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chance of gelting throngh another place in
view of the present disturbed conditions
there. 1 therefore have no intention of pro-
ceeding with my amendment,

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported withont amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 8.55 p.m.

Aegislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 28th February, 1917.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—FRUIT EXPORT.

Mr. WILLMOTT (without notice) asked

. the Minister for Agrieulture: In view of the
statements appearing in the Press regard-
ing the prohibiting of the importation of
fruit into Great Britain, will the Minister
state what action, if any, has been taken?
The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: On Friday evening last an inti-
mation reached me from the naval authori-
ties in Melbourne stating that in view of the
prohibition of the importation of fruit into
the United Kingdom, special permission had
been obtained from the Prime Minister’s
Department to complete arrangements for
the shipping of fruit by one ship now load-
ing, but that another ship shorily to arrive
would not he allowed to eall at all at West-
ern Ausiralia, and that subsequent steamer
arrangements must remain in abeyance.
Upon reseipt of this intimation T immedi-
ately arranged for a cable to be seni to the
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Agent Cieneral asking wheilier he could
throw any light on the subject, nnd at the
same time surmising that the Imperial Gov-
ernment must have decided not to allow any
further importation of fruit, though miima-
tion directly to ihat effect had not reached
me.  Later the newspapers reported AMr,
Lloyd George’s speech, in which he stated
that the importation of certain fruits would
be entirely prohibited—amongst them being
apples. On Monday morning I communi-
cated with Sir Johin Forrest, who represents
in the Federnl Parliament practically all the
fruit-growers of Western Ausiralia, asking
him if something eould be done to relieve
the position. T understand that during last
vear, when there was a glut of fruit in
Victoria, arrangements were made with
the Railway Depariment that stationmasters
throughout the country districts should be-
come receivers of fruit, distributors to the
publi¢, and receivers of the cash. If such an
arrangement can be earried out in Western
Australia, I fecl confident that excellent re-
sults would acerne, and that fruit could be
distribnted, at a reasonable price, amongst
people who very seldom see any of it. Fur-
ther, there are still inquiries being made
from the Eastern States for our fruit, and it
is hoped that a considerable quantity may be
exporied to Victoria. Already many thous-
and cases have been forwarded to the East-
ern States. Failing our being able to carry
ont the proposals which I have enumerated,
inquiries are already being instituted by the
Agricultural Department with regard to sup-
plying evaporators for drying a portien of
the crop. The department had already ar-
ranged with the firm who builf the evapora-
tor at the Brunswick State farm orchard to
have evervthing in readiness, so that a
supply of evaporators would be available
promptly. I would like, further, to draw
the attention of the Iovse fo a telegram
which appeared in this morning’s
West Australian, regarding the action
of representatives of Western Aunstra-
lia in waiting on the Minister for
Customs on Saturday respecting the
export of Western Australian fruit, No re-
ply bas yet been received from the Agent
General or from Sir John Forrest. T am in
hopes that some arrangement will he made
by which at any rate portion of our fruit
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will he reeeived in Fpgland. Representa-
tions have been made requesting thai the
export of fruit from Western Australia
might be permitted at all events for the next
six weeks. If that is allowed, it will enable
apple growers {o dispose of a considerable
proportion of their e¢rop. I can assure the
hon. member for Nelson that everything will
be done to grapple with this most seriouns
and important question,

QUESTION NOT ON NOTICE PAPER.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Seeing that a ques-
tion has been asked and answered without
notice, though the rule of the House is that
notice of a question mnst be given, I wish
to inquire why the question whieh apprared
in my name on yesterday’s Notice Paper,
and was not answered yesterday, does not
appear on to-day's Notice Paper?

Mr. SPEAKER: A mistake has been
made as regards the Notice Paper, T take
the responsibility for it, and I regret it.

QUESTION—WHEAT BAGS.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON asked the Minis-
ter for Indunstries: 1, Taking the price
charged for wheat bags by private firms to
farmers outside the Industries Assistance
Board’s clienls, at the low rate of 9s. 3d.
per doz., which is 3d. per doz. less than the
price fixed by the Federal Commission, what
is the total amount saved to the farmers un-
der the Industries Assistance Board? 2,
Will he profit by the huge saving made in
question No. 1, and in the future try to do
likewise ?

The MINTSTER FOR INDUSTRIES re-
plied: 1, £4,812 10s. 2, T have already saved
farmers onder the Indunsiries Assistance
Board a large sum of money in connection
with the purchase of their requirements. The
question of purchase of bags for the coming
season’s crop is under consideration.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the Premier: Gaols Department, an-
nual report.
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PRIVILEGE : NOTICE OF MOTION
WITHHELD FROM NOTICE PAPER.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [447]:
Before T proeeed to submit the motion
which I have in my hand, I would he
thankful if you, Sir, would inform me why
you have left off the Notice Paper a notice
of motion that I gave, expressing want of
contfidence on the part of the House in you
as SBpeaker?

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 withheld from the
Notice Paper the motion of which notice
was given by the hon. member, for the rea-
sons set out in the statement I made to the
House on Thursday last in regard to the
previous motion respecting myself and the
Speakership, of which the hon. member had
given notice. In that statement 1 pointed
out that it was clearly established that 2
motion of censure against the Speaker must
embody specific charges. To allow the pre-
sent motion would be to reverse my action
in regard to the previous one, which I have
no intention of doing. IYn that statement I
clearly said that I was explaining an action
which I had taken under the powers vested
in me, and was not giving a rnling.

Hon., T. WALKER: 1 propose to draw
your atiention to one or two anthorities
which state distinetly that a motion of cen-
sare or of want of confidence in the Speaker
can he moved. Tt is established by the
practice of this House, in the Parliamentary
Votes and Proceedings of the third session
of the seventh Parliament, 1910-11. On page
180 we find, “Mr. Holman to move that Mr.
Speaker has not the eonfidence of members
of this Honse”  That is on the Notice
Paper of this House, a preecisely similar
motion to that of which I have given notice.
And again, on page 68, we find “Mr. Hol-
man to move that the Speaker has not the
confidence of this Hounse.” And on page
154 we again find “Mr. Holman te move
that the Speaker does not possess the con-
fidence of members of this House.” These
are our own proceedings establishing the
right; and, in fact, it is essential, beecause
the Speaker, although the custodian of the
privileges of the House, although the voice
of the House, is really the servant of the
House. In the House of Commons, by Sir
Richard Temple, on page 98, this appears—
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The powers of the Speaker over an
individual member were always consider-
able, and have been rendered greater than
ever by recent Rules. His power of
allowing or disallowing closure has been
much augmented in recent years, and that
has bad a steadying influence. In a cer-
tain sense he is the master over an indi-
vidual member—in extremity, however, he
can do no more than stop the offender
and name him te the House. The leader
of the House will then move that some
judgment be passed on the offender thus
named. The House is on the whole jeal-
ous and zealous in exercising its autho-
rity over an offender thus named to it by
the Speaker; though, of course, the of-
fence may be extenuated by those who
have a mind thereto. As a rule the au-
thority of the Speaker finds full sapport
it the House and his influence in regard
to Order is immense. As an officer of the
lighest rank he must be impartial; and
enormous weight attaches to his moral
anthority. But it is to be always remein-
bered that he has in the last resort no
anthority over the House, which is, as re-
pards its own econduet, an independent
assemhly.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Not bere.

Hon. T. WALKER: That parliamentary
ruling prevails in onr own House and, so
far has it gone that in some instances
i the British House of Parliament, the
words of the Speaker himself have been
taken down. In May's Constitutional His-
tory of England, page 128, we find this—

What would now be thooght of such
scenes as those enacted in the time of Sir

John Cust, Sir Fletcher Norton, and Mr.

Cornwall—of rebukes and interruptions,

—of unseemly altercations with the

Chair,-—of the words of the Speaker

himse!f being taken down,—and of a mo-

tion that they were disorderly and dan-
gerous to the freedom of debate?

These are only a few instances to show
that the Speaker is amenable to the control
of the House, and is not the master of it.
He is in every sense the servant of the
House, and any member can move a motion
of want of confidence and even of expul-
sion against him. There is on record an
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instance in which tbe Speaker, if be had
turned up on the day appointed, would
have had to put the guestion of bis own
expulsion from the Chair.

The Attorney General: What is the meo-
tion now?

Hon. T. WALKER: This is privilege.
I want my motion restored. I am drawing
the Speaker’s attention to the fact that he
has no right whatever to leave out my no-
tice of motion,

The Premier:
motion.

Hon. T. WALKER: No, I am drawing
attention to what has ocenrred. It is of no
use attempting to put notices on the No-
tiee Paper, becanse they do not go on. I am
submitting that my molion was wrongfully,
and against all custom, left off the Notice
Paper.

The Premier: Why not table a motion?

Hon. T. WALKER: It is a matter for
the Speaker himself. He has made what he
enlls a statewment, and has told us that
it is not a ruling. It is absolutely a ruling.
It is a declaration that unless some specific
charge is brought against him, he will not
entertain anything eriticising him, even
though it shonld be subinitted to the House
and be carried. There is a speeific motion
and a specific echarge. The charge is that
you, Sir, do not enjoy the confidence of this
House. Nothing could be more speeific.

Mr. Taylor: Or more serious.

Hon. T. WALKER: And the House has
a right to vote on that question.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Governments have been
put out on similar motions.

Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly, and
the Speaker is no more immune from that
motion than is any other member. When
hon. members think the post of Speakership
is oot richtfully or honourably filled, they
have a right fo say so, and the Speaker can-
not intervene to prevent them. It is his
bounden duly to put such motion on the
Notice Paper, and I now ask you, Mr.
Speaker, {o reconsider the question, to re-
trace your steps, amend your error and, in
accordance with preecedents in our own
House, put that notice again upon the Notice
Paper.

You will have to table a
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Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) [4.55]: 1
would like to supplement the remarks made,
in accordanee wiih the ruling that you, Sir,
gave when this question was dealt with, You
stated (hat yon were not going to give a
ruling, but merely to state to the House the
action you had taken under Standing Order
106, and tbe powers vested in you for the
protection of the privileges of the Hounse;
and you went on to say that under those
powers you had directed that the Clerk was
not to place the molion of the member for
Kanowna upon the Notice Paper, for rea-
sons that yon would give. Standing Order
106 reads as follows:—

If any notice contains unbecoming ex-
pressions, the Honse may order that it
shall not be printed, or it may be ex-
punged from the Notice TPaper or
amended by order of the Speaker.

That is to say, if there is in it any unbecom-
ing language, the Speaker may amend that,
but only the House itself has power fo ex-
punge a notice from the Notice Paper. I
wounld hike to know why the privileges of
hon. members are afttacked, and why mem-
bers are not alloweil to give vent to maiters
of the bighest public necessity.

The Attorney General: You are not right
in that.

Mr. SPEAKER: I gave the order to the
Clerk not to put the notice on the Notice
Paper, after going into the matter very
thoroughly and satisfying myself that a
motion against the Speaker must econtain
a specific charge. This is a general and not
a specific charge, so if the hon. member is
dissatisfied with my action, it appears to me
that the remedy in his hands is to table a
notice of motion censuring me for having
left off that notice.

Hon. J Seaddan: But you will leave that
off, too.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [4.57]:
It is precisely because of such conduet ns
leaving it off that I wish to move a motion
of no confidence in you, Sir. You have twice
left off my notices and both times wrong-
fully. That is my reason, and there is the
specific eharge that there is no confidence
in you, that you are not deserving of con-
fidence. What could be more speciic? Do
you persist, still, in keeping my motion off
the Notice Paper?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, that is the order 1
gave.

Hon. T. WALKER: Well, T will leave it
at that for the present, because I believe
it can be reduced in another way.

Hon. J. Seaddan: No, do not leave it at
that.

Mr, Taylor: Test the feeling of the ITouse.

Hon. T. WALKER: On second considera-
tion, although I have another question of
equal importance, if you will allow me to
deal with this matter fivsi, I will proceed.
I move—

That this Fouse is dissatisfied with the
statement made by Mr. Speaker from the
Chair in erplanation of his omission o}
matiers of debale from the Nolice Paper.

Myr. SPEAKER: I rule that notice must
be given of that motion.

Dissent from Speaker’s ruling.

Mr. Walker: Then I move—

That this House dissents from the rul-
ing of Mr. Speaker that notice must be
yiven of a motion of dissent,

Mr. Speaker: The motion sent up scarcely
expresses the position correctly. It reads—
““That this House dissents from the ruling
of Mr. Speaker that notice must be given
of a motion for disagreement with his
action?’’ There was no previous ruling.

Hon. T. Walker: There was. You ruled
Just now that my motion was out of order
and that you had left it off the Notice Paper
beeause of that. Tt was a distinet ruling,
and you are ruling now that I must give
notice of that motion to dissent. I would
point out that motions to dissent from
the rulings of the Chair are received im-
mediately a ruling is given; to give notice
is ont of the question. T therefore submit
my motion as handed in expresses the true
position. I submit it is not witbin the prov-
ince of Mr. Speaker to delete any notiece
from the Notice Paper affecting the public
interest, the welfare of this Parliament, or
the honour of its members. The powers given
by the Standing Qrders are purely those re-
lating to good taste and good judgment. Yo,
Sir, are to preserve order as regards the
wording of a resolution or of a guestion put
upon the Notice Paper in the same way as
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you are to do so if the same words are
nitered orally in this Cbamber. That is your
province, to see that decorum and respect
iz exercised between members or between
this House and the general community.
Vulgarity, obscenity, bad taste, ill-temper,
begging the question, irrelevancy or absur-
dity, or anything that would veflect upon
the character of this House, you may cor-
rect or amend; but it is not in your
provinece to stifle debate in any particular.
You cannot cloge the mouths of hon, mem-
bers. You eannot taboo any subjeet from
discussion, even though it may affect your
own position in the Chair. TIf it be the
opinien of this House that you are not
qualified for that post for any reason, the
House has the right to say so. The House
is master of the Speaker. It is a law unto
itself in that respect, and the Speaker can-
not stifle it or cannot humble it. And, Sir,
on your own ruling just now, the motion
I gave notice of, and which should have
gone on the Notice Paper, was a specific one.
It was a charge against you, Sir, that you
do not ohtain or receive the confidence of
this Chamber; and that question has as
much right to be discussed as amy other.
There is no question in which this House
can be more econcerned. If that Chair can-
not be respected this Parliament becomes
a rabble instead of a House of constitu-
tional representatives of the people. Once
respeet for the Chair goes, then business
cannot procced. The scene we witnessed
last night had no other origin than abso-
lute disrespect for and want of confidence
in the officer who presides in the Chair.
Surely a matter fike that should be tested;
surely we have a right to discuss it, and
menmbers of this Chamber have a right to
vote upon it. Mr. Speaker himself is
merely the mouthpiece, the officer of this
Assembly; by no means is he its master,
and he cannot prevent discussion.

Mr. Taylor:
of the House.

Hon. T. Walker: Quite so, he must have
the support of the House. I have shown
that other Speakers have not only had their
conduct challenged but have even been ruled
to be disorderly. Not only that, but their
expulsion has been proposed on the floor of

He must have the support

1951

the Writish Parliament itsell. In these
cireumstances how ean any oceupant of the
Chair sereen or shelier himself by saying;
“] consider that oul of order”” That is not
a ruling, but my statement of the ease. It
is not a specific charge. No charge could be
more specific than mine, that the Speaker
does not enjoy the confidence of the House.
Of course, if such a charge cannot be sub-
stantiated the Speaker is exoncrafed; but
if it can be substantinted by an aciunal vote
of the House that voie should be recorded
so that the Speaker may be released from the
anxiety and responsibility of his position as
soon as possible. 1 move now the resolution
just placed in your hands.

The Attorney General: I desire only to
touch on two portions of the Standing
Orders which it seems to me the House
and yourself, Sir, should be fully aware of
before coming to a conclusion. The first is
Standing Order 141 whiech provides—

1f any objection is taken to the ruling
or decision of the Speaker, such objeclion
must be taken al once.

Mr. Taylor That is being done.

The Attorney General: I understand that
objection ig being now taken by the member
for Kanowna to something whiech you, Sir,
did last Tuesday.

ITon. T. Waiker: No.

Hon. P. Collier: Just now. The first
point has gone, we are now proceeding on
the seeond one. :

The Attorney General: I desire only
to make the point clear because the
member for Kanowna put up a nomber of
arguments which 1 thought possibly re-
lated to what transpired on Tuesday. If
he had not referred to something baving
been omitted from the notice paper I should
nol. have had my .attention drawn to the
point. But I have discharged my duty to
the House by drawing your attention, Sir,
and the attention of hon. members (o Stand-
ing Order 141.

Mr. Taylor: But it does not apply in this
case. '

The Attorney General (to Mr. Walker):
But it applies to your remarks.

Hon. T. Walker: It does not.

Mrr. Taylor: Now, what is your second
point ¥ :
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The Attorney General (to Mr. Taylor):
You may be in the Chair some day but
you are not there just now, I wani
also to refer to Standing Ovder 106, which
was referred to not only by the member for
Wanowna but also by the member for Mur-
ehison (Mr, Holman). If hon. members will
look quielly at Standing Order 106 they will
see that the construction placed upon it hy
the member for Murchison is inconsistent
with the words themsclves. He says that
ouly the House may order that it be not
printed, that only the House may order that
it be expunged. That is ordinary language;
one does not need to be a lawyer to under-
stand it; it wants only a sensible person to
understanding its meaning. T shall read the
Standing Order——

If any notive contains unbecoming ex-
pressions—

Mr. Holman: Can you explain where
there is any unbecoming expressions in the
motion?

The Attorney General: I will deal with
one thing at a time with your permission,
My, Speaker, and will answer any gquestion
ihe hon. member desires afterwards. My
point is quite clear that the member for
Murchison is wrong in the eonstruction he
put to you of the Standing Order. To re-
peal it again, he said that the House only
could order not printing and only the House
could order printed matter to be expunged.
The Standing Order reads as follows:—
~ If any notice contains unbecoming ex-

pressions the House may order that it

shall not be printed, or

Mr. Taylor: There is a stop there.

The Altorney General: 1 do not wish, Sir,
to use any opprobrious terms against my
hon. friends opposite, but I notice that when
I push my arguments home they raise their
voices so high that an hon. member eannot
be heard. If that be the way this Honse is
to be governed, 1 decline to subjeet my
voice to such a trial as the hon. members
opposite. I will give up, because 1 eann!)t
shoui. There are two distinet functions in
this seetion.

Hon. J. Scaddan: All bearing on the one
point, unbecoming language.

The Attorney General: There are two dis-
tinet functions, one that the House may
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order that it shall not be printed, and then
the function of Mr. Speaker himself—-—

Mr. Taylor: No, no.

The Attorney General: He may order that
it be expunged.

Llon. J. Seaddan: No.

v, Taylor: Thai is for the House.

The Attorney General: The Standing
Order says—

Or it may be expunged fromn the Notice

Paper or (it may be) amended Ly Order

of the Speaker.
Many of us have learned our English lan-
giage in our early days, but those who have
altempted to learn it when ey bave
reached years of discretion have found if
very diffienlt to pick up, and it has been
difiieuit to teach them. [ do not propose to
continue amidst the jeers of members on
tite other side, who will not listen to a plain
exposition of the English language which
was taught to me when I was a boy, and I
am not going to endeavour to teach these

people. 1 have, however, a right to claim
your ear, Sir, and without being offen-
sive— - :

Hon, . Collier: You are.

The Attorney General: I want to ask hon.
members to look at that section before form-
ing their judgment, They are going to voie
on a question as to whether or not they be-
lieve tbat this section is correetly or pro-
perly intevpreted by the Speaker. We ean
afford to look at it in the plainest and simp- .
lest manner, and I sabmit to you, Sir, that
plain or simple words could not be put
together in a simpler way. If the reading
of it were as set forth by members opposite,
the word “House” which appears in the
second sentence would have to be repeated
in the third sentence before the text of the
third sentence could be governed by the
word “House.”” Then it says “or it may be
expunged from the Notice Paper” or it (the
notice) may be amended by order of the
Speaker. I sobmit that this is a correct in-
terpretation of the Standing Order.

Mr. Holman: The Attorney General gave
a long discourse on what he thought was
right, but if he had kept to the order of the
debate he would have confined his remarks
to the motion before the Chamber, namely.
that your ruling, Sir, should be dissented
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from. In accordance with Standing Order
142—

1f any objection is taken to a ruling or
decision of the Chairman of Committees,
sieeh objection must be taken ab once, and
having been stated in writing—

That olrjection must be taken at once, and
dealt with immediately. The Atiorney Gen-
eral stated that it did not require a lawyer
to understand the Standing Orders, but only
an intelligent person; this proves that he is
sadly lacking af all cvents in intelligence.

The Altorney General: You are personal.

Mr. Holman: I am only absolutely cor-
rect. Lf you refer back to Slanding Order
106, Sir, yon will see that ihe notice must,
before 1t can be objected to by the House,
coniain unbecoming expressions.

The Altorney General: I did not argue
that.

My, Holman: The Attorney General ar-
guet from a very narrow and ignorant point
of view when he referred to lack of educa-
tion on the part of some members on this
side of the House. I have asked the opinion
of just as intellectnal giants as the Attorney
General, and they bear out what I said when
T drew atteniion to the Standing Orders. It
is not only a lawyer who went to scheol at
an early age, and who has had all this edn-
calion, who is needed to understand the
Standing Orders. Some men, with all the
edueation which they boeast of, still lack the
brains or generosity to think that other peo-
ple have lhe same right to an opinion as
they themselves have.

Mr. Troy: 1 understand you gave a
ruling, Sir, that the motion moved by the
member for Kanowna ecould not be pro-
ceeded with. The member for Kanowna then
questioned that, and moved to disagree with
your ruling. Yon ruled then that he must
give notiee of his disagreement. That
ruling you gave us again this afterncon.
Then the member for Kanowna proposed to
disagree with that ruling. If he does so
then Standing Order 141 applies. It reads
as follows:—

If any objection is taken to the ruling
or decision of the Speaker such objection
must be taken at onece.

That does not mean to-day or to-morrow,
but it means that the objection must he
taken now, I do not think we need bother
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abont the Standing Order whieh refers to
auy wember nsing an unbecoming expres-
sion, That is not the point at all. Do not
forget that the Altorney General stated that
the Speaker has power to expunge from the
Notice Paper. 1f a notice does not appear
on the Notiee Paper how ean it be expunged
from it? This notice does not appear on
the Notice Paper.

The Attorney General: The Notice Paper
came before him,

Ar, Troy: No.

Hon. J. D. Conunolly: (Honorary Min-
ister) : By what anthority did you alter a
notice of question of mine last session®

Mr, Troy: I bave never yet expunged a
notice from the Notice Paper. I may luve
ordered an amendment of a cuestion (be-
canse lhere are definite limits to a question},
whieh is entirely different from preventing
a notice from appearing on the Notice
Paper,

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Your contention was that it could not
be altered until it had appeared on the
Notice Paper.

Mr. Troy: I am not going to allow the
Honorary Minister to beat me. It can be
seen how wrong the Attorney General can
be in his interpretation, even with all the
qualifications that he prides himself on pos.
sessing.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Not as far wrong as you are in your
interpretation of expunging and altering.

Mr. Troy: The Honorary Minister does
not know anything about it, although the
Attorney General may know something. The
Standing Order says that if any notice con-
tains any unhecoming expression, the House
may order that is shall not be printed. It
does not say that the Speaker may order
that it shall not be printed. Baut the Speaker
in this case orders that it shall not be
printed, and not the House—"it may be ex.
punged from the Notice Paper,” but it does
not appear on the Notice Paper. In order
to be expunged from a Notice Paper it
wust be on the Notice Paper, and then it
can only be done by the House. In my opin-
ion Standing Order 141 applies. I am argu-
ing from the basis that you have taken ex-
ception to the objection of the member for
Kanowna that the motion is not in order.
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Yon have ruled that the motion is not in
order, and expunged it from the Notice
Paper, and the member for Kanowna ob-
Jeets.  You say that notice must be given
of such objection. Now, however, is the
time when sueh objection should be raised.

My, Munsie: I hope hon. members will not
be influenced by the arguments which have
been put forward by the Attorney General.

Hon. W, D, Johnson: What do you call
them?

My, Munsie: I believe that Standing
Order 106 has practically no bearing what-
ever upon the motion that this House is
now considering. 1 trust that hon. mem-
bers will not forget the fact that the ruling
we are asked to vote npon has nothing to
do with the question of whether the motion
infended to be moved by the member for
Kanowna was rightly or wrongly left off
the Notice Paper. The matter that this
House is considering is the point as to
whether any hon. member bas to give notice
of his intention to disagree with the
Speaker’s ruling.

Mr. Hudson: He did not deal with that
at all.

Mr. Munsie: Standing Order 141 distinec-
tly says that if any objection is taken to the
ruling or decision of the Speaker, such ob-
jection must be taken at once. It is mot a
question as to whether the notice given by
the member for Kanowna is right or wrong,
or whether the Speaker was right or wrong
in expunging it from or leaving it on the
Notice Paper. 1 do not think we are going
to over-ride our Standing Orders as a de-
liherative Assembly, and say that if we wish
to disagree with the ruling of the Speaker
or the Chairman of Committees we have to
give nolice of onr intention to do so. T dis-
agree with the ruling of the Speaker at all
events.

Hon. J. Seaddan: With all due deference
to the Attorney General and not having re-
ceived that edueation which is so essential
to an understanding of the English lang-q-
age, though I bave been trying to pick it
up in my old age, I hope I shall not mis-
lead the Honse if I attempt, with the little
knowledge which T have received in my old
age, to explain the English language as I
understand it fo be conveyed in Standing
Order 106. The Standing Order centres on
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one point. It has a pivot—and in this T
think the Altorney General will agree with
me—upon which the whole of tle langnage
contained in the Standing Order eentres,
The Sianding Order reads—
Jf any notice contains unbecoming ex-
pressions
That is the essential, nothing else counts ex-
cept that the notice shall eontain unbecom-
ing expressions. If it does not contain any
unbeecoming expression the Standing Order
does not apply. Ts that not a correct under-
standing of the English language?

The Attorney General: T did not chal-
lenge that part of the statement of the mem-
ber for Kanowna.

Hon. J. Scaddan: The Attorney General
admits that the application of the Stznding
Order——

The Attorney General: It must be un-
heeoming.

Hon..J. Seaddan: The Attorney General
now ndmits
~ The Altorney General: T never challenged

it.

Hon. J. Seaddan: The Attorney General
now admits

The Attorney General: I admitted it al-
ways.

Hon, J, Seaddan: The Attorney General
has always admitted that the Standing Or-
der only applied when a notiee contained
any uobecoming expressions. It does not
matter what the House can do or what the
Speaker ean do under that Standing Order,
if it ean be shown that the notice did not
eontain any unbecoming eXpression, the
power is not given to the Speaker under the
Standing Order.

The Attorney General: That is one point.

Hon. J. Seaddan: That is not only the
English langunage; it is common sense. Now
I ask the Attorney General

The Attorney General: I did not challenge
that.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Although the Attorney
(lenera] agrees with the Speaker’s aetion,
were any unbecoming expressions contaimed
in the motion given notice of by the mem-
ber for Kanowna, and whieh did not appear
on the Notice Paper? The words of the
motion were that the Speaker does not pos-
sess the confidence of the House. That is not
an unhecoming expression. Only a few
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weeks ago I moved a moiton that the Gov-
ernment did not possess the confidence of
the country. This appeared oo the Notice
Paper, antl ihere was no unbecoming ex-
pression contained in it.

The Attorney General: There was another
Teason.

Hon. J. Seaddan: There can be no other
reason. The only Standing Order which
gives the Speaker power to omii a notice
from the Notice Paper is lhat Standing
Order referring to a nolice which contains
any unbecoming expression,

The Attorney General: The hon. member
only guoled Standing Order 106 incident-
ally. I attacked him on that. The other
matter stands by itself.

Hen, J. Scaddan: The Attorney Gen-
era]l is looked upon as one who naturally
would give the Government view on consti-
tutional practice and that he would do s0
for the purpose of assisling the Speaker in
his ruling. But he only referred to Stand-
ing Order 106 and now le wants to shiff his
ground.

The Aitorney General: The member for
Murchison laid stress on Standing Order
106.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Irrespective of the
action of the Speaker in omitting the motion
from the Notice Paper, it is a matfer that
must be dealt with now, Tt is a matter af-
fecting the privileges of the House and must
be dealt with immediately it arises. It bas
arvisen now. I will quole from May, who I
am sure the Attorney General will admit is
an authority on eonstitutional practice, not
on the English language. May states—

The proceedings of tbhe House may he
interrupted at any moment, save during
ihe progress of a division

The last few words carry me baek to the
jncident of 24 hours ago.

by a motion based on a matter of privi-

lege, when a matter has recently arisen

which directly concerns the privileges of

the HMouse, and in that case ihe House

will entertain the motion forthwith,
This mofion must take precedence over all
other business. Is there any other matter
of equal importance to the action of the
Speaker in refusing to place a notice of
motion on the Notice Paper for free dis-
cussion I am going to insist that this wo-
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tion shall be dealt with at this very sitting.
Let me continue to read what Jlay says—
A privilege watter may also be brought
forward withoul notice—
Iz the Aitorney General listening?
before the commenvement of public bus-
iness.
The Premier: [i is not a privilege matter.
Hon. J. Scaddan: For the benefit of
the Premier, T will rend again what May
sAYE—
The proceedings of the House may be
interrupted at any moment.
We can interrupt the business of the House
at any stage when the privileges of the
House have been affecled, and they have
been affecied now by lhe Speaker declining
to allow a motion for free diseussion to ap-
pear on the Notice Paper. Let me now read
a fooi-note from May—

This ancient rule was thus expressed in
Jdebate by an eminent authority: “Noth-
ing can be so regular, aecording to the
practice of this House, as when any mem-
ber brings under the consideration of the
House a breach of its privileges, for the
House to hear it—nay, to hear it with or
without notice—whether any question is
or is not before it; and even in the midst
of another diseussion, if a member should
rise lo complain of a breach of the privi-
leges of the House, they have always in-
stantly heard him.

The Attorney General: You are going to
disagree with the Speaker’s ruling?

Hon. J. Seaddan: Of cowrse, and I
am going to disagree with ihe aclion of the
Speaker in infringing the privileges of the
House.

The Attorney General: Show we that you
can do this without notice.

Hon. J. Scaddan: I have done so. I
have quoted from 3May to show that any pro-
cecdings which affect the privileges of (he
House can be referred to and brought up at
any time. Of course, )May never dreamt
in his wildest moments {hat there would ever
be such a decision given as that which we
have heard. Therefore, how could such a
deeizion be anticipated?

The Attorney General: You say this is a
novel point?

Hon. J, Seaddan: It is a novel action
on the part of the Speaker, but there is no-
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thing novel about inlerrupting the proeced-
ings of the Flouse at any moment in order
to draw attention to a matter of privilege.

The Attorney (eneral: I agree with youn
on the question of privilege, but it is on a
subsequent thing that we do not agree.

Hon. J. Scaddan: The member for
Kanowna asked the Speaker why he had
omitted the motion from the Notice Paper
and the Speaker read a statement whieh he
gaid was not a ruling and then he ruled that
he could do so. I am showing that May says
that a question of privilege may be brought
up at once.

Mr. Tayler:
0.

Mon. J. Seaddan: That is so. Stand-
ing Orders 137 and 138 deal with the ques-
tion. The frst states—

Any member may rise to speak ‘“To
order,” or upon a matter of privilege
suddenly arising.

The next Standing Order reads—

All guestions of Order and matters of
privilege at any time arising shall, until
decided, suspend the consideration and de-
cision of every other question.

Those are our own Standing Orders and the
point is that the Speaker has ruled that
when a member attempts to bring up a mat-
ter for discussion he can only do so on a
motion. There is no Standing Order which
empowers the Speaker to adopt that atti-
tude. AIl the authorities are against him.

Mr. Taylor: Read Standing Order 141—
jnst two lines of it.

Hon., J. Scaddan:
der reads—

If any objection is taken to the ruling
or decision of the Speaker such ohjection
must be taken at once.

I want the Attorney General to understand
where he is placing the House and himself.
The ruling of the Speaker is that the hon.
member for Kanowna is rot entitled to sub-
mit a motion affeeting the privileges of this
House except on notice.

The Altorney Gereral: No, no.

IHon. J. Scaddan: Yes.

The Attorney General: Will the Speaker
kindly tell us what the question is?

Mr. Speaker: The question is “That the
House dissents from the ruling of Mr.

Our Standing Ovders say

That Standing Or-
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Speaker that nofiee must be given of dis-
agreement with his ruling.”

Mz, Taylor: There you are.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Is the Attorney
General satisfied now? The member for
Kanowna asked the Speaker why he had
omitted the molion that he had given no-
tice of, from the Notice [aper, and the
Speaker gave his reasons. The member for
IKKanowna then attempted &o introduce a
motion for discussion offecting the privil-
eges of this House. Under the Standing
Orders such’ a motion has to be dealt with
at once; all the autharities deeclare that it
must be dealt with at onee.

The Attorney General: It does not be-
vome a question of privilege because you
say so.

Hon. J. Seaddan: The action of the
Speaker in preventing free discussion is a
question of privilege.

The Attorney General: It is the ruling
to which you have taken exception.

Hon. J. Scaddan: It is not merely a
question of the ruling; I want the hon.
gentleman to understand that this is a ques-
tion affecting the privileges of the House
and must be dealt with at once.

The Attorney General: Is the notice’
then the foundation of all this?

Hon, J. Seaddan: Does the Attorney
Gieneral deny that this is a matter of priv-
ilege?

The Attorney General:
that.

Hon. J. Seaddan: That is a fit admission
to my agrument. The point raised by the
member for Kanowna is that his nofice
shall appear on the Notice Paper, and that
it did not conmtain any unbecoming expres-
sign. The Speaker has committed a breach of
the privileges of the House by omitting the
motion from the Notice Paper. The matter
hecomes one of privilege becanse it is the
privilege of members of the House to sub-
mit ruestions for free disemssion.  Will
the Attorney General agree with that? Our
Constitution provides for the free discussion
of all matters affecting public interest.
This is a breach of privilege and must be
decided now. All anthorities show that it
would not be a matter of privilege if we
allowed it to stand over until fo-morrow.

I do not dispute
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The Speaker has ruled the very opposite to
our Standing Orders and all authorities.
Yet the Atlorney General admitting all that,
attempts to support the Speaker in his
ruling. Where will he land the Housc?

Mr. Carpenter: The Aitorney General
is eonvinced against his will.

Hon. J. Seaddan: No, he is quite satis-
fied but he imagines in his capacily as a
member of the Government he must support
the Speaker’s ruling whatever it is.

The Attornev General: Nothing of the
kind; this is not a party matter.

Hon. J. Scaddan: What T urge is that
those who know the Standing Orders and
the authorities I have quoted will admit
at once that a matter of this nature affect-
ing our privileges should be discussed and
decided now. The Altvrney General musl
disagree with the Speaker’s ruling, whieh
says that notice must be given of disagree-
ment with his ruling.

The Premier: 1 am going to rise in sup-
port of the ruling of the Speaker. I do not
think the hon. gentlemen who have ad-
dressed themselves to the question have
looked into it quite deeply. It is quite well
to talk privilege from morning to night, and
tf we had all the privileges members op-
posite claim and which members wish to
enjoy, we should get very little business
done 1n the House.

Mr. Carpenter: You have no right to say
that.

The Premier: We lay down rules for
controlling the proeedure of the ordinary
business of the ecountry, and not so that
steam should be generated as it has been
done during the last day or so. The mem-
ber for Kanowna gave notice of a motion,
1 think in these words, “That 3r. Speaker
does not possess the confidence of the
Hovge” That is the foundation of the
whole thing,  That notice of motion was
teft off the Notice Paper by the instruction
of Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Taylor: On what authority9

The Premier: And that action is being
questioned. Our Standing Orders lay it
down pretty clearly that the Speaker has
the power to expunge from the Notice
Taper any notice that contains unberoming
expressions and the House may order that
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it shall net he printed, or it may be ex-
punged from the Notice Paper or amended
by order of the Speaker. The Speaker un-
doubtedly has the power to expunge from
the Notice Paper. That does not mean as
some hon. members seem to argue, that it
mnst be printed and then ordered to be ex-
punged. The Notice Paper has to be drawn
up by the Clerk first and that is lhe time
wlen the Speaker expunges anything, be-
fore it goes to the printer to be printed.

AMr. Holman: We will deal with that
alter the present ruling.

The Premier: 1 am nolt here to handy
words across the Chamber. I am discussing
the question which the member for Kan-
owna has raised.

Mr, ITolman: Is the hon. member in order
in  discussing the main question, Mr,
Speaker?

AMr. Speaker: The hon. member is edjoy-
ing ibhe same liberty as those before him
have had.

The Premier: This Standing Order says
that, “Tf anv notice contains unbecoming
expressions the House may order that it
shall not be printed.” “Unbecoming” means
improper expressions and it is shown by
Mr. Speaker when he took this action that
the notice of motion was improper, inus-
much as it had no speeifie charge against
the Speaker.

Hon. J. Scaddan: That is not an unbe-
coming expression.

The Premier: Oh yes it is.
was iuproper.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Did you learn that at
sehool ¢

The Premier: May's Parliamentary Prac-
tice has been referred to.  Everyone has
quoted May to support his contention.
May sets forth on pages 277 and 278—

Certain matters cannot be debated, save
upon a substantive motion whieh ean be
dealt with by amendment, or by the dis-
tinet vote of the House, such as the con-
duct of the Sovereign, the Heir to the

Throne, the Viceroy and Governor-Gen-

eral of India, the Lord-Lientenani of Ire-

land, the Speaker, the Chairman of Ways
and Means, members of either House of

Parliament, and Judges of the Superior

Courts of the Unifted Kingdom, including

The motion
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persons holding the position of a judge,
such as a Judge of a Court of Bank-
ruptey, and of a County Court.
Then on page 293 the hop. member will
Gnd—
As the conduet of the persons men-
tioned on p. 278 can only be debated upon
a substantive motion, embodying therein
4 specific charge, refleetions upon their

conduct cannot be brought before the
House by way of amendment,
1t says, “embodying therem a specific
charge.”

Hon. T. Walker: The charge is ihat he
does not possess the confidence of the
Honse.

The Premier: That is not specifie; that
is u general charge. If we remember the
time when the motion was tabled, the ewvi-
dent anxiety of members opposite was to
attagk Mr. Speaker generally on his lite's
history, when he had only been in the Chair
for a few days and nothing had happened
then to lay a specific charge. The lhon.
member could not make a specific charge.
Of course, to-night he has gone on in his
usnal style, with the eloquence that he has
nt his command to point out how the House
is master of the Speaker. Of counrse the
House is master of the Speaker. The
Speaker at all times with the assistance of
inembers should le able to control the
House. The hon. member went on to say
that the House would become a rabble nn-
less controlled by the Speaker. T agree
with him; it became a rabble yesterday.

Mr. Taylor: Is the hon. member in order
in reflecting on the Flouse?

The Premier: The point is this: Unless
a motion of that deseription as set down in
May eontains a specific echarge it cannot be
accepted; it is improper under our Stand-
ing Orders, and Mr. Speaker is perfectly
right to leave it or- expunge it from the
Notice Paper. “Expunge” means to be left
off, not printed and then struck off as mem-
bers wonld argue shonld have heen the
course taken. This course has been taken
on other oceasions and I am satisfied of
this, it is a moderate power to place in the
hands of the Speaker. TIf it is unwisely
nsed, then hon. memhers have their remedy.

Hon. T. Walker: What is that?
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The Premier: By giving notice aceording
to the Standing Orders.

Hon, T. Walker: But the motion would
not appear.

The Premier: Oh yes. A member gives
notice of motion at the next sitting of the
House, that the Speaker’s action in expung-
ing the notice be disagreed with.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Thai is a matter of
privilege.

The Premier: The hon. member waonld
read privilege into everything, until we
should have members getting up one after
another raising points of privilege on the
most trivial matters. I hope members are
not going to do that. Let me say this at
once. IT members want to challenge the
Speaker’s position I amn willing to give them
the opportunity to do so. If they give notice
of motion in the ordinary way, a proper
motion specifying the charges, whieh has
been done to-night by the leader of the Op-
position, we can arrange when it ean be de-
bated and settled then. '

Hon. J. Scaddan: What abont suspend-
ing the sitting and discussing it with him?
Yon might he able to persuade him. WNo-
body else can.

The Premier: To iry and raise a side-
issue and open the donrs of Parliament to
any debate whatsoever on a question of.
privilege, is ridiculous. Tt is going to re-
bound fo our proceedings in the future to
the detriment of our Parliamentary proced-
ure. I am satisfied the aetion faken 1s the
correct one, and I thifk you, Mr. Speaker,
were perfectly in order in the circumstances
on the action which you took.

Hon. T. Walker: Do you agree with the
Speaker’s ruling, that dissent from his rul-
ing shonld be preceded by notice?

The Premier: That is not the point. Mr.
Speaker did not give a ruling.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Oh, yes, he has

The Premier: I have the Votes and Pro-
ceedings of the occasion.

Mr. Molman: Mr. Speaker, will you
kindly read the motion before the House at
the present time? T take it that the motion
before the House is that your ruling be dis-
sented from?

Mr. Speaker: The wmotion is that the
House dissents from the ruling of Mr.
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Speaker, that notice should be given of dis-
agreement with his decision.

The Premier: Have you given that ruling
Mz, Speaker, that notice of motion should be
given?

Mr. Speaker: Yes.

The Premier: T am disputing your inter-
pretation. If my recollection serves me
aright you did not give a ruling, you gave
tnstructions and that is what the hon. mem-
ber is laking exceplion to.

Mr. Holman: The hon. member is reflect-
ing on the Chair. He heard what the
Speaker said.

The Premier: I said it was on the action
ihe Speaker took on that occasion. The
member for DMurchison took exception
to the fact that this notice of motion had
been expunged by the order of the Speaker.

Mr. Holman: That was prior to the
ruling.

Hon. 1. Walker: The last ruling he gave
he said; “I rule,” then I dissented.

The Premier: 1 am sare ! cannot quite
understand what we are discussing. 1 cer-
tainly understood the member for Kanowns
and other members who have spoken on the
opposition side of the House—tlhe member
for Murchison and others—that it was the
action of the Speaker under the Voles and
Proceedings. :

Mr. Holinan: T never spoke in regard Lo
that. T replied (o a statement made hy the
Attorney General.

The Attorney General: I replied to von.

Mr. Holman: That was hefore Mr.
Speaker gave his ruling.

The Premier: If seems Lo me we are all at
Cross purposes.

Mr. Holman: 1 rise to a poeint of order
and ask that the Premier be kept to the
question before the House,

The Premier: Then I do not rise to a point
of order. Let me proceed. Let me have the
same privilege as the hon. memher inter-
jeeling has. Objection has been {aken to
Mr. Speaker’s ruling under Standing Order
141, which reads—

If any objection is taken to the ruling
or decision of the Speaker, such objection
must be taken at onee.

Hon. .J. Scaddan: There you are.

The Premier: That is quite right."

Hon. T. Walker: The Speaker ruled that
[ could not move it, bat must give notice of
motion.

My, Speaker: Notice of motion disagree-
ing with the action of the Speaker.

Hon. T. Walker: With your ruling, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: Let me say this. When the
member for Kanowna sent his notice up to
me, 1 had i in my mind that the word “rul-
ing’? should he “action.”

Opposition Members: Oh!

Hon. J. Scaddan: On a point of order.
Standing Order 141 provides—

1f any ohjection is taken to ihe ruling

or decision of the Speaker, such objec-

tion mnst he taken al once.
The decision of the Speaker was that this
notice of motion should nol appear on the
Notice Paper.

The Premier: That is Thursday last.

Hon. J. Seaddan: It is not Thursday last.
This is the first oceasion on which the mat-
ter eould possibly have been diseussed, The
Standing Order does nobt refer merely fo
matters of ruling. 1f says—

It any obhjection is taken to the ruling

or decision of the Speaker .

The Speaker ruled that the matter eould
not he taken at once, but that notice must bhe
given.

" Hon. T.
me say that
that  you, Mr.
my nolice of moiion from the
Paper, and had given your deecision,
I asked you to reconsider the mat-
ter. [ asked, further, whether 1 could not
have the notice of motion on to-morrow’s
Notice Paper, and you then distinetly said.
“T rule that the hon. member cannot place
that on the Notice Paper.”

Mr. Speaker: That he should give notice.

Hon. T. Walker: No, no. I then said, “I
dissent from your ruling.” You, Sir, there-
upon said, “1 rule that the hon. member can-
not pui that on the Notice Paper”” It was
a question of putting the notice on the No-
tice Paper for to-morrow. You said, “I
rule that cannot be done,” or words to that
efiect—I cannot recall the exact words.

The Premier: That was done to-day?

Opposition members: Yes.

Walker:
afier I
Speaker,

In explanation, let
had complained
had excluded
Notice
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Hon. T. Walker: The Speaker said, “I
rule that the hon. member cannot do that
without nolice.” The molion is now that the
House dissent from the ruling that I cannot
do that without notice. I say that I have a
right o dissent from the Speaker’s ruling
as soon as he gives it.

Hon. J. Secaddan: I think the Premier is
satisfied now, is he nol?

The Premicr: Mr. Speaker makes a state-
ment. The member for Kanowna moves
that the House is dissatisfied with the Speak-
er's explanation.

Hon. J. Scaddan: The Speaker's decision.

The Premier: The Speaker rules that the
hon. member’s motion requires notice. Then
the hon. member moves to dissent from that
ruling, and sets out in writing why the
House should digsenf from the ruling, that
notice must be given to dissent from My,
Speaker’s ruling.

Opposition Mewbers: That is it.

The Premier: Then we must come right
back to the foundation of the matter.

Hon. J. Scaddan: You are generally good
in a difficult eorner.

The Premier: That has been the tendency
of every speech whiel has been made on the
question.

Hon. T. Walker: There has been a lot of
talk wide of the question, a lot of talk thaf
has no bearing om the question. There is
only one thing before the House—dissent
from the Speaker’s ruling.

My, Taylor: Having listened to the Aftor-
ney General and the Premier in defence of
the decision which you, Mr. Speaker, have
given this afternoon, one cannot but feel
surprised. Neither of those two hon. gen-
tlemen had any knowledge of the subject,
to judge from the statemenis they made;
and, indeed, this was amply proved before
the Premier resumed his seat. There can be
no doubt as to the question before the
Chair. The question before the Chair is that
your ruling be dissented from. What is
your ruling? It is that the member for Ka-
nowna cannot do something unless he does
it by notice of motion. You have ruled thns
under Sianding Order 141, whieh specifie-
ally lays down that when the Speaker’s rul-
ing is disagreed with or dissented from, or
questioned, action must be taken on the spot,
at once. In support of this, I can hark baek
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to 1893, when an hon. member tried to sub-
mit a question to the Speaker of that day,
and, because the matter was a week old, the
Speaker ruled that it had to be done by
notice of motion. The reason was that the hon.
member did not take action immediately,
did not adopt the proper method which was
adopted by the member for Kanowna ihis
atternoon. The hon. member 1 refer to is
the present Minister for Lands. He ques-
tioned the eapacity of the then Chairman of
Commitlees to oecupy that ‘posilion. Buf he
let it go too late, and the then Speaker in-
formed him that he must proeeed by way
of notice of motion. Had the member for
Kanowna adopted the same procedure as the
present Minisler for Lands did im 1893, he
wonld have had to comply with your diree-
tion and give notice of motion. But there
is no necessity for that. The member for
Kanowna took action under Standing Order
141, on the spot; and all the sophistry of
the Attorney General, and all the legal
dodgery which can be brought to bear in this
matter, with the assistance of the I’remier,
cannot alter the position. Neither 3{ay nor
any other authority holds good in this Par-
liament, so long as our Standing Orders
make provision. And provision is amply
made for the motion whieh Las heen moved
by the member for Kanowna, and there is
every justifieation for every member of the
House supporting the motion of dissenl.
This is not a party question, and is oot he-
ing debated on party lines. It is being de-
hated from the point of view of the privi-
leges of members of this House, and from
the point of view of the procedure which is
laid down by our Standing Orders, and
which has not been followed by My, Speak-
er. The husiness of Lhe country could not
be carried on if Mr. Speaker flouted the
Standing Orders. He has no more right to
do that than has any other member of this
Chamber. It is by the Sianding Orders we are
governed and controlled, and the member
for Kanowna deserves credit from the whole
House for moving to dissent from Mr.
Speaker’s ruling. The hon. member only
had the opportanity of moving in that diree-
tion this afternoon, and he did move: and 1
hope hon. members generally will realise the
necessily for putting asicde all party feeling.
I feel, too, that My, Speaker himself should
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consider his position in this respect. The
Fouse should carry the motion of dissent
and not allow party lines to prevail. The
motion carries with it no reflection upon Lhe
Government or upon any member of this
House. It is a reflection upon the attitude
of the Speaker in giving a deeision which
is not in accordance with our Standing
Orders, and not in accordance with the prae-
tice either of this Parliament or of any
other Parlhiament in the English-speaking
world. TFlon. members should rise to the
oceasion and defend their privileges and the
prestize of the House. T support the mem-
her for Kanowna,

The Attorney General:
explanalion?

Hon, J, Seaddan:
atready been heard.

Mr. Speaker: He may be heard by leave
of the Flonse,

Hon. J. Seaddan: No, Sir. Only by way
of explanation, by permission of the House,
He cannot argue., Argoment is not ex-
planation.

The Attorney General: I will not argue
anything at all. T merely wish to make a
personal explanation.

Mr. Troy: On a point of order, the At-
torney (eneral can speak with the permis-
sion of the House, but he must first get
the permission of the House. He is speak-
ing now with your permission, Mr. Speak-
er—not with the permission of the House.

Mr. Speaker: TIs it the pleasure of the
House that the Attorney General make a
statement ?

T.eave given.

Mr. Troy:
only.

Mr. Taylor: The Attorney General is
trying to drag the discussion over the tea
adjournment.

The Attorney General: If that is alleged
I will not speak ai all. However, T admit
that when addressing the House just now
I conceived the question before the Chair to
be somewhat different from that whiels,
when it was read out, it actually turned
oub to be. T think T was not the only one
under such a misapprehension, because hon.
members had not the motion before them
in print or in writing. For my part, I had

May I make an

The hon. member has

It must be an explanation
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only been a witness of what had taken
place.  This was what took place: The
member for Nanowna moved that the
House was dissatisfied with the Speaker’s
explanativn. The next thing that occurred
was that von, Siv, ruled that that was a
motion whieh required nolice 1n writing in
the ordinary way—1I take it, under Stand-
ing Order 101. That is what I was address-
mg 1oyself to, and what I think the Pre-
mier was addressing himself to. [n faet, 1
was rather aslonished during the course of
my remmarks, when, in response I think fo
the member for Murehison, you stated the
question before the House.

Mr. Holman: I asked for it twice. I
rose to a point of order twice.

The Attorney General: 1 think these are
the words of the motion—

That the House dissents from the rul-
ing of Mr. Speaker that notice must be
given of disagreement with his roling.

What, in faet, I was discussing
Hon. J. Scaddan: I move that the At-
torney General’s explanation he aceepted.
Opposition Members: Question !
Mr. Speaker: Order! The question be-
fore the House is—
That the House dissents from the rul-
ing of Mr. Speaker that notice must be
given of disagreement with his ruling.
It is quite obvious that that was not the
intention of my ruling.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Then, what have we
had all this diseussion for?

The Premier: Take it on the voices, and
go on with the next business.

Question put and passed.

Sitling suspended from G.I5 to 7.30 p.m.

MOTION—NOTICE OF MOTION WITH-
HELD FROM NOTICE PAPER.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [7.30):
It has been decided by the House that I am
in order in disagreeing with the decision,
explanation or ruling, which you gave to-
night at the opening of the House to the
effect that you would not put a motion of
want of confidence in yourself on the Notice
Paper. and that if it were produced again
vou would rule it out of order on the
grounds that it was not a substantive motion
or specific charge. N¥ow I submit that vour
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reasons for your decision were not in order,
to put it in the mildest possible way. It in
no sense comes under chapter 9 of May, as
read by the Premier.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member sub-
milting a motion now?

Hon. T. WALKER: I understand that
my motion is before you; the molion that
you ruled out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER: No.

Hon. T. WALKER: The motion that
your decision was not safisfactory; that is
the motion 1 am diseussing. Instead of the
word “explanation” in the motion I would
have you put “decision.” In the eleventh
edilion of May, page 277, we read—

Certain matters may not be debated
save upon a substantive motion which can
be dealt with by amendment or by the dis-
tinet vole of the Honse, such as the con-
duet of the Bovereign, the Heir fo the

Throne, the Vieeroy and Governor Geuo-

eral of India, the Lord Lieuntenant of lre-

land, the Speaker, the Chairman of Ways
and Means, members of either Houses of

Parliament, and judges of the superior

courts of the United Kingdom, including

persons holding the position of a judge,
such as a judge in a courl of bankruptey
and of a eounty courf. These matters can-
not, iherefore, be questioned by way of
amendment nor upon a molion for ad-

journment under Standing Order No. 10.

For the same reason no charge of a per-

sonal character can be raised save upon

a direct and substantive motion to that

effect, No statement of that kind can,

therefore, be embodied in a notice stiat-

mg that the attention of the House will

be called to a matter of that nature.
This guotation from 3ay, upon which you
has based your excuse for not admitlting
my motion, really gives me the right to move
that motion. T can rely upon this as much
as upon any other of our Standing Orders
or customs of Parliament for the right to
submit a substanfive motion, which is one
to which an amendment ean he moved or
uron which a distinet vote of the House ob-
tained. That is the definition of substan-
tive motion. If an amendment ecan be moved
to it and a distinet vote of the House ob-
tained upon it, it is of a substantive
character, and therefore has the right,
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aceording to all precedents, o go upon
the Notitce Paper. Tt is true (that
in looking up anthorities one finds very
few attaeks upon the Speaker, unless one
wous vack to the early days when the tradi-
tions and character of the Chair were being
formed. Then one ean find instances of a
rebellions Speaker being held in his seat by
two wembers and compelled to put a motion
that he had refused.

Mr. Hudson: Is that Standing Order still
in existence?

“Hon. T. WALKER: No, unfortunately.

Hon. J. Scaddan: What about the other
one, to put him out®

My, Hudson: I will make one.

Hon, T. WALKER: There are instances
of the Speaker being ruled disorderly by the

House and having his words taken down.
One can find an oceasion, too, where, if it

“had not been that the Speaker was taken ill,

he would have had to put from the Chair
a motion for s own expulsion. But that is
long ago. Of late years, fortunately, in al-
most every Parliament of the British Domin-
ions, men of character, respect and ability
have been placed in that post, and conse-
quently have known how to conduet their
husiness with diseretion, judgment, and im-
partiality, and therefore, there has heen no
necessity to move votes of want of confi-
denee in them. But in this House there have
heen votes of ecensure, if not moved, at least
placed on the Notice Paper. I gave you my
authority to-night for that, in_our own Votes
and Proceedings. See, Mr. Speaker, what
your conclusion would bring us to if we
followed your ruling. I have already quoted
from Aay as follows:—

For the same reason no personal charge
can be raised save upon a direct and sub-
stantive molion lo that effect. No state-
ment of that kind ean, therefore, be em-
hodied in a notice stating that the atfenlion
of the House will be called to a matter of
that nature.
That affects, not only the disiinguished per-
sons I have mentioned, but every member of
the House, every member of the Govern-
ment, and if your ruling were right, we could
never move a vote of want of confidence in
the Government.

The Premier: That is not correet.
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Hon. T. WALKER: Absolutely correct.
If we cannot move a motion such as I have
given nofice of against the Speaker, we can-
not move it against the Premier, or any
member sitting on the Treasury bench
whether individually or as a body.

The Attorney General: Have you any pre-
cedent showing that il has ever been moved
clsewlere?

Hon. T. WALKER: It has been moved
in this TTouse. My point is that it had the
right to go on the Notice Paper, and I have
civen abundant evidence of that.

Hon. P. Collier: The eomplaint is of hav-
ing left it off the Nolice Paper.

Hon. T. WALKER: Here is one instance.
On page 108 of the Votes and Proceedings
of the third session of the seventh Parlia-
ment, 1910-11, we find that Mr. Helman has
& notice on the Nolice Paper lo move, “That
Mr. Speaker has not the eonfidence of the
members of this House” There is my pre-
cedent in this Chamber. It is in the life of
the Parliament of this Stafe, and 1 say if
we eannot do it aguinst the Speaker we can-
not do it against anybody; for the laws that
protect the Speaker protect every member,
and if it be lawful to move a vote of no
confidence in the Government, it is equally
lawful to move a vote of no confidence in
the Speaker. T will ask you, Mr, Speaker,
if that could not be done, what sort of con-
dition would the House find itself in? No
matfer how incompetent the Speaker might
be, how poor his memory, liow we might know
of his utter unfitness from training, dispo-
silion, and general ability to preside over
the husiness of the House, we eonld do noth-
ing unless we could bring against him some
charge of crime, as, for instance, that he had
defrauded the widows, or something of that
sort. Unless we could hring a charge of
some actual offence of a moral or politieal
character, and prove it to the hiit, we could
not touch the Speaker. However unable or
unworthy he was to sit in the Chair, the
House conld never touch him. Ts that in aec-
cordance with ordinary common sense?
Parliament has been bailt
ceeding upon common sense lines and upon
experience. One of the dearest privileges
belonging to Parliament, and one that was
earliest obtained and most earvefully pre-

up in its pro-r
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served was the right of free speech, even if it
meant attacking a constituted order of
things in order that a change might be

effected. FEven where the King was con-
cerned, the Speaker himself dared
not disohey the rules of the IHonse.

At the eommand of the King to speak
he was silent, except by way of explan-
ation, to say that he had neither eyes to see
nor a tongue to speak, but such as the House
direeted. Has it come to this, that once the
Speaker gets into the Chair he is there for
ever, and ihat no offence in the conduct of
the huosiness of the House, no lack of re-
spect, no cxistence of actnal distrust and
disresnect would ever move him from his
post?

The Altorney General: Was the motion
debaled ?

Hon. T, WALKER: That case was on the
Nofice Paper. Let us go no further and
have no quibbles. T am fighting for my
right to have the matter diseussed. and in
support of my contention that the Speaker
had no right to infercept that motion and to
refuse ifs appearance upon the Notice
Paper. We need not carry it any further.
The Speaker issues an arbitrary authority
which is not given to him by custom, Wwhich
is nol given to him by precedent, or by the
Standing Orders of the House.

The Altorney General: You have quoted
some precedent. Have vou any more?

Hon. T. WALKER: How many more
precedents does the hon, member want?

The Attorney General: 1 do not want
ﬂ.n_\" nore.

Hon. T. WALKER:: The reason why we
have not many precedents of the kind is
that 1t 1s execeedingly seldom indeed, cne
uf the rarest things in the world, that men
are elevated to thal distinguished position
whoe do not command the absolute respect
of hoth sides of the House.

The Attornev General: Quite true.

Hon. T. WALKER: No precedents will
be found.

The Attorney General: I see vou have
one and I merely asked you if it was de-
bated.

Hon. J. Scaddan:
it should he
Paper.

The motion was that
submitted on the Notice
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Hon. T. WALKER: I myself spoke to
it on another oceasion. I was in the un-
fortunate position, in the case of another
Speaker, of being obliged to speak very
strongly, and I may say of him that he
gave me the fullest opportunity of saying
what I had to say.

Hon. P. Collier:
on the Speaker.

Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly. In
answer to the Attorney General I say, it
is right that the Speaker should be ques-
tioned if necessary. It is for the absolute
good of the House that the Speaker should
be bemmed in with safeguards, that he
should be supported on every possible oc-
casion, and that we should give him all the
help possible to preserve the ordinary and
good-mannered conduct of business; but if
the Speaker himself displays ignoranee of
the Standing Orders under which he rules,
and if he himself shows an unfitness for the
preservation of order, and le himself give
an example of disorder, and give insults or
offence, or spreads ili-temper amongst mem-
bers of the House, and is tlie cause of
seenes and disturbances, then he is not aet-
ing in accordancée with the high position
that he occupies, that is, he ceases to be
that exalted characier that we expeet in
the Chair, then he has debased the Chair to
a lower level, he has ceasdd to operate as
Speaker and he has put the House then in
a sort of disorder where he cannot rule or
cannot be obeyed. If the Speaker violates
the Standing Ovders, is ignorant of the
Standing Orders, and will not do his duty,
then we cannot expeet the Fouse to sup-
port him, or to have confidence in him.

Mr. Speaker: Order! We arve not deal-
ing with the motion as to the question of
confidence in the Speaker.

Hon. T. WALKER: No, but I said

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! T nsk the hon.
member to try to confine himself to this
particular motion,

Hon. T, WALKER: If the Speaker has
broken the Standing Orders and infringed
the customs and precedents of this House
by refusing to put my motion on the busi-
ness paper, he has lost the confidence of the
House, and the House has a right to bhe
dissatisfied with his ruling.

It was a vole of censure
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Mr. Taylor: And Lo diseuss it, too.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, so far as it is
ineidental to that Ffact., Nothing can be
more subsiantive than the motion I desired
fo move—*that this House has no econfi-
denee in the Speaker.”

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon
gentleman is not entitled iw Jiscuss that
motion now,

Hon. T, WALKER: [ am in order in
diseussing or mentioning what it is you
have given your decision upon. Tt 15 the
same point which we were uu the other
night, 1t is by these interruptions, when
one is perfectly in order, that one hecumes
so dissatisfed with, and which give one
the right to put upow the paper ons’s want
of confidence in you, Sir, as Mr. Speaker.
I say that my motion was a substantive
motion and ought to have gone upon the
Notice Paper, being a substantive motion
declaring that this House had no confidence
in you, and you therefore had no right to
keep it off the Notice Paper. In doing this
you exceeded your duties, and you violated
the trust of this Assembly. You are the
custodian of our rights and liberties, and
you have drawn them into the mire and east
thent to the four winds of the heavens.
Therefore, if this Honse respects its privi-
leges, and desires to have fair play and to
safeguard the liberties and the rights of
hon. members I say then that my wmotion
onght to have gone on the business paper.
I say by the test given in May, part of
which you relied on, my motion should have
wone on the paper, because the object of it
was to obtain & distinet vote of this House
upon your conduct as Speaker. It was of
a similar nature to that which is placed
upon a Minister of the Crown or the Gov-
ernment as a whole, and the House can only
stultify itself by admitting its inability to
remove an undesirable Speaker from the
Chair  when such Speaker has made
manifest his undesirability. For that
reason the matter should have been de-
bated. Tt would have been better for you
to have had the confidence of this House
expressed when your position was calied
into quesiion. It would have been in your
interest to have had the fullest and most
open discussion upon this guestion. To my
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mind it shows somewhat of an onfitness on
your part, Sir, for the position that tbe
motion questioning your capacity to fill that
post and the confidence of members in you
1s suppressed by your own aef, stified, ap-
parently, in your own interests, baulking
fair, free and open discussion of the high-
est office this high court of the land has to
offer. To my mind that would justify the
motion going upon the paper now. 1t
would be an argument for no confidence in
vou. It shows the utter disregard for the
rights of private members and for the rights
of the whole House. When it is a question
upon whieh the whole Elouse must have
spoken and given their views one way or
the other, you say the House shall have no
voice in anything affecting you. Youn can-
not, Sir, elaim that immupity any more than
any other hon. member in this House can
claim i6. Yon, Sir, eonstitutionally are only
a part of the House, and though a distin-
guished officer who should receive the re-
spect of everybody in the land vou still are
a servant of this House, with neither eyes
to see nor a tongue to speak, bnt such as
the House directs you. You have mistaken
your duty in that vespeet. You have stood
heiween the House and yourself. You have
shielded yourself from disenssion, ecreated
suspicion, a fear and dread lest some light
ntight be thrown upon some qualitication or
lack of qualification that you possess. These
things should be cleared up, the light of
day should be thrown upon that oflice above
all other offices in this House. Hon. mem-
bers can be assailed from outside with more
or less immunity, but even hon. members
representing a constitueney ecam bring their
lihellers to book and bring them before this
Hounse and adjudge them guilty of con-
tempt.  1f hon. members ean do that in re-
gard to their lowly constituencies in the
State, surely the high office of Mr. Speaker
ean be a matter of dehate and proteection.
If the Speaker is to maintain the respect of
the whole community, he must ask for day-
light. He must woo eriticism; he must
frankly admit the right of lion. members to
disagree with him, to question his capacity
for the office he holds. Therefore, I submit
yon were wrong on the point of precedent,
on the point of common sense, and on the
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point of the ecustoms of this House previ-
cusly made for you, in deleting my motion
from the husiness paper, I move—

That this House is dissatisfled with the
Speaker's decision in regard to his aclion
in withholding the member for Kanowna's
notice from the Notice Paper.

Mr. HOLMAXN (Murchison) [7.58]: In
seconding this mwtion I only desire to sup-
plement lhe rewmarks of ihe member for
Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker). Our Standing
Ovders lay down Lhe method by which a
notice of motion shall he given. It 1is
clearly shown by our Standing Orders what
a member must do in giving nolice of
metion. There is no authority veste:d n the
Speaker to prevent that notice of mofion
aipearing on the Notice Paper. The At-
torney Ceneral asked whether theve was any
inslance in this House where there !ad heen
a motion moved similar to that moved Ly
the membher for Kanowna. Such a one was
moved and an opportunily was given by M.
Speaker himself leaving the Chair and ask-
ing the Chairman of Committees Lo take his
place whilst the motion was heing discussed.

The Aittorney Greneral: And then you
withdrew the motion.

Mr. HOLMAN : That is not the point. It
appears on page 1037 of Hansard, 19th
(elnher, 1910, as follows:—

Want of econfidence in the Speaker—
Notiee of motion given by Mr. Holman,
“That Mr. Speaker Las not the confidence
of the members of this House” read.

1t was read from the Notice Paper.
Speaker then rose and said—

With reference to this moiion, I will
ask the Chairman of Commiltees to be
wood enough to take the Chair.

T then rose and said—

I will not move

Sreaker,
But the opportunity was given. The motion
was placed on our Notice Paper and the
very wording of (he motion moved by the
member for Kanowna was made use of on
that oceasion. That shows clearly that the
righls and privileges of members of this
Chamber were assailed when the Speaker
took it upon himself to go oufside the Stand-
ing Orders. 1 contend that he failed to do
his duly in nob placing the motion on the

My.

the motion, Mr.
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Notice Paper. The Speaker quoted Stand-
ing Ovder 106 in support of his aetion.
That Sianding Order reads—

If any notice contains unbecoming ex-
pressions, the House may order that it
shall not be printed or it may be ex-
punged from the Notice Paper, or am-
ended by order of the Speaker.

Hon. members must bear in mind the words

“it may be expunged from the Notice Paper” .

ouly on one consideration, namely, if it
confaing unbecoming expressions. No one
in the House can say that the nolice of
motion given by the member for Kanowna
contained any unbecomming expressions.
Whatever may have been said at the lime
the molion was moved is a different thing
altogether. Members have a perfect right
to say whether the Speaker, the Government
or anyone else las the confidence of the
Chamber, and any hon member has a per-
feet right to move such a molion as that
presented by the member for Kanowna, so
long as it is eouched in vespectful lan-
guage. The Speaker did more than he had
power to do when he declined o give that
motion room on the Notice Paper. If we
permit this kind of thing fo continue the
Speaker may take it upon himself io ex-
punge any netice of motion from the Notice
Paper. What, ther, do we become? We
become an impotent body of men, nnable to
do anything at all, becanse of a whim of
the Speaker. The Speaker quoted May,
pages 278 and 293, but he might also have
quoted page 243. Tt would then have heen
shown that our Standing Orders had been
obeyed in every particular. On pace 243 of
May we find this—

As the notice paper is published by
authority of the House, a notice of a mo-
tion or of a question to he put to a mem-
ber, ¢ontaining unbecoming expressions,
infringing its rules, or olherwise irregu-
lar, may, under the Speakers’s anthority,
be corracted hy the clerks at the table,

They can correct the notice of motion if
there he any unbecoming expressions in it ?
May goes on—

These alterations, if it be necessary,
are submitted fo the Speaker, or to the
memher who gave the notice. A notice
wholly out of order, as, for instance,
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containing a reflection on a vote of the
House, may be withheld from publication
on the Notice Paper

No one can say that this notice was a re-

flection on a vote of the House.
or, if the irregularity be not extreme, the,
notice is printed, and reserved for futare
consideration; though, in such cases, it is
not the duty of the clerks at the table fo
inform the member who gave the notice
of an informality that it may contain.
Wheri a notice, publicly given, is ob-
viously irregular or nnbecoming, the
Speaker has interposed, and the notice
is not received in that form; and he has
also direected that a notice of motion
should not be printed, as being cbviously
designed merely to give annoyance. If
an objeetion be raised to a notice of
motion upon the notice paper, the
Speaker decides as to its regularity; and,
if the objection be sustained, the notice
will be amended or withdrawn.  The
House has alsc, by order, directed that a
notice be taken off the notice paper.

The House has had no say in this gquestion.
The House has not had the opportunity of
diseussing it and the only reason for the
Speaker altering the motion wounld be if it
contained unbecoming expressions. The
member for Kanowna might have gone fur-
ther and given other reasons for arguing
that the Speaker was not empowered to ex-
punge the motion from the Notice Paper.
May on page 279, says—
A motion 18 also equally out of order
which anticipates a motion for leave to
bring in a bill that includes the subject
proposed fo be dealt with by the motion,
or a hill appointed for consideration,
though the bill may not have been
printed. The reference, however, of a
matter to a select committee does not
prevent lhe consideration of the same
matter by the House,
I am going to show that in the olden days
there were abuses and that unless we take
our present stand Wwe are likely to be sub-
jected to similar ahuses.

The Attorney General:
fair.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Attorney General,
seeing that he received suck a wonderful

That is hardly
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education in his early youth, should be able
to understand what 1 am endeavouring to
explain. May goes on—

Formerly it was customary for the
Speaker, when he thought fit, to frame a
rootion out of the debate. This ancient
custom, however, was open to abuses and
mizsconception, and has long since been
disused. Jn 1794, Earl Stanhope had
proposed a rTesolution with a long pre-
amhle, which, on putting the question,
the lord chancellor omitted. On a subse-
quent day. a complaint and a molion were
made regarding this omission. After a
debate, from which it appeared fhat the
words omiited had been of an objection-
able character, and that the lord chanecel-
lor had c¢ollected the unanimous opinion
of the House for their omission, the mo-
tion was supersaded by adjourament.
In that case the reason why the words were
omitted was that (hey were objectionable.
Going further in connection with this mat-
ter to show how abuses crept in in those
days, I will read a foot-nole which appears
on the same page—

Burnet relates of Mr. Speaker Seymour
that, if the eourl party was not well gath-
ered together, he kept “the House from
doing anylhing by a wilful mistaking or
missiating the question, By Lhat he gave
{ime to tbose who were appointed for
that mercenary work to ge abont and
gather in all Lheir party; and ihen he
would very fairly state the question, when
he saw he was sure to carry it.”

That was the attitude adopted somelhing
over 200 years ago. Now we find thal we
are going back to those days when the
Speaker prevents a notice appearing on the
- Notice Paper when there is no provision in
the Standing Orders for such action. The
notice given by the member for Kanowna
was in order in every way, and was similar
to a motion which was accepted by a pre-
vious Speaker in this Chamber. I do not
think there is any member who will uphold
a ruling such as that given by the present
Speaker. If so, there is nothing to prevent
any Speaker from expunging any motion
from Lhe Notice Paper. That will mean that
members will be gagged just at the whim of
the Speaker, who may assume an authorily

1997

he does not possess. I regret indeed that
we to-day are faeed with this position and I
trust that in their wisdom members will see
that their rights and privileges are not
taken from them, but that every oppor-
tunity will be given them to discuss any
malter of publie importanee which they are
entitled to bring under notice. I trust the
motion will be carried.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [8.10]: WWhen we were debating
the previous question before the tea ad-
journment, we preity well covered the
ground in connection with the motion now
before the House. The hon. member who
has just sat down said that no one in this
House would uphold the Speaker's action.
I uphold it. I have done so, and given my
reasons very fully when we were dehating
the motion which was submifted at an
earlier stage. I hold that the Speaker has
the power, not only by custom but by pre-
cedent and by the rules of the Honse, to
withhold a motion from the Notice Paper if
e, in his diseretion, thinks that under the
Standing Orders and under precedents it is
irregular or improper.

AMr. Holman: Quote the Standing Orders.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
ruoted thein himself; they have been
quoted a dozen times.

Hon. P. Collier: Quote 106.

The PREMIER: Standing Order 106
sAys—

Tf any notice confaios unbecoming ex-
pressions the House may order Lhat it
shall not he printed, or it may be ex-
punged from the Notiee Paper, or am-
ended by order of the Speaker.

There is the authorily for expunging the
motion from the Notice Paper. Whether the
Speaker does it rightly or wrongly is an-
other matter. The Speaker has acted under
the authorities,

Hon. T. Walker: No.

The PREMIER: And he has acted un-
der the authority laid dewn in May. I find
another quotation in connection with tlis
matter which supports the rulings I have
read from Vay. This s what May says—

Of charges affecting personal character
or conduet, no form of notice is permit-
ted, save a specific notice of a substantive
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motion, which distinctly formulates the
charges.
And then May says on page 278—

For the same reason, no charge of a per-
sonal c¢haraeier can be raised, save upon a
direet and subslantive motion to that ef-
feet: No statement of that kind ecan
therefore he embodied in a nolice of mo-
tion stating (hat the attenlion of Lhe
Honse will be called to n matter of that
nature,

Hon. J. Seaddan:
the motion?

The PREMIER: Again it is quofed
that there must be a specific charge when
such a motion is brought against persons of
high authority. There is the posilion in a
nut-shell.

Hon. J. Seaddan:
kernel.

What is personal in

A nuat-shell without a

My, Munsie: You have made it as clear
as mud.

Hon. J. Scaddan: You are getling into
the same bog as you were in before iea.

The PREMIER : The rules of the House
which T have quoled establish the anthority
of the Speaker. The precedent which the
hon. member opposite has quoted proves
nothing whatever. It simply shows fhat a
notice of motion eounched in similar langu-
age was on the Notice Paper, although il
was rule out by you.

Hon. P. Collier: Yes, it does.

The PREMIER: There are many things
on the Notice Paper that no notice 13 taken
of and which really ought to be ruled out
under the Standing Orders. The member
for Kanowna raised the question that every
member is open to a vote of eensure if we
do not allow ihis motion to appear on the
Notice Taper in the terms in which he
drafted it. The thing is absurd, There is
no analogy hetween the two matters at all,
The Government are open to a echarge of no-
confidenee for any act of administration,
hoth ingide and outside this Chamber, hut it
is unihinkable that a genlleman holding (he
high- position of Speaker in this Assembly
should hiave his private life. perhaps, in-
quired into outside of this Chamber. The
very facl that he has been e¢lected to this
House by a constilueney is sufficient war-
ranty that he is it to hold the highest posi-
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lion in this House, ineluding the Speaker-
ship.

Hon. P. Collier: The hon. member's pre-
sent motion does not deal with that question
at all; that is dealt with in another motion.

The PREMIER: T am dealing with the
hon, gentleman’s arguments. 1 say there
is no analogy between aitacking the Gov-
ernment for their acts outside of the House
or their administraiion of the affairs of the
State and the question of a vote of no-con-
fidence in the Speaker.

Mr. Holinan: Surely there musl be some
remedy inside the Iouse.

The PREMIER: 'There iz every remedy.

Hon. J. Scaddan: We have been trying
to find a remedy for a fortnight.

The PREMIER: As I have said, in my
opinion, notice of molton of this nature
must contain a specific charge. 1 read that
anthority out lhe other evening. There is
on record a case of a vole against the
Speaker, that e no longer held the confi-
dence of the House, because he was not im-
partial.  In that case a specific charge was
made against the Speaker.

Member: Was (hat Willis?
The PREMIFER: 1 do not know.
Hon. P. Collier: All the rulings by

Willis are to be found in our library.

Mr. SPEAKER : They have been bor-
rowed fairly often.

The PREMIER : On that occasion the
hon. member gave notice of s motion and
specifically stated & charge in accordance
with the rules laid down by May, that the
Speakor was charged with being impartial
in the exercise of hir functions, and on that
ground the House carried a motion of no-
confidence in the Speaker. I venture to
think that, notwithstanding the arguments
that have been put up by the member for
Kenowna (Hon. T. Walker) and supported
by the member for Murchizon (Mr. Holman)
that this is not a case in which the Speaker
i3 preventing discussion in any way of a
meatter afiecting himself. He is open to
be cherged, the same &3 any other hon.
memmber of this House ; but he must be
charged in accordance with our Standing
Orders and in accordance with precedents
and established custom. My remarks of
course must necessarily be somewhat in the
naturs of a repetition of what I have already
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said in the debate which occurred on the
motion for the adjournment of the House.
My judgment of the case is that the motion
was ruled out of order by you, Sir, and
ordered not to be included on-the Notice
Paper when printed—in other words, that
it should be expunged—proporly, hecause
it did not contain a specific charge as laid
down in May, as essential when a Speaker
or other high dignitary is charged with
having lost the confidonce of tho House or
the people, as the case may be. That
being the casze, I propose to vote against
the motion moved by my hon. friend.

Hon. J. SCADDAN {Brown Hill-Ivanhoo)
[8-20]: The Premier will ingiat upon
reading something into Standing Order 106
which it does not contain, and by that
method it may be possible for him to mis-
lead members with regard to the true
position. Let moe resd Standing Order
106 as it should be read.

The Minister for Works: He has not
reached the eighth standard yet.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : The hon. member
himself, T should say, had not passed out
of the infant classes. Standing Order 106
reads as follows, nnd the Premier cannot
read anything else into it—

Tf any notice contains unbecoming
expressions—

The rest of the Standing Order depends on
that part of it. ' 1f any notice contains
unbecoming expressions,’” then certain things
may happen, but not till then—

The House may order that it shall not
be printed {comma) or it may be ex-
punged from the Notice Paper {comma)
or amonded by order of the Speaker.

Why does the Premnier insist on reading
that Btanding Order in this ifashion ?
If any notice contains unbecoming
expressions the House may order it shall
not be printed or it may be expunged
from the Notice Paper or amended by
order of the Speaker.
Why docs the Premier insist on reading
the Standing Order like that ?

The Promier : Read it in your own way.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : I will read it again,
and probably afterwards T will ask the
Promier to step out and read it before the
class.

The Minister for Works :
bring in a blackboard.

You had better
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Hon. J. SCADDAN : If the Premier will
follow me, I will read it again. This is
how he reads it—

If any notice contains unbecoming
expressions (drop you voice) the House
rmay order that it shall not be printed
{drop your voice) or it may be expunged
{drop your voica).

There is a specific point in that Standing
Order, and if it were to apply as the Premier
attempts to make it appear, the position
would be intolerable. It does not read
that way, but that 18 the meaning the
Premier tries to read into it. It is an ab-
golutely incorrect reading and he knows
that quite well. Whatover might be the
reagon for that Standing Order, the facét
remains. If it has the meaning the Premier
and the Attornoy General wish to imply,
there would be no possible opportunity
to any member of submitting matters here
for discussion unless those matters met with
the approval of the Speaker. Wa should
have to first go along and ask Mr. Speaker
“Do wvou approve of this matter being
discuased ’ ?  “‘ Ploage, miss, may I go
out* ? The thing is preposterous. The
positionisasl state it. It hinges on whether
the motion contains any unbecoming ex-
pressions. That is the whole point in the
Standing Order, which gives the Speaker
power to prevent a motion appesring on
the Notice Papor. If after a motion has
appeared on the  Paper for any reason in
the opinion of the House it should not
remain there, it msay be removed or ex-
punged ; but only in the one contingency,
if it contains an unbecoming expression, can
the Speaker prevent its being placed on the
Notice Paper. Therefors, I submit that
the Speaker in this instance has given a
ruling and an explanation which totally
disregard the rights and privileges of mem-
bers of thia Chamber. 1t ts unnecessary to
discuss the motion itself. Personally I do
not proposs to do so. I am hopeful that
other opportunities will present themselves
to members of saving just what they wish
to say on the motion itself. At the moment
we ara discussing only whether this motion
complied with the Standing Orders, and
whether the aetion of Mr. Speaker in pre-
venting its being placed on the Notice Paper
was not usurping power which does not
properly belong to his office. May haa been
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quoted, but it has been previously pointed
out to the Houee that no authority over-
rides our own Standing Ordors, none what-
oever. Our Standing Orders must finalise
all matters, so far as Standing Orders may
control them. Mey may say what it likes,
and June also. The very first paragraph
of Standing Order No. 1, states—

In all cases not provided for heceinafter,
or by Sessional or other orders, resort
shall be had to the rules, forms, and
practice of the Commons House of the
Imperial Parliament of CGreat Britain
end Ireland, which shall be followed
gso far as they can be applied to the
proceedings of the House.

It is only when our ¢wn Standing Orders
are silent that May or any other authority
may he quoted. In this instance they are
not silent at all.

Mr. Taylor : They are most explicit.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : Our Standing Orders
do not say that the Speaker shall not
exercise the power of preventing motions
being placed on the Notice Paper, or that
he shall exercise it. On the other hand,
it says distinetly that if a motion does not
contain unbecorming expressions there is
no power except by the House to prevent
that motion being discussed. Ti it were
otherwise, the position would be intolerable.
Ii there ig one function that the Speaker
ig called upon to exercise it is that he shall
be impartial in controlling the business
of this House. He must prevent a majority
from overriding the rights of the minority.
If it were not 80, what would be the position?
Under our present party form of Govern.
ment it would be possible for a majority
on the Government side, having elected a
Speaker from amongst their own members,
to make an arrangement with the Speaker
for having placed him in the position and
undertaking to keep him there, that he
would prevent matters appearing on the
Notice Paper, which might reflect on the
Government. In such an event the possi-
bility of free and open discussion might
be prevented Ly a majority using their
powers encouraged by the Speaker. That
is exactly what has happened. We have
had a matter put down for discussion which
contained no unbecoming expression, but
which has not been permitted to appear
on the Notice Paper by order of the Speaker,

"Some
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and & meajority on the Government side
of the House is supporting the Speaker
in that action. Let me remind members
on the cross benches that in Australia
political parties come and go, so far as
possession of the Treasury benches is
concerned. They were in Opposition for &
period, and I would ask them how they
would relish the position if the then Govern-
ment had used their majority and their
power, with the asgistance of their own
Speaker, to, prevent the discussion of
matters in this House affecting their con-
stituents, because discussion of such matters
at the time might have been uncomfortable
for the Government or for the gentleman
who happened to occupy the position of
Speaker ? Are we going to debate the
afiairs of this State merely from the stand-
point of our own convenience ? Are we
going ‘to prevent hen. members from
ventilating grievances in Parliament ? It
is a recognised rule that a certain portion
of the time of Parliament should be allotted
to the discussion of grievances. In this
House—and 1 say it openly—a majority
of members have a grievance about the
conduct of the business of this Chamber.
hon, members opposite are not
satisfied with the conduct of business.
That is the truth, and the Premier cannot
deny it. There are certain hon. members
opposite just as much dissatisfied as mem-
bers on this side. But by methods adopted
to suit the occasion we are prevented
from discussing our grievances. Have we
wasted a fortnight of the time of this
House

The Premier: You have.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : If a fortnight of the
time of the House has been wasted, it is
simply because of the action of the Speaker,
and of the Government supporting him,
in preventing free discussion.

The Premier : It is due to your action.

Mernber : What is behind your action ?

Hon. J. SCADDAN : Behind the action
of this party is the desire always uppermost
with members on this side, whether sitting
here or on the Govermment benches—to
retain the right of free discussion, and
beiore everything else, to have ruling over
us a man for whom and in whom hon.
members may have the fullest respect
and confidence.
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Mr. SPEAKER : Order! May I remind
the leader of the Opposition that we are
dealing only with this one motion ?

Hon., J. SCADDAN: 1 quite recognise
that, and you, too, Sir, 1 think should
recognise it if you do not. That being
g0, I do not propose to touch upon the
other question at all, except to urge that
this is a question affecting the privileges
of members. We have a record of how,
in this very Chamber, the then leader of
the Labour party, speaking from the very
place in which I now stand, moved, without
notice, a motion of censure on the Speaker.
And yet to-day we have arrived at the
position where even a respectful notice
of motion, submitted for consideration at
& future date, does not appear on the Notice
Paper. On the I15th XNovember, 1906,
upon the meeting of the House, an elevtion
return was submitted for the constituency
of East Fremantle showing the return of
Mr. William Charles Angwin. Immediately
following that, the then Jleader of the
Oppesition, Mr. T. H. Bath, rose in his
plece and said—

Before notices are called for, I desire

to bring up o matter of privilege, and I

think this is the proper stage at which

to introduce it. T will preface my

remarks by reading a motion which I

purpose moving at the termination of

my remarks :—'* That Mr. Speaker having
given utterance to the following words—

Here the Speaker's words are quoted.

is guilty of a breach of the privileges of

this House, and is deserving of censure.”
That was done without any notice at all;
and yet we, at this day, cannot get a
notice placed on the Notice Paper for a
discussion of the same nature to censure
Mr. Speaker, even when the notice is given
in respectful language.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Min.
ister) : What was the motion ? Did you
read the whole motion? What were the
words used by the Speaker ?

Hon. J. SCADDAXN : The entire motion
moved by Mr. Bath was as follows :—

That Mr. Speaker, having given utter-
ance to the [ollowing words :—** It would

be out of plece, holding the position I

occupy, @ neutral one, to make any

comnment farther than to say that I

felt it incumbent on me to make this
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information known to the Assembly.

It will perhaps be the means of calling

the attention of the taxpayera of the

country to the queation whether they get
full value for their money in oratorical
effect or monetary value—is guilty
of a breach of the privileges of this

House, and is deserving of censure.

Hon. J. U. Connolly (Honorary Minister):
That was & definite charge.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: The Promier to-
night hes argucd that the motion must be
of u substantive nature, and contain specific
charges ; but horo we have it on record that
a motion of this description was introduced
without notice of any kind.

The Premier : The charge in that instance
was & specific one.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : The Specker on thoe
occasion I have quoted would have been in
& Btranger position to provent the matter
being discussed, seeing thal no notice had
been given. J¥arlier in the evening T said
that this was a matter affecting tho privileges
of this Chamber. The guestion is, have we
the right to decide whether the Speaker
has the confidence and respect of members ?
Whet is & mobter affecting the privileges
of memhers? In my opinion, wo could
discuss this matter at any timo when the
ocension warranted it ; and the occasion
has werrentod it froquently during the past
fortnight. But we find action teken which
prevents us from discussing the question.
To-day we have arrived at the position that
tho member for Kanowns had & motion
ruled out of order, and thet, efter discassion,
aven the Covernment themselves had to
admit that the Spoaker was quite wrong.
Now we hevo arrived et the further position,
whether the member for Kenowns is en-
titled to place on the Notice Paper notice
of & motion the like of which in all respects
has previously beon debeted in this House,
without &ny notice et all. 1f that position
ks to be meintained, we might &s well close
up Parliament and sey to the Government,
“You eare in possession of the Treasury
benches ; elect your Spesker; do s you
please; woe ara here mserely to listen
to what you say.” Have we arrived at
the stage when the actions of a Government
cannot be discussed, whon a matter affecting
the privileges and honour of members
cennot be discussod, because somebody
essumes a power which he does not possess 1
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Hon. members opposite should bear in
mind that a time will come when they will
want to discuss matters. They should not
put in the chair someone who will refuse
the right which the Standing Orders give the
member for Kanowns. . Are we o go on
continuously with this method of stifling
discussion, because forsooth, it may be
unpleasant ? W shall have quite a number
of unpleasant things to say from time to
time ; and the sooner they are said the
less hurtful, probably, they will be. There
are unpleasant things which are like the
rolling stone gathering moss as it rolls.

Mr. Taylor: You mean like the snowhall
gathering size as it rolls ; a rolling stone
gathers no moss.

Hon. J. SCADDAN : I did not anticipate
that any member on this side of the House
would have noticed my orror, I expected
the Attorney CGeneral to notice it. Let
hon. members bear in mind that this is a
matter which must be settled. I believe
the majority of members of this House
demand that the matter shall be settled,
80 that public business may he procecded
with. The matter cannot be settled so
long as excuse after excuse is found to baulk
discussion and prevent free expression of
opinion by members of this House.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R. T,
Robinson—Canning) [§-40] : It is the rasult,
1 suppose, of the electrical weather condi-
tions that members on one side and the other
have, during the course of the debato, and
in the heat of argument, said things that
thoy would like not to have said. Before
the tea adjournment I was spoken to by
some of my friends on the other side of the
House

Mr. Taylor: You need not loock at me,
anvhow,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: With re-
gard to remarks of mine which were con-
gidored to reflect in gome way on hon. mem-
bers opposite me. I have read in the
Hansard report, which is now before me,
my exact remarks.

Mr. Taylor : What were they ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
intend to quote them., Having read them,
I personally do not think they ar¢ in the
slightest degree offensive. DBut I do want
to eay to hon. members opposite that ii
they think any remerk I made this after-
noon offongive or objectionable, I unre.
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servedly withdraw it. 1t was certainly not
my intention to make any remark reflecting
on hon. members who differ from me politi-
cally. I do not wish to say much on the
subject of this motion, because, unfor-
tunately, this afternoon certainly the leader
of the Opposition and myself, and I think
also the member for Kanowna, weore de-
bating what we deemed to bhe this mation.
"Cherefore, & good deal that I said before the
tea adjourniment on the various points could
be applivd to the present argument ; but
I will not repeat myself. I wouid like to
draw attention, however, to one or two
matters. I asked my learned friend the
member for Kanowna whether he had any
precedent or authority to quote, to show
why you, Mr. 8Speaker, were wrong in what
you were doing. The hon. member aaid
there were one or two authoritios, and he
read them. One was a case where actually
a motion expressing want of confidoence in
the Speaker had found its way on to the
Notice Paper—but I think in that instance
by consent, becauss the Speaker, 50 soon as
he became aware of it, requested the Chair-
man of Committees, or Deputy Spealker,
to take the Chair, saying * I will go down on
the floor of the House.” The member for
Murchison, then rising in his place, said he
withdrew the motion.
Mr. Carpenter :
question of consent.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
would not be a matter of precedent.

Hoen. T. Walker : The notice of motion was
on the Notice Paper for weeks—not for
one day.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: But,
when the notice of motion was actually
reached, what I have quoted took place,
I am indebted to the leader of the Opposition
for quoting No. 1 of our own Standing
Orders, which provides that—

In all cases not provided for herein-
aiter, or by sessional or other orders, reaort
shall be had to the rules, forms, and
practice of the Commons House of the
Imperial Parliament.

I find that in Henserd for 1906, page
1773, the Speaker is reported as having
made use of the following words with
regard to the removal of a notice—

Before the member proceeds with the
next motion, I desire to place the follow-
ing before the House. That the Speaker

There could be no

That
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has the right to remove from the Notice

Paper any notice which is irregular is

shown by the following extract from

1ibert's Manual, page 101 :—* If a notice
ig irregular or imoproper, it may, by the
authority of the Speaker, be corrected
or withdrawn from the Notice Paper.”
We have not a Standing Order precisely
on all fours with that. Owr Standing Order
No. 106, which has been read so meny times
to this House

Mr. Carpenter : Is more definite.

Mr. Taylor : Makes the position absolutely
clear.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Our
Standing Order 106 deals solely, as members
opposite have said, with notices containing
unbecoming  expressions ; and  unbe-
coming  expressions ”  may not cover
irregularities or improprieties. My leader
has said that the words do cover irregulari-
ties and improprieties. I wish to put
before the House, alternatively, that if
the words *‘ unbecorning expressions ™ do
not cover what the Premier has said they
cover, then you, Mr., Speaker, have resort
to the practice of the British House of
Commons, which lays down—and this is
beyond controversy—that i a notice is
irregular or improper it may, by the author.
ity of the Speaker, be corrected, or with-
drawn from the Notice Paper. Therefore
it seems to me that the notice of motion
given by the member for I{anowna ‘‘ That
the House is dissatisfied with the Speaker's
decigsion in withholding the member for
Kanowna's motion from the Notice Paper,”
is not of a very serious character. It was
a matter entirely within your discretion.
It was not as if it was going to be stopped
altogether, hecause we know of other
notices which have been given and which,
presumably, in the ordinary course, will
appear on the Notice Paper. T understand
you say you have no desire to burke a dis
cusgion on the subject, and therefore, this
guestion resolves itself into an academic
discussion on the procedure of the House.
I contend that you are justified in the
ruling that you have given ; justified not
only by.our own Standing Orders but by
reference to the procedure of the House of
Commons and the practice there adopted.

Mr. FOLEY (Mt. Lecnora) [§-46]: I
am surprised at my learned friend using
such an argument. As has been stated,
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only when our own Standing Orders are
silent do we take notice of the rules and
procedure of the House of Commons. The
Attorney General went on to quote Standing
Order 121 of the House of Commons, which
has no bearing whatever on the question
before the Chair. Why we claim to have
this notice restored to the Notice Paper
i8 because our own Standing Orders are not
silent on the matter, but are indeed very

clear. Standing Order 106 may be divided
into téwo parts. The first states that “If
any notice contains unbecoming expres-

sions, the House may order that it be not
printed, or that it may be expunged from
the Notice Yaper.”

The Attorncy General:
‘“ that,  there.

Mr. FOLEY : ©No, 1 see there is not.
S6ill, the second portion of the sentence
continues to deal with the power of the
House ; otherwise after '* printed " there
would be a full stop. By the fact of there
being only a comma after * printed,” it
is clear that that word is not the end of
the sentence, and that being so——

Mr. Willmott: Tt is an academic dis-
cussion all right.

Mr. FOLEY ; When a member is trying
to elucidate a matter that the country
desires to have elucidated, other hon.
members ought not to bring their ignorance
to bear, but ought to let us get on with the
business. Under owr Standing Order, the
House may order that the notice shall
not he printed or that it may be expunged
from the Notice Paper

The Attorney Ceneral :
that “ that > in again,

Mr. FOLEY : 1t is clear that only by
the order of the House can it be expunged
from the Notice Paper. There is also a
further provision that the Speaker has
power of amendment in the notice. That
is the only power the Speaker possesses.
Both the Attorney General and the Premier
have forgotten that the first portion of the
sentence reads “If any notice contains
unbecoming expressions.” 1i they wish
to back up your ruling, 8ir, they must show
the House that the notice given by the
member for Kanowna contained unbe-
coming expressions. Only by so doing
can they make their arguments apply.
In the House of Commons it is provided
that if & notice is improper or irregular,

There is no

Yon have got
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it may be disallowed. Where ia there
anything improper in the notice given
by the member for Kanowna ? The whole
question is a wmatter of grave urgency
regarding a gentleman holding the position
of the highest commoner in the land. There
i8 nothing improper in any member bringing
forward a motion to save the House from
discredit. The Attorney Ceneral, in quoting
the practice of the House of Commons, has
gone right out of court altogether. We
do not require outside authorities, save
when our own Standing Orders are silent.
In this instance our Standing Orders speak
with great eloquence. The member for
Kanowna has said that the Speaker has
over-ridden the powers lie possesses. That
is the question we are called upon to decide.
Where the honour of the House is impugned,
our first duty is to see that the fullest light
of day is thrown on the question. 8o, too,
if my honour as a private member, was
impugned, it would be my duty to court
the fullest inquiry.

Mr. SPEAKER: In my statement I
challenged the fullest inquiry, but I pointed
out that this was not the way to get it. I
hope the hon. member will not reflect on the
Chair.

Mr. FOLEY : I have no wish to reflect
on the Chair. However, right through the
State to-day these things are being said,
not only of the Speaker, but of every member
in the Chamber, and it is up to ua to have
the fullest inguiry. There is nothing un-
becoming in the motion, and I contund it
ghould have gono on the Notice Paper and
that you, Mr. Sposker, were ontirely out
of order in ordering it to be withheld. For
tho good namo of the Assembly and of every
member thereof, I trust that the motion
will be carried and that we shall be given
an opportunity of showing the country
that there is atill honour in the Chamber.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [8-56]: I
listened with some pleasure to the argurnents
adduced by thoss on the Ministerial sido in
support of the attitude you, Sir, have taken
up. It is hardly necessary for me to point
out that our Standing Orders have provided
for the acceptance of the motion which the
hon. member desires to move. That being
established, outside suthoritiea have no
weight whatevor. The burden of the plea
put forward by the Attorney General and
the Premier was that no specific charge
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wasg contained in the hon, member’s motion.
I admit that at onece. Butb it is the most
aweeping charge that can be made, it is a
gonoral charge of want of confidence.

Mr. SPEAKER : May I remind the hon.
member that we are not discussing that
motion, but the one before the Chair.

Mr. TAYLOR : But I am replying to the
arguments adduced by the Premier within
the last hour, on this very motion. He
quoted from May to show that the motion
ghould have contained & specific charge.
Our Standing Orders are so clear on this
point that May is of no value to us at all.
The Premier was allowed to say that your
ruling was justified because the notice of
motion contained no specific charge, that
it was a general statement. 1 say that the
only grounds on which you can properly
withhold it from the Notice Paper is that
it contains unbecoming expressions, or
alternatively, that it is improper or irvegular.
Then, of course, you can exarcise that power,
but there is nothing in the motion to give
you that power under our Standing Orders.
And you have taken power to yourself which
the Standing Orders absolutely prohibit.
It is idle to quote foreign authorities in
order to cloud the igsue. I say there can
be no more sweeping charge than that con-
tained in the motion by the member for
Kanowna, which says that the Speaker has
not the confidence of this House.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That is not
the question before the Chair at present.

Mr. TAYLOR : If it were not for your
action that is the motion we would be now
debating. You objected to placing the
motion on the Notice Paper. If this Touse
is to sit silent and permit Mr. Speaker to
decide just what he will allow to be discussed
here, it would be hetter for us to get out
and let Mr. Speaker run the show himself.
I'maintain woe are here to debate any quoes-
tion which crops up in accordance with
the Standing Orders and with Parliamentary
practice. 1f a membor has no confidence in
an individual moember of the Government
he is allowed to move in that direction.
It is quite competent for a member of the
House to move a motion of no confidence
in an individual Minister, That has been
dong in this House and in the Parliamont
of Australia and in the Parliaments of other
countries.
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Mr. Willmott : Without laying a specific
charge 7

Mr. TAYLOR : By moving in language
sornewhat as follows,  That this House has
no further confidence in the Minister for
Works, as Minister for Works.” 1 would
not care to move such a motion here for
the sake of the Minister himself. In this
case the question is that this House has no
further confidence in Mr. Speaker. Is there
any difference between thoso two ouestions ?
If we were to allow the Minister for Works
the control in the matter of putting the
question I have outlined on the notice
paper it would not be put there. That is
the action taken by Mr. Speaker. The
member for l{anowna is objecting to that
action, and I am supporting him in that
attitude because I feel his objection is a
carrect ona.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I am
the hon. member does not wish to mis-
- represent me, I would remind him that
I have already said I court the fullest
possible inquiry which can bhe made into
my actions provided it can be connected
in any way with my present position.

Mr. TAYLOR: I appreciate your
position, Bir, and I realise fully that it
is an unenviable one indeed. I do think
you should court the fullest inguiry possible
on the question as to whether this House
still has confidence in you as Speaker,
whether you as Speaker are the proper
person to occupy that Chair. That is
what 1s intended by the motion of the
member for Kanowna. But you have not
given the House an opportunity. That
being so what is the best course for mem-
bers to take ! We must dissent from your
ruling, must point out that you have

sure

overstepped your bounds, that you have -

nothing to support you in the Standing
Orders or in the Parliamentary practice in
the English language. The only support
you can have is from party politics ; and
I do hope this question will not be decided
on party lines. Tt is a matter afiecting
the rights and privileges of this House, and
any member opposing the motion on party
lines will be sorry for his action. I trust
members will vote on this question in the
direction of securing the right to the House
of discussing any question properly placed
n the clerk’s hands. 1 support the motion.
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Mr. PIESSE (Toodyay) [9-5]: I do not
desire to give a nilent vote on this motion
and rise now to justify the action I intend
taking. According to my reading of Stand-
ing Order 108, you, Sir, have the power
to expunge any matter.

Mr. Taylor : No.

Mr. PIESSE : With due respect to hon.
members opposite, that is my view. The
Standing Order has been read again and
again, but I will ask permission to read
it once more.

If any notice contains unbecoming
expressions
Hon. T. Walker: Yes, unbecoming ex-

pressions.

Mr. Taylor: That is right.

Mr. PIESSE : The Standing Order pro-
ceeds—

the House may order it to be removed,

or it may be expunged—
By whom ?

Mr. Taylor: By the House.

Mr. PIESSE: It does not say, ‘“by
the. House.”” The interpretation I put
on the Standing Order is——

Mr. Taylor: You had better read the

whole of it.

Mr. PIESSE : Or expunged or amended
by the Speaker.

Mr. Taylor: That is all he may do,
armend.
Mr. PIESSE:  When this Standing

Order was drafted it seems to me it was
intended that the two phrases should be
read conjointly. If objectionable expres-
#ions are not to be expunged by the Speaker,
by whom are they to be expunged ?

Hon. T. Walker : The condition precedent
is that the motion shall contain unbecoming
expressions,

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Min-
ister}: We have got beyond that point.

Mr. PIESSE: That point has not been
raised.

Mr. Taylor : That is the whole point that
has been raised.

Mr. PIESSE: 'The debate has heen
confined mainty to the last two sentences
of the Standing Order, whether the motion
could be properly expunged from the notice
paper. Ii it was intended that the House
should expunge, why is it not more clearly
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80 stated? As it is worded, the Standing
Order is most confusing. However, that
is the interpretation I put on it.

Hon. P, Collier: In view of the fact every-
body eclaims they want the matter cleared
up, why the need for all this diffierence of
opinion ?

Hon. J. . Connolly (Honorary Min-

ister}: There is a matter of principle in-
volved.
Mr. PIESSE: Swely I have as much

right to express my opinion and to place
my interpretation on the Standing Order
as the hon. member ? I say that eccording
to the reading I place on the Standing
Order it is intended that Mr. Speaker shall
have power to expunge or amend any
motion.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (York) [9-8]: I should
like to draw the attention of the House to
the margingl note against Standing Order
106. From this it appears to me clear
that there must be unbecoming expressions
before any motion may be expunged. As
one of those, Sir, who helped to place you
in the Chair I teke it we must endeavour
to uphold you in your position. My
conscience, however, will not permit me
to vote for this motion, although as I have
said it is clear to me there must be unbe-
coming expressions hefore a motion may
be expunged. As a young member of this
Chamber I have heard Standing Orders
149, 126, end many others quoted, and it has
struck me as & splitting of straws. As the
comic song says, ‘I dunno where I are.”
It ia plain to me from the marginal note
that before a motion may be expunged,
either by yourself or by the House, it must
contain something of an unbecoming nature.
I have no more to say, but I do feel that
merabers have not taken that notice they
should of the marginal note. I can place
no other interpretation on the Standing
Order.

Question put and s division taken with
the following result :—

Ayes
Noes

— bt
R |

Majority for

[N

[COUNOCIL.]

AYES,

Mr. Angwin Mr. Lambert

Mr. Carpeniler Mr. Mullany

Mr, Chesson Mr. Munsie

Mr. Colller Mr. Szaddan

Mr, Foley Mr. Taylor

Mr. Green Mr. Thomas

Mr. Harrison Mr. Walker

Mr. Holman Mr. O'Logllen

Mr. Hudson (Teller.y
NoEgs.

Mr. Connolly Mr. Robinson

Mr, Cunningbam Mr. Wansbrough

Mz Genrue Mr. Willmetl

Mr. Lefroy Mr. F. Wilson

Mr. Mitchell Me. Hardwick

Mr, Plesse (Teller.)

Question thus passed,

BILLS (2)—RETURNED FROM THE

COUNCIL.

1, Sale of Liquor and Tobacco.
2, Footwear Regulation.
Without amendment.

House adjourned at 9-15 p.m.

Legislative douncil,
Thursday, 1st March, 1917,

Paor

Bills: Health Act Amendment, 1k. . 2198
Agricultural Lands Purchnse Act, 3. .. 2007
Friendly Societies Act Amnendment, report . 2007

Kingin Grnss Tree Concession, scl. com. repnrt
Enewmy Subjects Emplo} ment, 2u. " 2067

Mental Treatment, 2R, .. 2009
Industries Assistance Act Amandment 9R, . 2010
Apprentices, 2R, ., .- . 2016

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

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Colonial Secretary and
read a first time.



