruled
that the Bill is in order ought to be a suffi-
cient answer to the interjection of the leader
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of the Opposition and to the remarks of the
member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor}). As
it stands the Biil is undoubtedly in order. At
the same time you have ruled, Sir, and we
abide by your ruling, that the amendment
also is in order. Whilst I might as an ab-
stract motion perhaps support a resolution
of this deseription, such as is embodied in
this amendment, T ecannot for a moment
give it my support when it is moved, as I
believe it is. with the object of wrecking the
Biil.

Mr. Taylor: That is an unfair statement.
T think 1 made that poini clear when T
moved the amendment. I would do the
same in connection with any Bill, and the
Premier knows il.

The PREMIER: I withdraw that state-
ment. I do not want to hort the feelings of
the hon. member or to be unfair to him.
Certainly if persisted in, it would be used
for that purpose.

Mr. Taylor: No.

Mr. Scaddan: Youn do not want to de-
stroy it.

The PREMIER.: 1 have not ihe slightest
intention of destroying it, hut T am going
to voie against it. I am not going te adopt
any subterfuge in my aftitede and I am not
roing to see the Bill wrecked by a side issue.

Mr. Taylor: This Bill is a subterfuge as
regards your Government.

The PREMIER: The hon. member must
come right out in front and vote.

Mr. Foley: We are going to force every-
one to give a siraight out vote on the ques-
tion.

The PREMIER : Even the wording of the
amendment s wrong, hecauge there is no-
thing in onr Constitution Aect whieh pro-
vides for the expenditure of public monies.
Any proposal which entails the expenditure
of public monies must be introduced by a
Minister of the Trown and has to he aceom-
panied by a message from His Excelleney
the Governor.

Mr. Foley: That is easily amended.

The PREMIER: In that connection also
I wounld be opposed to the wording of the
amendment even though il were an abstract
motion.
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dir. Foley: Are yon going (o ask His Ex-
celleney to give his assent to a measure o
help the member for lKatanning?

The PREMIER: 1 will explain to the
House what 1 propose to do. The attitude
which the Government took up in connec-
tion with the matter was, I submit, a per-
fectly legitimate and fair one.

Mr. Underwood: You did not take an
atlitude at all?

'The PREMIER: I do not think there is
any doubt about our atlitude or about the
replies 1 gave to cerlain deputations which
waited upon me.

Mr. Collier: Of the individual Ministers
there is no doubt, but as to the Government
there is a great deal of doubt.

The PREMIER : 1 think I was clear when
1 wrote to those who were interested on hoth
sides, those who were interested frow the
point of view of the brewers and hotel-
keepers and those who were interested from
the point of view of the Women’s National
Movement, who were the prime movers.

Mr. Taylor: That has nothing to do with
the amendment.

The PREMIER: Mr. Speaker is the
judge as to that. 1 am explaining Lhe rea-
son why 1 am opposing the amendment.

Mr. Scaddan: Are you asserting that they
prompted the hon. member to move the
amendment ¥

Mr. Taylor: No one prompted me. 1
prompted myself in defence of the privileges
of the House.

The PREMIER: 1 do not know who
prompted the hon. member.

Mr. Taylor: I would not allow your Gov-
ernment, or any Government, to bring down
a Bill on a side issne.

The PREMIER: I have no objection to
the hon. member moving any amendment he
likes. I am pointing out the attitude of the
Government and the reasons why [ am going
to oppese his amendment.

Mr. Taylor: TYou need not discuss the
Bill

The PREMIER: 1 clearly défined the
attitude of the Government, which was that
we would offer every facility to any private
member wishing to introduce legislation to
amend the liquor laws with regard to the
hours of closing, but when promising that
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the Government were defermined that the
question gencrally should he considered, and
that, if such a Bill was introduced, it should
be debated npon non-party lines. The same
altitude has been taken up for several years
past,

Mr. Tayler: On a point of order, is the
Premier in order in discussing the merits of
the Bill ou the amendment?

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon."member is not.

The PREMIER: 1 am not discussing the
prineiples of the Bill.

Ale, W, 1D, Johnsun:
cussing the amendment,

Mr, Underwood: You
what you are discussing.

The PREMIER: I was trying te explain
the veasons why [ am opposed to the amend-
meni. I am opposed o the amendmant he-
cause the hon, member is endeavowring to
make out that the Bill is an evasion of ougr
Constitution. 1 think I have said suificient
to show that it is no evasion whatever of
the Conslitution,

Mr. W. D. Johnson: You arve discussing
deputations.

The PREMIER: 1f the Bill be passed. it
is clearly stated in it that it is subjeet to
the appropriation of Parliament of any
moneys that are necessary in conneetion with
it.

Mr. Carpenter: Who invented that?

The PREMIER: It does not matter who
invented it. That eclearly

Mr. Seaddan: = It clearly leaves it in
vour hands to put it in operation or other-
wise.

Mr. Tavlor: Yon are shirking your re-
sponsibilities as a Government aund framp-
ling npon the Constitution in doing so.

Mre. SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: The Bill states that if
the necessary expenses are provided by Par-
liament bui not otherwise, a velvrendum
shall be taken. My undertaking was that I
waounld not throw any obstacle in the way of
a private member introducing jegislation
to define the hours of closing of licensed
liguses,

Mr. Taylor:
touell that.
hours?

You are pot dis-

might find out

The amendment Joes not
Where does it talk about the
It does not touch liquor at all.
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The IPREMIER: My own desive, ond
that of every member of the Cabinet, is that
this question shall be fully debated, that it
shall be debated on its merits, and that
each member shall deal with it as li¢ deems
best aceording to his own conscicnce. We
do not want obstacles thrown in the way of
tree digeussion on the question, which, ap-
parently, the hon, member who nuw raises
objections wants, If the House passes the
hon. member’s amendment

Ay, Taylor: Whieh il should do.

The PREMIER: And wreeks the Ihl)
in eonsequence, which it will de, wembers
must do this with their eyes uvpen and take
the full responsibility. I am going lo vole
agcainst it

My, Taylor:
sponsibility.

The PREMIER: If the Bill be passed
and the amendment defeated, then I am
prepaved to hring down the neeessary Ap-
propriation Bill with the necessary accon-
panying Message from His Exeellency the
Governor.

Myr. Carpenter:
dodging it.

The PREMIER: Until the Bill is passed
I am not prepared——

M. Taylor: You are anxious for another
referendnm, are you?

The PREMIER: T do not want any re-
ferendum at all; I-do not approve of the
principle. 1f the House approves of this
measure I shall deem it my duiy to bring
down the necessary appropriation for the
eost of taking a referendum.

Mr. Scaddan: You join the “‘autis.’”

The PREMIER: Ministers mav vote as
they like on the question, but T am roing
to oppose the amendment.

Mr. Taylor: You wmust put up a hetter
fight than this on the “yes’’ nueslion.

The PREMIER: T hope alss that hon.
members will oppose it in suofficient nuwmn-
bers in order that the Bill may he debated.

Mr. Seaddan: Tn order to avoid the neees-
sity of bringing down a message.

The PREMIER: Tet ns hear the hon,
member’s attitude.

Mr, CARPENTER (¥Fremantle} [10.12]:
I svmpathise wilh the Premier.

Mr. Taylor: I never saw him in such dif-
ficulties before.

You will not take any ve-

That is where you are
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Mr. CARPEXTER: 1 have scen the Pre-
mier in some tight places, and in somu
difficult positions, but never have I seen him
suo hard put to extrieate himself ax [ Lave
seen him to-night. It is only another
illnstration of the difliculties which beset
the (iovernment, and espeeially the head
of n Goverminent when be tries o avoid a
straight out issue. The whole of this
trouble has arisen on aceount of the Pre-
mier trying {o give a bhand to both sides
on the question when he should at leust
have shown a bold front and declared for
one Lhing or another.

The Minister for Works: He has szaid
them buth; are vou not satisfied?

My, CARPERTER: As one who eunnol
do otherwise than support a  demoervatic
principle like a referendum, T .egrer that
the difficulty bas arisen. and T want to put
the blame where it must lie, upon tiwse who
inserted that apparently innecemt plirase
in one clause of the Bill which stated that
this referendum should be taken if an ap-
propriation were made by Parliament of
monies (o= meet the expense, bul not other-
wise.

The Minister for Works:
is 1t not ?

Mr. CARPENTER: That has never bcen
inserted in any Bill in this or any other
Parliament before, and I am glad to have
the public admission of the Attorney Gen-
eral that he had a hand in putting it there.

The Attorney General: I did nothing of
the kind.

Mr. CARPENTER: In reply to an inter-
dection from mysell, in which T asked who
was responsihle for this. the Attorney Gen-
cral eaid ‘T was.’’ Therefore there is no
etting away from that.

The IPremier: Why do vou ohjeet to him
doing it if he did do it?

Mr. CARPFXNTER: T repeat that the
Attorney General has admitted that he
had a hand in putting it inte this Bill, and
it was put {here for the purpose of shield-
ing the Governmeut against the result of
their own shirking,

The Aitorney General: Rubbish! The
Bill was drafted so as to comply with the
Standing Orders.

Mr. CARPENTER: Tt was drafted lo
dodze the Standing Orders,

Pretty clever,
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Mr. Taylor: Absolute evasion.

Mr. CARPEXNTER: It is all nunsense for
the Premier to acense the member for Mt.
Margaret (Mr, Taylor) of trving to wreck
the Bill. The ruestion has never arisen
un any olher Bill, and [ am quite sure the
hon, member would have taken the same
stand m defence of the constitutional pro-
vedure which has alwavs heen adopted in
this House,

Mr. Bolton: I'robably the Government
knew that he was going to take that stand.

The Premicr: What are vou going to do?

My, CARPENTER: [ am going to sup-
pert the amendment.

The Premier: Then yvou will wreck the
Bill,

Mr, CARPENTER: The Premier is tall-
ing nonsense, Let me quote a few words
from May bearing on this matter. It fol-
lows on what tlhe member for Mt. Margaret
read, and upon which he based his amend-
ment.

[t must be borne in mind, however, that
the resclution if agreed to does not arrest
the progress of the Bill. The second read-
ing of it may be moved on another ocea-
sion. The effect of such an amendment is
merely fo supersede a question for now
reading the Bill a second time, and the
Bill is lefi in the same position as if the
nuestion for now reading the Bill a second
time had simply been negatived or super-
seded by the previous question.

[t ther goes on tu give instances where simi-
lar motions have been moved in the House of
Commons on other Bills, and the purport of
it is to show that the dealing with this am-
endment leaves the question of the second
reading of the Bill still the question for the
House to decide. Tt does not in any way in-
lerfer¢ with the second reading of the mea-
sare. I have had personal experience of a
Bill which did just what this Bill proposes,
that is, lo impose a charge upon the publie
revenue, and the question was raised, as il
has heen raised on this oceasion, and the
Giovernmenl of the day complied whh the
constitutional provistons by simply stating
that before the Bill reached the Committee
stage they would bring down the necessary
mestage from the Governor. The Premier
having promised that be would give a private
member every facility for introdueing such
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a Bill, he would now only he keeping that
prowise if he gave the hon. member who has
charge of this Bill a similar assurance at the
present stage. When the Premier made his
promise to the deputation he knew well there
was one facility which every private member
must have before he could put a Bill of this
sort through Commiitee, and that was &
message from the Governor. That the Pre-
mier promised to do,

The Premier: T did not.

Myr. CARPENTER.:
meaning.

The Premier: The hon. member knows
he is making a mis-statement.

Mr. CARPENTER: The Premier said he
would give every facility for carrying the
Bill, and if there was a mental reservation
that he was going to withhold the one facility
which was essential, he did not diselose it.
BBvery reasonable man who read the promise
the Premier made to the deputation, and was
familiar with the provisions of the Standing
Orders, interpreted the promise to mean that
he intended to bring down a message from
the Governor to enable the Bill to be put
through. But in spite of that promise he now
says that he is going to vote against the Bill,
and he has, by some means, tried to dodge
the responsibility for bringing down that
message by inserting in the clanse that which
I have just read, and which has never been
put info a clause before, in order fo get
round the Standing Orders and to save the
face of the Govermment, and also lo enable
the Premier to say by and by that the House
forced his hand, that he could not help mak-
ing the appropriation because the House
passed the Bill in spite of him. Believing
from the authority which I have just read,
that the passing of the amendment still gives
the Premier the chance to redeem his promise
to the deputation, I am going to ask the
House to support the amendment, and when
we have carried fhat we shall still be in
the same position in regard to the second
reading, and we shall be able to pass the
second reading. The Premier, however,
should give the House an assurance that he
will do what he has always done before a
Bill of this natore has arrived at the Com-
mittee stage, and that is, bring down a mes-
sawe from the Governor. I am going fo
su] port the amendment. At the same time 1

Then words have no
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hope and believe the Bill will be secure and
will be passed by a majority of this House.

Mr. UNDERWQOD (Pilbara) [10.22] :
The member for Fremantle is speaking as a
supporter of the Bill, and I suppose he is
one of the most conscientious supporters of
temperance reform in this House. 1 am
speaking as an opponent of the Bill, and I
am pretty conscientious too. I prefer to
drop this amendment, and to eome to the
Bil]l and have a straight out vote on it. I in-
tend to oppose the amendment for that
reason, To me it seems that it is a question
which we should deal with on its merits, and
we can deal with it on the Bill. Regarding
the atlitude, or should I say lack of attitude,
taken up by the Govermment, I think the
reople of Western Ausiralia, whichever side
they are on in regard to this question, have
suflicient sense to see that for themselves.
What I want to do is to get to the Bill and
defeat it straight out, not by any amendment
regarding the Constitution, but on the prin-
ciples of the Bill. I intend to oppose the
amendment.

Mr. W. . JOHNSON  (Cuildford)
[10.25): Before the question is put, 1 desire
to point out the danger of permitting a Bill
to go through with a provision of this sort
inserted in it. In tlis particular measure
hon. members may feel that because this is
a subjeet of some special public importance,
a subject that has heen a matter of diseussion
for some time, and has caused a great deal
of public intevest, and consequently a matter
in which the publie are well versed, that there
is no particular harm in passing it. One of
the most dangerous things we ean do in Par-
liament, however, is to cstablish a precedent,
and if we pass this Bill we shall be undoubt-
edly using a special oceasion to establish a
precedent that may do considerable harm to
Parliament and to the State. If we pass it
at the present time, it just means that a
fulure oceasion may arise when a Bill will
be introduced with a similar clause, and Par-
liament may pass it and do something which
will commit the epunlry to an expendilure
withaut the public knowing exactly what has
been done until it is too late. It is necessary
we should always take particular care that
the (tovernment assumes responsibility in
connection with the expenditure of public
funds. There are no means hy which private
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members can put a tax upon the general rev-
enue. Therefore, much as I am a supporter
ot the 8ill, we should not permit this liberty
to be taken lo esfablish a precedent that we
may all be sorry for in the future. I appeal
to hon. members to compel the Government
to take the responsibility that they shoala
take in seeing that a message is provided
hefore a lax is imposed upon the general
revenue.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna) {10.27]:
Bither the Government intend that iherq
shall be a Bill passed by this Legislatnre
which shall be honoured, and shall give to
that Bill all facilities and fair and complete
consideration, or they are just simply play-
ing with Parliament.

"The Premier: Just as vou did last session.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. gentleman has
no occasion to accuse me, ot the late Govern-
ment, of playing. The late Government
never shirked their responsibilities.

The Premier: All the time.

Mpr, WALKER: The hon. gentleman is
worlhy of some of the euntlandish meetings
that he aitends oceasionally, when public
feeling is cxeited. Surely he can listen.

The Premier: You listened lo me, did you
not ?

Mr. Seaddan: You were humorous though.

The Premier: That is the difference. The
member for Kanowna is not humorous.

Mr. WALKER: The subject is not one
for jesting. Tf the Premier makes a farce of
Parliament, he need not expect me to follow
him. I submit that the Government's afti-
tude upon this questiod is beyond Lhe trivial.
It deserves a sironger word of condemnation.
The Premier promised deputations that he
would give every faecility for a private mem-
ber to pass a Bill for a referendum, if Par-
liament agreed.

The Premier: No; I did not. )

Mr. Scaddan: What did you promise?

The Premier: I said that every facility
wounld he given by the Government to anv
private member wishing to introduce legisla-
fion amending the liquor laws in regard to
the hours of closing.

Mr. WALKER: T will put it that way,
just while what the Premier has said is fresh
in everyone’s memory. I say that the Bill
as iniroduced, and as amended for the pur-
pose hy the Crown Law Depariment with

the approval of the Attorney General, and
coming down withont a Moessage, dues not
afford facilities for a private member to in-
troduce and pass legizlation upon this or any
ollier subject,

The Premier: Yes; it does.

Mr. WALKER: The Bill is merely a pious
resolution, and, as it stands, it could all have
been expressed in a motion.

The Premicr: 1 quite agree with you there,
of course.

Mr. WALKER: The Bill may be valua-
hle, or may be absolutely useless, because it
depends upon subsequently a Message being
oblained from His Excelleney and then upon
appropriation being passed by Parliament.
T say this is to reduce legislation to an abso-
lule faree. This is not legislation. As it
stands, the Bill is merely waste paper.

Mr. Seaddan: Tt reduces the [egislature
to a madel Parliament, n mock Parliament.

Mr. WALKER: Absolutely a mock Par-
liament. This is not legislalion in any sense.
Whalever decision the House may come to
will he merely waste paper. I submit we
should never lend ocurselves to plaving with
legislation, especially when embracing greal
subjecls.

The Premier: T suppose, then, you will
oppose the whole thing, oppose the Bill?

Alre WALKER: T am opposing with all
my heart the attitude of the hon. gentleman.

The Premier: You have done that all voar
polilieal life. ’

Mr. WALKER : T have had oceasion to do
it all my life. The Premier is not giving the
member for Kalanning an opportunily of
carrving legislation throngh this Chamber;
ke is fooling the member for Katanning.

The Premier: You are fooling him.

Ay, WALKER: The Premier is fooling
this Assembly,

The Premier: You are fooling the Assem-
bly.

Mr. WALKER: He is fooling the whole of
the people of this State.

A'r. Smith: But he cannoft do it all the
{ime.

Mr. WALKER: XNo; he cannot do it all
the time.

Mre. Bolton: He has done it up to date.

The Minister for Works: You had four
and a half years of fooling the people, and
it landed vou where vou are.
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Mr. Seaddan: You have had a similar ex-
perience yourself. You had only four years
as Commissioner of Railways, and then you
were put ouf. '

Me. WALKER: For my part, I am de-
lighted to have had for nearly five years the
honouwr of holding a position of trust and
confidence in a Ministerial capacity on be-
half of the people of this State. When the
Minister for Works has been on the Trea-
sury beneh for five years and can talk jn the
same strain, then he may wear bhis iren
«rown from the black goose foundry. There
can be no doubt whaisoever that {he Bill
as introduced, had it not been for the amend-
ment iniroduced by the Government——

The Premier: We never introduced any
saendment into the Bill.

Mr. WALKER: We had, just this minute,
an assurance from the Aftorney General
himself that he bad seen that this clause,
which is the whole bone of contention, was
all right. Now, for what purpose did he
serutinise that clause? What was the ob-
jeet of his doing so? A eclanse which has
never been introduced into any Bill in the
history of any British Parliament, which is
an utter amd a most dangerous innovation—
what was the objeet of its introduetion?
Was it to facilitate this Bill as a legislative
easure, to facilitate its becoming law? Was
that the purpose of this amendment? The
purpose was to afford a loophole for delay,
a loophole for evasion. That was the ob-
jJect, and none other.

The Attorney General: Fortunately the
present Attorney General has not a mind
tramed like yours.

My, WALKER: For which [ am eternally
thankful to heaven. These personal and
stupid interjections——

The Aitorney General: You starled the
personalilies,

AMr. WALKER: Are unworthy of the new
Atlorney General.

The Attorney General: At all events, the
old Atiorney General is a very unworthy
person.

Mr. WALKER: More worthy than a eock
sparrow,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! This will have to
cease. The Altorney (feneral takes excep-
tion to the word “cock sparrow? as applied
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to himself. The member for Kanowna
should withdraw,

Mr. WALKER : T certainly will withdraw,
and now 1 will ask the Attorney (eneral to
withdraw the personality which produced
that retort.

Mr. SPEAKER ; There must be no more
persenalities.

Mr. WALKER: The personality was that
the late Attorney General was unworthy.
These personal insnlts 1 will vesent every
e,

Mr. SPEAKER: Ovder! Does the mem-
ber for Kanowna ask for a withdrawal of
the words that he is unworthy 2

Mr. WALKER: Certainly. 1 have with-
drawn the words which that insult produced,
and I ask for that insult to be withdrawn.

The Attorney General: If I am ealled
upon to do so, I am quite willing to with-
draw those words; and equally the member
for Kanowna should wilhdraw tlie aspersion
he made on the preseni Attorney General,
ihat when this Bill was being framed, and
when thai amendment was being framed, ii
wis done as a subterfuge, to try and evade
something, That is what the member for
Kanowna said. So long as the member for
Kanowna will use expressions of that kind,
s0 long may he expect guns to be fired at
him. 1 do not care whelher the hon, memher
withdraws the expression about me or not.

Mr. Bolion: Then, why did vou ask for a
withdrawal ?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WALKER: I hope I am not wanting
in respect to the Chair. 1 submit I have
not usetd any personalities execept by way of
retort.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I understand the
Altorney General has withdrawn.

Mr. WALKER: Yes, but with a gualifica-
tion.

Mr. SPEANER: Order! Do 1 understand
the Attorney General has withdrawn his re-
mark?

The Attorney General:
Speaker, but——

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! There must be
ne qualification. Do youn withdraw?

The Attorney General: T withdraw.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Kanowna will continue his remarks. He has
the floor,

Certainly, Mr.
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Mr. WATL.KER: T was saying that the
amendment had been introduced for some
purpose, and that purpose can only be ibat
of evasion and delay. If those methods harl
not been used this Bill must bave been
accompanied by a Message, and then it
would have received that consideration at
the hands of the House which is given to all
legislation here.

Member: And it would have passed.

M. WALKER: I believe that a majority
of members would have voted for it.

The Premicr inferjecled.

Mr. WALKER: Lest 1 be provoked into
saving something which may ruffte the feel-
ing of members opposite, I must ask, Sir,
ibat 1 Le not inlerrupted even by the I’re-
mier. T was saying that there was an ob-
jeet in the inlroduction of this Bill, and to
nme it apears (hat that ohjeet can have been
no other than o desire lo secure evasion
ol the real issue. There can be no doubt but
that tlie molive or purpose of this Bill is
evasion, and I object to a Bill of this char-
acter being brought forward after a request
from the citizens of the State. The Bill is
a pure delusion and a snave; it is absolulely
waste paper as it stands. If the Attornev
General, or the CGovernment, is in earnest
in this matter, if there is any veal desire to
Leep Taith with the publie, what was to pre-
cvent the Government wmaking it, if yon will,
a nun-parly question, giving to every mem-
ber of ike House, and every member of the
Government, the right of voting as his eon-
sctenee or his logie direeied, and bringing
down simultanevusly with the Bill the neces-
sary Message? There was nothing in the
world to stand in the way of that being done.
1t would not malter whether {he Bill was in-
treduced by the member for Katanning, if
the Government did not desire to falher the
measare. It would not have inattered one
iota {hat it should be introduced by a private
member, so long as there was simultaneously
with the introduction of the Bill a Message
from His Excelleney the Governor.  That
has been done repeatedly in this Chamber,
But it has not been done in this instance.
Why? Can anyhody question the true pur-
pose, ean anvbody eonceive any other pur-
pose than the one T have suggested, namely,
delay and evasion?

The Premicer: Where i the delay?
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Mr. WALKER: Is it nol delay when this
Bill has to go throughk the two Chambers
and all the formalities nceessary to comply
wilh the Standing Orders and the Constitu-
tion Aci?

Mr.-Scaddan: On one day a week ouly.

Mr. WALKER: And, as the ieader of the
Opposition interjects, at one sifting  per
week? 1s it not delay that this Bill shall be
rassed and we then have to wait for the in-
troduetion of a Message, followed by a fur-
ther debate on the Appropriation Bill when
it is Dbrought in. Nobody in their calm
senses can deny that 15 a method of delay.
The passage of this Bill would leave the
further neeessary aclion at the will of the
Government, and undoubtedly alterwards
there would be some way of eseape found,
some get out of it. Bul if the Message lad
been broughi down sinultaneously with the
Bill, and the Bill was passed, then the Gov-
ernent wonld be bound. The appropria-
tion must eome in and ihen the will of the
House cannot be evaded. This is merely
playing with the will of the House, a meve
acalemic discussion on the liquor question,
no more, no less: and 1 eannol be a parly
lo entering into snch unnecessary and
{ruitless  diseussion. This s playing
with a great question. You have ruled,
Mr. Speaker, that the Biil is in order
as it stands. There ean be no question but
that it is in order with this clause in it
Bat that elause nullifies the Bill as legis-
lation and makes it no more than a cumber-
some resolution of the House. It is in order
as a resolution, but as legislation it has no
value whafever; and [ objeet to pretended
legislation, pseudo legislation, being intro-
duced in this form. I object to the privi-
leges of the House and lo the Constitution
Aet heing flouied in such a manner on such
a great question; therefore I =upport the
amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
T. Robinson—Canning) [10.50]: (On
amendmeni.) Tlere are some members of
the House who object to everything on prin-
ciple—the principle of objeeling —beecause
they are in the position of being what is
called “agin the CGovernment.”

Mr., Mullany: This is not a Government
Ineasure.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There are
some people who when a Bill of this descrip-
tion comes before them will do everything
in the world to throttle it.

Mr. Bolton: By this clause.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There are
some members who will make any attack
on fhis Bill rather than face the issue.

Mr. Secaddan: Are you making an es-
planation as to why this clause is in the
Bill?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The leader
of the Opposition will get the explanation.
I will be prepared to argue and T thoroughly
believe, that even with the words in Sec-
tion 3, “if an appropriation is made by
Parliament,” this Bill would not be a money
Bill. T would be prepared to eontend, and
I believe that you, Sir, would support the
argument, that the Bill wonld not be a
money Bill. The section of the Aet is so
clear on ihe subject. Seclion 67 of the
Constitalion Act, in dealing wilth the mat-
ter, says—

It shall not he lawful for ihe Legisla-
tive Assembly fo pass any Bill for the
appropriation of any part of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund which has not
first heen recommended to the Assembly
hy Messave.

Mr. Walker: 1t 2oes further.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
tinues—- ]

of the QGovernor during the session in

which sueh vote or Bill is proposed.
This would not have been an appropriation.
For the purpose of the diseussion now thai
18 a mere academic argument, but I have
no douht that that argument, if it were ad-
dressed to vou, Sir, would bhe given the
weighty support it deserves,

Mr. Carnenter: 1If that is so why did youn
put these words in?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Why can-
not the hon. member be patient? There
are some members of the House who are
never satisfied unless they are either nagging,
or objecling, or have something to say, or
like to hear their own voices, There are
other people who do not care about hearing
them, and T am one of those.

Mr. Munsie: There is a fairly sirong feel-
ing on this side of the House with regard to
yourself.

1t con-
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The ATTORNEY GENERAwL: This see-
tion would be perfectly in order, I would
be prepared to argue, without these words.
The question was raised by certain individ-
nals that they would take exception in Par-
liament lo this particular clause if it were
left in, that they would say it required o
message, or that it made it a money Bill. In
order to prevent any discussion on the sub-
jeet, and fo show that this Bill was not a
money Bill, and that the issue of the clos-
ing hours of hotels shonld be one of free
discussion, T asked the draftsman to put in
such words in the plainest of King's English
as would show that it is not a money Bill.

Mr. Seaddan: It was not your Bill. The
hon. member in charge of it eould have what-
ever he liked in it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T was
helping the hon. memberowilh it. The leader
of the OQpposition need not laugh.

Mr. Tavlor: I think it was helping the
Government over a stile.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Gov-
ermment do nol want to be helped over a
stile. Tf thev come (o a stile, they will not
wnnt the assisiance of ihe hon. member. Tf
there is any assistance which can be
rendered to the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson) by myself with the passage of the

Bill he can rely on me to give that
nssislance to the wutmost of my ability.
1 did give him that help before the
Bill reached the House. I have antici-

pated these interjectors and have robbed
them of the long debate they were going 1o
make on the quesiion, as to whether or not
it was a money Bill, and they were so in-
furiated that they pnt up the expert mem-
her of this House, who was supposed to
know wmare about the rules and regulations
than any one else, to put forward this
amendment.

Mr. Taylor: That is unfair. If any one
is put up as a special pleader’ for yonr {Gov-
ernment, it is yourself, and you have failed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: What is
the amendment? With the exee;nion of the
words, “is an evasion,” T shoull say it ‘s
one whieh every member on each side of the
Hounse conld thoroughly agree with, but it
is aimed at lhe Government because it states
that this Bill s an evasion of the principle
that all proposals which entail the expendi-
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ture of public monevs must be introduced
by Ministers of tbe Crown. The Govern-
ment not only do not desire to evade that
principle, but they have permilled to be
specially stated in the Bill that no prineiple
is heing evaded. The amendment which was
put forward by the hon. member is not even
as good as I thonght it was.

My, Taylor: The amendument does not
touch the Bill at all. You have put words
into the amendment which were not there.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It says
that the words after “that” are to be struek
out. The words in the original rootinn are
“that this Bill be now read a second fine”

Mr. Taylor: Read ihe amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: And the
motion of the hon. member is that all the
waords after “That” shall be siruck out with
a view to inserting the following words
“This House will not proceed upon any Bill
which is an evasion of the principle” ete,
"meaning that this Bill is an evasion.

Mr. Taylor: That is not so.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If it is
not so will the hon. member withdraw his
amendment? hy did he tack it on to this
partienlar Bill?

Mr. Taylor: T have done it at every op-
portunity. [ never had such an opportunity
of defending the privileges of the House as
on this gecasion. You are subterfugers.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There is
no doubt whatever that the amendment is
atmed at this Bill.

Mr. Taylor: Tt is not. Tt is aimed at pro-
teeting the privileges of this House.

The ATTORNLEY GENERAL: It is also
aimed at the Government in that the Gov-
ernment allow the Rill to be brought for-
ward which the mover of {he amendment
contends is an evasion of the principles of
the House.

Mr. Hudson: You could not prevent any
member bringing it forward.

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL: It raises
a number of issues quite foreign to the por-
poses of the Bill. The Bill deals purely with
the question of the closing hours for the sale
of liquor. The people of the countrv want
to know about the closing hours for the sale
of liqnor, and the members of the House
want to know. But a red herring, and a had
one too, has been drawn across the track by
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the hon. member, and he is trying to attach
that to the Bili.

Mr. Taylor: You know differently.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not.
The mere fact that 1 am sobjected to these
interjections by the hon. member shows that
1 am hitting him pretty hard,

Mr. Taylor: You are not hurting me one
bit in the world. Il is only child’s play.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Be that
as it may, there is no principle sought to be
evaded by this Bill. The words of the am-
endinent are designed for the purpose, and
for the sole purpose, of wrecking the
measure. :

Mr. Taylor: That is unfair. It is not so.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I hope
that every member of the House who has got
any conscience on the subject of liguor will
vote against this amendment.

Mr. FOLEY (Leonora) [11.0]: T desire
to informn the Atlorney Gleneral that while
we are debating the amendment we do not
want any extraneons matter dealt with, and
I think you, Mr. Speaker, will realise that if
the Attorney General does not. The Pre-
mwier has been very facctious over this mat-
ter, and at the deputation which waited on
him certain conversations took place. Per-
haps there wns foo much conversation, but
whatever was said the Premier certainly did
make o delinite promise that every facility
would be given to a private member to intro-
duce a Bill, although, he added, it was
against the prineiple they were propounding.
The one faeility now necessary is a Message
from the Governor.

Mr. Thomson: That is ¢oly your opinion.

My, FOLEY: After listening to the At-
torney General, T am sahsolutely certain that
a Message is necessary.

The Premier: The Speaker says it is not
necessary.

Mr. FOLEY: The ruling that the
Speaker gave that o Message was not neces-
sary, I am willing to abide by, but the am-
endment of the member for Mt. Margaret

.is that this is an evasion of a principle. We
will let the matler of an appropriation being
necessary go by the board, but the argnment
used by the Premier was on the question of
whether an appropriation was necessary,
and it did not touch at all on the question.
1. as the Premier says, an appropriation is
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not necessary, it will be a dead letter if the
amendment is ecarried; it will be a pious
resolution after all. At a recent election the
exponenis of temperance considered they
were fighting that election on {he principal
point raised by the member for Mt. Mar-
garet. A lady representing a certain party
in this Siate asked Mr. Seaddan ai thai elec-
tion a definite question, and Mr. Scaddan
aave a definite answer regarding the refer-
endim. He said he believed in it and al-
ways endeavoured to put it into praetice.
We can never get sound government if any
Government in office will allow a private
member to iitroduce a Bill which certainly
is an evasion of a principle so0 long honoured
in every FParliament. If we are going to do
this we shall establish a precedent which is
not worthy of this House, and it will mean
that if the amendment is lost and the Bill
zoes to the vote it will be possible for any
private member to inlroduce what shonld be
a Government measure. 1 am not prepared
1o support a measure which is brought in as
a subterfuge and the object of which is to
do away with the responsibilities of the
Government.

Mr. MUNSIE (Hannans) [11.6]: I am
zoing to support the amendment because
I believe the wording of it to be correet;
therefore T believe that the Bill, as it has
been introduced, is practically an evasion
of the principles of the House. T desire to
place the responsibility on those who should
varry it, namely, the (fovernment of the
day. T trust the House will agree to the
amendment. i’ it is only for the last named
reason. At the deputation from the tem-
perance organisation whieh waited on the
Premier, the hon. gentleman said he would
wive every Tacility to any private member
to introdoce the Bill, the ohject of which
would he te control the hours of frading in
the ligquor traffie. He told us to-night that
lie would be favourable to the House de-
eiding the hours at which the hotels should
be elosed, but that he is noi favourable to

this Rill beeause it refers to the matter of -

the referendmn. .
The Premier: T did not sav that,
M. MUNSIE:
cloge to saving it.
The Premier: O, no!

The Prewnier weni very
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Mr. MUNSIE: Whether the Premier said
it or not, I want him, as Premier, to take
the responsibility of introdueing a measure
of this kind, or to arrange for a Message
from the Governor. 1 will go further, and
say that he is afraid to take the respon-
sihility, atraid of offending one side or the
other. That is a nice position fer the head
of a Ministry to oeceupy. Evervone of the
Premier's colleagues is afraid, too.

The Premier: What are you going to do
about it all?

Mr. MUNSIE: T am going to support the
amendment, and when the Bill itself comes
before the House I shall support the second
reading, and then endeavour to amend the
Bill in Committee.

The Premier:
amend in it ¥

Mr. MUNSIE: T will tell the Premier
that when the time arrives. The fact that
every member of the Cabinet is afraid is,
in my opimion, proved by the interjections
of Ministers and by the arguments they
have used. I shall suppori the amendment
in oider to proteet the privileges of this
House and also in order to put the respon-
sibility in this matter on the shoulders of
those who ought to bear it.

Mr. BOLTON (South Fremantle} [11.11]:
1 want an opportunity of supporting this
Bill; and, if T can help it, I am not going
to allew the Governmment to rob me of the
opporfunity, I am one who believes that
both- the Premier and the Attorney Gen-
cral—the only two Ministers whe have
spaken on the Bill—arve anxious for the
defeat of the measure. They desire that
this amendment shall be carvied. so that
thev may subsequently elaim that the earry-
ing of the amendment has heen responsible
for the defeat of the Bill.  The extract
read by the member for Fremantle (Mr.
(‘arpenter) proved that the carrying of the
amendment will not wreck the measure,
that the other Bill will still e before the
ITouse in the stage at which it lapsed. I
am rather sorry to have to assist the Pre-
mier and the Attorney (ieneral to achieve
what they will ¢laim to be the defeat of the
measure. (o any case, this Bill shonld
not be defeated by the passing of the
amendmeni., which really has no effect on

What are you going to
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the measure at all. Possibly, the member
for Katanning (Mr. Thomson) knew from
the very jump that he had no chance of get-
ting his Bill through Parliamment. I am
now prepared to say that I have told him
he was not sineere in his action, and that
le knew the Bill would not pass this Cham-
Ler. But I did not discover until just now
that that very clause which has heen so
much veterred to i1s going to be the ruin of
the measure. 1 want to discuss the Bill it-
seif. There are members of this IMonse who
earnestly desive to support the Bill; and
certainly no member is more earnest in that,
desire tltan the member for Kanowna (Mr.
Walker), No one here can claim to be a
more sincere supporter than the member
for Kanowna of this Bill. For my part, 1
am as earnest as the member for Kanowna
in supporting the measure. Possibly, T shall
disappeint the Premier and the Attorney
(eneral by voting for the amendment; but
I hope to disappoint them still Ffurther
when it turns out that the earrying of the
amendment does not wreek the Bill.

Mr. THOMAS (Bunbury) [11.24]: li is
rather difficult to understand the attitude of
hon. members professing on the Hoor of this
House to be moved by a wonderful desire
te pass the Bill, and vet seizing every op-
portunity, apparently, to place the Govern-
ment in an awkward position. While I do
not symyathise wiili those hon. members in
that respeet, it appears to me that a deeper
cause underlies the opposition of ecertain
members to-night. 1 venture to assert that
various members are anxious to evade the
main issue. 1 fail to understand, even for
a sinzle moment, how voting for ithe amend-
ment will help hon. members in that direc-
tion, unless their hope is to crente such a
tangle as will ultimately result in the loss of
the Bill to \Western Australia. At the outset,
T fail to understand the atiitude of the mem-
her for Mount Margaret (Mr. Taylor), If
he ahsolutely desires to safeguard the Stand-
ing Orders of this House. there is nothing
whalever to prevent him from moving at
some later time, at his leisure, and in a
calmer atmosphere, to so amend the Stand-
ing Orders as to render a recurrence of the
present position impossible.

Mr. Taylor: Tt is not necessary.
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Mr. THOMAS: I understand it is neces-
.sary. The lasi hon. member io speak (Mr.
Bolton) asserted, that whether the amend-
ment is lost or carried will make no differ-
ence whatever 1o the other aspects of the
proposal before ns. He says that neither
the carrying nor the defeat of the amend-
ment will have any effect. Then, if that is
g0, what is the hon, member's diffieulty? If
it is 50, why hold up the measure?

Mrv. Carpenter: The member for South
Fremanlle did not say that at all.

Mr. THOMAS: The lon. member said
that if 1he amendment were carried the other
Bill would still remain hefore the House.

Ar. Bolton: T say so still.

Mr. THOMAS: What is the hon. member
fighting for, then? Can any sane member
of this House deny the fact that the earry-
ing of the amendment will foree the hands
of the Government? Here we have just one
of those litlle opportunities that are taken
advantage of by certain individuals who are
afraid to vote in a certain direction when
the main proposal is hefore the House.
Thove individuals are ready to take any side-
track which would enable them to protect
their political skins, would enable them to
defeat in an underhand fashion the main
proposal. T am prepared fo fight for a cer-
tain principle for which I have stood, and
shall refuse to take advantage of any side-
issne to defeat a measure that I am not
rame to vote for,

Mr. Carpenter: You have not heard the
debate at all. You should be the last man
to say that.

Mr. THOMAS: 1f T have offended the
mewhber for Fremantle (Mr. Carpenter),
whom 1 greatly respect, I am extremely
SOTTY.

Mr. Bolton:
bate.

Mr. THOMAS: T heard all that was said
by the member for South Fremantle (Mr.
Bolton). 1t seems to me that if we are
scized with the importance of that for which
we are fighting

Ar. Carpenter: You should come in and
listen to other people.

My, TIIOMAS: I do sometimes listen to
the hon. member. but it is a species of eom-
punction for which T am not anxions. Sup-

You have not heard the de-
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pose our soldiers at the Front, when march-
ing to meet the enemy for a decisive battle,
stopped on the way to discuss the latest race
meeting, or some trifling matter of no im-
portance. That would parallel the present
position of this debate. I am prepared fo
sink petty issues when a great issue is at
stake. And here is a great issue being side-
tracked by means of an amendment which is
worthy of no consideration. If certain hon.
members were earnest in their advocacy of
the prineciples of this Bill, they would recog-
nise that any other time would be fitting for
the amendment of the Standing Orders. It
is admitted by one of the foremost advocates
of the amendment that it makes no differ-
ence, 1f the ancient privileges of this House
are of such value to certain hon. members,
why do they not choose a fitkting and proper
time for the assertion of those privileges?

Mr. Taylor: That would be too late.

Mr. THOMAS: It would not be too late.

Mr. Taylor: Do not get hysterical over it.

Mr. THOMAS: I appeal to hon. mem-
bers not to give car to the pleas whieh, nnder
cover, have been submilted to the House this
evening,
~ Mr, Carpenter: You have not listened to
those pleas.

Mr. THOMAS: [ ask hon. members fo
vote on this question as its importance de-
mands.

Mr. Taylor: You do not know anything
about it.

Mr. THOMAS: I have a pretty good idea
of the object of the member for Mount Mar-
garet in moving Ilus amendment, and 1 ear-
eestly appeal to the House to make a elear-
cut issne of this matter.

Mr. Folay: That is what we want.

Mr. THOMAS: How can a clear—gut issue
be made when it is sought to side-track the
issue in this manner?  The member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Bolton) has told us
that the amendment means nothing. . What
is the use of it then? Tloes it not represent
an effort to get in a side wind, to alter the
whole aspect of the question?

Mr. Taylor: Why all this rage, if it all
means nothing?

Mr. THOMAS: Tbe hon. member when
previously discussing the matter went rant-
ing on to a late hour of the night endeavour-

[ASSEMBLY .}

ing to introduce this matter. Evidently my

_friends do not like the question being put
before the House, because it shows up their
peenliar attitude upon it. There seem to be
many straight out advocates npon it when it
suits to take up that attitude, but when it
comes to the question of standing up to the
matter o ihat the public ean understand the
position, there are lots of people wha are
anxiens fo get away from it.

My, Foley: I have stood aup on the ques-
tion mueh straighter than yvon have.

Mr. THOMAS: I have stood for this
thing ever since I have been in Parliament
and shall stand for it as leng as I remain
here. But 1 shall endeavour to fight the
battle fairly. [ want this matter fought out
as it should be, and when the vote is given
I want Western Australia to be able to judge
upon whieh side members stand.  That is
what T want to know. I am not supporting
the Ministry in any deriliction of (heir duty.
They have a clear mandate from the people
of Western Aunstralia to introduce this
matter.

Mr. Foley: They have not.

Mr. THOMAS: T think they have. If
the Government of Western Australia are
not prepared to do their duty is it any rea-
son why I should shirk mine, or that any
other hon. member should do so either? I
appeal to members of this Chamber to turn
down the amendment and to let us get to the
main issue. We shall then find out what
there is in the professions of some hon.
members around me as fo the burning neces-
sity for bringing about a referendum in
Western Australia on this question. If the
amendment is turned down we shall know
where we stand, and the battle can be fought
out fairly and squarely in this Chamber.

Myr. ANGWIN (North-East Fremantle)
[11.22]: I shall have to vote against &his.
Whilst T give every eredit to the memhber
for Bunbury (Mr. Thomas) for his splendid
flow of language to-night when he indulged
in heroics coneerning what, as he said, other
people were trying fo evade doing, I must
say there i3 no one who has tried more to
evade principles than he himself has.

Mr. Thomas: Where does that come in?
Where have T evaded principles?
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Mr. ANGWIN: You, My, Speaker, to
whom we look for the purpose of seeing that
the affairs of the Assembly are properly con-
ducted, have ruled that an evasion has taken
place, but that it is a successful one. That
being so, is it not only fair that we should
give those hon. members who think that
there is an evasion of the principles of this
House the credit of believing that they arg
honest in their desires to see that these prin-
ciples are maintained? They are only doing
what they think is in the best interests of
tho State. If I eame along and in a similar
manner inirodueced a Bill for the purpose
of earrying out certain harbour improve-
ments al Fremantle, there is no member in
the Mouse who would more gquickly say that
[ had no right to do this than the member
for Bunbury (Mr. Thomas).

Mr. Bolton: And say there was somethins
behind it.

Mr, Thomas: Why should you imagine
ihat I would say that?

Mr. ANGWIN: | know the stamp of the
lion. memhber. I would point out that the
hon. member for Mt. Margavet (3r. Taylor)
is a very old member of this Assembly. He
has followed ifs prineiples earefully. He has
eld the position of Chairman of Commi-
tees and also as Depnty Chairman for sev-
eral vears. He felt that the principles of
this House had been evaded by this measure.
I maintain, if that be so, that he is justified
in intreducing his amendment in order fn
endeavour to retain those prineciples which
alwavs have been adhered to in this House,
and which have heen adopted by every Par-
liament in the British Dominions. There is
nothing in the accusation of the member for
Bunbury that he was trying to get behind
something else, and that Lhere is something
at the hack of all this.

My, Thomas: Do vou honestly helieve thai
this is s0?

Mr. ANGWIN: T believe the hon. membes
was actuated by honest motives and that.
no matter what Bill was in question, he
would do the same as he has done in the
present instanece. I have heard him get up
before on matters of this description in re-
zard to the Standing Orders. If there is
anything at the back of this, I do not know
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of it. Sowne of the members who have spoken
to-night will vote in favour of the Bill.

Mr. Bolton: And more sincerely than the
member for Bunbury.

Mr, ANGWIN; They have only asked thai
the Bill shall be dealt with by proper
methods.

Mr. Thomson: You have got the Bill.

Mr. ANGWIN: The only difference is
this——

Mr. Thomson: And I have taken the re-
sponsibility of it.

Mr. Bolton: You knew you were taking
no responsibilily.

Mr. Seaddan: Had we not better adjourn
and cool down.

Mr. ANGWIN: The only difference is
that we have two Bills to deal with instead
of one, when one Bill should have done
everything that is required. As the member
for Kanewna (Mr. Walker) has said, this
is purely waste paper and waste of time
unless the other Bill is introdunced. Why
not bring it in and carry it throungh, and
take action as soon as possible? 1 merely
rose because T considered that the member
for Bunbary was unfair to those who have
taken the stand they have. T will vote
against the amendment.

Mr. HUDSON (Yilgarn) [11.28}: Tn con-
sequence of the observations of the member
for Buanbury (Mr. Thomas) T feel that T
must make a few remarks. It was rather
a pity he was not in the Chamber in order
that he might listen to the debate. 1 feel
sure that if he had been here he would not
have made the disparaging remarks that
he did make regarding other hon. members
and their intentions with respect to the
amendment. T would remind the hon. mem-
ber that we are not dealing with the Stand-
ing Orvders at all. This is a question of
the violation, or otherwise, of the Constitu-
tion Aet. That was clearly pointed ont by
the Premier. I would like to remind hon.
members that when the Bill was introduced
objection was taken to it by the member
far Leonora (Mr. Foley), and the decision
given from the Chair was that the method
adopted by the mover of the measnre was a
clever evasion and a soecessfnl evasion of
the principles which underly the introdue-
tion of money Bills, which require a Message
from His Excellency the Governor. I have
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carelully cousidered that aspect of the ques-
tion, and am satisfied that there is an eva-
sion in that case. 1 have looked up an
authority on the question and find there that
the evasion of an Act is dealt with. The
learned authority makes use of the follow-
ing words—

People canuot escape from the obliga-
tion of a Statute by putting a private in-
terpretalion on its language. It is a well-
known prineiple of law that the provisions
of an Act of Parliament shall pot I:
evaded by shift or contrivance.

We have Section 67 of the Constilution Ael
which has been referred to already, and the
learned authority I am quoting says—

If a contract be framed so as enfirely
to defeat the objeet of an Aet, such a con-
tract, although not within its express pro
hibition, wight very well be held to be
impliedly forbidden by it. We aecord
ingly find that a court of law will not
tolerate such an evasion of an Act of
Parliament as amounfs to a positive frand
upon the Aet, such an evasion heing a
Lord Eldon deseribed a frand on the law.
or an insylt to an Aet of Parvliament.

The proposal of the mover of the measure in
endeavouring to evade the provisions of ihe
slatute is an msult to the Chamber, and 1
submit that the amendment moved by the
member for Mount Margaret should be car-
ried.

Mr. THOMSON (Kalanning) [11.30]
{On amendmment) : 1 mn surprised at the argu-
ments which have been brought forward by
members opposite.  They were all anxious
that this maiter should he brought before
the House and they were prepared to sup-
port it, provided it was brought in in a man-
ner to suit their views, The position is that
the liquor question has never been brought
before the House wiihiout an endeavour be-
ing made to side irack it in the way thal is
being done to-night.

Mr. Scaddan: You were the prime mover
in a similar direction on a previous occasion.

Mr. THOMSON: T object fo that state-
menl.

Mr. Seaddan: It is on record. You moved
to strike out all the words after “That” just
as the member for Mi. Margaret has done
this evening.

-ing it out on members generally.
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Mp. THOMSON: When | moved the
second reading of the Bill 1 quoted exten-
sively from Hansard and | suggest ihat the
leader of the Opposition should endeavour to
Le guiet and read the speech 1 made. Mem-
Lers profess that iliey are anxious for this
13i]y bui they are also very anxious about the
| rivileges of this House, and I mainlain it
is up to private members to maintain {heir
privileges. If the amendment is carried I see
ne necessity for having a Mounse of 50 mem-
bers, Let the country appoint six Ministers
and let those Ministers do as they choose.

Mr. Seaddan: What nonsense.

M. THOMSON ; That is the position, and
| mainlain thal a private member, if he hon-
eslly helieves that the movement under dis-
euszion i8 in the intevesls of the country, he
should have the opportunity of bringing it
hefore the House by way of a Bill. The
member for Fremanile (Mr. (arpenter)
made a siatement that Clause 3 was inserfed
in the Bill 1o shield the Government. He
need not be so soliclious for the Govern-
ment: the Government do not require shield-
ing.

Mr. SBeaddan: TIs this your Bill or the At-
torney (leneral’s?

Mr. THOMSOXN: It is my Bill?

Mr. Taylor: 1t is the Attorney General’s
Bill.

Ar. Bolien: That elause is not yours.

Mr. THOMSON: The Bill is mine and I
am going to pul the responsibility of throw-
The mem-
ber for Fremantle stated that Clause 3 was
inserted with the object of shielding the
Government, and he then went on to quote
from fay that if the amendment was earried
il would not defeat the Bill. T desire to point
out to the member for Fremantle and other
members who may have been induced to sup-
porl the amendment, that if it is carried the
81l will be defeated. We shall not he able
to disenss it 1n this House. The amendment
of the member for Mount Margaret says that
this House will not proceed upon any Bill
which is an evasion of the principles of the
Counstitution; if that is carried we shall not
be ahle to proceed to discuss the Bill.

Mr. Carpenter: The Government c¢an then
hring down its own measure.

—_
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Mr. THOMSOX: [If members opposile
are sincere in their desire 1o have the people
consulled in eonpection with the elosing of
hotels, they shonld not iry to evade their
dutx.

Mr. Seaddan: That eomes well from you.

Mr. THOMSON: Hon. members are vio-
deavouring to evade their duty; what do they
care about the Bill? Their iniention is to try
and forece e Governmenl into an unenviable
positton. By that 1 do not mean that the
Government are not afraid to shoulder their
responsibilities, but 1 do say ihat when a
private member on lhis side of the House
has brought in his Bill, if members ave sin-
cere in their desive lov submit the question
to the people, they should support him.

My, Taylor: Not when he has been smoth-
ered by the peiticoals of Perth.

Mr. Gireen: You are not very sincere yvour-
self.

My, SPEAKER: The hon. member wmust
not #ay Lhat the member for Katanping is
not sincere; it is a refleelion.

My, Taxlor: It is true; that is the worst
of it.

Mr. THOMSON: I am prepared fo let
the lion. member’s public actions in the recent
intporiant event which we have taken part

in anil mine he placed Lefore the people of

the State and then we shall see who is sin-
cere.

Mr. Green: I was pretiy sincere on fthat
question, anyhow.

My, Munsie: It was left {o the people of
Australia and fhey deeided against you.

Mr. Scaddan: YWhat has that to do with
the amendment anyvhow?

Mr. THOMSON: I am very proud that
the people of Western Australia furned down
the member for Kalgoorlie. In regard fo the
Bill T am introducing, hou. members seem
to he afraid of it. The member for Guild-
ford is very anxious fo mmpress upon this
House Lhat it is going to establish a danger-
ous precedent if we allow a private member
o introduce legislation which may mean the
mposition of a tax. I maintain with all due
respeet to the member for Guildford that it
is just as necessary to safeguard the privi-
leges of the private members of this House
as it is to safeguard the privileges of the
House, and we are elected by the people and
sent here to voice their opinions.
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" My, Lamberti: Are the people elamouring
tor this referendum?

Mr. THOMSON: Yes.

Mr. Lambert: Where?

Mr. Taylor: They are all in the gallery.

Mr. THOMSON: Do not make any mis-
take about that. They are right throughout
the whole of the Stale and some of the hon.
members who are opposing the Bill are
afraid Lo meet them. The position 1 have
taken up in regard to the Bill—

M. Tavlor: You have shifted vour ground
twive to-day; vou have gone back on your-
self sinee 4 o’clock this atterncon.

Mr, THOMSOX: The member for Mt.
Margaret evidently is an autherity on what
1 should do.

Mr. Taylor: No. On what yvon said you
would do, but have not done,

Mr. SPEAEER: Order!

Mr. Taylor: Ask the member for Bun-
bury what vou premised him at 4 o’clock
this afternoon.

Mr. SPEAKER: Ovder!

Mr. THOMSON: The member for Mt
Margaret should not becowme irritated. That
hon. member was affuorded an opportunity of
placing his views hefore the Flouse, and he
was listensed fo with a certain degree of
respectful attention, 1 maintain that 1 am
entitled to the same privilege.  Certain hon.
members have asserted that the amendment
represents an evasion. T say that is not so.
The amendment places the whole question
entirely in the hands of the House, It
affords hon. members an opportunity of dis-
cussing the Bill, of dizeussing whether, either
at or before the next general election, the
people shall have an opportunity of deciding
the hour at which hotels shall eclose.

Mr. Scaddan: That is not your BIillL

AMr. THOMSOX: If hon. members will
furn to page 2 of the Bill

Mr. SPEARKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber cannot disenss the measure.

Mr. THOMSON : - The member for Leo-
nora {Mr. Folev) stated that it was against
gsound government to——

Several members interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! There is so
much cross-firing and interjecting that I
cannot hear the horn. member, and the hon.
member cannot disenss the subject unless he
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is given an opportunity of being heard.
Order must be kept.

Mr. THOMSON: The member for Leo-
nora seems very anxious that we shouold have
sound government. He conlends that the
iniroduction of this measure by a private
member means that the country will not have
sound government. But surely a private
member has the right to bring forward a
Bill which does not involve any expenditure.

Mr. Taylor: This Bill does invelve ex-

penditure,

Mr, THOMSON : 1T maintain the contrary.
1 have the right to introduce this Bill, and it
i3 for members of this House to decide
whether the measure shall be passed into
law. As a private member, I wish to guard
the privileges of individual members as well
as those of the Minisiry. The member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Bolton) has agserted
that I am not sincere. I am quite prepared
1o admit that that hon. member has fold me
that I am not sinecere. I suppose that is
the reason why I have brought in this Bill,
and why T am now here to defend the Bill,
and 1o fight in order to earry it fo a success-
ful issue. T appeal to those members on the
Gpposilion side who claim (o be in sympathy
with the temperance movement and in fav-
our of the referendum, not to support the
member for Mt. Margarel, because, in my
opinion, his amendment is nolhing more or
less than a deliberate attempt to wreck the
Bill.

Mr. SCADDAN  (Brownhill-Ivanhoe)
[11.45]: The somewhat violent addréss just
delivered by the member for Katahning (M.
Thomson) is refreshing, as coming from that
gentleman, particnlarly when he concludes
hy asserting that the amendment moved by
the member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor}
is a deliberate attempt to wreck the Bili. T
wish to eall back the mind of the member for
Katanning to the 2fith Aupgust, 1915, on
which date Hansard recorded certain ulter-
ances of the hon. member. T wish him to go
baek a little over 12 months and eall to mind
the fact that he moved a certain amendment
to a Bill which had been introduced with the
backing of the then Government. There was
no shirking of responsibilities in that in-
stanee. The amendment moved by the mem-
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ber for Katanning was on all fours with the
present amendment of the member for Mt.
Margaret. That amendment of 14 months ago
moved the striking out in a motion for a
second reading, of all words affer “that,” for
the purpose of introducing another guestion
which was absolutely foreign to the Bill
then under discussion. Did the member for
Katanning move that amendment for the
purpose of wrecking the Bill?  Oh, no!
With guite a different object, for quite a
different purpoze! Now, when the hon,
member lias diseovered, as he admits he has
diseovered, that the liquor question has at-
tracted attention throughout the State, he
wanls fo get right with his electors. The re-
sult is that he eomes forward with this mea-
sure. [Incidentally, of course, he wants to
put the Attorney Gencral right. He wants
to let the Attorney General keep true to his
promises.  He does not want to put the
Ministry in a difficult position. And thus
we have had introdueed into this House a
weunsure that is undoubtedly without prece-
dent in the constitutional history of any Par-
linment of the British Empire. Ever since
1 have been in Parliainent it has been ac-
cepted, and 1 believe it is accepted every-
where, that any Bill which makes a charge,
whetler direeily or indivectly, on consoli-
date:] revenue shail be introduced by a Min-
isler of the Crown with a message. Iere
we have our new Attorney General already
showing how mueh he appreciates, when in
olfice, what he was always preaching when
sitting in opposition—that constitutional
forms of government must be adhered to,
and that Bills must be expressed in the
plainest possible English. When the hon.
gentleman gets over to {he other side of the
House, he lakes Lhe earliest opportunity to
violate the principles he preached when
sitting liere. Tn order to keep himself and
his Government out of a difficult position,
and in order to help his friend the member
for Katanning, the Attorney General has in-
troducerl inlo this Bill a clause of a nature
for which there is no precedent, and whieh,
if we admit it now, will establish a very
dangerous precedent.  As the member for
Fremantle (Mr. Carpenter) has explained,
all that we on this side ask is thai the House
should adhere to what we consider to be a
practice from which no departure should be
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permitted. That being agreed, we ask that
the Ministry shall bring down a message and
so enable the Bill to be discussed on its
merits. The talk about shiftiness, and about
shirking responsibilities, comes with a bad
grace from the member for Katanning. As
I bave said, in August of 1915 that bhon.
member attem pted to wreek a Bill similar in
nature to this measure. .

Mr. Thomson: What did the member for
Katanning say on the 5th Auogust, 1915¢

Mr. SCADDAN: Do not let us trouble
about that. He deliberately moved an
amendment to wreck the Bill, and he to-
gether with other members supporting him
in opposition gave the cue to the member in
another place to defeat the Bill, and this
they were suecessful in doing.

Mr. Thomson: That is absolutely incorrect.

Mr, SCADDAN: The responsibility for
wreeking that Bill rests upon ihe shoulders
ot the member for Katanning (Mr. Thom-
son).

Mr. Thomson: The statement is incorrect.

Mr. SCADDAN: It is not incorrect. It is
in Hansard. In August, 1916, however, he
comes along with a motion for leave to intro-
duce lhis Bill, on lines similar to those of
the Bill which he was responsible for de-
feating. Then he comes along al 4 o'elock
of this day of Qur Lord and makes another
arrangement with members of (he House to
get out of the Bill in order that he may table
a motion which will remove it from heing
a party question. Where does he stand to-
night? Then the hon. member stands up in
- his place in rather a wrathfuol spirit and ac-
cuses members, who are trying to ecarry the
matter in a constitntional manner, of trving
to wreck the Bill. So far as members who
have spoken in favour of the amendment are
concerned, they have been true to the prin-
eiple of the referendum upon any question
of national importance. But wlere does the
hon. member stand in this matter? Is the
liguor cuestion the only nuestion of import-
ance for submission to the eleciors of the
State?

Mr. Thomsen: It is one of the important
questions at the present time.

Mr, SCADDAN: And 12 months ago the
hen. member aitempted to prevent it. He
asserferd on lhat occasion that we should put
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into operation Lhe powers that we had under
the Emergency Bill, fix the hours and take
the responsibility of so doing. Does his own
Government take the responsibility of put-
ting into operalion the same Act which still
remains on our statute-book?

Mr. Thomson: Cannot the hon. member
support them id that?

Mr, SCADDAXN; I am not supporting the
Government. I am asking the hon. member
lo be consistent in his attitude on this ques-
tion. if there is ope member in this Hounse
who has been inconsistent it has been the
hon. member. The Attorney General ane
the I’remier, and the hon. member himself
knew that the most effective manner of Lav-
ing this Bill dealt with on non-party lines
was the tabling of a motion providing for
the introduction of a Bill to submit this
guestion to the people per medium of a re-
ferendum. If the Premier then was sincere
in the answer he gave to the depiitation he
could have followed up the decision arrived
at on such a motion by introducing the Bill,
and could have justified his attitude in so
doing. Instead of that, lowever, it is the
Altorney General who has been responsible
for the Bill.

My, Thomson: Absoclutely incorrect.

Mr. SCADDAN: Without consuliing his
chief during the Canning election the At-
torney General said to a meeting of his
eleciors, “I am in favour of a referendum
but the Government do nol intend to intro-
duce a Bill of this nature but to continue
the present law which provides for 9 to 9
during the term of the war and for six
months after” Does the Attorney General
deny that? Does he deny that he was there
pronouncing the decision of the Government
on the question and that he personaily adve-
cated this also.

The Attorney General: Why does not the
hon. wember say that I promised. It is the
first time I bave heard him use the word
“advocate.”

Mr. SCADDAN: Does the Attorney Gen-
cral deny that he said that?

The .Attornev General: The hon. member
always twists that word inte a promise if it
suits his purpose to do so.

Mr. SCADDAN: I advoeate a free pas-
sage to heaven for every man on earth, What
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is the good of making a statewment of {hai
kind to educated people? Does the Attorney
General assert that all that he said was only
what he advocated, and that lie had not the
slightest infention of giving effect to his ad-
vocacy? )t is due to the attitude adopted
by the Attorney General that the Bill is be-
fore the House in its present form, and it
is the clause in question which has brought
about the amendment of the member for
Mount Margaret (Mr. Taylor). It was
stated publiely to the electors by the Attorney
General that the Government had decided to
continue the Y to Y hours during the war and
for six months afferwards.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is nol
disenssing the question. He is discussing the
policy of the Government.

Mr. SCADDAN: | am (rying to pouwnt out
that the Attorney General in his statement
to the House——

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! What has the
promise of the Atlorney General to the Can-
ning electors (o do with the amendment?
Nothing at all. The hon. member for Mount
Margaret  (Mr. Taylor) has moved an
amendment, which is on the Nolice Paper,
to the seeond reading, to the effeet that the
House will not proreed upon any Bill which
i= an evasion of the principle that all pro-
posals whieh entail the expenditure of pub-
lic monies must be introdunced hy Ministers
of the Crown. That is moved, as [ under-
stand il, as a prolest against the evasien in
ihis Bill of the practice of this House that
Ministers shall he responsible for the ex-
penditure of money.

Mr. Tavlor: That is so.

Mr. SPEAKER : That is the question be-
fore the House. T do not want hon. members
{o get beyond that, but there is some His-
cussion beyond it. The reason for the
anendment js that Minisiers should be ros-
ponsible for the expendifure of publie
monies, and that this Bill should not be pro-
ceeded with because it affects the praetice of
the House.

Mr. SCADDAN: 1f I am going to be con-
fined to that, all T ean do, Sir, is to repeat
yonr statement.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I do nof think
the hon. member ean do anything better.

Mr. SCADDAN: T am prepared to admit
that. After all, there is room even for an
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opinion on a question of that kind. The
wember for Meunt Margaret (Mr., Taylor}
has woved an amendment becanse of the
wording of Clause 3 of the Bill. [t is due
lo that and to nothing else. It lias nothing
to do with the principles contained in the
measure. TRat elause, the Attorney General
told us, was drafted by him and deliberately
worded in-that fashion for the purpose of
enubling Ministers 1o avoid the responsibility
of bringing down the measure, and to enable
him to get our of the difficulty he has got
his Government inlo.

The Attorney Ceneral: It was not fo get
oul of the difficulty at all.

Mr. SCADDAN: The Bill requires to be
introduced by Alessage from the Governor,
aml under these eireumstances the Aitorney
General having stated the Government's in-
lentions was not permitted by his chief, as
the Minister controlling this department, to
bring down a Bill which required a Message,
and he arranged the matler on Llhis basis.
Are the Government prepared to take the
responsibility of saying that the referendum
should be held on this question at a cost v
the electors of £6,000%

The Aitorney (eneral: The hon. member
puts party before the Bill.

Mr. SCADDAN: YWhen we were on the
ofher side of the House we naver shirked
our responsibilities as a Government on any
question of public interest. To talk about
s heing party or non-party is so mueh non-
sense. The Government of the State must
{ake the responsibilify of the expenditure of
every penny of public money.

The Minister for Works: We are prepared
to do that. -

My, SCADDAN: Why do the (overn-
ment not do so, and why did the Govern-
ment not do it? Why did not the Govern-
ment introduce a Biil, or arrange for a mem-
ber to suhmit a motion in order to get an
expression of opinion, if that is what they
desire? Then they could say in reference
to the motion, “*We are prepared to under-
take the expenditure of public funds.’?
Would it not be preferable to ask the At-
torney General to allow this matter to bhe

withdrawn, and then the Premier ¢an iake -

the responsihility of either bringing down
a Bill which will or will not mean the ex-
penditure of public monev? The Premier
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cannol evade his responsibility and neither
~an the Government. [t is a consiitutional
aringiple that the expenditure of publie
noney shall only lake place with the con-
currence of the Government. Our Siand-
ing Orders provide that members shall not
he permitted to cause expenditure of pub-
lic funds without the eoncurvence of Min-
islers.

Mr. Taylor: They cannol tax and they
cannot spend.

Mr. SCADDAN: In the Estimates memn-
bers cannot move to inerense items, hut
they can reduce them.

Mr. Thomas: If this shows the will of
ihe people, why worry?

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon, member weuld
set aside all principles of Government for
the purpose of getting something whiel ap-
pears to be demanded by his eonstituenis,

The Premier: There will be no expentli-
ture in connection with this.

Mr. SCADDAN: That is rather inter-
esting, How are we going to submit a
question of any nature to the people with-
out the expenditure of public monev?
There is nothing in this about the referen-
dum being taken at ile general eleclion.

The Minister for Works: The lon. mem:
ler has not read the Bill.

Mr. SCADDAN: 1t says, “or any ecarlier
date on a proclamation issued by (he Gov-
ernment.”

The Premier: What will the hon. member
do about the amendment, anyhow?

Mr. SCADDAX: 1 am tryving to urge the
Premier to carrv the respansibility which
attaches to his office.

The Premier: 71 will earry ihe respou-
sibility, don’t you worrxy,

Mr. SCADDAY: Are we. then, to accept
the position that the Premier is agreeing
io this Bill? TIn the evenl of it being car-
ried, he will not bhe able fo shirk his re-
sponsibility.

The Premier: 1 think T told the hon.
member, if Parliament passes the Bill, T will
bring in an appropriation for the money.

Mr. SCADDAN: It is unnecessary to
diseuss the matter furlher except tn say

G35

that [ am surprised at the attilude of our
friends who, when on this side of :Le
Heuse, never failed to draw attention fo
the responsibilities of those who fill the
Ministerial oflices, but who neglect to pay
any aitention lo those responsibilities when
they themselves are in possession of the
Treasury hench. The clause in question is
an evaston of the Constitution Aet.

The Mtorney General: Rubbish.

My, SCADDAXN:  Then the Bill is not
worlh the paper it is printed on.

The Mimister for Works: What is the
hon. member stonewalling the Bill for?

Mr., SCADDAN: [ am not doing anything
of the sort. [ am asking members to iy
and do their duty in & constitutional waly.

Al 8. STUBBS (Wagin) [12.8]: Several
members have staled that if they vote for the
amendment {hey will wreck the Bill, I
think it was unworthy of them to say that.
The member for Katanning said that anv-
one who voted for the amendmeni would be
shirking his duty and would be deliberately
wrecking the Bill. 1 want lo make my posi-
tion clear; | am going [0 vote against the
Bill. But, as | do nol wish to allow any
member to say that in voting for the amend-
ment T have an ulterior purpose, 1 wish 1o
poini out that I feel bound hy your ruline,
Mr. Speaker, that the Bill as introduced by
dthe member for Katanning is in order. 1
should be glad to see the Bill thrashed oui on
its merits, so Lhat there may not be an op-
portunity for anvone to say that the member
for Wagin shirked his duty and was afraid
to vofe against the measure.

My. Holman: The carrving of the
amendment will not kill the Bill. The Gov-
ernment can bring the Bill in again. The
Government are shirking (heir responsi-
hility.

Mr. 8. BTUBBS: 1 hepe the Bill will he
debated, and debated calmly. [f the amend-
ment is defeated, members will have an
opportunity of speaking on the measure it-
self, .as they eannct do now. My desire is 1o
explatn to the House and to the eountry why
T am opposed to the Bill. 1T still consider
that the Member for Mt. Margaret (Mr.
Taylor) was right in moving his amend-
ment. and this in face of the assertion that
members voting for the amendment will be



636

doing so from an ulterior motive. Tor my-
self, in the cirecumstances I feel compelled 1o
vole against the amendment on that ground,
and on that ground alone.

Amendment put, and a division {aken with
the following result:—

Aves .. - .. .. 16
Noes .- . ‘e .. 26
Majority against .. 10
AYES,

Mr. Carpenter Mr. Lambert
Mr. Chesson Mr. Mullany
Mr. Colller | Mr. Munsie
Mr. Cunningham ' Mr. Seaddan
Mp, Foley Mr. Taylor

Me. Green . Mr. Walker
Mr, Halman . Mr. Bolton

Mr. Hudsen . (Teller.)
Mr. WD Jolnson

NoES.

Mr. Allen Mr. Roblnson
Mr. Angwin Mr. Smith
Mr. Butcher Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Connolly Mr. Thomas
Mr, Gardiner Mr. Thomson
Mr. Genrus Mr. Underwood
Mr. Grilffiths Mr. Veryard
Mr. Harrison Mr., Wansbrough
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Willmott
Mr, E. R. Johnslon Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. I.elroy Mr. F. Wiison
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Nalro i (Teller.)
Mr, Plesse

Amendment thus negatived.

Question (Second reading) put and a divi-
sion taken with the following resulf:—

Avyes . .. .- .. 18
Noes . .- . ..o 24
Majority against .. G
AVYES.
AMr. Allen Mr. Smith
Mr. Apgwin Mr. Thomas
Mr. Carpenier Mr. Thomscn
Mr. Griffiths Mr, Veryard
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Walker
Mr. Helman Mr. Waosbrough
Mr. W, . Johnson Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. T R. Johnston Mr. Bolton
Mr. Roblinson (Teler.}
Mr. Scaddan

[COUNCIL.]

Nozgs.
Mr. Butcher NMr. Mitchel)
Mr. Chesson Mr. Mullany
Mr. Collier Mr. Munpsie
Mr. Connelly Mr. Nafrn
Mr. Cunninghawn Mr, Plesse
Mr. Foley Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr, Gardloer Mr, Taylor
Mr. George Mr. Underwood
Mr. Green Mr. Wilmott
Mr. Hickmott Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hudson Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Lambert (Teller.)
Mz, Lefroy

Question thus negatived; Bill defeated.

BILL — POSTPONEMENT OF DEBTS
CONTINUATION.

Retnrned from the Legislativg Couneil
without amendment.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.

1, Zeological (Gardens Act Amendment.
2, Execution of Instruments.

Received from the Legislative Couneil.

House adjourned at 12.24 a.m. (Thursday).

Legislative Council,
Thursday, 2nd November, 1916.

PaGeE

Papers pre-ented .. 687
Bills: Roman Cntholic Church Property Actg =1
Amendment, 3n, .. 437
Adoption of Children Act Am?ndment 2R Com. €37
Western Ausrenlinn DayFunds (No 2), 2e. Co.u 637
I*nmug Suppression, Zn. 838
Wheat Marketing, 1B. ... 650

The PRESIDENT took the Chair ai 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.



