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The SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION-COLYNIAL MUTTUAL
LIFE INSURANCE COMNPANY.

Hon. FRANK WILSON asked the
Premier: In view of the action now
being taken by the Victorian Govern-
ment in connection with the Colonial
Mutual Life Insurance Company, will
he cause inquiries to be made with
the object of protecting shareholders
and policy holders in this State, if
necessary?

The PREMIER replied: The Gov-
erment are closely watching the pro-
ceedings in Victoria, and upon pre-
sentation of the report by the commis-
sion appointed to deal with the matter
referred to, the Government will give
the subject immediate consideration.

QUESTION-PUBLIC SERVICE
COMMISSIONER.

Mr. LAY3MN (for Mr. Monger) asked
the Premier: Is it the intention of the
Government to confirm the appointment
of Mr. lull as Public Service Com.-
missioner?

The PREMIER replied: The matter
is under consideration, and it is expected
that a decision will be arrived at in
the course of a few days, when an an-
nouncement will be made.

QtTESTION-FlNANCIAt STATE-
MENT.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (without nxo-
tice) asked the Premier:. Can he now
inform the House when he proposes to
deliver the Budget speech?

The PREMIER replied: I had
intended to deliver it on Tuesday evening
next, but, at the request of the Press,
owing to that being a difficult period
for them, on account of the Royal
Agricultural Show, to fully report it,
I have complied with their wish and
will deliver it on Thursday week.

BILLS (2)-THIRD READINGS.
1, Shearers and Agricultural Labour'

ers' Accommodation.
2. Agricultural Lands Purchase Act

Amendment.
Transmitted to the Legislative Con-.

cil.

BILL-NORSEMAN-ESPERANCE
RAILWAY

Introduced by the Minister for Works
and read a first time.

MOTION-CONTRACTOR'S CLAIM,
MR. 3., MAHlER.

Mr. DWYER (Perth): I beg to
move-

That a Seiect Committee be appointed
to inquire into the validity of the claim
of John Mfaher for compensation ina
connection with a contract for the con-
struction of a new wing to the Govern-
ment Offices, Perth, in 1893.

He said: This is no new matter
or subject for discussion in this
House. I believe it has been brought
up here many tunes and often,
and I will only refer now to the
last occasion on which it cams before
the House for discussion and deliber-
ation. That was in 1006, and the
report of what took place on that oc-
casion is contained in the second volume
of Hansard for that year, commencing
at page 2338. On that occasion the
mover of a similar motion was the
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gentleman who now occupies the position
of Attorney General, and he pointed
out in moving his motion that prac-
tically since the late Mr. B. C. Wood
was a member of the Hlouse, the matter
had been before the Chamber in one
form or another by way of petition
or by way of motion for a select corn-
mnittee. In moving his motion on that
occasion, Mr. Walker referred to certain
paragrahps that occurred in the petition
that had some time previously been
presented to the Chamber on behalf
of Mr. Maher, and I intend also to refer
to those paragraphs because they place
in a very succinct way the case that 'Mr.
Maher sets up. I will subsequently
refer to the answer which was made
to that ease. The paragraphs that
deal particularly with it are the follow-

1. That in the year 1892 your
petitioner was the successful tenderer
for the construction of the new wing
of the Government Offices, Perth.

2. That the person primarily ap-
pointed to supervise on behalf of
the Governmuent the construction of
the said work was Mr. Lambert.

3. That the said supervisor from
time to time approved and passed
tl~e material to be used in the con-
struction of the said work and after
the said material had been hoisted
to the scaffolding, and in a number
of cases erected, the said supervisor
condemned the same, necessitating
the taking down and lowering of the
said material and the re-erection of
the said work.

4. That owing to the conduct
of the said supervisor in that respect,
your petitioner found that he was
suffering delay and was being put
to great pecuniary loss, and in con-
sequence thereof he caused an inquiry
to be held into the circumstances
by the then Executive Engineer,
when the said supervisor was removed
from the supervision of the said work
and Mr. L. H. Duval was appointed
supervisor in his place.

5. That your petitioner continued
to carry on the said work and com-
pleted the same under the supervision

of the said Mr. Duval, and no material
or work was complained of, condemned,
or rejected under his supervision.

6. That by reason of the conduct
of the said supervisor, Lambert, your
petitioner suffered a pecuniary loss,
amounting to £1,694 17s.

7. That your petitioner made a
claim for the payment of the said
sum. in his account rendered in con-
nection with the said contract, but
such claim was disallowed by the
said Engineer-in-Chief, who refused
to give a certificate for payment of
the said sumn in accordance with the
terms of the said contract, and in
consequence thereof the said sum
still remains wholly unpaid.

8. That your petitioner, although
requested so to do in terms of Clause
28, Subelause 5 of the said contract,
has never given a release to the Crown
that all claims and demands under
the said contract have been settled
and discharged.

9. That your petitioner carried
on the said contract and completed
the said work in a faithful and work-
manlike manmer, relying upon the
removal of the said supervisor Lam.
bert and the result of the said inquiry
as a justification for his being re-
imbursed for the pecuniary loss he
had sustained by reason of the conduct
of the said Supervisor Lambert.

I wish to draw particular attention
to paragraph 4. From this it appears
that during the currency of the contract,
which was for a sum of between £8,000
and £9,000, Air. Lambert, the Govern-
ment supervisor, was removed after
due inquiry had been held. I might
refer members to the details in con-
nection with that inquiry and the
evidence that was adduced, and there
was no doubt whatever about this,
that the conduct of Mr. Lambert was
such that the chief executive officer
of the Government was forced to remove
him because of his harsh and tyrannical
treatment, and, I might add, his in-
competency. That being the case.* it
sems to follow that the Government
of the day admitted, by the fact of
their removal of Mir Lambert, that he
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had been acting unjustly and unfairly
towards Mr. Miaher. If Ms. Lambert,
whose orders Mr. Maher was bound
to obey, had been acting unjustly and
unfairly, as the report says, and as the
decision of the Government of the day
in removing him from the contract
bears out, it seems to mue that if Mr.
Maher was put to additional expense
and trouble and pecuniary loss, owing
to that unjust and tyrannical treatment,
and bad and ineffective supervision.
his claim for compensation -was a just
claim, and is still a just claim even to
the present day. It may be said, and
it is of course true,* that Mr. Maher
had no legal claim against the Crown,
and even if he bad the lapse of tine
alone without anything more would
have removed it. But the purpose for
which this select committee is being
asked is not to investigate any legal
claim, but to ascertain whether Mr.
Maher has a just and equitable claim
on the Government of this State for
work rendered necessary owing to the
unjust conduct of one of the Govern-
ment servants. If, in the ordinary
course of the work he had to carry out

iconstructing that Government wing,
he had merely to obey the ordinary
directions and instructions of the Govern-
ment supervisor and the Government
architect, he would, of course, have
no claim, legally, equitably, or other-
wise, but if, on the other band, owing
to the conduct of the Government
servant at tbe time, Mr. Lambert, he
'was put to pecuniary loss, expense and
damage, then I say it is due to Mr.
Maher and due to the reputation of
this State that he should be reim-
bursed for the cxpense. loss, and damage
he incurred. I will also remind the
House tbat Mr. Maber has never given
the Govermunemnt of this State a dis-
charge, a. complete receipt, for the
moneys he received in connection with
the work he did for them. He has
never acknowledged to the present day
that be has received due consideration
for his work. He has always maintained
and still maintains that he hs a just
claim, and the select committee is now
being asked for that it may investigate

that claim In connection -with the
contract there was a claim for extras
and this claim was investigated by the
late Mr. 0. Y. O'Connor. In the papers
before me Mr. O'Connor's adjudication
is given. It appears that Mr. O'Connor
adjudicated on every item for extras
with one exception, and that exception
is most material to the request: now being
made to the House, because that item
was a, claim for compensation in respect
to loss and damage sustained through
the bad conduct of Mr. Lamnbert. When
Mir. O'Connor came to this item he
refused to adjudicate and for the
very good reason that Mr. Lambert,
who was taxed with tyrannical and
harsh conduct, and who was charged
with increasing unduly the expenses to
which the contractor was put, was
an officer of Mir. O'Connor's own depart-
mnent, and therefore Mr. O'Connor would
have been placed in the position of
adjudicating on a monetary claim by
a contractor against one of his own
officers for hard and unconscionable
treatment. Mr. O'Connor declined and
subsequently told T&. 2%aber that he
might refer the matter t6 Parliament.
When it came before the House on
the lass occasion the then Minister for
Works stated, by way of inter jec'tion
when 'Mr. Walker was speaking, that
mn a minute left by Mr. O'Connor that
gentleman disputed that he had ever
granted such permission, that is, per-
mission to place the matter before
Parliament', and on the ground, of course,
that if Mr. O'Connor had granted such
permission, it would have been an ad-
mission that he considered Mr. Maher
was entitled to compensation. From
Mr. O'Connor's position he could not
make that admission because he refused
to adjudicate between the parties. I
have before me the minute which Mr.
O'Connor wrote when he was asked if
he had given Mr. Maher the advice that
he should appeal to the House. On
page 3 of the file Mr. O'Connor writes-

I have stated the mnatter thus fully
in order to be able to explain in
respect of Mr. Maher's allegation
herein, to the effect that I consented
to his laying his claim before the
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Legislative Assembly, that that is
an altogether incorrect way of putting
it. My consent, or denial, even if
I gave any such, being neither here
nor there, and may action in the matter
when Mir. Maher asked me if he could
bring his case before Parliament being
to reply simply that that was a right
which everybody has got and to
which I had nothing whatever to say.

That seems to bear out 3r. Maher's
contention. I would take Mr. O'Connor's
own words end I would say that Mr.
Maher was justified in considering that
that was a tacit admnission that he could
lay his claim before the House and it
would receive consideration. Mr. O'Con-
nor goes on-

I should perhaps, furthermore men-
tion that I announced during the
course of the arbitration that the
evidence which Air. Maher had brought
before ine as regards the cause of
this loss being due to what he then
called the unreasonable and exacting
demands of Inspector Lamnbert, was
not at a convincing, and that in
the absence of more conclusive evi-
dence on the subject I should be obliged
to hold (1) That an es-parts statement
by the contractor that he had incurred
this loss (and especially as it was
alleged to be incurred on a portion
of the work only) was not in itself
sufficient to prove that he had in-
curred it. In this connection I may
mention that it is a very difficult
thing for anyone to keep accounts
with safficient accuracy to show what
each particular class of work in a
building is costing, and that contractors
accounts in such details could not
therefore be accepted unless there
were means to check them.

As regar&s the first paragraph I have
read I will say that Mr. Maher does not
want, and never did want to give a
simple es-parts statement. He was will-
ing that the whole matter should be
investigated, and therefore when Mr.
O'Connor talked of an exparte statement
by the contractor I cannot understand
what he mreant. Air. Maher throughout
the whole of the proceedings courted
the fullest inquiry into his conduct,

the conduct of Supervisor Lamnbert, and
the conduct of the Government in
rejecting his claimn, and that is what
he asks to-day. Mr. O'Connor goes on-

Even supposing that lie had in-
curred the alleged loss on the alleged
items, there was altogether insufficient
evidence to show thint his having
incurred it was due to the interference
of Inspector Lainbert, and as regards
one very large item of alleged loss,
the contractor's case completely broke
down, as he endeavoured to prove that,
the loss was caused by the inspector
unreaonably rejecting bricks which
he had undertaken to purchase and
which he (the contractor) alleged
were up to specification, whereas
it was clearly proved that his agree-
ment with the person who supplied
the bricks was that he was only to
pay for such as were accepted by the
Government Inspector, and that he
did only pay for such as were accepted
accordingly, and that he therefore
suffers no loss by the bricks which
were rejected having been so reject~ed-

The question of evidence in 'this matter
is one which a select committee would.
be the proper tribunal to deal with. Mr-
O'Connor did not go into the details or
the merits of Mr. Maher's loss, or alleged
loss, on this item, and to instance simply
one item where no proof is forthcoming,
is not at all quite fair or equitable where
items of loss extend over several scores of
pages. Mr. O'Connor goes on-

I announced that even if the con-
tractor was caused to lose money by
excessive exactingness on the part
of the Government inspector, such
contractor would not necessarily have
anty reasonable clain against the Coy.
ermnent even from a purely equity
point of view, unless it could be shown
that reasonable care had not been
taken in the selection of such inspector.
and that that in this case could not
he shown, as the said inspector had
produced very good certificates of
character and capacity before his
employment in the Government ser-
vice.

As regards that paragraph all I can say
is that Mp. O'Connor was evidently
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bearing in mind the employer's liability
under common law. If he exercised
proper care as regards the employment
of his workmen, and if they were properly
qualified for the work which they had
to carry out, he was in a measure free
from responsibility. That however does
not do away with the honourable claim
which is made at the present moment
namely, that though Lamnbert. the super-
visor. may have produced the most
excellent references in the world, the
Government dismissed him from that
work owing to his conduct during his
employment.

Mr. George:- Do you know that as
a fact ?

Mr. DWYER: The Minister has the
full report of the inquiry before him.
Furthermore Mr. O'Connor says this-

That there were many other possible
reasons that might be assigned for
the contractor incurring the alleged
loss, even if it were evident that he
had incurred it without necessarily
attributing it, either wholly or partially
to the exactingniess of the inspector.

That is the very matter we want to have
investigated. These are ex-parte state-
ments by Mir. O'Connor, and what we
want to have investigated is to see if
these losses, that Mr. Ma~her claims,
were incurred through over-exacting-
ness on the part of the inspector and
tyrannical supervision, and so forth,
or whether the losses were met with
in the ordinary course of the contract,
and were not due to faultiness on the
part of the inspector. If they were
due to Mr. Maher's inefficient conduct
he has no right to claima consideration,
but if they were due to the conduct
of the inspector throughout, as he
claims, he has a good moral and equitable
claim on the consideration of the Govern-
merit. Mr. O'Connor concludes by say-
ing-

I should also mention that the
Crown Solicitor was present during
a considerable portion of the hearing
of the case in question under arbi.
tration. and that he was especially
present during the hearing of the
claims relating to delay and lose,
etctera, caused by the alleged tin.

reasonable and exacting demands of
Inspector Lambert, and will, therefore,
be better able to advise the Govern-
ment as regards the question now
at issue, both legally and otherwise,
than I could do.

The Crown Solicitor's opinion was that
Mr. Maher had no legal claim whatever
against the Government. which he haes
not. Mr. Maher never says he had. He
had consulted Mr. Moss and the present
Chief Justice at that time, and they told
him that he had no claim. 'During the
course of the contract he also consulted
them as to the actions of the supervisor
and they then told him that he had no
claimn, but that it was best for him to
complete the contract and then throw
himself on the mercy of the Government
for compensation for the unnecessary
expense which Lambert had put him to.
Referring to the fate of the motion
before the House in 1906, after Mr.
Walker had finished his address advocat-
ing it, the debate was adjourned. Ap-
parently it was then allowed to bury
itself in oblivion. I hope on this occasion
that will not be the ease. I hope the
House will see its way to pass the motion
and have a select committee appointed
to investigate the claim. I do not
hold any brief for Mr. Maher, but I say
this, if his claim is just and equitable,
if he was put to this unnecessary expense
and all this loss, all of which was caused
by the bad practices of the Government
supervisor he has the right to come here
and ask this, the highest court in the
realm, to see justice is done to him.
When courts of law fail people fortunately
can bring their grievances before Par-
lamnent. In this case Air. Maher has
no legal redress, he never had, and he
is driven to take this extreme step of
approaching Parliament, not to grant
him tho £1,600 odd which he thinks
is due to him, but to appoint a select
committee to investigate his claim.
If the committee find that 11fr. Maher has
been put to pecuniary loss, then it is
for the House to say whether the Govern-
ment should reimburse him the whale
or part of the expense to which he has
been put. I would like to point out
that this motion of mine, and the position.
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is not now in Parliamentary life, and
that the venerable age of the request.
if I may put it that way-

Mr. George:- It is very hoary.
Mr. DWYER:- Very often a good ease

increases by the mere fact that it is old,
and the grievance increases in pro-
portion to the time the redress has been
delayed. I would refer to a matter
brought before the Victorian House of
Assembly last year (1911) wherein a select
committee was moved for under similar
circumstances to compensate Messrs.
Evans and Merry for some injustice
that had been done to them by the
-Govermnent-a previous Government.
of course-in connection with the con-
duct of the construction of the railway
from Geelong to Ballarat in the year
1858. If the Victorian Assembly-I
mnay say it appointed the committee, and
on the finding of that committee a sumn
of £10,000 was awarded to the persons
who were the subject of the committee.
a good deal under what they asked
and what they were entitled to, but
sufficient for their needs at that time-
if the Victorian Government, a Con.
servative Government too, by the way,
found that it was a just thing to appoint
a committee in that case, there is
-clearly a just claim made in the case
now before members. I am sorry the
Attorney General is not here for I am
sure I should have had his great assist-
ance and the power also of his well
known eloquence to assist me in pressing
for this select committee. I hope before
I conclude he will be here to assist me
in having the motion passed. In the
Victorian House, when this subject
-came on for discussion, that is the
appointment of a select committee,
there were some speeches made which
are rather applicable to this case. Air.
Watt, now the Premier, said-

He says that he appeals to the
House to extend consideration to
an unfortunate woman or some other
parties who have suffered great hard.
ship in connection with this matter.
That is a totally different thing. I
would urge the hon. member to
abandon altogether the argument as
to whether these parties had or have

any claim, legal or otherwise, against
the Government, and if the lion.
member, on further consideration, will
adjourn this matter, the Government
is prepared to go this far-to leave it
to the sound judgment of the House
as to whether there is a case for com-
passionate consideration by Parlia-
ment. It would take one weeks and
weeks of research to get at the real
essence of this question-tb consider
the merits of it from the legal jargon
and disputes surrounding it for fifty
yars. The lion. member can ask
Parliament to give him a select com-
mittee to consider whether these people
are worthy of compassionate consider-
ation by Parliament, and I am sure
that Parliament will accept a re-
commendation based on these lines
if arrived at after fairly considering
the position.

I ask that this House will do what the
Victorian Assembly did in that case,
that is, grant a select committee, and
on the finding of that committee, if
compensation 'is adjudged to be due
to Air. Maher, Parliament will accept
the recommendations based on those
lines after fairly considering the whole
of the position. That is one instance
where a Parliament in another State
has investigated a claim somnewhat similar
to the one I am bringing forward. This
is the last paragraph of the report of
that select committee, and the report
is dated 30th.August, 1911-

Your committee while recognising
that no legal claim now exists, unan-
imously recomnmend that an allowance
of £C10,000 be made as a solatiumn for
losses which resulted from the illegal
and improper deductions referred to,
and that this must be deemed a final
settlement of all. manner of disputes,
differences, or questions in any wise
relating to this contract.

And then it goes on to report how the
allowance should be apportioned. So
much for the Victorian matter. My
case is also strengthened by a similar
claim made in New Zealand in 1907-
the McLean case. In that case a petition
was presented to the House, a committee
was appointed to investigate the case of
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McLean and they found, after carefully
weighing the evidence, that a sum of
£5,000 should be paid to the petitioner
in full of all demands as an equitable
settlement between them and the colony.
In this ease also there was no legal claim
and the petition itself set forth that the
cause of this loss was due first of all to
some faulty instructions or specifications
that they had received from the Govern-
ment, and-I wish to emphasise this-
that it was due to the conduct of a
supervisor named Mr. Witheridge. The
case, as compared with the case of Mr.
Maher, is similar. In both cases we have
the conduct of a supervisr impugned.
The New Zealand Parliament decided
to appoint a committee and the com-
mittee found in favour of the contractor.
I do not say that in this case the com-
mittee will necessarily find in favour
of Mr. Maher, but I do say it is a matter
that requires the fullest investigation.
It is a matter that for the honouir of
the State ought tb be inquired into because
while the State is above the law I think
it should also not take advantage of
its position in that respect? It should
rather consider its citizens in the light
of people who when they come to it
oppressed should have their claims con-
sidered in aL court of equity and morals
apart from legal considerations, and
if these claims are just and are founded
on proper bases and premises, I think
it is the duty of the State to pay comn-
pensation where compensation is found
to be due. I therefore move the motion
standing in my name.

Air. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington):±
I beg to second the motion. I desire
to say a few words in connection with
this case, principally because I know
Mr. Makter and I knew the job he worked
on twenty years ago, and I knew a good
deal of the troubles he had to undergo.
I do not know that the troubles were
on the side of the Government only,
because I think Mr. Maher contributed
probably to some himuself ; but in regard
to this particular Inspector Lambert,
he was a man who I think, like a good
many other men, thought they know
a great deal more of the work than they
happen to know; and I believe it was

the fact of the case being. put strongly
before the then Engineer-in-Chief, I
presume by his other officers, that
caused the inquiry which resulted in
Lambert having to find a billet else-
where. The file of papers which Mr.
Dwyer has evidently been studying
I entered into about twelve months
ago, and the impression left on my mind
was that Mr. C. Y. O'Connor, and also
the assistant engineer-in-chief (Mr. J. T.
Poole), had both in their minds that
Mr. Maher had suffered a fairly con-
siderable loss, but they were not able
to see their way clear as to how that
loss codld be made good. Now, I think
this House, and any other Legislative
Assembly, would take this view of a
matter of this sort: if a contractor
undertakes to do work for the Govern-
ment under conditions which are laid
down clearly in the specifications, and
while doing that work, suffers through
the incompetency of the inspector. a
man who might be placed in the position
and dressed with'a little brief authority,
and wl-o could make things easy or bad
for the contractor as he pleased-if
it can be proved that. the contractor
has suffered by the whims or incomnpet-
sncy of the inspector, it is the duty of
the Government to see that the contractor
should not lose. From my own ex-
perience in railway building in Victoria
and in this State, I know that frequently
we hai to suffer through the lack of
knowledge on the part of the inspectors,
and I do not know that we could alto-

gether blame the Government of the day
for the incompetency of these officers,
becamse it frequently happens that there
is a rush of work, and they have to
appoint as inspectors almost anyone,
wvho is available and lias some knowledge
of the business. In this case, in the years
1892-3, Mr. C. Y. O'Connor had newly
taken the reins of authority in thia.
State, and the country was beginning
to move. Work was, called for, and the
Government of the day were trying to
push it forward. There were not toG
many reliable tradesmen in the State,
and not too many good nisn available
as inspectors, and the Engieer-in-chief
had to take such as offered. I think
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that Lambert was one of that class. He
had just sufficient credentials to bring
1im under the notice of the authorities,
but he did niot know sufficient to carry
the work through thoroughly. He knew
one branch of the building trade, but
he did not know the whole of it. and he
tried to wake up for his lack of knowledge
by a too rigid adherence to the conditions
of the contract. I think that was the
trouble in Maher's case. I know that,
in connection with some iron work we
had to supply for some jobs which
Larmbert dealt with, we considered him
to be what is known in the engineering
trade as a five-eighths man; he was not
a full inch by anly means. Ile was, also
a man who, if he took a, set on a person,
would endeavour to injure that person
if he could. The minute by Mr. C.
Y. O'Connor. which has been quoted
to the House, left in my mind the
impression that Mr. O'Connor desired
to recompense M~r. Maher for some of
his losses, but he could not see his way
clear to do it. I am supporting the
motion for two reasons ; one is that,
so far as my knowledge goes, Mr. Maher
is absolutely straightforward and honest,
and the second is that this matter has
been hanging on for such a tremendous
time, and it devolves on the House to
settle it now once and for all. I am
satisfied that any new member coming
to the House will have his sympathies
asked for and used in the same way
as the member for Perth has used his,
and I think it highly desirable that these
old bugbears should be tackled, and
finally dealt with. If a matter of this
sort is to continue perennially, it is
going to interfere with the busines of
the country tremendously ; but if a
select conmittee is appointed, the ques-
tion will reach finality. Personally, I
think Mr, Maher is entitled to some-
thing, but I do not know how we can
assess it, because many of thle witnesses
must be dead, or must have left the
country; they certainly have left the
service. I was speaking to Mr. J. T,
Poole about this claimo twelve months
ago, and he said that such a period of
time had elapsed that he had forgotten
all about the details of it.

Mr. Dwyer: We have documentary
evidence.

Mir. GEORGE:. That is all right.
but when a man has, to adjudicate as
to the value of work that has been done,
and twenty years have elapsed, his
sense of proportion is likely to be out.
What it might have cost to right the
wrong twenty years ago must be alto-
gether different from what the cost
would be to-day.

Mr. Dwyer : You do not say that,
because damages are difficult to assess,
we should not assess them at all.

Mr. GEORGE: That is not my argu-
muent at all. I am saying that we should
have this question settled because it
has dragged on for so many years, and
if it is difficult to settle to-day. it will
become more difficult, as the years go
by. I contend that this matter ought
to have been settled by the previous
Government ; it ought to have been
settled by Sir John Forrest. It is cer-
tainly high time it was settled by
somebody, and that is why I am support.
ing this motion. I have always known
Mr. Maher as a straightforward and
honest man, and one who, even if he
was at a loss, would carry a job through.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. D). Johnson): When the member
for Murray-Wellington (Mr. George) com-
menced his remarks, I was inclined to
think that he was allowing his sym-
pathies to blind his judgment, but
before he concluded be began to realise
the difficulty in this matter, and the
absolute inpossibility of arriving at a
conclusion by means of a select corn-
mittee. 'Even if one had to admit
that there was some justification for
an inquiry, which I am not prepared
to do, it is utterly impossible to get
ay evidence upon the question to-day.
Even if we attempted to inquire into
this claim, there is absolutely no one
avalable to-day who was directly con-
nected with this contract twenty years
ago. except Mr. J. T. Poole, and the
hon. member for Murray-Wellington
asserts that i1r. Poole has forgotten the
details of the matter. I want to draw
a distinction between the case submitted
by the mover, and those other ones
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he quotoed in regard to petitions and
decisions wxived at in Victoria and
New Zealand. To arrive at the value
of these decisions, we have to see the
evidence, anad know the necessity that
was held to exist for an inquiry. For
instance, in our conditions of contract
we provide that, if a contractor claims
that he has suffered injustice or is not
getting a fair recompense for the work
he has put in in the way of extras, etc.,
he has the right to appeal to an im-
partial tribunal in the person of the
Engineer-in-chief, and I do not think
that anyone would say that the late
Mr, C. Y. O'Connor was not an impartial
tribunal. The mover stated that there
was no desire on the part of the in-
vestigator, Mr. O'Connor, to take an
ex parte statement, and what Mr. Maher
wanted was to produce evidence. Mr.
Maher tried to produce evidence, but
he could not get it, consequently he
had to make an ex pane statement.
If he could not get evidence twenty
years ago, how is he going to get it
to-day? Mr. O'Connor investigated the
matter when the case was fresh, but
Mr. Maher could not produce any evi-
dence and Mir. O'Connor said in his
minute that Mr. Maher had made an
ex pans statement because he bad no
evidence. But not only did Mr. O'Connor
investigate it as an absolutely impartial
tribunal ; Sir John Forrest went into
it, and he found that he could do nothing.
Later on, the late Mr. James Price,
when he was Minister for Works, in-
vestigated the claim and tame to the
same conclusion, and so in turn did
Sir Newton Moore when he was Premier.
This claim has not been investigated
once, but half a dozen times. Then
again, if we take the point raised by
Mr. George, that Mr. Lambert the super-
visor was incompetent-and I am niot
prepared to admit that he was--it must
be borne in mind that this contract
was under the very gaze of the principal
administrative officers of the Public
Works Department. It was not an
isolated contract in the country, where
the contractor would be aubject to
constant interference by the supervisor,
and would have no redress for any

wronigful decision. In this case. the
contract was right under the adininia-
trative officers of the Public Works
Department, and it is certain that, if
Mr. Maher had a grievance against the
supervisor, he would simply walk up ther
stair-way and see the chief admnin-
istrative officer, Mr. Poole, who was
the bead of the architectural division,
and ask him to step down and see the
work. It is a common practice for
the Chief Architect to go to the different
jobs in the metropolitan area and check
the work, and what is done to-day was
done in those days. except that in this
ease the job was not only supervised
by Lamnbert, but was constantly over-
looked by the head of the department.
When Mr. O'Connor held his inquiry
all these men who had seen the contract,
wttched its progress, and were in close
contact with the details of the work,
went forward and gave evidence on it,
and on that evidence Mr. O'Connor
came to the conclusion that Mr. Maher
had no claim, consequently it is no use
going to any expense in the matter. A
select committee would be absolutely
superfluous, because this, matter has been
investigated and re-investigated, and
on no occasion has anybody recognised
that Mr. Maher had any claim. That
he had a grievance possibly against a
supervisor may be found, but to say that
he had a claim against the Government
owing to the exactiveness of a super-
visor has not been recognised by anyone
-who has invcstigated the case. In the
circumstances I must oppose the motion
and appeal to the Chamber not to
appoint a select committee to investigate
something that occurred twenty yeara

a, and somnething that has been in-
vestigated half a dozen times with the
result that on each occasion the de-
cision has been against Mr. Maher.
So I appeal to membrs not to put us
to the expense of investigating a matter
that cannot be investigated because the
witnesses, those who were aware of the
facts, are not now available to giver
evidence.

Ron Frank Wilson: Have you looked
into this yourself?--------
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-The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh
yes-

-Mr. DWYER (in reply):± I doznot
think the reply of the Minister is at all
conclusive.

The Minister for Works: It is con-
vincing.

* Mr. DWYER: Nor is it convincing.
The Minister says it is impossible to
get evidence now ; but the impossibility
of assessing damages or of getting evi-
,dence does not effect, and should not
prevent the matter being investigated
so far as it may be. If the select coin-
knittee find it impossible to get evidence,
if Mr. Maher cannot produce evidence
to convince the committee that hie is
-entitled to some compensation, the matter
will go by the board ;but if, on the
other hand, he can produce evidence to
show he has a just claim I think his
request ought to be met. The Minister
says that previous Ministers have in-
vestigated the matter. Well, I hAve
the fle dealing with it, and all the
gentlemen mentioned in reference to
this matter of Mr. Maher's claim simply
reply that the late Engineer-in-Chief
(Mr. C. Y. O'Connor) had looked into
the matter and they saw no reason to
toopen it.

The Minister for Works: That is
wrong.

-Mr. DWYER: I shall read a few
minutes. On the 13th May, 1896, the
Hon. F. H. Piesse wrote to Mr. John
Hurst, Chairman of the Builders' and
Contractors' Association-

In reference to your letter of the
20th October, 1895, addressed to
the Chamber of Commerce, Perth,
and which was forwarded to the Ron.
Premier thereafter, I have the honour
to inform you that, after carefully
inquiring into the matter, I regret
that I do not see any reason to re-
open the ease.

Apparently the matter was referred
to the Crown Solicitor, who wrote,
" I see no reason to re-01)en this matter."
Then there is a minute by Sir John
Forrest-

Reply that it is impossible for me
to interfere with the decision of the
Public Works Department in regard

to a contract such as Mr. Maher's,
and that I have no reason for thinking
that Mr. Maher has not been considered
as far as it was possible by the depart-
ment in dealing with his contract.

Here is the minute by the late Mr. Price-
This matter is thirteen years old.

Some two or three years after the
building was completed the whole
question was thrashed out before'
the late Mr. C. Y. O'Connor as arbi-
trator, and the decision he then gave
wvas carried into effect. Mr. Mahjer
subsequently approached the Forrest
Giovernment to have the ease re-
opened. but Sir John Forrest refused,
the late C. Y. O'Connor being of
like mind. I cannot see that any
new facts have been brought to ight
that would justify a reconsideration
of this business. This conclusion I
have come to after a careful perusal
of a very voluminous file, and personal
interviews with the then Chief Archi-
tect, Mr. G. T. Poole. and the officer
(Mr. Duval) who succeeded Mr. Lam-
bert as supervisor of these works.

The whole importance of these replies
hinges on the fact that Mr. C. Y. O'Connor
had investigated it. That is where we
are entirely at issue. We say that
Mr. O'Connor did not investigate it.
If he had called for evidence from both
sides, of course there would be no reason
for asking for this select committee at
the present stage, or at any lprevious
time, and it would be idle for the House to
pass a, motion in 1906 relative to this
matter if they were then of opinion
that Mir. O'Connor had investigated it.
A perusal of the file will show that if
there had been any investigation by
Mir. O'Connor, it was of a most per-
functory nature. Saying it is an ex
parke statement from Mr. M~aher is
sufficient to show that it was perfunctory.
If Mr. O'Connor had investigated the
case he would have called for 31r. Masher.
and he would have called on &r. Mlaher
for his evidence to prove the allegations
against the supervisor. I will go further
and say that Mr. O'Connor, or what-
ever other executive officer it was who
removed Mr. Lamubert from the position
he occupied as supervisor of the contract
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on which Mr. Maher now claims, by
that very act morally endorsed Mr.
Maher's claim to compensation. If Mr.
Maher had no claim because of the bad
conduct of this supervisor why should
the supervisor have been removed!
Mr. Maher was a contractor of old
experience, and hie had never had any
trouble in any previous contract with
this Government or with the New Zealand
Government. He had obtained a reason-
able price for his contract and stood to
make a very fair profit, instead of which
he lost £2,000 or £3,000. There must
have been some reason for this loss.

The Minister for Works: Alleged
loss!I

Mr. DWYER: So far as the evidence
before mue goes it was a loss. If the
committee find it was merely an alleged
loss I shall be satisfied. Mr. O'Connor
might have found differently had he
given the matter the careful attention
which he might have given it, but which
in the circumstances he could not very
well do, because it was a charge for a
pecuniary loss resulting from the conduct
of a supervisor he had himself appointed,
and naturally he could not be a judge
in a decision like that. As I admitted
at the outset, Air. Maher had no legal
claim, and when it came to a question
of £1,600 odd Mr. O'Connor simply
threw it out.

The Minister for Works: In arbi-
tration, it is not a question of legal
claim, it is a question of moral claim.

Mr. DWYER: It is proved by in-
ference that Mr. O'Connor did not go
into the moral claim, because he told
Mr. Maher that he could go to Parlia-
ment. In arbitration under a contract
the arbitrator considers every clause
in the contract, and if under a clause
in the contract the contractor has no
claim, then of course he loses his case ;
but if it is a claim under a clause of a
contract, then it must be a legal claim,
and not a moral claim. We do not say
Mr. Maher had a claim under the contract
as drawn out, but we say he had a claim
by virtue of the wrongful conduct of
the Government supervisor, which con.
duct was the subject of inquiry, as a

result of which the supervisor was
dismissed from the job.

- The Minister for Works: No ; he was.
sent away long before that inquiry.

Air. DWYER: According to the ex-
tracts from the report of the inquiry the
decision arrived at was that the super-
visor was sent away from the position
to a newv job and Air. Duval was ap-
pointed in his place.

The M~inister for Works: It may have
been at his own request because Mr.
Maher was objectionable.

Air. DWYER: If it had been at his
own request I do not think it would have
beenl The subject of an inquiry covering
pages of typewritten matter. The verdict
in that inquiry was that Mr. Lambert
should be removed and Mr. Duval ap-
pointed, and from the time Mr. Duval
camne on that job until its conclusion
there was no matter of complaint, every-
thing in connection with the contract
wvent on without a hitch. Mr. Maher had
no complaint to make in regard to a com-
petent officer like Mr. Duval, he would
not have had any complaint to make in
regard to Air. Lamnbert if Mir. Lambert
had been competent. But the main fact
stands out that Air. Maher believes he
has suffered loss, he has proved himself
a competent contractor, and he has car-
ried out large works. In other States
when similar complaints made by other
persons have been investigated and par-
ticularly in the New Zealand ease that I
have quoted, the gravamen of the com-
plaints was the unjust conduct of super-
visors exactly the same as here, and we
are asking in this instance that justice
should be done by the State if it is found
by the select committee that wrong has.
been suffered by Mr. Maher or inflicted
on him by the Government through their
officers. We are asking that justice
should be done to recompense Mr. Maher
to some extent for the damage he has.
suffered.

Question put and negatived.

PAPERS-ABORIGINES
RESERVES.

On motion by Mr. McDonald ordered:
"That all papers in connection with the
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setting apart of land for native reserves,
and the regulations dealing therewith, be
laid on the Table."

MOTION-AVON ELECTORATE AND

* Mir. P. O'CONNOR.
Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex): I

move-
That the statutory declaration of

Henry Robert Taylor be laid upon the
Table.
The PREIER (Hon. J. Seaddan): I

.am going to ask the House to refuse
to allow this declaration to be laid on
the TCable, because I am going to prove
that the statements wiade in it are an-
true.

Honi. Frank Wilson: You asked for
it. do not forget.

The PREMIIER: I admit we asked
for it, but we aked for something dift
ferent from that which the hon. mem-
ber has presented. I think members
-wilI agree it is inadvisable for any paper
to be placed on the Table and in con-
sequence inserted in the public records
that we know, and can prove conclu-
sively, contains a declaration that is un-
true.

Eon. Frank Wilson: You can take
your action.

The PREMIER: That can come later.
I am dealing now with the question of
-whether this should be laid on the Table.
In the first instance the declaration that
members on the Government side asked
the leader of the Opposition to bring
forward. was one bearing out the state-
Blent made that Mr Peter O'Connor as-
sisted in the election of the present Minis-
ter for Lands in the Avon electorate.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It was not, and
you know it very well.

The PREMIER : The hon. member
stated that Mr. Peter O'Connor was in
the district electioneering on behalf of
Mr. Bath. That was denied, and the
hon. member repeated it, and we then
asked that he should produce a declara-
tion; and he said he would do so to the
effect that Mdr. O'Connor was in that
electorate assisting Mr. Bath. The hon-
memberst statement con nected Mr.

O'Connor with the election and with Mr.
Bath-as a matter of fact he used the
very words.

31r. SPEAKER: Order! The Stand-
ing Orders do not allow of any refer-
ence whatever being made to any debate
which has previously taken place in the
Chamber during this session. Any alluL-
sion is shut out, Even a hint to any
reference is shut out from the discus-
sion, and it is just as well the House
should he made aware of this before
the discussion goes farther.

The PREMIER: I find some difll.
ctsIyv in being able to discuss the ques.
tion at all.

Mr. SPEAKER: I can synipathise
with the hon. member.

The PREMIER: What I want it)
point out is that the declaration itself
has a bearing on a discussion which
took place in this' Chamber, anid the
hon. member in submitting that declara-
tion for the consideration of the House,
and moving that it be laid on the Table,
was making an allusion to a previous
debate, was in fact continuing a pre-
vious debate by replying to a challenge
inade on this side of the House.

Mir. SPEAKER: This may be a chal-
lenge, or may be a reply to a challenge,
but on the presetnt discussion I know
nothing whatever of any challenge. I
only know that the motion before the
House is to the effect that a certain
declaration shall lie on the Table, and
therefore the only matters which can
be discussed are the statements contained
in that declaration. The declaration
state--

That during the month of Septem-
ber last Peter O'Connor did, in the
company of a member named James
Tighe, a farmer of Kellerherrin, visit
the club premises-

That can he discussed.
and that I hare many r~easons for be-
lieving- that Mr. O'Connor induced Mr.

Tighe to retire from the electoral con-
test in favour of Mr. Bath.

That also can be discussed, but the dis-
cussion must be confined to the state-
ments ini the declaration.

The PREMIER: Very well, Sir. We
now have a declaration which the hon.
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member desires we should place among
our records.

Hon. Frank Wilson: In response to
your request.

The PREMIER: We want a declara-
tion1 that has some truth in it. I ob-
ject to a declaration being placed on
the Table and becoming a part of our
public records when I know and call
prove that it contains that which is
absolutely untrue, let me take the first
part of it. I have communicated with
i1r. O'Connor, and also with Nry. Tighe,
and I have had replies from both. ,i
propose to read those replies in order
to show that the statements contained
in the declaration are untrue. In the
first place neither Mr. O'Connor nor Mr.
Tighe deny the fact that Mr. O'Connor
and Mr. Tighe visited the club at Keller-
berrin in September of last year.

I-on. Frank Wilson: You have denied
it.

The PREMIER: No. The lion, mem-
ber now wants me to get back to the
discussion which took place previously;
I am not desirous of doing that, but if
lie insists on interjectinig in that strain
low' can one proceed without referring
to the previous discussion? Both these
gentlemen admit that they were in the
Kellerberrin club in September of last
year.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That admits the
whole thing.

The PREMIER: No. Mir. O'Connor
points out that lie was only there for
a very short period on one day, when
returning from the race meeting on the
goldfields, and that he put in at Rel-
lerberrin for the purpose of seeing Mr.
Tighe, because they have been friends
almost from childhood. Surely a person
is permitted to do that. The visit had
no connection whatever with the elec-
tion. Now the second portion of the
declaration is the statement made by
Mr. Taylor that he has many reasons for
believing that Mr. O'Connor's visit was
for the purpose of inducing Air. Tighe
to withdraw from the contest. That
statement is deliberately untrue, because
Mr. Taylor, as secretary of the Keller-
berrin club, must have known that MAr.

Tighe bad publicly announced weeks
previously that he had withdrawn from
the contest. What sense would there
have been in ir. O'Connor going to
Kellerberrin with the object of inducing
Mr. Tighe to with~drawv from tbe~eontest
after Mir. Tiglie had publicly announced
his with~drawal? To the telegram I sent
him yesterday explaining that a declara-
tion had( been made by Mr. Taylor, Mr.
Tighe has replied-

Absolutely no foundation for Tay-
lor's statement. O'Connor's visit to
me purely a friendly one. Sole rea-
sons for retiring from election two
Liberals standing. I not receiving party
support decided withdraw, which
Taylor quite cognisant of as I
acquainted him with my reasons. Had
I the Liberal support exclusively would
certainly have contested the election.

Mr. O'Connor has written to me as fol-
lowa:s

My attention having been drawn to a
declaration made by a Mir, Taylor, sec-
retary of the Eastern Districts Club,
Kellerberrin, to the effect that I visited
the club during September, 1911, in
company with a member, Mr. Tighe,
and that he had many reasons to be-
lieve that I was instrumental in induc-
ing Air. Tighe to retire from the elec-
toral contest in favour of Mr. Bath, I
(desire to take the earliest opportunity
of saying that the statement is correct
so far as that portion which states I
visited the club during September,
1911, but is un true wherein it states
that I was instrumental in inducing
Mr. Tighe to retire in Mr. Bath's
favour. The facts are these: On re.
turning from the goldfields, after thec
annual race meeting, I broke the jour-
ney at Rellerberrin in order to call on
Air. Tighe, who is a friend of many
years' standing. I left Kellerberrin the
same day. My visit had nothing to do
with the retirement from the contest of
Mr. Tighe, and proof of this is in the
fact that Mr. Tighe had previously
publicly announced that he had retired
from the contest. I think nothing fur-
ther need be said.
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Now 'Mr. Taylor's declaration states that
they visited the club in September; that
is admitted. The proof as to whether or
not it was in September can be discov-
ered by tracing Mr. O'Connor's move-
ments (luring the race meeting, and that
statement has been proved to be correct.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Do you not re-
member that I told you that if you exam-
ined the books of the club you would find
his Dame there?

The PREMIER: I amt not denying
the fact. I am taking the statements of
the leader of the Opposition, which are
repeated by Mr. Taylor in his declara-
tion, that Mr. O'Connor was in the Avon
electorate for the purpose of assisting
Mr. Bath. I denied that statement when
it wvas first made.

Hon. Frank Wilson: And I warned
you not to be too confident about it.

The PRDU]ER: I admit the state-
inent that Mr. O'Connor was in the Avon
electorate, but I contend that the state-
ment made by Mr. Taylor that Mr.
O'Connor was in the Avon electorate for
the purpose of inducing Mr. Tighe to
retire is untrue.

Hon,. Frank Wilson: He does not say
that.

The PREMTER: He does. He says
that Mr. O'Connor, in company with Mr.
Tighe, visited the club premises on a
certain date, and that he (Mr. Taylor)
has many reasons for believing that Mr.
O'Connor induced Mr. Tighe to retire
from the election in favour of Mr. Bath.
Now we have it in the first instance that
Mr. Tighe states distinctly that he retired
merely because he wanted a clean-cut
issue between Labour and liberal, and
that be could not obtain the support of
the Liberal party, with the result that
he would not go to the contest. But
earlier in his declaration 'M.Taylor, in
order to support the leader of the Opposi-
tion, who I assume is one of his political
friends, made a statement which he ought
to have known was untrue, and which I
am of opinion he does know is untrue.
I am led to this opinion from the state-
ment made by Air. Tighe, and from other
facts which show that there could be no
connection between Mr. O'Connor's visit

in September and Mr. Tighe's retirement,
because Mr. Tighe bad previously retired
and publicly announced that retirement.
The Kellerberrin newspaper, the Eastern
Recorder, of August 26th, contains the
following announcement:-

Mr. James Tighe, J.P., one of the
announced Liberal candidates for the
Avon seat, has decided, in the interests
of the party, to retire in favor of Mr.
Colebatch, and so present a clean-cut
issue between Liberal and Labour at
the forthcoming election.

That was on August 26th, and was not
hatched up for the purpose of disproving
the declaration, because it has Veen taken
from the files of that newspaper in the
public library, and is a true record made
at the time. I want to point out that
the hon. member apparently came to the
House and made a statement on the
strength of Mr. Taylor's statement, while
Air. Taylor, apparently, is prepared to
make a statement and cover up the legal
position by declaring that lie has reasons
for believing something; and thig is what
the hon. member now brings forward and
asks to have placed in our public records
in order to make people believe that he
was justified in the statement he made. If
these stateme,,ts in the declaration were
correct, I am certain the Minister for
Lands would be m anly enough to rise in
his place and admit that Mr. O'Connor
had] been in his electorate in accordance
with the declaration made by MT. Taylor.
I hope the leader of the Opposition will
now see from the evidence I have pro-
duced. and from Mr. Tighe 's own state-
ment contained in this telegram, and
from O'Connor's written statement as
well, that the declaration he has present-
ed is not worth the paper it is written
on. and should not be placed on the
Table. I therefore ask the House not to
agree to the motion submitted by the
leader of the Opposition.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) : The particular matter I
take objection to is the speech which the
hon. gentleman made at the Liberal Club.
I never for one moment dreamt that it
could possibly have reference to myself
as a Minister of the Crown, because I
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.bave the strongest and liveliest recollee-
tions of all those who assisted me in con-
nection with my electoral campaign for
Avon, and I can assure that bon. gentle-
man that from no one of those supporters
of mine since 1 have been a Minister of
the Crown have I received any request
whatever for the use of my position
as a Minister to assist them in any o~f
their undertakings. I can say that abso-
lutely truthfully, and I can also say that
any hon. gentleman in -this House would
have very good reason to be proud of the
sincerity and disinterestedness of those
gentleman who were acting in my sup-
port at the elections in October last. The
leader of the Opposition would have rea-
son to be grateful if he could number
amongst his supporters those who so
disinterestedly and at expense to them-
selves could because of their sincere be-
lief in his particular principles support
him in the way in which I was supported
in the campaign for Avon. After the
statement was made no one was more
astonished than I was wvhen later on in
the House the leader of the Opposition
singled me out as the Minister to whom
he was referring at the time he spoke
at the Liberal Club. That there was no
justifiation for it is conclusively proved
by the statements of Mr. Tighe and Mr.
O'Connor, and the fact that Mr. O'Con-
nor was only there for a portion of a
day, having come down by one train and
proceeded back by the next, and it is
proved also by the fact that no one in the
constituency had any knowledge of Mr.
O 'Connor having been ithere even for
that brief period. In addition there is the
statement which appeared in the paper
on the 26th August in reference to Mr.
Tighe's retirement as a Liberal candi-
date, and I may say the matter was
freely discussed and it -was well known
that 3,r. Tighe 's retirement as a Liberal
candidate was due to the fact that while
the Liberal party were claiming that
everyone who -chose to come forward as.
a Liberal would receive the countenance
of the leaders of the party, in the district
the support of Ministers was being given
to one Liberal candidate as opposed to
the other, and he was not getting a fair

run. That was freely reported at the time.
I think it is only fair on the part of the
leader of the Opposition that he should
withdraw the statement he made at the
Liberal CIlub and in this House.

Ron. Frank Wilson : What was the
Statement ?

The MIUNISTER FOR LANDS : That
Afr. O'Connor had actively assisted in
my election as member for Avon.

Hon. Frank Wilson : Where is that?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : It

was stated at the Liberal Club.
Rlon. Frank Wilson :Where is the re-

port of that specech ?
The MINISTER FOR LAN DS : In

the Wfest Australian.
lion. Frank Wilson : Have you got

it ? Let uis have a look at it I
MAr. Heitmaun : You referred in the

House to the same thing.
Mr. Dwvyer : You said so in the House

and Mr. Mlitchiell explained that he had
misled you.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order. I have. al-
ready ruled that no allusion must be
made to any debate in this House during
the present session so it must not be
made.

Mr. GEORGE (Murray-Wellington)
It is so difficult to speak to
the qalestion under the ruling laid
down because the reason for the
affidavit has been what transpired in the
House during the session, and T hardly
see how any one of us can make much
of an argument because we cannot refer
to what has actually taken place. Had
no statement been made in connection
with Mr. O'Connor having been in a
certain electorate during the last elec-
tion, there could not hove been any rea-
son for the affidavit.

Hon. W C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter): You are right in saying electo-
rate; the statement was that he took
part in a certain election.

Mr. GEORGE : I believe I am quite
righrt in saying, despite what the hon.
member says, that the Minister con-
cerned in the matter said this gentlemran
didI not take any part in that election.

The Mfinister for Lands: That is rigbL
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Mir. GEORGE: The Minister admits
thatI

The Minister for Lands: Yes.
Mr. GEORGE: And yet the MAinister

for Lands dared the leader of the Oppo-
sition to produce any proof that this
gentleman had been in the electorate.

Mr. SPEAKER : That is a distinct
allusion to a debate which has taken
place in this Chamber, and I cannot
possibly allow it.

Point of Order.
Mr. B. J. Stubbs: 1 rise to a point of

order. I would like to know what Stand-
ing Order you base your decision on that
members cannot refer to any speech made
in Parliament during the present session.
Standing Order 123 distinctly says-

No member shall allude to any debate
of the same session on a question or
Bill not being then uinder discussion.

If the ruling that we cannot refer to any
speech made during the same session is
insisted on, how can a Minister reply to
the discussion on the second reading of
the Bill? The Standing Order distinctly
says that no member can refer to a
speech made excepting on a questionL or
Bill which is unuder discussion. 1 con-
tend that the reference to the remarks
of the leader of the Opposition on this
question embraces the question under dis-
cussion, and I cannot see how it is pos-
sible to intelligently discuss this motion
unless members are allowed to refer to
the origin of this affidavit. I would like
you to quote the Standing Order on
which you base your ruling.

Mr. Speaker: I am nut supposed to
give authorities at all. I am supposed to
give rulings.

Dissent from Speakers RuLillg.

Mr. Underwood: Then I beg to move-
That the House dissent from Air.

Speaker's ruling.
I contend that we are here to discuss
questions intelligently and it will be
Utterly impossible to discuIss a question
of this description without referring to
something whieh has occurred previously.
I contend that it is your duty to allow
matters to be discussed so that a proper
Understanding can be arrived at.

IMr. Speaker: Order!l The hon. mem-
ber must give notice in writing if be
wishes to move that my riding be dis-
ageed to. The bon. member must give
the reason for disagreeing with my
ruling.

Mr. Hudson: While the hon. member
is preparing his reason, may I rise to
another point of order, or had this matter
better be disposed of firstl'

Mr. Speaker: We had better dispose
of this first.

Mr. Hudson: It is a matter of import-
ance and may assist in the rnling.

Air. Speaker: The member for Pilbara
(Mr. Underwood) has moved-

That the Speaker's ruling be dis-
agreed with because the ruling is in-
consistent woiih. Standing Orders and
commonsense.

That question may be discussed. The
member for Yilgarn may discuss it.

Mrl. Hudson: I do not propose to dis-
cuss this question, but will rise to another
point of order when this is disposed of.

.Ni. Heitma-in: I am not sure, and I
do not profess to know sufficient of
Standing Orders to say whether you, Sir,
are out of order or not, but with all
respect to you and the House, I certainly
think that when a member raises a ques-
tion while possibly you are not in duty
bound to give reasons, 1 think we look
to you for all assistance during a debate.
I am of opinion that when a point of
order is raised and members ask you for
reasons for a certain ruling, it is due to
the House, if you intend to keep us
within the Standing Orders, that you
should give us your reasons.

Mr. Speaker: I gave my reasons.
Mr. Heitnjann: Excuse me, I distinctly

heard you say that you were not supposed
to give reasons.

Mr. Speaker: I said I was not sup-
posed to give authori ties. I am supposed
to give rulings, which I have given on
three occasions this afternoon.

Mr. Underwood: The member for
Suhisco (Mr. B. J. Stubbs) asked you
for the authority under which you gave
your ruling, and you told him distinctly
you were not bound to give any authori-
ties or reasons-that you are simply there
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to give rulin~gs. Those are the words you
used.

Mr. Speaker: That Ls quite correct.
'lr, Underwood: I think it might im-

prove the temper of die House and mem-
bers if when they ask for reasons for a
ruling of that description you should
give them. However, that does not mat-
ter, the House can take care of itself. If
you want motions of dissent from your
ruling:s you will get them. I anm con-
vinced that it is impossible to discuss a
ques tion if your ruling is strictly en-
forced as you are trying to enforce it.
It has been done over and over again in
this House, speeches and arguments hove
been referred to and must he referred to
if we are to intelligently discuss any
question. I trust the Speaker's ruling
will be disagreed with.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I am of opinion
that it is quite unnecessary for the
Speaker to give any reasons for his
ruling. He is not bound to give reasons,
but gives his ruling. He may7 as a matter
of courtesy to the l1ouse or hy way of
explanation, add his reasons if hie thinks
fit. The House on its part cant dissent
from the ruling of Mr. Speaker either
with or without reasons. Standing- Order
No. 123 says-

N~o mnember shall allude to ally de-
bate of tile some session upon a ques-
tion or Bill niot being then tinder dis-
cussion, except by the indulgence of
the House for personal explaiiations.

The Premier, of course, has had a little
indulgence.

The Premier: I would Ilot have been
so rough but for the circumstances in this
case.

Hont. Prank Wilson: I am not dis-
cussing the question with the Premier
but with the Speaker. This Standing
Order says we shall not allude to any
debate of the same session. My -reading
of it and my experience goes to show
that we cannot quote from Hansard of
the same session. It will lie noted that
another S tarzding Order states-

No member shall read from a printed
newspape-r or book the report of any
speech made in Parliament during th~e
seane session.

But 1 think we have full liberty Lo refe'
to anything which has taken place as fai
as our memories serve as; at least tha-
has always been the practice. The ques
tion is, what are we discussing? We ant
discussing a statutory declaration, whici
states in the first instance that a certair
individual was in a certain place at
certain time, in the second place hi state!
that it is believed lie took certain action
No time is mentioned. I maintain we cal
refer to either of these questions in con,
nection with the statutory declaration
and I should think we cduld also refer tk
the matters whichl have led up to th(
statutory declaration by way of arga-
menit to show why this declaration shouk
be placed on the Table. At least, that ii
what I think is the cummnonsense vie"%
referred to by the member for Pilbara.

Sihing suspended from 6.17 to 7.30 p.m

Hon. Frank Wilson: I was poiatingg
out that I thought members would hi
entitled in speaking to this motion t(
refer to the contents; of the statutory de
elaration. lHowever, I want to submit that
in my opinion members will he entitler
to give reasons why they intend to vot(
against this statutory declaration beint
placed on the Table of thre House, andI
claim I should be entitled to give rea-
sons why the niotiOll should be carried
even if the Premier has already giver
his reasons for stating that the deelara.
tioli is niot true.

Mr. Swan: Neither is it true.
Hon. Frank Wilson: We are discus-

sing thie point ot order: the hon. membem
does not understand it. Whilst the Speak-
er' r ulilw is iii order under Standinj2
Order 123, yet I amn inclined to thint
that wre eaiiiot wvell discuss a point willh-
out making somie reference t4o Hansrr
or quoting froml a newspaper. or some-
thing said in debate ait some previoni
time. I hope at any rate we shall he ablE
to have some latitude.

Mr. Mellowall: I rise to say that, in re-
gard to this ruling, if we do niot get over
it iii some way the House will be placed
in a very, awkward position. What 1
would like to know is whether it will be
competent for me to move a motion uinder
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No. 416 of the Standing Orders, which
says-

In case of urgent necessity, any
Standing Order or Orders of the House
may be suspended on motion duly made
and seconded without notice, provided
that such motion has the concurrence
of anl absolute majority of the whole
members of the Legislative Assembly.

Would it be competent for me to move
a motion?7

Mr. Speaker: Yes, after this motion has
been dispensed with.

Mr. McDowall: Mly object at present
is to endeavour to avoid a division on the
present motion, because it seems to me a
great pity that a matter of this kind
should crop up. We may be certain that
under Standing Order 123 the Speaker is
correct to a certain extent in ruling that
we cannot refer to a previous debate, hut
it is quite certain that unless we allude
to the debate that took place in connection
with this matter, we have little or no
chance of intelligently discussing it. I
hoped we would have some opportunity
of discussing it without disagreeing wvith
the Speaker's ruling, but if I cannot move
the motion I have mentioned I see no other
way out of the difficulty. ].t will be at-
terly useless, or perhaps not useless, but
certainly unnecessary to move it. I think
we ought to have the right to review state-
ments that have bees made in connection
with this particular matter, and, in order
to do that, we must undoubtedly be able
to make use of the speeches made in this
House on a previous occasion.

Mr. George: floes not this Standing
Order allow you to do so?

Mr. 'McDowall: The Speaker says no,
and I for one do not like voting against
the Speaker's ruling, especially when this
clause is so ambiguous as to give him
every reason for that ruling. I think the
whole question is of so trumpery' a nature,
and has been discussed to such an extent.
that the general public can see 'vim is
right and who is wrong. If I were con-
testing an election, and I thought the in-
troduction of one or two persons who
were deeply interested-*

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member is out
of order.

[771

Mr. McDowall: I know well I am out
of order. I regret very much there is no
way of getting over this matter without
taking a vote on the Speaker's ruling.

Mr. George: I cannot see that there
should be any question in regard to the
matter at all. Standing Order 123 reads-

No member shall allude to any de-
bate of the same session upon a ques-
tion or Bill not then being under dis-
cussion except by the indulgence of the
House for personal explanations.

We have a question that is under discus-
sion, and therefore wve ought to be at
liberty to allude to a debate on that par-
ticular question. It seems to be quite
clear; if not, why is the proviso put into
the Standing Order? Therefore, I take
it wve can allude to any debate affecting
the question under discussion. It is only
right that that should be so. There are
many vital questions which come up dur-
ing a session, and which, as the session
progresses, assume varied phases, and un-
less we can refer to the debates on these
matters wve simply have interminable re-
petitions. I cannot see wvhy under this
very rule we cannot refer to the debate.
It has been under discussion, and the dis-
cussion is not ended. It may he a trivial
affair but that does not matter.

Mr. Speaker: The Standing Order on
which I based my position is No. 123
which states-

No member shaUl allude to any debate
of the same session upon a question or
Bill not being then under discussion
except by the indulgence of the House
for personal explanations.

There is a substantive motion before the
House that a certain document do lie upon
the Table. The matter for discussion is
the remarks embodied inl that document.
The debate to which allusion has been for-
bidden by my ruling is the debate on the
second reading of the State Hotels Bill,
which is not now under discussion, but
which has been under discussion during
this session. The Standing Order for-
bids allusion to any debate or question not
now before the House. and the State
Hotels Bill is not now before the House,
hut it is a Bill which was before the House
earlier in the session. It cannot be said
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by any bon. member that the second read-
ing of that Bill or the committee stage
of that Bill is now before the House.
Standing Order 123, 1 take it, was dis-
tinctly designed to prevent discussions of
this character, otherwise why was it in-
troduced at all?7 The leader of the Oppo-
sition is quite correct when he states that
I had ruled strictly in accordance with the
Standing Order. Reference has been
made, al 'though I cannot accept it as part
of the motion moved by the member for
Pilbara, that my ruling is not consistent
with comaon sense. That portion of the
motion I will not accept. It is an affront
to the Chair, and I will not permit it, no
matter what action the House may take in
respect to my other ruling. Hon.
members may forget that I am
here to direct the rules of this House.
not in accordance with my own opinions
nor to mnet the convenience of members,
not even to meet miy own convenience,
but in accordance with the rules adopted
and laid down by bon. members them-
selves, and therefore I cannot possibly
conduct the affairs, or insist upon the
affairs of the House being conducted
other than as laid down by the Standing
Orders adopted by members in this As-
sembly. Where the wish of the House
conflicts with the Standing Orders it does
not follow that the Standing Orders are
wrong. If members desire to continue a
debate the proper course is not to dissent
from my ruling, but to move the sus-
pension of the Standing Orders, and
when that course has been followed every
possible latitude will have been allowed.
If there is any matter where a limita-
tion of debate should be insisted up-
on, to my mind it is on the matter now
nnder discussion, for on no less than two
or three occasions in this House, the sub-
ject which members desire to refer to has
been discussed ad nau~ieum. That is -my
opinion, and I think, therefore, if theire
is any matter, in connection 'with which
the limitation of debate is necessary, that
matter is now the subject before the
House. Before the discussion had gone
very far I notified the House of the true
position of affairs. Apparently the leader
of the Opposition understood it, for, in
moving that the paper do lie on the Table

he made no comment whatever, The Pre-
mnier had no difficulty in discussing it. It
may be said he got some latitude, but if
I recog~nised that latitude, it is only
natural that I should allow the same
latitude to every other hon. member.
The M inister for lands had no
difficulty in discussing the question
and the latitude he received f rom the
Chair is therefore the latitude which will
be given every other hon. member in this
House. I desire to meet the convenience
of hon. mnembers as far as the rules of
the House will permit me. If however,
rules are to be thrust aside, where is it
going to end? What restrictions will
there be on debate, and what posi-
tion is the Speaker going to find him-
self in? T knew this matter was com-
ing on for discussion this evening and I
looked it up carefully, and I found from
other ruilings given in other portions of
Australia and in New Zealand that a
similar course has been adopted to that
which I have taken to-night; in fact, A
stricter course, if anything. The Stand-
ing Orders state that no member shall
allude to a debate that has taken place
in the same session. An allusion is a'
reference to something sup posed to be
already known. Even a hint is an al-
lusion; an indirect reference is an allu-
sion, and since that is the interpretation
of the word allusion, how can I do other-
wise than rule as I have already done?
I ask members to bear with me a moment
while I quote a ruling of this character
which occurred in New Zealand. An hon.
member (Mr. Hanan) -speaking on a
certain matter said-

I amn aware my bon. friend does not
know much, 'when he said the other
evening that artisans have no brains.

Mr. Massey (Leader of the Opposi-
tion):- I rise to a point of order. The
hon. member for Invercargill has made
a statement which I feel should not be
allowed to go unnoticed. lHe refers to
a past debate when he states that the
member for Palmerston said that an
artisan has no brains.

Hon. Mr. R. McKenzie: So he did.
Mr. Massey: I call your attention,

Sir. to the fact that the Minister for
Public Works has also repeated the
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statement. It is a reference to a pre-
vious. debate; but not only that there
is misrepresentation. and I am not
going to have it. The point J wish to
call ;-our attention to is this: the memi-
her for Palmerstoon took the oppor-
tunity of making a personal explana-
tion, and he stated to the House that
-he had never said anything of the sort.
I think this matter should be cleared
uip before wvc go any further.

Mr. Speaker: The point of order is
'that the hion. member who made use of
the expression had no right to use it,
because lie quoted from a previous de-
bate during- the present session.
Whether he quoted it correctly or, not
is beside the question. I must rule
that the quotation should not have beeii
made. The truth of the particular ex-
pression cannot be discussed. The hon.
gentleman must withdraw the expres-
sion.

Mr. Hannan: I amn always willing
to bow to your ruling, Sir. The state-
ment, however, that I wade as to the
words used I submit is correct. No
doubt my repeating the lion. member's
statement is a transgression of the
Standing Orders of this House, inas-
much as it is a reference to at past de-
bate during this session.

Mr. Massey (leader of the Opposi-
tion) : The other point is even more
important, I called your attention to
the fact that the member for Invercar-
gill made a statement which the mem-
ber for Palmerston denied, and that
denial should be accepted not only in
the debate in which the matter Occur-
red, but in every other debate which
takes place this session.

Mr. Speaker: A point of order liar-
ing been raised that the expression
used by the member for Invercargill is
out of order because it was a contribu-
tioii by the member for Palnmerston in
a previous debate is held by me to be
an expression that the mem~ber for In-
vercargill should not have made use of
to-night, because he quoted from a pre-
vious debate of this session,

Now I think hon. members will agree with
me when I say that I have allowed

greater latitude to-night than was al-
lowed in that particular ease. A mem-
ber in that cgise made only a passing re-
ference. I have allowed more than that
to-night hut I felt this was one matter
where reference'to a past debate should
not be allowed, because the matter ham,
been discussed to my mind ad nuseamn
I do hope that, whilst members
m ay desire to disagree with my
ruling, they will consider calmly the
position they are taking uip, because
if the Speaker's ruling is to be disagreed
with always on occasions of this kind I
do not know where debates will end.
I. will leave the matter to hon. members.
T feel perfectly satisfied that I informed
the Rouse of the true position early in
the debate. The Premier was speaking
at the time, and I am certain that I
could take op no other position. There is
a feeling, of course, that I must give au-
thorities, but I am not compelled to give
,authorities; I must give ruilings. I am al-
ways willing to inform the House of the
true position of affairs and I took that
course early ini the debate this evening so
that members woold know how far they
could go in this matter.

Mlotion (dissent) put and negativedl.

Debate to be resumed.

Mr. MeD OWALL: I wove-
That so much of the Standing Ordersr

be suspended as is necessary to aliou:
this matter to be discussed.

Mr. SPEAKER: Ther is already a'
motion before the House, and I had for-
gotten that when I told the hon. member
he could move the suspension of the
Standing Orders.

Mr. MeDOWALL: I move the sus-
pension of the Standing Orders in order
that we may discuss this matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is a motioni
before the House, mid I cannot accept
any other motion until that one is dis-
posed of.

L11r. GEORGE: It seems to me we have
had a most unprofitable evening. I think
that this affidavit should be received, be-
cause it conveys a statement on what has
already taken place previously.
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Point of Order.
*Mr. Hudson: On a point or order,

I would like to ask whether .this affidavit
is a paper which may properly be laid
upon the Table of the House. On refer-
ence to the Standing Orders and to the
authorities in explanation of them I find
that the papers usually ordered to be laid
on the Table are public documents. It
is true that it is within the power of Par-
liarnt to call for all classes of docu.
merits and to call for persons and papers,
but there is a prover way of exercising
that extreme power. In this case we have
under discussion the question of whether
a statutory declaration made by some per-
son who is not in this Chamnber-it may
be only a billiard marker's yarn for all
we know ---should be received and placed
on the Table. The procedure is simple
in regard to public documents to which
we are accustomed, but I can find no pre-
cedent for a paper such as this having
been ordered to he laid upon the Tahle;
indeed, I think it would be an abuse of
the privileges of Parliament if such a
paper were to be so tabled. We will sup-
pose that a controversy arises, as has
arisen in this case, between the leader of
the Opposition and somebody else, and
that in order-

Mr. George: I sat down because the
bon. member rose to a point of order.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member is ex-
plaining his point of order.

Mr. Hudson: I would ask the indul-
gence of the House. I will place the point
of order bluntly and plainly before the
House if members desire, but I 'was en-
deavouring to explain my reasons for
raising the point. The proper procedure
with regard to documents that are not
of a public nature is that the person in
whose-possession they are should he called
to the bar of the House as a witness,
when he gives his evidence and produces
his papers. He is then subjected to
cross-examination and the trith of his
statement can he sifted.

The Premier: You could not do it in
this case because there is no truth in it
to sift.

Mr. Hudson: Therefore I submit that a
paper cannot be laid upon the Table of

the House by a private member. Turning
to our own Standing Orders I find that
No. 221 reads-

Accounts and papers may be ordered
to be laid before the House, and the
Clerk shall communicate to the Colonial
Secretary all orders for papers made by
the House; and such papers shall be
laid on the Table by any member of the
House, being also a member of the Gov-
erment.

I submit that the only person who can lay
this paper on the Table is a member of
the Government, and if the Government
are prepared to table it the position
strikes me as heing absurd. I submit that
the whole thing is an absurdity and an
abuse of the privileges of the House, and
that there should be no further discussion.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member has
raised the point that the motion is not in
order because it has been moved by a
private member and that to his mind the
affidavit is not a public paper. I have to
rule that the motion is in order because
there is nothing to prohibit any member
moving a motion, especially when he gives
notice of it, as has been done in this case.
The House has power to say whether the
motion shall be accepted or rejected. It
is, therefore, within the province of this
House to order any paper to be laid on
the Table if the House so directs.

Debate resumed.

Mr. GEORGE: I cannot see how this
matter can be discussed, and I do not
think it is worth wasting time over. We
cannot discuss it without reference to
what has taken place before.

Mr. SWAN (North Perth): I desire to
say a word or two before this discussion
closes. I do not know whetber I can sue-
ceed in keeping my remarks within bounds
or not, but I shall make an endeavour to
do so. I am going to oppose the motion
moved by the leader of the Opposition
because I consider it is simply a petty
political dodge and nothing else.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I ask that the hon.
member he ordered to withdraw that state-
ment.

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member
must withdraw that expression which has
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been taken exception to by the leader of
the Opposition who deems it to be offen-
sive.

Mr. SWAN: I withdraw the expres-
sion, ana 1 arnsorry that the leader of
the Opposition is so thin-skinned. His
skin will become thicker as the session
progresses.

Hion. Frank Wilson:- I think the hon.
member ought to be ordered to withdraw
that also.

M1r. SPEARER: The hon. member must
make an unreserved withdrawal.

Mr. SWVAN: I unreservedly withdraw.
I am well aware that the leader of the
Opposition is not thin-skinned.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I submit that the
leader of the Opposition is not under dii-
cussion. We are discussing the statutory
declaration.

M1r. SWAN: So far as the statutory
declaration is concerned, I am going to
oppose its being laid on the Table, be-
cause I consider it is simply being used
by the leaaer of the Opposition, with his
usual excellent judgment in gauging pub-
lie opinion, because he thinks that by
bringing this forward he is going to draw
public attention to the question and lead
the people to believe that the statements
he has made in various parts of the State
on previous occasions are true. I want
to take this opportunity of saying that
the statements made by the leader of the
Opposition at various places in the
past-

Hon. Frank Wilson: Is the bon. mem-
ber in order in referring to statements
moade by met I submit we are not dis-
cussing my statements; we are discussing
the statutory declaration..

.Mr. SPEAKER: If the leader of the
Opposition wade a statement other than
during this session in this House which
has a bearing on this declaration, I mast
permit that statement to be discussed,
provided it has a distinct bearing on the
subject under discussion.

Mr. SWAMN: I think it has a distinct
bearing on the subject under discussion.
I have a very distinct recollection of a
speech' made at the Liberal Club, which
has not yet been created a Legislative
Chamber. No doubt all matters in con-
necjion with the Government -were to be

settled there if the leader of the Opposi-
tion had had his way, but the time is far
distant when the affairs of the State are
to be settled at the Liberal Club. Tb.
statement was wade that a certan person
was responsible for the return of one of
the Ministers at the recent elections.

The Premier: The person named in the
declaration.

Mr. SWAN: Yes, the person named in
the declaration was responsible for the
election of one of the Ministers of the
day. I want to take this opportunity to
give that an emphatic denial. Because
I believe that the statement contained in
this declaration is absolutely false. I am
going to oppose the declaration being laid
on the Table. The leader of the Opposi-
tion. has made a very earnest endeavour
to bring the matter contained in this de-
claration in line with the statements he
has made, but I am very pleased to think
that the public of Western Australia are
far too intelligent to be hoodwinked by
the leader of the Opposition, wily though
he is. We have had evidence of many
attempts of this description by the leader
of the Opposition; and judging by the
successes he has met with in the past, I
think it is nearly time he gave up methods
of this description. I can give him my
assurance, as an excellent judge of public
opinion, that these methods will not carry
him very far towards the Treasury
bench.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
not discussing the declaration. I can-
not allow him to discuss the leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. SWAN: I ' hall keep as dlose to it
as possible. I understand this declaration
is being made by some individual con-
nected with the Kellerberrin Club, prob-
ably a billiard marker or rouseabont.

The Premier: What was his record be-
fore he went thereI

Mr. SWAM: I do not know the individ-
ual. I know all the people of any conse-
quence in the place worth knowing, hut
I do not know Mr. Taylor. Evidently he
is connected in some way with the Keller-
berrin Club, which is just about the sodt
of place I should expect the leader of the
Opposition to get his information from.
The channels that were opened to him
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in the past are fortunately closed to him
to-day, and he has to resort, in order to
.get his information, to billiard markers or
ronseabouts of some country club.

Mr. SPEAKER :The hon. member is
-not in order in discussing the methods of
the leader of the Opposition or where he
gels his information from.

Air. SWAN: I have gone nearly as far
ais f desire to go on the question. I only
want to assure my friends in the House
that I have no hesitation in voting against
laying this paper on the Table. No douht
that is what the leader of the Opposition
is looking for. He proposes to make
political capital out of it if we refuse to
lay the paper on the Table but, so far
as I aml COI)CeflEd, he is very welcome to
what capital he gets out of it, and when
lie has built himself up into a strong posi-
tion in this connection I shall have g-reat
pleasure in taking him on in my electorate
-at the nest elections, where ho can make
it strong plea to the public.

Mr. THOMNAS (Bunbury) : May I
make an effort to tread the very narrow
plank which you, Mr. Speaker, have laid
.down q I presume I shall he in order in
,discussing, in connection with this declara-
tion, a statement made by the leader of
the Opposition at the Liberal Club.
Speaking about the matter of the appoint-
-ment of the manager of the State hotel,
the hon. member said it was a v.icious
system of appointment in the choice of
this gentleman, and that a more perni-
cious system could not he conceived of.
He went on to say that to follow out such
-a corrup1t system-he used the word "cor-
rupt" -meant that we were drifting into
-a state of affairs worse than they were in
America. He went on further, and some
individual interjected, "disgraceful," and
the leader of 'the Opposition said, "yes,
it was disgraceful, this appointment."
After levelling these charges, as he says.
ait a memnber of the present Ministry, he
lirings foarward an affidavit from a gen-
tietnan of evidently very doubtfnl repute,
which sav: after all that the individual.-
who was The cause of this "disgraceful"
condnct. and this "pernicious" system,
-and those other words he used, spent two
oGr three hours in the Minister's elec-

torate within about a month or so of the
election. These statements were made;
the Government were referred to as "cor-
rupt," and the system as "pernicious" and
"disgraceful" because the manager of a
State hotel spent two or three hours ia a
Minister's electorate within one month of
the election; and rather than have the
manliness to get up in the House and
withdraw and apologise for the statement
he made, the leader of the Opposition
brings forward an affidavit from a man,
which is evidently of very little value, be-
cause not only does this man firstly say
that Mir. O'Connor was in the club on
suich and such a date, but he says
that he was. there for the object of
inducing one candidate to retire from
the election-I presume in favour of
the Labour candidate; but it is
proved that this man retired from the
campaign two weeks before 'Mr. O'Connor
visited the electorate, so that on the face
of it the declaration proves that it comes
from a man who has very little regard for
the truth, While he attaches his signa-
ture to the affidavit that Mir. O'Connor
was in the electorate, which was perfectly
true, he goes on to an assuimption for
which the law cannot bind him-he is
mean enough to take advantage of that-
and he says that he assuimes Mr. O'Connor
was there for a certain purpose, when he
knew from his own knowledge that he was
uttering a deliherate untruth; and he
tries to foist it on this House to blacken
the character of the Minister for Lands.
And the leader of the Opposition lends
himself to this subterfuge. To try and
justify the statement he originally made
he is prepared to allow this man to foist
this declaration on the House and let it
go through to permanently east a reflec-
tion on a man whose honor stands higher
than the honour of both of them.

Mr. SPEARER: The hon. member
must not refer to the remarks originally
made in the House by the leader of the
opposition.

LMr. THOMAS: I am not referring to
the statement made in the Rouse; I am
referring strictly to the document the hon.
member has produced.
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Hon. Frank Wilson: And the hon.
member has referred to my honour. I
wish he would withdraw that statement.

Mr. SPEALKER: To what remarks do
you object?

Hon. Frank Wilson: The bon. member
said that a certain gentleman's honour was
much higher than mine.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think it
would be proper to allowv hon. members
to make any distinction between the hon-
our of any members. In the eyes of the
Chamber all hon. members are equally
lhonourable. The member for Bunbury
must apologise.

Mr. THOMAS: I withdraw the state-
ment unreservedly. As Mark Antony
says, "They are all bonourable men."

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member
must not-

Mr. THOMAS: Then what must I say?
Mr. SPEAKER: The -bon. member

must withdraw.
Mr. THOMAS: I withdraw. I was

trying very carefully to step along the
plank you have laid down, not deviating
to one side or the other, and to be fair.
I was referring to the speech delivered at
the L~iberal Club. It was a reflection on
the honour of this Parliament, and a re-
flection on Western Australia's polities
that, first of all, statements such as that
should have been made reflecting on a
Minister of the House, whose character is
above suspicion, and then, in order to es-
cape from the position the leader of the
Opposition has brought on himself, he
brings along a flimsy affidavit from a
person of evidently poor repute, in order
to whitewash himself and besmirch the
character of the Minister for Lands.
Whatever speech the hon. member may
make in urging the acceptance of his
motion, whatever excuse he may make,
nothing in my opinion can excdse him for
the conduct he bas adopted in this matter.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Is the bon. mem-
ber in order in discussing my conduct?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must discuss the declaration.

Mir. THOM1AS: I withdraw again. It
is not elevating, I agree, but it is some-
times necessary that 'we should deal with

matters that are not always elevating. If
saint hon. members must keep their eyes
on the muck-rake and bring these matters
up before Parliament, every man must
take his place in upholding the dignity of
the Parliament; and much as I deplore
the necessity for it, 1 feel I am justified
in taking the stand I am taking this even-
ing. I conclude by saying that no matter
what the bon. member may edge into the
debate in connection with the declaration
he is trying to get laid on the Table, no-
thing can excuse his conduct, and nothing
can remove from him the blame he is try-
ing to shift from his own shoulders to the
shoulders of the Minister for Lands.

Mr. MeDOWALL (Coolgardie) : I op-
pose the laying of this document on the
Table. I do not think it is worthy of
being placed on the Table. It contains
two points. The first is that Mir. Peter
O'Connor was in Kellerberrin during the
month- of September last, which is ad-
mitted. Everybody admits that ATr.
O'Connor was in Kellcrberrrin during last
September.

Hon. Frank Wilson: But they dlid not
admit it a few days ago.

Mr. MeD OWALL: For the very simple
reason that Mr. O'Connor has stated in
his letter that he called there to see an old
friend; arid the occasion of a member of
this community of 300,000 souls stopping
at a railway station for an hour or two to
speak to an old friend was not of suffi-
cient importance to arouse the attention
of the whole community. Therefore, they
were ignorant that Mr. O'Connor had
stayed at Kellerberrin for that short
period. That is why they did not admit
it, and I do not think the leader of the
Opposition has much of a point in that
interjection. It is admitted that he was
there. Therefore the declaration in that
respect is true. But then the declaration
goes on to say-

Mr. Peter O'Connor (the present
manager of the Uwellingup State
Hotel) did, in -the company of a mem-
ber named Mr. James Tighe, farmer,
of lKellerberrrin, visit the club premises,
and I hare many reasons for believing
that Mr. O'Connor was intrumental in
inducing 'Mr. Tight to reti-re from
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the electoral contest of Avon District
in favour of -Mr. Bath.

Now it is in consequence of this latter
-clause that I oppose the laying of this
-document on the Table, because, on the
face of it, it is not hrue. That is a
statement which is practically borne out
by the document. It is not true, because
we have had a newspaper brought into
the House this evening in which an an-
nouncement is made that 31r. Tighe re-
tired from the contest in August, and
that lie did not retire, as this affidavit
states, iii favour of Mr. Bath, but in
favour of Air. Colebatch. Now a docu-
mient of that description has no right to
be placed on the Table,

Mr. Taylor: It was only a rumour
-that he was% going to stand.

Mr. McDOWALL: Air. Tighe an-
inounced his intention of standing, and
in due course announced his withdrawal
from the contest, and whether or not
it was rumoured that he was going to
stand does not affect the question. What
does affect the question is that this affi-
davit states that Mr. Tighe retired in
favour of Mr. Bath in September, when,
as a matter of fact, he had retired by
public ainnouncement in August. Now
is that a document worthy of being laid
on the Table?

The Premier: Well, lay it uinder the
Tfable.

Mr. McDOWALL: That would be a
fitting place for it. I am really aston-
ished that the time of Parliament should
he taken up with a trumpery matter of
this kind. It is of the least importance.
To think that men of brains and common
-sen se-

Mr. George: Where are they'?
M~r. McI)OWALL: The hon. member

-expects me to say "directly opposite,"
but I will not say it, because I might be
-telling a lie. I say it is astonishing that
men of brains should come along and
get uip in the House and say that one
'man was helpful in the election of a
-member because he stayed an -hour or
two in that member's constituency. Why,
it is an imptossibility. Allt hon, members
liave contested elections, and know how
much .rgnnisation is necessary to win

an election; yet they make announce-
mentIs of this kind. The thing is so
trumpery that it is almost disgraceful
to be discussing the question at all.

Mr. George: Then why discuss it?
Mr. 'McDOWALL: Because one finds

the calibre of those who bring this for-
ward is so small that one must descend
to their level in order to show them the
absurdity of it.

Mr. George: Mr. Speaker, that is dis-
respectful to everybody.

Mr. SPEAKER: Tbe hon. member
must refrain from terms which are of-
fensive.

31r. McDOWALL: I do not know that
I have said anything to which the hon.
member could object. I consider my
language is altogether too moderate, for
the absurdity of this declaration lends
itself so much to extravagant language
that it is a marvel a man can keep to
the actual facts of such a pettifogging
subject. Everybody knows pretty well
that the latter portion of this affidavit,'
which is the important portion, is ahso-
lutely untrue. If you are going to act
on a thing of this kind you might just
as well put the whole community in
gaol. Because Mr.I. O'Connor went to
the races and got out at Kellerberrin on
his return to Perth, Parliament has been
disturbed on two or three occasions. Is
it not ridiculous? Mr. O'Connor is a
nice and deserving gentleman, and all
that, but why his actually getting ouL
of the train at Kellerberrin for an hour
or two, a month before an election, should
create all this disturbance and noise is,
to me, incomprehensible. And now we
have hon. members going to the trouble
of getting an affidavit which is simply
ridiculous, and moving the House that
it should be placed on the Table, and
generally making us all appear as ab-
surd as we really are. There is no doubt
we are making ourselves look very fool-
ish indeed. By including myself I prze-
chide any demands for a withdrawal.
Now I sincerely trust that this motion
will be defeated, and that the good sense
of the House will not permit of plac-
ing such a document on the Table.

Resolved, that motions be continued.
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Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
With reference to this discussion, I am
not going to take up very much time.
I did not hear the whole of the remarks
of the Premier, hut I find the opposition
to this resolution is based on the accur-
acy or inaccuracy of this affidavit. To
my mind that has nothing to do with the
question of whether it should be placed
upon the Table. The document is the
outcome of some remarks which I am not
permitted to discuss. When those re-
marks were made it wvas asked that this
document should be produced and laid
on the Table. That, I understand, is
the only reason for the action taken
to-day. It is a document certifying to
something that some person saw and be-
lieved, and that person signed his mne,
before a justice of the peace. Whether
it be true or false does not concern this
House. If the affidavit is not according
to the statutes, the law can be put in
motion against those who have violated
it.

The Premier: You cannot prove a false
statement if a man swears merely that
he believes something.

Mr. TAYLOR: Still the Premier hoelds
that the alleged inaccuracy of the (la-
ment should preclude its being laid on
the Table. I want to say that, so far as
this House is concerned, if all the min-
utes of proceedings which axe not quite
accurate were to be removed from our-
records the volume of those records
would be considerably reduced. The
document was asked for and promised
in good faith, and now its production
is only in keeping with the promise made
that it would be forthcoming. As for
the matter being of no importance, we
know full well that Parliaments are the
worst places, when party feeling runs
high, for the discussion of questin of

this character. It simply means that
whichever party lies sufficient strength
will carry the day. I do not know that
this document will do any harm to the
dignity of this Chamber if it races the
Table.

Mr. L'nderwood: What about it grac-
ing the kitchen range?

Mr. TAYLOR: It might riot last
there long enough to he of any value.

Mr. Underwood: It might be cremated
with some improvement.

Mr. TAYLOR: Perhaps if the bon.
member wvent through that process it
might improve him. The inaccuracy of
the document should not enter into the
consideration of wvhether or not it should
be Tabled. It has been brought here in
fulfilment of a promise, and the person
who made that promise has iiotliing to,
do with the accuracy of the document.

Mr. Underwood: The person who
brought it here made a false statement.

Hon. Frank Wilson: That person was
myself. Surely, Mr. Speaker, the lion.
member must withdraw and apologise.

Mr. Underwood: The statement I am
referring to was made at the Liberal
Club, not in this House, and was reported
in the Press.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I ask that the
lion, member withdraw unconditionally.
The hion. member cannot say I made a
false statement.

Mfr. SPEAKER: The lion, member
cannot say that any member made a
false statement in this House, but I can
take no objection to his making any
such statement as to a statement monde
outside the House.

H~on. Frank Wilson: I submit at once,
it is absolutely out of order. The hon.
member might say 1 was a liar-that is
practically what he did say. He charged
me with being a liar. He cannot do that
with reference to anything I have said,
inside or outside the House. I submit
it is highly offensive and contrary to the
Standing Oorders.

The Premier: You do not know how
offensive it is to say people are politi-
cally corrupt.

Eon. Frank Wilson: I draw attention
to Standing Orders 131 and 132. Stand-
ing Order 131 says-

No member shall use offensive or un-
becoming words in reference to any
member of the House.

I submit these words are highly offen-
sive. No. 132 states-

No member shall digress from the
subject matter of any question under
discussion; and all imputations of im-
proper motives, and all personal re-
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fleelion4 on members, shall be consider-
ered highly disorderly.

I submit this is a personal reflection, and
is highly disorderly, and I ask for a
withdrawal.

Mr. Underwood: If the hon. member
takes it offensively I will withdraw.

Air. TAYLOR: I do not desire to make
any further remarks. I think I have
made it abundantly clear that so far as
the document is concerned it is here at
the wish of members of this House. It
was indicated that there was a possibility
of it not being forthcoming; that is the
reason I think for the presence of the
document.

Mr. Swan: Do you think this document
is iii accordance with what was asked
fori

Air. TAYLOR: [ am not prepared to
say that. I say the document is a matter
that does not implicate anybody. If the
leader of the Opposition had failed to
bring it after the statements hie
made, I would have thought lie
was speaking at the time without
having any authority behind him,
but he has proved that he had authority,
and has proved it by bringing the docu-
ment here. I am confident the document
will not do the dignity of the Chamber
any harm by its presence.

Mr, 13WYER (Perth) : I would like
to say a few words on the matter under
discussion. It seems to me that the first
paragra;)h of the document appears to
be all right and pertinent to the issue
before the House, but the second sen-
tence, containing the phrase 'CI have
many reasons for believing" and all that
follows is absolutely worthless. I appeal
to the mnember for Greenough, who I am
sure will agree that a document of this
kind would not be received in any court.
It is absolutely worthless as a piece of
evidence. The member for Oreeenough
knows that.

The Premier: He perhaps haditdrawn
tip.

Mr. DWYER: I will go further and
say that the leader of the Opposition
must have known it. A more worthless
piec of paper purporting to be a declar-
ation I have not seen.

Mr. Foley: They will use it for election
purposes.

,.%r. DWYER I do not know, but any-
one who knows anything about declara-
tions or similar documents would hold
that the document which now purports to
ha a declaration is niost worthless as at
piece of evidence.

Mfr. SPEA-KER : I want to remind the
hon. member that we are not discussing
the worthlessness of the paper hub the
subject contained in the paper.

Mfr. DWYER: As regards the subject
contained in the paper, if it is an article
of no value it is entirely unnecessary and
it is a work of supererogation that it
should be placed on the Table. If it is
of such a nature that it would not be
received as evidence in any court, this
House will be stultifying itself by allow-
ing it to he placed oi. the Table. It
would be an insult to the intelligence of
members to place it on the Table, because
it wvould be countenancing a document
that no words which I could use in this
Chamber could be strong enough to des-
cribe in the light of its value as a piece
of evidence. Why did not the man give
his reasons for his belief or expressions
of opinion? I am sure if this gentleman
were asked to give reasons for his belief
he would find it very diffioult, and for
the reason that the man who made the
declaration is a brother of one of the
applicants for the position of manager
of the State hotel, who was a disap-
pointed applicant.

Several members: Oh, oh.
Mr. DWYER. That is Mr. Taylor,

secretary to the City Club, Perth.
The Premier: He was not among the

twelve.
'Mr. DWYER: That is the reason why

the declaration has been made. Evidence
which comes from a biassed source of
this description should he always re-
jected. It is a waste of the time of this
House that such a motion should be moved
to have a matter of this kind placed be-
fore U.

The Mnister for Mines: The man can-
vassed me in the street the other day for
an appointment to some of the hotels that
are coming.
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Mr. DWYER: A man like that would
take anything-even a gift from the
leader of the Opposition.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I am sorry I can-
not entertain an application at present.

Mr. DWYER: He may be looking for
favours to come, but he will be disap-
pointed, as the leader of the Opposition
will be a long time in his present posi-
tion.

Mr. George: Do not have any fear about
that.

Mr. DWYER: As regards the matter
contained in the affidavit, I think it was
made clear that Mr. O'Connor wvas simply
in Kellerberrin for an hour or two. T
made a statement in this House some time
ago, and I am sorry the Standing Orders
do not allow me to refer to it again, but
I can say that during the lost elections
Mr. O'Connor was of assistance to uoe in
furthering my election campaign. I have
made noc disguise of the fact, but it, is
one thing to assist in the election of an
ordinary membier of the rank and file of
a party-

Mr. SPEAKER: That matter has al-
ready been referred to in this Chamber.

Mr. DWYER: I was referring to the
matter in the affidavit. It is said that in
the month of September Mr. O'Connor
was in Kellerberrin with Mr. Thomas
Tighie. On or about that month M.Nr.
O'Connor wais in Perth and in Perth
nearly all the time, to my personal know-
ledge. If any person decides to assist in
the election of an ordinary member of
Parliament merely because of his private
political opinions and convictions, that
is one thing; but if he assists in the elec-
tion of a prospective Minister of the
Crown capital is made out of it. It was
attempted to associate his activities with
the election of the Minister for Lands,
though to help a private member would
not matter. I do not think I shall ad-
dress the House further. The whole thing
is too trumpery; the public will not be
galled by such an exhibition of impotent
evidence as this, as this declaration bears
on its own face the mark of being a piece
of manufactured-I use that word in
every sense of ignominy in which it can

be used-evidence, simply for the pur-
pose for which it is now being used.

Mr. Swan: All on account of a mare's
nest discovered by the member for
Northam.

Mr. MULLANY (MNen zies) : I intend
to oppose the motion, and in doing so
I wish to express my regret and I might
say my disgust at the time of this Chamn-
her being occupied with such a discus-
sion.

Mr. Allen: Why continue it!
'Mr. MULLANY: I will tell the hon.

member. The time arises when patience
ceases to be a virtute. I bave listened
to the drivel from both sides of the House,
and I will now take this opportunit-y of
stating what I think of it.

Mr. Dwyer: I hope the hon. member
is not referring to me.

Mr. 1JLLANY: I would have thought
that a gentleman occupying the Position
of leader of the Opposition in this House,
when he clainied he was challenged to
produce a document to prove whether
MNr. O'Connor had been in the Avon elec-
torate during the last election, would have
been satisfied with the publicity he. was
given by being allowed to readl it with-
out trying to force such a motion on
members. Surely the opinions and beliefs
of Mr. H. R. Taylor are not of sufficient
importantce to the people of Western Aus-
tralia that the business of Parliament
should be delayed in this manner. T can
see by the demeanour of the leader of the
Opposition that lie and his supporters
are highly pleased to have the business of
the country hung uip while this utnimport-
ant discussion has been going on.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No.
MNr. MULLANIY: I desire to say no

more, but to again express my regret and
disgust that the time of the House should
be occupied in this manner.

Mr. HARPER (Pingelly) : I regret
very much that members of this Hovuse
should take the privilege of vilifying peo-
ple of whom they know nothing. They
are taking a mean, contemptible attitude
towards the man who signed the declara-
tion, and it is a reflection on the justice
of the peace who witnessed the signature.
I think it is certainly a very bad line of
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argument to take up to argue that this
declaration is untrue. 1 believe it is ab-
soltitely true, and no doubt if it is not
true, members will have an opportunity
of prosecuting anyone who has made a
false statement.

Air. Dwyer: He has protected himself.
AMr. HARPER: I do not think it re-

flects any credit on those gentlemen who
have made charges against the man who
signed the declaration or against the
justice of the lpeace. I think it is quite
in order, and that it was quite right that
the declaration should have been presented
to the House. There was a very heated
discussion on the question when the chal-
lenge was thrown out that this document
could not be produced. Now it has been
produced, and it proves absolutely who
was right.

Mr. Swan: On a point of order, is the
hon. miemher to he allowed to make refer-
ence to a challenge issued, while other
members cannot refer to the matter? II
have had no opportunity to refer to that
particular question.

Mr. George.- I got shut out.
Mr- SPEAKER: There is no point of

order.
Mir. HARPER: This document was

asked for, and it has been produced, and
it shows clearly who 'was right and who
-was wrong. That is the crux of the whole
position, and I am very glad the declara-
tion has been produced, because I was
in some doubt as to whether the statement
made was true or not. I see now that it
was true, and that is all I have to say,
but I repeat that it is very mean and
contemptible for any member of this
House tinder the privilege of Parliament
to vilify and revile people outside of this
Chamber. I would rather go outside if
I had anything to say about an indivi-
dual and make the statement to his face.

Mr. Underwood: Mfake the statement
about Peter O'Connor outside.

Mir. HARPER: I have not reflected
against Mir. Peter O'Connor. I am dis-
cussing this document, and it does not
implicate AMr. 0'Cononr in any way at
all- This document is without any refer-
ence at all to 'Mr. O'Connor and he has
nothing to do with it, it is a matter

whether the statement made in this House
was right or wrong and I am quite satis-
fled that the statements made by the
leader of the Opposition are correct.

Mr. IL), (Leederrille) : I am not go-
ing to allow the debate to pass without
entering my protest against such a pro-
position as we have before us to-night.
One hon. member interjected that this
debate was not elevating. I quite agree
with that, hut there is one aspect that
appeals to me and it is that, although
the debate may not be elevating it is
about on. a par with the motives that
prompted that document which the leader
of the Opposition has in front of him.
I am satisfied that if the leader of the
Opposition were to act as he ought to
act, after having heard this debate and
the refutation that the Premier has given
to the statements contained in the docit-
meput, he should have got up hours ago
and humbly apologised not only to the
Speaker and hon. members hut to the
Minister for Lands, and also published
an apology for the vile statements made
by him. He acused the Minister for
Lands or the M1inistry of corruption.

Hon. Frank Wilson : Is the hon. mem-
ber in order in accusing me of having
made a vile statement.

Mr. SPEAKER4 : I think the expres-
sion should be withdrawn.

Mr. GILL : In saying that word I am
referring to a statement which was made
by the leader of the Opposition at a
club.

Hon. Frank Wilson : I ask that the
hon. member should withdraw that state-
men t.

Mir. SPEAKER : The hon. member
must withdraw.

Mr. GILL : If the leader of the Op-
position takes exception to the word
vile, I will withdraw it. I am referring
to the statement made by the leader of
the opposition that the Minister for
Lands had practised corruption.

Hon. Frank Wilson : I never said
that.

Mr. GILL : I have read it in the Press
and it has never been contradicted.
Here is the paragraph-
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We heard a great deal of what was
going to be done. We heard of new
railways, and we heard of roads, bar-
hours, etc., and of the Trans-Aus-
tralian railway. (A voice :And of
appointments. Laughter). Yes, we
heard of the vicious system of ap-
pointments that had attended the
choice of one gentleman in particular.
And a more pernicious system could
not he instanced. To follow out such a
corrtipt system meant that we were
drifting into the state of affairs that
had been followed in the IUited States
for years past.
Hon. Frank Wilson :What appoint-

ment does that refer to I
Mr. GILL :The paragraph refers also

to the choice of the manager of the
Dwellingup State hotel and goes on to
say-

He referred also to the choice of the
manager of the Dwellingup hotel, a
muan who had assisted a Minister of
the present Government to win his seat
at the present elections. That man had
been selected from fourteen others by
the Premier for his present position.
(A voice: Disgraceful.) It was dis-
graceful. To make appointments on
such lines could only bring State en-
terprise into disrepute.

This statement has been proved to be
absolutely untrue.

Hon. Frank Wilson :No.

Mr. GILL : It has been proved on the
floor of this House to be untrue and 'yet
the leader of the Opposition will persist
in try' ing to force that statement on to
the people. It has been shown conclu-
sively' that the statement contained in
that document is untrue, owing to the
fact- that Mr. O'Connor was in Keller-
berrin in September, whereas 'Mr. Tighe
withdrew from the contest in August.
Howv could it be possible, therefore, that
Mr. O'Connor wvent there to influence
Mr. Tighe in his withdrawal?

Mr. George :Had he been there be-
fore?

Mr. GILL : The statement was made
that Mr. O'Connor was there in Septem-
ber with the object of influencing Mr.

Tighe's withdrawval, but M1r. Tighe with-
drew from the contest a month before.

The Premier: The statement made
by the leader of the Opposition was made
on the strength of the statement of the
member for Northam (Hon. J. Mitchell),
which that member afterwards explained
was a case of mistaken identity. Why
does not the leader of the Opposition
have the manliness to admit it now!

Mr. GILL : I expressed my disap-
proval of the action of the leader of the
Opposition in persisting in his attitude
and prolonging this debate and by try-
ng to force the paper on the Table and
make the people of the country believe
that his statement is correct, a statement
which to-night has been proved to be
untrue. That being the ease, it is the
duty of the leader of the Opposition, if
he is fair as lie would like to make us
believe he is, to apologise not only to the
House but to the Minister for Lands,
whom he accused in this paragraph wvhich
I have read, of having engaged in cor-
rupt practices. I hope the leader of the
Opposition will show--I was going to say
a little bit of decency. I do not know
whether I would have to withdraw the
word,' but in any case I will not use it.

ir. FOLEY .(Mount Leonora): To-
day is the anniversary ' 0 f a great day, the
day on which the Labour party were re-
turned to power, and consequently every-
one is in a good mood and members are
inclined to be full of jokes.

The Premier: Not the anniversary, but
the eve.

Mr. FOLEY: The House can spare a
little time for the jokes of the leader of
the Opposition on this question, hut I
really think we should now allow this
matter to go to a division. I admit the
right of hon. nmembers to bring forward
motions, but there seems to be a desire
on the part of at least a section of this
House to stop the business of the country
from being done and I think-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The bon.
member must not impute motives in
respect to any motion.

Mr. FOLEY: If I have made a mistake,
I withdraw. I will say that if the motion
has been brought forward with good
intent I trust that bion, members have
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now had sufficient of it. I for one do not
want to see the time of the House wasted.
There are plenty of subjects that the
-people of the country are waiting for the
House to deal -with, and I thik they
should be brought forward and we should
study to a greater extent the interests of
the country.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (in reply):
It is marvellous to mae how hon. members
who are so wishful to conserve the time
of the House and get on with the business
of the country, lend themselves to pro-
longing the debate on a simple motion
for the tabling of a paper of this tescrip-
lion. What is the position? Here is a
statutory declaration by a person named
Harry Robert Taylor, whlo was formerly
secretary of the Eastern Districts Club,
Kellerijerrin. I do not know -Mr. Taylor
further than that hie has given ine this
declaration to support his statement that
a gentleman named Peter O'Connor was
in the Minister for Lands' electorate dur-
ing election time. I am chiallenged by
the Premier and the Minister for Mines
and by all members around this Chamber
to produce this statutory declaration.

The Premier: Oh, no.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Will the hion.
member deny that Mrk. O'Connor was in
that district during election time' The
Minister for MLines did and the ilMinister
for Lands got 01) and protested that I
had done him an injustice because 1 said
that O'Connor was in his electorate.

The Premier: What did you say at the
Liberal Club?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Will the
Premier take his gruel kindly?

The Premier: Is that a threat?
Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-

mier will get as much as he wants before
the session is over. He thinks he can
intimidate me, but I am not going to be
intimidated. No charge of motives which
any hion. member cares to lay against me
will deter me from taking that course
which I believe to he straight and honour-
able and in the interests of the country.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary 1ik-
icier) interjected.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Honor-
ary M1inister is now chipping in. Let me
point out to him that if a thing is de-

manded of me and when I am asked by
the Premier to produce a paper as he
has, done in connection with this matter,
and I produe it in black and white, I
generally carry out that obligation.

Mr. Dwyer., It is a case of any port in
a storm.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Tt is the
port; and lion, members cannot cake it
quietly because they are smarting under
the fact that this declaration has been
produced which one lhon. meniher, the
Oovernment Whip, said I could inot pro-
duce and that I was only bluffing.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must not refer to what the Whip said.

Mr. Swan: I was just wondering if he
had a special license.

The SPEAKER: Order!
The Premier - He has been discussing

the previous debate ever since he started.
You pulled me up pretty quickly.

Mir. SPEAKER: The Premier should
be the last to complain, becaulse this
afternoon he had the same latitude as
has now been allowed to the leader of
the Opposition.

The Premier: I did not refer to the
debate in this House but only to the
speech delivered in the Lihertil Club.

iMr SPEAKER: The Premier in his
opening remarks this afternoon referred
to the challenge.

The Premier: And you called me to
order.

_'r. SPEARER: Order! And now I
think the leader of the Opposition has
gone suifficiently far, I am pulling hima
up likewise.

.Hon. FRANK WILSON: I can, quite
understand the Premier's discomfiture and
his desire to prevent me having the same
latitude as he enjoyed. I can quite under-
stand him being anxious that this ailidavit
should not be produced. What does the
affidavit consist of? Of a declaration that
during the month of September Mr.
Peter O'Connor, the present manager of
the Dwellingup State hotel, was in Keller-
herrin. That -was the only question that
-was under debate when the hion. member
challenged me to produce the affdavit. I
am not concerned about the wording of
this affidavit at all. I had no hand in
drawing it up; I have never seen the
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individual either before or since it was
drawn up. I knew that he was going to
provide the affidavit because he promised
it, but I had nothing to do with the term
of it. In fact I would not dream of
dictating to anyone as to what he should
put in such a document.

'Mr. O'Logblen: Are you going to
frame it?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I will leave
that to the bon. member so that he may
keep it for all time as a record amongst
his Parliamentary papers.

Mr. O'Logblen: Of your blunder.
The Premier: Do you adhere to the

statement you made at the Liberal Club?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I adhere to
the statement I made before, that the
appointment of the manager of the
Owellingup State hotel was irregular and
disgraceful.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!I The hon.
member must not refer to that again.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Theni the
honouralble the Premier must not inter-
ject.

The Premier: Will you adhere to the
statement you made in the Liberal Club?

Mr. Meflowall: I think the leader of
the Opposition should withdraw the
statement that this appointment was dis-
graceful.

Mr. SPEAKER: The leader of the
Opposition has made a statement that
a certain appointment is disgraceful. He
is referring to somebody out of this
Chamber and not referring to any indi-
vidual in the Chamber.

The Premier: Yes he is; he is refer-
ring to an appointment made by me.

Mr. SPEAKER: That may be his
opinion. The appointment may be dis-
graceful in the eyes of the leader of the
Opposition, and I cannot ask him to
withdraw the statement.

The Premier: And he is pretty dis-
graceful in my eyes, too.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Hon. FRANK WILSON: I was say-

ig that this statutory declaration simply
substantiates the statement I made that
a certain gentleman was in the district
of the Minister for Lands during elec-
tioneering time. When I made that state-

inent I was immediately challenged and.
therefore, 1 brought a statutory declara.
dion along in sujpport of it.

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member
wrist not refer to that challenge again.

Hen. FRANK WILSON; As to
whether t he declaration is correct or not
I cannot say of my own knowledge.

The Premier: Why do you not admit
it?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier has admitted it is correct, but he has
characterised this statutory declaration
as a lie because a'portion of it he does
not agree with.

The Premier: A portion of it is a lie,
and deliberately so.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Other mewn-
hers on the Government side have said
the whole thing is a lie.

The Premier: Your statement at the
Liberal Club was that he was in the Min-
ister for Lands' district for electioneer-
ing purposes.

Hon. FRANK WILSON; That is not
the point. The point is that the hon.
member stated that this man was not in
the electorate driing election time.

The Premier: No, he said he was not
there for electioneering purposes.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier did not say that.

Mr. SPEARER: The bon. member
must not refer to that previous discus-
sion.

lHon. FRANK WILSON: I do not
wish to castigate lion, members opposite,
but they will be making themselves a
laughing stock if they decline this motion
as they apparently are going to do. As
the member for Mount Margaret has said,
we are not concerned with the contents
of the document. We are not in a posi-
tion to judge.

Mr. Dwyer: It speaks for itself.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: It does.

Here is a statutory declaration, one por-
tion of which is admitted by all members
opposite to be true, and because some-
thing else has been inserted in it, which
I am not prepared to say is right or
wrong, the Minister objects and says he
will reject the document. If the House
takes that action it will stultify itself.
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Did anyone ever hear of such a biassed
judgment in the history of this Parlis-
ment7 Did anyonte ever hear of such
paltry reasons. such debating class argu-
ments as we hiave had this eveningt

The Premier: No, Liberal Club argu-
ments.

Hon. FRANK 'WILSON: If the hion.
member could rise to the elevation of the
Liberal Club and its debates we would
have something that this House is not
accustomed to.

Mir. SPEAKER: This discussion is
out of order.

Hon. FRANK WILS ON: We have
this reason trotted out why the Hfouse
should take up the absurd attitude that
the document should not ho received. be-
cause it does not agree with the opinions
of the bon. members apposite.

Mir. Underwood: It does not agree
with facts.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member does not know because he was
not there, and I was not there. But here
is a statutory declaration, a documenkt
that can do no wrong to Parliament if it
is placed on the Table and which Par-
liament can deal with as it pleases; but
we have hon, members on the other side
rising in righteous indignation and com-
plaining about wasting time and about
drivel being talked, and yet pointing out
the great importance of the action that
Pariliament is about to take in casting
ihis document forth. What a splendid
way of vindicating the honour of this
'House! If this man has made a false
declaration the Premier or the member
for North Perth can prosecute him.

The Premier: It declares nothing.

Hon. FRANK \WILSON: It derlares
that which the lion, member for North
Perth said to-night he would prosecute
the man for if he dared to declare it.

Mr. Swan: On a point of order, the
leader of the Opposition is making a
deliberate misstatement of my remarks
and whether he is in order or out of
order I want it withdrawn.

Mr. Underwood: On another point of
order, the leader of the Opposition is
referring to a debate that took place
some time ago.

Mr. SPEAKER: The leader of the
Opposition is not, to may way of think-
iug. He referred to a statement mae
by the member for North Perth that this
man should be prosecuted.

Mr. Underwood: He did not.
3Mr. SPEAKER: Will the bon, mem-

ber for North Perth tell me what re-
miarks he rakes exception to9

Mr. Swan: To remarks which I dlid
not make to-night.

Mr. SPEAKER: I was under the im-
prlesionl that the remarks which were
referred to by the leader of the Opposi-
tion were nla~le by the member for North
Perth to-night; it they were not, end
were made in any previous debate they
must not, be referred to. At the same
time I do not think I can ask the leader
of the Opposition to withdraw.

Mr. Swan: It appears to me that the
leader of the Opposition is scoring o&f
me without my getting a chance to reply
at all. I say that the statement is in-
correct and that it 'was not used by me
to-night.

Mr. SPEAKER: The lion, member
must remember that he scores some-
times. I cannot prevent hon. members
from scoring off one another.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I was. refer-
ring to the general remark of the hon.
member that this man should be punished
for perjury.

Mr. Swan: Not to-night.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: I was un-

der Abe impression that the hon. member
mande the remark to-night.

Mr. Swan: Oh, you were under the
impression! It is not worth wasting
my thee With You.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member is not suited for his position in
this House.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The leader
of the Opposition mast withdraw that
StateMeLit,

Hon. FRANK WILSON;: Well, he is
not suited for it.

Mr. SPEAKER: I will not have that;
the hon. member must withdraw.

Eon. FRANK WILSON: I with-
draw it, but it is marvellous how hon.
members, and especially 'Ministers, who
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ought to have the dignity of this House
in their control-

The Premier: Get to some other gag.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Tt is mar-
vellous how these 2linisters are con-
stantly being hurt because of statements
made by the leader of the Opposition and
because of speeches which they think re-
fleet unjustly upon themselves. Excep-
tion has been taken to a speech which I
was reported to have delivered in the
Liberal Club, and references have been
made in very unconiplimentary terms as
regards that speech on more than one
occasion.

Member: It was a very good speech.

lion. FRANK WILSON: I was com-
plimented on the speech as being an ex-
cellent one and I was rather proud of
the effort I had made on the spur of the
moment. Of course, I cannot on every
occasion he considering the Premier's
feelings when I am addressing a meeting
of that description. I do try to the best
of my ability to consider him and to be
as lenient with his shortcomings as I
possibly can be. The words that he and
other hon. members have taken exception
to with regard to corruption referred to
a certain action taken by another Gov-
erment.

The Premier: The speech does not say
SO.

lon. FRANK WILSON: No, but it
is easily discernible. I did not know
what remarks the Premier was objecting
to until I read the report. My remarks
had absolute reference to an action taken
by another Government altogether. Then
somebody interjected about the appoint-
menit of the manager of the Ihveilingup
State hotel and I went on to say "'dis-
graceful." I considered the meihod of
the appointment of the manager of the
Dwelingup State hotel was disgraceful.

The Premier: It is not the method but
the reasons that you considered disgrace-
ful Y

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Oh, no.
The Premier: You said so distinctly.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I said that
the method of the appointment was dis-
graceful. I referred to the choice of a

manager who had assisted a present MHin-
ister to win a seat at the recent election.
I said that man had been selected from
14 others by the Premier for his present
position, and in addition to that, I went
on to explain that 10 others had been re-
commended before him by the Deputy
Public Service Conimisssioner and the
head of the department in order of their
merit. And that was what was disgrace-
ful-that the Premier had passed over the
recommendation made by the Deputy Pub-
lic Service Commissioner and head of the
department and had selected another
man; and the inference was-because it
was admitted that he had helped in the
elections, and helped largely-that this
was in return for services rendered.

The Premier: The inference you con-
veyed to your audience was that I bad
appointed Mr. O'Connor because he had
helped my colleague at the elections.

Hon. FRANKC WILSON: "For politi-
cal services rendered."

The Premier: No, for doing work which
you know now is incorrect.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am pre-
pared to accept the denial that Mr. O'Con-
nor helped the lIinister. I said that the
other night. I am quite prepared to ac-
cept the statement by the Minister for
Lands, and the statement the Premier
has read out, that this gentleman never
assisted the Minister for Lands in the
Avon electorate, but I am not prepared
to withdraw any statement I made at the
Liberal Club or elsewhere with regard to
the method of the appointment of this
gentleman to the position he now holds.
What I said on that occasion I repeat here
to-night. I have no exception to take
against the gentleman personally;- I know
little of him; I met him once, I think;-
but I have most strenuous objection to
the Premier exercising his prerogative
against the advice of his responsible ad-
visers.

-Mr. SPEAKER: The hon- member is
out of order.

Eon. FRANK WILSON: It is the
foundation of this declaration.
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'Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
not reading a speech he made at the L~ib-
eral Club; he is now stating he takes ex-
ception to the method of Mr. Peter O'Con-
nor's appointniennt by the Premier. I
cannot allow that to be discussed any
further.

Mr. Thomas: We will have nothing
left to talk about now.

Mr. Taylor: The session will soon close,
I can see.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Then I must
leave the subject of the Liberal Club, and
must take the ground that this declara-
tion is a document fit and proper to be
accepted by the Asssembly. It is a docu-
ment which purports to be an honest de-
claration of what happened to the know-
ledge of the man who made that declara-
tion.

The Premier: I say it is not.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: It Purports

to be that. It was called for by the Pre-
mier, and lie has got it; and if it is
wrong, if this man has wilfully committed
perjury, the Premier has his recourse
against him in the ordinary way, and he
has the whole of the Crown Law authori-
ties to back him up in any action he likes
to take.

The Premier: Ask the member for
Greenough (Mr. Nanson) if that is worth
anything.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Of Course it
is worth something. The very salient fea-
ture the Premier took me to task over is
the first portion of this declaration which
he now admits is correct.

Mr. Turvey: It is not what you said.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is.
Mr. Turvey: It is not.
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member

must restrain himself; he must accept the
hon. member's denial.

Mr. Turvey: If you will aJllow me I
will prove he is wrong.

Air. SPEAKER: I cannot allow the
hon. member to do that.

The Premier: Hon. members will be-
lieve the bon. member.

Hon. FRA.NK WILSON: Hon. mem-
bers will always believe anything that

suits them. Here is a statutoryv declara-
tion, and I was Pointing out that it was
made in good faith, and has been brought
here by me in good faith to substantiate
what I have said. If anyone likes to take
Hansard, wvhich I am not permitted to
quote, and read the reason why this de-
claration is made to the House it will
bear me out in regard to what I say as to
what I promised. After all is said and

done, here is the paper which I ask the
House to receive, and hon. members are
highly indignant when I move that it
should be laid on the Table. It appears
to me they are getting very thin-skinned
and that they do not like their challenges
to be answered in this form. They begin
to squirm as soon as anyone dares to face
them and confront them and prove that
statements made are correct. So far as I
am colncernedl, I stated what I heard; I
stated that I could get an affidavit and
that I had been promised it; the Premier
asked me to bring it and I have brought
it. T am not responsible for the contents
of it; I cannot vouch for them; the House
also is not responsible for them; but I ap-
peal to bon. members not to behave fool-
ishly, and not to show to the country that,
because they feel that their dignity per-
haps is attacked, they must reject a mo-
tion of this description and thus confirm
an impression that has gained ground that
they are altogether contented to carry out
their own ideas regardless of what the
people in the country may think, and re-
gardless of what members on this side of
the House advance.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes .. . .10

Noes .. . .24

Majority against

Mr. George
Mr. Harper
Mr. Male
Mr. Mitobell
Mr. Monger
Mr. Moore

.. 14

Mr. Nanson
Mr. A. E. Pleaee
Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Layman

(Teller).
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NOsE&

Mr. Angwin Mlr. Nuilany
Mr. Carpenter Alir. Munsle
Mr. Collier Mr. O'Logblen
IMr. Dwyer Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Foley Mir. Swan
Mr. Gardiner Air. Taylor
Mr. Gill1 Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green Mr. Turvey
Mr. Hudson Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnison Air. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Johnston Mr. lieitniann
Mr. McDonald (Tetter).
Itr. SlcDawal
Question thus negatived.

MOTJON-ABATTOIRS AND CHIL-
LING- WORKS AT CKRALDTON.
Debate resumed from the 4th September

on the motion of 'Mr. Dooley-"That this
House is of opinion that in the interests
of the health and convenience of the pub-
lic of (ieraldton, and for the purpose of
meceting the requirements of the farmers,
fruit growers, and pastoralists of the sur-
rounding districts, the establishment of
abattoirs and chilling works at the Port
of Geraldion is an immediate necessity";
and on the amendment of the"Minister for
Lands that the words "an immediate
necessity" be struck out and "desirable"
inserted in lieu.

Mr. NANSON (Greenough) : I have
much pleasure in supporting the motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: The bon. member
must discuss the amendmnent first. it
permits the hon. member to discuss the
whole question.

Mr. NANSON: I do not intend to deal
at length with the question of whether
the word "desirable" should be used in
place of the words in the motion to the
effect that the establishment of these
works is of immediate necessity. I pre-
fer to deal with the general question; but
seeing the great length and the able man-
ner in which the member for Geraldton
('.%r. Dooley) dealt with the subject, it
is unnecessary for me to labour the
question and go over in detail the argu-
ments he used in favour of the establish-
nien t of abattoirs and cold storage at Oar-
aldton. So far as concerns the
figures he brought forward in fav-
our of showing the amount of stock

that might be expected to go through
the stores if established, I %fancy
from my own knowledge of the district
that he is well within the mark. I very
much regret, howvever, that in a speech
which in most respects was a very able
advocacy of the motion, he allowed him-
self to be betrayed into mis-st atementi
regarding Geraldton and the district
which, if accepted, are liable to do that
part of the State very serious harm. The
hon. member told us that the fact of Ocr-
aldton being, to a certain extent, a back
number now is because the district is not
so productive and has not so great possi-
bilities at the present time as it had in its
earlier stages. Now, if these statements
were to be accepted as statements of fact
they would he arguments, not in favour of
this motion, hut against it. Why, to talk
of Oeraldtou at the present time as being
to a eritain extent a back number, is a
most extraordinary statement to be made
by the hon. member who represents that
rising town in this Chamber. At no period
of its history has Geraldton been more
prosperous than at the present day, and
I do not care what test you may apply to
ascertain whether Geraldton be prosper-
ous or not, I do not care what the test
miay be, I feel sure that Geraldton will
well respond to it. The hon. member him-
self, in the course of his speech, stated that
Geraldton was coming along at a fairly
rapid rate so far as population was con-
cerned. If you take the value of the
business being transacted there, if you
take the population, if you take the ship-
ping. if -you take the Government money
being expended in the district, if you take
any evidence you like that speaks of
whether the district be going ahead or
backward, you will find the evidence is;
entirely in f avour of the f act that Gerald-
tion and the country round about are
going ahead to an extent unknown at any
previous period in the history of the dis-
trict; and I base the claim for these abat-
toirs and chilling works very largely onl
that fact and not on any contention that
Geraldton is in a backward position.

(The Deputy Speaker (Mr. Mcafll)
took the Chair.]
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M r. E. B. -Johnston:- You are misrepre-
senting the hon. member.

'Ar. NANSON: I am not. I have a re-
port of his speech in Ilansard before me,
in which the lion, member referred to Ger-
aldion as being, to a certain extent, a
hack number.

Mr. K. B. Johnston: He meant to con-
vey that it was owing to the absence of
facilities for dealing with stock and sheep.

Mr. NANSON: I do not care what the
hon. member meant to convey. He had an
opportunity, of which no doubt he availed
himself, of perusing a report of his speech
before it went into Hansard, and I take
the report of that speech as being per-
fecily accurate. He went on to say that
Geraldton had not as great possibilities at
the present time as in its earlier days'
That is another statement which I en-
tirely refute. And, further, he went on
and stated that Geraldton was in a some-
what backward position, and that the dis-
trict was languishing to-day. These are
all extraordinary statements to be made
by an bon. member representing that
town, and to be made in support of a
motion of this character. To judge by
the opening remarks of the hon. member's
speech one would think that instead of
describing one of the most thriving ports
and districts of Western Australia, he was
speaking of a derelict town on the gold-
fields, a town that once had known pros-
perity but, owing to the mines petering
out, had lost its population. (Jeraldtou
may have had its reverses, as any
other parts of Western Australia.
There have been, -no doubt, periods
when it enjoyed less prosperity than
at other times, but no one who knows
the facts to-day, who knows how the
values have increased, bow the population
has increased, and how the land behind
the country around has been opened up
and settled, will deny that that district has
made very great progress during the last
few years. It is upon that progress mainly
that I base the claim of Geraldton and
district to these abattoirs and chilling
works. My own personal recollection of
the Victoria district goes back to the time
when the country around Geraldton, with
the exception of that small strip of

land extending along the coast from
Green oug-h to Dongarra was almost en-
tirely pastoral. When I first represented
in this Chamber the constituency of which
thiat dlistrict formed a part, one of the
first objects of my advocacy was the
securing of the resumption of pas-
toral leases, so that the country mnight be
available for closer settlement. And in
the dlays of the late Mfr. Throssell, then
Minister for Lands, the first step was
taken towards unlocking- the pastoral
leases.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Through the ad-
vocacy of 'Mr. Drew,

Ntr. NAN SON: Through the advocacy
of Ili% Drewv and also of others. Why
does the bon. member wish to be ungener-
ous? I do not wish to detract from Mr.
Drew's work at all, but the hon. mern-
her, I very MuLch suspect, wishes to con-
vey the impression that it was through
the advocacy of Mr. Drew and of Mr.
Drew only.

M r. Green: Why are you ungenerous
to the member for Geraldton (Mr. Doo-
lcy)

Mr. NAN SON: I am not ungenerous,
but if the hion. member makes the state-
ments contained in his speech he must
submit to criticism. I would be failing
in my dnty to my constituency if I
allowed statements of that sort to
go unchallenged. - Now, to resume the
thread of my argument:. 'The pastoral
leases, or a portion of them, having been
resumed, the nest step was taken by a
Liberal Government, I think the Leaks
Government, to repurchase one of the
many large estates which hemmed in Ger.,
aid ton on the land side, and which, to a
very great extent, prevented progress of
the town and district. There was a whole
ring of large estates around Geraldton,
the Mount Erin, the Onkabella, the Narra-
terra, the Bowes and the Newmarracarra
estates, to mention a few only. All were
highbly valuable estates, and it was thouight
by the more progressive people of the
State that if these estates could be re-
purchased and thrown open to closer set-
tlement a new era of prosperity would
dawn for the district. As I have said, the
first of this repurchase policy wasin

2202
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itiated by a former Liberal Government.
To continue, the hon. member for Gerald-
ton in his speech rather inferred that in
the past this part of the State had been
neglected by previous Governments. I
am ready to admit that Geraldton and the
district have in the past not got all they
desired. I suppose there is no district that
hag. But so far as the late Government
arc concerned, I venture to say without
fear of effective contradiction, that daring
the period they were in office they did
more to push Geraldton ahead than had
been done by any previous Government;
because they not only continued that pol-
icy of repurchasing estates by repurchas-
ing Onkabella and Bowes and Narratarra
-more than had ever been done by any
previous Government-but they relaid and
regraded the Northampton railway, and
introduced into and passed through this
Chamber a Bill for the extension of that
railway to Ajana. and they were also re-
-sponsible for a Bill for the building of
the Chapman railway and the extension
of that railway to Yuna. That policy of
-development carried out by the late Gov-
,rnment led to an increase of set-
tlement, an increase of production, and
to the general prosperity of which
this motion for the establishment of
-ahattoirs and chilling works at Gerald-
ton can be taken as a natural se-
.quene. There is nothing to he gained
'by attempting to belittle what the previous
Administration have done in this mat-
ter, merely to secure, perhaps, some
temporary party advantage. tUnfortun-
ately the present Government have not
shown themselves, so far as Wyndham
is concerned, very sympathetic to pro-
-posals for the establishment of freezing
-works. Coming to the speech wade in
regard to this motion by the Minister
for Lands, I regret that so far as the
speech is concerned one cannot read very
much in it which can be taken as symn-
pathetic towards an immediate starting
-of these works- It is true there is a
certain amount of contradiction hetween
the amendment moved by the Minister
for Lands, in which he declares that the
establishment of these works. in desir-
-able, there is some amount of contra-
,diction between that amendment and the

terms of the Minister's speech. In his
speech the Minister pointed out that the
time will come-by which he meant that
it had not yet come-and that in the
near future, when it will he necessary
to establish these works at Geraldton.
But he went on, to give what, to his
mind, were two strong reasons why these
works should not be established. He
contended, in the first place, that there
was no evidence to show that lambs suit-
able for export would be available if
these works were established. In the
original motion there is nothing said in
regard to the export trade, and, carefully
reading through rue speech of the mover
of that motion, I find no reference at
all to the subject from an export point
of view. It seems to me inconceivable
that if you admit that abattoirs are re-
quired at Geraldtou-and I think there
is a very general opinion throughout the
Chamber that abattoirs are required there
-it seems to me inconceivable, in a
climate such as ours that if these abat-
toirs are required they should not he
furnished with a sufficient amount of
cold storage, entirely apart from export
trade. I do not doubt for a moment
that in time to come, and very much
sooner perhaps than some imagine, an
export trade in frozen mutton and lambs
in that part of the State will spring up;
but the main reason for the establishment
of these abattoirs and freezing works in
their initial stage is not export trade.
That, rather, is the ultimate reason for
the establishment of tbese works. Just
as we find that in Perth it is necessary
to have cold storage, even if -we eliminate
altogether the export factor, so it may
be argued that if we kill meat at Gerald-
ton and it is to find its -way in the best
condition to the Perth market and be
sold at the cheapest rate, and to reach
the market with the least possible amount
of waste, an essential portion of a scheme
of abattoirs should be the provision of
freezing works, not perhaps on a very
large scale to begin with, but begun on
a small scale and to be capable of ex-
tension as time goes on. I trust that
the motion rather than the amendment
brought forward by the 'Minister for
Lands wvill be accepted by the House. It
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was part of the policy of the late Gov-
ernment to establish these freezing works
immediately, and I do not doubt that had
that Government remained in office,
these works would have been, if not
under way at present, at any rate the
plans and necessary preliminaries to the
work would have been started.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) : They have been four years at it.

Mr. NANSON: They have been a long
time, but is not that a reason that, time
having been already lost, the work should
be pushed on? I therefore hope that
the motion which expresses the urgency
of the work will be carried rather than
the milder amendment of the Minister,
but whether it is one or the other, I shall
welcome the expression of opinion front
this House that works of this descrip-
dion are desirable, if not at present, at
any rate in the very near future, as anti-
cipated by the M~inister for Lands.

On motion by Mr. Turvey, debate ad-
journed.

BILL--PHARMACY AND POISONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Mr. THOMAS (Bunbury) in Moving
the second reading said: After the elec-
trical disturbances wvhich have swept the
House this evening, it is somewhat diffi-
cut at this rather late hour to take up
the serious discussion of this particular
measure. However, I am very glad that
at last the opportunity has arrived when
I shall be ahie to make some little ex-
planation, however inadequate it may be,
of the Hill that I have the pleasure of
introducing. There has been some little
controversy in connection with this mat-
ter, and I desire as briefly as possible
to explain away a few points that have
been raised against the passing of this
measure. I have been accused of en-
deavouring to create some measure of a
monopoly. Well, so far fromn that being
true, the real object of the measure, or
one of the objects of the measure, is to
do away with the possibility of any mon-
opoly. The chief object of the whole
of the proposition, and the one thing

on which I have set my heart is to do
away with quackery. A great deal has
been said, and always will be said,
against close corporations in connection
with any particular profession, and I
must say that with that objection I very
largely agree, but where it is a question
of health, and where the question of
human life is the consideration every pro-
tection and safeguard that it is possible
to provide should be provided. Western
Australia at the present time is really
the home of the quack.

Mr. Heitmann: I think Australia alto-
gether is.

Mr. THOMAS: Yes, but 1 really be-
lieve they have more freedom in Western
Australia than probably in any other
State of the Commonwealth. I consider
that when I am endeavouring to do away
with this condition of things it is unfair
to accuse me of introducing a Bill which
will bring some benefit to myself. I de-
sire to do away with quacks. I refer to
such individuals as herbalists, faith-
healers, hypnotists, palmists, medical
clairvoyants and health institutes, and
those other individuals who wake it their
business to prey upon the public. They
ought to be in gaol. I do not claim for
medical science that it is perfect. I
know the faults and failings of the best
of medical men, but although not per-
fect, science has% accomp1 lislhed much to-
wards the alleviation of human suffering,
and w~here the high~ly qualified man can
do no good there is very little use in
applying to faith-healers or herbalists.
or others. 1 have a circular published
by a gentleman named Silva. In the
opening portion of his remarks he says--

Introducing the light of truth..
This light is shown by the gracious
power of the living gods, which I am
able to call down to answer my prayer.
The light can be seen through a black
spot as big as a sovereign at the back
of a saucer. Persons who can see this.
light are those who have large round
eyes or whose eyes are crossed.

He goes onl to say-
The person who desires to see the,

light of truth must have a bath and.
dress in clean clothes. On your way
avoid any unclean places and refrain
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from taking any intoxicating drinks.
Your boots must be removed before you
enter. No leather or even braces or
stays can be worn.

Further on lie says-
Therefore only one at a time can

be allowed to enter.
Thea he finishes by saying-

If you look through the black spot
you will see as from a great distance
a number of stars.

I have no doubt the patron will see stars
if he has been hit up for a sovereign
-or two. That particular gentleman ap-
peared before the court, and after he
had been convicted as a swindler and
A humbug for all this business,
he asked the presiding magistrate
if, when he came out of gaol, he could
still continue to practise as a herbalist,
and the magistrate replied that ho could.
There is no law in this country to pre-
vent that individual from putting, up a
-sign -and calling himself a medical herba-
list, and stating that he gets his inspira-
tions from the gods, as this fellow pro-
fesses. T. ask, am I doing an injury to
the country when I seek to introduce a
Bill to abolish this sort of thing?9 I know
of a case in my electorate where a womian
-was dying of 6onsnmption, and one of
the people running one of these quack
cures recommended it strongly, and as in
all cases of consumption nearing the end
the patients are of opinion that they are
getting batter and are hopeful of recover-
ing, so it was in this case, and
this individual extracted £10 from
the woman, probably the last money
she had, as payment for this
cure. A small portion of the stuff was
submitted to me, and after analysis I
concluded it was composed of refined
mutton fat. The woman paid £10 for
this and anointed herself all aver, and
two days after she wrote a testimonial
-that she was much improved and bene-
fited as the result of this treatment. These
people have that testimonial and are
publishing it, and the woman died a fort-
-night after she gave it- Yet that womnan's
testimonial is used to vietimise hundreds,
and possibly thousands of others who are
dying from incurable diseases, and! these
parties are permitted by the law of this

country to carry on their nefarious trade
in this way. I know of nothing, and there
is nothing I1 can conceive which is more
despicable or more contemptible than a
man or a woman who lives by ureying
on those unfortunate creatures who are
about to pa~y the last debt Nature can
command of them.

MT. Ueitmann: There is not as much
harm in them as there is in drugs which
are being sold.

Mr. THOMAS: There is harm because
they give rise to expectations which can-
not be fulfilled. They even take the last
few shillings that these unfortunate
people have.

Mr. fleitcnann : There is quackery
which is killing people straight out.

Mr. THO'MAS: Clause 10 of the Bill
deals with this matter, and I have en-
deavonred to gather the benefit of the
best legal advice I could get. I have
endeavonred to make the meshes of this
political net so fine that even the smallest
fish of this description will not be able
to escape through them.

The Minister for Mines: Did you see a
circular to "Interested citizeas~'9

Mr. THOMAS: Yes, and that in-
dividual is entirely misinformed. I do
not think we have aay right to take notice
of a man who 'writes a letter to which he
is ashamed to sign his name. But I will
explain that letter presently. In Clause
10 it is provided-

No person other than a duly quali-
fled medical practitioner or a pharma-
ceutical chemist shall compound for
sale, sell, offer, or expose for sale or
hare in his Possession for sale or in
any manner advertise for sale or invite
the public, or any person to purchase
any medicines, drugs, compounds, or
remedies whether for internal or ex-
ternal use for the cure of persons
suffering from any disease, ailment, or
malady, or for the alleviation of pain
caused thereby, or for benefiting or
intended to benefit the human system.

I have tried, and my legal advisers have
tried to produce something which will
render it utterly impossible for these
individuals any longer to carry on, but
it occurred to me, and to others, that
notwithstanding this clause there may be
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some escape. I will tell members why.
Although they way not be able to put up
signs and advertise themselves as indivi-
duals capable of effecting cures, there is
no law, nor will there he any law, to pre-
vent people advertising a certaini patent
medicine. The medical board can pme-
vent a man from putting anything into
a patent medicine which is harmful, but it
cannot compel him to put anything into
the medicine which is any good. A man
can put up a patent medicine, and there
would be nothing to prevent him from
establishing a, dep6t and calling himself
the agent for himself, and in that way
selling his medicine.

The Premier: All the chemiss in Aus-
tralia who have made any money made
it at that game.

Mr. THOMAS: Clause 11 states that
a license may be ranted to a grocer to
sell patent medicines, but the Pharma-
ceutical Society shall have the right to
withhold that license without giving rea-
sons. The object of that clause is Lo safe-
guard against these quacks acting in the
manner I have suggested, hut I have dis-
covered that the public have not the faith
in the Pharmaceutical Society which I
have, and as I think that in the circum-
stances that clause is somewhat super-
fluous, I intend when the Bill reaches
Committee to remove that objectionable
feature, and if necessary eliminate the
clause. It is only an addition to Clause
10 for a further protection against these
quacks. I might explain that a number
of people have been under the impression
that if this Bill passes grocers will not
be able to sell a packet of horacic acid
or epsom salts or pills as usual. That
impression is erroneous. Under this Bill
a grocer will ha~ve to pay a license fee
of about s. or 10s.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It might be £5
or £e10.

The Premier: To whom will the money
be paid?

Mr. THOMAS . The Pharmaceutical
Society.

The Premier: All these fees should go
to the Government.

Mr. THOMAS: I do not mind to whom
they go.

SThe Premier: Make them heavy and let
them go to the Government.

Mr. TH OMAS: The hon. gentleman
can arrange that for himself. He can
move an amendment in Committee if he
likes to suit his own purposes, and so
long as it is fair I shall raise no objec-
tion to it. I am prepared to eliminate
Clause 11 altogether, because I think we.
can achieve what we desire without any
reference to that. People seem to be
afraid to trust the Pharmaceutical
Society. I may mention that provision
now exists that if a grocer is five miles
from a chemist the Pharmaceutical
Society can issue to him not only the
right to sell patent medicines, but also
the right to sell poison. There is not
one instance on record where a reputabler
person has applied for that license and
where it has ever been refused. The
Pharmaceutical Society have never on
any occasion, when it has been a question
of giving permission to a reputable
citizen, refused that right, arnd there is
no reason whatever to anticipate that the.
society would for one moment dream of
refusing to grant this license to any
decent grocer. If, however, we* only gave-
them the power to refuse, we would soon
have an end to quackery.

Mr. Heitmanri: Why should we hand
everything over to a more or less inde-
pendent society?

Mr. Taylor: A very interested society.
Mr. THOMNAS: Ever since the intro-

duction of the Pharmacy Act in Western.
Australia it has been administered by the-
Pharmaceutical Society, and up to the.
present time I know of no complaint hav-
ing been laid against it in connection with
that administration. If the hon. member-
can suggest means -whereby we can ap-
point another board that might be more-
broad-minded and fairer, and likely to
protect the public interests better than the
Pharmaceutical Society does, I shall have-
no objection whatever to its app oint-
ment.

The Premier: What about the Health
Department?

Mr. THO'MAS: I do not think the peo-
ple controlling the Health Act would have-
a sufficiently intimate knowledge to con-
trol pharmacy matters generally. Bat if'
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you desire to place this particular provi-
sion under their care I shall raise no ob-
jection. I have a letter here from the
Perth Chamber of Commerce, a body
which apparently is representative of the
trading community, and they appear to
be entirely satisfied with the Bill. The
letter says-

This Chamber has recently had under
consideration the Bill now before Par-
liament, and I am instructed to point
out to you two amendments which it
is thought are urgently needed, viz.,
Clause 11, "vendors of patent medicines
to be licensed." It is thought that if a
license is refused the council should
give its reasons for refusal.

I am quite prepared to concede that.
The Premier:.To whom would they give

them?
Mr. THOMAS: To the man.
The Premier: What redress has he if

the reasons are not satisfactory9
Mr. THOMAS: I cannot tell you what

redress he would have, but I am telling
you that I shall take no exception to the
clause being eliminated altogether. if
it is thought that the clause is inimical to
public interests or to the welfare of the
community generally, in the interests of
the Bill, and safeguarding the great ob-
ject I have at stake, I am willing to sacri-
fice the clause. The other matter that the
Perth Chamber of Commerce take excep-
tion to is hypodermic tablets, which they
say should not be sold. On this point
they write-

"Hypodermic tablets not to be sold."
We submit that if the formula of a
,patent medicine is registered, anyone
ought to be allowed to sell it with the
seal unbroken.

We are not taking exception to the sale
of ordinary tablets, we are objecting to
hypodermic tablets which contain strych-
nine, morphine, eocaiae, and other drugs
of that description, peculiar to drug
fiends. We want to restrain the indi-
vidual who is unable to control himself,
from using these drugs. So far as the
ordinary tablets are concerned, the tablets
not containing poison, they are at perfect
liberty to sell them whenever they like.
thnt no fair-minded individual should ad-

vocate that we should sell broadcast these
dangerous drugs that have done so much
harm to the community already.

Mfr. Taylor: It is difficult to get them
now.

Mr. THOMAS: Yes, but a chemist can
sell them without restriction because he
has a right to sell poison. Under this Bill
they cannot be supplied except by the pre-
scription of a duly qualified medical prac-
titioner. This is a clause that I desire to
see retained, and I think that when- the
Perth Chamber of Commerce realise the
object of it they will not object to its re-
tention. The Premier has made some re-
marks about profits on patent medicines.

The Premier: No, I said that the prices
the chemists charged are higher than those
of the grocers.

Mr. THOMAS: I know it is a custo-
mary thing to look upon chemists charges
as exorbitant, and that the members of
this profession are making enormous pro-
fits. I will ask any member of this House
to think for five minutes and tell me of
one single pharmaceutical chemist he
knows of who has retired from business,
or who is even in a comparatively affluent
position. I only want to make it clear
for the benefit of those considering this
Bill that I am not appealing for a class
who at present enjoy great privileges
and who are in receipt of a g-reat income.
I do not know of one single man in the
whole of my acquaintance, a pharmaceu-
tical chemist, who has been. able to retire
from business on the profits he has made
from his business.

.Mr. Taylor: The hon. member for Bun-
bury.

Mr. THOMAS: I might tell the hon.
member that it is only since I entered
Parliament and since the country has been
good enough to give mec £300 a year that
I have been able to get three meals a day,
but that has no bearing whatever on the
Bill. Clause 4 provides that if a chemist
does not pay his license fee within six
months of the time it is due he shall cease
to he a registered chemist within the mean-
ing of the Act. If he pays his fee of
£2 2s.. then he becomes once more a re-
gistered chemist. If it pleases the House
to strike out the £2 2s. I shall he delighted.
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I have no objection to reducing that fee
to 5s. or to 2s. 6d. We have to pay more
in .this State than is paid to any Phar-
maceutical Society in any other part of
Australia. Everywhere else the fee is
£1. Is. Very often here a chemist is so
hard L1p that he is unable to pay £C2 2s.
We often see advertisements in the news-
papers about herbs which are perfectly
harmless, and so on, but I want to state
for the information of hon. members that
alkaloids are obtained from herbs and
most of the dangerous poisons used in
pharmacy are obtained from herbs, and
T want to settle the belief at once that
herbs sold by those -who are practising
and advertising thiemselves as herbalists
are perfectly harmless.

Mr. Green: Do you not believe in
herbal

Mr. THOMAS: Undoubtedly, under
skilled direction, but the general public.
are under the impression that herbs are
harmless and in consequence they consider
that they can indulge in this class of
treatment with the greatest of safety. All
alkaloids are obtained from herbs and
many of them are dangerous poisons, and
most of the other dangerous poisons are
also obtained from the same source, so
that members need not entertain the idea
that those who advertise treatment with
herbs are doing something which is quite
harmless. There is a clause relating to
dispensing in hospitals, particularly in
private hospitals. At the present time
private individuals running private hospi-
tals-possibly a doctor may be running it
or a qualified nurse-very often dispense
their own medicines. I take it it would
be of no use to ask them to pass an ex-
amnination which would be almost equiva-
lent to a matriculation examination and
then pass two subsequent examinations on
a dozen different scientific subjects, in
order to become qualified to deal with
these matters, but if we are going to
alkow people without training whatever
to dispense in private and sometimes even
in Government hospitals-

The Premier: The doctor is not al-
ways well qualified.

Mr. THOMAS: A fact not generally
known to the public is that a doctor only

spends a very short time indeed in con-
nection with pharmacy. It takes a
chemist from four to six years to learn
how to correctly dispense a prescription
and the doctor at the very outside only

spnsa portion of six months alto-
gether dealing with pharmacy. A doe-
tor should niot be allowed to dispense his
own prescriptions. The man who writes
the prescription and signs the death cer-
tificate should niot be allowed to do the
dispensing of the medicine. Strangely
enough, the Premier has struck a great
truth. A part of the pharmacist's train-
ing is that he requires to know the exact
dose of every drug in the British Pharma-
copoeiai.

Mr. McDonald: But he has the Phar-
mnacopoeia at his elbow.

Mr. THOMAS: I may tell the House
from my own experience that It have.
kniown a dozen cases in my lifetime in
which, if I had dispensed the prescription
as written by the doctor, it would have
meant, in some cases instant death, and
in other cases death within an hour. It
is the daily, hourly, continuous connec-
tion with drugs which enables the chemist
to know instantly, almost instinctively,
where the mistake has been made. The
doctor, working in a hurry, sometimes.
miles away from his own home, writes a
prescription. I know it does not often
happen, I am pleased to say, lie instances
are exceedingly rare, but it does some-
times happen that a wrong does is or-
dered; and that is where the protection
of the public by a skilled pharmacist
comes in. Lives innumerable have been
saved by these means.

Mr. A. A. Wilson:- Does the chemist
ever make a maistake?

Mr. THOMAS: Yes, I do not claint
infallibility for the chemist. I want to.
say it is not wise to allow preseriptLions
to be dispensed in private hospitals by
individuals unqualified for the -work. No.
one can claim that a nurse, with her
training, has any knowledge of dispens-.
ing medicines. Yet it is frequently done..
Clause 8 is one which I anticipate will
give rise to some controversy in connec-
dion with the Bill. It deals with the
question of company pharmacy. we

2208



[2 OcToBER, 1912.] 2209

claim that not only shall a chemist's shop
not be carried on except under the direct
supervision of a registered chemist, but
that no one other than a pharmaceutical
chemist shall be a shareholder in a com-
pany formed for carrying on that partic-
ular business. At the outset that will
seem rather a peculiar statement. It may
be asked, if at man has money and is
prepared to establish a shop and put a
registered chemist in to take charge
of it, what objection can be
offered? It would seem on the
surface that I am desirous of lay-
ing the foundation stone for a monopoly.
On the contrary I am desirous of pre-
venting the possibility of a monopoly.
We have found in America that where
big financial corporations take a hand in
the pharmacy business, vast establish-
nments spring usp, elaborately fitted and
with stock costing hundreds of thousands
of pounds. One registered pharmacist is
put in charge, and a dozen or twenty
junior assistants carry out the chief por-
tion of the work. It is the only means
of escaping the responsibility of a mran
passing his examinations before be can
carry on his business. What is the re-
sult? As these wealthy companies spread
their operations, the individual pharma-
cist falls out of the hunt. There is some
question as to whether this can be donie
under the law here. We have had legal
opinion on it, but I want to place the
matter beyond all question. It will be
-seen that if these big establishments
spring up, and the smaller pharmacists
are wiped out, whether there is one quali-
fled yuan and 10 or 15 unqualified, as a
rule all the dispensing will be done by
people totally unfitted for the work; be-
cause a qualified man will draw a fairly
big salary, but juniors can be obtained
at almost any price. The result will be
that under eompany pharmacy any body
of individuals will be able to establish
drug stores, and the smaller pharmacists
who exist to-day will disappear. Instead
of it being my desire to create a mono-
poly, I say that if you do not carry that
clause a monopoly must inevitably spring
up, and if you ire going to allow a few
shops to entirely dominate the drug trade,

where is the incentive for the average
man to enter the profession? Suppose
some of these big drapery or grocery
shops choose to put ten or fifteen thous-
and pounds into a dispensary they
could use any inferior drugs and under-
sell the chemist. But what would be
the result? For a little time you would
get a reduction in your costs, until the
whole of the competition was eliminated,
until the trade got into the hands of one,
or two, or three firms combined in a
gigantic monopoly; then the squeezing
of the public would commence, and any
smaller man would have no hope of break-
ing through the protection of that com-
bination. Some say if you exclude tWe
private people from doing this you will
create a monopoly, and chemists will be
a close corporation. In Western Aus-
tralia we have 200 registered chemists,
in Australia 3,000, and in England some-
thing like 11,000, all of whom are en-
titled to registration in Western Austra-
lia. How, then, can we set up a
monopolyV

The Premier: Under that clause there
is a possibility of a strong understand-
ing.

Mr. THOMAS :But you must have
some system of registration for a chem-
ist, and I think it desirable that he
should be charged a fee. I do not care
whether or not he he a member of the
Pharmaceutical Society, so long as he
is a registered chemist. This clause re-
lating to company pharmacy has been
carried into effect in Victoria, where
no one other than a duly qualified chem-
ist is allowed to be a shareholder in a
chenilst's shop.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: Not even a medi-
cal manq

Mr. THOMAS : I would not guaran-
tee that; you may turn uip the Victorian
Act for yourself.

Mr. Dwvyer : Have any medical men
here got shares in any chemist's busi-
ness?

Mr. THOMAS: I believe some have,
but T do not think they should have.
I think I know of one individual who
gives advice for half a cro wn, while the
servant girl dispenses the medicine. I1
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have been informed by tbe member for
Perth that in connection with the legal
profession no one other than a duly quali-
fled man can enter into partnership with
a barrister or a solicitor. I only warn
you of this particular thing, that if you
allow company pharmacy to exist, it is
going to be against the best interests of
the public as a whole. I can tell you, iii
connection -with medicine, that there
are many differenb qualities in drugs.
sometimes a difference of three or four
or five hundred per cent. in the actual
cost of the preparations used. If you
suppose company pharmacy exists, and
the great object of the huge firms be
cheapness and profits to the shareholders,
what would be the result? The utilisation
of the most inferior drugs the laws of
the country would] permit a man to use.
Under existing conditions a fair price is
paid, and there is no incentive to de-
scend to that particular class of trade.
There is also this to he considered, that
where a man serves a long apprenticeship
to any particular trade or profession,
he naturally has some interest in pro-
tecting that profession and its best tra-
ditions. You will find that amongst the
individual chemists, whereas in the ease
of a soulless company, whose one great
aim was profits, no such consideration
would continue to exist. Finally, I may
mention that in regard to company phar-
macy , this does not apply to friendly
societies. At the present time friendly
societies dispense for their members.

Mr. A. E. Piesse: Is that done by a
duly qualified chemist?

Mfr. THOMAS :Yes, but we provide
that friendly societies shall be exempt
from the operations of the Bill.

Mr. flwyer :Bat they cannot supply
outsiders.

Mr. THOMAS: They cannot supply
outsider's under the Hill.

Mr. Dlwyer: Can they do so now?
Mr. THOMAS : I think they might

possibly go outside the Act in certain
circumstances to-day. The Bill gives
them all the privileges which the Friend-
ly Societies Act confers upon them. That
is, they can dispense medicine for their
members, and their fathers and mothers.

grandfathers, grandmothers, sons, daugh-
ters and dependents of members. All
these things they can do, but they can-
not dispense for the outside public. I
think hon. members will realise that
to go beyond that would be a great mis-
take. Now, there are, I believe, three
company pharmacies being carried on in
Western Australia, one in Kalgoorlie, one
in Perth and one in Fremantle, I under-
stand. I have no desire to interfere with
the vested interests of those concerned.
In some cases the owners of the phar-
macies are unqualified men.

The Premier :Why do you exclude
them ?

Mr. THOMAS: I am excluding them
for the reason that I1 think it would
be against the interests of the public to
allowv them to operate.

The Premier : Not if they are quali-
fied.

Mr. THOMAS : If they are qualifed
they can become registered.

The Premier : But your rules exclude
them from becoming registered.

MAr. THOMAS : Only when they have
not passed the qualifying examination.

The Premier : But you will not allow
them to pass an examination.

Mr. THOMAS :We cannot stop them.
The Premier : You do stop 'them.
Mr. THOMAS :The Premier is not

correctly informed. The position is no-
different from that in any other profes-
sion. A doctor has to attend a eertainz
number of lectures and pass preliminary,
intermediate, and final examinations be-
fore he becomes qualified, A chemist has
to attend a course of lectures, serve for a
period of four years, and then pass an
examination before he becomes qualified.
If the Premier adduces the argument that
we should reduce the qualifying examina-
tion, I shall raise no objection.

The Premier: It is the restrictions I
object to as to their passing the exam-
ination.

Mr. THOMAS: The only object is to
ensure that they shall be reasonably welt
qualified to carry on their particular busi-
ness. Anything beyond that I do not
think is necessary, but I do consider, that
for the protection of life a reasonable
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standard should be maintained for alt.
As I was saying with regard to company
pharmacies now in existence, we do no'
wish to interfere with them at all. I shall
endeavour to provide in the Bill that thos'e
who are now engaged in company phar-
macies shall he allowed to continue as
they have done hitherto and to enjoy the
same privileges, hut for the future no
more of them shall be permitted to en-
gage in that class of business. We do not
interfere with the wholesalers, and I am
prepared to make reasonable provision for
the storekeepers.

The Premier: Why exempt the whole-
saler?

Mr. THOMAS: Because his business Is
purely direct with the retail chemist.

Mr. Dwyer: He does not dispense.
Mr. THOMAS: No, he sells in hulk.
The Premier: He dispenses some of the

greatest rubbish on the market.
Mr. THOMAS: I do not think so. I

had the honour to be a member of a com-
mittee appointed to fix standards to which
all foods and drugs should conform, and
no wholesale or retail chemist will be al-
lowed to dispense drugs not up to the
specified standard. In that provision we
have a protection which, I hope, will he
brought into operation in the very near
future. Further than that, the Health
Hoard have the right to suppress any
patent medicine that they consider con-
tains injurious drugs, so that no ediemist
can place on the market a preparation
that is dangerous to human life. T know
of one or two preparations, particularly
a soothing syrup for chidren, that con-
tain a fair percentage of morpbia- When
the baby begins to get a little hit irritable.
the mother gives it a dose of this sooth-
ing srunp, and under the influence of the
morp hia the child will sleep for hours.

The Minister for Mines: And the
mother thinks that the child is beniefiting
by the medicine.

Mr. THOMAS: Exactly. It is well
know that morphia given at an early
age retards the development of the brain:
and there is not the slightest doubt that
great injury has been done to children
by the administering of these drugs. I
aim pleased to say, however, that the Medi-

cal Department has decided that all pre-
parations of the nature I have referred to
shall be suppressed.

The Minister for Mines: Practically all
these baby powders and soothing syrups
are injurious.

Mr. THOMAS: That is so, and there is
not the slightest doubt that the continual
dosing of oneself with these patent nos-
trums is injurious to the public generally.

Mr. Heitmaun: Do you make any pro-
vision for the suppresson of a certain
class of article?

Mr. THOMAS: They are prohibited
now, inasmuch as no chemist or herbalist
has a right to sell those things, I do
not think we can do anything more. The
difficulty is where this traffic does exist,
to get at the individual who engages in
it, but in my opinion that class of busi-
ness is carried on only by a disreputable
few.

Mr. Heitmann: I beg to differ with you.
Mr. THOMAS: If the hon. member had

some little knowledge of drugs, he would
know that the effect sought to be produced
by the sale of these preparations is never
achieved, except on extremely rare occas-
ions. The sale is only carried on hy a
very disreputable few, and I think the
harm done is inflnitesimal; but if the
hon. member can devise some means of
getting at those people who are a dis-
grace to the profession to which they
belong, bringing them within the clutches
of the law and placing them where they
ought to be, I will rnder him every pos-
sible assistance. -

Mr. Heitniana: I am afraid we cannot
do it.

Mr. THOMAS: In conclusion, I need
hardly tell the House that this is entirely
a non-party measure. I have designed it
with the one supreme object of doing
away -with those quacks I have spoken
of.

The Premeir: A chemist is frequently
a quack.

Afr THOMAS: How sot
The Premuier: Because he pbts up all.

sorts of patent medicines and frequently
urges their use in opposition to what the
doctor prescribes.

Mr. THOMEAS: There is nothing to pre-
vent a duly qualified man who has a know-

22dl'
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ledge of what he is compounding, putting
up a preparation and offering it to the
p)ublic, especially as he first of all has
to run the gauntlet of the Health Board,
who see that the medicine contains noth-
ing that is deleterious. If a chemist, after
long years of experience, after having
read the prescriptions of medical men all
the world over, and, having seen the
effects which those prescriptions produce,
desires to lput all the knowledge which he
has gained into one small preparation
which may greatly benefit the community,
are we going to prevent him doing that,'
and so force the public to the expqnse of
engaging a doctor? What argument is
there in favour of doing that?

The Premier: Then we do not want
doctors.

A r. THOMAS: I do not say that. If
the hon. member wishes to do away with
the sale of patent medicines altogether,
and if he thinks he can convince the
House and another place that there
should be no patent medicines, I would
be delighted. I would be on the high
road to make a considerable sum of
money.

The Premier: You know that doctors
prescribe a patent medicine as well as
any other.

Mr. THOMAS: Then what is the re-
medy? The remedy must be to see that a
patent medicine cannot be put on the
market unless the health board is satisfied
it is not injurious.

The Premier: Who is going to put it
on?

Mr. THOMAS: Anybody.
The Premier: You are going to make

it exclusive.
Mir. THOMAS: No, any individual in

Western Australia. The leader of the
Government and the acting leader of the
Opposition can collaborate, put up a
compound, and advertise it as a cure for
a variety of diseases, provided that the
health board does not object, and pro-
vided it does not contain a scheduled
poison.

Mr. Dwyer: Why not introduce a clause
giving the health board power to put on a
prohibited list anything they consider in-
jurionst

Mr. THOMAS: They already have that
power.

Mir. Dwyer: Is it used?
Mr. THOMAS: The committee I men-

tioni as having sat for the purpose of
providing standards have made some pro-
vision in that direction, and I trust that
in future that power will be relentlessly
exercised. The administration in this re-
spect in the past has been lax in the ex-
treme, and previous Governments have
been to blame in that they have not pro-
tected the health and lives of the com-
munity more effectively. This measure,
although not perfect, and I daresay many
amendments will be asked for and con-
ceded, will go a long way towards helping
the public in a direction they have a
right to anticipate. I will hand over my
little Bill unreservedly to the House. I
think it is of sufficient importance that
members should sink all little party and
political differences, and that it is worth
the best consideration of the House.

Air. fleitmann: What are you going to
do with the gentleman known as the
"tired clergyman" and "lost manhood"?

Mr. THOMAS: Wipe them out. They
are the men that we will deal with.

Mr. Heitmann: What will you do with
the herbalists, Taufik BRaad and others?

Mr. THOMAS: These gentlemen will
no longer be able to carry on.

The Premier: Will you be candid
enough to admit that that is the game
of the Pharmaceutical Society to knock
him out?

Mr. THOMAS: I will not admit that it
is the game of the society to knock any-
one out. If this gentleman has qualifi-
cations justifying his admission to prac-
tise either as a medical man or pharina-
ceutical chemist, let him come along. I
have no objection.

The Premier: Will you register him?
Air. THOMAS: Certainly, we would

allow him to sit for his examinations.
[Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mir. McDonald: If a man has quali-
fications and prefers to remain outside
the society would you allow him to prac-
tise?

AMr. THOMAS: Take a medical, legal,
dental, or other professional man cov-
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!red by Act of Parliament, if he has
certain qualifications and will not regis-
ter under the conditions provided by law,
will the law allow him to practise? Not
in one instance. I fancy the Premier has
some idea that we have set out with
the object of entrapping one single in-
dividual.

The Premier: I feel certain about it.
Air. THOMAS: I give the Premier my

assurance such is not the ease. On th~e
goldfields there arn half a dozen of these
advertising quacks, and there are in addi-
tion to the gentleman mentioned, other
health institutes, Chinese, Japanese, and
Syrian herbalists, faith healers, medical
clairvoyants, and the Light of Asia.

Mr. Heitmaun: To say nothing of
abortionists.

The Premier: Give him a fair oppor-
tunity. If he is qualified let him prac-
tise. Health is pretty dear to every-
body. I would not care if he was a
Chinaman so long as he could cure me.

Mr. THOMAS: Can an individual
with no scientific training and no pre-
paration excepting what he claims as
knowledge secured from an occult sphere,
cure anyone? The lhon. memher has
mentioned an individual named Tauf 1k
Raad. There was an individual of that
flame here. Ultimately he went home to
his fatherland, and his brother came
along and carried on the business. If I
am correctly informed he also made a
pot of money, and now a third one is
coming along to trade under the name
of the first. Perhaps there are other
brothers to follow. They do not belong
to any profession which needs a train-
ing.

The Premier: How do you know they
did not have any training?

Mr. THOMAS: I know they have not.
If they have had the training, there
is no objection. If the hon. member
will move a clause which will make it
possible provided they pass the final
qualifying examination necessary to be-
come a pharmaceutical chemist, I think
I can promise there will be no objection
to its inclusion in the Bill. If the Pre-
mier will provide that without any ap-
prenticeship these individuals must pass

the education test that a'i Australian
has to pass, the preliminary examination
in scholarship amounting to something
equivalent to the matriculation examina-
tion, and pass the examinations of a
qualified chemist without any apprentice-
ship, I will agree that they should be
registered.

The Premier: The present chemists
will set the examination paper.

Mr. THOMAS: The Premier can take
the last examination paper. If the Pre-
mier desires to reduce the qualifying
examination in order that certain for-
eigners might have a privilege not en-
joyed by Australians, I do not agree
with him, but if he will provide that
these foreign friends of his shall pass
an examination equivalent-

Hon. Frank Wilson: What foreign
friends f

11r. THOMAS: I say if these foreign
friends of the Premier pass an examina-
tion equivalent to the test passed by
an Australian, and without any appren-
ticeship, I will raise no objection. Is
that fair?

Hon. J. Mitchell: No; not to give a
Chinanman an advantage over an Auts-
tralian.

Mr. THOMAS: I am sure that none
of these Chinese, Syrians, Japanese,
clairvoyants, or faith healers have the
remotest chance of passing the examina-
tion. I know that the public are fre-
quently misled by the advertisements of
these people leading them to believe that
they possess certain foreign qualifications
which are of very inferior degree and
would not be accepted by English-speak-
ing countries or by any other countries
of repute. I have taken lip sufficient
of the time of the House. When the
various clauses come under discussion and
when I have heard the opinion of mnem-
bers of the House I may supply infor-
mation I have overlooked. At any rate
I claim the subject is of sufficient import-
ance to warrant the House taking it up
as an entirely non-party measure and
considering it upon the objects it seeks
to achieve. Such of the provisions as;
are worthy I hope will he retained. Any-
thing unfair or unjust to the public I
trust will be eliminated. With these few
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remarks I place my little Bill, my first
political offspring, in the hands of the
House, and I commend it to their kind
consideration, and trust members will
bottle-feed it on the very best medical
preparations, and give it honest and fair
consideration, so that we may evolve
something that will achieve the objects
I have in view, and something that will
be a credit to the House as well.

On motion by Mr. Gardiner, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 10.53 p.m.

2Icaislative touu1cL,
Thursday, 3rd October, 1912.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
3 p~m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Colonial Secretary: 1, Return

of overtime paid to Foreman Box
(ordered on motion by Hon. C. McKen-
zie).- 2, Correspondence between the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust and the Railway
Department re shunting delays (ordered
on motion by Ron. R. J. Lynn). .3,
Papers relating to railway tests of Collie
coal (ordered on mot ion by Hon. R. ..
Lynn). 4, Regulations under [lie Cri-
minal Code.

PAPERS-COLLIE COAL.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.

J1. 1. Drew): A file was asked for by
Mr. Lynn on the 19th September, relating
to inquiries by the Mines Department
respecting ignition of Collie coal, and at

the time I saw no objection to placing
it on the Table. On a perusal of it, how-
ever, it seems to me that it would be
highly undesirable that certain remarks
which appear in the file should be given
publicity. The remarks to which I allude
have no direct bearing at all on the re-
port of 11r. Mean, but they would be
decidedly injurious to the business of
certain persons in Western Australia, and
perhaps of advantage to others. I hope
Mr. Lynin will not press for the pre-
sentation of these papers but I will be
prepared to allow _3r. Lynn, or any other
hoa, member to peruse thenm in my office
or in this Chamber, so long as they are
not laid on the Table. If hon. members
peruse the file for themselves they will
see that I am perfectly justified in adopt-
ing this attitude.

MOTION- ABORIGINES
RESERVES.

Ron. J. D. COiNNOLLY (North-East):
I move--

That in the opinion of this House it
is desirable, for the preservation of the
native race, to continue and extend the
policy laid down in C.S.O. file 1709/11,
viz., by reserving large areas of virgin
country for the sole and exclusive use
of the aborigines.

In submitting this motion in regard to
permanent reserves for aborigines, I wish
to preface my remarks by saying that
I amn not doing so in any hostile spirit to
the Aborigines Department or to this
Government, or, indeed, to any former
Government in regard to the treatment
of the aborigines of Western Australia.
I believe the aborigines have been excep-
tionally well treated, and notwithstanding
anything that might have been said to the
contrary, tbey have been much better
treated ini Western Australia than in any
other Australian, State. Therefore, I wish
to make it clear before going further that
the motion is not being moved with the
object of offering criticism, because, let
me again repeat, the Governmenis have
treated the natives in the State exception-
ally well. I am speaking more par-
ticularly' since Responsible Government.
Before that time they may have been
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