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

QUESTION—EELMSCOTT-DALE

ROAD,
Mr, SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Has the Kelmscott-Rolevstone-

Dale-road been surveyed to provide a good
through road? 2, Will he say what is pro-
posed to be done, and, if possible, when?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Not throughont. 2, Tmproving the road,
from Canning River to Slab Gully, a dis-
tance of 2} miles. Work iz to he under-
taken after the winter.

QUESTION—TRACTOR FUEL,

Mr. STUBBS asked the Minister for
Lands: In view of the fact that petrol for
farm tractors makes development very ex-
pensive, and that it is reported that many
petrol-driven tractors have heen suuemfully
converted into gas-producing tractors, will
he have special inquiries made as to the re-
. hability, economy, and cest of such altera-
tions?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
The matter is the subject of investigation
by the Council of Scientific and Industrial
Research, and the results achieved by plants
in use here and the Eastern States are being
carefully followed.

QUESTION—WIRE NETTING,
ADVANCES.’

My, STUBBS asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Is it a faet, as stated in the Press,
that the Assistant Commonwealth Treasurer,
Mz, Casey, said:—"The first advances made
by the Commonwealth for the purchase of
wire netting were granted to the State frec
of interest®? 2, \What amount was ad-

[ASSEMBLY.)

vaneed, and during which years were ad-
vances made for thiz purpose free of inter-
est? 3, What amount was advaneced, and
during which years, were advances made
upon which interest was charged, and at
what vate of interest und sinking fund? 4,
What amount of interest and free advances,
plus sinking fund, if any, has been repaid
to the Commonwealth?

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS veplied:

1, Yes. 2, £88,019 14s, 7d. during the vears
1924.1927, 3, £429,630 during the vears
1927-1933.  lIntercst at £4 per cenf. and

ginking fund £2 per cent, per annum, 4,
Interest-free advances repaid, £33,493 10s.
2d.: interest paid, £70,163 0s. 8d.; sinking
fund paid, £35,051 10s. 4d.; total £148,748
1s. 2d.

QUESTION—EDUCATION, POST
PRIMARY.

s to Free Trancay Pesses.

Hon. N. KEENAN asked the Minister for
Educahon. 1, Ts he aware thai children,
after attending the Nedlands State school,
have to travel to Claremont to finish their
post primary education? 2, Is he aware that
the children from the Leederville and
Thomas-street schools, who also have to
iravel to Claremont to finish their post pri-
mary education, are given free passes on
the railways? 3, Have representations heen
made to him that the c¢hildren in the Holly-
wood and Nedlands distriets, who cannot
use the railway, should he given free passes
on the tramways to enable them to attend
the Claremont school. 4, If so, will such
representations he acceded to? 3, If nef,
why not?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATIOXN re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, Yez. 3, Yes. 4, The mat-
ter is under consideration. 5, Answered by
No. 4,

BILL—SECESSION,
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

MR. PIESSE (Katanning) [4.33]:
supporting the second reading of the Bill,
this Assembly is only carrying out its duty
to the electors. As has been pointed out by
the Premier and by other spenkers, the Bill
is the result of the verdict of the clectors
of the State, and conatifutes a direction hy



[16 May, 1934.]

the people 10 the Government. [t is ot now
necessry Lo deal with the question of Fed-
cration as it affects Western Australia. Suf-
fice it to =ay 1hat Federation ‘has been
weighed in the scales and found wanting.
The «uestion of seceding having been de-
cided, the least this Parliament can do is to
represent the wishes of the people to the Tin-
perial authorities in the maost effective man-
ner possible. 1 commend the Government
for the straight-forward manner in which
they have zet about giving effect to the refer-
endum. No Govermment could igmore the
decision of such a large majority of electors
on snch an important question. I eongratn-
late the special committee on the Case pre-
sented in support of secession. Members
senerally will admit that their work is 2
credit to them and a testimony to their sin-
verity. I was somewhat surprised at the
critieism of those speakers who wished to
quihhle about the procedure that ought 1o
he adopted in approaching the Imperial
authorities. T am afraid T must come to the
conclusion that their hearts ave not trulv in
the movement. Tf there is any matter upon
which this Parliament should he unanimous,
it i= that of the disabilities we suffer under
Fedevation.  The (‘are for separation trom
the Commonwenlth was fought on non-party
lines. The electors know from experience
that there is no hope of obfaining redress
through the State I’arliament, or of the State
Parliament being able to do anvthing cffee-
tive to ease the burden of Federation. I do
not think T shall be out of order in saying
that the State legislature during the past
30 years has failed miserahly in defending
the State rights that existed when we entered
the Federation. T fail to see that any con-
certed effort or united purpose has been dis-
played by the State Parliament to siem the
tide of Federnl aggression. Our difficuliies
have become =o acute that I am justified in
saying that the pcople are losing faith in
the parliamentary system, because of the
failure te obtain redress for the disabilities
suffered under Federation, There iz no douht
ahout the determination on the part of the
people of Western Australia to separate
trom the Commonwealth; there is also ne
doubt of their desire that effect should be
riven to the deciston at the referendum. Let
me remind members that unless something
is done to remedy the exizting state of affairs
—a rood deal of ¢ime has clapsed since the
referendum was taken—there will he a men-
eral disinclination on the part of the peaple
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1o tru-t any parliamentary party, and such
mistrust may lead to chzos. One member
weni 0 far as to say that the proposed
method of presenting the Case to the Im-
perial authorities ltad not been approved hy
hiz particnlar party. Unless zomething is
done 10 ease the Federal burden weighing
upen our people, we may find our=elves with
only one politicul party, and that will hg
holshevist,  Centainly we are not likely to
continue to have the well-defined parties
that exist to-day. To some extent party hias
has stood in the way of our securing redress
for our disabilities. I do not wish to in-
sinvate that this is to he laid at the door of
the Labour Pariy alone. Every political
party that lias been in charge of the (lom-
monwealth Treasury henches has shown a
disinclination to lighten the harden, and I
consider that every party that has been in
power in the State has not sheeled home ¢ur
difficulties as it should have done. More
than 10 years have elapsed sinee the con-
swnmation of Federation, and during those
U yvears we have suffered considerably from
Federal aggression and encroachment upon
State rights, It is not surprising that in
the last resort the people have prae.tiz-,ally
taken the matter out of the hands of Payr-
llament b asking for a referendum. The
people realized that they weould et no re-
dress through the State ]-':tr]innﬁent, and
they requested & referendum so that they
might decide the question for themselves,
The result of the referendum is known to all
of us. Afier giving full consideration to
:.I-]s- ;Il:]i}il(‘])“, a 1s1rge ma.'jorit.y of the people
1 ed that secession is the only cure
for our ills and the only way in which to
get our disabilities remedied. This Parlia-
ment has no alternative to accepting the
direction by the people and should,
with all seriousness, place the Case for
:‘i?cessiun before ithe Imperial author-
ities  in the mast  effective  manner,
1 ean see no better or more snitable way
than that suggested in the Bill. The mem-
ber for Northam said he saw all the reme-
dies for our ills in an approach to the
Federal IParliament. He was xoing to
cure ull our troubles by the most ineffectnal
way imaginuble so far as would apply to
the Marliament of Western .\nstrﬂ]ia: by .
going c¢ap in hand to the Federal Pablia-
ment. The member for Guildford-Midland
{Hon. W, D. Johnson) indieated that he
would just be content to send a formal
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delegation, and favoured the ‘‘wait-and-
see’’ pulicy. He invited objection fo the
mode of procedure set ont in the Bill, and
thought that a pious resolution carvied hy
this House would be the best plan to adopt.
That, of course, wonld be the last we would
hear of the matter, for no further action
would he tuken. I do not sce why there
should be any difference of opinion on this
subject. The people of the State, as loyal
subjeets of His Majesty the Wing, expect
their verdiet to be ageepied, and placed be-
fore the Britizsh Parliament in the best pos-
sible manuer. Reasonable expense should
not enter into the question. 1t should be
only a secondary consideration. When we
consider that so much is at stake, that the
future of Western Australin is so greatly
concerned, why should we cavil at the cost
of a few hundred pounds when millions are
involved, and the destinies ol owr people
ave in the balance?  This is not a party
matter, and should not be a contentious
question.  We eannot, however, get away
from the faet that we are at the merey of
the larger and wealthier Stafes. We are
leg-ivoned, as if were, and will always be
at their mercy whilst our present inequal-
ity of rvepresentation in the Federal Parlia.
ment exisis.  The renl guestions before ihe
ouse uve those of presenting a petition in
the proper manner and the persennel of
the delezation it is proposed to send. The
Bill provides for a delegatien of four per-
sons. ] should like to see the number in-
ercased so that it may be representative of
Parliament a2z well ag of the Government.
There should he at least three members of
Parliament on the delegation, together
with the Agent General for Western Aus-
tralia, the Crown Soliettor aud the Assist-
ani Under Treasurer. We should not
cavil at a delegation of live or six. We
eannot do without those State oflicers who
so ably filled the positions on the Seces-
sion Conunittee which prepared the Case.
Parliament should have the coumrnge to <ay
that this is 1is wish, so that it mayx back
up this highly important Case. This move-
ment means life or death fo Western Aus-
tralia.  Something like 12 months have
passed since the veferendum was taken.
An unduly long time has been spent by
this House in dealing with the matter al-
ready. It has heen said that five or six
zood business men could manage this coun-
try better than Parliament ean. Is it not
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giving those people further powder and
shot to fire at Parliament and members
generally by tuking so long to deal with
this matter? The whole question should
have been deecided in a week, or at most in
a fortnight, I support the second reading
of the Bill, and in Committee will support
any amendnments the Government may bring
down to inerease the number making up
the delegation te six, but not less than five,
compared with the four referred to in the
Bilj,

MR, SLEEMAN (Fremantie) {450]: I
wish to say ot the outset that | snpport the
secoid reading of the Bill, not hecause 1 am
a secessionist, hmt beeause the majority of
the people have voted for a Case to be sub-
mitted to the authorities in Great Rritain. A
considerable number of people voted for
seeession who did not want it.  That, of
conrse, is their funeral.

Aly. Latham: Surely not their funcral.

M. SLEEMAN: Thexy voted for it, und
the Cnse must go forwavd., Dozens of peo-
ple liave said to me since the vote was taken
that the reason they voted tor secession was
lo =tiv up the Commonwesnith Govermuent,
They thought that hy passing a vote for
recession, they were going to have a few
mote pouids put their way by the Commoen-
wealth Government than would otherwize be
Fortheoming.  Others lhave said this State
wonll never progress under the present
tarifi. They honestly believe that il this
State got out of Pederation they would gof
rid of the tariff. They arwue that Western
Australin’s indunstries have to he buile up.
and that we mu=t get vid of the taviff in
order to do =o. They ¢annot have it both
wayvs, 1 the industries are to he hnilt up,
thex cannot abelish the taritf. | will say 1o
thoze who voted for secession with the idea
of getting rid of the taritf, that they are
destined to be hadly let down. Irrespeetive
of the Government that may be in power in
this State, whether Labour, Liberal, Country
Party or Independent Porvty, the tarvitt will
still remain wove or less as it is to-day.

Mr. Stubbs: We want a moderate tariff.

My, SLEEMAXN: There arve one or fwo
directions from whieh it is possible to obtain
tavitf rvelief. XNot even the Labour Party
stands for the tariff as it is arvanged to-day,
and do not believe in some of il. T wi=h to
refer particularly to the aititude adopted by
one or two seetions of the Press coneerning
this Bill and concerning members of Parlia-
ment.  We lave reached the stage when,
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unless mwembers  hold  the -ame opinion
as that held by certain journals, they
are going to be Wackguarded and  Dblack-
imiled in the hope of foreing them fo vote
the way those journals de-ire. T might not
have rizen to my FPeet thin afternoon
but for one or two things that have hap-
pened revently. During the present dehate
articles have heen written in newspapers to
which ane would like to refer ax a =ection
of the Pre~¢, hut which T would c¢all pink
san-awe wrappers.  The paper [ have in
mind  should not be  allowed  to eiveu-
late in the home of anx decent man. It
ha= published articles which have practi-
eally amounted to blackmail, and published
statementz about me in conneetion with
this Bill that support my view with regard
to blackmailing. Let me quote one or two
extraets. 1 would first point out that these
statements were broandeast to the people
throngheout the length and breadth of the
country. Citizens living in other parts of
the State max well believe the statements
beeause thev heard them over the wireless,

Mr. Hawke: Are you referring to the
“Sunday SBhimex?"

Mr. SLEEMAXN: I would call it a pink
sausage wrapper. The headings appeared
in Jarge letters, as follows:-

LUMPERS? ACTIOX.

Causes Stir at the Port,
Refusal to Listen to Labour Members.
Mr. J. B, Sleeman, MLAL and several other
Labour politicians  attempted  to  address a
largely attended meeting of lwnpers one morn-
~ing during the past week in support of Mr.

Fruser, but the lumpers refused to listen to
them.

In associnting himsel€ with Mr, W, D, Joln.
son in attacking the Premier, Mr. Collier, on
the Sccession B, Mro Sleeman hits evidently
Jjeapardised his position in Fremautle,

There ave perople connected with the <" Sun-
day Times™’ who draw parliamentary pay.
It ever a man drew his pay under faise
pretences, it is the one to whom T am refer-
rine. 1 maintain that [ earn my parlia-
mentary pay.  Evidently thix particular in-
dividual thinks he ean vome here when he
likex, ~tay for a few minutes when Paorlia-
ment is n se-~jon, and then take hix dde-
parture,

Mr. Hawke: He certainly takes iv vnder
{alse prelences.

Mr. SLEFMAXN: The article in <uestion
continues—

They resent the heroies of Mr. J. B, Hlve.
mun, and expect him to support the Secession
Rill us it stands. Are vou listening Mr, Slee-
man?  And are vou listening, also, Mossrs,
Tonkin, Fraser and Gray?

Thi< 1% the most Iying statement that was
evey pullished in a journal in this country.
It was pointed out to e in my own howe,
tar 1 would not allew the paper itself to
pass through the doors. After I had seen
it, [ went hack to the lumpers the paper
talked ahout. On this o-cavion very loew
men had heen picked up, and the meeting
was Jargely attended. [ read out to the
men the statement which appeared in the
“Suday Times” and said, 1 want to know
from yon whether you agree with the state-
went, or whether you ave behind the atti-
tude of the member for Fremantle” T
told them my attitnde on this Bill. [
called for a show of hands, and asked
those who were in favour of the statement
in the ‘“Sunday Times,"’ that the men had
refused to listen to me, and so forth, to put
up their hands, hut not rne hand went up.
I then asked if they were in favour of my
attitude on this Bill, and they immediately
showed that they were unanimously in fav-
our of jt. [Let the “*Sunday Times' pub-
lish that answer if they have the principle
of a louxe. T do not expect thexy will do 50, So
long as I am in this Chamber, the “Sunday
Times’* will never dictate to me as to my
policy. It 1L have to stay in the publie life
of this country so that T may oblige the
““Sunday Times’’ or any other journal, [
will not stay in it for a day. I am sent
here to express the wishes of the people
and to do the right thinz, and while T am
here that is the policy T am going to en-
deavour to follow, This sort of thing is
nothing new to the *‘Sunday Times.”’ 1t
is nlready responsible for the death of one
of the be:t men we ever had in the country,
the late Mr. C. Y. O’Connor. Tt is not go-
ing to be responsible for my death. It
may be able to canse the death of eminent
Government otlicers, but it will never he
the cause of my death. Whilst T have life
in myv bady, [ will fght this kind of
thinge, especially when members are heingz
hlackmatled @i threatened hecause thev will

not de what the paper wants them
to do. DPart of the Case for Reces-
sion 13 thut our industries are
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being ruined, that we are being bled white,
and that if we get secession, all will be weil,
These seutiments were frecly expressed dur-
ing the secession ecampaipgn. I will eudeav-
our to he consistent. I would vewind mem-
bers of the oeccasion when I put up a fight
for loval industries and for State indnstries
in particular. The continunnce of the State
Implement Works would have meant giving
cinployment to hundreds of men, bnt mem-
bers disagreed with wmy elanws,  Of what
use is it to talk about huilding up Western
Australia’s industries when members will not
do anything to help in that direction! I
want to show the attitude of some people
wlo have been loudest in their eondenma-
tion of Kastern States industries in rvela-
tion to those in Western Australin, who have
spoken ahout the conntry heing ruined, and
have claimed that if we get secession,
everything will be all right.  They have
talked about the competition from the Fiast-
ern States. I wish to read an advertise-
ment from the “Bulletin.’” This may vefresh
the memory of some people and show how
they have atlempted to double-cross this
State and how traitorous has been their atti-
tude. In sowme countries people wonld have
been shot for such a thing. In the “Bulle-
tin” of Tth March last there appeared an
advertisement ingerted by the “Sumlay
Times” 1t reads:—

““Things ure moving in the West!!'  Visi-

tors to the Golden West express pleasunt sue-
prise at the stute of trade, the outward signs
of prosperity aml the progress in Western Aus-
frulin.  Western gold mines produeed 80 per
cent,’ of Australiz’s gold lust year, Western
pastoralists have received splendid prices for
wool.  The building trade is getting back 1o
pre-depression days,
T There is trade—good trade—ifor Iastern
States werchunts. Heach out for it by using
the largest mewspaper in the West, the Perth
‘"Sunday Times.”’ .

Can the House imagine this particular news-
paper, the -~Sunday Times" run by a
member of this House, one of the greatest
udvecates of secession, one of the men who
say our country is being bled white,
desiring to deal with the Euastern States
octopus that is getting all our trade. Was
there ever a bigger politicul Judus in the
country  than the owmer of that news
paper? The hon. wember to whom [
have referred invites Fastern States peo-
ple to come over here and get trude—big
trade. wood trade. ““C'ome over hiere and gzet
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it," he savs. And this is the attitude of a
newspaper which tries ro blackmail wembers
of Parlinment into voting us that newspaper
wishes,

Mr. Latham: The “Sunday Times" is in-
viting people in the Fastern Stules to sturt
industries here,

Mr. SLEEMAN: Not so. hd the “Sun-
day Times" ever do anything to advance
this State’s industries? Never. Did aoi
that paper violently oppose, for instance,
the State DLmplement Works? I hope T shall
receive o couple of columns by way of reply
in the next issue. Look nt the way the paper
double-vrosses the people of Western Aus-
tralin!  Hecently the member tor Nedlamds
{Hon. N. Keenan) set out to reprimand the
meinber for Guildford-Midland (Hon. W.
1}, Johnson} severehy. The member for Ned-
lamls waxed quite eloquent in his condemuna-
tion of the manner in which the mewber for
Gruildford-Midland had raised obhjections to
the Bill. He declaved that the member for
Guildford-Midlund was utterly wrong and,
in faet, did not know what he was talking
about. Thereupon the member For Nodlands
proveeded to congratulate the Premier, say-
ing that the hon. gentleman was the fnest
man i Western Australin and the very man
to lead the delegation; but listening to the
wember tor Nedlands over the wireless the
ather night one would have thought that
the Premier wus a person with whom ne
self-respeeting man could associate. Acrord-
ing to the member for Nedlands over the
wireless, the Labour Party and the Labour
Government and the Labour Premier have
done everything they should not have done
and left undone evervthing they should have
done, aud there is no health in them.

Mr., Hawke: That wus a separule brief.
though!

The Premier: Yor dilferent elients!

Mr. SLEEMAN: Now the member for
Nedlands sets out to scold mewbers on this
side of the Chawber who ventured to sav
anyvthing against the Bill, although it is em-
platically a non-party measure. The Pre-
wier knows, and has frankly acknowledged,
thut members ou this side are free to vote as
they choose unless the measure under con-
sideration is a policy measure, when we arve
atl behind the PPremier and support bim
unanimounsly in aceordance with onr plat-
form.  We agree that a peiition ~hould he
sent Home, but hecuuse we have a tew slight
difference~ 8~ to provedure the memher for
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Nedlands chastises us as bad bovs and de-
clares that we ought not to have anything to
say against the Bill. On this measure the
DPremier is entitled to say what he thinks aml
we are entitled to say what we think.  The
Premicer does what he thinks is right, but
what we thiuk is slightly erroneous. .\s re-
gards members on the other side of 1le
Chiamber, the whip is eracked whether o Bill
introduced by a Government ol theirs iz a
poliey Bill or not.

Opposition Members: No !

Mr. SLEEMAN: [ shall now try to show
why, in the opinion of the member for Ned-
lands, the mewmber for (Guildford-dMidland
is pretiy nearly rvight. In 190G the mepmbar
for Nedlund-. then Attorney  General, n
voung wan in the vigowr of lite—or, to use
a tnotoring plirase, sparking un seven plugs
—made a sprech on the subject of sevession.
I quote the Following from the speech:—

It has bven said here by wmany members that
there is a certain provision in the Constitution
of the Commounwenlth which may be invoked
for the purpose of dissolving the union of any
one of the States with the Commonweaith.
However, I venture to differ from that, The
Constitution Aet tloes not make any provision
whatever for the withdrawal of any of the
States from the union they entered into. In
fact, I may call the attention of members to
the wording in the recitnl of the Aet. It is
recited that the sovereign States therein named
and the people of those States have agreed to
unite in one indissoluble 1ederal Common-
wealth; in one that cannot be dissolved; awnd
therefore, it is Dmpossible to invoke any pro-
vision in the Constitution Aet on which it
would be open for any State to withdraw from
the uuion it then entered into,

Mr. ¥oulkes: The British
amend that Aet.

The Attorney General (Hon, N, Keenan):
The hon. member suggests another course as
soon as he finrds that the one already suggested
i3 mot o practicable one. Supposing that were
the case, supposing the [mperial autherity had
the power, and I will not question it, to re-
move from the provisions of the Constitution
Act onc of the original constituent States; is
it at all likely they would excreise that right?
Surely the hon, member must know that if we
were to ask the Tmperial Parlivment by peti-
tion to act in that direction, we should be abso-
lutely certain ot a refusal on their part.
Their reply would certainly be this: “*Of your
own free will vou enfered into a union only a
few years ago, and we are not going to dissolve
that union merely becausge, acting under some
temporary stress of difficulties, you come und
ask us to do so.'” Let me make this confession,
that in eomwmon I think with evervone—iu
common certainly with a great majority—T am
disappointedd with the results of Federation.

Parliament ean
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{ was one of those who actively advocated the
union of this State with the other States of the
Commonwealth ju a common Federation, and T
il wot do se with a desire of producing
unilication but ounly Federation. Unfortun-
ately, matters bave so trended that instewdl
of remaiting n pure Federativh there has been
i considerable attempt to centralise evervthing
m une particulur State to the detriment of the
autlying States; ana in so far as that teu-
deney has produced il effects, 1 am preparel
to admit at ence it is onr duty to strongly
appose it, und if in the long result every legiti-
mafe effort were made, and such legitimate
effort produced nothing but failure, then it
would become necessary to congider not namby-
pamby resolutions expressing disgust or dis-
sent or anything else, but whether the price
we were paying for Pederation as it then ex-
isted. the unification of the whole of the Com-
noawealth in one ventre, as it might be if the
Counstitution were abused, was not teo greart.
and whether it would not be better Lo face the
risk of a dirvet attempt to break awny nv
physieal foree rather than continue to belong
Lo it

By physieal force.”
men!

Hon, X, Wernan: |
wuorids.

Mr. SLEREMAN: Let me quote again what
the hon, member sail--

Put up your zuns like

did not n-e those

Breuk away by physical foree rathe:r than
continue to belong to it (Federation),

I there were any  other way ot hreaking
louse from the Federation, T am convineed
that an Atterney General, a responsible per-
s, woubd uot Taeve talked ol using physieal
force. The 1906 speech of the hon. member
pProceeds—

That an only arrive when as men we have
come to the conclusion that it is worth the a--
ceptance of the risk to adopt physical foree,
because it is perfectly safe to say that if wo
wish to break the bond of Federation we can
only de so by ubsolutely setting our own physi-
cal force against any foree that the Common-
wealth ean bring to bear,

Mr. Walker: We could present our ense to
the British Parliament,

The Attorney General: The hon. member
talks of presenting a case to the Imperial Par-
linment. Who, does lie think, would have the
big end of the stick if we presented our case,
this State or the Commonwealth? 1oes he im-
agine that his voice would reach all the way
to the Parliament at Westminster? ’

Mr, Bath: Suppose they did interfere, wha*
would be the result then? '

The Attorney General: Suppose it were pos.
sible to reach there, does the hon. member
really in his senses think that the power and
influence of the Commonwealth and the expres-
sion of their determivation and tint of other
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States would be put on one side, and that the
objection of . fraction of the whole of the
population of one State would prevail? . . . .
1 admit, as L have said before, my own grave
disappointment with the results of Federation;
L admit that this State partienlarly has eausce
to complain of its results; hut 1 am prepared,
Just as we all would be prepared in our private
lives, to allow a suffivient time to clapse thag
the machine may get into proper working
order; and then, if affer we have given it
overy fair trial) it proves a failure, let us
nutke up onr minds not as movers and second-
ers of resolutions which look very mighty on
paper but really amount to nothing, rather et
us aet to the fullest extent of vur munhood in
asserting  the rights  which we believe re-
quire their assertion hy  plivsicad foree, 1t
would he disgraceful on my part, holding an
officinl position, te advecate physical foree; but
I only point out what [ think is the alternative
to which we must be driven it we adopt the
attituwde that apparently some members wish
to adopt, of nmow and forever expressing our
digsatisfaction with Federttion,

[ smgzest that the legal position has not
altered since the mewmber for Nedlands de-
livered that speech in 1906 as Attorney Gen-
eral; or, it the position has altered, it has
changed for the worse so far as we are con-
cerned, because the Statute of Westminster
males the position no easier. The member
for Nedlands in 1906 could express a definite
opinion that the only way we had of getting
out of Federation was to put up guns and
fight. T hope the day will never come when
we do that, T shall not be hehind the hon,
member then.,

The Minister for Mines: T hope vou will
be a lonz way hehind,

Mr. SLEEMAN: Yes, probably I shall he
a loug way hebind.  1f the member for Ned-
lands rveally wishes to get secession, why does
he fool the people by telling them that this
i the correct way to go about it? Why does
he not marshal his forces, order his brown
or blue or green shirt army to come along
and =ay fo them, “Mavch! Let us obfuin
zeparation by physical force!” In view of
what the hon, member stated in 1906, I con-
tend that he is only foeling the people of
Western Australia hy letting them think we
shall get anywhere with the present propos=al.

Mr. Lambert; Other countries have got
free.

My, SLEEMAX: T do not think any coun-
try in the world ever had more liberty than
Woestern Australia has now. 1f the hon.
wember interjecting wants to be the lienten-
aut of the member for Nedlands, he is quite
free to take that position; but, a« T said be-
fore, T shall be a long way behind if ever the
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march takes plave. My view j» that if ever
we arve to take up arms, it should be in order
to keep Australin one and not io kplit it
into fragments.

Mr. Hawke: The member for Yilgarn-
Coolgardie {Mr. Lambert) has had a lot of
military experience with emus.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 object to ihat portion
of the Bill which provides for the sending
of a delegation to London. A delegution
would not get anvwhere. However, as the
people have hy a majority voted in favour
of secession, it is right to give way. On the
other hand, we lave no right to spend a
great deal of money on a delegation, which
will not cost, as the member for Katanning
(Mr. Piesse) first snggested, a few hundred,
but several thousands, as that hon. member
himself finally admitted. There are many
hetter ways of spending a few thousands.
At the present time the Government are do-
ing all they can and making every possible
penny a prisoner to provide extra work for
people who are unemploved and food for
those who are unable to maintain themselves.

Alr. Latham: 1f the expenditure of this
witoney were the means of providing more
employment in future, wonld not the money
he well spent?

Mr. SLEEMAN: But we have the state-
ment of the member for Nedlands that seee’s-
ston is an impossibility.

My, Latham: But we also have the state-
ment of the member for Nedlands that effect
ean be given to the referendum vote in fav-
our of secession.

Mr. SLEEMAN: \Which statement are we
to believe?

Mr. Latham: This one.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. SLEEMAN: I venture to say that
even the Leader of the Opposition knows
full well that this procedure will not get us
anywhere, 1 venture to say that if the
Leader of the Opposition speaks as he
thinks, he will acknowliedge that the send-
ing of a delegation IHome cannot help us
to arrive anywhere. Unfortunately, the
Government have not at present too much
money to provide extra work for the un-
cmployed aud to feed those who are nnable
to feed themselves.

My, Thorn: But the majority of the peo-
ple of the State have asked vz to do this.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Not so. TIndeed, I am
in the happy position of knowing that a por-
tion of my electorate has definitely expressed
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ifself as in agreement with the attitude of
the member for Frewmauitle,

My. Latham: If you take the conplete
figures, yvou caunot sy that.

Mr. SLEEMAN: A lot of people voteld
for secession who did not want secession,
and the Leader of the Opposition knows
that that was so.

Mr. Latham: I do not know that.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Many people on that
oceasion said that it was a gesture, butb it
has become more than tleat.

Mr. Latham: T knew some people who,
after reading the Cuse, snid they would have
voted for sacession had thev been aware of
the facis.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 think the Government
have an idea that unfess they zend a dele-
gation to the Old Country in support of
the claim for secession, they will be aecused
of not endeavouring to put the Case througi.

Mr. Thorn: 1 think that is mght, too.

AMr. SLEEMAXN: 1 do not think so. That
charge could not be levelled aguinst the Gov-
ernment with trath.  On the other hand, we
have in London our Agent-General, Sir Hal
Colebateh, who iz a most able man and an
ardent secesaionist.

Mr. Lambert : Did we refer to him in those
terms when be was here?

AMr. SLEEMAN: Yes. We respected him
for his views, although we tried to heat him
when we had the opporiunity. Iveryone
will agree that in our present Agent-Gen-
eral we have a most able man.

Mr. Hawke: You did not say that when
he went to Fremuutle.

AMr, SLEEMAN: The only time [ knew
him to be cleaned up was at Northam, when
Mr. Curtin went aloug.

AMr. Lambert: But what about the fre-
mantle episcode?

Mr. SLEEMAN: Thai was one of those
instanees of the use of plywsital foree, to
which the member for Nedlands {(Hon. X,
Keenan) referred in 1908,

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! T think the hon.
member had better get hack to the Bill.

Mr. SLEEMAN: There is no man T know
of who eould more ably present the Case
than Sir Hal Colebateh. As an ardent
secessionist, he ean be relied upon to do his
best to present the Case adequately and to
further the clnims for secession. In my
opiniton, we will not get far with the Case,
if it is submitted in its present form. [f
it were altered cousiderably, Sir Hal Cole-
bateh mieht he able to put up a decent fight.
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The Premier should be eareful about some
of his new admirers beeause they will drop
him at the first epportunity.

Mr. Thorn: That iz not corvect.

Mr. SLEEMAN: T know it is vormect, and
1 want to witer a note of warning to the
Premier.

The Premier: Yes, [ am quite new-lledged
in this pesition! Perhaps, afier all, the
warning may be regarded as guite unneces-
sary, although 1 admire the wpirit in which
it hus heen given,

Mr. SLEEMAN: T hope the second remd-
ing of the Bill will be agreed to and that
the measure will be given effect to in aceord-
ance with the wishes of the people. [ hope
the Case will he altered more in accordance
with our desives and 1 hope that not much
money wilt be spent on the delezation il one
is to be sent Home. If that should he the
resubtant position, the penple will he uble
te rest aussured the (Governmeuwt have doue
all that, 12 months ago, they promised (v
do.

MR. TONKIN (North-East Fremantie)
[5.18]: As a voung Australian, it is but
natural that [ teel zome regret ilmt cireuni-
stances compel me to adopt a conrse of
action that may possibly result, even though
the possibility is remote, in the dismember-
ment of the Anstralian nation. I eannot un-
derstand  why true-blue  Aunstralian
should not frankly regret the possibility,
which certaindy does exist at the present
Juncture, and which may have the effect I
indicate, even though it be remote. I pledged
my worl that whatever the decision of the
people mighi be on this guestion, no action
of mine would obstruet auything done by
the Government to give eftect to thar deei-
ston,  Therefore, | intend to support the
Bill.  On the other hand. the Bill requires
that onr approval shall be given tn the Case
which accompanies it,

any

The Premier: Not “approval.”

Mr. TONKIN : That is what the Bill zavs.

The Premier: No, that is not there.

Me. TONKIN: I have noi sufficient ex-
perience of procedure in this House to know
whether T may guote from a Bill, bwi if
am permitted to do so0, ¥ would hike to read
these words—

And whereas the said joint Committees of
hoth Houses of Parlinmint was duly appointed,

and thereafter madde a rocommendation that a1
committee be appointed consisting of Messrs.
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C. Dudley, J. Lindsay, A, J. Reid, J. Sead-
dan, J, L. Walker, and JI. K. Watson io pre-
pare a dutiful Address to His Majesty, the
Statement of the Case for Seecssion, and hum-
bic Applications to both Houses of the Im-
perial Parliament as may be necessary to effect
the withdrawal of the I'copic of the State from
the TFederal Commonwealth and to submit the
Case for the suhsequent approval of both
Houses of Parliament, . . . .

Hon. W. D, Johnson: Therchy hangs a
Ealu.

The Premier: We will be able t¢ argue
about that in Commiitee,

Mr. TONKIN: Those words surely mean
that the Case has to be submitted for the
approval of hoth Houses of Parliament.

My, Latham: But the Bill does not earry
(hat out, does it?

Mr. TONKIN: Where the Cuse represents
a recilal of facts, T am prepared to approve
of it, but when it amounts to an expression
of personal opinions, T amn not prepared to
approve of its contents, because my opin-
jons are different from those indicated in
the document. For instance, elabovate argu-
ments ave embodied dealing with free trade
and protection, in which direction opinions
are expressed with which I would not agree
for one moment.

The Premien: Neither would I.

Mr. TONKIN: I cannot give my approval
to the Case when it contains such matters,
unless I have the right to amend the docu-
ment.

The Prewier: Neither would 1 give wmy
approval.

Mr. TONIKIN: But if I read the Bill
aright, as it stands now, we will not have
that power. We cannet amend either the
Bill or the Case.

The Premier: Yes, you ean.

AMr. TONKIN: Then we shall see. The
memher for Northam (Mr. Hawke} asked
that question, and I looked through the Bill
to ascertain if T could supply the answer to
my own satisfaction.

The Premier: You can move to amend
the Bill in any way you like.

Mr. TONKIN: I am speaking more par-
ticularly of the Case.

The Premier: Yes, and the Case too,

Mr. TONKIN: But the Bill refers to the
submission of the Case for the approval of
hoth Flounses of Parliament! It does not
refer to the Case “as amended by either the
Legislative Assembly or the Legislative
Couneil.”
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The Premier: Of course if is subject to
amendment.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Tf we amend any
portion of it, then the Case, as it stands,
will not be endorsed by Parliament.

Mr. TONKIN: L should say that the Bill,
ag it stamds, does not permit ws to do any-
thing of the sot.

The Premier: The reference you have
ifuoted means the Bill as it has gone through
Parlizment.

Mr. TONKIN: I think it necessary ‘that
something shonld be inserted to indieate that
the measure has gone forward as amended
by Parliament.

Hon. W, ID. Johuson: No, we should strike
out that particular clanse.

Mr, TONKIN: Or we could amend ;t.

The Minister for Mines: 1t may keep us
till next year if we are to amend the Case.

Mr. TONKIN: That raises a further diffi-
culty, Having regavd to the bulkiness of
the Case, the job confronting ns of amend-
ing it involves going through the whole of
it.  What will he our position if we alter
it at all?  Parliament will be responsihle
for the whole of it.

Hon. W. . Johnson: We are only re-
sponstble for it as we pass it

M. SPEAKER: Order! I think diseus-
sions of this deseriptien shonld take place
in Committee and not at this stage.

My, TONKIXN: I should noi he held re-
sponsible lor a measure I cannot amend,
iror should 1 be held responsible for a docu-
ient that contains espressions of opinion
of other prople. .1f Pavlimmnent endorses
the document, then we hecome responsible
tor the whele Case.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: You will be respon-
sible all right. _

AMr. TONKIN: As 1 indieated at the out-
sel, it is onty natural that I should have a
feeling of regret that circumstanees will
foree me info heing party to an action that
may possibly result in the dismemberment of
the Australian nation, On the other hand,
there has been one bright ligh(, during the
debate.  The member for Nedlands (Hon.
N. Keenan) has prepared the people that
they may fall lightly. 1t is common know-
ledge that during the referendum cam-
paign, the view was placed hefore the peo-
ple ihat Secession was their only hope of
salvation.  They were told that our ills
were almost wholly and solely the result of
Federation, and that Secession would re-
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move tho-e disabilities; on the eonsumma-
tion of Secession. everything in the garden
was to be lovely. Now we find that, during
the course of the present debate, the mem-
ber for Nedlands has indieated that that is
not the view he adopts. On ihe other hand,
he has contented himself with saving that
while we remain within the Federvation,
Western .Austrulia will have no chance,
but if we can get out of Federation, we will
have a ehance, He did not quofe the odds.
Are they 100 to one or 1,000 to one?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Nn, 1,000,000 fu
one.

Mr. TONKIN: At least the member for
Nedlunds, by his utterance, indicated that
he does not expect a great deal from Seces
sien, aml [ commend him for telling the
people that mueh. A number of prominent
men led the people to believe that immedi-
ately Secession Decame an accomplished
fact, we would be in for a wondertul time.
The member for Nedlands made it clear,
however, that the road will be long and
hard to travel. Those were not his exact
words, but that was what he implied.

The Premier: He wus a bit more honest
than most political and other leaders who
have suggested that the road will be casy.

Mr, TONKIN: At any rvaie the member
for Nedlands has nol adopted that attitude,
and T commend him for his remarks.

Mr. TTawke: Tt would have heen hefter
had he given expression to that opinion
wiwen the referendum eampaign was in pro-
gress.

Mr. TONKIN: We have had « lot of ver-
biage during the debate, and last night we
listened to a marvellously declamatory ut-
terance, which snggested thaf sincerity was
the monopoly of one particnlar member.

The Premier: Did vou sav ‘‘sincerity’’?

Mr. TONKIN: Yes. For wmy part, I
think there is a great deal of insineerify
ahout the whole business.

Mr. Hawke: My word there is.

Mr. TONKIXN: A number of men who
are takine a prominent part in the move-
ment are not adopting that attitude be-
cause they think this aetion will result ul-
timately in benefit to Western \usiralia.
Their action is governed by what they con-
sider will be the interests of No. 1.

Mr. Hawke: And many of them will tell
¥ou so privately.
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A, TONKIN: It is because of that, that
people shenld be very chary in giving
whole-hearted suppuort to the wmovemeut
that has been so prowinently before 13
during the last vear or two. [ have no de-
sive to delain the Houze any longer. T
hope the position regarding the Case will
be thoronghly examined. aud that we will
not he foreed into accepting responsibility
for a docwmnent in comnection with which
we ave to have no say in alteving or amend-
ing where we consider necessary.

THE PREMIER (llon. P, (‘ollicr—oul-
der—in reply) [5.281: I have no objeciion
to offer to the manner in whieh the Bill has
been received. Even those who have eritici-
sed it and have offered objections to it, have
done soin accordance with their feelings and
heliefs, T do not propose to delay the TTou~e
at anv leneth in replving to the debafe,
mainly hecanse T feel that there has heen
little that ealls for a reply. The issue is
very simple indeed. At the ontset Parlia-
ment passed a Bill, which became an Aet,
authorising the taking of a vefevendum. Sub-
sequently a referendum was taken in order
to ascertain the views of the elertors of the
State on this all-important guestion. The re-
sult of that referendum was, in vound fig-
ures, a two to one majority in favonr of
Secession. At the time the referendum was
taken a general election was held and T, on
hehalf of the party of which T was leader,
said to the people of this conntry that whilsé
we took no definite part in the referendum,
each of our candidates being free to express
his own individual opinion, either for or
against Secession, whatever the result of the
vole might he, our party, iff we should come
into office, would do our utmost to give effect
to the will of the people as expressed at that
referendiin, That was perfeetly fair and
definite.

Hon. W.
to it.

The PREMIER: In 8 moment T will deal
with the way in which T think some mem-
bers are subseribing to it now. That is an-
other question. However. we did that; we
wenf to the country and gave that promise.
We were fortitied in adopting that attitade
at the elections by a long-standing plark of
the platforin of the Labour Party. nmnely
the initiative and referendium.  That has
been one of our standhys.

1}, John=on: We all subseribed
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Hon, W. 1. Johnson: It does not apply
lo the Bill.

The PREMIER: Apparenily therr is a
difference between my interpretation and the
hon. member’s interpretation of that plank
in our platform. However, the verdiet was
given by the people, and the Govermuent
were obliged to earry out that promise. The
result  is that this Bill is now  here.
What is the objection to it? Some memhers
gay it is nol the right way to give effect to
the will of the people; that instead of its he-
ing presented in this form by way of a Bill
it should have been by an Address to His
Majesiy the King.

Hon. W. D. Johuson: You =aid that.

The PREMIFKR: 1 did?  When?

Houw, W, D). Jolinson: When introducing
it to the Honse.

The PREMIEER: The hon, member, it he
ynotes that authority  which constituted a
commiltee to prepare the Case, knows quite
differently.  Anyway, 1 put it to any mem-
ber who wishes to give effect to the promise
made to the people, whether it be hy way of
an dddress to the Ring or by way of this
Bill, what is the hon. member quibhling
abhont ! It is the difference hotween (wee tle-
Adunt and tweedledee. 7 course he is olv
tryving to side-step the i=<ue and get around
the pramize made to the people hy artacking
the mevrer of the presentation of the Case.
It ix nothing more nor less,

Hen. W DL Johnzon: There is the con-
stitutional aspect.

The PREAMIKR: Constitniionni rubhish?
What does it matter? The whaole quarrel of
the hou. member is that this i< nol the
proper way in which to present it,

Hun, W, D. Johnson: Hear, hear!

The PREMTER: Not the vight wav: thai
it ouzht te be presented throneh an Adidress
to the King, not by way of a Rill. That 1
the hon. member’s objection, fhat it oucht
to be presented by way of an Addres- (o the
Ning.

Hon, W, DL Jalueson
hoth ouzes,

The PREMIER: Let me put this to the
bun, miember: he <avs it ~honlil oo torward
o the Ning by way of rve-olution ol hoth
TEou=es.

How W,

way,

By resolntion of

. Johnson: That i the proper

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER: 1t may be =o0; [ do not
agree,

Hon. W. D, Johnson: 1t hag always heen
done.

The PREMIER: XNot always, because
nothing of this kind has ever hecen done he-
fore. But suppose that should he the right
way, and that this way, by Bill, is the wrong
way; docs that call for much disagreement?

Hon., W, D, Jolnson: Yes.

The PREMIER : All those who at the last
clections subseribed to give effect to the vole
of the people subseribed to a prineiple, not
to u form. They agreed on the platforns
of this country to give effect to the vote of
the people. Nofhing was said abont whether
it was to he done hy dropping something in
a pillar hox and sending it by post.  The
hon. member is a great stickler for constitu-
tional methods, and T hope T am not deing
him an injustice when 1 say that hy raising
this point of having it done in what he re-
cards as a constitutionnl way, he is trying
to give eflect to his own mdividual npinion
rather than to the vote of the people.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: It i= you who are
daing that.

The PREMIEL: That is the attitude of
the hon. memher. What does it malter
whether it goes farward by wayx of Addre s
or hy way of a petition?

Moun. WL 1) JJohnzen: | will tell vou.

The PREMIER: The main ohlization on
this DParlimment is to wive effeet to the will
of the people and, let me say. noi ta do it in
a slipshod, fukewarm way, hat to do it in the
most effective and proper way.  labour
memhers would he letting down eone of the
principles they stand For, and letting down
the platfarm af he party which stands for
the refevendum, if the party’s represenia-
tives in this House were to arrowate fo them-
selves the right to decide in what manner
they <hould give effeet to that ereat princinie
cherizhed by that great party.  Suppo-e
members ol the | abeur Party in thix House
were to adopt this attitude towards the peo-
ple: “Well. yvon are taking a referendum on
~omething, but if we do not agree with your
decizion we will not put it forward in any
effective manner,” What would the people
think?  The e i= honesty required ir these
matters, that honesty which pre-cribe- that
not only are we pledged to the principle of
the veferenlum aml (o mive effect 10 the
vatee of the people. but we are in honour
honnd fo attempt to enrey it ouf in (he most
cfivetive manner; not in a =lipshod way,
werely drapping an envelope in a pillar-hox,
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TWe are bound to do it in the most effective
way, and that i all the Bill =eeks: to do.
Without imputing mutives to any member
on this side of the ouse, T =ay members
should he very careful in dealing with the
Bill, careful in detesmining whether they are
giving effect to their own individual opinions
on Secesslon or whether they ave carrving
out the great prineiple of the Lahour plat-
form, that the vote of the majority must
prevail.

Hon. W. D. Johmson: T am very eareful
about that,

The PREMIER: Yes, the hon. membher
has always heen very eareful about that;
I sm quite aware of that. Perhaps we shall
have something to say about that later on.
On behalf of the Clovernment, T dizsent en-
tirely from the view that some members
of the Labour arty—not nreeessarily in
the House, but perhaps oniside—apparent-
Iy entertain, T dissent from the attitude
adopted of putting the Government in the
wrong in regard to Labour principles.

Hon W. D. Johnson: That will have to
be fought out.

The PREMIER: Yes, and T know the
way in which I will fight it out, and [
know also how the hon. member started it
andd what a wretched attitude it i«

Hon W. D). Johnson: In this House.

The PREMIER: And outside, too.

Hon W. D. Jobnson: [ did not,

The PREMI¥R : The Government, in re-
gard to the Bill, have not departed one
iota from accepted and generally knnwn
Labour principles, notwithstanding which
sonie memhers woull have the rank and file
outside helieve otherwise.

Hon W, D. Johnson: I can prove that.

The PREMIFR: The hon. member can
prove anvthing to the satisfaction of his
own mind.

on W. 1. Johnson: T have to prove it
lo =atisfyx the Labour people outside.

The PREMIFER: The hon. member can
prove anything to his own satisfaction, but
anfortunately for him he has nover heen
able to prove anvthing in regard to Labour
prineiples to any large number, inside or
outside the House.

Hon W. D. .Johnson:
there a =ood while.

The PREMIFR: Yes, but notwithstand-
ing his proofs, the hon, memher has never
rot anvwhere muech. T want to deal with
the hon member's comments on the Bill:

Yet I have heen
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wish to do that in defence of the Govern-
ment, and in defence of Labour prineiples,
for I should be sorry if those amumgsi the
electors who support Labour should aceept
the hon. member’s ideas ns to what ave
real Labour principles.  lor instance, in
his speech on the sceond reading he said—

It is no good 1dling me that this is an open
gquestion, that cvery member is free to vote
as he likes,

Why should ir he no wood?

Hon W. D). Johnzon: Beeanse vou huve n
majority here, irrespeciive of the way in
which | wmay vote,

The PREMIER: The vofing that will
{ake place in Committee will show whether
or not it iz an vpen yuestion,  The hon.
member said it was of no use telling him
fhat every member was free 1o vote as he
liked. What justification ix there for that
statement ?

Hon. W. D, Johnson: The passing of vour
Bill = assured.

The PREMIER: But whatever happens
to the Bill, whaiever the voting may be,
surely it does not invalve the point whether
this is a free and open question or not!

Hon. W. I1. Johnson: T was spesking, not
from that peint of view, hut from the Lab-
our point of view.

The PREMIKR: “The Labour poiut of
view,” saxs the hon. wember. T con gather
whal is in lus mind. e said, *Members
are not free tn vote ax they like”

Hon. W. II. .Jolson: 1 did not say so.

The PREMIER: “Flansard” says that the
Lon, member did say so. T am quating from
“Hansanl”

Hon, W, D, Johnson: I dil not say that.

The PHEMIER: 1 quoting  'rom
“Tlansavd.”

Ton. W, 12, Johnson: That would he con-
tradicting wmyvself. 1 adwmit, ax yvou =ay. that
it i= an epen quesiion.  Coauveus deeided that
wav,  Why should T sav it iz not?

The PREMIER: [ c¢annot undersiand
why, Tt i~ one of the extraordinary things
that ihe hon. member =0 frequently does say.
He contradiets himeelt. [ have never known
himi to speak For 15 winutes withour con-
tradicting lm-elt. without aflirming -ome-
thing at the beginniug ol his remarks and

ainy

nezativing it hetore sitting down. 1 have
yuoted the hon. member's words, 1 know
whut 15 in e hon. member’s mind, e has
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m wind that this Bill. if earried, will be
earried by the votes of the Oppocsition.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That i= what I
said.

The PREMIER: I quoted the hon, mem-
ber's words. However, I will accept that
statement if the hon. member likes to ecor-
reet “Hansard” in that wav.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: That iz in “Han-
sard.”

The PREMIER: The hon. member savs
that the Bill will he earried by the vofes of
the Opposition,

AMr. Patriek: 18 will be carrvied by a major-
ity of this House, :

The PREMIER.: Ts there anvthing wrong
with o Bill being earried by a majority of
the House, even thongh the majority include
members of the Opposition? There are no
Labour principles involved.

Me. Latham: 1t is really supporting Lab-
our prineiples.

The PREMIER: This ixsue was made a
non-party question at the last election.
Every member on this side of the House or
on the other side of the House was free to
declare himself one way or the other. Every
member on the Government side is Tree to
vote as he likes. So. in a free and open
vofe on an issue which is not a party ques-
tion and was not a party question at the
election, what is wrong with the Bill being
carried by a majority of this House? Tven
though the majority should come {rem the
other side of the House, what is wrong with
it?

Hon, W. D). Johnson: T will explain.

The PREMIER : Of conrse the hon. mem-
ber will explain in his own peculiar way, I
know what is behind that kind of {alk and
insinuation. The inference is that in some
way or other, according to the explanation
that may be made by the hon. member, this
Bill infringes the Labonr platform and Lab-
our principles, and the present Government
are only able to get it passed by the House
with the support of Labowr's opponents.
That is what is behind it all. The hon. mem-
ber is trying te gel that into the minds of
the electors who sent us here.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The Committee
stage will prove or disprove that.

The PREMIER : It will prove a lot. That
is the motive behind the hon. member’s re-
marks. That sort of thing will not go down.
The hon. member eannot put ihe present
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Government, or any wowmber of jt, in the
wrong as regards Labonr principles on this
or on any other gquestion,

Han, W, I}, Johnson: The Government
eannot put me in the wrong, either,

The PREMIER: Of course not,

The Minister for Mines: The Government
are not trving to put the member for Guild-
ford-Midland in the wrong. He is tryving to
put us in the wrong.

The PREMIER ; That i the point. The
hot. memther, in his own peculiar way and
by hix own peculizr methods, i= trving o put
the Government in the wrong with the men
and wonien who retwrned them to this House,
atd he cannot do it

Hon. W. D, Johnson: We shall zec.

The I"REMIER: There are mnembers of
the Government whose record will hear com-
parison even with that great record that the
hon. inemher gave himself in hiz zecond read-
ing speech,  Well, there are no bhabies in
Labour principles amongst the members of
the Govermment, and T venture to =ayv that
they will not be put in the wrong by the hon.
member,

Hon. W. D, Jotmson: Time will <how,

The PREMIER : T T may say so, the hon,
membey is designedly trving to put wz in the
wrong.

ITon. W. 1) Johnson: That iz not rieh.

The PREMIER:: The hon. member zaid—

Tt dacs not matter how [ vote, or how tha
rank and file of the Lahour Party vote.

That iz a zood old gag—the rank and file—
and T know how it has heen used by design-
ing leaders.

The Government are assured of a majority

breeause we know the Bill will appeal unam-
mously to members of the Opposition.

That is the point T have heen making. The
inference he would have Labour supporters
draw is that a Bill that appeals unanimouzly
to the Opposition must of necessity bhe op-
po=ed to Labour prineiples.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Oh no.

The PREMIER: The hon. memher also
satid—

Tf members of the Cabinet stick to t-l_u’il‘
Bill, as they will, they, plus the Opposition,
can have effeet given to the measure.

See the vein running through it! The hon,
member conveys to the rank and file of the
Labour movement that the Bill will be passed
with the support of the Opporition, and the
inference is that, if it gets through with the
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support of the Opposition, it must of neces-
sity be opposed to Labour principles,

Hon. W. ). Johnsan: I believe it i=.

The PREMIER: The hon. member does
not helieve it at all; bhe ix merely talking
that way. The hon. memher also =atd—

In those circumstances, what is the good of

telling me that members have freedom  of
action?

In what way is their freedom of action han-
pered? Haz the hon. membher’s freedom of
acfion heen hampered?  Ha- he not enough
amendment- on the notice paper?  If the

hon. member has heen hampered. we micht:

arranve for a double-sized nolice paper.
Looking at biz Nl of amendments, T cannot
helieve that his (reedom of action has heen
restricted in any way.

Mr. Latham: Anyhow, he did say in a
hakewarm anner that he would oive effect
to the.will of the people.

The PREMIER: In his speech the hon.
member said—

In those circumsianecs what is the good of
telling me that members have freedom of
action, secing that the Bill has already heen
Jaunched, and we must realise that we have
ne power to seeure uany drastic mmendments
that we may regard as necossary!

Hon, W. T John-on: That part is worth
re-reading.

The PREMIER: | do not propose to ve-
read if.

Hon, W. D. Tohnsgn: [t ¢linches my argu-
ment.,

The PREMIFER : 1t is all rubbish and non-
zen=e, Tn use a phraze ihat was frequently
emploved by another hon. wmember in this
Chamber last evening, there is not a serap
of =incerity behind it

Mr. SPEAKER: T hope the 'remicr iz
not aceusing ithe member for Guildford-
Midland of heing insincere.

The PREMIER: No, T was referring to
the member who wpoke last oveming, hut 1
hope there will be some connection. The
hon. member also zaid—

The Lahour movement has been a big move-
ment, dealing with big questions wn a hig way.

I quite agree with that. It has heen my
privilege to be assoeiated with the Labour
movement for a longer term of years, 1
venture to say, than the hon. member can
claim.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: A long while.

The PREMIER: 1 ¢an show a union
ticket dating further back, I venture to

289

say, than any that can be shown hy the
hon. member.

Mr. Hawke: Not in the awin]l AW.U,,
T hope.

The PREMIER: Yes, it was
A WU, The hon. member added—

Tonight, however, we find that great party

degenerated to the cxtent of piloting through
Parliament a Bill of this kind,

in the

Degenerated!  That waz an unworthy re-
mark for the hun, member to make. 1le
said the Governiment had been guilty of
introducing into this House a Bill that evi-
denced degeneration in the great Labour
wavement, ihe members of which, [ main-
thin, compare Lavourably with the hon,
member,

T regeet what is heing dene. 1t is not worthy

af the T.abour Party., Tt is not up to the
stamdard set hy the Lahour movement of old.

What halderdash!  What is there in tbe
Bill chai detracts from ghe sftandard of
the lLabour movement of old? What is
there in the Bill that in any way reveals
degeneration either of Labour principles or
of the Labour movement? The hon. menm-
ber made those wretched and extravagant
statements for the purpose of inflnencing
people outside the House who do nat
know the faets. The charge of the hon.
member is that members of the Govern-
ment, in introducing the Bill, have done
something revealing degeneration in the
lL.abour movement and lowering the move-
ment from the standard oeeupied of old. I
stand here to-night to answer that clarge.
What shadow of jusfifieation iz there for
such statoments? Ts there any one line or
word in the Bill to justify any honest nan,
any impartial man, or any decently impar-
tial eritiec in making such an observation?

Iion. W. D. Johnsen: That is exirava-
gant language.

The PREMIER: For extravagance my
lapgnage is not to be compared with that
emploved in the quotations I have read.
The language I am usxing is mild in com-
parison with the contemptible language
emploved by the hon. member, It is un-
worthy of any honourable, honest und
decent Lahour wman te make such a charze.

Hon. W. I. Johnson: You oughi to he
azhamed of wvourself.

The PREMIER: The hon. member ought
to hr ashamed. I rather feel that he is
ashamed, now that I am quoting his re-
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marks. Does it liec with him to make a
charge of this kind against this Govern-
ment, to say that we have done something
to degenerate the Labour movement; dees
it He with him to make the charge to whith
I have just allnded? Tt does not lie with
him; above all men that I know, least should
it come from the hon. member.

Hon. W. D. Johuson: T invite you <o zav
what you mean. You are only insinuating.

The PREMIER: I am speaking awsnst
the hon. member’s arguments.

Hon. W. D. Jolmson: You are making
insinuations.

The PREMIER: The hon. member cau-
not hluff me. I am arguing against his
statements. [ am not insinnating any more
than he insinuated things in his remarks.

Hon. W. D. Johnson : Mine was a straight-
out declaration.

The PREMIER: He has made a direci
charge against this Government. e has
not insinuated it, but has made a direct
charge.

Hon. W. D. Johason: That is what T pre-
fer you to do.

The PREMIER: My charze against the
hon. member is that he has no authority to
do this, and is absolutely wrong. Am I
going bevond that? The hon. member made
a rharge against the Government of jeopard-
ising the Labour principles. That was a
direct charee,

Haon., W. D. Johnson: Undoubtedty.

The PREMIER: I am repudiating that.
T hope I am not going hevond the requisite
bounds.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You are insinuat-
ing you could say something against me.

The PREMIER : T am not insinuating.

Mr., SPEAKER: Oreder! Will the Pre-
mier address the Chaiv?

The PREMIER: I am not Insinuating
anything beyvond the arguments [ am an-
ploying. If the hon. member likes to chal-

lenge me, T will not be averse to -ayving'

something I am not saying to-night.

Hon. W. . Johnson: 1 do challenge the
Premier. .

Mr. SPEAKER : Will the Premier address
him=elf to the Bill!?

The PREMIER: The hoen, member need
not challenge me. T may take the opporrun-
ity to =ay -zomething without beingz chal-
lengred.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: T do challenge the
Premier definitely.
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The PREMIER: That is good bluff now,
The hon. membler would not make any chal-
fenwe 15 years ago, but he throws out a chal-
lenge now when there are new and young
mebers in the House who do not know
him. .

Hon, W. D. Jobnzon: I challenge the Pre-
mier.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!
ber is not in this question,

The PREMIER: The hon. member ean-
not bluft me.

Hon. W, 1). Johnson: I challenge the Pre-
mienr,

My, SPEAKER: Will the Premier resume
hiz seat? 1 mmst ask members to vefrain

The hon, mem-

from cross-questioning one another. The
Prewmier has the right of reply. He is re-

plving fairly, | think, and sheuld get a fair
hearing.

The PREMIER : T do not desive to labour
the question, or to indulge in personalities
with the member for Guildford-Midland
(Hon. W. D. Johnson). Somehow we do
not seem very often to agree wpon mutters
of public impertance, But 1 do desire to
say that the Bill appears to me to he guite
¢lear, ag [ said on the second reading, aud
the issue itself seems to be quite clear. I
am not able to understund the attitude of
certain members of the Labour Party who
oppose the Case being presented in its hest
form. 1 do, however, understand and
appreeciate the views expressed by some of
my friends, namely, that there should not he
any neeessity to send a delegation, and that
the Case might well be presented by the
Agent General. That is a legitimate view
for any member of the party to entertain.
Any one is entitled to say that the delegation
should be reduced in number, or that theve
shonld he no delegation ai all. That is quite
understandahle, aid | findd no ebjection there,
Every member is free to vofe on this ques-
tion, aid no member of the Labour Party
will ihenr my displeasure it he <honld vote
to the effeer that there <hould he no delega-
tion, or that it should consizr ol one, two, or
three persons.  The malter is entirely  for
mewhers to gqecide. Taving done as we did,
and having taken up the attitude we took up
at the general clections on the whole ques-
tion, 1 suggesr to my friend that the. ailop-
tion ot the prineiple of the referendum, md
the prineiple of giving effect fo the vote of
the people as expressed in the ballot hox,
does entail upon this party the obligation to
give ellect to these things in the most
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adequate way possible. That i~ what [ ~ub-
mit to my friends.

Hon, W. DD, Johnson: You and T will not
differ up to that point.

The PREMIER: No member of the party
will challenge that. We are hound to give
effcet to the voie of the people. But there
svems to be a difference of opinion on thix
~tde of the House a< to the manner in which
thix should he given effect to. To raize
troubie a~ fo whuether it should he done by
way of Address to the King, or petition to
hoth House< of the Britizh Parliament, is
merely an eva~ion of the whole ¢uestion,

Mr. Hawke: One of the individuals who
prepared the Case has stafed definitely that
unless members support the whole Bill and
nothing but the Bill, the whole ("ase and
nothing but the Case, they will be bhetraving
the decisions of the people.

The Minister tor Works: Nonsense,

The PREMIER: 1 listened most earelully
to the speech of the hon. member on thix Bill,
and | take ne¢ exception to any word he
uttered. e has xaid that one member of the
Becession Committee, who prepaved the Case,
gaid that it has to be the whole Bill, and
mothing bt the Bill.

Mr, Hawke: The same with the Ca<e,

The PREMIER: Some member of that
cummittee may lave made that statement,
hit the members of the committee are not
infallible.

Mr. Thorn: We have a say in the matter.

The PREMIER: They are not the he-all
andd end-all of the (a<e they have put up. [
should {ike this to be put on rweeord so that T
may not he misunder<tood | am personatly
ceppo-ed to Seees~ion, anl have been oppo~ed
to it s ~lronelye a< any menher on this ~ide
of the Houwse. 1 would not have introdneed
tee Bill it the contents ol it, ineluding the
Ca~e itsell. had conmiirttesd e (0 an expres-
sion ot approval of Secession or an expres-
o of appraval of the Care. | want men-
ber~ on thi~ <ide of the Honwe to rezard
thewselves a~ tree to vole as thoy think it
upon any elaise or any line of the Bill, with-
car freling that they are coumitting them-
~lves to Neees<ion, or anythine contained in
the Case. 11 1 ~tinted 1o o into the Case I
wonhd probally disscar frone 30 per cent. of
it. | di~aeree with it, but [ contend there i=
rathing in thi- Bill, =0 far us 1 have ex-
amined it that eomit any memher to o
versonal approval of Recession, or a per-
=onal approval of the Caze as it has heen

Presnted. T the positier were otherwi-e 1

gii) |

wonld not be fathering the Bill. 1 am op-
po=ed to Secession, as much as any man i

Mr, Hawke: Then the -tatement of M.
Wat-on is abswrd.

The 'REMIER: T do not know exactly
what that statement is.

AMr. Hawke: There are several ~tatements
by Mr. Wat<on,

The PREMIER: I awm =peaking for my-
selt, anid [ stand by what 1 =ay. We are not
rommitted fo Seeession or to the Case for
Secession.  Parliament is asked to pass this
Bill and this Case, as bheing an authentic
Case that hax been put up by a <ommittee
ereatidd by Parliament itself. T hope there
will he no misunderstanding within the ranks
of our own Party on thix matter. There
i~ no teeling whatzacever with regard to
it. | desire to make it clear, not only
to mewbers of  the House, but to the
people of the evountry, that thix Hovern-
ment, in hringing down the Bill, and giving
effeet to the vote of the people in e¢nnso-
nance with our platform, are =till standing
hy our platform and our policy. T do not
want it to go forward in any in=idions way,
in underground rireles and by nnderground
engineering, thal this {overnment are do-
ing something which is eontrary to the
Labour plaiform and Labowr principles.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Stomding Orders Spspeusion.

THE PREMIER (Hon P. Collier—
Roulder) [6.12]: T move—

That so much of the Standing Orders be sus-
petded s is necessary o enalde the third read-
ing of this Bill to he taken at this sitting,

HON. W. D. JGENSON (tiuildford-Mid-
tand [6.147: L do not think thiz i~ Tair
The intention is that we <hall he Lept go-
ing all night in the Conmillee <taze. No
doubt there will he discus~lon Jurine that
afare.

Mr. Latham: Tt is only o =mal? Bill,

Hon, W_ 1 JOIENSON - It will be casy to
exhaust the sinall minority who may desire
to expre~~ their views. and (o attempt to
convinee the Committee tha! ceitain things
are wrong.  Last night we were prepared
v wo on with the dehate, but T take it that
the Premier for hi- own
the convenience of the
vided upon an carly adjournent,

CORVeNIeNer,  or
CGavermuaoent, de-
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The Premier: A supporter of yours was
not prepared to go on,

Hon, W. D. JOHNSOXN: 1 was told in
the afternoon that eertain members were
going on.

The Premier: They werve not ready to do
so. I adjourned the debate to neet the
convenience of those members.

Hon, W. D, JOUNSON: 1 appeal to the
Premier to remember that the Legizlative
Council has adjourned until Tuesday next,
and that we have all day fomorrow in
which to deal with the Bill in Committee.
Why cexhanst us to-night in order to reach
the third reading stage, when we still have
to-morrow left to us? It is of no value to
pass the Bill thvongh to-night, 1If it he
finalised to-merrow, it will still reach thel
Legislative Couneil on Tuesday. We shounld
deal with the Bill under decent condi-
tions. T the Premier intends to go on with
it to-night, it means, in my case, that my
powers of endurance are going to he tested
in  maintaining fthe justifieation for the
amendments I have submitted.

Sitting suspended from 6,15 to 7.30 pom.

Hon. W. D, JOHENSOX: It is known thai
I have given notice of a nwmber of amenl-
ments. To take the third reading at this sit-
ting means calling upon me to sustain the
debate during the Committee staze until all
my amendments have been disposed of. I
regard that as unfair, seeing that there have
been other adjournments.

The PREMIER: 1 have no desire what-
ever to place the hen. member im 4 position
of inconvenience. The only reason 1 have
for moving the suspension of the Standing
Orders is that T feel that perbaps the Bill
may go through the Committee stage at this
stiting. Vollowing that, we would take the
third reading, so as to send the measure to
another place. Il the Standing Orders were
not suspended, it would, in the cirewanstanees
1 have indicated, he necessary for us to meet
to-morrow merely to puss the third reading.,
so that the Bill might reach another place.
I assure the hon. member that T shall not
try to foree the Bill through at this sitting.
I am quite willing to adjourn ar a rea=on-
able hour to-night.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: With that assur-
ance I am autisfied. My amendments arve
not for the purposes of stonewalling, nor
do T propose to stonewall the que~tion itsell;

[ASSEMBLY.]

but | do want to debaie the guestion nnder
reasonable conditions. [ amn quite prepared
to go on sitting untit 11 o’¢lock, but L do
not want ta miss my last train.

The Premier: I assure the lon. meniber

ihat we shall not =it beyond a reasonable

hour,
Mr. SPEARER: I have counted the
House. There is an absolule wajority of

menthers present,

Question pat and passed.

In Cononitiee.

Mr. Sleemun in the Chair; the Premier
in clrarge of the Bill.

Clause l-—agreed to.

(lanse 2—Case for Secession anthorised
to be printed and published:

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: My object in
placing on the Notice 'aper un amendment
tor the rejection of this ¢lause was to indi-
eate that I proposed to appeal to the Cham-
ber not to allow the clause to be included
in the Biil. T wish to wmake it abundantly
clear that I desire to support the Premier
and all other Labour wmembers who, like
myselt, declared on the hustings 'that we
would respect and lLonour the deeision of
the people. 1 intend to do that te the full.
All my amendments have that for their oh-
jeet, The I'remier rightly pointed out this
afternoon that the people at the referendam
dectared themselves in Favour of secesxion.
Whatever the declaration of the will of the
people may he, it wilt be honoured and given
cifect to by the Labour Party, Various Lab-
our people expreszed their views on the sub-
ject, and those views were uot all exuctly
the same; but it was generally agreed thut
the expressed view of the vountry would he
represented in a wanner that would be faith-
ful to the resolution carried by the people at
the referendum. Up Lo that stage there is
noe difference of opinion between the re-
mier and me. Mowever, the hon, gentleman,
having made that declaration at the general
election, having been anceesstul at the poll,
and having been chosen for the Premiership,
proceeded to fulfil the promise made by him
that the will of the people would be taith-
fully obeved. Aeceordingly he moved a reso-
lution to that effect in this Chawber. What
had he said that he would de to [ulfil the
prontise in this Padiament! He mnoved o
motion, which was carrvied hy this Chawcber,
that o dutitul addreess be presented to His
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Majesty and an applicaton made to both
Houses of the Imperial Parliament. That
is in nceordance with what the hon. gentle-
man had said during the general election,

The Premier; The Bill says that,

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: It says more
than that. Having given his pledge to the
people, the Premier implemented that
pledze and took the first move towards
fuliilling the obligation which he had under-
taken on behalf of the Labour Party. [n the
terms of the motion his pledge would be im-
plemented by the submission of an address
te His Majesty and an application to voth
Houses of the Imperial Parliameni. Al
that my amendment seek= iz to observe that
pledge faithiully, to provide for an address
to His Majesty and an application to beth
Houses of the Imperial Parliament, as sugz-
gested by the DPremier’s original  wmotion.
After stating iefinitelv how he would do
these things, the Premier suggested the
appointment of » joint committee of hoth
Houses of this Pardiament tor the purpose
of doing them: that is to say, preparing ihe
address 1o His Majesty and the application
to both Houzes of the Nuperial Parliawment.
The Premier's appenl to this Parliament was
honowred nnanimously, bhoth Houses carry-
ing the resolution 1 luve outlined.  Next a
joint comittee was appointed, the Premier
being its chairman.  That eommittee, after
deliberation. decided to recommend that a
commitice of eitizens he appointed For the
purpose of implementing the rvesolution. But
by some wmeans or other, some influcnee or
other, possibly hy some representation made
io that committee, something was added to
the original motion. The commitiee added
the words “to prepare the Case Lor Seces-
sipn to be submitted for the sulmeguent
approval of both Houses of Parliament.”

Mr, Latham: If vou look at the original
motion, von will find thai provided in it.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Exactly. That
shows how difficult it is to follow thiz nues-
tion. The Premicr’s original motion was
for an address to His Majesty and an appli-
cafion to both Houses of the Tmperial Par-
liament. There is no difterence of apinion
as to that. That is whai the Lahour Pavty
ziood for, and that is what the Premier sub-
mitted in the motion he introduced. But
after the appointmeni of the committee 1o
give eficet to the resolntion, that eommittec
added (o the resolution a reconunendation
fhat a Case for Secession should he pre-
pared. The Case for Secession. however.
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was not to be prepared for submission to
anyone outside Western Australia,  The
members who sat on the committee under
the Premier's chairnranship tried to ensure
that no Case for Secession should go for-
ward vutil it had been endorsed or appreved
by both Houses of this Parliament. That
recomumendation reached this Chamber and
another place, Tt was a very definite and
distinet reeommendation—

Your Comuwittee recommend that the follow-
ing gentfemen be appointed a committee to
prepare a dutiful Address to His Mujesty,
a stutement of the Case for Secession, and an
humble application to hoth Houses of the Tn-
perial Purlinment to procure such legislation
by the Imperial Parlinment as may be neces-
sary to effectuate the withdrawal of the peo-
ple of the State from the Federnl Common-
wenlth

Then the names of the gentlemen rveferred
tv are given, and the report continues—

——and to suhmit’ the Case for the subsequent
upproval or borh Houses of Parliamont,

Something had happened meantime. Some-
thing had influenced the conunittee to de-
clure that « Case for Secession should he
prepared.  Words to thai effect were aldded
to the original resolution. Something must
have influenced the ecommitiee to go beyond
the original metion moved by the Premier
and earried by this Chamber: The report of
the conmittee came to hoth Houses, and
was adopted by hoth Houses, We expected
the Premier—and my opinion is that he in-
tended at the time—to subinit to this Cham-
her a motion that the mentlemen in question
be appoiuted a committee and that they be
charged with the respousibility of preparing
the address, preparing the application, and
wetting the Case for Secession ready to be
vonzidered by thiz Chamber. That wuas the
intention.
The Premier: It was not my intention.

Hon. W. D, JOFLNSON: I want to know
how it coune about that in the motion moved
here Dby the Premier, and moved by
the Chief Secretary in  another place,
for the appointinent of the gentlemen
named to do the things indieated, the
words  “with the approval of both
Houses of Parliament” did net appear.
Iie all my experience of Parliament, [ have
never known such a thing to happen be-
fore. .\ joint commnittce of members of
both Houwses of PParlinment was appointed
to report to their respective branches of
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the legislature, to make a definite recom-
mendation. We adopted the recommenda-
tion and we agreed to a committee heing
appoinfed to give effect 1o their veport.
When the resolution for the appointment
of that committee was moved, the all-im-
portant words referving to the subsequent
approval of both Houses of TParliament
were onmitted. I want the Premier to ex-
plain to members why he did not point
out that fact, and tell them why the words
were Jeft out.

The Premier: I do not know.

Hon. W+ D. JOHNSON: The Premier in-
troduced the motion. [ have heen chavrged
with having supported the motion and with
having gone back on it later. That alle-
gation is untrue. I supported the resolution
as moved by the Premier in order to fulfil
the pledge he gave to the electors. I
prepared my amendments on the basis of
the resolution we earried faithfully reflect-
ing the recommendations of the ecommittee.
When T awoke to the fact within, compara-
tively speaking, the last fow hours, that the
important words I have referred to were
not embodied in the motion we agreed to,
1 felt that the member for Northam and
the member for Bunbury, who were ap-
pointed to the joint committce, should ex-
plain why the words were omitted. T ean-
not accept any responsibility for the omis-
sion of the words regarding the subsequent
approval of Doth Houses of Parliament.
Members of this place and of the Legisla-
tive Council should require the Premier and
the Minister in charge in the Couneil to ex-
plain the omission of those all-important
words. We should have been told of their
omission and if that had been done, we
would not have been faced with the trouble
now confronting ws. Our trouble ‘is that
the precaution we took in order to see that
the Case was to be brought before hoth
Houses of Parliament, canpot now be en-
forced hecanse we were misled by the sub-
sequent resolution moved by the Premier,

The Premier: It is strange thai that
should be the cause of all this trouble, as
vou say, seeing that, although yon stated
you had only discovered this matier a
couple of hours ago. it has heen on the
Notice Paper for weeks.

Hon, W, 1. JOHNSON : That is the posi-
tion exactly; that is the cause of all the
trouhle.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premier: Yet you discovered it only
iwo hours ago.

Hon W. 1), JOHNSON: 1f the Premier
had adhered to his undertaking to present
an Address to His Majesty, and fo follow
up the Address with applieations to hoth
Houses of the Inperial Parliament, there
wounld have been no trouble about the (ase
for Secession. Ii the Case for Secession
had been added to the recommendation,
then this House would have dealt with the
Case as a supporting proposition to the
Addvess and to the applications, 1 have
no hesitation in saying that the only
reason fov the Bill is that Cianse 2 may
be implemented so that the Case for
Secession may be endorsed and that the
delegation to London may he fnanced. [
made abundantly clear at the oulset the
proper constitufional conrse followed by
those who have had to present Addresses
to Mis Majesty, and petitions to the Tm-
perial Parvliament. It is significant that
the member For Nedlands did not give us
one authority for the Bill that he says is
guite all right. He talked a lot about an-
cient history, but he did not deal with
the all-important question of whether the
Bill was necessary in fulfilment of the un-
dertaking given by the present Premier to
the electors, Tt we were to follow the ordin-
ary constitutional practice, there would be
no need for the Bill. On the other hand,
the Premier has put ferward the proposals
he has submitted, and also the Case.

The Premier: Do you say I put fhe pro-
posals forward?

Hon W. D. JOHNSON: The Government
put them in the Bill.

The Premier: You say that?

Hon W. D. JOHUNSON: In the Pream-
hle there is reference to dealing with the
Case, and the delegation is referred to in
another clause. That is a rather import-
ant statement, and it is such a serious mat-
ter that the Premier shonld give us an ex-
planation. I shall not proceed any
further with that point, and [ do not want
mny objection to the clause, as framed, fo be
mixed up with my desire to secure an ex-
planation as te why the all-important words
T have referred to were left ont of the mnotion
to which T have drawn atiention. Tt is due
to the eountry, and certainly to the Labour
Party and to Parliament, that the deletion
of those words be explained hefore we pro-
cecd further with the clanse.
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The PREMIER: 1 am not able iv give
any explanation of this “extraordibary”
matter to whieh the mewber for Guildford-
Midlarl bas referred. It is the first T have
heard of it. I know nothing at all about
it. The hon. member spoke of this diseovery
of his that certain words had heen left out
of & motion, and he asks the Committee to
take seriounsly bis statement that thai rep-
resents the cause of the whole trouble. He
said that he had only discovered the trouble
a couple of hours or =0 age. As a matter
of fact. his trouble started theee weeks ago
and evidence of his trorble ias heen on the
Notice aper duving the last fortnight.

Hon, N. Keenan: What is his discovery?

The PREMIER: 1 do not know; appar-
ently some words have heen added or omit-
ted. It ix the first [ have heard of it. With
his uznal courresy, the memher for Guild-
ford-Midland did not sequaint me with the
procedure he proposed to adopt.

Hon, W. D. Jolnson: That is not Cair,

The PREMIER: lt is fair to this extent,
that even when he opposed my motion re-
garding the Standing Orders suspension, he
did not acqnaint me of his intention. I was
acquainted of it by members ol the Opposi-
tien. Was that fair?

Hon, W. D. Johnson: [t was talked about
in the corvidor all day.

The PREMIER: It was not fram the hon,
member in the corrvidor that the information
was gleaned, but from a man who had heen
kivked out ot the Labour Pariy. The hon.
member did not aequaint me of his inten-
tion., That iz the kind of loyvalty we get
from the hon. member,

Hou. W. 12. Johnsoun: That is wrong.

The PREMIER: It is not wrong. When-
ever any other member on either side of the
House decides to take n partieular stand on
a Bill, he informs me of it, but in this in-
stance the hon. memher said nothing to me
about it. T propose to adopt this attitude
fowards ihe hon, member's amendments: I
do not intend to waste the time of the Com-
mittee answering his extraordinary argu-
mentz. The Committee is fully informed of
the Bill and its purport, and I am not going
to assist the hon. wember to delay the Comn-
mitiee hy replyving te his arguments. The
hon. wember is not so mnch eoncerned with
proper procedure as he would have the Com-
mittee helieve: he would have the clectors
helieve that he is concerned that the Case
for Secession showld be presented to the
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Ilome wuthorities in the proper constitu-
tional way, according to his view of the Con-
stitution. But, as [ said this aftermoon, it
is only the difference between tweedledum
and tweedledee, and 1 suggest that the clee-
tors are not geing to be hluffed. They know
what is right and what is wrong, and they
are not a bit concerned as to whether the
Case should be forwarded in the manner
suggested by the hon. member or by the
method suggested in the Bill; all they are
coneerned about ig that the Case should go
forward. I believe the manner adopted is
the best one, and that my advisers are just
as capable as are those of the hon. member.
We owe it to all those people who voted for
Seeession to send the Case forward in the
best way, The hon. member himself wants
the Case to go forward, hut he is quarrelling
with the way in which we are sending it. 1
suggest he is not quite sincere with the peo-
ple of the country in the arrangement of his
quibble. I could undersitand the bhon. mem-
ber raising a point as to whether a delega-
tion is necessary, or even as to the number
of the delegation, bnt all that the hon. mem-
her is arguing about is the mere question
of method. 1 do not propose tv waste the
time of the Committee in discussions with
the hon. member, for L believe he is trying
to sidetrack the vote of the people at the
referendum.

Hon W. D. JOHNSOX: 1 am sorry the
Premier has not explained the omission of
those words.

Hon. N. Keenan:
Bil,

Hon W, D. JOHNSON: They do not. L
am even more disappointed that the two
private menibers who were on the commit-
tee have made no explanation of this mat-
ter.

Mr. Hawke: Yon have not given them a
chance.

Hon. N, Keenan: The words appear in
the Bill.

Hon W, D. JOHNSON: However, I have
raised the point and am satisfied to leave
it to the judgment of the people. [ urge
the exclusion of Clause 2 from another
peint of view: The clause anthorises thy
submission to His Majesty of a Case pre-
pared by a commiitee of citizens, a Case
which has never been checked by the
Parliament that authorised it,

The Minister lor Mines: The Caze was
not authorised hy Parliament.

They appear in the
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Hon W. 1. JOFINSON: It was anthor-
ised by Parliament. Surely the Minister
will not contené that Parliament is not
vesponsible for Clause 2 becanse it was
prepared by an outside committez. The
Minister knows quite well that Pariament
must he responsible for its own legislation.
The whole Case for Secession i ineluded
in the Bill, and if we pass Clause 2 we
shall be endorsing the hoge Case of 480
pages. Fyen if we should delete Clause 2,
we shonld not be taking out the schedule
that provides the subject matter of the
Address and the application, but if we pass
Clause 2 we shall be endorsing the whole
Case. This Bill must go forward to His
Majesty with the Address, and so we shall
he endorsing something whieh we have not
checked up, something which Parliument
cannot say is correet. If the Case goes
forward to the Imperial Pavlinment in this
way, members of both Houses of that Par-
linment who will take the side of the Com-
monwealth in the debate, will he able to
expose the fact that the (ase for Secession
provided for in the Bill was never checked
up by this Parliament, never approved by
this Parlinment: but hecause a committee
of citizens prepared it, and submitted it to
this Parliament, we say to llis Majesty
that we are antherising its presentation to
him.. When we present a Case to His
Majesty, we vequire to be scrupulous in
regard bofh to our language and fo the
Case we present. Therefore we are doing
a wrong in including Clanse 2 in the Bill,
for by it we shall be authorising the sub-
mission of an unchecked document which
some members say contains innceuracies
and which certainly contains eontroversial
peolifical matter. In Clause 2 we are ealled
upon to endorse that and submit it to His
Majesty as the considered opinion of this
Parlioment. Surely this IParliament has
not so degencrated as to be prepared to
pass legislation of Imperial importance, yet
repudiate responsibility l'or what is in it.
We cannot expect the Imperial Parliament
o take us seriously when we make a repre-
sentation of that kind. I have been charged
with insincerity and other harsh things.
1 did not ohject to that hecause, in the
course of debate, we have to give and take,
but I do not like anyone to insinuate that
my record will not bear investigation.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premier: I do not think anyone said
that.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: If anyone did,
it would be unfair. I do not think I have
ever heen guilty of vielating the principles
for which I stand.

The Premier: Strength is not messured
hy length.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Long servive
showld command respeet, and there should
he no insinuation that one’s record will not
hear the light of day. 1F we proceeded by
way of an Address to His Majesty, the Ad-
dress would be forwarded to the British
Government forthwith, and the Government
would analyse it. The Address could take
the form of a wschedule which could he
amended and  for which this Parliament
could take responsibility. 1 am prepared
to aceept the responsibility for the second
schedunle subject to its being amended, but I
say that no Labour member can support
portions of that sehedule. We have made
application previowsly to the Imperial 1'ar-
linment, and it has been submitted by the
Agent General to the Secretary of Stuie for
Domintons.

AMr. Latham: You have no preeedent for
that.

Hon. W. 12, JOHXSON: It has heen done
over and over again.

The P'remier: (iive us an instance,

Hon. W. D. JOHXSOXN: The most re-
vent one was Newfoundland.

Mr. Latham: Nething of the sort.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON : The Address was
presented to His Majesty who, through the
Covernment, look certain action. it we
passed the Bill, while the Address to His
AMajesty was being investigated by the Gov-
crnment, the petitions would be presented
to Parlimment, and serious confliet might re-
sult. If we relied upon an Addvess to 1lis
Majesty and npon the British Government’s
doing what wus necessary, withont pre-
senting petitions to Parliament by the
lack door, we should be proceeding along
safe lines. The Bill is a developuent heyond
the resolufion originally passed by Parlia-
ment. The special committee influenced the
(Grovernment ro introduce a Bill.

The Premier: That is an improper thing
fo say.

Hon. W. 1, JOHNSON: The committee
must have done so.

The P'remier: {nly a man like you would
sav it,
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Hon. W. . JOHNSOXN: There is nothing
wrong in the committee influeneing ihe Gov-
ernment in that way. The eommittee went
bevond the original resolution.

The Premier: Tha{ statement is worthy
of you.

Hon. W. D. JOHANSOX: 1 do not wish
to be offensive, but I am in the habit of say-
ing to a man’s face what 1 helieve.

The Premier: And n good deal behind his
face, too.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: That is untrue.

The Premier: T know you.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. memher will
address the Chair.

Ton. W. D. JOHNSOX; T desired to dis-
cuss the matter with the Premier, and got
in touch with his seeretary over and aver
again, hecause T was ehairman of the party.

The Premicer: That gives vou no greater
claim than anvone else would have.

Hon. W. T). JOHNSON: But the Premier
should¢ not avecuse me of heing unfair, Evi-
dently the Premier did not think it worth
while te diseuss the matter with me.

The Premier: You had been discussing it
with a member of another place.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: That is distinetly
untrue. I did not discuss it in any shape
or form with any other man.

The Premier: You discussed it with Cor-
nell.

Hon. W. D. JOINSON: After T had
failed to get into touch with the Premier, I
told the deputy leader {Hon. A. McCallum)
of my fears and the action 1 would e com-
pelled to take if the Government persisted
in proceeding hy way of a Bill,

The Premier: How could you have had
fears when vou had not seen the Bilf and
did not know its contents?

Hon. W. D."JOHNSOX: I had not the
slightest idea of what the Bill contained, but
I knew that a Bill was unnecessary. I noticed
the change of attitnde reflected in the Press,
and began to realise that sometbing was
happening.

The Premier: How counld wvou have had
those fears when you did not know what
the Bill containe¢?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must confine himself to the clause and not
to things that happened between him and
the Premier.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: I feared that
something of the kind would be attempted,
and I tried to get inte touch with the Pre-
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mier to discuss how we could proceed with.
ot introducing a Bill.

The Premier: But why had you any fear?

Hon. W. D. JOIINSON: There is 1o need
for Clause 2, and I appeal to members to
delete it.

Mr. LATHAM: I think the member for
Guildford-Midland has been  discussing
Clause 3. (lause 2 merely authorises the
printing and publication of the Case.

Hon. W. D. Johnsen: For submission to
His Majesty,

Mr. LATHAM: Quite so. The diseussion
bas nothing te do with Clause 2.

The CHAIRMAN: It is the Chairman’s
duty to decide that,

Mr. LATHAM: T submit that that is so.

The CHAIRMAN : That is a reflecfion on
the Chair.

Mr. LATHAM: I am submitting my epin-
ion.  All we are authorising is the submis-
gion of the Case presented by the special
comniittee.. The Premier has made it clear
that he does not agree with the whole of the
statements in the Case. He is not a seces-
sionist, hut he iz resolved to give effeet to
the wighes of the people expressed at the
referendum. The Case is the brief; it con-
tains the facls.

The Minister for Mines: I doubt ihat.

Mr, Hawke: There are hundreds of state-
ments of opinion.

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, but they are gquoted
as vpinions. They may not be actual [aets.
The Case does contain statewnents that
have heen made by certain individuals. 1
would not agree with every word that is
set out in it.

Hou. W. D). Johnson: But you would send
it to His Majesty with the approval of
Parliaent.

Mr. LATHAM: 1 believe most of
the Case can be justified. It is the Case of
the people who voted fur Secession. All
this clanse does is to authorise the sub-
mission of that Case to His Majesty and
the British Parliament.

The PPremier: The submission of a Case
prepared by a committee on behalf of the
majority of the voters of this couniry.

Mr. LATHAM: That is so. We ought to
hear that in mind.
The Premier:
bear it in mind.

Mr. LATHAM: All that took plare is set
out in the preamble. 1 cannot follow the

Every honest man does
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argwuent of the member for Guildford-Mid-
land, and I think he would be well advised
to leave things as they stand.

Mr. HAWKE: Tt is true that Parliament
appointed a eommittee to do certain things,
The instruetions that were given to that
committee did not include one regarding
the preparation of any Case for Secession.
hut the members of the committec decided
to prepare such a Case in ordev to supporc
an address to His Majesty and peiitions
to the British Parliament. T thought the
understanding was that the Case wonld he
submitted first of ali to the State PParlia-
ment for approval. Although the motion
that was moved by the Premier did not ac-
tually include the words that the Case
would have to be subwmitted to Parlimment
for approval, the omission of those words
did not deprive members of the power to
ask that the Case should first he considered
by Parliament and approved or disap-
proved.

Hon. W. D, Johnson: Did vou know that
the words regarding approval had been
omitted from the motion?

Mr. HAWKE: T did vot read the motion
the Premier moved, and did net know that
the words providing for the subseruent ap-
proval of both Houses of Tarliament had
heen omitted. Surely, however, we are not
deprived of the rvight to approve or dis-
approve. The passing of this clause will
undoubiedly suggest that the Case itself
lias the approval of this Pavlinment. Most
membors do not want to be placed in the
position of upproving of the Case when
actually they are not in faveur of it. An-
other part of the Bill states that by the
passing of the measure we approve of the
Case. There ean be no doubt that onece
we have passed the Bill we can be said to
have approved of the Case that is to he
sabmitted to 1lis Majesty.

Mr. WITHERS: I wonder why it is that
two members of this side of the House are
singled out for an explanation of their
attitude on this Bill. This snggests to my
mind there has been eollusion for the
purpese of deleting these words. The
phraseclogy of the Prewmier's motion may
differ from that employed in this Bill, hut
in substance both are the same. Had the
word “‘approve’ been ineluded in the
elause, 1 should have spoken in opposition
to it and the member for Guildford-Mid-

[ASSEMBLY.]

tand would have had greater canse'to argue
against its inelusion in the Bill. Members
on this side of the House are not in accord
with the Case as a case, but most of us
are in aecord with authovising the submis-
sion of the Cnse to its proper destination,
through the proper channels. I am pre-
pared to snpport the clanse.

Mr, TONKIN: | endorse the views which
have been expressed by the member for
Novtham. The eclause shonld have pro-
vided for approval ol the submission of
the Case to His Majesty the Ning. 1t does
not say that it is the submission of the
Case that is authorised. 1 wounld rnise no
objection to authorvity being given for the
submission of the Case. The word ‘‘au-
ihorise’’ means, amongst other things, ‘“to
endow with authority.” T would have no ob-
jection te endowing the committee with the
necessary authonity to prepnre this Case.
T realise that we eannot simply send along
a Case which belongs fo no one. We endow
the Case with the anthority of the committee
for submission to His Majestv. 1i is absurd
te say that by passing the clanse we ecan
anthorise the subnission witheut authorvising
the Case. By passing the clanse we author-
ise the Case. TIf T understand Fnglish, the
predieate of a sentenve describes the sub-
jeet, which subject in this instance is the
Case for Secessiou. That Case is 1o be
authorised for sulimission once it hus been
endowed with legislative anthority, The
passing ot the Bill, even wirhout this elause,
would authorise the presentation of an
Address to His Majesty,

Mr. NEEDHAM: L find myself at vari-
ance with some of my eolleagues. The argu-
ment of the member for North-East Fre-
mangtle would have been mpeli stronger if
after the word “authorised” there appeared
the words “and presented for subnission.”
By passing the clause we shall suthorise the
submission of the Case, adl not the Case
itself. The clause means the preparing of
a way to convey the Case to His Majesty
the Wing and the Linperial Pariament. The
member for Guildford-Midland argues that
members who voie in favour of the clause
and the Bill vote in fatour of the Case, but
in voting for this clause I do not express
myxelf in favour of the Case; I merely join
in authorising the presentation of the Case,
In the Federal Parlisment many menbers
who voted in favowr of a Bill for the survey
of a rvoute for the trans-Australian railway
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were opposed to the construction ol the rail-
way; they voted for the survey Bill in order
to obtain evidence whether such a railway
was or wax not necessary. When, eventu-
allv. the Bill to anthorise the consiruction
of the ranilway was introduced, as the result
of investigations which had been made, some
of those members voted against that meas-
ure.  In authorising a Case for submission,
we do not implement the Case.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: I do not
profess to he an anthority on English, but
I do profes=to have some knowledge of what
is common sense. There are not two pages
of 1he (ase, from beginning to end, with
which T agree: nor do 1 agree with pne soli-
tary map in the (‘ase, ag not one of them
is correet. Much has been said in this Cham-
ber about Labour's policy and prineiples.
I claim to be just as true to the principles
of the Labour movement as is any other man
either on this or on the other side of the
Chamber. That being so, I believe in the
initiative and referendum. A referendum
on secession has been taken. The result of
the referendum is opposed to iy own vote
and my convictions; but there being a major-
ity in favour of secession, I am loyal enough
to the principles of the Labour movement
to support the decision of the majority, irre-
gpective of whether the margin is large or
small.  The clauze, if punctuation eonnts
for anything, does mean exactly wnat the
Government intend and believe it to mean.
Not one member has vet read the clause as
it is punctuated. Why has every member
stopped short at the word “authority,” which
is not followed by even a comma? If I
thonght for one moment that this clause, or
any other elause up to and including Clause
8—that being the point up to which I am
willing to aecept responsibility—expressed
approval of even the schedules to the Bill,
T would vote against the whole weasure.
However, the Bill does nothing of the kind.
We were exceptionally careful in the draft-
ing of the measure to ensure that the mem-
bers of the Ministry and the members of
the Labour Party were not committed either
to the Ca=e itself or to Secession. TIn that
I believe we have succeeded, and therefore
1 shall support the Bill as it stands. My
personal belief is that the Case, when it goes
to the Imperial Parliament, will damn Seces-
sion. No matter who goes Home to =up-
pert the proposal, Secession eannot he justi-
fied on the Case, The Bill as it stands will
liave my support unless someone can move
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an amendment making the intention of the
measure stifl more clear.

Mr. Latham: You do not endorse the Ca~e.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No. I
could not endorse two pages of it. 1f the
Leader of the Opposition could have heen
present at the (abinet meeting when we dis-
cussed this, and heard my remarks regarding
some of the elauses in the schedule, he would
not have regarded them as of advantage to
the Case for Secession. [ am indeed sorry
that =ome =tatements that appear in the
schedule are included, but that is not my
respousibility.  They are embedied for sub-
mizsion to EHis Majesty as part of the {'ase
drafted prineipally by secessionists in onder
to seeure Secession. If some of the state-
ments incluled in the Case are resarded
seriously by the British publie, incalculable
harm i~ likely to be done to Western Auns-
tralia in the future.

Ciatse put and passed.

Clanse i—An Address to His Majesty and
applications to both Houses of the {mperial
Parliament in prescvibed forms authorvised:

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON : I move an
mmendment—
That, in lineg 4, 5, 6, and 7 the wordy

“'the Right Hon. the Lords spiritual and tem-
poral in the Parliament of the TUnited King-
dom and Northern T(reland assembled’” be
struck out, and the following words insertel
in lieu:—**hoth Houses of the Tmperial Par-
liament to procure sueh legislation by the sail
Tmporial Parliament as may be necessary to
effectuate the withdrawal of the people of
ihe State of Western Aunstralia from the Ful-
eral Commonwealth.’”

[ dlesire the clause to apply to the Address
to His Majesty and to the applications to
both Houses of the Imperial Parliament, as
indicated in the original motion. T desire
the Address to be presented and the appiica-
tions to be made, but if we agreed to the
vowrse gutlined in the elanse, it wounld mean
dividing the House of Commons by putting
up = private member to differ from the [m-
perial Government, We would ask private
members to approach the House of Commons
andd the House of Lords at the same time as=
we would ask the Imperial Government to
make a recommendation. T do not want this
Parlioment to be held up to ridieule by the
Laperial Parliament. [ want them to realize
that we know what we are deing and have
some knowledge of constitutional procedure.
I want them to recognise that we desire tu
follow precedent and e~tablished practices.
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Jf we attempt to make constitutional history
by adopting new practices, we are liable to
open up a discussion on methods, and the
members of the House of Comons are
Likely to protest against an Address going
to His Majesty and filtering through to the
Government in the House of Commons and
the House of Lords by the front door, and
the Ntate of Western Australia at the same
time attempting to influence hoth Houses by
means of a back-door entrance on the part
of private members., In moving the amend-
ment, I am #imply following the phraseology
used by the Premier in hi= original motion.
If we proceed as =ugwested in the ¢lause, no
good will result and we will do harm to our
elaim. T ask the Premier to realise that a
mistake is eontenplated in the clauvse as it
stands.

Amendment put and uegatived,
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON :
amendment—

That, in lines 12 and 13, the words ‘‘the
heading contained in Part IT. of the said First
Sehedule and?’ be struck out.

I move an

I regret the decision of the Committee on
the earlier amendment, which 1 vegard as
vital. Clause 5 deals with the Address and
applications only, and in Clauses 2 and 3
additional provisions are dragged in that are
calenlated to bring the whole matter inte
ridicule and contempt. In view of the atti-
tude of the Commitiee, 1 cannot proceed
with other amendments.

Amendment put and negatived,
Clause pout and passed.
Clauses 4, 5—agreed to.

Clanse G—Presentation of Address and
applieations:

Hon, W. D. JOHXNSON : | move an
amendment—
That, in lines 1, 2, and 3, the words ‘‘to-

gether with a copy of the Case for Secession
ag printed and published under the awthority
of this Act’’ be struck out.

‘fhe clavse seeks definitely to compel
approval not only to the Address to His
Majesty and to the applications, but to the
despatch of a copy of the Case for Secession.

The Premier: How eould His Majesty
congider it without baving the Case?

Hon. W. D. JOHXS80N: We ountline the
Case in the Seeond Schedule and that should
be all that is necessary, and that is all we
can honourably do when we endorse it by
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agreeing to the schedule. It is a frightful
reflection upon this Committee to think that
we ean submit something that a Minister
of the Crown has said is not authentie,

The Premier: He did not say that.

Hon. W. . JOHANSON: He wid
maps were quite wrong,

The Premier: No, he said the (lase was
anthentie, but he did not approve of it.

Hon, W, 1. JOHNSOXN: 1 heard what he
said,

Hon. N. Keenan: [t is the Case for the
majority, and it is authentic to that extent.

Hon. W, D. JOHANSON: What silly non-
sense it is fo suggest that the committee
could speak for the majority of the people
of Western Australia.

Hon. N. Keenan: You can express only
rour own views.

Hon, W. D. JOHANSON: That applies
equally to the committee, who had no powoer
to analyse the voting and decide why the
people voted for Secession.

The Premier: It would have been a big
Jjob.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: One that would

the

- be humanly impossible. Yet the wmember for

Nedlands, a X.C. and Leader of the Bar,
says that the committee could voice the opin-
ions of the majority and give a detailed ex-
pression of their views in the course of the
Case.

Hon. N. Keenan: To the best of their ahil-
tty.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am surprized
at the hon. member's "attitude, Of comse
e has various views on this important sub-
Ject and he may even change them hefore
the Bill is passed. I de net want Parlia-
ment associated with something that we can-
not prove to he authentie, something that
should never be submitted to His Majesty
unless it ean be vegavrded as authentic.

The Premier: That is pretty shallow rea-
soning. If this Parliament agrees to the
Address, it can be argued that Parliament
would not send the Address forward unless
we approved of it.

Hon. W, D, JOHNSON: Exactly.

The Premier: Then you approve of the
s¢nding of an Address?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: Yes, and [
approve of the terms of the Address, with
the right to amend them. 1 approve of the
Bill, but I want the right to amend the sub-
ject matter of the Bill. 1t is that big tome
of 489 pages that I want to get away fronn

The Premier: But that is not in the Bill.
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Hon. W. D. JOHXNSON: It is. T do oot
want that deecument: all I want is the pro-
vigion contained in the Second Schedule,
with the right to amend it, If we have that,
then we can present what we are responsible
for and it can be presented to His Majesty
in such a way that we ean say, “That is the
considered opinion of the State Parliament.”
One ot the Ministers has said the Case is
not reliable, and that he is not prepared
lo approve of it. What is the use of put-
fing in something we cannot approve of?
Why not delete these words and let us put
the seeond sehedwde into a shape in which it
will say all we want to =ay in regard to
the petition, after which we shall say
something more about the application?

Mr. Hawke: How «do you propose to pre-
sent the Case?

Hon. W. D. JOHXSON: T do not want
to present the Case: | do not want to be
bothered with the rubbish; [ do not want
to authenticale a document which I have
noft read. Ministers have said it is not
correct, Should we present to His Majesty
something we nre not prepared to stamp as
perfect? If we do not delcte the words I
want deleted, we shall be endorsing that
big document and submitting it (o His
- Majesty as the considered opinion of this
Parliament. We shanld not do that,

Amendinent put and negatived .

Hon W. D. JOHXNSON: I
amendment—

move an

That subelause 3 be struck out,

This subelause is a definite anthoriiy to
the Treasurer 1o seleet four persons to cam-
pose a delegation to London, I say the pro-
posed delegation cannot make the applica-
tion, which ean he made only by the Agent
Gieneral submitting it to the Secretary for
State. The proposed delegation ¢ould reach
the Tmperial Parliament only with the con-
sent of that Parliament. It would be ex-
tracrdinary if such & delegation could in-
fluence the House of Commons to atlow
them to make application in defiance of the
Imperial Government. Therefore, the Pro-
posed delegation could only try to influcnee
the Imperial Government to reconnnend them
to the House of Commons. If the Imperial
Government were to agree to a delegation
trom Western Australia being heard, it
would have to be with the approval of the
House of Commons, and that body is not
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likely to listen to the application of such
a delegation. Morcover, if the House of
Commons were to agree to hear our delega-
tion, in common justice they wonld have to
hear a delegation from the Commonwealth.
We should do this in a dignified way by
sending an  address and an appheation
without a delegation at all. Tn my view
the Bill is altogether unncceszary, as I
have said from the beginning.

The Premier: Did you say so before yon
saw it, or was it another Bill you saw?

Hon W. D, JOHNSOX: T did not see any
Bill: All I did was to try to find out
whether there was any precedent for the
introduction of such a Bill.

The Premier: It is most extraordinary
that vou should have becen in active oppo-
sition to a Bill which you now szay zou
never saw.

Hou. W, D. JOHNSON: T did noft =ec
the Bill, but the Premicr had moved in the
House for the petition and the application.

The Premier: No, when the hon. member
was seeking to diseuss the Bill with me,
the Iouse had not met.

Hon. W, D. JOANSON: The Premier is
wrong. In the original molion moved hy
the Premier, the address and the applica-
tion were dealt with and when on the 28th
March, I saw in the ‘‘West Aunstralian’®
that n Bill was going to he infrodueed, and
when the ‘“West Australian’’ hegan to get
hehind the Case for Secession, T thonght
it was time for me to get active against
the Bill.

The Premier: By courtesy I had sent a
eopy of the Bill to the Deputy President of
the Legislative Couneil.

Hon. W. D. JOANSON: T went fo the
Clerk of Tarlinment, and to evervhody else
who was an authority on constitutional
law, outside the Crown T.aw Department. I
even went to the University, but T could
not get anvone te say that the Bill was
necessary.  That is why I opposed the
Bill, not because I had seen it. I bad not
seen it. T knew the Bill was not wanted,
and now the Premicr tries to make ont that
T saw a Bill which was not for my eyes.

The Premier: You did sce a Bill, but it
was not this one.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I had no know-
ledge of the contents or the proposed con-
tents of the Bill. I opposed the Bill be-
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cause I kmew it was not wanted for an
address and an application,

The Premier: We can only leave it to
the people tc believe you or me.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Very well. I
ask the Committee to agree to my amend-
ment,

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following vesult:—

Ayes

.. .. '
Noes .. - - Lol
Majority aguinst .. 24
AvES.
Mr. Hegoey Mr. B G L, Smith
Miss Holman Mr, Tonkin
Mr. Jobnsen Mr. Clothier
Mr. Needhnwm (Teller.)
Noka,
Mr. Brockman Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Collier Mr. Patrick
Mr. Cross Mr, Piesse
Mr. Ferguson Mr. Raphael
Mr. Hawke Mr. J, i Smith
Mr, Keenan Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Lambert Mr. Thern
Mr. Latham Mr. Troy
Mr, McCallum Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Mc¢Dooa!ld Mr. Wurner
Mr. McLarty Mr, Welsh
Mr, J. I. Mann Mr. Willcock
Mr. Moloney Mr, Withers
Mr, Munsis Mr. Doney
Mr, North (Taller.)
Pain,
AVE. Neu.

Mr. Wilson Mr. Seward

Amendmens thus negatived.
Mr. HAWKE: T move an amendiment—

That in line 3 of Subelanse 3 ‘‘foor’’ be
struck out and “‘twa’’ jnserted in liew, and
that after '‘persons’’ the words ‘‘one of whom
shall be the Agent Genernl’’ be inserted.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member can-
not move that amendment, beeanse the Com-
mittee have already decided to retain the
subeclaunse,

Clanse put and passed.

Clanse T—VPersons anthorised to present
applieations empowered to transact all mat-
ters and things necessary or ineidental:

Hon., W. D. JOHNSOXN: The clinse pro-
poses fo give extraordinary powers to per-
sons who may not even be members of Par-
liament. So extraordinary ave those powers
thut I intend to read the clause in order to
place it on record in “Hansard”—

The persvun or persons authorised to present
the said applications in the nanner provideil
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for in Seetion six of this Act shall bo and are
hereby empowered to transact all business, cor.-
duct all negotintions, and de all such acts,
matters amd things as wmay be lawfully trans
acted, conducted or done in relation to the
presentation of the said applications, as may
be or be deemed to be necessury, relevant, or
incldental thercto, and to transact a such busi-
ness, conduet all sueh negotintions, and do alt
such acts, matters, and things with the Minis-
ters and Advisers of His Majesty in England,
with the officers and members of the House of
Lords, with the officers amd members of the
House of Commons, and with all other officiuls,
officers, and persons in  England with
whom they mny lawfally and properly trans-
act such’ business, conduet such negotiations,
or do such acts, matters, and things with intent
that the said applieation to the House of Lords
may be duly presented, brought hefore, con-
sidered, and properly dealt with by the said
House of Lords, and the suid npplication to
the Mouse of Commons max he duly presentmd,
brought before, considered, and properly dealt
with by the saidl House of Commons: Pro-
vided that mo business shall be transagted, no
negotiations shall he eonduceted, and no act,
matter, or thing shall be done under the auth.
ority of this section whieh involves the expen:
diture of public money in excess of one hundred
pounds in the aggregate without the prior eon-
sent of the Treasurcr of the State being ob-
tained thereto.

The delegates may not be in toueh with the
people; they may be associated with some
faction or section.

The Premier: In other words, I might
make some stupid selection.

Ion. W, D, JOHNSON: T do not say
stupid, bui the only men who could repre-
gent the people are those elected by the peo-
ple. and the Premier has already told us
that he would not be limited in his choice
to wmembers of Parlimonent, Tf the Premier
zoes outside members of Parliament, he
must select men not representative of the
people.

The Premier: Yon can only depend upon
what judgment I may possess.

Hon. W. I0. JOHNSOX: No delegation -
could represent the Labour point of view.

The Premier: 1 disagree with the hon,
member.  The Labour point of view, if 1
understand it at all, favours a referendum
and involves giving effect to the decision of
a majority of the people. There is no prin-
ciple in our platform to the effeet that we
will not represent the majority.

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON : 1 agree, and that
has been done by way of address and appli-
cationn. But the ¢lause goes further. 1t
provides for four spoke:zmen, not to erry
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ont the requiremenis of the Bill, but to irans-
act all business and conduet all negotiations,
ete.

Mr. Lambert: To give effect to the refer-
endum.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Labour
movement is not prepared to give such

authority to anvone ontside the clect of the
people.

The Premier: Yours is an imperfect
nnderstandiug of the Labour movement,

Hon, W. D. JOHNSOXN: We shall be
violating the straight-forward course for
which Labour stands. :

The Premier: The straight-forward cour=e
you have in mind is the erocked rourse to
defeat the will of the people.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Of course the
Premier may repeat that sort of remark

The Premier: It 15 true, too.

Hon. W. D. JOHUNSON: But repeating
it will not wmake it true. 1 wish to honour
what the Premier asked when he moved the
original motion. On that oecasion he said
nothing about a delegation or about the Case
for Secession, IF he had done so, the motion
would not have been carried.

The Premier: Do not you think so?
Houn. W. D, JOHNSON: No,

The Premier : You arve a pretiv bad
prophet.
Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The inotion

agreed to gave effect to our promise made to
the people.

The Premier: And there is not a word in
this clause contrary to that resolution.

Horn. W, D. JOHNSON: There was never
any ~uggestion of sending n delegation. That
wus not thought of until the Bill was intro-
duced. Even T, with all iy anticipations,
did not dream that provision would be made
for sending o delegation to London,

The Premier: The Comnittee have decided
in favour of the delegation, so you are a bit
late.

Hop. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes, but T wizh
to cartail the powers proposed to be given
to the delegation.

Mr. Lambert:
give them?

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Subelanse 3 of
Clausze 6, with the addition of 2 few worls,
would provide ample powers.

The Premier: No power ai all has bheen
provided for beyond what is necessary.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: We have no
right to use the people’s money in this way.

What powers would you
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The Premier: What, £100°
Hon. W. 1. JOHNSON: The delegation
conld spend many hundreds.

The Premier: Yon would wuant them to
cable for authority to pay their Innadry
hills.

Hou, W, 1 JOUNSON : 1f we have
money to spemd, there are unemploved and
destitute people in thi= State on whom it
should be spent.

Members: Gh, oh!

Alv. Motoney : That is only playing to the
aallery,

Hon, W, D, JOHNSON: T wizh to bring
it right hoine to the hon. member who sneers
at me that he i= authorising expenditure of
thix kind while we need authorisation to ox-
pend quite a lot of mmoney within the State.
It is umieceszary to spend money in this in-
stance. T it was essenfial to the Address,
and to the applieation, [ wonld agree to cer-
tain expenditure, but it iz not essential. 1
prophesy that the delegation will 1ot 2o be-
voud the lobbies of the House of Comnons,
It will he time wasted, and the money will
he fritfered away,

Mr. TAMBERT: I am surprised at the
remarks  of the moewber for Guildford-
Alidland.  The =mall amount ol money in-
volved in sendiug an effective delegation to
London matters very little compared with
the possibility of suecess in obtaining Seces-
sion, It 3= only courtesy to the majority of
the people who voted for Secession that we
should spend o little money in providing an
eftective neans ot representing their views
to the Home authorities. During the period
of Federation, the Eastern States have ex-
ported to Weatern Australia  £167,000,000
worth of goods, and purchased from ns a
matler of only about £30,000,000 worth, If
a delegation is going to London, it should
kave the full authority of Parlinment.

My, . C, L. Swtith: And a tull pocket.

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, if that £ull pocket
ineans relief to Western Australia from some
uf the burdens of Federation. It would be
wrong to deprive the delegation of any au-
thority necessary to enable them properly to
diseharge their duties.

Mr, MOLONEY : If the wember for
Guildtord-Midland had desired to take up
the cudgels on behalf of the nnewployed, he
should have done so on the previons elanse.
It is appavent to anyone that his desire is to
ensure that the deleration shall he deprived
of all power to do their work efliciently. 1
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assure the hon. member that 1 am just as
solicifous for the welfare of the unemployed
as he is.

Clause put and passed.
Clause S—Appropriation:

Hon, W. D JOHNSON: 1
amendment—

move an

That all the words after ““atoeresaid,”’ in
line 42 down to and inclusive of the word
*iSecession,”’ in line 43, be struck out,

I am opposed to the expenditure of any
money upon the presenfation of the Case,
but T am prepared to agree that the Address
shoull be financed ont of Sfate funds. We
should be careful to see that all moneys
spent by the Government aure first anthor-
ised by Patliament. We told the Govern-
ment not to touch the Case for Secession
until it had been approved by Parliament,
but they cut that out and caused something
to be printed that should never have becn
printed. I am quite prepared to eall upon
Consolidated Revenue to pay for the Ad-
dress and the applications as set out in the
Premier’s original motion, but I object to
any further money heing spent on this husi-
ness,

Amendment put and negntived.
Clause puat ond passed.

Iirst Schedule—agreed to.
Seeond Schedule;

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: I
amendment—

move an

That in paragraph 9 the words ““and on
the 19th day of September, 1933, presented a
report as follows:—“ The Joint Committee re-
commends the appointment of a committee eon-
sisting of Messieurs C. Dudley, .J, Lindsay,
A, 1. Reid, J. Seaddan, J. L, Walker, and H. K,
Watson to prepare a dutiful address to His
Majesty, the statement of the Case for Seces-
sion, and humble applications te both Houses
of the Tmpenal Parliament as may be neces-
sary to cffeet the withdrawal of the people of
the State from the Federal Commonwealtl,
and to snbmit the Case for the suhsequent ap-
proval of hoth Touses of Parliament? ' VLo
struck out, and the following inserted jn licu:
—*‘and duly recommend that o committee of
spocified citizens be appointed to prepare a
dutiful address to His Majesty, the statement
of the Case for Secession, and humble applica-
tions to hoth Houses of the Imperial Parlia-
ment, as may be necessary to effect the with-
drawal of the people of the State from the
Federal Commonwealth, ’!
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There ix no need for the insertion of a kind
of hongur voll. It would he just as sensible
to insert the photographs of members of the
committee. There is no precedent for the
hononr roll.

The Premier: The hon. member is aware
that in his long expericnce there has heen
no such matter as this before Parliament.

Hon. W, ), JOHNSON: Why repeat the
names of the members of the committee
three times? The Bill will do quite enongh
harm without that.

The Premier: Your real worry is that the
Bill will defeat secession.

Hon. W. D, JOHANSON: Yes. It will
bring the whole question into ridieule. I
am getting tired, and wonld like the Pre-
micer to report progress with a view to re-
modelling the paragraph.

The Premier: It is early yet.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The work is
heavy.

AMr. LATHAM: The Second Schedule is
a recital of the whole of the facts which
have cansed Western Australin to ask for
secession, It should not recite merely por-
tion of the facts. The paragriph is pex-
fectly in order, and I hope no alterafion
will he made.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. W. 1. JOHUNSON:
amendmeni—

T move an

That paragraph 10 he struck out,

The paragraph is merely a repetiiion of the
previous paragraph and, ns a protest, T
move ftor its deletion.

Amendment pot and negatived.

Mr. HAWKYE: T do not desire te move
an amendment, hut to draw the attention
of the Premier to part of the wording of
paragraph 12, Tt refers to the desire for
Western Australia to be “resiored to its
former status as a separate self-governing
colony in the British Empire.” The rcfer-
ence to a “colony” has rather an ancient and
servile ring. The wording of the paragraph
would be improved if it referred to the de-
sire for the State to he restored to its former
status as a separate self-governing dominion.

The PREMIER.: The hon. member's sug-
gestion appeals to me and I will look into
it. T he is prepared ito allow the para-
graph to stand, 1 may have an amendment
inserted in manother place, if no objection is
raised to that course
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Mr. Hawke: That is satisfactory to me.
The PREMIER: I move an :unendment—

That in line 12 of paragraph 13 the words
“fapproved of and’? he struck ont,

The inclusion of the words was & printer’s
error. As the paragraph stands, it means
that Purlimment approved of and authorised
to be printed and published, the Case for
Secession.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: Parageaph 14
should be struck oui, because it is the vne
that definitely comumits Pavliament te the
Case, which covers 489 pages. Undonbtedly
that s the position.

Mr. TONKIN: I move an amendment—

That in Line 5 uf paragraple 14 after ¢¢ forth ™’
the words ffinter alin?? he inserted,

The paragraph sets oul that the Cuse “in
the form of a separate wemorandum of
more than 480 pages confains and sets forth
in a detailed and compendions form, all the
circumstances and grounds and all the rea-
cons by which the people of Western Aus-
tralin are constrained to procure their with-
drawal from the Commonweallth -
The Case contains many other matters and
therefore T think my amendment is neces-
cary. There is a lot of rubbish included, in
which there is no truth at all.

The PREMIER: T do not see any scrious
ohjection to the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. W. D. JOINSON: 1
amendment—

nmove an

That in line 2. of subparagraph (i) of
paragraph {(e) of paragraph 13, all the words
after *¢ Fastern Austrulia’™ he struck out.
This is the sub-paragraph that contains the
reference to Western Australia being defin-
itely separated from Eastern A ustralia by a
‘st sea of sand. The amendment will omit
that reference. The “sea of sand” is not
there in the sense that this paragraph con-
veys, and therefore it should not be included.

The PREMIER: I hope ihe hon, inember
will not press the amendment, for if we
amend the schedule it will then be under-
ctogd that anvthing we bave not amended
is approved of. It would be wiser noi fo
press the amendment.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: It 1 were of the
same opinion as the Prewier I would with-
draw the amendment, but I am not of that
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opinion. I am prepaed to let this wo for-
wird, beeanse it may be taken for :'hnt it
is worth. Members will never agree to the
inclusion of the words on pages 19, 20, 21
22 and 23. The matier is so vital from m\3
point of view that | might just as well press
this amendwment, for I certninly am going to
press the others, We have no authority to
outline to the Luperial Parlinment the kind
of comstitution we shall have. A1l that we
can do is to implement the voice of the peo-
ple up to the time it was heard, so I appeal
to the Committee to pass my amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: 1
amendiment—

move uan

That paragruph 16 be atruck out.

..\Ir. LATHAM: Before that is put, it
will be noticed that we have here again the
words “approved and authorised.” Does
the Premier wish to strike out “approved™ 4

The PREALLER: Yes.

Hon. W. D. JOUNSON: Very well, 1 will
withidraw iy amendment.

The PREMIER : | move an amendmont—

Thut iu lines 7 and 8 of puragraph 16 tho
words *fapproved and® e struek our.

Amendment put and passed.

IHon. W. D. JOHNSON: Well, that set-
tles my proposed amendment. However, 1
wi.-s_h to draw attention to paragraph 17,
which is o gen. 1t reads us Folliows

i, The peaple of  Western  Auwstralia,
as  your  petitioners,—quitting  all  narrow
grounds as becomes a British comnwnity, look-
ing only to the lurge und lasting interests of
thu.pooplu and Western Australia as a self-gor-
crning colony destined to become one of the
greatest colonies adding wealth, strength and
lustre to the British Empire, and huving no
uther aim i view than their own self-preserva-
tion and the preservation aml protection 1o
the fullest extent of these rights of self-gov-
crnment which should he enjoyed by and be
uvailable to every British community to which
responsgible government has been granted under
the British Constitution, and desiring to main:
tain the integrity both of Australin and of the
British Fmpire as a whole, and believing that
ne higher political ideal can be fostered and
cherished by the people of Western Australia
than the attzinment of the best means of using
for the Lenefit of mankind genecrally the land
which they hold in trust, il believing that
their inalienable rights as a self-governing
eonununity and sueh great ideals as aforesaid
must prevail over any ideal which mav involve
or lead to the centralised government of all
the people of Mustralin tu which the growth of
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the Commonwealth of  Australin. sinee the
establishment thercof has tended and is still
tending under the Constitution and the laws
of the Commonwealth—hereby submit that of
all the disabilities from which the people and
the State of Western Australin are suffering
ag aforesaid, the main disabilities are incur-
able and consist of those disabilities which
arise out of the fiseal peliey of the Common-
woalth, including the Federal Tariff, and the
fundamental principles of the Constitntion «of
the Commonwealth providing for free trade
nnd intercourse botween the States of the
Commonwealth, and in support thercof, and
in support of this, their petition, submit the
following faets and propositions:—

And so it gocs on, It is indeed a gom.

The Vremicr: | suggest that you ask
“Hansard™ to insert it without your reading
any more of it.

The CHATRMAN: Does the hou. member
intend to move to strike il out?

HMon, W, . JOHONSON: No.

The CHATRMAN: Then why read it?

Hon. W. D, JOUNSON: Merely hecadse
it is sach a gem. 1 desive to strike out all
the words after “Empire,” in line 11, para-
graph 19, down to and including the word
“Act” in line 7 of page 23, If we authorise
all that was done up to (he tine the refer-
endum was taken, nothing more iy necessary.,
The special committee had no  anthority
whatever to outline the basis of a proposed
new Constitution, 1t is a most cevious thing
to attempt, and to send it Forth as the desire
of the Parlizment or the people of the State
is quite wrong. I suggest that the Premier
report progress in order to consider the
matter.

Mr. HAWKE : T have an amendment pre-
vious to that indicated by the memher for
Juildford-Midland. T move an amendment-—

That after “‘Empire, in linc 11, the words

‘‘under its present Ceonstitotion’’ he struck
out.

It wouwld he wrong for us fo ask the
Tinperial authorities, in the cvent of their
granting seeession, to establish the Dominion
under the Constitution that exists af present.
The Constitution lor the new Dominion
could he determined at a later date. T do
not think memhbers are prepared to ask lhe
Home authorities to constitute us as 2
separate Dominion, based upon the Parlia-
mentary Constitution now cxisting.

The PREMIER : Whilst I agree with the
hon. member’s views regarding our Constilu-
tion as it affects another place, 1 do not tinnk
it desirable that we should carry hix amend-

[ASSEMBLY.]

nment.  The people will have to determine
any altevation in our Constitution. I do not
think the nuthoritics overseas should Iny
down any form of Constitution for eur adop-
tion. Qur present Constitution must.stand
for the time being. 1f suecess should follow
upon the presentation of the petition and
the Case for Secession, we must then elart
upon the framing of a Constitution, and that
is something which the people of the State
will be called upon to decide. The committee
would be well advised to leave the Bill as
printed.

Mr., LATHAM: This is the outline of the
prople’s Case; let us keep clear of it. Any
alteration that is inade to the Connmonwealth
Constitution Act would have io be made
under the Commonwealth Constitution Acdt
(Imperiad}. The request contained here is
that Western Australia should be restored
to its former status. When that iz done the
Constitution can be the subject of a further
discussion.

Amendment put and negatived,

Hon., W. D, JOHNSON :
anendhnent—

That all the words after “‘Empire,’’ in line
13, down to and jncluding the word ‘' Act,”” in
ling 7 of page 23, be struck out.

I move an

No pait of the British Empire will agree to
a Constitution =uch as we have to-day. The
rights of propevty to dictate to the Govern-
ment of the country will never be repeated
in any Constitution that comes from the
British Parliament. This Bill is asking for
the right to do something that is obsolete.
What right have we to deal with the repre-
sentatives of Western Australia in the Fed-
eral Parlianent under this measure? We
also say how the representative of the
Crown, which is to say the State Governor,
shall be appointed. Further we say how de-
partinental property, assets and liahilities,
shall be transferred and administered. Then
there is a reference to the Commonwealth
Bunk, as if we were authorized to suggest
anything in regard to that institution. Here
is a gem of a suggestion—

Until wn arrangement has been made be-
tween the British and Western Australian Gov
crmments wherehy the Dominion of Western
Australin undertakes her own eoastal defenee,
the defence by sea of the Dominion of Western
Australia shall be undertaken by His Maj-
esty 's Tmperial Forces——

We do not ask that it shall he done, but
direct that it shall be done.
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Mr. Latham: These are only suggestions.
Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: The paragraph
continues—
anil towards the expenditure in respoct of
such service, the Dominion of Western Auas-

tralia shall make a just and equitable contri-
bution—

Alr. Latham: You know that that is being
done now.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The proposition
is extrnordinary.  The pavagraph con-
cludes—

Provided that nothing in this provigion con-
tainedd shall preciude an agreement hetween the
Commonwealth and Western  Awstralion Gov-

eruments concerning the defence by sea of the
Duiinion of Western Australia.

I couid go on reading similar extraordinary
sugrestions, My knowledge of Parliamen-
tary affairs tells e that the responsibilities
and actions of Parliament in regard to such
matters, if eovered by a statute, are govern-
memtal responsibilities. There has never
been the slightest indication of the views of
the people on these matters. Who told the
commiitee that they eould make sueh sug-
gestions? I trust the amendment will be
carried.

Amendment put and negatived.

Schedule, ns amended, put and passed.

Preamble:

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: T shall not
attenpt again to induee the Government to
deleie the names of the members of the
committee, though the repetitions are un-
necessary and ridieculous. I have done all
in my power to get a decent Bill

Preamble put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments, and the
Teport adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted fo
the Tegislative Couneil.

ADJOURNMENT---SPECIAL.
THE PREMIER (lon Y. Collier—
Boulder) [10.567: T move—
That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tueslay, the 22nd inst,

(Question put and passed.

Haouse adjourned at 1057 p.m.
rel
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayvers.

NEW MEMBERS.
The tollowing new menbers, elected at the
hienuinl elections, held since the previous
sitting, took and subseribed the outh and

signed the roll:—Hon. V. llamersley
{kEast): Hon. T[. Sededlon (North-East):

Hon. C. H. Wittenoom {South-Fast): Tlon.
H. 8. W. Parker (Melropolitan-Suburban) ;
Hon. K. 1. Angelo {North): Hon. H.
Tuckey {South-West)} anit Hon. J. {ieorwe
{Metropolitan ).

QUESTION—RAILWAYS, - FREIGHTS
AND FTARES.

Ton. A, THOMBOYXN asked the Chief Sec-
retary: 1, Have the Government noted the
statement that appeared in the “West Aus-
tealian” of the 10th May, dealing with the
substantial in¢rense of railway revenue in
New Zealand and indicating that passenger
revenue inereased by £129,033 and freight rev-
enue by £165,4687 2, The increase in the pas-
senger vevenue is interpreted as a vindien-
tion of the Railway Board’s policy of reduc-
ing fares and its deeision to make holiday
excursion fares operafive all the year round.
3, In view of the financial position of the
State railways, will the Govermment urge
the Commissioner to give reduction of
freiwhls and fares a similar trial here?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: The
whole matter is under consideration.

BILL—SECESSION.
First Iteading.

Reccived from the Assembly and read a
first time.

Standing Orders Suspension,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M,
Drew—Central} [4.457: | move—

it o much of the Standing Orders Le
suspemled ita 8 necessary to eénable the second
reading of the Bill 1o 1w moverd at this sit-
tins.



