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measure, and I hope it will be received with-
out opposition. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

HON. E. H GRAY (Wust) [9.37]:
snpport the second reading and am pleased
that the company have started operations
here. I consider, however, that the company
have been very much under-rated by the
North Fremantle eoureil. Acecording to the
report of the seleet committee, the Solicitor
General expressed himself safisfied so long
as the representative of the North Fremantle
council was safisfied. A sum of £35 per
annum has been agreed upon as rates on the
pipes run under the street, a ridieulously
low amount. Once the measure is passed it
will operate for all time. Anyone who has
watched the operations of the water supply
department knows that no c¢ompany, after
breaking vp the streets, would restore them
to the same order. The report refers to the
Fipes running under an unmade road, but
that is not to say it will be unmade for all
time. I aim not salisfied that the people’s
rights have been sufficiently safeguarded.
The amount to be charged to the company
for rates is pot equal to the license fee
enarged for a motor bus. T am nof content
to leave this matter to the North Fremantle
council, and T voice my objection to the
amounnt being fixed so low.

On motion by Hon. V. Hamersley, debate
adjourned.

House ddjourned af 940 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m,, aud read prayers.

QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, YARRAMONY EASTWARD.

Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Premier: I,
Is he aware that consternation prevails at
Hindmarsh, Quelagetting, North Cunder-
din, West and FEast Yorkrakine, Kodj
Kodjin, and North Baandee because of the
failure of the Government to provide
tangible proof of their intentiou to proceed
with the building of the Yarramnuny East-
ward railway? 2, If so, «can he indicate
whzther there is eny likelihoc! of some use
being made before June, 1924, of the
amount of £30,000 provided on the Loan
Estimates? 3, Conld not at least the
earthworks be started, as an encouragement
to the 200 settlers affected?

The PREMIER replied :
Answered by No. 1. 3, Yes.

1, No. 2,

QUESTION—FPOLICE, TRATFIC
BRANCH.

Staff; Motor Cycles and Cars.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Justice: 1, How many officers are perman-
ently attached to the Traffic Branch? 2,
How many motor cycles, and of what
makes or models, are attached to the
branch? 3, How many mofor ears, and of
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what makes or models, are attacked to the
brancht

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
1, Fourteen constabulary and four female
temporary employees. 2, Two—one Excel-
stor {1921 model); one Matchless (1925
model). 3, None at present. The purchase
of one is now before the Tender Board for
the use of this branch and other police pur-
poses. At the present time the Traffie
Branch has the use of a car when required.

QUESTION—RAILWAYS COMMIS-
SIONER, APPOINTMENT.

Mz, E. B. JOHNSTON (for Mr. Thom-
son) asked the Premier: As indications
point to an early close of the session, do
the Government intend to appoint a Com-
missioner of Railways and to submit the
appoiniment to Parliament for approval or
rejection?

The PREMIER replied: An announce-
ment to this effeet was made by the
Minister for Railways upon the Railway
Bstimates. This assurance is now repeated
for the information of the hon. member.

BILLS OF SALE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL SELECT COMMITTEE.

Report presented.

MRB. DAVY (West Perth) {440]: I
present the report of the select committee.
The committee met on six oceasions and
Lave taken evidence from representatives
of the tnerchant eommunity and also from
members of the legal profession, including
the Crown Solicitor. All the witnesses
called were of opinion that an evil exists
under the present law that should if
possible be remedied. The large majority
of witnesses held, however, that the Bill in
its present form would create a situatior
which would be worse than that now exist-
ing, At the request of the committee the
Parliamentary  Drafisman hag  drawm
certain amendments to the Bill which,
in the committee’s opinion, will remedy
the evil withont infrodueing the un-
fortunate results whieh it is feared would
attend the enactment of the Bill in its
present form. The committee Trecommend
that certain amendments be aceordingly
made to the Bill. The amendments amount
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to this that instead of making all
unregistered bills of sale null and void it
will be possible for any person interested
to bave a grantor of a bill of sale declared
bapkrupt within three months of the time
of the seizure, and to require the holder of
the unregistered bill of sale to come in and
share and share alike with the other
creditors. Otherwise, it is not proposed,
except in minor matters, to alfer the law
as it stands to-day. The committee investi-
gated the matter exhaunstively. It was a
complicared gnestion and one very difficult
to deal with, and we think that what we
have recommended iz as far as we should
go. I move—-

That the report be printed, and the further
congideration of the Bill in Committee be made

an order of the day for the next sitting of
the House,

Question pot and passed.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [4.44]: I move—

That during the present sitting the Standing
Orders be suspended so far as is neccssary to
enable the Appropriation Bill to be passed
through all its stages on this day, and the
Roads Districts Aet Amendment Bill, the Tax-
ation (Motor Spirit Vendors) Bill, and the
General Loan and Inscribed Stock Act Amend-
ment Bill to be passed through their remain-
ing stages.

Question pui and passed.

BILL—APPROPRIATION.
Message.
Message from the Governor received and

read recommending approoriation for the
purpose of the Bill.

All Stages.

In accordance with resolutions adopted in
Committees of Supply and Ways and Means,
leave obiained to introduee the Appropria-
tion Bill, which was read a first time.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. P. Collier—Boulder) [4481: I
move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

It is not necesary to make any remarks upon
this Bill.
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Hon. Sir James Mitcheli: No. Every item
has been passed.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, ete.

Bill passed through Committec without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Read a third time, and transmitfed to the
Couneil.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Toan Bill, £4,000,000.
2, Workers’ Homes Act Amendment.
Transmitted o the Council,

BILL.—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Report of Committee adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILL-TAXATION (MOTOR SPIRIT
VENDORS).

Report of Commitlee adopicd.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILI—GENERAL LOAN AND IN-
SCRIBED STOCEK ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER AND TREASURER
(Hon. P. Collier—Boulder) [4.58] in moving
the seeond reading said: This is one of those
small measures known as continuation Bills
which come up for re-enaciment every year.
The present Bill is required to anthorise the
fixing of the rate of interssl on inseribed
stock and debentures issued under the Gen-
eral Loan and Inscribed Stock Aet at a
maximum of 5% per cent. Ii is known to
hon. members that the present rate is six per
cent, Under the principal Act the rate of in-
terest 15 4 per cent. This rate was inereased
in 1915 owing to a general ris: in rates of in-
terest, and in 1918 it reached 614 per cent,
which maximom operated for one year only.
Then the maximum was reduved to six per
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cent., and now I am asking that the maxi-
mum shall be 5%4 per cent. Interest rates’
having falien, I anticipate {hat it will not be
negessary to pay morve than 5% per cent,
even if so much. Should the Bill not pass,
the (Government would be coispelled at the
end of this year to revert to the four per
cent. lixed by the principal Act; and of
course it is impossible to ovlain money at
that rate.

Hon. Sir James Miichell: The Min-
ister for Lands says it is “Kings on the
down,” so that is good.

The PREMIER: The only difference be-
tween the Bill and that of last year is that
the duration of the Aet last year, as of the
Acts for several years past, was limited to
one year owing to an amendment in the Leg-
islative Couneil. Hon. members are becom-
ing acenstomed to the faet that that Cham-
ber does not trust us too much.

Hon. (. Taylor: Members there are get-
ting less confident as time goes on.

The PREMIER: Apparently they think
that a Treasurer would pay interest in exeess
of what was really necessary and, therefore,
they limited the operations of the Bill to one
year so that for that partienlar year, we
could borrow money at a rate not more than
that specified in the Act. T hope the pro-
vision T have inserted this vear will he ae-
cepted by another place. I move—

That the Bill he now read a second time,

HON SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham) [5.2]: I am glad we have come to a
time when we can reduce the interest rate.

The Premier; 1t is highly satisfactory.
We have been going up for years and now
we are coming back again.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: For a
long time we had to pay much more than the
rafe mentioned in the Bill. As a matter of
fact fixing the rate of interest does not really
affect a Treasurer becanse he can pay any
discount he likes, Tn effect, however, Parlia-
ment will say that 514 per cent. shall he the
highest rate to be paid on borrowed money
under the Act. That is an improvement
on last year’s position and represents a re-
duction from 6 per cent. to 5% per cent.
That must bhe regarded as satisfactory and
we can congratulate ourselves upon the fact
that money is becoming cheaper. When
money costs a lot a Treasurer has to sail
close to the wind all the time, otherwise the
State would lose a lot of money as interest
on funds to the eredit of the public account.
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I know fhat boith the Premier, during the
early part of his term of office, and I, during
the latter part of mine, had a very uncom-
fortable time. Wc could not hold mone
that was costing 6% per cent.

The Minister for Lands: With the resnlt
that it was not there when you wanted it.

The Premier: Yes, you could not hold it
at that rate of interest and when you wanted
it, it was difficult to get.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I got /e
nmoney, but the Treasury officials were a hit
scared at times. It had to be done, other-
wise the deficit would be muoch more than
it is now. Nowadays we can transfer money
from the Ol Tand fairly easily and the
overdraft that was arranged with our bank-
ers in London helped matters very consider-
ably. During my last vear of office and the
Premier’s first year the position was very
difficult.

The Premier: Yes, it was impossible to get
money out.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The re-
sult was that we had to hold a good deal
more than was necessary. The Premier
found fairly considerable balances in hand
when he took over, but it was considered
necessary to hold much more than was ecns-
tomary. I am indeed pleased o see that
we can fix the maximum rate at 5% per cent,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commiitee, ete.

Bill passed through Commitiee without
debate, reported without amendment, ard
the report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—VERMIN ACT AMENDMENT.
Council’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Council now
considered.

In Committee.
Mr, Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Agriculture in charge of the Bill.

Clause 11—Insert after the word “Pen-
alty” in line seven the word **T'wo hondred
and,” and delete “three” and insert “{welve”:

The MINISTER FOR ACRICULTURE:
The clause deals with trafficking in scalps
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by fraud and the Council’s amendment seeks
to increase the penalty from £50 to £250
and the term of imprisonment from three
months to 12 montbs.

Hon. 8ir James Mitehell: That is a big
advance on what was proposed here.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
In view of the fact that those who will be
eoncerned in the trafficking must come from
another State, I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Council's amendment
agreed to.

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a message transmitted to the Council
accordingly,

MOTION—DISMISSAL OF CONSTABLE
LAMBERT,

To inquive by Select Committee.

MR, MANN (Perth) [5.14]: I move—

That a select committee be appointed to in-
quire into the dismissal of Constable Lambert.
Before proceeding with my motion I wish to
thank the Premier for his consideration in
giving me an opportunity to bring the mo-
tion before the House. While T realise that
it is not likely that a select committee will
be appointed, T trusi that as a result of the
faets I will place before the House as given
to me, the Government will see that any
wrong that has been done to the constable
will be righted. Constable Lambert was a
member of the Police Force and bad up-
wards of 11 years’ service to his credit, the
whole of which period had been spent in
Perth or Fremantle. For the lust few years
he had done duty in Fremantle as a plain
clothes constable. Part of his work was to
control licensed honses and to supervise the
operations of thé liquor laws. He worked
in conjunction with anotiher officer. Their
duty required them to visit hotels after trad-
ing howrs and on Sondays. On Sunday, 3rd
May, they visited the Cleopatra Hotel, High-
street, Fremantle. They found there six
men and took their names with a view fo
prosecution. Amongst the six men was one
who gave his name as Patrick Martin. The
usual report was made by the constables and
submitted fo their officer, who forwarded it
to the licensing inspector in Perth. Some
10 or 12 davs elzpsed before the file was re-
turned t¢ Fremantle from Perth with in-
structions to prosecaute. Constables MeNeill
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and Lambert then took out summonses for
those six men. Some of the men had given
false names, while others had given false
addresses. The man who gave his name as
Patrick Martin gave his address as the
Sailors’ Rest, Five of the six men were
ultimately found and served with sum-
monses. Patrick Marfin was not found. In
the eourse of their investigations the con-
stables learnt that Patrick Martin was
identical with one Patrick Mooney, and that
therefore he had given a false name and also
o false address, since he was not then living
at the Sailors’ Rest.

Mr. Hughes: Bui that was his address,
the place at which to find him.

Mr. MANN: He could not be found
there. Ultimately the constables learned
that Patrick Mooney had signed on the
“Karoola” and was then on the ship pro-
ceeding to Sydney. A fresh summons was
taken ouf in the name of Patrick Mooney,
alias Patrick Martin. The “Karoola” re-
turned on the 24th May but the officers did
not find Mooney until the night of the 26th,
for he left the boat immediately it came in.
On the 26th the constables were called to
quell a disturbance at the Hotel Fremantle.
When they went into the bar they found
that one of the men concerned in the dis-
torbance was Patrick Mooney. They ealled
him outside and asked if his name was Pat-
rick Mooney. He said it was. They ex-
plained they had a summons for him, charg-
ing him with being unlawfully on the pre-
mises of the Cleopaira Hoiel on the 3rd
May. Mooney denied having been there.
He said he would not answer to the snm-
mons, and he threw it on the ground. Con-
stable MeNeill told him the responsibility
would be his if he did not appear, and that
the summons was returnable for the next
morning, the 27th. On the 27th the con-
stables attended at the court, but Mooney did
not put in an appearance. Constable Lam-
bert gave evidence of having found this man
with five others in the Hotel Cleopatra. All
the others had been dealt with in the mean-
time. Mooney was fined £2 and costs, or
six days’ imprisonment. The constables did
not then know that he had left the “Kar-
oola.” The magisirate issued forthwith a
ecommitment warrant, The constables went
to the “Karoola” to execnte the warrant, but
found that Mooney had signed off. The
eommitment warrant was entered up for
execution, and Constable Stewart bad it in
bis possession, and had one also for a man
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named Patrick Santley, one of the men that
were at the hotel on that morning. Con-
stable Stewart was in High-strest when he
met Patrick Santley and Patrick Mooney to-
gether., He told them ke had warrants for
their arrest. Mooney said he was not the
man, that they had made a mistake. Con-
stable Stewart said, “You bad betier come
along until we meet Constables MeNeill and
Lambert.” Down High-street they met Con-
stables Mc¢Neill and Lambert and Constable
Lambert said, “Yes, that is the man.” Con-
stable Stewart then handed Santley and
Mooney over to Constables MecNeill and
Tambert, Constrble McNeill taking Santley
to the station and Constable Lambert taking
Mooney. Mooney was there searched. His
property was taken from him, and he was
put into the loek-up and kept there until
next day, when he was taken from the lIock-
up to the prison and there detained uniil his
sentence was served. All those facts are
admitted. Tt is from this point onwards
that two different stories are told.  One
is that told by Mooney, and the other that
teld by the constables. Mooney was
discharged, and the next that was heard
was on the 3rd July, when Mr. Lane, a
solicitor, wrote to the Minister for Police a
Ictter stating that Mooney had been illegally
arrested and imprisoned, and making a
formal claim. The letter was sent on by the
Minister to the Commissioner of Police, and
by the Commissioner to Inspector Sellenger
at Fremantle, who called for reports frem
Constables MeNeill and Lambert, and whe
also took a statement from Mooney. If
Mooney’s statement were correct, I would
not waste one moment of the fime of the
House; beeause I would not agree, as the
Minister has done, that Constable Lambert
made a bona fide mistake; I wonld say that
Constable Lambert ought to be prosecuted
for having made a malicious arrest.

The Minister for Justice: I took a charit-
able view of it.

Mr. MANN: Either Constable Lambert is
right or he is wrong. If Mooney’s statement
is correct, Constable Lambert ought to be
prosecuted for wrongful arrest and malicions
prosecuntion,

The Premier: At any rate, if Mooney’s
statement be correct, the punishment of dis-
missal would not bhe too severe.

Mr. MANN: Here is Mooney's statement
in writing to Tnspector Sellenger—

I am a fireman by oceupation. apd st pre-
gent am out of employment. My address is



[10 Decemser, 1925.]

27 Naira-street, Fremantle. About the 8th
February I left Fremantle for Italy by the s.a.
‘fAustralplain’’; I returned to Fremantle by
the .5, ‘‘Orsova’’ on the 5th May. I received
my dischargs from the vessel on the same day.
I do not know the man referred to as Patrick
Martin. I never Went under any other name.
On the 28th Juse last P.C. Stewart informed
me that he had a warant for me. I asked what
it was for, and he said something about being
at the Cleopatra Hotel on a Sunday. I told
him there must be & mistake. He then said we
had better see P.C. Lamhert, and a couple of
minutes later P.C. Stewart and Patrick Sant-
ley, who was with us, walked up High-street
and were met by P.Cs. McNeil and Lambert.
Lamhert said, ‘* That is the man,’’ pointing to
me. Lambert said to me, ‘“Come up to the
police station.’’ We all walked there together.
On the way up I told Constable Lambert that
he was making a mistake, that I wag not the
man he wanted, and I showed him my dis
charge, showing that I was discharged from
the “Orsova’’ on the 5th May last. He read
my discharge, but made no remark, and handed
it back to me. When we arrived at the police
station I was searched by P.C. Stewart and my
property taken from me, including my dis-
charge, I pointed out to P.C. Lambert at the
station the date of my discharge. He looked
at it, and appeared te take no notice of it. On
the following morning T was taken to the gaol
and confined there until the 30th. I did not
make any protest at the gaol. T told the gaoler
who admitted me that the police had made a
mistake, but nothing further was said. I have
no recollection of P.Cs. McNeil and Lambert
serving a summons on me. I was in town on
the 26th June. I was in the Fremantle Hotel
on the night of the 26th June, and I had a
few drinks that day. The summons may have
been served on me, but so far I have no recol-
lection whatever ahout it. I did not have the
summons the following day. I knew nothing
about the ease coming before the court until
the 28th. MecNeill did not put any questions
to me at any time. It was Lambert who said
I was the man wanted, and who did all the
questioning. On the way to the station on
the 28th of June P.C. Lambert told me I had
been charged with being in the Cleopatra
Hotel on the 3rd May, that T had been fined
£2 5s., and in default of paying the fine I
would have to go to gaol for six days. It was
then I told him I was not in Fremantle on
that day, and showed him my discharge. I
had no money on me when arrested. I do not
think that P.C, MeNeill saw my discharge. I
only showed it to Lambert.

This must be the origin of the trouble. The
next thing was that Inspector Sellenger in-
stracted Sergeant Gallagher to communicate
with the Marine Master’s office. They told
himn that Patrick Mooney’s name appeared on
the “Orsova,” arriving here on the 5th May.
The Master told him he knew Patrick
Mooney very well and had signed him on the
¢ A ustralplain” as a fireman in February to
go to Europe, that he had not seen him again,
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hut that his name appeared on the “Orsova”
st as a passepger returning on the 5th May.
Sergeant Gallagher committed that to writ-
ing in a memo. to Inspector Sellenger, who
made the following report to the Commis-
sioner of Police:—

It appears from these reports that on Sun-
day, the 3rd May last, Police Constables Me-
Neill and Lambert found several men coming
cut of an hotel contrary to Section 129, Sub-
gection {(8) of the Licensing Act. Two of the
men were well known Fremantle residenis. Ail
denicd being on the premises—a usual thing—
and later it was found several had given false
addresses—a not uneommon occurrence. Sum-
monses were scrved on three, two others not
being found. Only one appeared at court, who
wag defended by counsel, The magistrate con-
sidered the charge sustained, and defendant
wag fined, The charge against the two othera
after service of summons was proved, were
dealt with ex parte, and they were fined. This
left two other men, one named Cameron, who
it was found had given a wrong name and
address, and the other Martin, who had given
a false address and probably a false name.
In the course of inquiries, Police Constable
Lambert had reason to believe that Martin’s
correct name was Mooney, and it was not until
the 25th June that they found him. The con-
stables state they were satisfied beyond all
doubt that Mooncy was the man who gave the
name of Martin and, being armed with a sum-
tons for him, scrved it on him, He denied
he was the man wanted; would give them no
satisfaction: refused tn receive the summons,
and when Police Constable Lambert put it in
his pocket {(Mooney’s) the latter threw it on
the ground. The case eame on for hearing
the followine day. ard Police Constable Lam-
bert says he rang up the shipping oftice to as-
certain if Mooney was in town on the day in
question, and was informed that the vessel
arrived on the 1st May, and as the offence was
eommitted on the 3rd of that month, Lambert
was doubly sure they had the right man. As
Mooney did not answer the summons, and ap-
parently there was nothing to prevent him doing
so, the resident magistrate, after having proof
of service of summons and hearing the evidence
of Police Constable Lambert, dealt with the
case ¢x parte, Mooney being fined £2 and
six days’ imprisonment in default of payment.
of commitment wag subsequently issued for
gix days’ imprisonment in default of payment.
Mooney was taken to the Fremantle Gaol
I was absant from here when proccedings were
instituted, and the first I knew of the matter
was when it was referred to me by you. I im.
mediately sent for the constables concerned,
and hoth were very positive that they had
not been mistaken in the man. I then directed
Sergeant Cassidy to interview the shipping
anthorities, and the reply from the Shipping
Master proves beyond all doubt that a most
regrettable mistake had been made by Police
Constables Eambert and MeNeill in accusing
Mooney of being the man they saw coming
from hotel premises on the 3rd May, as Mooney
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wag at sea at the time the alleged offence took
place, and did not arrive at Fremantle till
two days later, I am quite satisfied that both
coustables acted bona fide throughout, and that
it was a case of mistaken identity. . At the
same time I concur with Sergeant Cassidy that
Police Constable Lambert should have taken
more trouble to satisfy himself that Mooney
was or was not in town on the day in question,
information that Sergeant Cassidy was able
to get in a few minutes. Had this been done
by Policc Constable Lambert, Sergeant Cassidy
would not have proceeded further with the
case. Both the resident magistrate and Ser-
geant Cassidy were led to believe thera was no
shadow of doubt regarding the identity of the
defendant on the statements made by the con-
stables. Tt is not disputed thut Police Con-
stable Lambert rang up the shipping office, but
it is evident that & mistake was made, either
by Police Constable Liambert in giving the name
of the vessel, or by the recciver of the mes-
saga when taking it, Mr. Mooney has also
got himself to blame, He was scrved with a
summona requesting his attendance at the
court, and if instead of treating the order of
the court with contempt by throwing it on
the ground and refusing to attend, he had at-
tended, his tnnocence of the charge could have
heen proved, and the matter would have been
eaded there and then.

Yollowing that Inspector Sellenger
Mooney, whose statement T have read. Con-
stables MeNeill and Lambert were asked Lo
make their statements. Lambert says—

I have to report with regard to the atiached
letter that on Sunday, the 3rd May, 1925, be-
tween 2 am, and 10 a.m, while in company
with P.C, MeNeill in Mouatt-street, Fremantle,
I became suspicicus that trading was going on
at the Cleopatra Hotel. T went to the front
door of the premiges and was in time to see
aix men let out of the hotel, the deor heing
closed behind them. Two of them were well-
known identities. T obtained thc assistance of
P.C. McNeill and followed the four who were
unknown to me, and questioned them regarding
their prescnes on the hotel premises. The
four denied being at tho hotel and T took their
names and addresses as follows:—Patrick
Martin, Sailors Rest; John Cameron, 32 Can-
tonment-street; Patrick Santley, 122 Canton-
ment-street, and Edwin McArdle, Sailors’
Rest. Summonses were issued against the six
men for heing on the premises, but on inguiry
st the Sailora’ Rest it was ascertained that no
such person as Patrick Martin existed at that
address, and the enly person likely to be iden-
tical with Martin was Patrick Mooney, who
was a mate of McArdle and Santley. Patrick
Mooney had by this time obtained a job on the
#.8. "“Kareala’’ and would not be returning
until the 25th June. John Cameron eould not
be located as he had given a false name and
address. On the 5th June. Kilmartin, Xane,
Bantley, and MeArdle were snmmoned to ap-
pear hefore the police court. The only one of
the four to appear was Santley, who was de-
fended, but who was convicted and fined £1
and costs. The cases against the remaining

saw
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three were heard ex parte, and each were fined
£2 and costs. On the 26th June, the morning
following the arrival of the ‘"Karcola,'’ I is-
sued a fresh summons against Patrick Mooney
aling Martin, It was not until about 8 p.m,,
on the 26th .June, that I located Mooney. 1
was then with P.C. MeNeill. T called him
aside and told him T had a summans for him
for being on the premises of the Cleopatra
Hotel. He denied that he was the man and
became abusive, and deeclined to give any satis-
faction as to where he was or what he was
doing on the 3rd May. It was useless to argue
with the man so I f{endered him the summons,
whiech he refused to take. I placed it in his
pocket, and he immediately pulled it out and
threw it on the ground, and said that he would
not attend any court. He again said that he
would not go to eourt, and walked away. Om
the 27th instant there was no appearance of
Mooney at the courthouse, and the case was pro-
ceaded with ex parte, Mooney being fined £2
and ecosts, and the magistrate ordering the
tssue of a commitment warrant failing pay-
ment immediately. I, with P.C. McNeill, ex-
ceuted the warrant on Mooney and Santley on
the day following, myself escorting Mooncy
and MeNeill taking Santley to the loeck-up.
Mooney then said that he was not the man
I wanted, and at the station denied that he had
ever been served with a summons to appear at
the court to answer a charge. Mooney was
then given every ehance to prove his innocence,
but made no move to do so except the bald
statement which was also made by the other
five men that I had made a mistake and that
they were never in the hotel.

MeNeill makes a similar statement,

" Mr. Hughes: You would not expect him
to make a different one.

Mr. MANN: Why not?

Mr. Hughes: Do you not know the foree
Letter than that?

My. MANN: MeNeill reports—

Constable Lambert later informed me that
he had ascertained that Martin had given a
wrong name and that his eorreet namne was
Patrick Mooney and that he had gone to the
Eastern 8tates on the ss. ‘“Karoola’’ as a
memher of the crew. Constable Lambert
then prepared a fresh summons for Patrick
Mooney returnable on the 27th. Tn the mean-
time Kilmartin, Kana, Santley and McArdle
had ecach been served with a summons to ap-
pear at the police romrt. On the night of the
26th I, in company with Constable Lambert,
went intn the front bar of the Fremantle
Hotel to quell a disturbanee, and found Pat-
rick Moonoy one of the participants, We dis-
persed them and followed Mooney out to the
street. Constable Lambert asked him if he
was Patrick Mooney, which he admitted. He
was then fold there was a summons for him
to appear at the Fremantle police cqurt on the
following morning for heing on the premises
of the Cleopatra Hotel on Sunday, the 3rd
May last. He ilenial being there, but the
others had said the same, He hecame abusive
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and would wnot give any satisfactory explana-
tion of where he was on the date in question.
Constable McNeill corroborates what Con-
stable Lambert says about throwing away
the summons. There is nothing in these
s(atements about Mooney showing the polce
his discharge from the *Orsovn.” looney
had no discharge from the “Orsova.” TIn
tact, he had no discharge when interrogated
by the police on the 27th or 25th.

The Minister for Justiee: Yes, he had, and
MeNeill says sv,

Mr. MANN: Mooney says he had a dis-
caarge ftom {he “Orsova’ showinez ihat he
left the ship on the 5th Maw. He said when
they saw lhim on the 27th he showed them
the discharge. He had no such discharge in
lis possession, and has not one now.

The Minister for Jusiice: e had a dis-
charge trom the “Australplain.”

Mr. MANN: He bad, but from the very
heginning of the charge against Constable
Lambert the case has been dealt with on the
assumption that Mooney showed the police
a discharge from the “Orsova.”

The Minister for Justice: No, it has not.

Mr. MANN: T will prove that it has. T.am-
bert was dismissed on the assumption that
Mooney showed him that discharge, which he
said he reccived from the “Orsova™ on the
5th May.

The Minister for Justice: Nothing of the
sort. You do not know what von are talk-
inr about,

Mr. MANN: We shall see.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: 1 expeet he dnes
know.

The Ministor for Justice: He does not. Te
sava he knows why Lambert was discharged.

Mr. MANYN : The Minister said that
Maooney was not dealt with on the assump-
tion that he had a discharge from the
“Ohrsova” whiel he received on the 35th
May. This is what the Crown Solicitor
wrote when he advised the Commissioner
of Police—

On the 26th June Patrick Mouney was
charged with being found on the licensed pre-
mises of the Cleopatra hotel, Fremantle. on
Sunday, 3rdl May. He was under the influence
of liquar when served with the snmmons and
Aid not appear at the hearing. The ense was
heard in his ahsence. He was fined £2 or six
davs’ imprisenment and he served the term.
Tt was, however, a case of mistaken identity.
Mooney was a fireman on the ““Orsova’’ which
apparently did not reach Fremantle from over-
seas until the 5th May, P.C, Lambert in sum-

moning Mooney and proceeding with the charge
acted bona fide. He believed Mooney was the

offender. Lambert served 2 summons on
Meoney at the Hotel Fremantle at 8 p.m. on
the 2?6th June. Mooney protested that Lam-
hert wae making a1 mistake and produced his
discharge from the ‘“Orsova.’”’ If Lambert
had looked at the discharge he would have seen
that he was mistaken and that Mooney did not
arrive at Fremantle until the 5th May, and
therefore could not he the offender on the 3rd
May. Lambert was therefore negligent in the
discharge of his duty. If he had exercised
greater care and hail looked at Mooney's dis-
charge when asked tn do so, the mistake would
not have happencd.

There we have the ('rown Solicitor telling
the Commissioner of Police that Lambert
was negligent, that he did not look at the
dizcharge which Mooney had in his posses-
sion and whieh was clgimed to he a dis-
charge from the “Orsova’ dated the 5th
May, The Crown Solicitor claimed thsi
Lambert was negligent in the discharge of
his duty, and that he should have exercised
areater eare and looked at the discharce
when requested to do so, and that then the
mistake would not have happened. The
Crown Solicitor’s siatement goes on—

Mooney prima facie has a cause of action
against Lambert for damages. Tt is not a ease
however where the constable ean be charged
and finred or imprisencd under Seetion 24, That
seetion relates only to insubordination or mis-
conduct against the discipline of the police
force.  Tnquiries are held into c¢harges of
hreach of duty or conduet rendering it unét
that an officer should remzin in the rolice fores
only in ease of superior officers, Tn the case
where n constable is charged with such negli-
grenee that he is unfit to remain in the foree,
the Commissioner may under that section with
the approvnl of the Minister remove the con-
stable. The provisions relating to inquiries by
a hoard do not apply in eases of such removal,

We have Mooney making a statement to
Tnspector Sellenger and we have the Com-
missioner of Police sending that statement.
to the C‘rown Solicitor for instructions. I
am goine to repeat Mooney's statement be-
cause T am endeavouring to make the case
as elear as I possibly ean from the point of
view of both sides. This is Mooney's
statement—

I left Fremantle for Ttady about Sth Febru-
ary hy the s.8, ‘“Australplain’’ and retorned
to Fremantle on the <s *“Orgova’’ on the 5th
of Mavy, T received my discharge from the
vessel on the same day. On the way to the
potice station I told Lambert he was making
& mistake, that T was not the man he wanted,
and showed him my discharge. The discharge
showed that I was discharged from the s.s.
"Orsova’’ on the 5th May last. He read my
discharge, made no ramark and handed it back
to me. When T arrived at the police station I
was gearched hy P.C. Stewart and all my pro-
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perty was taken from me, including my dis-
charge. T pointed out to P.C. Lambert at the
police station the date of my discharge. He
Llooked at it but appeared to ake no notice of
it. I did not make any complaint at the gaol,
I told the gaoler whe admitted me that the
police had made a mistake, but nothing fur-
ther was said.

That is a deliberate falsehood.

. Hon. W. D. Johnson: Is that statement
signed by Mooney?

Mr. MANN: Yes. It is a deliberate
falsehood because we find that Mooney
after having been discharged from prison
went fo Mr. Jarman, shipping master, and
nsked for a discharge from the “Orsova.”
That was on the 3rd July. Mr. Jarman
says that on that date he received a tele-
phone message from the Seamen’s Union
asking him to grant this discharge to
Mooney and he replied that he was unable
Lo do so. Yet we have Mooney telling
Inspector Sellenger that he showed his dis-
charge to the constable.

The Minister for Justice: That was the
discharge he had from the boat in which
he went away from Australia,

Mr. MANN: The Minister will have his
opportunity of replying. I am giving the
facts as they are. Mooney told Inspector
Sellenger that he produced a discharge from
the “Orsova,” and Mr. Sellenger told the
Commissioner, and the Commissioner sub-
mitted the matter to the Crown Solicitor.
It was on those facts that the Crown
Solicitor recommended Lambert’s discharge.
This is Mr. Jarman’s statement—

I am Deputy Superintendent of the Mercan-
tile Marine office, Fremantle. I know Patrick
Mooney, a ship’s fireman. He came under my
notice firat in the early part of 1924, when he
left the vessel at Fremantle. On the 9th Feb-
ruary, 1925, Mooney was signed on the sas,
1 Augtralplain’’ as a member of the crew to
go oversea. I camnot swear that Mooney ever
joined the *fAustralplain,’’ which left Fre-
mantle  about the 9th February, 1925. The
next occasion on which Mooney eame under my
notice was on the 30th May, 1925, when he was
signed on the ss. “‘Karoola’’ and signed off
again on the return trip on the 26th June,
1925. On the 3rd July, 1925, I received a ring
from the Secretary of the Seamen’s Union, Mr,
Houghton, requesting me to supply Patrick
Mooney with a shipping discharge from the
““Orsova,”” which request could not be granied
as he was not discharged before me at this
port. I said if he sent Mooney to me I would
see what could be done. Subsequently Mooney
came to my office and asked me for a discharge
from the ‘‘Orsova’’' which vessel arrived from
England on the 5th May. Not knowing how
Mooney returned to Fremantle—that is, pro-
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vided he left the State by the ‘‘ Australplain’’
—ou the 9th February, he not having been dis-
charged through my office in the usual manner
#s a seaman or fireman, I was unable to com-
ply with his request.

Surely that proves clearly that Mooney did
not have a discharge when he was arresfed
and consequenily could not have shown it
to the constables. It also proves that
Moeney lied to Inspector Sellenger when he
said “I have a discharge from the ‘Orsova,’
as a fireman, and I showed it to the con-
stable when he arrested me.” That was a
deliberate lie. We have the evidence of
the two constables whose records of service
are both long and good. Both pave their
versions of what happened on the ihres
occasions when they encountered Mooney.
Then we have Mooney's statement fo In-
speetor Sellenzer wherein Mooney said that
he had a discharge from the “Orsova” and
showed it to the police officers. Yet, on
the 3rd July, eight days later, we find he is
endeavouring to get a discharge from Mr.
darman. We also have the two officers
determinedly stating that Mooney was the
man they saw at the hotel; they said that
at the court when interrogated by Inspector
Sellenger, and they say it to-day. Now here
is the peeuliar position. Those officers went
to the court to give evidence, and as a
matter of chance, Constable Lambert was
called by the sergeant to state the facts. It
might just as easily have been Constable
MeNeill. Constable Lambert gave the faets.
Constable MeNeill was prepured to give the
same evidence, and he has civen similar faets
in a statement made since. Surely, if Con-
stable Lambert was guilty of negligence,
Constable McNeill was equally guilty.

The Premier: But it was Constable Lam-
hert who arrested the man.

Mr. MANN: Both were there.

The Minister for Justice: Lambert was
supposed to have made the inquiries,

Myr. MANN: Lambert said that Mooney
was the man and MeNeill agreed with the
statement. McNeill took Santley and Lam-
bert took Mooney. If there be an offence,
there is no difference in it, and I 2m going
to suggest that the inquiry that followed
was conducted in a most slipshod manner.

The Minister for Justice: They must have
slipped since you left the Foree.

Mr. MANN: Never mind sbout that. Con-
stable Lambert was dismissed purely on the
statement made to Tnspector Sellenger by
Mooney, After Lambert was dismissed, in-
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quiries were set on foot. Why? There must
have been a doubt in the minds of the de-
partmeat that wrong had been done.

The Minister for Justice: The Police As-
sociation made all sorts of requests.

Mr. MANN: And they were entitled to
do so. Mr. Jurman told the police that they
should make inquiries on the “QOrsova.” That
could easily have been done, beeause the
“Orsova” was at Fremantle for seven weeks,
Lawmbert had been dismissed. He was not in
‘touch with Mooney and he cunld not eonduct
an inquiry, but he did go to the “Orsova”
several times and be saw cveryone who was
in a position to give him information, He
described Meoney to all the stewards and
ufficials he could see, but they were unable to
remember him,

The Minister for Justice:
be nnusnal.

Mr. MANN: The police were in touch
with Mooney. All they had to do was to
take Mooney to the “Orsova,” confront him
with some of the officers or siewards and say
“Do you remember this man coming back
with you on your last trip%’ They did not
do that, but they did go down there. They
were there repeatedly making inquiries, I
submit tha{ the inquiries did not suit them;
they did not confirm Mooney's siatement. If
the inguiries had shown that Mooney came
back on the boat, there would have been a
statement to that effect on the file,

The Minister for Justice: You are suggest-
ing that all the poliee are in the bag.

Mr. MANN: I am not.

The Minister for Justice: Vou are.

Mr, Latham: Evidently it is a jolly good
case for an inquiry.

Mr. MANN: I am eontending that they
did not condnct ‘the inquiry as tbhey should
have done.

The Premier: I hope it is not common for
the police not to pursue inquiries when they
do not get the kind of information they de-
sire.

Mr, MANN: The Premier will surely agree
it was the natural thing for them to do——

Mr. Hughes: That is what ycua used to do?

Mr. MANN: The natural thing for them
to do was to take Mooney to the ship.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Of ecourse it
was.

The Minister for Justice:
inquiries on the “Orsova®”’

Mr. MANN: T am informed that Inspec-
tor Sellenger himself did so.

That would not
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The Minister for Justice: Do you suggest
irat be found the inquiries did not suit him${
Mr. MANN: I am saying that he did not
do the job

Mr. Stubbs: Properly?

The Minister for Justice:
the bag.

Mr. MANN: I am oot suggesting that, and
I shall not have the Minisier saying that I
am.
The Minister for Justice: You say they
did not get the information they wanted, and
therefore did not want what they got.

Mr. MANN: T ask that the Minister’s
statement that I suggested Tnspector Sellen-
ger was in the bag be withdrawn,

Mr. Hughes: You did sugyesi it.

Mr. MANN: I did not.

Hon, 8. W. Munsie: What else did you
suggest?

Mr. MANN: That the Inspector did not
follow up his inquiry as an officer should have
done, and that he was guilty of negligence.
Surely the Minister is not entitled to sug-
gest that I am aceusing the inspeetor of be-
ing in the bag?

Hon. G. Taylor: The Minister must with-
draw the statement.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Perth
insists upon a withdrawal.

The Minister for Justice: Of what state-
ment ¢

Mr. SPEAKER: The statement that he
sugzested Inspector Sellenger was in the bag.

The Minister for Justice: On a point of
explanation, what the member for Perth said
was that the police officers wade an inquiry
and, when they did not get the information
that suited them, they took no notiee of it.
To that statement I ohjected.

Mr. Hughes: O course he said it.

Mr., SPEAKER: That is not the point.
The statement made was that the member for
Perth suggested Inspector Sellenger was in
the bag. The hon. member objects to the
statement and it must be withdrawn.

The Minister for Justice: I said that, ac-
cording to his statement, the inspector must
be in the bag.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 ask the Minister to
withdraw the statement.

The Minister for Justice: If the hon. mem-
ber did not make that statement, I withdraw.
If he did make that statement, there is only
one inference to be drawn from il.

Mr. MANN: I do not wizh to jeopardise
the prospeet of an inquiry. What I said was

That he was in
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that the police did not conduct the inquiry
as they should have done.

Hon. S. W. Munsie: You said that after-
wards, not first of all.

Mr. MANN: The Honorary Minister in-
terrupted me before I bad finished the sen-
tence. The police were in touch with
Mooney.

Mr. Lathamn: Evidently there is a good
case for an inquiry.

Mr. MANN: They were interviewing
Mooney, who said he had eome back on the
“Orsova.’” Constable Lambert’s whole eareer
is at stake and his future is to be damned on
the one point whether that man was on the
boat or not. On that one point Lambert
has been dismissed and has lost compensa-
tion te the amount of ahout £300. If the
police lhad taken Mooney from the hottom
end of Cliff-street to the “Orsova,” they
could have verified or disproved his state-
ments, I am entitled to make that comment.

Mr. Hughes: You said that when the
police did not get the information they
wanted, they stopped.

Mr. MANN: T did not.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: You did.

The Minister for Justice: No doubt you
said it.

Mr. MANN: I said they did not continue
their inquiries as they should have done.

Dhe Minister for Justice: Because they
did not get the information they wanted.

Mr. MANN: I repeat that they did mske
inquiries on the “QOrsova.” If the informa-
tion they obtained there was of importanee
and bore out Mooney's statement, it should
be on the file.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: That is so.

Mr. MANN: But it is not on the fille. T
am therefore entitled to assume that they
did not get any information to econfirm
Mooney’s statement,

The Minister for Justice: You are twist-
ing now.

Mr, MANN: I am not. Mr. Jarman sug-
gested that the information could bhe ob-
tained on the “Orsova,” but the police did
not trouble to get that information and Lam.
bert was unable to do so. The other five
defendants have not been seem, but they
could have been seen and statements could
have been obtained from them as to whether
Mooney was the sixth man. Ti seems to me
the police thonght that immediately they got
rid of Lambert, the inquiry was completed.
As a matter of facet it was only just begin-
ning. The other five defendants shounld have
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been seen; they would have stated whether
Mooney was the sixth man. That, however,
was not done. So we reach the peint where
two constables swear- definitely to this man,
and the man denies it, and in defence pro-
duees a discharge from the “Orsova” to show
that he was not present when the offence
was eommitted and could not be the offender.
They deny that, and that is proved to be
untrue. They admit that he did have a dis-
charge, but it was a very old one. MeNeill
says that it had no bearing on the case at all.

The Minister for Justice: He says nothing
of the kind.

Mr. MANN: He does.

The Minister for Justice:
statement and see.

Mr. Latham: Yes, let's have MeNeill's
statement on that point.

Mr. MANN: I do not see it in MeNeill’s
statement; it is in Lambert’s statement.

Hon. Bir James Mitchell: Anyhow, he
did not have a discharge.

Mr. Latham: Why did not he appear and
show the discharge?

The Minister for Justice: What would you
have done had you heen in his place?

Mr. Latham: T would have gone to the
court and seen it through.

Mr. MANN: Mooney’s record shows that
he was an unreliable man, and that he was
in the habit of signing on ships and failing
to join them. There is information to show
that he came to Fremantle early in 1924
where he deserted his ship. On the 7ih
March, 1924, he signed on the “Port Mae-
quarie” but did not join the ship. The next
day he signed on the “Port Caroline” but
did not join her. On the 5th September
he signed on the “Apolda,” made a trip in
ber and left her at Banbury. Then he disap-
peared and turned up on the s.s. “Penny-
worth,”” and deserted her here. I suggest it
is more than possible—even probable—that
Moonev never went away on the “Austral-
plain.”

The Minister for Justice: You can suggest
that, but he had a discharge to show that he
did.

Mr. Latham: The Minister did not sce the
discharge.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
lenger does not say so.

Mr. MANN: T{ there is such a discharge,
it should he on the file. Inspector Sellenger
never saw it.

The Minister for Justice: MeNeill says he
saw it.

Yoa read his

Inspe;:tor Sel-
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Mr. MANN: If it takes half an hour, 1
shall go through the file to ascertain what
McXeill does say, seeing that the Minister is
so persistent on that point.

Hon. G. Taylor: Yes, take your time and
find i

The Minister for Justice: The records in
the warchhouse say he had a discharge.

Mr. MANN: That is admitted, but it was
an old discharge—dated 1916. The consta-
bles admit that he had a discharge, but Lam-
bert did not see it. Mooney would mnot
show it to Lambert. For some reason or
other, he was more antagonistic to Lambert
than to McNeill. McNeill says it was an old
dirty discharge from the “Awnstralplain”
dated 1916.

Mr. Hughes: You said previonsly that he
did not show a discharge to either of them.

Mr. MANN: I said he did not show a dis-
charge from the “Orsova.” I am not going
to have the hon. member putting into my
mouth words that I never used. All my case
las been that Mooney did not show a dis-
charge from the “Orsova,” and that is the
material point,

Mr. Hughes: Read Lambert’s statement
which you read previously and you will find
vou said Mooney never produced a dis-
charge.

Mr. Latham: Let us seftle it by an inquiry.

Mr. MANN: He said be showed them a
discharge from the “Orsova.” His words
were, “I left Fremantle for Italy about the
Sth February by the ‘Australplain’ and re-
turned to Fremantle by the ‘Orsova.’ I re-
ceived my discharge from that vessel on the
same day. The diseharge showed I was dis-
charged from the s.s. ‘Orsova’ on the 5th
May. He read my discharge, but made no
remark and handed it back.” That was
Mooney’s statement to Inspector Sellenger,
and it was a definite statement that he had
a discharge from the “QOrsova.”

Hon. Sir James Jitchell: Why did not
Inspector Sellenger ask him to show it?

Mr. MANN: This is Constable McNeill's
statement to Inspector Sellenger :-—

Further to my report in reference to the
service of a summons and ultimate arrest of
Thomas Mooney, I have to report that on the
night of the service, Constable Lambert and
I followed Mooney from the Fremantle Hotel
to the corner of Cliff and Phillimore-streets.
After Constable Lambert had spoken to him,
he produced a seaman’s digeharge but would
not give it to Constable Lambert but told me
to have a look at it. T had a look, but it was
too dark to make out anything on it.
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The Minister for Justice: Lambert said he
did not see it.

Mr. MANN; Neither be did. McNeill’s re-
port continues—

I had no idea why lLe wanted me to look at
it but to humour him, as it is the usual cus-
tom for seamen when in trouble to refer to
their papers, I said, ‘‘Is this from the ‘Kar-
oola’¥’’ He gaid, ‘‘No, from the ‘Aunstral-
plain.’ * I said, ‘* Come over nearer to the light
near by,'’ which he did, after taking back the
discharge. Constable Lambert then looked at
the discharge, but made no comment. I alac
looked aund saw it was a discharge from the
‘“ Auwstralplain,’’ but I eould not make out
the date. It Jooked like 1916,

Mr, Hughes: In the previous statement
did not you read that Lambert called him
out of the hotel? Now they say they eol-
lared Mooney up the street.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr, MANN: In explanation I wish to say
that if owing to interruptions I was thought
to have alleged that the police took only evi-
dence that suited them, it is yuite a mistake;
I never intended to make any such sugges-
tion. I desire to clear up and emphasise cor-
tain points. Both Constables Lambert and
MeNeill swore to Mooney being the
man they interrogated with others on the
morning of the 3rd May, One of the six men
whom they found leaving the Cleopatra Hotel
on the morning of the 3rd 2May was Patrick
Santley. Patrick Santley was the com-
panion of Patrick Martin on that moraning.
Patrick Sanfley was the companion of
Patrick Mooney on the night of the 27th
June, This is only a circumstance, but it
iz something from which an inference can
reasonably be drawn.

The Minister for Justice:
thin.

Mr. MANN; The Minister is anticipating
what [ am going to say. Patrick Santley
was Martin's companion at the hotel on
the morning of the 3rd May. Patrick
Santley was the companion of the man
who gave the name of Martin on the 3rd
May. Patrick Santley was the companion
of Patrick Mooney when the summons was
served on him on the night of 27th June
at the Hotel Fremantle. Patrick Santley
was in company with Mooney when he
was apprebended on 1he 25th. At all events
this shows that both Martin and Mooney
were companions of Saniley, if Martin and
Maoney are not identical. On the other

That is very
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hand, if the police are correct, Martin and
Mooney are identical, and =0 i was the one
man all the time who was in the gompany of
Santley. Now, Santley was there when
Mooney was arrested, and is it not reason-
able to expeet that if Mooney was not the
man, Santley would have said, “This is not
Martin; this is not the man that was with
me at the hote] on the morning of the 3rd
May; you have made a mistake”? But
Santley stood by and made no protest.

The Minister for Justice: He did not say
it was the man, at any rate,

Mr. MANN: No; of course he did not.
One would not expect him to do so. Men
of that kind do not do that sort of thing,
and the Minister knows it. They are more
apt to try {o prove a ¢companion’s innocence.
Men of that deseription arc not the men to
stand by and see a mate put in prison if
their word can save him. If Santley had said
in the lock-up, “Mooney is not Martin; this
is not the man who was with me on the 3rd
May,” the police would have been bound to
take notice of the statement. But he made
no such stalement. He made no protest, but
stood by and saw what is now alleged to be
an innoeent man put in prison. The reason-
able inference is that Mooney was Martin.
and that the two constables are right when
they say that that is so. Mooney was not a
stranger to the police. I have interviewed
Constable Lambert, and he tells me that he
knew Mooney very well under the name of
“Paddy,” and that earlier in the year Mr.
Jarman ealled him over one day and smd,
“Look, Lambert, that chap is giving us a
great deal of trouble. He signs on a ship
but does not join. He has done that
several times since he has bheen hanging
about the port. You might have a word with
him.” In that way Lambert knew Mooney by
the name of “Paddy.” He did not speak to
the man as suggested by Mr. Jarman, but
in that way the man came under his notice.

The Minister for Justice: He must have
been told his name. You say he knew him
as “Paddy.”

Mr. MANN: When Lambert, after his dis-
missal, started to make inguiries with a view
to clearing matters up, Jarman said to him,
“That is the man I spoke to yru about earlier
in the year.” I am not trying to build up a
case, but just trying to put the facts before
the House as they have been put to me. I
am not aggressive, and I hove the Minister
for Justice will let me put my case, Then
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he can reply. I realise that had it not been
for the Premier's generosity and considera-
tion, I would not have been able to bring this
matter before the House. I have made the
two points that Santley was one of the six
men who on the Sunday morning were in-
terrogated by the police, and that he was ar-
rested together with Mooney and did not pro-
test that Mooney was not Martin. He stood
by and saw Mooney put in. Now, Mooney
was in the loek-up from Sunday until Mon-
day afternoon, and be made no protest to the
sergeants there. He never asked to see the
inspector. He never made any protest at all.
Aceording to his own statement he was taken
to the prison, and be made nu protest there.
It was not until after his discharge that he
raised the question of the “Orsova” and pro-
tested his innocence. claiming that he had
been on the “Orsova.” He did not say one
word about the “Orsova” until after his dis-
charge from prison. He did not say a word
about lhe “Orsova” to either of the two mem-
bers of the police force who arrested him,
or to the reserve officer at the station, or to
the gacler—not a word. Not antil two days
after his discharge did he make applicalion
to the shipping master for a :lischarge as re-
gards the “Orsova,” a document he alleges
he had when he was arrested. Unforunately,
the statement he gave to Inspector Sellenger
was aceepted withoul verification. Mr. Sel-
lenger sent it to the Commissioner, who ac-
cepted it and sent it to the Crown Solicitor.
The Crown Solicitor in turn accepted if as
being correct, and on that recommended
Lambert's dismissal. We now know that the
document supposed to have been in existence,
on the strength of which Lambert was dis-
charged, never existed, and does not exist to-
day. It is regreitable that Inspector Sellen-
ger, when taking the statement from Mooney,
did not say to him, “Where is your dis-
charge? Show it to me.” Then be could have
attached either the discharge or a copy of
it to this file. Apparently, however, the in-
spector merely accepted Mooney's bald
statement and never asked to see the
discharge.  The constables to-day say
that Mooney was the man. It is not for
me to show that he was the man,
or that he could Thave been the
man, It may be that he never
went away although he signed on.
Somehody else may have gone in his name,
and eome back in his name.

The Minister for Justice: And then given
the discharge to Mooney.
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Mr. MANK: Moouey never had a dis-
charge.

The Minister for Justice: He did have a
discharge.

Mr. MANN: That was an old discharge.

The Minister for Justice: Who said so?

Mr. MANN: It was dated 1916. At any
rate, surely that matter could be ingmired
into—did Mooney get a discharge from the
“Australplain” in 19169  The Common-
wealth shipping service would have a record
.of it. 1f it were shown that he got a dis-
eharge in 1916, that would bear out Me-
Neill’s statement. Rather than sacrifice a
man’s career, is it not worth while to make
these inquiries? Lambert is a married man
with 12 years’ service, and he is dismissed
from the force, which involves the loss of
the whole of his compensation, £300. In
the circumstances can it be maintained that
to make inquiries would invelve teo much
trouble? The fact is that this thing was
roshed on the Minister. Now these points
Lhave been raised, it would be well for him
to say, “We will inquire info them.” I have
proved that Mooney’s statement to Inspector
Sellenger was untrue. Mooney misled In-
spector Sellenger, who in turn misled the
Comnissioner of Police, who in turn misled
the Crown solicitor, who recommended the
dismissal on false premizes. I wish I had
the opportunity of inquiring into this mat-
ter as a Commission. T would eclean the
whole thing up. I am eonfident that it ean
be done even now. We still have both the
constables, men without a blemish npon their
record, who are still convineed that Mooney
was the man. We have circumstances sup-
porting their belief. I repeat, it is regret-
table that the police did not take Mooney
to the “Orsova” during the seven weeks she
was here, and inquire on board, “Did this
man come back on this steamer as a pas-
senger?’ If that had been done, it is cer-
tain that if he had been on the boat, some-
one among the third-class or steerage stew-
ards would have been able o say, “Yes, I
remember him.” The Minister will agree
that it is regreitable that was not done.
Lambert went down several times and de-
seribed Mooney to people on the “Orsova,”
and he says that be could find no one who
remembered Mooney. At that time, of
course, Lambert had been dismissed, and he
had nof the machinery to conduct an in-
quiry, as the Police Department could have
done. He was not in touch with Mooney. 1
understand, too, that the man who gave his
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name as Cameron ean be found at Fremantle
and he would bhave been able to say some-
thing about it as well. Surely that should
he done. 1 have shown that an injustice has
been done to Lambert because the evidence
on which he was dismissed was incomplete;
it was on the evidence of a man who was
untrustworthy and unreliable that the con-
stable was dismissed in preference to aecept-
ing the evidence of Lambert and his eol-
league, MecNeill. If it is possible that a
mistake was made, it would be an extra-
ordinary mistake and one that, in the cir-
cumstances, ninety-nine out of a bundred
men might have made. If it was a mistake,
than 1 submit that the punishment meted
out to Lambert was far too severe for an
officer who had never made a mistake before
—if this was a mistake. It was too severe
altogether to dismiss him from the foree and
fine him £300, for that is what it amounted
to.

Mr. Marshall: Who fined ex-Constable
Lambert £3009

Mr, MANN: In a few months he would
have been entitled to draw compensation
amounting to about £300.

Mr. Marshall: You did not mean that a
direct fine had been imposed?

Mr. MANN: No. That was the pecuniary
loss to the conmstable. I hope I have not
missed any points that I should have made,
because I feel very mueh my responsibility
in putting up the case on behalf of Lambert.
The police are so unnerved regarding the
question that at first they would not trust me
in the matter. They feel that they have no
one that they can rely upon fo give them a
fair deal. It is regrettable that that feeling
should exist. Although I served in the
foree for 20 years, they had not sufficient
confidence in me at first to ask me fo take
up the case. I am sorry that they took the
wrong course and rushed to the newspapers
with columns of stuff, including references
to matters that did not affect the position,
and which got them no further. When I
went to them about it and saw the exzecutive
of the Police Association, they thought at
first that I was too much in touch with the
head of the department and the Minister to
give them a fair deal. Therefore I wish to
make every point that T can in order to
establish Lambert’s innocence, or at least to
furnish sufficient pronnds to warrant the
holding of an inquiry. I feel T have done
that and that the House and the Government
as well will realise that an injustice has been
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done to Lambert and that an inquiry should
be granted regarding his dismissal. I move
the motion standing in my name.

On motion by the Minister for Justice,
debate adjourned.

Hon. Sir James Mitehell: Will this mo-
tion be brought forward again?

The Premier: Yes.

EILL—MINER'S PHTHISIS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from 8th December.

HON. SIR JAMES MITOHELL (Nox-
tham) {7.50]: I do not intend to offer the
slightest opposition (o the Bill which seeks
to amend the Act passed in 1922, It is a
necessary measure. As I have endeavoured
to impress upon the Minister for Works
from time to time, we cannot construet per-
feet legislation the first time. Acts require
amendment and so, bit by bit, we get near
to the right thing. Men who suffer by reason
of their work underground in the mines de-
serve the greatest possible consideration that
can be extended to them. Consideration was
extended to them in the original Act that
was presented to Parliament by Mr. Scad-
dan when Minister for Mines, and consid-
eration is again shown to them in the Bill
now before us. Justice will have to be done
to these unforfunate people. We shonld see
to it that everything that can be done for
them is done. There will probably be mar-
ried men with children who may be growing
up or have grown up and it may be possihle
to settle a number of them upon the land
under such conditions that they will be able
to enjoy betier health.

Mr. Marshall: None of the men who will
eome out of the mines under the provisions
of this legislation will be able to work on
the land.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, they
will. J have diseussed this matter often with
the Minister and with Mr. Scaddan when he
was Minister for Mines.

Mr. Marshall: Well, they won’t.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then if
that is so we might just as well pass the Act
out altogether.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: There i3 no question
about it; the majority of those who will come
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oui of the mines under the provisions of this
legislation will he able to work.

My, Marshall: Not at all.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course that is the position. I saw one man
who was dying from miners’ phthisis and
I dv not want to see any more, I want to
help them in every way possible. If we can
place them on the land where the climatie
conditions are right and settle them pro-
perly on the land they will be able to live
in some degree of comfort and feel that
thetr dependants are provided for. The
Premier knows T have discussed this matter
with him often. At one time I thought we
shonld endeavour to secure one or two of
the large sheep farms in the Great South-
ern.

The Premier: Yes, about Gnowangerup.

Hon, Sir TAMES MITCHELL: Yes. If
we could place them there, they would have
fairly easy work. We must do our duiy
hy these men. I am glad the Bill has been
introduced, and it has my whole-hearted
support. At the same time I hope these
unfortunate people will not be left in the
position of having their affairs handled by
ordinary offieials. I trust that someone will
he appointed, perhaps an official from a
Government department, whose sole duty it
will be to look after these people. 1f they go
to the depariments and meet officers who
are already over-busy they will not have a
very comfortable time. Someone should be
appointed to concern himself about the re-
quirements of these men and do all possible
to help them in any dealings they may have.

The Premier: We have appointed a board
to assist them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes,
but I would like the Premier to appoint
gomeone whose time would be devoted spee-
tally to looking after them and getting to
know their requirements.

Mr. Heron: Someone who is not too office-
bound,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate, someone who will be able to look after
them specially.

The Premier: Whose whole time will be
devoted to conserving their interests.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If we
leave them to find their way about Govern-
ment departments without assistance, they
will meet officials who are already busy and
nothing much will be done for them. T
merely throw out that suggestion to the
Minister in the hope of assisting him.
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The Minister for Mines:
suggestion,

Hon., Sir JAMES MITCHELL: From
wy experience I know that these men have
played their part in serving the country
aud they are men jolly well worth helping.
Our daty is clear and we should do the best
we can for them,

The Premier: Yours is a very good sug-
gestion indeed.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
s0, for T believe that is the only way we
will be able to assist them adequately. By
the provision of such an olficer Lthese unfor-
tunate people will have ready assistance and
the officer appointed will be able to take
them to the officials who will have to deal
with their business. At the same time, of
eonrse, I wish to make it elear that T am
not saying a word against the departmental
oflicers.

The Premier: No, you merely point ont
that they would have their ordinsry work to
do. -

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. I
support the second reading of the Bill.

It is a guod

Question put and passed.

Bill read a sccond time,

In Committee, ete.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; Minister for
Mines in charge of the Bill. )

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2-—Amendment of Seetion 9:

Mr. HERON: Paragraph 4a in proposed
Subsection 2 sets out that compensation to
he paid shall be not less than that preseribed
hy the seale of relief in foree under the
Mine Workers’ Relief Fund. That is rather
indefinite.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It means
that the miner will receive not less than the
amount preseribed in the Mine Workers' Re-
lief Fund seale. The man may receive more,
but he eannot receive less. I am well aware
that the relief fund has not been making
such payments as one would like to see
paid.

Mr. Heren: It is because of that that I
asked the question.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Any pay-
ments made beyond the scale referred to will
have to be made up from elsewhere.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3—agreed to.
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Title—agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment and th
report adopted.

Read a third tsne and transmitied t
the Council.

BILLS (2)—RETURNED FROM
THE COUNCIL.

1, Land Drainage.
With amendments.

2, Racing Restriction Act Amendment.
Without amendment.

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACT
MENT.

Second Reading—Dafeated.

AMENIL

Debate resumed from 8th December.

HON. SIR JAMES MITCHELL (No
tham} [8.2]: I wish I eould support th
Bill as whole-heartediy as I was able to su)
port the last one. However, I entirely di
approve of this one. The Premier does m
seek to do away with another place alt
gether, but he and his Ministers have sal
that the idea is bif to bit to so arrange tl
franchise as to enable them to abolish t
Upper House later on. The Council he
come in for a good denl of abuse in th
House, particularly at tbe hands of the Mu
ister for Works.

The Premier: Not abuse. Criticism.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: Well,
bas been eriticism approaching abuse.

The Minister for Lands: I am surprise
1 thought you would readily support the Bil

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I a
aiways ansious to protect the rights of ti
people, perticularly those of the worker
But this proposal of the Premier’s says ths
any habitation shall qualify a man as a
cicctor to another place. The Act of to-da
says in effect “a moderate dwelling,” b
the Premier says “any habitation atiache
to the ground even thongh it be a hessia
structure.”

The Premier: Some of our best citizer
live in such places.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Perhap
but only femporarily. Most of onr peop
are sufficiently well paid to be able to ha
their families occupying very decent house
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The Premier: It is largely a matter of
occupation and locality.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: To some
extent, naturally, in a country such as ours.
I repeat that our citizens are fairly well
koused. I suppose that houses in Kalgoorlie
are cheaper than houses in any other part
of the State. I have seen whole houses with
their furniture deserted by people who, un-
fortunately, had to leave the district and
who Ffound it not worth while paying freight
on either the building or the furniture,

The Minister for Lands: Some properties
have so depreciated that the oeccupants are
no longer entitled to a vote for the Legis-
lutive Council.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I myself
sometimes feel strongly about the Couneil,
and I know that members there criticise us
freely. But as an institution they ought not
to be attacked as the Minister for Works

kas attacked them. And while he attacks’

them for refusing to pass his legislation, my
complaint against them is that they pass far
ioo much of it. I do not know why the Pre-
mier should objeet to a second Chamber.
He says the Council is no longer a House of
raview. At any rate it is a House of second
thought.

The Premier: There is something to be
said for a second Chamber, but not one con-
stituted as ours is.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I will
deal with that later. The Premier mentioned
that in the Old Land there is a Parliamen-
tary Aet ‘inder which if the House of Lords
reject a measure twice and it be passed a
tiurd time by the House of Commons, it can
be assented to by His Majesty without fur-
ther reference to the Lords. That is one
way by whiech the Government of the day
ean earry owt their poliey withount let or hin-
drance. However, I do not know that that
would suit in this great free country. The
svstem here is better than that in the Old
Land.

The Premier: What is the good of the
most liberal franchise for the Commons or
the Assembly if the finn) say rests with an-
other place?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
franchise of cur Legislative Council were nol
an cxceedingly liberal one, there would he
some point in the Premier’s argument. The
Premier has said there is no great need for
the Federal Senate on its present basis. I
sgree that from our point of view there seems
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mighty little reason for the Senate. Whilst
it was originally intended te be a Stated
House, it has become a very strong party
House and bas been so for some years past,
with the result that the party snecessful in
the House of Representatives would be very
unlikely to lose control of the Senate. The
only difference between the two Houses is
that the Senate is representative of the
States. The franchise for the two Houses is
the same, and so there scarcely seems to be
reason why Doth Houses should exist. In
Vietoriu and Tasmania they have eleetive
Upper Houses, as we have. In New South
Wales there is & nominee Upper House, In
Queensland the Upper House was a nominee
House. The Government had power to ap-
point their own nominees, and so they ar-
ranged to abolish the House. Would the
Premier like to be Premier in Queensland?

The Premier: Yes.

Hon. G. Taylor: He would have a pretty
skort lite there.

Mr. Teesdale: We treat you much better
liere.

The Premier: I am quite content to stay
here,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Mr.
Ryan, who was Premier of Queensland, had
the advantage of an Upper House. But he
tuw what was going on, and so he went into
Federal politics. Mr. Theodore followed
him as Premier. It got a little too warm for
Mr. Theodore, and so he got out. The
powers outside of Parliament proved too
strong for him. He did everything he
thonght necessary to make himself comfort-
akle. The Upper House was abolished by
kim and he arranged for proxy voting in his
single Chamber. He thought be had made
everything comfortable, but the unseen hand
was too strong for him and so, after a con-
siderable time and much argument and un-
pleasantness, he got out. When it was sug-
gested that he should introduce the 44-hour
week he said the thing could not be financed
and that he did not propose to attempt it.
But of course the powers were too skrong
for him and he had to either introduce the
Bill or go. He introduced it and he did go
also.

The Premier: Then it was not a quesfion
of choice: he had to do both.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: First he
rmade his choiee and submitted the Bill, hut
subseguently he retired (o contest a Federal
seat. Mr. Theodore is a verw able man. He
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rande the mistake of his life when he abol-
ished the Upper House, beecause then the
outside influence became very strong. He
was followed by Mr. Gillies.

Hon. G. Taylor: He did a wise trick,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But he
bad to go.

The Premier: I am thinking of ereating
2 board of trade here.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Every-
cne knows what happened to Mr. Gillies. 1
do not approve the snggestion that he went
to get a hetter job. He went hecause things
pad got too hot for him.

The Premier: It is rather unkind, point-
ing out to me the fate that lies in store for
me.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I want to
make the Premier see the fate that will be
in store for him if he does provide for the
aholition of the Upper House.

The Ministers for Lands: That is not in
the Bill:

Mr. Latham: No, but it is the intention
underiying the Bill. The Minister for Works
suid so.

The Premier: This will strengthen the
1'pper House, hacked up by a greater num-
ber of people.

Hon. G. Taylor: The Minister for Works
put the show asvay.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
shown that Premiers of Queensland have
heen kiiled through the abolition of the
Upper House. Parliaments there do mnot
exist heeause they are controlled by Trades
Hall.

The Minister for Lands: Let us deal with
raatters at home. Why go to ofther places?
You are only assuming things from what
you have read in the papers, which things
have been sent by a supporter of your party.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They
have been sent by an honest man, if he does
support my party.

The Minister for Lands: I do not say he
is not honest.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
are many people in the country who sup-
port my party.

The Minister for Lands: They are the
same as others.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is
net fair to say that kecanze a man holds the
same politieal views as T do he cannot be
straight as a journalist. So long as there
is a Lahour Government in Queensland it
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will be squeezed beeause of the abolition of
the Upper House. There was recently a
railway strike in that State. The Govern-
mwent were defied by the employees and made
to do what they said they would not do, and
do it quickly. Recently the farmers there
protected the waterside workers in the band-
ling of their ecargo. In New South Wales
the Upper House is a nominee House. In
this State the Upper House is elected on a
lieral franchise. If a man possesses £50
worth of freehold property or pays £10 on
# Crown legze, or occupies a house worth
Gs. 6. a week, he has a vote for the Council.

The Minister for Lands: 6s. 6d. will not do
it, and 8s. will not do it.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I am
gnoting the Premier when I say 6s. 6d.

The Minister for Lands: It depends on
the rates.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Let us
call it 8s. 6d. It wonld not be possible to
get much of & house in North Fremantle for
that.

The Minister for Lands: That is 2s. more
than you say.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The pro-
rosal is that if a tent is a fixed abode it
will suffice. So long as the building is at-
tached to the ground it shall entitle the ocen-
pier to a vote. There may be only four
poles put up, 8s. 6d. worth of hessian put
round them and a little iron on the top. This
will entitle & man to a vote. When we say
that the paymeni of rent of £17 a year will
aualify & man to volc for the Council we gZo
far enough. T do not know that any married
man is nnable to go as far as that. The
T'remier has not asked ws to agree that the
franchise for the Upper House shali be the
same as that for this Honse. The Upper
House is nof a rich man’s house. Tt is
really a poor man’s house.

Hon. G. Tavlor: With many poor men in
it.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Surely
every married man has a vote for the Upper
House, and certainly the thrifty man who bas
150 worth of property has a vote. No orie
eomplaing about the present franchise or
objects fo the qualifications.

The Minister for Lands: Manv want an
alteration.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T have
not met them. T see people of all classes. T
<o not think the public hothers about the
franchise. .



2608

. The Minister for Laods: They think so
little of the Council they will not vote.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: They do
not vote well for the Assembly either. There
is no justification or demand for a change.
We cannot have good government if the
minorities are ignored. We are in & minor-
ity in this Honse. Members opposite, in-
cluding Mr. Speaker, number 27, and we
number 23. We have very litile influence
© over the legislation.

The Premier: We had eight years’ exjeri-
ence of that.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Ap-
parently it was not a good thing for
the Premicr. We treated him when he sat
liere with every consideration, but our
views have not reccived the same con-
sideration. True, most of the legislation to
which 1 refer has been brought down by
the Minister for Works. 3Minorities must
be considered. Members opposite were not
returned by a majority of the votes east,
But 52 per cent. of the voters on the roll
exercised the franchise, and I doubt if
members oppusite received more than 25
per cent. of the votes cast. They cannot
¢laim that they have a mandate to do what-
aver they please, as the Minister for Works
would have us believe, and they cannot
complain if the people have some repre-
sentation elsewhere. The workers ofteun
want some protection. I do not think Min-
isters are in toueh with the workers in the
country. They are in touch with their
organisations, but these are oflen ont of
touch with the workers. We all want good
government, and the people are entitled in
ask for if. 1t is wmore essential to the
workers than prebably to other people that
the government should be good. It often
happens that people make money when the
Government is not quite as strong as wa
would like it to be. It happens, too, that
the workers suffer when sueh is the case.
The influence of the Government is import-
ant. We want enterprise to be encouraged.
We want the workers to have work and
‘zood wages. They cannot all work for the
Government. Those who work for the
Government must have their wages earned
for them by those who produce, unless it
be during the expenditure of borrowed
money. 1i is necessary that our enterprises
shounld be protected and encouraged, just
as the workers should be protected and en-
couraged. No Parliament in this continent
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Las given greater consideralion to tle
interests of the workers than this one.

The l'remier: This House, you meun.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: L meat
this arliament. [ inelude this House. Al
good things originate bLere. Our Parha
meut is very good. We have passed s
lot of legislation for the good of the
workers. Take our land laws, and om
assistance to scttlers. Take also our mining
legislation. We have passed many liberal
laws for the good of ihe worker, whict
make it possible for him to get away from
the ruck. [ do not know why the Govern.
meut desire to liberalise the franchise
They have not much eause for complaint
The Government are anxious to put througt
the Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment
Bill. We told the Minister for Works if
was a bad Bill and onght not to be passed
We said it wus not all bad, that there wert
seine guod proposals in it. These are being
left in the Bill.

The Premier: Like the curafe’s egg, I
suppose, it is good in parts.

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The
parls that were gond were not very big. ]
helieve the good parts will become law i
the Government are willing when the
amended Bill comes back.

The Premier: 1t 1s the good things that
will go, unfortunately.

Hoa. $ir JAMES MITCHELL: The Gov.
ernment will have little cause for com.
plaint. The Premier has less cause for
complaint as Treasurer, against the Uppe
House, than I thought I had as Treasurer
Many of my proposals were rejected by
another place.

The Premier: Some of the members of
another place are writing in the news
papers that they are responsible for yom
defeat. Do you think they were serving
the country then?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T thin}
they flatter themselves,

The Premier: I think so teo.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Tt was :
bad thing for the country when they de
feated me, and T should think that thei
subseribers would relurn their papers i«
them to-morrow.

The Premier: If their elaims be sound
do wou not think they deserve to W
abolished for that alone?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: No, 1
would not agree to that,
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The Premier: They ought 16 be severely
punished, if not abolished

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We find
misguided people wherever we go.  They
are nok all wise, and are not all perfeeily
honest.  Naiurally, after five years a
change is wanted. I am surprised that
they boast now that they had some hand
in my defeat.

The Premier: They claim it absolutely.
They say I was your supporter when I was
on the other side of the House, but that it
was they who destroyed you.  Some ol
themy say that,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 do not
propose to destroy them.

The Premier: You are turning the other
cheek.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Some
of them individually ought to go, but that
is another matter. A majority of members
of the Upper House do the right thing.
My complaint is that they are too good te
this Government. 1 think it will be found
that the workers will object to some of the
legislation that the Upper House has ap-
proved. The Upper House has agreed fo
legisiation that I disapprove of—tazation
measures, high rates for this and high rates
for thai. The Upper House has been very
goud to the Government and I am afraid
they have not been walchful of the people’s
interests. | am surprised at the Premier
asking for the abolition of the Upper House.

The Premier: I am not asking for its
abolition; I think this little advance will
eliminate that element that yon and I com-
plain about.

Mr. Davy: The element that put our
party out and put you in!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
no quarrel with them because of their atfi-
tude towards me.

The Premier: You are most generous to
them.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I have
for so many years heen abused that I do
not mind, but I do not think I have ever
been abused by honest men.

The Premier: That is not a bad one.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There-
fore T can afford to be generous.

The Premier: Now we ean begin to pick
them out.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If the
Upper House were reactionary, obstructive,
and non-progressive; if it represented the
views of the worst men, I eould nnderstand
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the move, but it does not. If it were elected
ou a franchise similar (o that of the As-
sembly, it would not be a bit more liberal
thao it is to-day. The Minister for Works
will not agree with my remarks. I say he
represents only 23 per cent. of the electors
yet he claims to have w mandate from the
people. When he introduces a Bill he says
that there is no need to discuss it, to read
it u first, a second or a third time, that there
is no need even to have it assented to.

The Premier: Now you are exaggerating.

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I bave

told that to the Minister for Works
many times. We know the Minister
for Works very well; we know his

good qualities and we know his weak-

nesses, 1 think that 52 per cent. of
the voters on the roll went to the
poll. 1 hope they will interest themselves

even further and the position then will
become totally different. The Premier will
tell vs that we on this side represent the
minority who exercised the franchise at the
last elections. As a matter of fact, we sit
here beeause, by 69 votes, the party oppo-
gite were elected to the Treasury bench, °

The Premier: That is not very sound
reasoning.

Mr. Marshall: What about Murray-
Wellington, Mt. Margaret, and even Nor-
tham, where I think your majority was only
909 :

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Turn
over 69 and there would be none of you
over there at all.

The Premier: Turn over another couple
of hundred and there would be only half of
vour side on the Opposition benches. We
can give you one for one. What about youor
majorities of 17, 19, 9 and so onY What
about Avon and Mt. Margaret and Muarray-
Wellington?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: You sit
on the Ministerial side beeause of 69 votes.

Myr. SPEAKEE: I would remind the
Leader of the Opposition that the Bill deals
with the franchise of another place.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, and
the other place represents ail the people.

The Premier: Do they represent the
144,000 who have no votes.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They re-
present all the people. 1 agres with the
Premier that all who come here forget that
they represent all the people. They get into
the habit of saying, “I represent a district;
this proposat does not concern my distriet,
and therefore it does not inferest me.” That
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is not representation of the people. We
musi do what is right and just by all the
people, and legislate for them sll. We ex-
‘pect every member who comes here to do his
best for all seetions, and it should be so with
another place. 1 do not say that the Legis-
lative Council cannot be improved, but I do
say that the Premier’s way is not the way
to do it.

The Premier: What would you do?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I would
leave it as it is. If the Premier had his
way, he would wipe cut all qualifications.

The Premier: My view is represented in
this Bill, at any rate for the time being.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes, that
is honest; it is just & step nearer to the
carrying out of the wishes of the party to
which he belongs, Before I vote for the Bill
T want the Premier to show me that it will
be better for the people if we further liber-
alise the franchise of the Upper House, but
he canpot show me that. The House is
capable of improvement, but the improve.
ment can be made only by the eleetors. 1If
the electors do their duty, the House will be
improved.

The Premier: Then we want some new
" blood amongst the electors.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: We want
the electors to de their duty.

The Premier: We debar from having a
vote the men who would improve it.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL : The
electors have returned good and capable men
to another place, men who are fair and wheo
have courage, men of ability and whose de-
sire it is fo do what is right. There are
bound to be some poltroons returned. By
poltroons T mean men without courage. For
the most part, however, the members of the
Upper IHouse are exceedingly capable and
fair. The mea who should be eliminated ean
be eliminated under the present franchise.
The Premier says that the Upper House
has been his trouble, but that is not peculiar
to the present Government; the Upper
House has been s trouble fo every Govern-
ment. Sometimes members there pass hasty
legislation.

The Premier: We check their amendments
then.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: They do
not initiate legislation.

The Premier: They do not initiate, they
execute.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier complains that they exeente; T say

[ASSEMBLY.]

that they pass Bills that they might well
refuse to consider. I think they sometimes
2o a hit too far in amending legislation.
Sometimes they almost redraft a Bill from
cover to cover, though not very often. But
members there do serve a useful purpose.
ihe Upper House in Queensland las been
aholished and the Upper House in New
South Wales is about to be abolished. The
people in those States are no befter off than
those in other States where the Upper
Houses are elective like ours, If we desire
to make any drastic change, we must show
good reasons for doing so. I know that bit
Ly bit the legislative Council has become
more or less a party House. When I first
eame here 20 years ago it was a non-party
liouse. The change is to be regretted, buf
for the most part the members of the Upper
House exercise calm judgment and they are
actnated by a desire to do what is right.
The Premier says that the Council is no
longer a House of review. 1 do not agree
with thai. Members there may go a bif
further than was originally intended, and I
tlink they sometimes do, but they also do
useful work. When we set abonf making
slterations, we have to do so with the idea
of improving the condition of the people.
What we are concerned about is good gov-
crnment, and that is what the people are
roncerned about. Tt is essential to the worker
of this ecountry that the enterprising should
be encouraged. It is esgential fo the whole
reople that the interests of the minority
should he respected, The Premicr will agree
with that. He knows the difficulty of finding
all the money we want, and he knows how
disficult it is for the enterprising to get the
rweney they would like to put into ventures
that would absorb people and provide em-
ployment. To-day there is more Govern-
ment work going on than is usual at this
time of the year, and yet there are men out
of work, simply because people who are en-
terprising and would do things cannot get
money at a reasonahble rate. The position
will not be improved if, by any act of ours,
we broughi our Parliament on to the level
of the Parliament of Queensiand. Although
the Premier may not agree with me, un-
doubtedly the people of Queensland are not
as well off a when they had an effective
second Chamber.

The Premier: There is no evidence at all
of that,
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Hop. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: There is.
If one can believe the figures, the people
of Queensland are not as well off now as
they were before.

‘I'he Premier: That is only an assertion,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The
public reports show that the savings bank
balances of the people have declined. The
workers of Queensland have become almost
impoverished.

The Premier: Do you know the econo-
mists hold that a reduction of bank balances
iruicates increased prosperity? The people
are withdrawing their noney and putting it
into other things. Large savings bank hal-
ances are evidence of had times.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Then I
think the Queensland people who are with-
arawing their money must be putting it into
the Golden Casket sweeps.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is not a very safe
prlace to pat it.

The Premier: When things are prosper-
ous bank balances are low, but when things
are not so good the people keep their money
in the banks.

Ifon. Sir JAMES MITCHELIL: I have
heard the Premier argne in precisely the
opposite way. He eannot have it both ways.
As head of the Government the Premier here
is very much betfer oft with an Upper House
than he would be in Qneensland without one.
It is not only the party to which the Pre-
weier belongs who would exercise undue in-
fluence if there were no Upper House.

The Premier: There are other executives?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
course. 3o it is better that we shonld have a
seecond Chamber elected on the liberal fran-
chise now provided. The Couneil is not a
party House to the extent that this House is
and it never will be, although I consider it
15 becoming too much of a party Honze.

The Premier: It is absolutely a party
House, with the exeeption of a few members.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: To some
oxtent it is.

The Premier: In the main it is.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There are
seme memabers of another place who are not
very strong party men, and they do not meet
members from this Chamber and do not agree
upon legidlation before it reaches them.

The Premier: There are not many such
mrmbers.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
there are some.

()

But
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The Premier: They had a party meeting
with regard to the Arbitration Bill last ses-
sion aml sgreed amongst themselves on
arrendments that were to be made.

Mr. Latham: That was only to save time.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That was
& meeting of members of another place.
They did not meet members of this House in
eonference. ‘

The Premier: Noj; last year members of
another place met together and decided as
Lo what amendments they would make to the
Arbitration Bill.

Mr. Latham: 1 suppose #ll the memhers
were invited. )

The Premier: All the members were not
iavited.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: To an
xtent it is not o party House, and it might
hecome a non-party Hounse to a much greater
extent. Certainly it has been very impartial.
In my time I received no greater considera-
t:on with my legislation than bas been ex-
tended to the present Premier. In fact, the
Council have given him more consideration.
T am certain that if T had sent along some
of the legislation that he has sent them, it
would have received short shrift.

The Premier: Yon are becoming a hu-
morist. '

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What I
say is trne. For my part, a bit of hessian
will not gualify an clector ‘o vote for the
Council. When we have the rent of a house
down to £17, the payment of £10 on & Crown
lease, or the possession of property worth
£50 as the franchise for another place, we
have fzone far enongh. Above all things I
hope members here will realise that
their duty is to provide good gov-
ernment by doing the right thing when
fixing the franchise for another place,
just as we should do the right thing
by the people in every measore we con-
sider in this House. It is not for us to serve
party in 1his matter; we must serve the coun-
try. I am not concerned beyond that. I hope,
natwithstanding that it is the declared policy
of the partv opposite that the Legiglative
Council should be abotished, we shall not be
foalish enough to pass this Bill,

MR. BROWN (Pingelly) {8.53]: I shall
oppose the second reading.

Mr. Marshall: T felt sure vou were In
favour of the Bill.

Mr. BROWN: The Premier might as well
have gone the whole hog and provided for
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aduit suffrage straight ont, This measure will
not be at all workable. 1t will merely lead
to a lot of confusion. How many people in
the ecity of Perth are not living in a house of
habitation?

The Premier: All those who are oot liv-
ing on the Esplanade.

Mr. BROWNX: Yery few are living on the
Esplanade. Even these who are dependent
on the Government for food have to go to
some place to sleepr, and that must be 2 house
of habitation, Take a man who has a house
for which he is paying a rental of 30s. or
35s. a week. Me may use it as a lodging
or an apartment hounse and have 10 or 12
people hving in it. All of them would be
entitled to be enrolled as voters for the Coun-
cil. This Bill deals with the Council only,
beecause we have adult suffrage for this
House.

The Premier: Where did you get the idea
that 1¢ or 12 lodgers are entitled to the
franchise?

Mr. BROWN: They would be living in
a houge of habitation, would tley not ¢

The Premicr: You have not read the Bill.

Mr. BROWN: In the coentry a farmer
employs a man who does not hve in a
stripper. He probably lives in a house of
habitation, and has a right to be put on the
Council roll. His work is only of a tem-
porary nature. If he geis on a province roll
it may not be long before he moves to an-
other province and gets on that roll also,
and possibly after a while his name will be
found on the roll of almosl every provinece
in the State,

The Premier: You have not read the Bill
at all. ’

Mr. BROWN:
pret it.

The Premier:
it?

Mr. BROWN: Plaral vofing is probably
stopped, but when a man is on the roll for
one province he has a right when changing

That 1s the way I inter-

Why not have a glance at

his address to get on the roll for
another provinee. Thus a man with
no permanent abode might soon have

his name on the voll for every pro-
vinee in the State. I wonld as soon
see adnlt suffrage adopted for both Houses
as this proposal. If we had adulf suffrage
for both Houses, another place would cease
to be a House of review. The Government
wonld make it a party Honse. It would only
be necessary for them {o submit legislation
here and it would have to pass another place.

[ASSEMBLY.]

When a Government Bill is made a party
measure here, we have the spectacle of Gov-
ernment supporters remaining silent, refrain-
ing from critieising in any way because the
Government want the Bill to go through.
Given a reduced franchise, it would be the
same when such a measure went to another
place.

My, Stubbs:
House then.

My, BROYWN: That is so.

The Premier: You are wandering igo far
north for me. I am not prepared to go that
far.

Mr. BROWN: 1 still say we should have
a qualifeation for the upper House.

Hon. G. Taylor: I think you must be a
bit of a Communist.

Mr, BROWN: Another place is develop-
ing into a party House. When an election oe-
curs the Labour Party, the Nationalist
Party, and the Country Party each strives
to get its candidate returned. There are
really three parties in hoth Mouses at pre-
sent.

The Premier:
non-party Flouse!

Mr. BROWN: Well, that should not be;
Every measure should be open to review, If
this measure be passed, the Couneil will be-
come a party House in real earnest. That is
the Premier’s object. IIe wants to get con-
trol of another place. There is no escaping
that fact. If he could gain eontrol of another
place by securing the veturn to it of his sup-
porters, we would have a Bill here quick and
lively proposing the abolition of the Coun-
cil.

The
charges,

Mr. BROWN: I know something of the
objeetive of the Labour Party. T helieve in
making the franchise for another place ae
liberal as possible. But there should be some
restrictions. If we granied the franchise to
every adalt, legislation might be passed that
would prove detrimental to the welfare of
the country.

The Premier: How far would you go in
liheralising the franchise ?

Mr. BROWN: So long as a man was the
tenant or owner or was living in a house,
even if he was paying only a shilling a
vear, I would give him a vote.

The Premier: That is my Bill.

Mr. BROWXN: T do not understand the
merriment of members. This Bill is a very
dangerous one.

We would not want another

No, the other place is a

Premier: You should not make
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Mr, Teesdaie.
Bill.

Mr. BROWNXN: It it js impossible to go
the whele hog, people fry to get the (hin
end of the wedge in. If this Bill is carried,
the Government will go a bit further next
session. That, I feel sure, is the Premier’s
object.

The Premier: What charge are you
making against me now?

Mr. BROWX : That the Premier has in-
troduced a very cleverly worded Bill. 1f he
gets it through without amendment, he will
have done an excellent thing for his party.
1 am given to understand that a measure
of this kind has been introduced before.
Evidently the proposal does not make much
progress. Perhaps the previous measure
was more drastic than this one, and experi-
enice has led the Premier to think, “T°I try
te get in a little bit at a time.”

The Premeir: What is wrong with the
Bill?

Mr. BROWN: The present franchise is
thoronghly liberal. Is any householder of
Perth not entitled to be on the Legislative
Council roll? I would not cavil at how
much rent an oceupier was paying, so long
as he was a permanent resident.

The Premier : That is what the Bill
provides,

Mr. BROWN: There is much more than
that in it. Unless the Premier can show
me that the Bill is restricted to what he
guggests, I must oppose it.

You are worse than the

MRE. DAVY (West Perth) [9.4]: This
measure does not strike me as unimportant.
It proposes s drastic change in our Legis-
lature, although it bas been introduced at
a stage of the session when people are in-
clined to take things humournusly. Per-
sonally I am a firm believer in second
chambers. That view jis shared by many
eminent econstitutionalists who are quali-
fied to speak on the subject. One may held
the belief in quesiion, and at the same time
guite consistently believe that the will of
the majority of the people should prevail.
T helieve that it should. However, I think
the will of the people should be a con-
sidered will, and not merely the ebullition
of a moment of hysteria or of s view not
informed and not considered.

The Premier: That is the argument for
second chambers. There is much fo be
said on those lines.
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Mr. DAVY: I am glad the Premier
agrees with me there.

Mr. Hughes: Can the will of ihe people
prevail if a third of ihe people have the
right of veto!?

Mr. DAVY: 1 am not talking about that
at the moment. The argument in favour
of seeond chambers is that we must ensure
that the view of the people is such as they
are likely to hold in a few years’ time, The
second Chamber is necessary as something
in the nature of & hrake on hasty legisla-
tion. 1 shall be told that we have had
examples of hasty legislation from another
place.

Mr. Hughes: Shoeking examples.

Mr. DAVY: We need nat use opprobrious
terms, but onece another place sent us a
Bill which I am sure bad not been con-
sidered sufficiently. On that occasion we
aclied as the brake and put the measure
out. A gathering of the wisest and most
industrious people in the world may have
moments of aberration and do ill considered
things.

The Premier :
nodded.

Mr. DAVY: Yes. The wise man is not
always up to form. Parficularly is that
the case where one is dealing with a collee-
tion of people. Psychology recognises that
the opinton of a collection of people is not
exactly the sum of the opinions of the
people making up that collection. It is
quite understandable that even a House of
review might occasionally do something
hasty., We are here to rectify that,

The Premier: Every good leader of a
party is supposed te have some judgment
of mob psychology.

Mr. DAVY: Without it he will never be
a successful leader. It is the quality which
frequently makes the demagogue as well as
the successful leader. Tn my short exper-
ience here I have seen even the Assembly in
a silly mood. Tt must be so.

The Premier: Yes, the
buman.

Mr. DAVY: Sueh being the position, the
advaniage of having an TUpper House,
though likewise liable to silliness, lies in the
chanee that the moments of silliness will not
synchronise. One has to consider whether
the second chamber shonld have the same
Constitution as this House, or a slightly
different one.  Personally I consider, it
should have a slightly different one, because

Even Homer sometimes

House bheing
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we do not want an Upper House represent-
ing the same point of view at the same
moment as this Chamber. In my opinion,
the Upper House should be a little more
cautions or Conservative than we are here.
The system upon which the Legislative
Council has been elected in the past seems
to me to give just that necessary element of
caution. The existing franchise for an-
other place is really a household franchise.
Broadly speaking it means that the heads
of families vote for that place. Heads of
families, whatever their financial position or
their means of livelihood, tend to be slightly
more eautious than people, either men or
women, who are wthout family responsi-
bilities. The head of the family is the
person who, in the legitimate sense of the
phrase, has a stake in the country. This does
not necessarily mean the man whe owns
land: it means the man or the woman car-
rying family responsibilifies, The present
franchise for the Upper Honse seems to me
just about to meet the position. That being
so, I do not favour the alteration of the
amount entitling a person to vote. I
do, however, find it difficult, in following out
the view I take, to support plural voting.
On the Road Districts Aet Amendment Bill
I opposed the abolition of plural voting for
local authorities. That, however, seems to
me a different proposition from this one.
The principal objeect of a road board is
merely to spend, within very definite limits,
a sum of money contributed by certain peo-
ple. It secemed and seems to me logical
that the people who put more money into
the pool should, to a certain extent, have
more voice in the spending of it. Here,
however, is a different propesition. True,
Parliament as a whole has as one of its
functions the spending of money. But it
has also the power fo pass laws whieh affect
every citizen of the country at cvery mom-
ent. Therefore it seems to me that the ar-
gument in favour of plural voting for road
boards does not apply to the franchise for
electing members of another place. Pro-
vided we have this very low but still suffi-
cient franchise to ensure that those who elect
members of the Upper House shall be re-
sponsible persons, I am content to trust the
people of Western Australia to see thaf an-
other place has just the sufficient caution
and the sufficient stability to aet as a hrake.
I cannot say that the Premier has stated it,
but a member of his Government bas stated
in this House—and I do not think the Min-

[ASSEMBLY.)

ister was joking—that this Bill was merely a
first move towards abolishing the other place.
By way of interjection the Minister for
Works said the other night that that was
the sole object of the Bill.

The Minister for Lands: He did not say
that, Somebody said to him, “Why don’t
you gabolish the other place¥”’ and he said,
“How can we do it unless we get the mem-
bers to do it%”

Mr. DAVY: The Minister for Works
gave me the very eclear impression that in
his view the object of the Bill was simply
to get members sharing his political views
into another place, with the object of its
abolition.

The Minister for Lands; I was not here,
but T read the “Daily News” report.

Mr. DAVY: I was here, and heard the
Minister say it.

The Premier: I beard it, too; but it was
in response to an interjeetion, “Why don’t
you ahbolish the other House”?

Mr. Latham: I said it was a plank of
the Labour Party’s platform, and the Min-
ister could tell us how it could be given effect
to.

The Premier: Yes, something like that.

Mr. DAVY: The member for York (M.
Latham) teminds me that this is a plank
of the Labour Party’s platform.

Mr. Hughes: Some members of the Legis-
lative Couneil would like to aholish this
Chamber.

Mr. DAVY: If the Labour Party’s objee-
tive were achieved I wonld regard it as
disastrous and would view thiz move as a
very serious one indeed. I am encouraged
in my view by some of the legislation that
has beer intvaduced during the short period
I have been in this Chamher. T can-
not farget that the Minister for Works
jntrodnced an Arbitration Act Amendment
Bill thai eontained clauses which, from
my point of view—I do not say I am
necessarily right—were grossly unjust. T
will refer to one. We thrashed the matter
out here at considerable length. The Min-
ister proposed that if a man were prose-
cuted under the provisions of the Arbitra-
tion Aet, for any offence against that piece
of legislation he would be deprived of the
right to iecure the assistance of the trained
section of the eommunity when he was stand-
ing his trial. If it had not heen for the
Legislative Council, that provision would
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have become law. I considered that pro-
posal was & wickedly unjust one.

Mr. Marshall: Are you speaking on be-
balf of your own profession?

Mr. DAVY: The bon. member can have
it that way if he likes. I do not iniend to
wasle time in answering statements of that
description.

AMr. Richardson: It was merely a silly in-
terjection.

Mr. DAVY: The Minister for Justice, it
will be remembered. iniroduced provisions in
a Fair Rents Bill to which I took strong
exception. I do not complain of the general
nature of the Bill, nor do I claim that 2
Fair Rents Bill must necessarily be an un-
just one, but that Bill contained a clause
that I have not yet been able to consider
justified.

Mr. Huoghes: Did you not get all the
amendmenis vou wanted to the Bill?

Mr. DAVY: No. The Minister remained
ohdurate, and insisted upon it being passed
largely as it was presented here. One of the
provisions was that the rent of a building
should be based on so much percentage of the
capital value, and be defined what that should
be. If that provision had been agreed to, it
would have been tantamount to the confis-
cation of the wealth of a large number of
people in Western Australia. It eould not
be regarded as anything but confiscation.
The Minister said that the eapital value, for
the purpose of calenlating the rent to be
charged, was to be based on the amount paid
for the land plus a percentage in respect of
the building.

Mr. Sampson: Although ithe land might
have been bought last century?

Mr. DAVY: At any rate the land might
have been bonght 30 years ago, and its value
quadrupled since,

Mr. Hughes:
whole.

Mr. DAVY: That was how the Minister
rroposed to caleulate the market value of a
property at the present time in order to
arrive at a fair rental. 1 must confess that
feom my point of view when I remember
snech measores and think what would have
happened if they had become law, I am
frightened at the prospect of the Legislative
Couneil vanishing. I have heard members,
even some sitting on the Government side of
the Housze, say when T have been arguing
rrivately with them, that such and such a
clanse was wrong, and add, “What does it

Due to the people as n
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matter, it will be knocked out.” Sometimes
it may be that Ministers too have enter-
tained similar thoughts. If it were not for
the Council, it is possible that ihey might be
n bit more cautious. 1 do not for one
moment, however, think that Ministers en-
tertain that view. If I thought that they did
entertain such views and hon. members had
been a little bit careless because they felt
that there was a safety stop or back stop
elsewhere, my fear regarding the abolition
of the Legislative Council wouid not be so
acute. I de not think that memhers on the
Governinent side of the House do really take
up that attitnde, I can only conclude there-
fure ibat legislation introduced last session
represents an honest expression of the view
of respeclive Ministers who introduced the
Bills. Therefore I cannot help viewing with
cousiderable trepidation any conecerted plan
tc abolish the Legislative Conncil, While I
will vote for the Bill, T would be better pre-
pared to vote in favour of the proviso if
placed in suck a position that it eould stand
bv itgelf. 1 do noi think it is necessary to
alier the franchise, but 1 cannot justify in
iny own mind the plural voting provisions
that stand to-day.

MR. HUGHES (East Perth) [9.23]: The
ruember for West Perth (Mr., Davy) said
that he was in favour of the will of the
people being allowed to become law, pro
vided that that will had been sufficiently
slable over a number of years. If that i
Lis point of view, he should vote for the
Bil]l because no matter how stable the wil
cf the people may become in this State
ihere is no chance of that will ever being
given effect to in our legislation under exist
ing conditions. If two-thirds of the peopl
desire the passage of certain legislation anc
maintain their point of view through a tife
{ime, the Upper House, representing the re
maining one-third of the people, still ha
ke right of veto. How can the will of th
people become law, no matter how long tha
will may have remained stable, if the re
presentafives of one-third of the communit
have the cight to veto the legislative expres
sion of that will? Tt seems to me that th
han. meniber was not very consistent in th
conclusions he drew. Certainly it is nec
possible for the will of the people fo be
come law in Western Australia. All ths
can become law is that which meets with th
approval of the representatives of one-thir
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cf the electors. For fhe two-thirds of the
people to return members of Parliament to
the lower Chamber and expect them to plaee
enactments upon the statute-book, is werely
«o much waste of time so long as the Council
bas the right of veto. How can we expect
to get any reform, and how can the people
have the right to govern themselves? We
sec people from time to time holding up their
haods in horror when they read about re-
forms being brought about in other eoun-
tries by means of violente. They ask why
those reforms canvot he secured peace-
fully throagh the legislative halls of the re-
spective countries. The history of the world
points to the faect that people in possession
of a privilege never part with that privilege
voluntarily. T am not advocating a sort of
“Pride’s Purge” in conneetion with the
Lpper House, but I wonder how we ean
bring ahout reforms in this State. I won-
der how we can place upon the statute-
bock legislation in accordance with the will
of the people, and how we ean give the peo-
ple the right to govern themnselves. Partien-
larly do I wonder how it is possible to
achieve these things when I remember that
the Upper House has the right of veto and
certainly will not forego it. [t is a stupid
argument to advance to a man who has not
a vote for the Upper House, that he shonld
get men returned to tepresent his voice.
How can we do it, sceing that we have no
vote for the Upper House?

Mr, Sampson: Why do you say you have
no vote?

Mr. HUGHES: Two-thirds of the people
have no vote for that Chamber.

Mr. Sampson: But theve is nothing to
prevent you from having that vote.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, there is.

Mr. North: Even the proposal in the Bill
will not extend the franchise very much.

Mr. HUGHES: That is so. I am sorry
the member for Pingelly (Mr. Brown) did
not agree fo vote for the second reading of
the Bill and ihen in Committee bring for-
ward {he far-reaching amendments he indi-
cated. If we are to have a second Chamber
it could be jusiified if the electoral pro-
vinces were divided evenly from a popula-
tion point of view. It is not possible fo
give the people adequate representation with
each eclectorate containing the same number
of electors. Thus we have the disecrepancies
between the voting powers of members of
Parliament, one casting a vote equal to that
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of another member, representing 10 times
as many constituents.  An Upper House
elected entirely on an adult franchise, each
province being egual from a population
point of view, could possibly be justified
because it could then be said that the House
represented a majority of the people, and
thus was a House of review. By that means
whatever legislation might pass through the
Lower House would be reviewed by a Cham-
ber that would have a good claim to repre-
seni the majority of the people. As it is
at present we hold elections, spend the
people’s money and the electors are told to
obey the law, to govern themselves and to
clect people who will expound their point of
view. At the same time we deny the people
the very right we suggest that they should
exercise. Yor that reason 1 wonder how it
is possible lo bring about a reform in this
State. There are any number of people in
lodgings in the city who pay their four
guineas to six guineas per week for board
and lodging, particularly in hotels in -the
city. In that £4 4s. there is a proportion
for the accommodation given, and in many
cases the accommodation is of greater value
than that of a suburban residence. Rates
and taxes nnd various other charges made
in respeet of a dwelling-house are also in-
cluded. So the lodger pays rent and rates
and taxes, just as much as does a house-
holder. 1f a man had a 12s. Gd. office he
would have a vote; yet he may be paying
£6 Gs. weekly for a couple of rooms in a
hotel and bhave no vote. When the House
of Commons was on a property ¢ualifica-
tion lodgers were given a vote. So it would
not be introducing anything new if we were
to give lodgers a vote. Again, a man may
have a block of vacant land, his only in-
terest in the country, and he is given a vote,
where a man with a family living in lodg-
ings is denied a vote. So, the people are not
allowed to govern themselves.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: The Bill does not go
as far as you would like.

Myr. HUGHES: No. I am inclined to
follow the lead of the member for Pingelly
(Mr. Brown). The member for West Perth
{Mr. Davy) believes that the will of the
people should prevail, provided that it be
the stable will. But the will of the people
can go on for generation after generation
and never gef on the statute-book, because
s0 small a section of the community ecan
prevent it. If we cannot get the slight re-
form contained in the Bill, we onght to look
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around and see by what other means we can
give the people tbe right to govern them-
selves.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
in reply) [9.35]): A good deal of the eriti-
cism has been directed, not so much against
the Bill itself as against the possibility of
something that might eventuate in regard to
another place. The arguments as to whether
another place should be abolished are really
beside the question. We are called upon
only to deal with the Bill as it stands, not
to keep at the back of our beads something
that might happen in the remoie Ffujure.
For, after all, it mwust be understood that
another place cannol be abolished except by
the consent of that body itself. So, if we
were to carry the Bill and subsequently ad-
vance still further until eventually we should
have adult franchise for another place, even
then that House could not be abolised ex-
cept by the will of the majority of the
people.

Mr. Davy: In Queensland the Couneil
was abolished in spite of a referenduin.

The PREMIER: But the Queensland
constitution is enlively different from our
own. Even if there should eome a time
when every adult who to-day hgs a vote for
this Chamber would also have one for the
Legislative Council, the Legislative Council
conld not he abolished except by consent of
the Counecil; and naturally they would not
give that consent unless & majority of the
people voted for its abelition.

Mr. North: Like the Senate.

The PREMIER: Exactly. Apart from
our individual views in regard to the wisdom
of having another Chamber, if the majority
of the people were deliberately, of their own
choice, and freely to declare for its aboli-
tion, who should stand in their way? So it
will be seen that the question of the abolition
of the Council is entirelv beside the diseus-
sion on this Bill.  The Bill has heen de-
seribed as a drastie alteration, and the “West
Australian” in its report of my speech on
the second reading uvsed the heading “A
drastic amendment” T do not know of any
amendment I could prepare to the existing
Constitution that would not wo as far as
the Bill goes. If we are to go any step at
al] beyond the existing Constitntion, we can-
not halt short of the Bill, T¢ is the most
moderate advance we could possibly make.
If, as some hon. members say, we have
to-day practically a household franchise
for the Conneil, then by abolishing the £17
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clear annual value gualification and substi-
tuting household qualification I am going very
little farther than the Constitution. %o, how
vian it be called a drastic alteration or
amendmant 7 To merely go a litlle larlber
than the Constitution, to bring in a com-
paratively few people amongst those already
enfranchised, is that any great alteration?
The unly other phase of the Bill is in re-
card to plural veting. [ do not think [
need argue that that constitutes no very
drastic amendment to the.Constitution. So
I say that if we are to make any amend-
ment at all we cannot halt short of the
Bill. The Leader of the Opposition spoke
of four poles in the ground and the 7s. or
8s. worth of hessian that might be put over
them. He argued that people occupying
sueh habitations shonld not have a vote for
the T.egislative Couneil, that really theyv
were not entitled to a vote. But if we say
that, are they entitled to a vote for this
House?

Mr. Latham: Yes, under the Counstitu-
tion.

The PREMIER: Of course, I know. But
T mean from the point of view of the mem-
her who said they should not have a vote
for anothev place. If it be said they have
not sufficient stake in the country to en-
title them to a vote for another place, [
think we ought to say they should be dis-
Franehised altogether.

My, Davy: On that argument you would
have to intreduce adult suffrace for the
Couneil.

The PREMIER : 1 helieve there oncht to
he adult suffrage for the Couneil. At the
same time I agree there is something to he
said for the point raised by the member
for West Perth (Mr. Davy), namely, that
we might well have a House elected on the
same franchise as the Assembly but, in
order to guard against periods of heat and
passion, or ill-considered action on the
part of the majority of the people of tha
country, we eonld perhaps have a continu-
ous Legislative Couneil, such as it is at
present: so that not all its members wonld
zo to the eountry at the same time and
perliaps obtain a verdiet, as verdiets have
been obtained in times of excitement, a
verdict that did not really reflect the true
will of the people. That contingency counld
be overcome by having the T.egislafive
Council elected for n longer period than the
Assembly, and having its members go to
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the country at intervals, just as they do
to-day. So, we would have men elected on
an adult franchise, yet whose votes on
important matters would not be influenced
by consideration of an impending eleetion.

Hon. G. Taylor: That is what happens
in this Chamber.

The PREMIER: And perhaps in all
Chambers where all the members go to the
country at the one time. A House of re-
view elected under condifions such as |
have sketched might be justifiable. I am
not going to contend that there is nothing
to be said for a second Chamber, In my
opinion there are weighty arguments to be
advanced for a seecond Chamber. I do not
say that of the Chamber constituted as the
present one is. By bringing in a greater
number of the people of the country under
the franchise for the Legislative Couneil
it would have the effect of strengthening
it rather than weakening it. If we add to
the 59,000 electors another 10,000 or 20,000
by an amendment of the Constitution it
could not be said that it wonld weaken the
Chamber or operate in the divection of bad
government, or in any way be detrimental
or harmful to good government. I think
it would bkave quite the opposite effeet.
The Leader of the Opposition raised a point
in regard to strikes in Queensland. He in-
stanced the recent railway strike, and
seemed to commect it up with the faet that
there was only one Chamber in that Stafe,
The question of strikes has nothing to do
with the existence of another Chamber.
Whilst it is true that a strike occurred in
the railway system of Queensland, it is also
true that there have been railway strikes
in nearly every other Sfate from time to
time.

Mr. Marshall: We have one now.

The PREMIER: On the Midland rail-
way. There have been railway strikes in
this State. There was one only four years
8g0.

Hon. . Taylor: And another 24 years
ago. .

The PREMIER: There have also been
railway strikes in Vietoria. This has no
bearing upon the point. I believe, with the
Leader of the Opposition, that good gov-
ernment does consist of the voice of
minorities being heard. It will be a bad
day for the Government of any of our coun-
iries when the voice of the minority in
Tarliament goes unheeded or unconsidered.

| ASSEMBLY.)

We have known times when the majority
in Parliament has not represented the voice
of the people, but what I am saying now
bkas no application to the present time.

Hon. G. Taylor: We will not argue that
question at present.

The PREMIER : I sat for eight long
lonely years on the other side of the House,
and there were oceasions whea T felt
that we really and truly represenied the
voice of fhe majority of the people.

Hon. G. Taylor: And it was proved later
on.
The PREMIER: Yes, when they came
round. That is the cyele of events. It is
a question of how rapidly the wheel turns.
Minorities have rights, and good goveran-
ment depends upon these being recognised.
It is a different thing to giving to the min-
ority the right to rule and the right to
govern. To give minorities consideration
and representation and to hear their views
is n different matter from giving them the
right to govern the country.

Mr. Davy: No minority could possibly
have the right to govern the country here.

The PREMIER: The minority has the
right te be heard.

Mr. Davy: You govern the country.

The PREMIER: 1 am referring to legis-
lation. SBo far as government consists in
legislation the minority has full power to
govern this country.

Mr. Davy: To veto legislation.

The PREMIER : That is the right te gov-
ern. Kven though every one of the 50 mem-
bers of this Chamber might agree on a pro-
gramme of legislation, the Council repre-
senting less than one-third of the electors,
has the right to veto it.

Mr. Davy: Prohably ecach of the electors
of the Upper House is the head of a family.
It is a representative vote.

The PREMIER: I do not know about
that. We can only consider the number of
electors, Even giving that in, there can be
no question but that they do nobt represent
the majority of the people so far as the
people have a right to express their opinion
at a ballot box. They may hold up legis-
lation from this Chamber indefinitely. That
is where they have greater powers than the
House of Lords. They may continue to do
this from year to year, and quite ignore the
expressed will of the people, even though
it is shown by a majority of the members
of this House.
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Hoh. G. Taylor: We want to gel some
work out of them next week, so do not be
too hard upon them.

The PREMIER: Minorities must not
rule. We get a worse form of government
when minorites have the right to govern the
people, when one-third of the people have
8 greater power than two-thirds, The
Legislative Couneil may refuse to give as-
sent to any Bill,

Hou. Sir James Mitchell: I wish they
would refuse to do so in the case of many,
but they do not do it.

AMr. North: Except in regard to the purse.

The PREMIER: They do not eontrol
that,

Hou. G. Taylor: Now they are fighting
that question in Tasmania.

The PREMIER: I am not reflecting in
the Bill upon the personality of the Legis-
lative Couneil. It is not because I am dis-
satisfied with the attitude that the Upper
House adopts towards Bills sent up by the
Government, but 1 do think the time has
arrived when the franchise ought to be
broadened. That is why I have brought
forward this Bill Anomalies could be
pointed out indefinitely under the existing
franchbise. I cannot find what partieular virtue
there is in a £17 qualification, any more than
there is in a £15 or £20 qualification, There
does scem some logic in a franchise
based on & household qualification, and in
saying that every man who has a house, or
is a resident in, or occupier o¢f a house,

should have a vote, There is reason in a .

proposition of that kind. It does not aim
at the destruction of the Legislative Couneil
becanse nothing can be done without the as-
sent of that Chamber. I should like to see
members pass this Bill unanimously, so that
it might have a greater influence upon the
Council. I do not suggest that members
of the Council shape their attitude towards
Bills according to the majority that may
support them in this place. I feel, however,
that we wounld be only reflecting the voice
of the vast majority of the electors who sent
us here if we were fo say that the time has
arrived when we ounght to abolish plural
voting and ought to have the household
franchise for the Legislative Couneil.

Mr. SPEAKER: This being a constitn-
tional matter the second reading must he
carried by an absolute majerity.
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Question put and a divison taken, with the
following resunlt:—

Ayes .. .. - 18
Noes .. .. . . 16
Majority for .. 2
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr, Lambert
Mr, Clydesdale Mr. Lamond
Mr. Colifer Mr. Lutey
Mr. Corboy . Mr. Marehall
Mr. Coverley Mr, Millington
Mr. Heron Mr. Munslo
Mr. Hughea Mr. Sleeman
Mr. W. D. Johneon Mr, Tror
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Wilson
(Teller.)
Noka,
Mr. Angelo Mr. North
Mr. Baroard Mr, Sampson
Mr. Brown Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Dary Mr. I. M. Smith
Mp, E. B. Johnston Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Latbam Mr, Taylor
Mr, Lindsay Mr. Teesdale
Bir James Mitchell Mr. Richardson
(Teller.)
Pairs,
Avea. NOES.
Mr. McCallum Mr. Maley
Mr, Cunningham Mr. Denton
Mr. A, Wansbrough Mr. C. P, Wansbrough
Mr. Chesson Mr. Thomson
Mr, Panton Mr. George
Mr. Withers Mr, Mano
Mr., Willcock Mr. Qrifiths

Mr. SPEAKER: As the affirmative does
not constitute an absolute majority of the
House, the matter can proceed no further.

BILL—STAMP ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Eoulder) {9.58] in moving the second read
ing said: This is another of the continnation
Bills that we have inherited from the war
period. There are four clanses in it, The
first makes provision for the payment of
duty on each sale of a property. The second
is for the continuation of the inerease of the
stamp doty on conveyances of property, im-
posed as a war measure and continned from
year to year. It also provides for bringing
into line goldfields racecourses with those ir
the comntry distriects so far as the tax or
betting tickets is coneerned. TFinally, it ex:
empts from stamp duty chegues drawn bj
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friendly societies and similar bodies on
State or Commonwealth Savings Banks.
With regard to the first point, transfers
which are generally referred to as transfers
by direction, it ofien happens that a pareel
of land is sold several times hefore the trans-
fer is actually effeceted. As the law now
stands, stamp duty is payable only on the
last transaction; that is, on the amount rea-
lised trom the last sale before a transfer is
registered. For instance, A might sell a pro-
perty to B for £500, and B sells it to C for
£600, and C sells it to by, and D o E. Then,
under what is ealled transfer hy direction,
stamp duty is payable on the last considera-
tion only. Thus, although the land may pass
{hrough several hands, transfer duty is paid
only on the last transaction.

Mr, North: Half-n-crown per contract of
sale.

The PREMIER: Whatever the amount
may be. That is not fair.. It aids only the
land speculator. Each sale that takes place
shonld be subject to stamp duty, and because
it is not so a considerable amount of revenue
is lost to the State each year.

Mr. Sampson: When the transfer has not
been finalised or eompleted.

The PREMIER: A transfer is signed in
blank from one to the other. A person who
buys land with ‘the object of dealing in it,
is a speculator. He does not effect the trans-
fer, but sells the land to another person, who
gells to another and so on. It is only when the
person who acquires the land is not a specu-
lator, but intends to make use of it, that the
transfer is completed and becomes liable to
stamp duty. There is at this moment in
the Titles QOfice a case where {rans-
actions of that nature have taken place,
with the result that the revenue will lose
about £300 because of the transfers by
direction which have been going on, It is
only the land speeunlator who henefits by the
existing state of affairs, The position is not
at all in favour of the purchaser who buys
a farm, or a home, or husiness premises, as
the transfer is effected right away and the
stamp duty is paid. The speeulator holds off
the transfer as long as possible, while the
other kind of purchaser registers the ‘irans-
fer ai once and pays the duty. Therefore,
no undue hardship will be inflicted upon any-
one by this alteration. It has long been re-
coznized fhat the policy of what is known as
iranzfer by direction is not eqguifable and
shonld be altered. As regards lhe taxation of
betting iickets issued on gdldfields race-
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courses, the present Aet divides racecourses
into two classes for the purpose of taxalion;
within the grandstand of a metropolitan or
goldlields racecourse represents one class, the
second class being elsewhere within the
grounds of a racecourse. In respect of the
former class a'tax of 2d. per hetting ticket is
levied; in respect of the other class the tax
is a halfpenny. The elfect is that on metro-
politan and goldfiells racecourses the book-
maker has to pay a tax of 2d. on each ticket,
while on all other racecourses the tax is a
halfpenny. 1 (bink the distinction was made
beeause it was considered that a greater
amount of raeing and a greater volume of
betting fook plaee on metropolitan race-
courses and also, when the Aect was passed,
on goldliclds racecourses, However, owing to
the somewhat depressed condition of the
woldfields, the position has entirely altered
ot late years. As a fact, the racecourses at
Kalgoorlie and Boulder are at the present
moment practically insolvent.

Mr. Latham: DBuf this propesal will not
relieve them,

The PREMIER: It will relieve then.

Mr. Latham: The racing clubs de not pay
the tax on betting tickets; the bookmakers
pay it.

The PREMIER: The hard times of the
race clubs are reflected on the hookmakers,
who in turn take it out of the betting publie.

Mr. Latham:  Goldfelds bookmakers do
not bet only on local races, but on every
race ryun in ihe State.

The PREMIER:  The hon. member is
wrong. TIn some parts of the State there is
a good deal of betting on races everywhere
but very little of that kind of betiing is done
on the goldfields.

Mr. Latham: On the goldfields you can bet
on any race, the same as with a bookmaker
in Perth.

The PREMTIER: There is not very much
of that on the goldfields.
Hon. 8, W. Munsie:

are no tickets issned.

The PREMIER: The member for York
{Mr. Latham) is quite wrong, To my own
knowledge, most of the bookmakers have dis-
appeared from the fields and the volume of
betting there has very much decreased.

Mr. Davy: Ts the object of this amend-
ment to encourage the hookmakers to cotne
back?

The PREMIER: The volume of betting
on races outside Kalgoorlie and Boulder is
very small indeed.

1f it were so, there
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Hon. Sir James Miichell: Bui who will
get the bencfit of this except the bookmakers?

Mr. Latham: Only the hookmakers will
benefit.

The PREMIER: I suppose hookmakers
are considered a desirable section of the
community, in that we allow them to operate.
As a matter of fact, the alieration is asked
for by the racecourses, and not by the book-
makers,

My, Latham: I do not see how the race-
courses are going to get the henefit.

Hon. 8. W. Munsie: Yon cannot see any-
thing.

Mr. Latham: That is why T am here,

The PREMIER: As the alteration 1s
asked for by the goldfields racing clubs, it
must he in some way of benefit to them.

Hon. Sir Yames Mitehell : Tt is reasonable,
toa.

The PREMTER: Yes. There is this to be
said for it, that if the alteration is of no bene-
fit to anyone except the bookmaker and we
need not concern ourselves aboui the book-
maker, why was the distinction made origin-
ally? Why was the bookmaker who plies his
ealling at country race meetings called upon
to pay only a halfpenny whilst the book-
maker operating on metropoliian and gold-
fields racecourses was compelled to pay 2d.7

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: I think the tax
is absolutely wrong.

The PREMIER : TPossibly; but there must
be some reason why the distinetion was made
in the first place.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: Tt was a ques-
ticn of small bets.

The PREMIER: If ihere is a justifica-
rion for the lesser rate obtaining to-day at ai
country meetings, then I say goldfields rae-
ing has reached the stage when it requires the
same consideration.

Mr. Davy: That is logical.

Mr, Latham: Wagers are smaller now.

The PREMIER : At one time on the
coldfields a working man who was betiing
wonld hardly put on less than £5. To-day
he puts on 5s. I have personally observed
1hat.

Mr, Latham: Tt is the hookies who will
eet the henefit of this alteration; the ¢lubs
will not get much benefit from it.

Mr. Clydesdale: The bookmaker ecannot
afford to pay the fees charged, and so the
cluhs lose revenue.
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The PREMIER: We should bring them
all into line, or else make this concession
to the goldfields racing clubs.

AMr. Latham: Why not relieve them alto-
gether by wiping out the tax, which is quife
illegal?

The PREMIER : That is another matter.
Mr. Sampson: Consisteney is a jewel.

The PREMIER: Yes; but it is not to be
found in the hon. member. As regards the
present rates of stamp duty on transfers
and conveyances, hon, members will recol-
leet that an increase was made in 1918 ar
a war measure. That increase has been
continned ever since. It is desired now to
make the inerease a permanent charge. We
have been eontinuing it from year to year.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: That is 1 per cent.

The PREMIER: The increase is set out
in the schedule. It is mot, I think, exees-
sive, and there is just as mueh justification
for it to-day as there has been during
recent vears. With regard to the proposed
exemption from stamp duty of cheques of
friendly societies drawn on the State and
Commonwealth Savings Banks, this gues-
tion has come np through the Common-
wealth Savings Bank raising the point
whether cheques on savings banks used by
friendly and other societies are dutiable.
[t was stated that the cheques used by the
¢lients of the Commonwealth Savings Bank
had in the past been embossed, and that
the clients had thus esecaped the stamp
duty. As it was decided to have a new
form of cheque, the point was again raised.
There heing nothing in the Stamp Aect
whereby sueh societies are exempted, the
Solicitor General, to whom the question
was referred, has ruled that the form in
uge is undoubtedly subjeet to stamp duty.
On the ruling given there was, acecordingly,
no alternative but to notify both the sav-
ings banks that the Act must he ecomplied
with. The friendly societies who bank
with the Commonwealth and State Savings
Banks are deserving institutions, and 1
think it is not zoing too far to ask that in
future they should be exempt from stamp
duty as in fact they have been for a con-
siderahle time in the past. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by My, Davy, debate ad-

journed.
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BILL—FIRE BRIGADES ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Second Reading,
Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion of the debate from 8th December.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; Hon 8. W.
Munsie in charge of the Bill '

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 50:

Mr. NORTH : While I support the clause,
I regret the necessity for it. Fire brigades,
which exist for the protection of property
against fire, are supported by the Govern-
ment, local governing authorities, and the
ingurance companies. It seems unfortu-
nate, therefore, that the brigades cannot
raise money in the cheapest possible way
‘through Government loans, The elanse will

facilitate advances from the Common-
wealth Bank.
Mr. DAVY : I do not think the hon.

member has offered any serious eriticism
against the clause, because most of the
local authorities get their money from the
Commonwealth Bank. Brigades will be
able to get money on the same advantage-
ous terms as the Perth City Couneil or any
road board. The clause merely completes
the security from the Commonwealth
Bank’s point of view.

Clanse put and passed.

Clauses 3, 4—agreed to.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL—WEIGHTS AND MEASURES
ACUT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from Sth December.

ME. SAMPSON (Swan) [10.20]: Ii is
generally acknowledged that a measure of
this deseription has been urgently required
for a long time. The exisiing Act was passeil
in 1899 and under that measure any work
in econnection with weights and measures has
fo be carried out. In 1915 an amending Bill
was passed by both Houses of Parliament
but has never been proclaimed. The need

[ASSEMBLY.]

for this measure is widely felt and it is
stated that to-day probably 70 or 80 per
cent. of the scales and weighing machines
used in Western Australia are incorrect. I
do not mean that they are incorrect to the
point that the customer suffers in every in-
stance. As time goes on, however, the wear
has an adverse cffect upon the mmachine and
that fine point of accuracy and sensitiveness,
S0 necessary to secure correct weights, does
pnot Tremain with the machine. The testing
of weizhing machines is necessary every two
years and in Sydney those tests are carried
out every six months. At first blush T was
under the impression that the operations of
this measure should be eontrolled by the
Perth City Council, but, having given a
little eonsideration to the question, I realise
that such a course would be ineonvenient
and give rise to numerous difficulties. The
eouncil eonld be effectively in control only
within the metropolitan area, and, conse-
quently, seeing that the whole of the weigh-
ing machines throughout the State must re-
ceive attention, it is essential that the Aect
shall be administered by tbe Government.
I have been surprised at the extent and im-
portance of this question. It is one that
ealls for the greatest exactitude, and one
that presents numerous difficulties. A visit
by a weighing machine mechanie or tester is
not always viewed with pleasure, Years
ago, wher I was working in my father’s
wood yard, we weighed the wood on a
primitive type of beam scale with weights
of half a ewt. When the tester came he
would extract a section of lead from the
weights and on bis next visit he would re-
place it. I never could understand how the
adjustment was effected, but to-day I realise
that a preat advance has been made in the
inspection of weighing machines. One diffi-
eulty is that in a great many centres there
are no weighing machines. I ean recollact
an incident when I was in Ireland. In the
Connemarra district, near Galway, I noticed
a load of peat which was quite a substantial
one. I was surprised later when I noted the
diminished load that was suzbmitted for sale.
I was told that the man bad unlpaded his.
cart and bad spent some hours in reloading
it so as to make that load represent two
or three loads. In this State firewood is
usually sold by the load, and I consider that
practice should he altered, and firewood
should be sold by weight. T} is impossible to
properly decide what is a full, a half or a
quarter load.
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Mr. Marshall: Most dealers in firewood
prefer to sell by weight.

Mr. SAMPSON: That was the feeling in
the woodyard where I was employed.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Wood is often sold
by measnrement.

Mr. SAMPSON: That is unsatisfactory
becanse it is impossible to obtain a ready
check. I remember that I was oceasionally
required by householders to take my load
of wood to the Government weighbridge in
order to secure a check weight. 1 was always
able to show that we had the right weight.

Mr. Marshall: You must have been sitting
on the load.

Mr. SAMPSON: In all regulated estab-
lishments, where weights and measure are
checked, precautions are taken to sece that
the standards are carefully looked after.
They are not allowed to eome into contact
with rough substances, and are bandled with
cxtreme care. To the Imperial Treasury the
standard weights are most carefully guarded.
The finer quality weighing machines are ex-
tremely sensitive and, it is claimed, are cap-
able of detecting the weight added to a post-
age stamp by a pencilled initial. To-day in
various shops we see extremely advanced
mechanieal appliances, that not only weigh
goods but actually compufe the priee to be
paid. In the opinion of many people the
cheap spring halance should be abolished,
for such balances are considerably affected
by aimospheric changes. The Bill deals
with fised measuring instruments, including
those petrol supply systems, in which I
understand it is possible for the valve to
become defective. Whilst I believe that with
the best elass of filter there is little to be
feared, nevertheless the public will welcome
a guarantee of accuracy that ean only be
secured as the resull of periodical examina-
tion.  Another matter, one to which the
Minister has not given attention, iz the
diminutive glasses in which beer is usually
served. I understand the glasses are steadily
decreasing in size. I contend that when a
person goes into a hotel for a glass of beer
he should receive a just quantity. Dauring
the past few years the “pint” has gradually
decreased in size until to-day it is a master-
piece of deception.

Mr. Hughes: Like some of the week-end
papers.

Mr. E. B. Johoston: The Commonwealth
excise has been enormously increased.

Mr, SAMPSON: Yes, but there shonld
be a definite sized glass, and a “pot” should
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contain a fixed quantity. That matter has
not been dealt with in the Bill.

The Minister for Justice: Yes, the Bill
covers everyihing soid by measure.

Mr. Lathamm: The beer glasses are be-
coming shoeckingly small.

Mr. SAMPSON: It iz our duty to ses
that the size of the glass is prescribed and
maintained.

The Minister for Lands: You cannot do
that. It all depends upon the cost.

Mr. SAMPSON: Recently I heard a true
story. In a department store were some
drinking glasses, too large for ligueur glasses,
and too small for sherry glasses. A lady
connected with a hotel, on seeing the glasses,
ordered a dozen, declaring that they would
just swit as sherry glasses. Then she said
to the salesman, “And, by the way, I want
a set of scales and weights, for I believe my
butcher is cheating me in the weight of meat
he supplies.”

Mv, Hughes: She ought to be the presi-
dent of the landlords’ association.

Mr. SAMPSON: Another matier is the
possibility of Taulty speedometers on taxi
edrs. It is important that the distance cov-
ered should Le correctly recorded,

The Minister for Justice: Everything like
that ean he brought under the Bill,

Mr. SAMPSON: The only way to check
distance .z by means of the measured mile.

The Minister for Lands: T suppose you
know onec is already laid down near Mid-
land Junetion.

Mr. SAMPSON: I am pot aware of that,

The Minisier for Lands: That is on the
Guildford-rodd and the posts have been put
up.
Mr. SAMPSON: That is the only reliable
way of checking speedometers. There can
he no juggling with the measured mile. The
partial inflation or deflation of tyres is a
matter that has an effect upon the dis-
tanee travelled. Another nuestion on which
the Bill is silent is in regard to the
particular standards on which the depart-
ment will work. Is it intended to adopt the
Fritish Board of Trade standard, or will the
department fix their own standard?

The Minister for Justice: The schedule
deals with the standards.

Mr. SAMPSON: There are different
standards. Tt would be possible for stand-
ards to be broucht in that might render in-
acenrate those already in Western Awstralia.
There must be definite standards. If they
are accorling to the British Board of Trade
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. standards, I think the Government will be
acting wisely. The Public General Acts of
1899 embody an Act relating to weights and
messures that was passed in the fourth ses-
sion of the 24th Parliament of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.
This Act says—

The Board of Trade shall from time to time
eause such new denominations of standards for
the measurement of electricity, temperature,
pressure, or gravities as appear to them to be
required for use for trade to be made and duly
verified, and those new denominations of stand-
ards when approved by Her Majesty-in-Council
shall, whether derived from Imperial or from
other standards, be Bourd of Trade standards,
in like manner as if they were mentioned in
tho Second Schedule of the principal Act.
The Board of Trade hears the responsibility
of determining this most important matter.
The Biil preseribes the penalty to be im-
fiosed in those cases where the weight is
less than appears on the packet. Some con-
sideration should be given to the effect that
a climate like ours has upon certain com-
modities. The same argument applies with
regard to the packing of volatile spirits
sneh as hair oil, and carbon remover, in
connection with which it is possible that loss
may be sustained throngh the spirit eseap-
ing.

The Minister for Justice: That is pro-
vided for.

Mr. SAMPSON: (lue also weighs less
in the summer than it does in the winter.
[ shall he glad if the Minister will state
whether the necessary standards for weights
and measures have been deposited at the
effice of e Commissioner of Police.

The Minister for Justice: They have been
purchased, but they are not yet unpacked.
They have been in the State four or five
vears, pending the proclamation of the Act.

Mr. SAMPSON: The Bill provides for
the examnation and licensing of skilled: re-
pairers, and generally for their supervision
and control, including a prohibition against
the use of the designation “scale adjuster.”
That is a wise provision. I am glad no one
is to be allowed to use this term unless he
has heen examined and a license has heen
igsned, The issue of licenses should he
limited to those who have hoth the necessary
equipment for the verifieation of weights
and measures, and the necessary skill.

The Minister for Justice: That will bs
dGone hy {he department.

Mr, SAMPSON: I take it that otherwise
licenses will not he issued.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Justiece: No.

Mr. SAMPSON: To-day both the publie
and the trade are suffering. In some cases
the machii.es weigh light, and in others they
weigh heavy, The utmost care has to be
liken to ensure that they are in good con-
dition. In 1922 the then Inspector of
Weights and DMeasures, reporting to the
Verth City Couneil, said it was satisfactory
te he able to repovt that taking the city as
= whole there was little to complain of in
vespect to the condition of the scales and
weights in use for the purposes of trade.
Tn a later report it was said that it was de-
sirable to give power to enter into any shap
and weigh any woods that were being pur-
chased therein, and to take proceed-
ings in the event of short weight
heing discovered. Power should be given
to do these things. The Bill does give
a lot of power to ensure that the publie
are protected. Tn respect to those articles
whiech must bhe branded with their ¢orrect
weight, and must be of a certain weight
when packed, T take it that it is not the
intention of the Minister to prevent the
sale of stocks of goods that are now on
hand. T presume he will allow shopkeepers
and merchants u reasonable iime to dispose
of such stock.

The Minister for Justice: Yes.

AMr. SAMPSON: In many instances the
charges which the Minister proposes to
make have heen doubled compared with
those of the 1915 Aect.

The Minister for Justice :
else has doubled since.

AMr. SAMPSON: The Minister said this
was not intended to be a profit-making
measure. Moreover, we must acknowledge
that with the growth of business in West-
ern Australia there is to-day a far greater
number of scales and weights and measures
in use than was the ecase even in 1915.
Accordingly T question the equity of in-
ereasing the charges to the amounts set out
in the Bill. T am aware that the 1915 Act
was never proclaimed, and that econse-
quently the charges were never made; but
in the epinion of the House at the time
they were reasonable. Tn the fees to he
paid for verifying weights and measures
under the avoirdupois svstem, there is,
wenerally, an increase of 100 per cent. The
charge for the 56Ib, weight is raised from
64. to 1s. The same rate of increase apphies
to many items of the schedule. In the case

Everything
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of computing seales a fee of 3s. is proposed
for verification. Previovsly the charge was
2. Gd. Buch seales arc owned by small
shopkeepers, and I hope that the rate
previously decided upon will be retained.
Certainly there is no justification for the
doubling of the rate.

The Minister for Lands: We used to buy
a weekly paper for 1d. in 1914, but we
have to pay 3d. for it now.

The Premier: And advertising rates have
gone up correspondingly.

Mr. SAMPSON: The “Western Weekly
Times” in Cornwall eould not be bought
for a penny.

The Premier: But we used to get the
“Farmer” for a penny.

Mr. SAMPSON: No. The rate for test-
ing fixed measuring instruments is set
down at £1, which seems te me a very high
charge. Leather measuring machines are
scheduled at the same rate.

The Premier: I would remind the hon.
member that these are subjeet matters for
Committee, and not for second reading.

Mr. SAMPSON: Very good, Sir. Since
1 am advised that a few minutes sulfice for
making a check, it appears to me that a
charge of £1 is exeessive. I hope members
will give these matters attention in Com-
mittee, and reduce the charges to what is
reasonable and proper in the eircumstances.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

House adjourned at 11.56 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair af 3
p.m., and read prayvers.

QUESTION—SITTINGS ATFTER
CHRISTMAS.

Hon, J. NICHOLSON (without notice)
asked the Chief Secretary: In view of the
laree number of Bills that have reached
this House from the Legislative Assembly,
und the prospect of further Bills being re-
ceived from that ITouse, will the Govern-
wment make arrangements for Parliament to
eontinue its sittings after Christmas so
that due consideration may be given to the
various measures brought forward?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: T in-
tend to make a statement that will cover the
auestion.

QUESTION — PARLIAMENTARY AL-
LOWANCES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Hon, J. J. HOLMES (without notice)
asked the Chief Secretarv: In the event of
the Standing Orders heing suspended to-day,
does the Minister propose to finalise the Par-
liamentary Allowances Aet Amendment Bill
Aduring to-day’s sittinz?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: I
cannot hind myself in regard to any par-
ticnlar Bill. I will exercise my diseretion.
If the Bill is amended to any extent T will
not attempt to pot it throngh. Tt may re-
quire revision before being finally disposed
of.



