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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and rvead prayvers.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from the Lieut.-Governor reccived
and read, notifying assent to the undermen-
tioned Bills:—

1, Government Tramways Aet Amend-

ment,

2, Mortgagees’ Rights

Continnance.
3, Industries Assistance Act Continuanee,
4, Reduction of Rents Act Continuance.

Restriction Act

AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT.

The PRESIDENT : I have received frem
the Auditor General a copy of the Treas-
urer's statement of the Public Accounts for
the financial year ended 30th June, 1933,
together with his report, which will be laid
on the Table of the House.

BILL—POLICE ACT AMENDMERNT,
Further Recommittal.

On motion by Hon. J. Nicholson, Bill fur-
ther recommitted for the purpose of recon-
sidering Clause 2.

In Commiltee,

Hon. J. Comnell in the Chair;
Secretary in eharge of the Bill.

the Chief

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 66 of
principal Act:

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: Unfortunately I
was absent when the Bill was last dealt with
in Committee, and the words “cbarged or
I bad succeeded in having inserted in para-
graph 2C were struck out. Had I been pre-
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sent in time, I would have moved for the in-
sertion of the words “if convicted” after
“otherwise” in line 3 of paragraph 2C. I
have had an opportunity to confer with the
Crown Law authorities, with the Minister
in charge of the Bill in the Legislative As-
sembly and with the Chief Secretary. The
Minister in another place has asked me to
say that he has no objection to the insertion
of the words I desire inelunded in the para-
graph. The amendment will make the para-
graph cleaver than it is. No one wishes to
see any man who may be charged with one
of the offences dealt with in the Bill, running
the risk of being stigmatised as having been
charged under what is known as the “rogue
and vagabond” scetion of the Police Act.
The amendments I have in mind will Temove
such a possibility. I move an amendment—

That in line 1 of paragraph 2C after ‘‘per-
son'’ the words ‘‘charged or’’ be imserted.

Hon, H. SEDDON: T moved for the de-
letion of these words because of the effect
they wouid have on the paragrapbh as it
would then appear. The further amendment
indicated by Mr. Nicholson will overcome
that difficulty, and T shall support the
amendment.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: There seems to me
fo be no necessity for the ineclusion of the
words suggested. The paragraph is merely
apologetic. It means that if a person has
been convieted of an offence nnder the Bill,
e shall not be considered a rogue and vaga-
bond, although he may be such. If sueh a
man is not to be considered a rogue and
vagabond, how is it possible for a man, who
is ehorged but nob convieted, to he consid-
ered a rogue and vagahond? The amend-
ment is superfluous.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: When this mat-
ter was previously before the Committee, it
was recognised that it would be proper to
elavify the position. The reason for the
amendment is that according to the para-
graph as it stands, 2 man has to waif until
he is convicted for it to bhe declared
that be is not a regue and vagabond,

hecanse Section 66, which the amend-
ment will affeet, is ecommonly known
as the “rogue and vagabond” section.

Tt is clearly unfair to leave a man to wait
until he is convicted to declare that he is
not a rogue and vagabond when he may be
charged and made liable to certain other
penalties under Section 68.
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Hon. J. J. Holmes: Get back to British
law,

Hen. J. NICHOLSONX: T am dealing with
Britisk law,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: A man is deemed in-
nocent until proved guilty,

Hou. J. NICHOLSON: If the proviso
bad not been inserted, a man convicted of
one of these offences wonld have been
deemed a rogue and vagabond, but he is to
wait until he has been econvicted before he
is to be cleared of that stigma. If a man
were charged under Section 66, the stigma
would atfach to him cven though he were
not convieted. I wish to make it clear that
if a man convicted is not to be deemed a
rogue and vagahond, a man charged but not
eonvicted shall be cleared of the stigma.

Hon. G. PRASER: I cannot follow the
hon. member’s reasoning. Aecording to Mr.
Nicholson a man will be a rogue and vaga-
bond when charged and can be declared
not to be a rogue and vagabond only when
convieted, T admit that if the first amend-
ment is agreed to, the second amendment
will he necessary, but I consider hoth are
unnecessary,

Hon. A. THOMSON: The amendment
shows the danger of bringing the new
offences under Section 66 of the Aet. Mem-
bers know that people are often uncharitable.
Many men have made false representations
in order to seemre work.

Hon, E. H. Gray: If they could make
good, no harm would bhe done.

Hon. A. THOMSON: While I agrec that
a man charged should not be declarved a
rogue and vagabond, the proviso shows the
danger a man runs in endeavouring to main-
tain his wife and family.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The
member is apparently opposed to
amendment and the elanse,

Hon. A. THOMSON: Yes and I intend
to oppose the third reading.

Hon, J. J. HOLMES: I deo not wish
members to be influenced by Mr. Nicholson’s
statement that he had conferred wita the
Chief Secretary and the Minister in another
place. The proviso was not in the Bill when
it was introduced in another place but was
inserted in defiance of the wishes of the
Minister. Conscquently 1T am of opinion
that the Minister does not approve of it at
all. It is not for Parliament to decide when

hon
the

[COUNCIL.]

a man becomes a rogue and vagabond. That
is the duty of the magistrate.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Mr. Nichol-
son has satisfied me that the Minister in
unother place has no objection to the amend-
ment. At the same time I cannot follow
his veasoning. It would be stupid of the
Crown Law Department to recommend a
prosecution if there were no possibility of
ohtaining a eonviction. Mr. Nicholson has
in mind Section 68 of the Act which applies
to an idle and disorderly person, a rogue
and vagabond or an incorrigible rogue. That
section bhas no applieation to Seetion 66,
and it is Section 66 that the Bill seeks to
amend. The Police Act has been in opera-
tion for 41 vears and has not heen amended
to any great extent, and though I may dis-
approve of some of the sections, they secem
to have met with general approval.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I eannot see that
any harm will be done by passing the
amendment, but I should like to be eclear
that, if the words are not inserted, it would
not be competent for the police fo arrest a
person a5 a vogue and vagabond. Other-
wise, the amendment is necessary.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Such a person counld
not he eonvicted.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: That does not
matter. For a man to be arrvesied as a rogue
and vagabond would place him in an
invidious position.

Hon. J, J. HOLMES: The clause does
not charge or convict a person; it simply
provides that a person, whether charged or
convieted, shall not he deemed a rogue and
vagahond.

Hon. J, NICHOLSON: The insertion of
the words will remove what I eonsider is an
objectionable feature of the Bill. There is
erave doubt whether Section 68 would not
apply.  Under thatl section, any constable
apprehending a person charged with being
an idle and disorderly person, rogue and
vagabond or ineorrigible rogne may seize
any horse, cattle, money, gecods or vehicle in
the possession of that person and convey
him before a justice, and provision is made
for dealing with the goods in the event of
the aceuzed heing found guilty. Section 66.
whieh we are seeking fo amend contains
this—

If a person shall commit any of the mext

following offences he shall be demed to be a
rogue and vagabond, and shall on convietion
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be liable to imprisonment for any term not
exceeding twelve months with or without hard
labour.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: “Shall on convietion.”

Hon. J. NICHOLSOXN : A man may carry
a stigma by being told “Yon were eharged
under Section 66 as a vogue and vagabond.”
Suppose a man is charged and not con-
victed, the stigma remains. He i= not a
rogue and vagabond until ke is comvicted.
The only way to make the position clear is
to insert the words [ suggest.

Hon, G. Fraser: If a man is charged and
the charge is dismissed, he 15 a rogue and
vagabond, lbut if he is convicted he is nof.

Hon. J. NICHOLSONX: I am saying that
the law as it stands at present is unfair be-
cause there is left behind the stigma on the
man who may be charged hut not convieted.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The Rill
specifies elearly the offenee with which a man
can be charged if he wilfully makes any
false representation as to any sums of moncy
being his own personal property and in his
possession. Everything is elearly specified
in the Bill. He would not he charged with
being a rogue and vagahond; he would be
charged under one of the two paragraphs
set out in the Bill. When the Bill was intro-
duced in another place, there was a clause
dealing generally with the position, but it
was amended and the offence was confined o
the two paragraphs now in the Bill.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Bill again  reporied withoul
amendment and the report adopted.

further

BILL—TENANTS, PURCHASERS, AND
MORTGAGORS’ RELIEF ACT AMEND-
MENT,

Assembly’s Message.

Message from the Assemhly received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendments tmade by the Council.

BILL—LAND,

Receoived from the Aszembly and read a
first time.

BILL—METROPOLITAN WHOLE MILK
ACT AMENDMENT.

Report of Committee adopted.
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BILL—FEEDING STUFFs ACT
AMENDMENT,.

Second Leading,
Debate resumed from the 1Sth October.

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
[5.10] : T recognise it is necessary that there
should be safegunrds to ensure that those
who are supplyving toodstuffs for animals
should supply articles that are up to
standard, It =cems, however, that drastie
steps are being taken to effect those safe-
guards. It is yuite possible that a seller may
have some foodstulfs in his warehouse which
perhaps he had no intention of selling, but
if the inspector should emne along and take
a sample, the warehouse owner would come
within the penalty provisions of the Aet. 1]
have ne  doubt thal the Bill has been
rendered nece~sary by the failure of the
department to protect the honest trader, and
therelore [ offer no ohjection to it. 1 sup-
port the second reading.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a zecond time.

In Commiliee.

Bill passed through Commitice without
dehate, reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

BILL—PLANT DISEASES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resunted from the 18th October.

HON. H. J. YELLAND (East) [5.15]: 1
secured the adjournment of the debate to
look through some of the clauses of the Bill.
I find that there is really nothing of very
great importance on whick to offer com-
ments. Wherever there are abandoned
orchard or farming properties, they always
become a menace to settlers living in close
proximity, by reason of pests thai breed on
those neglected areas. Espeecially is that
the rase in connection with orchards, and
naturaliy one realises the anxiety of an
orchardist who finds that an adjoining pro-
perty which bas been abandoned becomes
the breeding ground for pests. A little
while ago I was invited into an orchard to
have some fruit. While there I inspected
the figs, and found there was not one in the
whole orechard that was not riddled with
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fruit fly. In those circumstances, the spread
of fruit fly becomes a menace to all sur-
rounding orchards. The Bill gives power to
deal with such orchards and, if they are
neglected, to have them destroyed. The de-
partment is to he commended on that atti-
tude. I suggest to the Minister for Agri-
culture that he take steps along similar lines
to deal with the rabbit pest. However, that
is for another Bill, but at all events it is
of vast importance to the wheat-growing
and grazing industries, and I think some-
thing should be done in that direction. I
will support the second reading.

HON. A. THOMBON (South-East)
[517]: I congratulate the Government on
having bronght down this Bill. T have
attended a number of fruit-grower’s confer-
ences, and at cvery one of them .this vexed
question has arisen. In the past, the diffi-
culty has been to define an abandoned or
neglected orchard. I am sure the fruit-
growers who have to make their living from
the cultivation of their orchards will wel-
come the Bill. I will support it.

Question put and passed,
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee.

Bill passed throngh Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

BILL—FRUIT CASES ACT
AMENDMENT.

In Committee,

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair; the Hon-
orary Minister in charge of the Bill.

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

Hon. A, THOMSON: The reason why I
requested the Honorary Minister to hold up
the Bill last week was that a fruit-growers’
conference was then heing held at Donny-
brook. I communicated with that confer-
ence and I have their assuranee that, while
they do not approve of the use of second-
hand cases, they realise that the Aect should
be amended as proposed in the Bill. They
hope the department will see to it that the
legislation is properly policed with a view
ta preventing the spread of fruit-fly,

[COUNCIL.]

The HONORARY MINISTER: I had the
pleasure of attending the fruit-growers’ con-
ference at Donnybrook, where I heard a
very interesting diseussion on second-hand
fruit-cases. I think praectieally every dele-
gate there would vote for the elimination of
second-hand fruit eases if it were possible.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Would that
not add to the expense?

The HONORARY MINISTER: It might,
but every protection against fruit-fly should
he provided.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom ; Cannot they
he fumigated?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Some of
them are; bue the second-hand ease is not
desirable from other points of view, For
instanece, one delegate said he had repeatedly
seen second-hand cases of which six would
be required to equal five new cases. He ex-
plained that the second-hand case shrinks,
and so will not hold as much fruit as a new
case. I had not realised that the seeond-
hand fruit case would shrink to that extent.
The delegates were aware that we could not
prevent the use of second-hand enses in many
districts, more particularly in the metropoli-
tan area, and in view of the ineffectiveness
of the existing Act they were prepared to
agree to the amending Bill in the hope that
there would be some improvement in the
supervision of the use of second-hand cases.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3 to 5—agreed to.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and {le
report adopted.

RETURN—MINISTERIAL TRAVELLING
ALLOWANCES,

Debate resumed from the 18th October on
the following mation by Hor. E. H. H.
Hall—

That a return be laid on the Table of the
House showing—

(i) The total amount of travelling allow-
ances drawn by the Ministers of the
Crown during the 12 months ended
the 30th June, 1928, 1929, 1931, and
1932, respectively. .
How many visits to the Loan Council
were made by the Premier daring the
above-mentioned periods;

(i1)
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To which an amendment had been moved
by Hon, A. Thomson, that all the words
after ““the’’ in line 3 of paragraph (i) be
struck out, and the following insorted in lieu:
—f'‘lagt three years the Collier Government,
and the three ycars the Mitehell Government,
were in office.’?

HON. E. H H HALL (Central—on
amendment) [5.27]: I have no objection to
the amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

HON, E. H H HALL (Central—in
reply} [5.28]: I would remind the House
that the answers to my question as to minis-
terial travelling allowances were unsatisfac-
tory. I felt it was necessary to endeavour
to obtain the information by way of motion,
and I did so without any desire whatever
to cause offence. The required information
has been requested by several hodies in my
electorate and, in addition, I contend that
the taxpayers have a right to it. My motion
was not directed against any particular
Minister or Ministers. I might have ad-
vanced many instances of what have
appeared to be abunses of ministerial privi-
leges, but I preferred to confine myself to
one instanee of which I knew personally and
which had been going on for years, back to
ihe time when previously the Minister was
in office, It is not contended that Ministers
generally are guilty in this respect, and that
is why I referred to a specific case. I in-
dulged in no innuendoes, but stated what
I saw. T considered I was justified in doing
this, remembhering the condition of the State
finances and the hardships that are being
suffered by so many people. Those in high
places should set the example, and action
should be taken to profect the taxpayers
from any unnecessary expenditure, whether
incurred by Ministers of the Crown or other
people. I remind members that I eriticised
a member of the previous Government for
having engaged in private work whilst draw-
ing Ministerial pay. The Minister in ques-
tion I admire for many things, but that
did not prevent me from eriticising his
action. T also eriticised the present Minis-
ter for Employment for absenting himself
from his duties for three weeks shortly after
his appointment, and proceeding to Sydney
to take part in the deliberations of what was
purely a party conferemce. I did not ask
if be drew travelling expenses, because I
did not at that time think such a thing

would be likely to happen. It is only
since I read in the “West Australian’” about
an ex-Minister drawing Cabinet ezpenses
while on a visit to Adelaide, that it occurred
to me Ministers might be entitled to draw
such allowances for the time when they were
travelling, irrespective of the occasion. As
I was desirous of knowing whether snch was
the case or not, I asked the questions I did,
and I maintain I have every right to ask
them from my place in this House. The
reply; of the Chief Secretary may be thought
by some to have heen clever. It was cer-
tainly amusing, bat as a reply to the ques-
tions, it was not of the slightest use. To
show what others are thinking about the
subject covered by my motion, I would ruote
from a letter to the “West Australian”
dated July 21, 1931, as follows:—

1 read with mueh interest the figures pub-
lished in your issue of July 17th; these, to-
gether with your well-reasoned editorial of the
18th, give much food for thought, My peint
is that their Ministerial work does not fully
ovcupy their time. Day after day we read of
Ministers journeying to various parts of the
State for the purpose of opening halls, schools,

laying foundation stones, or performing other
social functioms,

T am not complaining, as the writer of that
letter does, of Ministers travelling about on
such oceasions. I do say, however, that
when they travel on public business the tax-
payers should know the rost, and that only
on such occasions should expemses be al-
lowed. If the Premier is to be believed, such
is not the case. I quote from the “Bulletin”
of October 8, 1930, in which appeared a
leader headed “Why Polities are in the
gutter.,”  This eoneludes by stating, “The
usual reply is that the people get the Parlia-
ment they deserve. That is the excuse of
dishonesty.” My ideas about Ministers de-
voting their whole time to the affairs of
State were the same in 1911 as they are
to-day. 1 wounld quote a letter 1 reeeived
from the Chief Secretary in that year, when
he obtained his first Ministerial appoini-
ment. I wrote to him and congratulated
him, and asked what arrangements he in-
tended to make for the conduet of his news-
paper. He replied as follows:—

I desire to thank you sincerely for your kind
congratulations, which are heartily appreciated.
I hope my administration will justify the conm-
fidence reposed in me by numerous friends, In
regatd to the ‘‘Express,”” I have made full
arrangements for cartying on the paper in my
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ahsence, and tlherefore do not desire to dispose
of it; otherwise I would have been prepared
to consider your suggestion. Before you de-
eide to leave the department, I hope vou will
give the subject serious consideration, after
sich a long service, but if you do decide to
retire and enter into private business, I have
no doubt that with your energy, industry, and
ability you will be successful,

I quote that to show that as long ago as
1811 T thought thai one who agreed to
aceept an appointment as a Minister of the
Crown should make suitable arrangements
for the conduet of his private affairs, 1
shonld hlke to quote another leiter T re-
ceiverd from the same gentleman, in which
appear personal references to mes of a flat-
terinz nature. Tn 1932 the Chief Seevetary
wrote to me as follows: —

I am pleased to see that despite the worrices
incidental to politieal life in these sad times,

you are still remaining true to your old ideal,
concerning vourself for the sick and suffering.

Is it any wonder, therefore, knowing the
Chief Secretary as I do, that T bear him no
grudge for his sarcastic remarks coneerning
my political ideals espeeially in connection
with my advoeacy of the reform of Parlia-
ment! Numbers of people have expressed
surprise that he should have spoken as he
did, but 1 have explained that that kind of
thinig is all in the game of polities. At the
same time, if as the Chief Secrofary states,
the information required is diffienit to ob-
tain, one wonders why it was not decided at
once fo take action to ensure for the future
that an account wounld be kept of all such
expenditurc, and, if requirved,, made avail-
able. Sueh a reply would have made it
difficult for me to persist further in the mat-
ter. The Leader of the House said that T
travel on the Midland line, OF eourse I do,
and so does he, as well as the Minister for
Railways, Mr. Patrick, Mr, Ferguszon, und
Mr. T. Mocre. We are entitled to do so,
representing as we do distriets through
which that line runs. Are Ministers of the
Crown to be regarded as saerosanct? I do
not think so. We, as members of DParlia-
ment, are expected in a measure fo share
with the Government of the day the respon-
sibility for all State expenditure. Tf we in
this House are powerless, as we frequently
are, to insist on Governments facing their
financial responsibilities, surely we should
take such action as we are able to take to
ensure that at least a record is kept of all

[COUNCIL.]

such expenditure as ix referved to in this
motion. The Chief Secretary said T would
limit the use of gold passes to members
when travelling hetween their lhomes and
Parliament House. If sueh an inference can
he drawn Trom my previous remarks, I
desire to state that 1 consider the use of
the pass is justified only when members are
travelling on husiness connected with those
they vepresent. Alr. T. Moore rallied to the
defence of Ministers, and he ineluded in
that defence Ministers of all parties. e
deglared that the Auditor-General had =
complete check on  Ministerial travelling
allowances, and that in this State there had
never heen talk of anything corrupt, under-
hand, immoral, or even indecent having heen
done hy anvhody. The Chief Secretary, on
the other hand, put ¢uite u different com-
plexion npon the position. He said it would
he praetically impessible to furnish the in-
formation with any degree of accuracy be-
canse when Ministers went away their ex-
penses vouchers were debited to the depart-
ment concerned.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Surely he would not
sav it was impossihle to answer the seeond
anestion?

Hon. B, H, H. HALL: T do not know
which statemeni memhbers will accept. It
is, however, ridieulons for Ar. Moore to
state that the officers of the Audit Depart-
ment should be able to audit accounts when
the information they would require for such
an audit is not available. T eannot helieve
that members will allow themselves to he
sidetracked in this mammer,  Ar, Moore
in a sense vouched for Ministers generally.
Has he so soon forgotten the words of his
Leader, uttered only as lately as the 2nd
August? In view of the definite statement
of the Premier, am I not entitled to ask that
but little notice should be taken of Mr.
Moore's opinion on this matter? Surely it
is not too mueh to ask of that House that
some action should be taken to prevent a
recurrence of regrettable happenings of this
ndture, if we are to believe what has heen
said by the Premier. The passing of this
motion should ecertainly lead to a full
statement of all  Ministerial  expenses
heing made in the future. If such a
statement were made publie, it wounld
probably lead to these expenses being kept
as low as possible. I should like, now, to
deal a little more fully with the charge laid
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against me by Mr. T. Moore. Strictly speak-
ing, it may be said to be outside the scope
of the motion. I am sure, Mr. President,
that with vour sense of justice you will per-
mit me to indulge in a more complete ex-
planation than was possible at the time the
charge was made. When people have a bad
case, they invariably abuse the other side.
Mr, Moore deseribed his friend as “ome of
our older farmers.”” The genitleman in ques-
tion happens to he a single wan about 35
vears of age. Some time before, his father
had presented him with an improved farm of
3,000 acres, worth some thousands of
pounds; hut like the prodigal son, this man
wasted his substanee, and got into difficulties.
The father, who is a retired farmer, lives
near Geraldton, and was so disappointed in
his son that he vefused to assist him fur-
ther, and he was turned down hy every hank
in Geraldton. That was in 1927, when I was
induced to go to his assistance.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Yon went to ihe res-
cue,

Hon. BE. H. H. HALL: I pointed out al
the time that the money would cost me 8 prr
cent. The loan was fo have been for 12
months, but at the end of that period no
settlement was fortheoming. I was then
asked not to take extremne measures, and re-
frained from doing so. The proposal was
made that I should finance the eropping of
the property. This proposal was made by
the debtor and his brother-in-law, 1 did
this until the latter pulled out. I then eon-
tinued to finance the debtor himself, and
bought and paid for £60¢ worth of stock and
plant. Tlis was placed on the property
without being covered by any bill of sale.
In Fehruary, 1932, the debtor, unknown fo
me, sold 76 sheep, and did not leave the hotel
he was staying at until he had spent the
entire proceeds. Only then did I discover
that the mortgage I had on the property did
not cover stock and plant. T therefore had
a bill of sale prepared and posted to the
farmer, but he refused fo sign it. My fail-
‘ure to have a bill of sale exeeuted on the
stock and plant at the time of purchase is
accounted for by the trust I had in this man,
and also by the fact that it was the first
experience I had had of such a transaction.
When 1 heard what he had done, I wrote
tn the purehaser of the sheep, who coufirmed
the information. T was so disappointed
with the conduet of Mr. Moove’s friend ihat
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I told him I had finished with him, and had
a buyer for my equity. He then went to
FPerth and consulted solicitors, who wrate fo
me requesting a statement of aceounts which
I supplied through my solivitors. A few
doys after the receipt of this statement, his
solicitors wrote to my solicitors, whe wrote
to me as follows—

They sugpest that the meeting should be

entirely private between you and Maloney, and
that neither party’s solicitors should attend.

I agreed to the suggestion and made an ap-
pointment. When the debtor turned up, his
sister and her hushand eame with him. The
husband explained that, as he was a resi-
dent of the metropolitan area, he would con-
duct the negotiations on belalf of his bre-
ther-in-law. To this I also agreed. Several
meetings were held. On the first oecasion
every account and receipt from 1927 to 1932
was examined. Finally, in view of the fact
that I had failed to protect myself with a
hill of sale over the plant and stock, and
becanse of the unsatisfactory conduct of the
debtor over a long pericd, T agreed to aceept
a cash payment of £1,425, which was a re-
duction of £300 on the amount owing. All
the transactions in this matter were audited
by Messrs, Cavanagh and Campbell, certi-
ficnted accountants, Greraldton. They covered
the period from 6th April, 1927, to the 20th
August, 1932, the total amount involved be-
ing £3188 10s. 11d. I do not ask members
to aeccept my version of this matter, for I
have some documents and letters here to
prove every statement 1 have made. I am
glad to have had the opportunity to make
this statement, because for zome time past
soine of my political epponents have been
whispering misrepresentations about this
matter around the country in the hope of
damaging me politically. Mr. T, Moore ex-
citedly makes an assertion, knowing one stde
of the story only, and assumes the role of
accuzer and judge. He declares, “I have
proved it up to the hilt.” Had he not
allowed himself to be blinded by political
party bias, he could easilv have ascertained
the faets from the bank or from his friend’s
solicitor, Mr. Altorfer of Geraldton, who
authorised me to make this statement.

The PRESIDENT : Order! The hon.

member must not say of any member of this
House that he is actuated by political hias.

Hon. E. H. H. HALYL : [ withdraw the
statement. Mr. Moore prefers to introduce
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a one-sided account of a purely private
transaction iufo a political diseuzsion in
order to draw a red herring across the trail.
From the manner in which the remarks were
made, I could only account for the hou.
wmember’s outburst by supposing that he
was blinded by party biaz. He counld easily
have aseertained the facts from the bank or
from the solicitor concerned. I have always
refrained from personalities, and from refer-
enees that were not strictly political and such
as my position in this Chamber required me
to make. When T do express an opinion, I
endeavour fo do so courteously and without
inputing motives. Each of us here has im-
portant public duties to discharge, and very
often the duly is a paintul one. Tn the case
under review 1 ean only again express my
surprise that the Government have decided
to inform members that it is praetically im-
possible to furnish the information, and
have not promised that in future a strict
account of all sueh expenditure will be kept.
During a period of 23 years 1 handled
thousands of pounds of public meney, and
was quite rightly required to aceount for
every penny of it. I lave therefore hecomne
aceustomed to expect that this should apply
in all enses to those entrusted with the
spending of public funds, irrespective of the
position held. May T quote one of many
letters received by me From electors of my
provinee—

My chief reason for writing is that I like to
sec any man get a fair deal, and neither Drew
nor Moore gave you that. I personally wrote
to Moore anid asked him to obtain the informa-
tion. He did not do as he was requested. Of
course it was presumption on my part to ask
him. But I did not thiuk that he would have
the hide to nse my letter to slate you for com-
plying with a perfectly legitimabe request.
Although he did not answer my letter, I would
not believe him if he said he did not receive
it, as he used some of the faets I gave him
when he was brying to prevent us from ob-
tuining information that we are justly en-
titled to receive. 1 was under the evidently
mistaken impression that the only jusification
for the existence of the Council was that it
was the impeccable guardian of our purse,
but according to Drew, Nathan, and Moore--
vide “‘ Hansard’’; that is all I go on; if they
are a fair sample of the Council’s guardian-
ship, [ say cut the cost and do with one Cham-
ber.  You may show this to both Drew and
Moore, if you s0 desire, as I have only stated
facts as I know them.

In conclusion, T desire to expre=s my thanks
to those members who have supported me in
this motion.  Sueh  ~uppert was quite
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spentaneous and unsought, and therefore all
the more appreciated.

Question, as amended, put and passed.

House adjonrned at 5.50 pm.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30

p.an, and read prayers.

AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT.
The SPEAKER: I have here a copy of

the Audifor General's report, whieh T will
lay on the Table.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from the Lient.-Governor re-
ceived and read notifying assent to the
undermentioned Bills:—

1, Government Tramways Act Amend-

mend.

3, Mortgagees Rights

Confinuance.
3, Industries Assistance Act Continuance,
4, Reduction of Rents Aet Continuance.

Restrietion Aect

QUESTION—MIDLAND RAILWAY,
INSPECTIONS,

Mr. HEGNEY asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Is he aware that the contract
between the Midland Railway Company and
the Western Australian Government pra-



