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would warrant the expenditure. Therefore 1

oppose the motion.

Question put and negatived.

In Commitiece.
Alr. Sleeman in the Chair; Mr. Sampson
in charge of the Bili:

Clanse 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Interpretation :

Mr. WATTS: “Dividend” is defined as in-
cluding interest. I can find no reason for
that and <hounid like to have an explanation
from the hon. member.

Mr. SBAMPSON: Dividend ineludes in-
ferest in matters relating to the payment on
bonds. Tt is an cquivalent term, although
hearing a different name.

Hon. C. . LATHAM: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following definition be inserted:—

¢ 48ale’ or ‘Sell’ where not contrary io the
context includes ‘exchange.’ *’

This is intended to prevent shave hawkers
from toking shares in exchanee for shares in
the company they are representing. The ob-
jeet is to prevent the occurrence of what was
brought before us last year by the sclect
committee.

Amendment put and passed; the clanse,

as amended, agreed to.
Progress reported.

House adjourned af 10.22 pan.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
prm., and vead prayers.

BILL—NORTHAM MUNICIPALITY
LOAN AUTHORISATION.

Read a third time and passed.

BILL—LOCAL COURTS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reuding.

Debate rosumed from the previous day.

HON. J, NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[435]: When Mr. Heenan evplained the
purpose of this Bill, it occurred to me that
the proposed amendment is, with the excep-
tion of the provision for exemption of £25
in two cases, simply a rcpetition of the Act
as it stands. The proposal is to extend the
exceptiong I have mentioned by a consider-
able amount, and the question that naturally
arises when an amendment of this nature
comes hefore us is whether the alteration is
in the interests of the general ecommunity.
Personally, I am inclined to view the altera-
tion as being detrimental to the community.
The exceptions provided by the Act are
liberal, mueh more liberal than are the ex-
ceptions in the English Act, from which we
derived the provisions of our original Loeal
Courts Act. T desire to quote Scetion 49 of
the Ordinance for the Recovery of Small
Debts and Demands (37 Viet., No. 21)—

Every bailiff or officer exccuting any pro-
cess of exeeution issuing ont of the said courts
against the goods and chattels of any person
may by virtue thereof seize and take any of
the poods and chattels of sueh persom {ex-
cepting the wearing apparel and bedding of
suel person or his family, and the tools and
implements of his trade to the value of five
pounds, which shall to that extent he protected
from such seizure)

Hon. G. Fraser:
Act passed?

In what vear was the
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Hon, J. NICHOLSON: Many years ago.

Hon. G. Fraser: I thought it was haek in
the dim ages.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Our present Aect
is practically a copy of the English Aet of
1888, which is still in foree.

Hon. G. Fraser: It is time it was altered.

Hon, J. NICHOLSON: The only exeep-
tion is the amount of £5, which includes the
value of the various articles mentioned. Our
Local Courts Aet, which was passed in 1904,
has been quoted and dealt with fully by Mr.
Parker. In lien of the exceptions provided
in the original Aet, the following exceptions
take effect—

Wearing apparel of such person to the value
of fiva pounds, and of his wife to the value
of five pounds, and of his family to the value
of two pounds for caeh member thercof de-
pendent on him; hedding te the value of five
pounds, and am ndditional sam of one pound
for each member of Lis family dependent on
him, implements of trade to the value of five
pounds . . .

All those items are now excepted. The
amendment proposes to re-enact the excep-
tion of £5 for wearing apparel of the per-
son against whom the warrant is issued, and
of his wife to the value of £5, and of his
family to the value of £2 for each mewmber
dependent on him. The seriouns alteration,
however, is the proposal to increase the
amonnt of the exception to £25 for hedding,
household furniture and appliances; and to
inercase the amount of the exeeption to £25
for implements of trade. The proposal is
to increase cach of those exceptions by five
times the amount of the present exeeption.
What will be the position? T have often
heard the eontention raised that it would be
a good thing to stop all eredit; but to do so
would infliet hardship upon the ordinary
householder. There is searcely a man in the
commnnity who does not require credit at
one time or another. He must have credit.

The Honorary Minister: He generallv gets

too much eredit.

Hon. J. NICHOLSCN : If that is so, this
Bill would give him the opportunify to oh-
tain even greater eredit, and that is inadvis-
able. If anything is caleulated to harm the
community, it is the destruetion of credit and
the means of recovering dehts contracted in
good faith and on credit. Destroy that, and
we destroy business.

The Honorary Minister: The Bill will not
destroy business.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Undoubtedly it
will destroy business and have the greatest
influence on the community. Every house-
holder will be affected, because, should he
require a little eredit to be extended to him
at any time after the Bill becomes law, not
a, single grocer, baker, butcher or other per-
son engaged in business will give him any
credit whatever. This will be the means of
rendering it practically impossible for the
person who in good faith has given that
eredit and that latitude to effect vecovery of
the debt which has been contracted.

Hon. A. Thomson: But there iz a wvast
deal of nnsecured credit.

Hon., J. NICHOLSOX : The passing of
the measure will prove harmful to trade and
business generally, and will not be in the
intevests of the householder. Having re-
gard to the fact that the Bill increases the
amount of the exceptions at present prevail-
ing in England praectically ten times, I sce
no justification for its proposals. I oppose
the second reading.

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
[446] : T shall not oppose the second read-
ing of the Bill. The figures quoted by Mr.
Parker show that only decimal-point one and
something of families have had their posses-
sions taken over by the hailiff. I agree with
Mr. Fraser that times have ¢hanged. When
the Act wns passed wages were probably
half of what they are to-day, and eosts com-
pare on the same basis. 1 cannot agree with
Myr. Fraser, however, that a carpenter’s tools
of trade eost abouf £40. In my opinion
the amount is £20 or £25. In the case of
some trades, probably £5 would suffice. Al
things considered, the differcnees invelverd
are so small that T have no fears as regards
passing the Bill. T am sorry to disagree
with Myr. Nicholson’s view that it will inter-
fere with the granting of credit. T am rather
inglined to sapport the measure. 1 share
the view cxpressed by the Honorary Minis-
ter, by way of interjection, that far too
much credit is given. Businesses on the cash
basis arve able to carrv on sueccessfully; but
unfortunately traders who give credit lose
a considerable percentage. TIf everyvone paid
cash, probably the cost of living would not
he quite g0 high as it is now. The Bill pro-
poses to make increases in the allowanees for
wearing apparel. A possible allowance of
£25 for bedding may seem exeessive, but
after all it is not such o great deal. My vote
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will be cast to proteet the poor unfortunate
fellow who is in trouble,

HON. C. F. BAXTER (East) [4.48]: I
shall support the Bill ont of consideration
for people who find themselves in an un-
fortunate position. The amounts proposed
by the Bill are not large. For instanee, the
£25 for furniture does not represent any
large possessions of that kind. For tools
the ordinary workman requires at least £25
in order to earn his living,

Hou. J. J. Holmes: Not 3 per cent. of
them have tools to that value.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: What nbout the
engincering trade?

Hon. A. Thomson: In that trade tools are
always supplied.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: By no means
always. I have emploved cngineers, and I
know that their tools of trade are highly ex-
pensive.  Engineers working for me have
used kits of tools np to a value of £75. But
here is the point: if a man is tied down to
tools of a certain value, he cannot do justice
to his emplovment. One important azpeet
is that persons cxtending credit should see,
when extending it, that those being granted
it are worthy of credit. That is the angle
to be watehed, The Act is like ail other
Aets, and regnires to he brought up to date.
As Mr. Thomsor said, the Aet may have
been all right when passed, but condifions
have changed considerably sinee then. T
wish iu extend a little consideration to the
man who may find himseif in an unfortunate
position. T wish to leave him a sufficiency
of persomal belongings, and the tools neces-
sary for the earning of his and his family's
living. He should also have a little over for
his Camily, instead of cverything being taken
from him,

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) [4.32]:
T support the second reading, but am not in
agreement with the Bill in its entivety. in
my opinion it requires amendment in Com-
miftee. Differences between the existing Act
of 1904 and the Bill are to be found in onix
two items. Under the Aet wearing apparel
iz exempted to the extent of £5, and the Bill
in that respect is similar. The same remarks
apply to wearing appare! for the wite. Then
the Bill preposes to allow £2 for wearing
apparel in the case of each child. There is
a difference in bedding and furniture, the
Bill proposing £23 whereas the Act merely
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allows £5 for bedding. For tools of trade
the Act allows only £5 whereas the Bill pro-
poses £25. Taking the values of 1904 and
comparing them with those of the present
period, £5 in 1904 would purchase nobt less
than £10 will purchase to-day. We eould not
allow less than £5 for wearing apparel of
the man and of the wife. In the case of the
man it represents merely a suit, a shict and
a pair of boots. If no one eclse moves in
Committee that the amount of £25 for tools
be reduced to £10, I shall do so myself, in
order to bring the Bill into line, as revards
values, with the Aet passed in 1904, Tools
of the second-hand value of £25 might mean
£50 worth of new tools. I support the
second reading, and in Committee will move
as T have indieated, unless another membor
does so.

HON. &, B. WOOD (East) [454]: I
support the second reading. Many of the
remarks made against the Bill, notably by
Mr. Parker, scem based on a belief that all
debtors are dishonest. T will not have that
at all. Many genuine Jdebtors without being
I any way disionesi are unaiie w pay Liweir
dehts.  Perlaps My, Parker sces many
T do not see, and comes in contaet with num-
crous people who arve dishonest. Remarks
have been made as to tools of trade. I say
definitely that the kits of tools of numbers
of mechanics could not be bought for less
than £25. That rvefers cspeecially to
mechanies whe live in Perth and come to the
country to effect repairs to tractors, for in-
stanee, T have no ohjcction whalever to the
Bill, and in Committee shall support every
clanse as it stands.

HON. E. M. HEENAN (North-East—in
reply) [4.56]: T am encouraged by the maj-
ority of the observations which have been
made regarding the Bill. Members who have
spoken against it appear to me to have done
so under two or three misapprehensions.
The first misapprehension to whieh I would
draw attention is as to the procedure when
a person gets into debt.  Say he owes £50.
A summons is issued, and if the ease is
fought in court the plaintifi gets judgment.
Therr may not be any dispute in court; then
the plaintiff gets judgment by default. The
next thing that concerns the plaintiff is the
collection of his money. For that the law
provides in a number of ways. One is by
means of the warrant of execution. Another
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is by means of the judgment summons. A
third is by means of the garnishee proeess.
As regards the first means, there are many
people against whom it is useless to issue a
warrant of exeeution. That is all right in the
case of a debtor who is substantial, who owns
a comsiderabls amount of property. If he
does not pay up, the ereditor obtains
a warrant of exeention, and scizes the
debtor’s motor ear, or furniture, or house and
Iand, and has them sold by auetion. If the
debtor hag money in the bank and merely
refuses to pay a just debt, a garnishee sum-
mons ean be issued and the bank can be
ordered {o pay some of the money out of his
bank aecount.

Tlon. .J. Cornell: If his motor ear and his
household furnifure are on Hime payment,
nething can be done.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: Then therc is the
third remedy, whieh is most commonly used
against the average working man. In his
ease, if he is receiving weekly wages and
simply renting a house and has only the hare
requirentents of life, what is dene, according
to my experienee, in ninetv-nine cases out
of n hundred is to issue a judgment sum-
mons. Then the debtor is bronght before a
magistrate, and examined as to his financial
position, his family requirements, and so
forth, and savs, “T am satisfied that vou are
in a position to pay £1 per week,” or it may
he 10s. or Ss.

Memhers: Ov half o erown.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: or half a
ervown, or perhaps nothing. The magistrate
makes an order accordingly; and if that
order is not complied with, the dehtor ean he
imprisoned. T draw members’ atten-
tion (o the faet that the Bill does not ask
very miuch, and that the people it does pro-
vide for are those on the horder line, against
whom it wounld he a hardship to issue a war-
rant of exeention. The creditor will not be
denied his remedy; he will have plenty of
other remedies, and no hardship will be in-
flicted upon him.  Values have changed
greatly sinee the Act was passed in 1904, and
our ideas have alse changed. Probahly we now
have a different outlook. Penalties inflicted
nowadays are not nearly so severe as they
were 2(, 30 or 50 years ago. We are pro-
mressing, and T hope we have a better pers-
pective than had the framers of the Aet in
1004,

Ton. L. Craig. And hnsiness morality has
changed, nnforfunately.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon., B, M. HEENAN: Mr. Craig’s re-
marks were based on the assumption that the
values fixed in 1904 were correct, and he
thought we should merely double the
amounts.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Fhey were inecrensed
considerably in 1904 on the values previously
specified.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: T am pleased that
the Bill has received a certain amount of
support, I feel sure that no hardship will be
inflicted upon anybody by the passing of the
measure, but that in some instances s great
amouont of rvelief will he given to unfortunate
individuals.

Question put and 2 division taken with the
following resnlt:—

Ayes .. . .. 18
Noes . . )
Majority for . ]
AVEN, o

Hon, G. M. Heenan
Hon. W. H. Kitson
Hon. 1. M. Macfarlane
Han, W. ). Mann

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt llon, H. V. Piesse

Hon. J. M. Drew Hon A Thoemaon

Hon. J. T. Franklin Hon, €. H. Wittenoom
Hon., ¢. Fraser Han. G. B, Waod

Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. T, Moora

Hon. E, H. Angelo
Hon, C. F, Baxter
Hon. L. B. Balton
Hon. L. Craig

(Tellern
Nogs,
Hon. .J. Cornell Hon. 1. Nichalson
Hon, V. Tamersley Hon, H. Seddon
Hoa. J. J. Holmes Hon. ¥, §. W. Parker
Hon. G. W. Miles (Tetler.;

Question thus passed.
Rill read a second fime.

In Committee,
Tion. J. Cornell in the Chair; Hon. F. M
Heenan in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Amendment of Seetion 126:

Hon. L. CRAIG: T move an amendment—

That in line 8 of the provise the words
twenty-five’’ be struck out with a view to in-
serting the word *‘ten.”?

These are secondhand values. A dehtor
could have as much as £100 worth of goods,
in¢luding furniture and tools, which would
have a sale value of £50 at the most, and he
could horrow on the security of those goods,
which could not be touched by a ereditor, a
sam of £70 or £80. Then when the goods
were scized, the debtor could elaim that they
were worth only £25. That would be allow-
ing too much latitude.
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Hon. G. B. Wood: Where could he borrow
£50 on them?

Hon, 1. CRAIG: The actual value would
he £80.

Hon. G. B. Wood: He could not horrow
that much on them.

Hon. L. CRAIG: A man could buy new
furniture, bedding and tools te the value of
£100, and pay nothing for them, and when
they were seized they would have a value of
less than €50 under the measure. 'We should
not allow so much latitude.

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT: An increase should
be granted on equipment as well as on house-
hold goods. I should like the Committee to
fix the amonnt at £15.

The CHAIRMAN: The words “twenty-
five” must first be strnck out.

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

Agyes 15
Noes .. - 9
Majority for 6
AYES,
Hop. E. H. Apgelo Hon, W, J. Mann
Hon. L. B. Bolton Hon. G, W. Miles
Hon. L. Craig Hon, J. Nicholson

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt

Hon. J. T. Franklin
Hon. V. Hamersley
Hon. J. J. Holmes

Hou. 1. M. Macfarlane |

. H. B. W. Parker
Hon. H. V. Piesse
Hon. H, Seddon

Hon. C. H. Wittenoom
(Teler.}

Nogs,

Hou, C. F. Baxier Hoo. W. H. Kitson

Hon. J. M. Drew Hon, A, Thomron
Heon. G. Fraser Hon. G. B. Waod
Hon, E, H, Gray Hon. T. Moore

Hon. E. M. Heenan {Teller.)

Amendment thns passed.

Hon. L. CRAIG: T move an amendment—

That the word ‘‘ten’’ he inserted in licu
of the words struck out.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: T hope members
will agree to a larger amount. Ten pounds
would not go far for bedding, household fur-
niture and appliances. The average family
of a working man wounld include the wife
and two, threc or four children. There
would bhe several beds which, together with
the bedding and the odds and ends required
in every house, should be worth well over
£10.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Suppose there are no
children.

Hon. L. Craig: And suppose he has not a
wife.

Hon. G. Fraser: Even £10 would be a very
small sum for a man and his wife,

1387

Hon. F. AL TIEENAN: T want to sirike
an average, Most menhers ave marvied and
have a few childeen. The average per-on
against whom a warrant of execention is
issued isx also married and has a wife and
two or three childrem. We must lezislate
for mencral enses. Sarelv hedding, furni-
ture, and other household requirements ean
be valued at more than £10, T sugzest that
the amount to be inserted be £15.

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

Aves .. .. - .. 13
Noes .. . .. ..o 1

Majority for .. o2
AYER

Hon, E. H. Aurgelo
Hen. L. B. Bolten
Hen, L. Craig
Hon. J. T. Franklia
Hon. J. I. Holmes
Hon. J. M. Mactarlane
Hon, W, J. Mann

Hon, G. W. Miles

Hon, J, Nicholson

Hon. H, V. Pjesse

Hap, H. Seddon

Hon. C, H, Wittenoom

Hon, H. 8. W. Parker
(Teller.)

Noga
Haon. C. ¥, Baxter
Hon. J. A. Dimmitt

Hon. E. 3. Heenan

Hon, W, H. Kitsen

Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. T. Moare

Hon. G. Fras-r Hon. G. B, Wood

Hon. E. H. Gray Hon. A. Thomsoa

Hon. V. Hamersiey ' \rener.)

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. L. CRATIG: I move an
ment—

That in line 9 of the provise the words

‘ftwenty-five’? be struck out, with a view fo
inserting another word.

amend-

Amendment pat and passed,

Hon. A. THOMSON: We should take a
more liberal view of this matter. A man
cannot purchase a full kit of carpenter’s
toels for anything like £10. but should a kit
be worth less than that the bailiff cannot
touch it. After a bailiff has gone through
a quantity of tools to satisfy a dobt of £14,
the remainder will he of very little use to the
owner, whose means of livelihood will have
gone,

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT: In the motoriny
industry £15 is a small sum to allow For the
tools of a tradesman. Over and ahove the
ordinary kit, many motor mechanies pay
£32 10s. for a speeial ontfit.  Tiven at
second-hand value £15 is little enough to
allow.

Hon. H, V. PIESSE: 1, too, think £1%
is too small a sum to allow in this instance.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: The general
impression is that when a man has tools nf
trade the creditor will seize them. My ex-
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perience is that if the tools are of some
value, the owner will soon he able to get
work and pay the debt.

Hon, G. Fraser: If that is so, it would not
matter if the tools were worth £100.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: No. We must
legislate not for special but for general
cases. A warrant of exeention is seldom
issued against anyone that attempts to meet

_his liabilities. 'We shounld not, however,
allow anyone to protect himself hehind this
legisiation to the extent of wriggling out of
his responsibilities.

Hon. 1. B. BOLTON: I prefer to err on
the side of leniency and am prepared to oo
up to £15. We should proteet the tools hy
which a man earns his livelihood. When 2
man comes to me for a position and I find
he is well equipped with tools, T am the
more inclined to give him a joh.

Hon. G. FRASER: Many creditors will
take whatever they can lay their hands on.
In the case of an artisan the first thing a
bailiff wonld take would be the kit of tools.

Hon. J. A. DIMMITT: I move an amend-
ment—

That the word ‘“fifteen’’ be inserted in lien
of the words struck out.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,
as amended, agreed to.

Title—agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments.

RESOLUTION—YAMPI SOUND IRON
ORE DEPOSITS.

Commeonwealth Embargo.

Debate resumed from the previons day on
motion by the Chief Seeretary to coneur in
the Assembly’s resolution as follows:—

That this Parlinment of Wesiern Australia
emphatically protests against the embargo
placed by the Commonwealth Government on
the export of iron ore from Australia, in view
of its disastrons cffeets upen the development
of the State. We consider that the informa-
tion available does not warrant such drastie
action, and we urge the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to remove the embargo.

to which Hon. A. Thomson (South-East)
had moved an amendment ag follows:—

That the following words be added to the
motion for concurrence:— ¢ Provided the reso-
lution he amended by striking out all the words
after “Western Australia’ and inserting in lien
the following words:—*consgiders the embarge
imposed Dby the TFederal Government om the
export of iron ore—which lkas been done in the

[COUNCIL.]

interests of the whole of Australin—means a
serious loss to the State of Western Austrolia
in partienlar, and it is considered therefore
that a subatantial grant should he made by the
Federal Government to compensate this State
for the disastrous cffect this embargo has caused
in the loss of employment for its workers and
the retarding of development in the Yampi
area; such grant to he earmarked for the
development of the novthern portion of the
State.’ *!

HON. T. MOORE (Central [5.32]: I wish
to eorrect an impression that may be cained
from an interjection attributed to me in the
“Woest Australian's” report of last night’s
debate. When Mr. Miles was speaking, he
referred to charges made by Mr. Holmes
against Sir James Connolly, and I inier-
jected to the effect that he was diseredited.
I did not mean that Sir James Connolly was
alvendy discredited by people with whom he
was associated. What T meant to iudicate
was that if the statement made by M.
Holmes against Sir James Connolly was eor-
rect, it reflected on his ¢ommereinl morality
and, in the circumsiances, Sir James would
he diseredited. 1In the event of such a state-
ment being made, irrespective of what may
he donc to counternct its effect, n certain
stigma attaches to the reputation of the indi-
vidual concerned. Sir James Comnolly is
quite unknown to me; I know nothing about
him. So far as T am aware, he 15 a most
honest man. I do not want the impression
to get abroad that T made a statement that
Sir James Connolly was diseredited, Un-
fortunately the interjection, ns published in
the “West Anstralian,’ conveys an impres-
sion (uite contrary to what T intended.

Houn. J. Cornell: Your interjection was,
“He 1s discredited now.”

Hon. T. MOORE : Yes. “disereditel now?
by the statement made by Mr. Holmes,

Hon. J. Cornell: You did not say that.

Hon. T. MOORE: That is what I meant
by my interjection. Members know that if
an attack is launched upon an individual by
someone in this House, quite a number of
people say that there must be something in
the contentions raised or the memher would
not have made the statements.

Hon. A. Thomson: That is so.

Hon. T. MOORE: T had that point in
mind when T interjected. Dealing now with
the amendment and the embargo placed upon
the export of iron ore from Yampi Sound,
the action of the Federal Government was
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particularly unfortunate from the stand-
poing of Western Australia. There was some
hope of securing the development of at least
portion of the State—the far North—hut
that hope was nipped in the bud in eon-
sequence of the Commonwealth’s action. I
would not feel constrained to find fault if
action had heen taken on the ground that
the iron ore would be helpful to a country
that at some future date might make war
upon Ausiralia. But if the country that has
heen mentioned during the eourse of the de-
hate intended to procure iron ore for the
manufacture of armaments, even the embargo
on the export of iron ore from Yampi Sound
would not prevent its seeuring the necessary
supplies. Other countries are quite prepared
to sell iron ore in quantities adequate for
the purposes of that particular nation. T do
not think that anything the Federal Govern-
ment could do by way of placing an embargo
on the export of iron ore could really affect
the position. We do not know exaetly what
are the iron ore resources of Australia; I
do not pretend to know the firsi thing about

Mha Thdannal Masame e eal oo
sl A LALLWE AU LLILLGHIL adD

that guhioot,
not only refused to allow the export of iron
ore from Auvstralia, but has prevented the
development of our deposits at Yampi
Sound. Members will agree that, once those
deposits were opened up, there would always
be the possibility of the ore being used for
some purposc other than for export. Tt
might be guite possible for the raw material
to be nsed in the manufneture of various
articles within Auwstralia, I the TFoderal
Government decides that we are not to be
allowed to develop a certain portion of the
State as we desire, then it has a duty to per-
form in the interests of the part of Western
Australia so affected. Of that there can be
no doubt. TIn the circumstances, the Federal
Government must do something for the
North. That is the attitude T take on this
question. T had hoped that members of this
Chamber wonld have ranged themselves
unanimously in support of the Government
and forwarded a2 whole-hearted protest to the
Federal Government, which wounld have in-
dicated that Western Australia desired defi-
nite assistanee to be rendered to the North
and tn its industries.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Hear, hear!

Hon. T. MOORE: Action by the Federal
Government along those lines would he
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merely fair. I had hoped there would be
ne division of opinion among members of
both branches of the l.egislature on the reso-
Jution of protest. Another point that I regard
as mnportant is that the Federal Government
allowed the eompany to spend a considerable
amount of moeney in preliminary work
at Koolan Island and to start to open up the
ivon ore deposifs. To me it appeals as quite
wrong to permit the eompany to spend a lot
of money, only to he confronted with an
embargo on the export of iron ore. That is
wrong in principle. Tf we propose to do
business with foreign countries in the future,
this experience of the iron ore deposit= at
Yampi Sound may be used against us. Aec-
tions such as that of the Federal Govern-
ment may certainly be expected to recoil
against the interests of Western Australia,
In the cireumstances, the Federal Govern-
ment should definitely do something with re-
gard to the Yampi Sound deposits. The
Federal Government, if it will not allow the
iron ore to be exported. shounld take steps
to make the ore available for use within Aus-
tralia. Trun ure in ihe Tasiern States is
torned to some use and we should ask the
Federal Government fo oneourage similar
undertakings in Westorn Australin, I have
participated in the debate with the desire io
make my position clear.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W.
H. Kitson—West—on amendmeni) [5.39]:
The debate on the amendment, which T op-
pose, has afforded members an opportunity
to cxpress their views on this important
national question. T have been surprised at
the diversity of opinions among members who
represent the North Provinee. I desire fo
express my appreciation of the tenor of Mr.
Miles’s remarks last evening. He went to a
lot of trouble to cmphasise what he had
stated on previous occasions regarding the
possibilities of the North. He also enlarged
upon the setback experienced in that part of
the State by the refusal of the Common.
wealth Government to allow our iron ore de-
posits to he developed.

Hor. J. Cornell: Can the Minister ae-
count for the silence of Mr. Green, MHR.?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: 1 am not
coneerned at the moment about Mr. Green,
nor do T think the hon. member is.

Hon. J. Cornell: He represents that part
of the State.
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Hon. A, Thomson: So do we.

The CHIEYF SECRETARY: T draw at-
tention to the diversity of views expressed by
the representatives of the North Province.
In doing so, I do not wish for one moment
to suggest that any member who has spoken
is not honest in his convictions. I do elaim,
however, that some of the views cxpressed
will be received with a great deal of surprise
by people who are just as interested in the
northern parts of Western Australia as ave
those particular members. Mr. Moore’s
speech this evening, though brief, was to the
point. The iron ore deposits at Yampi
Sound are useless unless they are developed.
If the company that eommenced developing
the deposits had heen allowed to continue
operations, then, in the event of a national
cemorgeney avising, the ore would have been
available for Australia. As it is, sceing that
the deposits are undeveloped, should a
national emergency arise, our iron ore that
might be urgenfly required for Common-
wealth purposes would not be available for
two or more years.

In submitting his amendment, Mr. Thom-
son appears to have overlooked the fact that
members of the Federal Parliament have
given notice of intention to move for the dis-
allowance of the regulation under which the
embargo was imposed. Until the stage is
reached when the Federal Parliament has
dealt with the regulation and confirmed the
action of the Commonwealith Government, it
will be somewhat premature for this House
to disenss the elaim for ecompensation. If
the regulation is disallowed, that will end the
matter and, I presume, the iron ore deposits
will be developed. On the other hand, shounld
our present endeavours prove of no avail,
consideration will no doubt be given to the
question of compensation later in the session.
The issues involved are such that we shonld
he united and, notwithstanding the remarks
made by Mr. Holmes, T have an idea that
even he greatly regrets that the Federal
Government deemed it necessary to adopt a
procedure the effect of which was to prevent
the development of the ¥Yampi Sound iren
ore deposits, Should we find ultimately
that the regulation is to stand and the de-
velopment at Yampi Sound has definitely to
cease, I feel sure the State Government will
give Parliament an opportunity further to
disenss the matter with a view to consider-
ing what measures should he taken to obtain
compensation for the very serious losses oec-
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casioned by the Commonwealth cwmbargo
upon the export of our iron ore.

Hon. A. Thomson: That is why 1 moved
the amendment; I thought it would help.

The CHIET SECRETARY: From that
standpoint, the amendment is somewhat pre-
mature. The question has not yet been
finalised in the Federal Parliament. When
it is finalised, should we find that, notwith-
standing the action we have taken, our efforts
have proved futile, the question of compensa-
tion will remain one to which any Govern-
ment would give consideration. As T re-
marked earlier, in the event of that stage
being reached, I feel sure that the State Par-
liament will he given an opporfunity to ex-
press its opinion. However, antil finality is
reached in the Federal Parliament, any re-
laxation of our endeavours to hring ahout
a modification of the attitude of the Com-
monwealth Government would be wholly un-
warranted.

There are other objections to Mr. Thom-
son’s amendment. In effeet, it is tantamount
to an admission that the information avail-
able did justify the drastic action taken by
the Commonwealth Government. This is the
more remarkable in that none of the mem-
hers who have expressed themselves in agree-
ment with the Commonwealth’s policy has
at any stage based his arguments against the
resolution on the explanation tendered by
the Prime Minister. The reason is obvions;
the official cxplanation will not bhear investi-
gation. What grounds are there for sup-
posing, as the amendment sets forth, that
the embargo has been imposed in the inter-
ests of the whole of Australia, When we
consider the official explanation, more par-
ticularly in view of the many statements
previously made in regard to this watter,
that official explanation will not bear im-
partial investigation. My, Thomson stated—

When the negotiations concerning the irom
ore were first entered into, neither the Fed-
eral Government nor the State Government
thought there was likely to be a change in
world conditions such as to prompt the for-
mer to impoge an embargo upon the export of
ron ore.

The hon, member has raised ap issue that
we have been led to believe is unconneeted
with the embargo, namely, the defence ques-
tion. This aspect is apparently not involved.
At no time has the British Government given
any indieation that it would weleome action
along the lines of the embargo.
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Hon. J. Cornell: 1t there was an official
indieation, the Minister knows it would not
ive made public.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Whether it
wounld he made public or not, there is no
gainsaying the faet that iron ore is heing
exported to-day from RBritish Malaya, and
the British Government has not placed any
cmbargo on the export from that country.
In this respeet it is pertinent to reeall what
Sir George Pearee said last vear—

- one of Japan’s ehief sowrces of iron

at present i3 British Malaya, and sinee the
British Colonial Office has made no effort to
restrict purchases for JTapan in that Colony,
it s evident that the British Government is
mn agreement with the poliey of the Common
wealth that restrictions should not be imposed
on foreign eustomers,
Sinee then the policy of the Commonwenlth
Government has been revised, but the export
of iron ore from British Malaya to Japan is
still proceeding.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Were the conditions
the same as they arve at present?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I think so.
The export of iron ore from British Malaga
i« atill hoine eontingsd,

Hon. J. Cornell: TWestern Australia voted
Sir George Pearce out of the Senate after
that.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Does the
hon. member think that that statement had
anything to do with it?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Did he make that
statement while he was in the Federal Par-
liament ?

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Yes.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Then we put him out
for that.

The CHIET SECRETARY : We ¢an only
conclude that Britain realises that, in the
event of war with Japan, it would be a tre-
mendous advantage to he in a position to ent
off supplies of such a vital raw material.
This argument applies to Yampi. If there
were & million tons of iron ore available per
annum, and that was being supplied to
Japan, or any other country, no matter for
what purpose, surely it would be a great
advantage to be in a position to say, “From
ihis day onward you shall have no more of
that iron ore.”

A report from Adelside, dated the 25th
September, appearing in a recent issue of
the “West Australian,” mentioned the possi-
bility of a company heing formed to develop
iron ore deposits in the Middlehack Range
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near Iron Knob, in opposition to the Broken
Hill Pty. Co. Ltd., with the idea of export-
ing initially 150,000 tons of pig iron an-
nnally to the United Kingdom. This pro-
posal affords another striking illustration of
the inconsisteney of the Commonwealth
Ctovernment in imposing the embarzo. No
restrictions are plaeed on the continuance of
the export of pig iron, whieh is processed in
the Eastern States. Yet these same exports
are depleting the most accessihle depoaits in
Australia jost as much as if iron ore were
heing shipped abroad. 1t is strange that M.
Holmes, whe went to the trouble of urging
the Commonwealth Government to keep
Japanese vessels out of Yampi, has not pro-
tested against this anomaly. T may recall
that he suggested—

If the embargo is lfted | feel certain that
the Japanese will enter Kimberley and do ns
they like, just ns they have been doing in
Broome and elsewhere,

The hon. member did not explain just what
the Japanese have bheen doing at the places
comprehended in his rather general state-
ment, but he did seem te imply that the
Aovalapment of Vampi wonld mean handing
over the North-West to Japan.

Hon. J. J, Holmes: [ explained that to
the Federal Government.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member now says that he has explained the
position to the Federal Government. Just
what does he mean? The long lettergram
that he sent to the Federal Government on
this matter was rather interesting. When
he read the communieation to the House, T
thought it wns strange that we had not heard
anything of it hefore. The hon. member
certainly earries a great deal of weight with
the Federal Government, if we are to take
his word that it was on aceount of this com-
munication that the embarge was imposed.
We shall have to bear in mind in the future
that the hor. member has so much influence
with the Federal Government, and that if
we want something done, be will be the man
lo approach. Fven if we want something
prevented, seemingly we shall have to keep
in close touech with dMr. Holmes. Let e
recall his remarks on the subjeet of the <ug-
gested export of live eattle from the North-
West to Japan. The hon. member ridicnled
the idea, and said that nobody with any
knowledge of the cattle frade of this State
would think it possible to export cattle on
the hoof from Derhy or Yampi to Japan.
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He went Turther, and declared that he knew
definitely that this particular eompany did
rot intend to embark upon the caftle trade.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I did not say that.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member said that the representative of the
company had denied that it was the inten-
tion to engage in that Lrade. T do not think
anyone ever snggested it was the eorapany’s
intention to do so. The suggestion was that
there would be possibilities of utilising some
of the loats that were earrying the iron orc
of the company for the transport of caitle
from that part of the State. The hon. mem-
ber is aware that a number of inguiries were
made, and that a survey of the distriets
aronnd Yampi was authorised with a view
to finding a stock route along which ecattle
could be overlanded to the coast, and later
transported te Japan. The Commonwealth
Government had an aerial survey made.
That was of some value, 1 believe, and a
good deal of money was spent in thal diree-
tion, T think, however, that the best refuta-
tion I ¢an make of the hon. member’s con-
tention is to quote an authority on the cattle
trade of Western Australia as eminent as is
the hon. member: I refer to the president
of the Pastoralists’ Association, Mr. Lefroy.
No one will doubt his bona-fides. Here is
an cxtract from a statement made by him in
Avgust, 1937, as published in the “West
Australian” of the 14th August of that year.
It reads—

Apart from the State aspeet and also that
of international relationships the Pastoralists’
Aassociation of Western Australis is dircetly
interested in the possibility of developing a
trade in eattle with Japan in conjunction with
the export of irom ore from Yampi Sound.
The successful exploitation of sueh a market
would mean a great deal to our WNorthern
cattlegrowers, who are snbjected to restrictions
in the marketing of their eattle in the sou-
thern areas of the State; and encouragement
given to further development of such areas
would provide some measure of assistance to-
wards the solution of the problem of stem-
ming the declining population of the North.

In anticipation of the provision nf shipping
faeilitieg the asspciation has been in touch with
Bboth the Commonwealth and State Governments
for the past 18 months in regard to the pre-
liminary work neccessary for the opening up
of n stock ronte from the West Kimberleys to
Vampi Sound. Tn respense to representations
made, the Commonwealth Government nrranged
for an aerial survey of the country surround-
ing Yampi, and in furtherance of this work,
the State Government anmounced only last
month that the departmental survey party,
which had heen organised, would alse endea-
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vour to find a stock route to serve the cattle
producers.

That is an authoritative staterent and is
the opposite of what Mr. Holmes said when
speaking to the motion. Whether live eattle
can be successfully exported to Japan from
the North is something upon which I would
not like to express an opinion, but when the
president of the Pastoralists’ Assoeciation
says he is convinced that it can be done, pro-
vided facilities are made available, and that
representations have been made to both the
Commonwealth Government and the State
Government, we would be well advised to
give weight to his opinion and discount, to a
very large extent, the remarks of M.
Holmes.

Hon. G. W, Miles: T have shipped thous-
ands of eattle.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The Pastor-
alists” Association should be regarded as an
authoritative body on the subject of ecattle.
The establishment of a settlement at Yampi
would have provided a base for defence pur-
poses; it would also have enabled a much
closer watch to be kept on the activities of
foreign vessels plying along our coast be-
tween Wyndham and Derby. I have a vivid
reeolleetion of remarks made by Mr. Holmes
and Mr. Miles on previous ocecasions as to
the activities of certain foreign vessels along
our coast, more partienlarly with respeet to
the pearling industry., Mr. Holmes claimed
that we could do ounly two things with the
North—grow eaitle and sheep and develop
the mineral country. T believe we can do both
those things, but he did not explain how we
could develop our mineral eountry, when in-
vestors are aware that at any time the Com-
monwealth Government may step in and
arbitrarily place an embargo upon the ex-
port of the minerals that investors might
exploit.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I caunot be an auth-
ority on everything.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The hon.
member spoke as if he were an authority.
‘We have heard frequently in this House a
statement to the effect that the action of this,
that or the other Government would frighten
capital away from the State: thai investors
would not be inclined to invest large sums
of money in developing the State. I suggest
that this particular action of the Common-
wealth will necessarily have the effect of
making the large financial houses wary about
providing capital for the development of any
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other project in the north of this State. T
point out that the Government has no brief
for the Yampi interests, nor does it wish to
harass or annoy the Federal Government.
It is coneerned, and only concerned, with
preserving the interests of the State. If it
were true that those interests were irrecon-
cilable with the interests of the nation as a
whole, we would accept the inevitable with
the best graee possible. Nothing has been put
forward, however, to indicate that the future
interests of Australia ave in such jeopardy
as to warrant the action of the Common-
wenlth in depriving the State of an un-
rivalled opportunity fo develop its resources
in the North-West. We should be wanting in
our duly if we did not do everything possible
to bring about a modification of the Com-
monwealth action. With the closing down of
Yampi, I feel that not only has a great in-
justice been done to Western Australia, but
an opportunity for the employment of a
great number of men has been lost.

Hon. A. Thomson: That is one of the
tragic effects of the embarge.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: In view of
the information given to the House by Mr.
Holmes, another opportunity to show what
the North really ean produee has gone by
the hoard. Employment would have been
provided not only for men at Yampi, but
also for others on the mainland, who would
be engaged in the suppiy of requirements for
the settlement. We have also lost the trade
that the metropolitan areas would have
gained had the development of Yampi pro-
ceeded. In addition, a deep-water port mid-
wayv between Fremantle and Wyndham

Hon. G. W. Miles: Between Derby and
Wyndham.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. That
has heen put back many years. I do not
know much about that particular part of the
State. T have travelled along the coast once
or twice and have been much impressed by
the opinions upon it voiced by varions people,
1 believe that had a deep-water port been
made nvailable at Yampi, our task of polic-
ing the coast line from Broome t¢ Wyndham
ard even to Darwin, wonld have heen made
much casier than i is at present. Something
should be done to improve the policing of
those waters., We have not only the pearling
industry to eonsider.  Mr. Holmes knows
more ahout that than I do, but I do know the
severe competition with which our pearlers
are faced. I know of many other things that
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have been happening along that eoast which
could probably be prevented if we had a base
such as Yampi gave every promise of be-
eoming.

Members: Hear, hear!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I hope mem-
bers will rejeet Mr. Thomson’s amendment,
and vote for the motion that I have had the
pleasure of submitting to the House.

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I move—

That the dcbate be adjourned till Tuesday
fortnight.

The Chief Secretary: Why?

Hon. J. CORNELL: You say the Federal
Parliament is going to deal with the matter.

Motion put and negatived.

Hon. J. Cornell: I eannot let the Chief
Secretary get away with that.

Hon. H. 8. W. Parker; Make it Tuesday
next.

Hon., J. CORNELL: I move—

That the debate be adjourned till Tuesday
next.
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House adjourned at 6.10 p.m.



