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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.0
p.m., aud read prayvers.

BILL—SECESSION.

Second Heading.
Dehate resumed from 1st May.

MR. F.C. L. SMITH (Brown Hill-Ivanhoe)
[4.37]: T am glad to have the assurance of
the Premier, fortified as it is by legal opin-
ion, and that ol the Leader of the Opposi-
tinn that a vote for this Bill does a0t neces-
sarily mean that one is in favour of Seces.
sian, nor that he supperts the Case that has
been deawn up in connection therewith.
Nevertheless one cannot help thinking that
in certain quarters a vote in favour of the
Bill will be construed as though one were
supporting Secession, 1 faney 1 shall feel
myselt partly gwiley if T vote in favonr of
the Bill, hecause I cannot help thinking that
it will be at least a gesture in that diree.
tion. Bui I do not wish to be mis=nder-
stood in my attitude, and although T intend
to support the second reading of the Bill
I wish io make it clear that I neithsr favour
Secession nor think much of the Case that
has been prepared in support of i, Yoiug
through the figures of the recent refercn-
dum I find that of the total cleetors who
were entitled to vote, only 59 per vent. voted
in support of Secession, and that there were
41 per cent. who cither voted against it or
whose votes wuere informal or who were not
sullicienily interested to record u vote at all.
So after all. when we consider the hgzures
the decision of the peapic, even at the refer-
endum, which in it=elf could noi necessarily
he effective. was not ~o overwhelmingly in
support of Secession. [ know through read-
ing the Cuse awl through listening to the
remarks of the mewmber for Nedlands (1Hon.
N, Keenan) tlat it 35 elaimed that the Staie
is a member of the Federation heeause the
feaders at the time the original voue was
faken were cajoled or constrained mto el
eration by foree- of external origin.  In that
resnrd we had some rather interesting re-
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murks the other evening from ihc wember
for Nedlands. Tt is alleged that a telegram
from Joseph Chamberlain had an jnfluence
on the attitwle of the electors at that fime.
There wax, a: we all know, a strong agita-
tion on the goldiields for separation for Fed-
eration in the event of this State not agree-
ing to federnie as a whole. Joseph Cham.
berlain on that occasion very rightly pointed
out that if this State did not enter as an
original State, it eould not expeet to enter
at u later date on the same terms us were
being extended te it then if it agreed to fed-
erate. Nor was Joseph Chamberiain wrong,
if it was he who pointed out that the gold-
fields, in view of their attitude towards Fed-
eration, were cntitled to have their claims
eonsidered for separation for Federation it
the State did not agree as & whole to enter
the Federation. We notice thai the poll at
the referendum token for the purpose of de-
ciding whether or not the State would fed-
erate, showed an overwhelming majority in
the goldfields aveas for Federation. Az a
matter of fact 26,330 clectors in the gold-

" felds -distriets voted in favour of Federa-

tion, while 1,812 electors voted sgainst it
But excluding the goldfields vote, we find
also there was a majority for Federation in
the conutry distriets and the Perth and Fre-
mantle districts.  Tn the country distriets
there was a deeided feeling ngainst Federa-
tion, bhut still even in those distriets there

wis considerable support for it.  In ithe
final figures, the country diztricts had a
majority of 3.582 against Federation. But

taking those distriets and the Perth and
Fremantle districts jointly, and leaving out
the woldfields figures, there was a majority
of 592 votes in favour of Federation. It is
significant that at the revenr Sccession refer,
endum the goldfields districts were still fav-
curable to remaining within the Federation,
and it becomes more significant when we
consider that all the Assembly seats on the
goldiields are vepresented by members of
the Labour Party, who took no active part
in the campaign. There were several of
those =eats in which candidares had an un-
opposed return and in which the question
of Secession waa not actively debated. Never-
theless those di-tricts still voted against this
State  seceding  from the Commonwealth.
From the attitude as dizclosed in the vol-
inu, and from what I know 1o be the general
teeling ot the prople of the goldfield< on
thiz question ot Seceszion. I vonelude that
it it i~ possible for the State to secede by
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the means that ave being pursned, the change
that will be made thvongh those means will
not be the last that will he made; a move-
ment for separation from this State for Fed-
eration will again arise on the goldfields. [
am satisfied that if this State ean get out
of the Federation by the means that are
being pursued, the goldfields by the same
means can break away from this State
and retain the TFederal conneciion.
Although secessionists are making quite a
lot of fuss about the result of the refer-
endum, we must realise that the referen-
dum taken last vear was centively different
from referendums as they are generally
understood. 1 do not know of amy other
referendum that was on all fours with
that of last year. 1t is quite usnal for a
Government to pass legislation authorising
a referendum on a particular guestion that
has been exercising the minds of the peo-
ple if it is within their power o give effect
to the deeision, but the (Hovernment had no
snch power in this instance, and so the
referendum became merely a gesture or
expression of opinion on the part of the
people. The Government who made the
referendum poszible had no means within
their power to give effect to the people’s
decision. Consequently, the referendum of
last year differed entively from any that
had preceded it. It was a referendum that
did not involve a change of poliey or a
change of administration; nor did it affect
the Government in any way whatever. A¢tu-
ally, it was availed of by many voters as
a means of voicing protest; they knew
that the Government had no power to give
effect to the decision. By ofher volers it
was regarded as merely an expression of
opinion that this State suffered greater
disabilities under Federation than it should
be called upon to bear, while other voters
probably considered that a *Yes”’ major-
ity would strengthen the hands of our
representatives at meetings of the T.oan
Counecil. How many people whe voted at
the referendum thought for one moment
that a majority in the affirmative would
effect the objeet in view? Eminent
K=.C. in this State have expressed the
opinion that an affirmative vote would
be a first step, and that it would influence
the Tinperial Parliament in our favour.
They have gone so far as to sax that the
Imperial Parliament. having passed a mea-
sure to make Western Australin part of
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the Federation, conld also pass a meusure

to releaze us from the Federation. When
K’s.C. speak on subjects of ihat kind,
subjects involving eonstituiional  is:zues.
many people sit up and take notice
The advice, however, is not quite so
convincing when we vreeall that in the
past some of those WSaC. have ex-

pressed quite a contrary opinion. L believe
that a wmajority of the people of Western
Australia appreciate the fact that the
passing of an Aet of Federation wifs fa
different proposition from the passing of
an Act to bring about a dissolution. When
the States agreed to enfer the Yederation
apon the Constitution dvawn np at the
time, thev entered into a contract which
was as binding as any other eontract
inte which they might enter. They signed
on the dotfed line, and altheugh subse-
quently some of them were not as pleased
with the terms of the coniract as they
had been in the first instance, that does

.not permit of their withdrawing. from the

contract, any more than a private individ-
nal would bhe permitted to withdraw from
an ordinary contract. It seems to me that
the attitnde of secessionists in this State
amounts fo an act of repudiation. They
desire to repudiate the eontract into which
they have entered, and are seeking from the
power that enabled thewm to enter into Che
contraet, permission to withdraw from it.
As I have pointed out, T do not consider
that the referendum can he interpreted as
representing the voice of the people. One
might allow that a majority of the people
of Western Australia said that they want
seeession if n sufliciently strong case can
be made ont to influcnce the Tmpertal Par-
liament to grant it. But rhe yeferendum
does not go beyond that. Tt ecannot be
interpreted as a desire on the part of the
people for secession if, to get it, they have
to breach the Federal Constitution. Nor
dons it even remotely suggest that the peo-
ple consider that resort to illegal measures
would he justified to bring ahont (he possi-
bilities of which sonte of the more ardeat
secessionists have heen hoasting, Whether
this State should secede from the Common-
wealth is, in my opinion, a ruestion that
should be answered by the whele of the
parties to the Federal compaci—the whole
of the people who entered into the contract
known as the Federal Constitution. Only
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some of the people expressed their opinion
at the referendum: only a majority of a
section of the people veled for secession.
If the goldfields districts were desirous of
constitniing themselves a new State within
The Federation while still a portion of this
State, they could not do so unless a major-
ity of the people of this State agreed to it.
No section of a State may form itself into
a separate State unless the people of the
original State are agreeable. An anala-
gous position presents itself regarding the
States that eonstitute the Federation. The
retention of every State of the Federation
within the Federation is an essenfial part
of the contract into which the States have
entered, and in ny opinion that position
cannot he alteved without agreemeni hy a
majority ol the people of Australin as
well as a majority of the States. We have
had an expression of opinion in this State
on the question of whether the people con-
sider they would fare better outside the
Federation than within it.  The referen-
dum amounted to litile more than that.
The Government, of course, have to live
up to the promise given to electors that,
if a majority of the people favourced seces-
sion, efforts would be made to give cfect
to the decision. Where legal men ave
involved, a Inyman c¢an never be too sure
of hiz ground. As I siated previously, if
hy the presentation of an .\ddvess to Mis
Majesty and of petitions to the Imperial
I'arliament, we were permitied on certain
lerms to withdraw from the Federation. [
am satisfied that that would not mark the
end of the changes that weuld ensue.
T am prepared fo support the sccond read-
ing of the Bill, as it will settle an issue
which has had a disturbing effect upon the
community, T do so with the veservation
that if the woldfields of this State deelare
their desire to remain in the Federation, as
the vote indicates. I shall be behind the
move that T am sure will he made to give
effect to that desire. T am not afraid of
the Bill. of the peiitions, the Address to
His Majesty, or of the Ca<e itself, over-
riding the solemn obligations of this State
that were entered into some 33 wvears ago.
The Case is a monument to the industry of
those who drew it up. After reading it
very earefully T consider that the answer to
it is to he found in the Case itself. Tts chief
burden of ecomplaint is against the tariff and
interstate free trade, which are sald to he
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penalising our primary industrie- and ham-
pering our secondary indusiries.

AMr. Lamberi: That is not the unly case
we have against the Federation.

Mr. F. C. L. SMITH: That is ihe chief
burden of the complaint econtained in this
Case. The remedy suggested is secession,
50 that we may have our own low tariff to
foster primary industry, and boild ap our
secondary industries at the same time. The
proposition is contradictory. Victoria, as
one of the Kastern States, has enjoyed a
high tariff for many vears, and under this
high tariff its secondary industries have been
brought to their present state of organisa-
tion. Anyone whe puats up a proposition of
this kind to the primary producers of West-
ern Anstralia, that we will reduee their
costs by means of a low tariff, and under
that tariff build up our secondary industries,
is only endeavouring to deceive those who
have to work hard in our primary indus-
tries, and who possibly have not as much
time as we have fo delve into these subjeets
and ascertain the absurdity of such a1 con-
tradictory proposal. I have read the Case
very earefullv.  Although we may all dis-
agree with some aspects of the Federal
tariff, the customs, and partieularly the ex-
cise duties, and feel that some zelief is re-
guired in connection with eertain indusiries
that nre not quite big enough to foster with-
in the Commonwealth, nevertheless we cean
also agree that in the present state of the
world’s affairs a strong ease can be made
out for the protection of secondary indus-
tries, for the building up in the conntry of
large secondary industries, so that we may
ercate a decent market for eur primary in-
dusiries. When [ vead through the Case,
it. appeared to me as if it had heen dvawn
up by arvdent freetraders who had fallen
hehind the times. T am reminded of the
report of the Agricultural Commission
which, many vears ago, recommended the
introduction of eoolie lahour into this State.
If this Case is to be taken literally, it is
a case for freetrade, low wages, and cheap
labour. The workers of this State are to-
dav enjoving wages which, compared with
those earned by wnarkers underr a low tariff.
are good. They wilt only be doing them-
selves a disservice if they support seces-
sion. with its coroliaries, a low tariff and
freetrade. T Feal inelined to ngree with the
memher for Guildford-Midland (Hon. W.
D. John=on) as to the procedure thal <hould
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be adopted in this matter. I may be wrong,
but if I am I shall be pleased to be set
right. I may he wrong with vegard to the
petitions. Tt is said there is no precedent
for a recommendation of this kind. On the
other hand, I know of no precedent for pre-
senting a petition fo either the Honse of
Lords or the House of Commons for fle
introduction of legislation info either of
those Chambers. This matter of presenting
petitions to the Imperial Parliament is quite
common in the Old Country in connection
with legislation that has been brought down,
but I know of no ease in which petitions
have heen presented for the introduction of
legislation into either of the Houses of the
British Parliament. T remember that the
petition for the separation of the goldfields
from Western Australia was sent Home in
the form of an address to Her Majesty,
Queen Vietoria. There was alse a petition
from the western part of Vietovia in 1862,
sent by way of an address to Her Majesty,
Queen Vietoria, It seems to me that this
question of petitioning is confined to wmat-
fers relating to legislation that is already
hefore the British Parliament.

Mr. Lambert: That was only asking Her
Majesty to exercise her prevogative. This
is an amendment to an Aef: quite o differ-
ent. matter.

My, 7. Co L. SMITH: We are proposing
to senul an Adidvess to iz Majesty, request-
ing him to do certain things to give effect
to our desire rto =ecede from the Common-
wealth, and te bring the matter under the
notice of the British Parltament. We then
send petitions to hath Houses of the British
Parliament, suggesting that His  Majesty
will take no awtices ot the Address that i
sent to him,

Mr. Lambert: Merely heeanse in the two
eases vou mentioned

Mr. SPEARER: Order!

Mr. 10 C. T SMITIH : That is the peint
T have to make on this matter. We should
not have anyihing to do with the pefitions
to either House of Parliament, i shonld
conling ourselves to the Address to His
Majesty the King. ¥rom what T can learn,
the rigit to petition the British Parliament
is now only confined te legislation that ha-
been introdueed, but that as a magter of Faet
the whole huginess has bevome mare or less
a merhanizal affair. T have here a quota-
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tion from a book written by a barrister
named Montgomery dealing with petitions to
the British Houses of Parliament. He says—
The right of petitioning Parliament still
exists, and it is still vsed, but it has been
shorn of its former power, and is becoming a
mevhanicnl atfair, The introduction of a con-
troversial measure brings te Iarliament a
shoal of petifions, which furnish arguments
for or against the Bill. The member present-
ing the pefition writes his name aeross the
top, and drops it into a box hanging behind
the Speaker’s Chair, and fills up a form,
waming the petitioners.  The Committee of
Petitions examines the petition, and issues
a report giving the purpose and details of the
petitioners und the number of signatures, and
it the petition is of suflicient importance, or
is of peeuliar interest, it may be issuel as an
appendix; then no more is henrd of it.

He is referriug fo the appendix to the Bill
hefore the Fouse on whieh the petition is
coming forward.

No debate is allowed on a petition without
the permission of the House, but the petition
mav be read by the Clerk of the House, if
requested.

We can gather from that that if thix House
ngrees not tn send a petition 1o the British
Houses of Parliament, not much will be lost.
This authority savs the form is still in use,
hut i& has been shorn of most of its tormer
power. It is evidently an antiquated pro-
cedure.  Af least we wight rely upon the
Address to His Majesty on this subject, and
give him ervedit for taking our desires inio
consideration, and bringing the matter be-
fore the Briti-h Parliament us we would he
asking him to do. The matter might then
he lett at thar.

MR, J. H SMITH (Nelson} [2.13): [
support the Government in their endeavour
o ~end a delegntion oversen in Furtherance
of the desire for secession expressed by the
majority of the people of Western Aus-
tralia at the recent referendum. 1 wish, ab
the same time, to applaud the Governument
for their efforis to bring about the desire
of the people. 1 have read the Case thor-
oughly, and in my opinion the proposals
therein e¢ontained do not o nearly far
enough. I hold that fhe Government should
send o deputation ecomprising nut nmerely a
member of the Ministry and the leaders of
the two other parties, buk also those gent'e-
ment who «drew up the Case.

Hoa, W, 1), John=on:
bers wonld that be?

Llow many ram.-
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Mr. J. H. SMITH: Thai would be nine
members, ineluding the six gentlemen iv
question. As regards interjections from
various members opposite, I shall at a lajm
stage test the sincerity of those hon. men.
hars, to see whether they are zame tu op-
pose the voice of the elestors of Weziern
sugtralia.  For my part, T vemard tleir
attitude a5 mnere camontlage, and this T shail
enceavour to prove later. In the matier of
the Case, T consider that Parliament went
behind locked doors. We appeinted a com-
mittec to draw up the Case for Secession.
That committee, in my opinien, fe'l down
on the joh by delezating ii to a hedy of ont-
side public men, including twa ex-Mivisters
of the Crown. That body drew up a rood
Case why Western Aunstralia should serede.
Now we bave the spectacle of the Lyprocrsy
of a few individnals endeavouring to npset
the Government, endeavonring to hel'tile the
Premier, who went before the eleetors and
stated that he would use cvery p.ssible
means to give effect to their wishes. The
members in question seek to belittle the Pre-
niier by asserting that sceession is not in
the interests of the Lahour cause. T shall
endeavour later to show whether it is in
the interests of that vause or otherwise. Tt
us put those members on the pedestal on
whieh they propese to =tand.  The fartors
leadinz up to seeession were outlined on a
re-ont evening by the member for Yilgarn-
Conlmardie (Mr. TLambert). The hon: mem-
ber pointed out elearly and distinetly, sup-
porting his argument by conclusive fizures,
that the FEastern States had never consideved
Western Australia in any <hape or form.
From the aspect of defence he showed that
Western Anstralia’s extensive evoastline hzay
never heen wiven anv security whatever by
the Eastern States, T eounsider that the Lo,
member made an excellent speech.  Follaw-
ine that, we had the member for Gaildford-
Midland (Hon. W. 1. Johnson) preaching
ahout the Labour canse and placing every
conceivable ohstacle in the way of the send-
ine of a delegation oversea. What does an
expenditure of £€3,000 or L0 on a dele-
gation natter if the effect will be to carry
ont the wishes of the penple of Western
fustralia?

Mr, Withers: Will it ~top at €3.000 or
210007

Mre. J. H. SMETIH: TF the hon. member
interjectingg makex an e<timate of the ex-
penditure, ho~ + 1 7w atoa cotal of
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more than £3,000 or £4,000, or possibly a
maximum of £3,000%2

My, Withers: The members of the dele-
wation might be away for a yvear.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: No. 1 understand
that betore the delegation leaves, the Gov-
ernment of this State will ascertain from
the Imperial Government the date on which
they can mmect the delegation in conference,
and the days on which the delegation will
be permitted to make appeals to the Fouse
of Lovds and the House of Commnons. Those
appeals having been heard, the delegates
will return; and on the case put forward
by them the decision will depend. We have
had the spectacle of the T -ler:l Prime Min-
ister coming here to appeal to the people of
Western Ausiralia and lailing to get a hear-
tng,  Why did he coimne here! Simply be-
cause the Commonwealth cannot afford to
lose Western Australin.  To my mind it is
a ridiculous contention that we should ap-
peal to the Fedcra! Pavliament fiest of all.
The Federal Constitution is being broken
every day. Fven if we do serede from the
Commonwealth, we shall remain just as
mueh an integral part of the British Em-
pire as we are ta-day, T rvepeat. T want to
see a delegation consisting not only of three
members of Parliament but alzo comprising
the wix men who did the groundwork, the
field work, and, put up an  excellent
Cuse.  Those men should assist  n
puttine Western  Anstralia’s  ¢laim  hefore
the Tmperial Parlinvment. TE that conrse is
adapted. T feel sure we shall have ~rcession
from the Commonwealth. [ do not want
to wo on the delegation myself. I have no
anthitions surh as those aninating =ome of
my friends opposite. However, let me point
out the hvpocrisy of the member for Guild-
ford-Midland and other memhers oppnsite,
Let me show the insincerity of the whole
contention they put forward. Where is the
Justification for their abjections!  Where is
the canse which, according to them, is erving
out o loudiy 7 The vhjections raised spring
merely fiom the narvow-mindeduess of the
member for Guildford-Midland and the mem-
her tor Northam. The member for Nor-
tham (Mr. Hawke) has seceded fromi South
Auctrealin, vowe to We-tern Au~traiin, and
speured o oseat in the Western  Australian
Parliament. The hon. member talks ahout
hutehering the taxpavers of this coumey by
sennding a delegation to the Tmperial Gov-
cernment.  Truly a taney way of buichering!
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Did the hon. member veflect for a moment
how he was butehering the tinber workers
of this country because they would not con-
tribute to the funds of his political organ-
wation? When lie was travelling about the
South-West and talking on those lines, did
he reflect how lie was butchering them be-
cause they would not pay him for going
round the eountry on that errand?

Mr. SPEAKER: Ovder! I suppose the
hon. member will conneet his renwarks with
the Bill?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Yes, Sir.  This all
refers to the argument put up hy the mewn-
ber for Norvtham when he wuas telling the
men in the South-West to break away from
the timber workers’ organisation. When le
came aevoss from the Kastern States to
Western  Australia, he butchered men be-
eause they would not pay into his political
organisation.

Mr. SPEAKKENR: Ovder! | think the hon.
memher had better stick to the Bill.

My, J. H. SMITH: The hon. member
talks about butchering the faxpavers of this
country by the expenditure of a meuslv
£5,000 to put a rase before the Tmperial
Government.

The Premier: Now you are spoiling a good
speech.

Mr. .J. H. SMITH: We on ihis side ap-
plaud the Govermment of Western Austealia
for obeying the dictates of the electors ex-
pressed at the referendum. During the gen-
eral election the Premier and all his sup-
porters said, “Lhis is not a party guestion.
If the people of Western Australia desive
to secede from the Commonwenlth, then
we, it elected, will adopt all possible wayvs
and means within our power to bring abont
the fulfilnent of their desire.” The Pre-
mier is now emleavouring, in all sinceiry,
to make good thut promise; and what do we
find? That men on the Government side of
the House, small men, little men, ngt men
with the courage ol their eonvictions, men
who would not go on the publie platform
and say, "We are going to oppose the seces-
sion movement and fight it in every possible
way”

Several members interjected.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: They would not take
that stand heecause they weve afraid for their
political lives. However, when the Govern-
ment introduce legislation to fulfil the de-
sire of the people, we find those members
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sa._ving; “We must go back on the referen-
dum vote because we have unification as a
plank in the platform of the Federal Lah-
our Party’” Thev contend that they must
combat secession, because of their organisn-
tion. ‘That organisation consists of very few
to-dny, ns the Minister for Emplovment can
testify.  The hon. members 1 have in mind
argue, “We have to force the workers to
pay info the funds of political orgunisutions,
and therefore we must combat secession aud
go tor the Federal T.aabour platform, which
includes a unifieation plank.” Apparently
they have forgotten the right of initiative
and referendutn, The initiative and referen-
dum plank has been a prominent plank of
the Labour platform for many years. It is
Labour’s contention that the people must
rule, bug the hon. members to whom I refer
liave forgobten all aboui the initintive and
referendum nnd the nght of recall. Let
me say that I have represented the Nelsom
electorate for many vears, and that [ shall
continue to do so. What is the opinion of
Labour supporters with regard to the initia-
tive and referendum? Tt is a plank that
wis carried unanimonsly. Nevertheless, those
hon. members have forgotten all ahout it
I wonder whether the member for Norvtham
will give a moment’s consideration to the
right of recall. T wonder whether, in view
of the referendam having resulted in favour
of secession, the hon. member will send in
hiis resigmation to vou, Mr. Speaker, and go
back to Northam and tell the people, I am
prepared to stand or fall on the question of
secession. I have been an obstructionist on
the Secession Bill. 1 do not wish Western
Australin to sccede. I am putting every
spoke T possibly can in the wheel of the
Government with regard to the question of
secession. T am going to throw a spanner
into the secession machinerv. T am going
to nse every means within my power to pre-
vent a defegation being sent Home to secure
secession for Western Australia.” T wonder
whether our friend will go back to the peo-
ple of Nertham and tell them, “I shall con-
tinue to stand where 1 stand now. I shall
oppose the sending of any delegation. Do
vou, the people of Northam, wish to recall
me from the Parlinment of Western Aus-
tralia?" I do not for u mowment suppose the
lion, member will do anything of the kind,
hecase he is, in my opinion. a professional
politician.  He came here from South Ak
tealia, battened on the workers——
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Mr. SPEAKER: Ovder! The member tor
Northam is not under diseussion ab all. The
hon. member must speak to the Bill and the
Case, or else sit down.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The member for Nor-
tham recently expressed the wish that I had
died many years ago. I am going to live
for many more years, I hope. and continue
to be a spoke in the wheel of the member
for Northam. 1 shall endeavour to prove
his insincerity to the people of Western
Avurtralia.

Mr. Hawke: He pays his debts, anvhow,

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Well, § pay my debts.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
hur will address the Chair.

Mr. Jo H. SMITIL: | hope the common
sense of members will be uwsed to permit
the Bill to be passed without more undue
opposition. I hope the measure will not be
amended, nnd that the mewmher for Guildford-
Midland (Hon. W. 1. Johnson) and others
who have indieated their desire to move, or
to support, amendents, will become recon-
ciled 10 the fact that the majority of the
people have spoken in favour of secession,
and will justify themselves un the ground

The bon. mem-

that Western Australians desire to secede
from the Commonwenlth. The membey for
Norvtham {Mr. 1Tawke) proposed that a

reterendun of the people of the Common-
wealth as a whole should be taken! Is there
anything more ridiculous that a member of
Parliament eould suggest than that? He
talked about hutehering the taxpavers of the
State in order to send a delegation to the Old
Country, and in the next breath sugpested
that we should take a relevendum of the
people of the Commaonwealth!

Mre. Hawke: One will have to be taken in
the end.

Mre, J. H. SMITIE: Whieh will cost the
more? In his attitude, there was trimming
all along the line, in his anxiety to do every-
thing to obstruet and evade the means by
which effect can be given to the will of the
people.

Mr. Hawke: You are a =quib.

My, J. H. SMITH: If we regard the cost
of sending a delegation Home as between
£3.000 and £4,000, and then consider the
probable expenditure involved in holding a
referendum of the people of the Common-
wealth, whirh does the hon. member think
will he the mere costly ! [f the member for
Northam were sincere and if the member for
Guildford-Midland and .other Government
memher~ who think with them, were sincerve,
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why did they not take their stand on the
platform during the last zeneral election
antd say te thie people, "We are directly op-
posed to =ecession for Western Aunstralia.
We are believers in unitication, which is a
plank in the platform of the Federal Labour
Pariy, and we cannot get away from that
plattorm.” Thev did not do that. On the
other hawdl, they took shelter behind their
leader who, as Leader of the Opposition at
the time, said, “1f the people say they desire
secession, by all means in our power, if we
are clected to the Treasury bench, we will
put the claims of =eeession Lorward and ad-
voeate them.” What do we find? We find
that the Government have acted in all sin-
cerity—a little belatedly, | admit—and have
taken the necessary steps to give effect to the
will of the people.  Although the Govern-
ment have shown their sincerity, we have had
the spectacle of ofher politicians, whose
political hides are not worth twopence,
apposing  the Government’s measures and
giving voice fo opinions that were not heard
during the general election. They have em-
barked upon obhstruetive methods in every
direction pessible.  Even when the Premier
zought leave to introdure the Bill, the mem-
ber for (taildford-Midland endeavoured to
vmbarrass the Government in, xo he said, the
cause of Labour. What is this “cause of
Labour!"  Was theve any sincerity behind
the member for Guildford-Midland and his
ples for the “eanse of Labour™? There was
no sineerity behind the hon. memher’s atti-
tude at all.

My, SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Nelson s not in order iu accuzsing any other
member of the House of being insincere.

Mr. Hawke: It is a compliment from him.

My, SPEARER: Tt is distinetly against
the Standing Orders.

Mr. J. H. SMITH : | want to show the in-
sincerity of the member for Guildford-
Midland.

Mr. SPEAKER: It is against the Stand-
ine Orders and T will not permit you to
do so.

My, . HL SMITH: Then, My, Speaker, T
will not mention the word ““insincerity’
arain, [ desire merely to add one word in
that reaard, Mrembers like the member for
Guildtord-Midland stand up for the cause
of Lahour in one direction, and advocate
unifieation in accordance with the platform
of the ¥ederal Labour Party, but they for-
oot the pledres they signed as members of
the State Tabour Party, including the plank
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relating to the initiative and referendum. In
adopting such an attitude they take them-
selves outside the State sphere altogethor,
and their advoeaey was in favour of the
eanuse of Tederation.  Their advocacy was
of unification az against secession for West-
ern Australia. They have shown themselves
to be Federalists and unificaiionists. To-dayx
they are State politicians, and they forget
the platform they have signed asx members
of the State Lubour Party.

Mr. Raphael: Did yvou not sign that, too?

Mz J. H. SMITH: When they signed the
party’s plattorm here, they bound them-
selves to abide by the will of the people, as
indicated alt a veferendum.  The people
decided for themselves in this instanee, aml
those members are in duly bound to earry
out the people’s wishes. Un the other hand,
by every devious means and side-track that
they can conceive of, they have endeav.
oured to influence outside organisations to
pass moftong, such as that we rvead of in
the member of Guildford-Midland’s econ-
stitueney, the objeer of which has heen to
influenee and dietate to the Government of
the State, The other night we had the
spectacle of the Premier having to rise
on the floor of the House and defend him-
self and his Government vespecting  the
mandate of the people.

Mr, Hawke: And rthat was not the frst
time.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: The Premnicr had to
defend hunsell asainst his own supportors,
against men who, in complianee with {heir
principles and doctrines, should have sup-
ported him. The Preniier had to protect
himself’ agninst the insidious taetics of
men who have no Western Aunstralian out-
look, against the aetions of ‘‘blow-ins’™
who have come to Western Australia with
no sympathy for this State, men who are
merely opportunists and ave here for their
own good. It is wrong that the Premier
should be forced inte sueh a position as te
be compelled to defend himself against the
attacks of such opportumits.  Parliament.
in no uncertain terms should tell sueh indi-

viduals where they stand. Parliament
should tell them that thex have their
“‘eause,’’ their pledges and principles,

their organisations and their methods of
foreing sustenance workers fo pax so much
per week to politieal organisations, and
that, knowing alt these things, they should
be sent back to abide by the pledges they
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themselves have sighed, and bow to that
plank whieh relates to the re-call. Then
let those miembers go back to their elec-
tors and if they do that, they will quiekly
find out where they stand.

Mr. Hawke: Gio and have a deink!

My, J. I, SMITH: The member for Nor-
tham invites me to have a drink. 1 will
have one, but T will pay for it. 1 wonder
how the member for Northam will get on
when he goes to that town to-morrow. I
believe he is to attend a meeting at Nor-
tham, but I am afraid only his sapporters
will be there. In two years’ time when he
goes before the electors of Northam, he
will find out where he stands.

Mr., SPEARKER: Order! | think the hon,
member had better leave the member for
Northam alone, and get on with the Hill.

AMr. J. H. SMITH : Perhaps in two yvemrs’
fime, he will not be secking the Northam
seat, but a seat in New South Wales or
somewhere else.

Me. F. C. L. Smith: Arve yom, by
chanece, supporting the Bill?

Mr. J. H. SMITH : The member for Brown
Hill-Ivanhoe (Mr. 1P, C. L. Smith} trimmed
a lot in his speech. lle spoke about the
petition going to the Imperial Governent.
I would remind him that il a deputation
comes fo the ety to wait on a Min-
ister of the Crown, almost invariably the
member of Parliament for the distrier is
asked to introduce the delegation. If he
were nof invited to do se, the member
would most certainly object to heing over-
looked. Now when the most important
question affeeting the people of Western
Anstralia is 1o be phaced hefore the Jmn-
perial Parliament, the member for Brown
Hill-lvanhoe objects to direet vepresenta-
tives of the State being sent Home in
suppori of our claim for Secession. Where
is there any sincerity in that attitnde?

Mr. Raphael: We do not ohject to the
delegation going, hut we ohject fo giving
them return tickets.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: There is not the
slightest shadow of sineerity in sueh an
attitude. T hope that members on the Gov-
ernment side of the Hounse who have adopted
this eonbiary attitude, will not succeed in
having effect given to their views. Let
us contrast the trimming attitude adeptied
by the member for Perth (Mr, Needham),
as well as by the members lor Cuildford-
Midland and Northam, with that of the

any
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member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie (Mr. Lam-
bert), who was obviously sincere in his
remarks.

Mr. Hawke: He nearly convineed him-
self.

Mr. ). H. SMITH: I ean just imagine
whai ihe leelings of the Premier must be,
and how diilieult it is For him to under-
stand the attitude adopted hy some of his
own supporters.

The Premier: It is very hard.

My, J. M. SMITH: The Premier has
adopted a masterly attitude. Before the
referendum was taken he said, “‘This is
the policy of the Labour Party: This is
not a matter for us; it is a matter for the
people.  We are not going fo take any
part in the diseussion at all.”’ That was a
very shrewd move indeed en his part. In
effect, he snid that the Labour Party mem-
bers were not interested, and, from the pol-
riieal standpoint, that they would not take
sides at all. On the other hand, he said,
“If the people decide in favour of Seces-
sion, then we will do cverything in our
power if elected, to take charge of the
Treasury bench, to earry out their wish-
es.” What must be the Premier's feelings,
in view of the attiturde of some of his fol-
lowers now?

"Phe Premier: T am ul).-;o.lutely angry.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: He findg opposition
where he did not anticipate such obstrue-
tion. 1 warn those members who have
spoken in opposition, that their actions will
recoil upon them, and I believe the clectors
will not forget. I believe that the electors
will tell those members that theirs was
a =sacred duty to fulfil] and that they had
fallen down on their job. It is time those
memmbers woke up and vealised the duty
they have to carry out, but they are too
little: they cannoi see any further than
their noses. No wonder the Minister for
Employment has heen travelling through-
ont the Eastern States cendeavearing fo se-
cure unity within the ranks ¢! the Labour
Party.

The SPEAKER: Order! [ think the hon.
member had better get back to the Bill

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Those members are
willing fo sacrifice the inierests of the State
in favour of those of political organisa-

tiong in the Eastern States. Why ddid
they not show their sincerity hy ad-
voeating  unification  in public, and  let
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the  people know where they stood?
Will they now abandon their demagogue
and the planks of Federal party politics
that they bave to sign?  No, they will not
do it. The people bave carried the refer-
endum and it is desived now that a delega-
tion shall go overseas, but our friends will
use every power they have to prevent that
delegation carrying out its mission. Is there
any sincerity about some of the members
opposite? If they were in any way sincere, -

they would stand to their prineiples. Why
de not they go back to their elcctors
and ask those electors to endorse the

attitude thev are now adopting? They are
not game to do it. Their objeci is to defeat
this mexsure in every way possible and to
adopt every means to prevent the delega-
tion gmoing overseas. The Bill should have
been put through on the lirst night of gur
meeting here and there should not have been
one dissentient voice. The representatives
ot the State should have been on the water
before this. What does it mean now? Tt
will probably mean a delay of another six
months. There must he an ulterior motive
behind it all on the part of these dig-hards.
But they will get their desserts in two years'
time. There is no sincerity at all about
them. The delegates should have been in
England by now patting the case before the
Imperial Government. Bui the position is
a long way from heing so far advanced. It
means that when the Bill passes this Honse
it will have to go through another place.

Mr. Heguey: You are not giving it a
chance.

MooJo Ll SMATIL: 1 am game to express
my opinton and that is more than the hon.
member is preparved to do. He is afraid
of the Federal octopus which is pulling the
strings of unification all the time.  If we had
carried the Bill when we first met, we would
not have had the member for Guildford-
Midland (Hon. W, D. Johnson) putfing up
obstacles as he now proposes to do, but in-
stend the delegntes would he on the water,
or perhaps in London, and next week the
prayer of the petition woulil be granted.
What will happen now? Our Parliament is
due to meet again in July and the proba-
bility is we will find the whele thing shelved
until next Decemher. Tt is a scandalous
state of affairs that men who pledzed them-
selves before the electors to carry out the
wishes of the pcople shounld rome to this
House and ohstruct legislation.
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My, Heguey: Pledged to what?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: Pledged to the refer-
endum. I repeat that it is a seandalous
state of affairs and the electors will not
forget it in a hurry. They will not stand
for all this hickering, all this underhand
business that is going on, and all this schem-
ing in the hope of appealing to the masses.
It 13 dreadful to realise the scheming that
is going on.

Mr. Hegney:
Case?

Mr. J. H. SMITH: I am, entively, and T
am concerned abont the vote ecast by the
people of Western Australia, irvespective of
individuals. Who they are or what they are
is just the same to me. I do not play up
to the big junker and T do not scheme: I
am doing what I think is right.

Mr. SPEAKER.: The hon. member's posi-
tion is not in guestion at all. Tle must con-
fine his remarks to the Bill.

Mr. J. H. SMITH: T have said all I have
to say and T think [ have exposed some of
the individuals sitting on the other side of
the House, thoge who try to make us believe
that they have studied the Case but who, in
fact, have never looked at it. If they have
looked at it they have done so from a purely
party point of view. They have said, “T
will not damn it, but I will do everything
in my power te obstruet it” A wonderful
ease has been made out by the member for
Guildford-Midland and there is no doubt
about what he and his supporters are going
to de, and how they are going to vote! Per-
sonally, I want {o see the Premier form one
of the delegation, if that is at all possible.
He can afford the time to go.

Mr. Hawke: He could afford to send you.

My. J. H. SMITH: To my mind the
ablest man in the Gommonwealth is the Pre-
mier of this State, and we cannot afford
not to send him. Indeed, he must go.
The Premier and the aother delegates should
be accompanied by the six gentlemen who
did all the spade work, those who prepared
the Case; and it is a good Case. I defy any-
one to say that it is nof. What does it mat-
ter whether the cost of sending this delega-
tion will be £7,000? What is £7,000 when
a matter of this deseription is involved? TE
wilt be worth while, and if we send the dele-
gates and those who framed the Case, we
shall then be able to put forward the best
possible case in the interests of Western
Lustralia.

Are vou supporting the
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MR. MOLONEY (Subinco [1.53] : At
the outset 1 desire to deprecate the remarks
of the hon. member who has just reswined
his seat. At all times he is one of those I
am partiealarly  desirous of listening fo;
but this evening he veminded me of
one of Shakespeare’s quotations when
the question of insincerity eame up,
“Methinks he doth protest to mueh.”
The ethics of the Case as pro-
pounded by the hon. member were submitted
in his characteristic style, and his sole desire
seemed to be to import into his argument
irvelevant matiers that only prejudiced what
might seemingly have beeu the good case he
wanted to present. The manuver in which
he went out of his way fo castigate members
on this side of the House does not commend
itsell’ to anyone. No matter how those mem-
hers, with whom he does not see eye to eye,
may view the Bill before the House, surely
they are entitled fo speak as they feel. 1t
then will remain for the people they repre-
sent to approve, or otherwise, of their
actions, and this, no doubt, is what will hap-
pen at the end of their term. The clectors
will then he able to say whether their rep-
resentatives have done those things which
they should not have done, or have feft un-
done those things they should have done. The
genesis of the Lase is, as we all know, the
disabilities from whiech this State bas suf-
fered since it has entered the 1ederation. I
was extremely pleased this evening to hear
the member for Brown Hill-Tvanhoe (Mr.
F. C. L. Smith) draw attention fo the men-
ace of low tariffs. As an integral pant of
the Empire, whether we arc assisted or not,
the fact rvemains that this country boasts of
certain  pofentinlities and chavacteristics
which, with the adaptability of the people,
must ensure the maturing of secondary in-
dustries. According to the Case, it is pro-
posed that some species of low tarilf shall
apply. This, however, to my mind lacks
foundation. T stand to the pledge I gave
that the will of the people would be imple-
mented, and I am in accord with the prin-
ciple that there shall be o proper represent-
ation when it comes to the ¢uestion of sub-
mitting the Case to the Imperial authorities.
But when it comes to subseribing to a sug-
vested low fariff, T cannot even think about
it. The thing does not sound vight. and in-
deed it is not right. Probably those who
put it there know that it i= not right, but
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it is there perhaps as a sophism to suggest
a possible benefit that the granting of seces-
siou will provide for the people of Western
Australia.  As to the question of address or
petition, the time has arrvived when it is
not so very material; the wain thing we
should be concerned with ix that the people
themselves have determined that they desire
something,  From the time when King Jobn
at Ronnymede was forced to accede to the
demands of the bavons; it has been an axiom
with the Hritish race that the rule of the
people shall prevail, and in this care cer-
“tainly the majority of the vorers of the State
have a right to be obeved. The Government
are standing up to their obligation in that
regard, amd for that they are to be eom-
mended. When it comes 1w the questions
whether a dutiful address will be in aecord-
ance with the Constitution, and whether it
shall he augmented by a petition, these mat-
ters are mere accessories. The main point,
as [ declared on the Address-in-reply, is that
we require strong advocacy in suppurt of the
Case. 'We profit by the mistakes of the past,
and benefit by the trend of affairs in the
fotwre. It is wounderful the henefits we can
derive by delving into history, where we read
of men such as Shakespeare, Bacon, Lincoln
aml others who have blaxed the track and
shown us the irend fo follow. A study of
history is ol benefit, not only to vurselves bat
to the whole human race. 1 dov not agree
_with the member for Nelson (Mr. J. H.
Smith) that we should send a whole battalion
Home to present the Case. The Bill provides
for a reasonable number, and 1t is all a ques-
tion of the ealibre of those who go. On the
Address-in-reply | indicated that we should
zend men of the ealibre of the late E. A.
Harney, who practized in Perth at one time.
Woe have other capable men in the Legisla-
ture, and we should not begrudge the few
pounds it will cost properly to put up the
Case. We know just how the thing has been
generated, and we know the implieations con-
tained in the acceptance of a seat on the
delegation which will place the Case before
the House of Commons. When we do a job,
let n=s do it thoroughly or leave it alone. Tn
this instance, let ns send Home a reasonable
delegation and tell them to do their best. Tf
they do their job well, even though they do
not achieve that which they set out to do,
nevertheless the people of the State will
realise that thev are men of merit, men who
have acted up to the obligations thev
accepfed, and so will be grateful to them.
Certain statements have been wnde about the
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speech of the member for Northam (M.
Hawke). The castigation that hon. merber
las been receiving from certain people s
entirely unmerited.  There was not a word
uttevedl by him 1o which any advocate of
Secession could take exception, save that he
expressed his opinion as to the bulkiness of
the Case, and in regard to certain parties
that 'were mentioned. Me concluded hy say-
ing he was in aceord with the Case and would
act up to the oblizations he had given to the
electors.  Ax one strictly impartial, | zav the
member for Northam did mothing to warrant
the vehemenie ot those who are traducing
him by declaring that he is opposing the im-
plementing of the will of the people. 8o we
come to the phase imtroduced hy the mem-
ber tor Nelson, who pillovies the pariv of
whieh T amt a member.  Ile imports into the
Case certain things not relevant to it. How-
ever, I have no desive to rebut those things.

AMr. Hawke: They ave not worth it,

Mr. MOLUONEY : | «lo not think that even
a member possessing the scintillating wisdom
of the member for Nelzon should utilise it in
=0 mordant a manner,

Mr. Hawke: Scintillating stupidity!

Mr, MOLONXEY: [ had not intended to
address the House, for | think the Case,
although it confains certain anomalies, is
based on a prineiple which we must embrace,
In conelusion, T say that as a wewmber of the
Government party T have a perfect right to
vote whichever way T choose for, so fur as T
know, there are no tranunels imposed on
members of the Government side. As For all
this pifle and insinceritx on the part of
other memhers, T leave it to the House to
accept thewr fur what they are worth.

Mr, WILSON: I move—
That the debate he adjourned.

Motion put, and a division taken with the
following resulf:—

Ayes .. ‘e .. 24
Noes .. . . 15
Majorvity for .. 9
ArEs.
Mr. Qlathisr Mr. Munsie
Mr. Coliier Mr. Nulsen
Mr. Cross Mr. Ruphael
Mr. Hegney Mr. Sleeman
Mr, Jobpsen Mr. F. C. L. Smith
Mr. Keenan Mr. J. M, Smilth
Mr. Kennpeally Mr. Tonkin
Mr. Lambert Mr. Troy
Mr. Latbam Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. MeCallum Mr. Willcock
Mr. McDonald Mr. Withers

Mr. Moloney Me. Wilswan

| (Teller.}
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NoOEs,
Mr. Brockman Mr. Sampson
Mr. Ferguson Mr, Seward
Mr. Hawke Mr. J. H, 8mith
Mr, Mana Mr. Thern
Mr. McLarty Mr, Warner
Mr. North Mr, Welsh
Mr. Patrick Mr. Doney
Mr, Piesse l (Teler.)

House adjourned G.12 p.m.

TLegislative Council,
Wednesday, 16th Man, 1934,
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-The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.
References to Retiring Members,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [4.35]: 1 move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday, the 22nd instant.

It is expected that the Becession Bill will
pass through another place to-morrow even-
ing, and will be here on Tuesday next. On
that occasion I will move the first reading
and then ask the House to agree to the sns-
pension of the Standing Orders to enable
me to make my second reading speech. Then,
if members so desire, the debate can he ad-
journed until the following day.

HON., SIR EDWARD WITTENOOM
(North) [4.36]: JMy only object in rising is
to say a few words of farewell to my fellow
members because, as they all know, I have
announced my retirement from aefive poli-
ties and my oceupancy of this seat expires
on Monday next.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Unfortun-
ately.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM: I
desire to take this opportunity of saying
roodhye to members, and to thank them for
the many courtesies and kindnesses they
have extended to me daring the long peviod
I have been a member of this Chamber. T
shounld like to have had a chance to speak
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against the Secession Bill which the Chief
Secretary has told us will reach this Cham-
her on Tuesday next, but unfortunately that
will not be possible. I sincerely thank all
members, and I include Labour members as
well, for their many kindneszes, and express
my regret that after to-day I shall not again
be with them.

HON. W . JMANN (South-West) [4.41]:
1 wish to rvefer to the serviees rendered
to the State by another of the vetiring mem-
bers, the Hon. Edwin Rose, who i3 leaving
us after an honoured 18 years of duty. I
should also like to include the other members
who will no longer bhe with us when their
term expires next Monday. I shall always
have happy recollections of my assoeciation
with Sir Edward Wittenoom, and particu-
Tarly with my colleagne, My. Rose. I regret
very muoch that the conditions are such that
Mr. Rose has felt it incumbent upon him
to retive from publie life, and T should like
his name to be bracketed with that of Sir
Edward Wittenoom, beeause of the splendid
services he has rendered to Western Auz-
tralia.

Hon J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[4.43): 1 should like to endorse the compli-
mentary remarks concerning those men-
bers who have decided to retire after long
and faithful services given to this Housze.

There is no deubt about it that these'
centlemen  have rendered most  distin-

guished service to the State of Western
Australia, and we shall miss their presence
here very much indeed. We became accus-
tomed to seeing them from year te yvear and .
we shaill feel that we are weaker in our
deliberations without their sound adviee.
1t is pleasing to know that when a man
feels that the time has eome for him to
retive, he is retiving with the goodwill of
those with whom he has been associated for.
s0 long, and that those he is leaving hehind
will retain the high estecem in which they
always held him. The services rendered hy
our friends who are about to retire will, 1
am sure, always remain as an example for
us to follow and we shall be spurred fo do
our duty as they did theirs, so well and so
faithfully,

HON V. HAMERSLEY (lasty [4.5:4]:
I also desire to associate myself with the
regret that has been expreszed at losing the
services of Sir Edward Wittenoom, MMr.



