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L
QUESTIONS.

TRAM AND BUS SERVICES.
{a) As to Discontinuance of Nedlands Tram.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Transport :

TUnder what Act and which provision, or
provisions, thereof did he act in stopping
the running of the No. 7 tram service to
Nedlands jetty?

The MINISTER replied:

Section 3, subsection (e) of the Govern-
ment Tramways Act, 1912,

(b) As to Tenders }or Nedlands Bus Service.

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Were tenders called for the bus ser-
vice operating ajong the Nedlands tram
route?

(2) If so, what are the reasons for the
differential treatment compared with the
proposed Dalkeith-Maylands bus service?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) The establishment of the Nedlands
Jetty bus service touched upon the in-
terests of several exzisting operators and
the only satisfactory method of determin-
ing the position was by the calling of
tenders.

{2) In the case of the Dalkeith-Maylands
service the Transport Board had before it
an application which did not conflict with
other interests; the need for the service
was clear, and it seemed that no practieal
purpose was to be served by calling tenders.
The Board therefore followed its usuval

practice and dealt with the application.

HEALTH.

(e) ds to Infant Mortality, Northam
Distriat.

* Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE asked the Minis-
ter for Health:
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Is he yet in a position te indicate the
terms of reference to be applied in conneec-
tion with the proposed inquiry in the Nor-
tham distriet in relation to infant mor-
tality?

The MINISTER rteplied:

The inquiry is being made for the pur-
pose— :

(a) of checking the accuragy of the
provisional figures relating to infant mor-
tality in the Northam distriet submit-
ted to the Northam Council, which were
prepared from the information available,
and

(b) of investigating and determining,
as far as possible, the pre-natal and natal
influences econtributing to the infant
deaths in the district, and to find, if pos-
sible, remediable causecs.

(b} As to Figures Supplied by
Commissioner.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE (without notice)
asked the Minister for Health:

Are the figures given to the Northam
Municipality in connection with infant
mortality, as mentioned in answer to my
question this afternoon, the figures given
to the municipality by the Commissioner
of Public Health, Dr. Codk?

The MINISTER replied:

The figures referred to in that answer
were the figures given by Dr, Cook to the
Northam Municipality.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES.

(a2} As to Offer of Kalgoorlie Gengrators.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE asked the Minis-
ter for Works:

Will he lay upon the Table of the House
all papers desling with the availability of
“two 12,500 k.w. generators at Kalgoorlie?

The MINISTER replied:
Yes. Tomorrow.

(b) As to Appointment of Ezperienced
Engineer.

Hon. E. NULSEN asked the Minister for
Works:

Will he give an assurance to this House
that the Government will advertise for a
competent engineer, experienced in power
station design and operation, or alter-
natively, a firm of consulting engineers, in

view of the unfortunate position in which
the Government finds itself in having had
to take over Mr. Edmondson who has never

had such experience?

The MINISTER replied:

No. The Government and the State Elee-
trieity Commission have complete confi-
dence in Mr. Edmondson’s ahility to con-
trol the East Perth power station and to
direet the design and construction of the
South Fremantle power station.

COAL.
As to Tabling Papers, Black Diamond
Leases.™
Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE asked the Minis-
ter representing the Minister for Mines:
Will he lay upon the Table of the House
all papers dealing with the Black Diamond
Coal Leases which are dated subsequent to
the 30th August, 1948%
The "MINISTER FOR
plied:
Yes.

HOUSING re-

LICENSING ACT.

As to Prosecutions.

Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Police:

How many—
(a) licensees and managers;
(b) barmaids and barmen;
(¢) persons under the age of 21
years, have been echarged under See-
tions 147 and 149 of the Licensing Act
during each of the past three years?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING re-
plied: v

(a) Licensees and Managers—Year
ended 30/6/47, 8; year ended 30/6/48,
1; 1/7/48 to 22/6/49, 3.

(b) Barmaids and Barmen—TYear
ended 30/6/47, 3; year ended 30/6/48,
11: 1/7/48 to 22/6/49, 13,

(¢) Persons under the age of 21
years—Year ended 30/6/47, 2; year
ended 30/6/48, 7; 1/7/48 to 22/6/49, 1.

L3

NEW CAUSEWAY.

As to Completion and Estimated Cost.
Mr. GRAHAM asked the Minister for
Works:
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(1) When is it anticipated that the con- ~

struetion of the new Causeway will be com-
pleted ?

(2) What is the present estimate of the
total cost?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) (a) Completion of new bridge struc-
fures with joining roadway and Vietoria
Park approach available for traffic by
December, 1951.

(b) Final reclamation at Perth end,
ineluding removal of old structures
and construction of approaches at
the Perth end, by December, 1952.

(2) Latest estimate, based on conditions
in February, 1949, including resumption,
transfer of services, ete., is £570,000.

HOUSING.
(a) As to Shortage of Bricks.

My, NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Housing :

{1) Is he aware of the deplorable condi-
tion of the brick industry?

(2) Is he aware that the shortage of
bricks is seriously retarding home building?

(3) Can the inform the House when
additional brickyards will be in operation,
providing a better quality of brick under
jmproved working eonditions?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) I am aware that there is a stringency
in brick supplies to meet the expanding
needs of hvilding, this stringency being
appreciably due to power interruptions in
in the early part of the year, )

(2) I would not say there has been any
serious retardation in the home building
rate, Produetion has risen from an annual
rate of approximately six million bricks in
1944, to an annual rate of 54 millien bricks
at the present time,

(3) During the war one brickyard only
wag in production at half output and the
number of brickyards now operating are 12
in the metropolitan area and 11 in country
areas, in addition to which there are foor
plants in the metropohtan area providing
concrete blocks, Two major brickyards are
expected to install plants but the date of
coming into production cannot be stated
owing to diffienlties in obtaining equipment.
It is expeeted that a number of existing
yards, both metropolitan and country, will

be expanding production both in quality and
quantity, these yards being in process of
installing power earth moving equipment,
crushing rolls, hydraulic lift tractors,
additional kilns and drying sheds.

(b) 4ds to Supplying Bricks to Deserving’
© Case.

Mr. FOX (without notice) asked the
Minister for Housing:

In answer to a question this afternoon the
Minister stated there was not a great redue-
tion in the number of bricks produced this
year as compared with the previous year.
Is he aware that a man who has an invalid
daughter and her three young children living
with him has found it impossible to procure
750 bricks with which to build a chimney in
a flat he has provided for her at hiz home
and that he has been informed that it will
be six months before he can be supplied?
Can the Minister do anything to help this
deserving case?

The MINISTER replied:

I gaid there had been a diminution of
brick supplies this year owing to interrup-
tions to the power supply in the early part
of the year, but that diminution is now he-
ing made up. If the hon, member supplies
me with the name and address of the person
whose case he has mentioned, T wil] be glad
to investigate.

(¢) As to Use of Bricks and Cememt
for Fencing.

Mr. GRAHAM (without notice) asked
the Minister for Housing:

(1) Is he aware that in his electorate, in
Havelqck-street, immediately in front of
Parliament House, a brick and cement fenne
is being ereeted and there is a pile of bricks
standing on the footpath to be used in that
work?

(2) Does he eonsider that this work and
other jobs of a similar nature are assisting
in the solving of the housing problem and
of eases such as that mentioned by the ment-
her for Sonth Fremantle?

The MINISTER replied: I was not aware
of any such use being made of materials in
that area. ‘

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: Every suburb is the
same,

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: 1
venture to disagree.
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Hon, F. J. 8. Wise: T will take the Min-
ister round and show him.

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: I
still 'venture to disagree, but I will make
inquiries regarding the matter to which my
attention has heen drawn. I will see whether
the work has bheen authorised, and to what
extent it may be justified.

Mr. Grabham: Do you think works of that
nature arc assisting in solving the housing
problem, particularly bearing in mind the
case cited by the member for South Fre-
mantle?

The MINISTER FOR HOUSING: No
unessential vse of materials will help solve
the housing problem, bat I would remind
the hon, member that under the eontrol leg-
islation there is a certain exemption as to
small works being carried out on residen-
tial premises. That exemptlon has always
been there.

(2) Az to Homes Completed, Men
Employed and Timber used.

Mr, REYNQOLDS asked the Minister for
Housing: ,

(1) What was the overage period, in
days, to complete houses built by the Hous-

ing Commission for the years ended March,
1947, 1948 and 1949%

{2) What was the average cost for
houses of—
(a)five rooms,
{b) four rooms,
{c} expansible houses,

during these years?

(3) 1low many men were employed by
the Housing Commission in the building of
these homes during these years?

(1) How many houses tere co,mpleted
during these years?

{3) What percentages of karri and jarrah
were used in the timbering of these houses?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Inforpation not immedintely avail-
able. Many factors combine to vary the
completion period in different contraets.

An overall survey will be made and in-
formation furnished later,

[

(2} Approximate average costs—brick
construction :
Four Five
rooms.  Tooms.
: £ £
March, 1947 1,041 1,175
Mareh, 1948 1,285 1448
March, 1949 1,310 1,568

Expansible homes not constructed in
1947 and 1948. Cosis of those now being
built not yet available,

(3) Labour engaged on Commonwealth-
State projects (on site):

As at March, 1947, 762,
As at March, 1948, 1,020,
As at Mareh, 1949, 1,099,

(1) March, 1946, to March, 1947, 474,
March, 1947, to March, 1948, 789,
Mareh, 1948, to March, 1949, 969.

(5) Pra~tically the whole of timber used
in Commonwealth projects is jarrah.

Approval recently issued to use a limited
amount of karri under special eircumstances
—to be specially treated against white ants,

() As to Resale of Permit Homes.

Mr. FOX asked the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) How many houses, built by private
persons under permits from the Housing
Commission, have been sold almost immedi-
ately after completion?

(2) What does he intend to do to see that
houses so built are noi used for speculative
purposes?

The M}NISTER replied:

{1) No information ig available as te the
number of homes (built under private per-
mit) sold immediately after completion.

(2} There is no evidence that such honses
have been sold for speeulative purposes,
Control after ecompletion and oceeupation is
impracticable because ownera may have a
genuine reason, for resalc..

BUILDING SUPPLIES.

Ads to Bricks and Cement for Government
Works.

Hon. F. J. 8. WISE asked the Minister
for Works:

(1) What number of bricks per week is
heing diverted strictly to Government use
for all public works undertakings?
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(2) What qnantities, in tons of cement
per week, are being diverted to Government
use?

(3) What actwal quantity in tons per
week of cement is at present being used by
the Government in public works?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) Approximately 81,000, including
housing undertaken by the Architectural
Division of the Punblic Works Department.
- (2) Approximately 550 tons, ineludiug:
local and imported cement.

(3) Approximately 500 tons. In this
case and in respect of No. 2, a large
quaptity goes to water supply projects.

CEMENT.

4s to Economy in Use by Local
Authorities. .
Hon. F. J.'S. WISE asked the Minister
for Housing:
s+ The Premier having advised me that loeal
authorities were ecircularised to exereise
economy in the use of cement, will he Table
a copy of a typical letter sent tp local auth-
orities, and copies of the letters reeeived in
Teply?
The MINISTER replied:
A copy of the cireular issued by the State
Housing Commission is tabled.
I shall be glad to make the replies avail-
able to the hon. member.

REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS ACT.
As to Government's Attitude to
Decentralisation, ‘

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Premier:

(1} Is deeentralisation a policy of the
present Government$

{2) If the answer is “yes,” then does he
contend that the Redistribution of Seats Act
is in conformity with this policy in view of
the fact that it deprives country and remote
areas of political representation in favour
of the city?

The PREMIER replied:

(1} Yes.

(2) Under the provisions of the Aect,
agreed to by Parliament, approximately
8,600 metropolitan eleetors are required to
obtain a Member of the Legislative
Assembly but only approximately 4,450
electors in the agricultural, mining and
pastoral areas.

In spite of the fact that 60 per cent. of
the State’s electors are in the metropolitan
area, there are only 20 metropolitan seats
out of 50, or 40 per cent. of the total.

WATER SUPPLIES.

(8) As to Charge to Paddington
Pensioners.

Mr. McCULLOCH asked the Minister for
Railways:

{1) Does he agree that old age pen-
sioners residing at Paddington should pay
£1 8s. 10d. per 1000 gallons for domestic
water?

{2) If the answer to the above is in the
negative, will he ensure that such pensioners
are provided with free water or, alterna-
tively, that the same charge be made as that
now prevailing at Broad Arrow, which is
only two miles distant?

(3) Will he have the excess charge made
by the W.A.G.R. refunded to the pensioners
concerned §

The MINISTER replied:

(1} No.

(2) The same conditions will apply as at
Broad Arrow. .

(3) Directions for this to be done have
recently been issued.

(b} As to Great Southern Scheme and
Manufacture of Pipes.

Mr. MAY asked the Minister for Water
Supply:

{1} What is the nature of the pipes to be
used for the retienlation services leading
from the main pipe line in connection with
the Great Southern Water Scheme?

(2) At what pressure (lbs. per square
inch} will the water be reticulated from the
main pipe line? .

(3) If such pressure is suitable for
cement and reinforeced pipes, will he take
steps to ensure that these pipes are manu-
factured in Western Ausiralia?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) This will depend on the chemical
nature of the soil passed through, the pres-
sures and the types of pipe available,

(2) Pressure will vary but will average
approximately 100 1b. per square inch.

(3) Locally manufactured pipes will be
given preference wherever suitable, provid-
ing the Yost is reasonably competitive,
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{¢) As to Information for Pipe
Manufacturers.

Mr. MAY (without notice), asked tbe
Minister for Water Supply:

In reply to an earlier question of mine
the Minister said ‘' This will depend upon
the chemical nature of the soil passed
through, the pressures and the types
of pipe available.”” Has he taken any
netion to aseertain the nature of the ground
that tlie main pipeline will pass through,
in order that we may give local manufac-
tarers some idca of the possibility of
- manufacturing the pipes in this State?

The MINISTER replied:

I will investigateé further the point made
hy the hon. membgr, but as yet I have not
the knowledge at my dispossl. However,
I give him an assurance that on every oc-
casion possible, goods used in water supply
programmes will be of loeal manufacture,
provided that the price is a reasonable one.

TIMBER.

(a) As to Destination of Northeliffe Mill
Prodiction,

Hon. J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Forests:

Is it anticipated that the timber mill now
being erected at Northeliffe by the Kauri
Timber Co. will provide timber for Western
Australian requirements?

The MINISTER replied:

Although this mill, which will produce
mostly karri, will supply export markets
particularly in Auvstralia, the production
from this mill will add to the total produe-
tion of the State and ensble greater guan-
tities to be available for Western Australian
requirements from other mills, which will be
relieved from export to Australian States.

(b) As to State Sawmilly Karri for Export.

Hon, J. T. TONKIN asked the Minister
for Forests:

{1) Is it a faet that the State Sawmills
ave entting karri timber which is being sup-
plied to Millars’ Timber and Trading Co.,
and that this company is exporfing it?

{2) Why do not the State Sawmills ex-
port the karri?
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The MINISTEX replied:

(1) and (2) The State Sawnills do their
own exporting of jarrah and receive the
price payable. Under arrangementk made
during the war, and continued sinee, in
Great Britain, where an import licence for
hardwood timbers is still required, Millary’
Timber and Trading Company act as man-
agers for the exporting group of W.A. saw-
millers to facilitate sales in the United King-
dom. Since Millars’ Timber and Trading
Company’s Jardee mill eeased production
owing to a fire, and the karri output of that
mill became no longer available for export
to South Afriea, the State Sawmills has
nssisted the company by allowing them to
have a small gquantity of karri to enable
them to provide some export for their South
African market,

(3). Answered by No. (2).

CO-OPERATIVE BULK HANDLING
-LIMITED.

A3 ta Completion of Agreement and
Interest Payments,

Hon. J. T. TONKIXN asked the Minister
for Lands:

(1) Has an agreement between the Gov-
ernment and Co-operative Bulk Handling
litd., concerning the taking over by the
latter of bulk handling faecilities at Fre-
mantle and Bunbury, yet been signed?

(2) Has the company paid any money to
the Treasury to meet interest charges? If
s0, how much?

(3) Will he table the agreement?

The MINISTER replied:

(1) With respect to Fremantle—Yes.
With respect to Bunbury the agreement is
in process of preparation.

{2) No, On 17th June, 1949, an account
was sent ont for £10,159 4s. 9d. for the
period from the 29th May, 1947, to the 29th
May, 1949, interest and sinking fund eon-
tribution in relation to Fremantle. With re-
gard to Bunbury—No.

(3) Yes.
MEAT.
As to Advisery Committee's Recom-
mendations.

Hon. J. T. TONKIXN asked the Minister
for Lands:
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(1) Has the Meat Advisory Committee
justitied its establishment?

(2) Has it made any recommendations
upon which the (tovernment hng acted?

(3} Whal recommendation has actually
seen put into operation?

The MINISTER réplied:

(1) Yes.

(2) Yes.

(3) Several recommendations have been

ronsidered and one that involves legislation
rannot yet be divolged.

EDUCATION.
As to Southern Cross School Tenders.

Mr, KELLY asked the Minister for Edu-
eation :

(1) What expenditure has the Treasury
approved for work to be carried out on the

Southern Cross Government school and
school grounds?

{2) In what year was this amount
appaoved?

(3) What detailed work is listed for at-
tention?

(4) How often have tenders been ealled,
and with what results?

(7) When were tenders last called?
The MINISTER replicd:

(1} £2,824,

(2) 1947 (11th December).

(3) Extensive internal and external re-
Ppairs and renovations, and in addition—

(a) provision of one type E shelter;

(b) provision of three girls' latrines;

{e) provision of three hoys' latrines
and urinal;

{d) demolition of old latrines;

{e) provision of two 100 watt elec-
tric points in each classrcom and one
each in the entrance and washroom;

() provision of septm taok installa-
tion.

(4) (a) Tenders for repairs and renova-
tions have been called on six ocecasions, a
tender fipally being aceepted on the 2nd
May;

(b) tenders for sewerage have been ealled
on eight occasions but none has been re-
eeived.

(5) The 17th June, 1949 (sewerage).

101

GOLD. o

As to Ope;t Market Selling and Effect.

Mr. STYANTS asked the Premier:

(1) Is it correet that he has approached
the Prime Minister and requested that the
gold mine owners be allowed to sell their
gold on the open markets of the world?

(2) If this is so, has he closely considered
the implications, over a long-term poliey,
of this method of disposal and its ultimate
effect on the gold mining industry in Aus-
tralia?

The PREMIER replied:

(1) and (2) On several oceasions I hme
approached the Prime Minister regarding
the serious difficulties facing the gold min-
ing industry and have urged that considera-
tion be given to some method of inereasing
the payment to gold producers for ther
produect.

I have pointed out to the Prime Minister
that there are several ways by which this
might be done and have asked him te give
consideration to such means as a subsidy
per ounee, an apptoach to the Monetary
Fund for a direet rise in the price, allowing
producers access to the open market, or the
South Afriean method of selling gold for
fabricpting purposes.

My latest communieztion to the Prime
Minister on this subject was dated the 31st
May and I am awaiting his repuy.

NATIVE ADMINISTRATION.
As to Officers and Sale of Stock.

Hon. A. A. M. COVERLEY asked the
Minister for Native Affairs:

In view of his Press statement of today,

(1) Ts he prepared to lay on the Table of
the House all papers relating to the dis-
missal of the ‘manager, of Munja Native
Station? .

(2} ANl papers relating to the dismissal
or resignation of the Superintendent of the
Port Hedland Native Hospital? '

{3) All papers relating to the resi.gnatiun
of Inspector Martin of Geraldton?

(4) All papers relating to the sale of
stoek at Udialln Native Settlement?

The MINISTER replied:

€1) (2) (3) (4) X shall be glad to make
‘these papers available at my office for per-
usal by ‘the hon. member at a time to suit
his eonvenienece. .



IPRICES CONTROL.
(#) As to Removal of Subsidies,

Mr. T FTAT {without notice) asked the
Attorney General:

\Will he advise the House whether any
of the following items-have been subsidised
by the Comnanwealth Government, the sub-
sidy for whieh has now heen removed:—

{a) Beef; lamb; mutton; poultry.

{h) Ilamn; hacon: cooked meats (inelud-

ing ham and eorned beef}.

(¢) Dread; bhiseuits.

td} Baby foods.

(¢} Jams: pickles; sances.

(1Y Nuts: raixins; currants,

() Soaps (toilet and household).
(h) Coffee; cocoa.

til Ralads; green vegetahles.

() Cheese and butter?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1 dn not think any of the items mentioned
have heen subsidised, with the possible ex-
veption of a smnll subsidy with regard to
s04ap.
(b) As to Tubling List of Subsidised Goods.

Hon. ¥. .J. 8. WISE (without notice)
asked the Attorney General:

Rinee he has expressed himself as satis-
fied with his eontrol of price fixing, will he
prepare a statement for tabling in the
Honse at the next sitting, showing the price
in Western Australia of all subsidised
moods at the date of the Sfate taking over
price contral and as at the 1st .fune, 10497

The ATTO "NEY GENERAL replied:

T intend to supply some of the informa-
tion when introducing a continuance Bill.
T do not know whether the Leader of the
Opposition wounld like to let the question
stand over until then. If not, I must ask
for notice of the question.

MOTION—STANDING ORDERS
SUSPENSION.

As to Rescinding "Resolution.

THE PREMIER (Hoo. D. R. McLarty—
Murray-Wellington) [5.01: I move that the
resolution passed by this House on Tuesday,
the 16th November, 1948, as follows:—

*That during the remainder. of the session
the Standing Orders be suspended go far as
to enable Bills to he introdueed without notice
and to be passed through all their remaining
stages on the same day, all Messages from
the Legislative Couneil to be taken into con-
sideration on the same day they are received,
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’
and to enable resolutions from the Committees
of Bupply and of Ways and Means to be re-
ported and adopted on the same day on which
they shall have passed those Committee~’’ —
be rescinded. ’

HON. F. J. 8, WISE (Gascoyne) [3.1]:
This motion is to reseind one moved in thix
Chamber many months ago, although in the
same session, It was moved at that Hme be-
eause it was thought that the session was
about to end and that it was necessary, even
betore private members' business had been
suspended, to assist the Goveroment to ex-
pedite urgent business. That has been the
attitude in this Chamber for many years.
Usually, after consultation with the Leader
of the Opposition, the (fovernment, when the
cenil of the session approaches, moves the
motion to suspend Standing Qrders, and this
particular motion to rescind that suspen-
ston is necessary beeause we ave not as near
the end of the session as the Government
thouzht it was at that time. '

The moving of that motion was very
necessary to help the Government at the
time and of course it would be unthinkable
and may be impossible in spite of a major-
ity, for the Government to continue without
the motion being rescinded beeause of the
faet that we have had no Address-in-reply.
The Address-in-reply has always been consid-
ered by members of Parliament, and other
people, a3 a right of the House and private
members not merely to air grievances, hut
to state a case for their constituents in con-
nection with the many matters worrying
those constituents.

The Government, after a lapse of seven
mmonths, in the same session, and without
an Address-in-reply, moves to reseind
this motion, but in doing so the Gov-
ernment is flully appreciative of the faet
that jt has, by its own action, denied mem-
bers an opportunity to speak to that
Address-in-reply and state a case against
the Government on any matters thought de-
sirable by members on cither side. That has
been the usmal practice and it is in the in-
terests of electors as well as in the interests
of the commaunity. It is not that time is
wasted by speaking fo an Address-in-reply
because members have an opportunity to
keep check on all matters of importance.
Now they are denied this right exeept by
taking other steps such as the asking of
questions and the moving of motions. How-
ever, if the asking of questions and the
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moving of motions are to take tha plaee of
the Address-in-reply in order to ventilate
members’ grievances, we will need two or
three hundred motions at this stage;
motions of legitimate ecriticism of the
Government,

This move—this tactical move—by the
Government to avoid the Address-in-reply
will oot gein it any time or ground whatso-
ever, It is a tactical blunder which the
Premier now recognises. Let us analyse
what has happened in past years in regard
to the rights of members speaking to an
Address-in-reply. In 1935 the Address-in-
reply took only ten days. In 1939 it took
only 11 days—and those are average years
—and in 1946 it took seven days. Seven sit-
ting days of ‘the House in spite of members
of the present Government being seated, at
that stage, on this side of the House! There
were 26 speakers and 18 of them were Op-
position members, Eighteen speeches were
made on tht Address-in-reply in 1946 and in
1939 there were 19 Opposition speakers out
of 32, In 1935 there were 13 Opposition
speakers ont of a total of 33, so that it
would seem to be the consensus of opinion
by all memnbers then seated on. this side of
the House that that was not only a desir-
able practice, but also an absolute necessity
until they sat on the other side of the
House.

When this tactical move was made—and
T would not care to presume on whose ad-
vice the Premier acted, but one could guess
and only guess—it was done to avoid .eriti-
vism of the Government until either the
Budget appears or a Supply Bill is intro-
duced. There is no alternative for private
members but to attempt to see that this
Parliament is condueted properly and de-
cently, debating subjects proper and fitting
at the time and appropriate to their distriets
and pertaining to the welfare of the State.
However, we are not permitted to take that
course and I can jmagine what we would
have heard from the member for Mt. Mar-
shall and the member for Beverley as well
as the member for Katanning—the present
Minister for Edueation— had the ventila-
tion of criticism which they saved up during
a period of six, seven or eight months been
denied them. It is quite netessary and timely
that the Government should be reminded, in
this Chamber, that not at any stage do I re-
call a member of itg parties making the
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comment that an Address-in-reply was un-
necessary, although I have heard it from
members on this side of the House,

The Government eamnot be considering
it from the waste of time angle becanse
figures that ean be shown in ‘‘Hansard’’
over the years prove that the Address-in-
reply—-that is, the right of members so far
as Parliamentary tradition in this State
goes-—hus taken a few days only, no more
than 11 or 12 sitting days at the very most.
It would bave concluded long before
the Premier is ready with his Budget.
What is it all about? It is to proteet the
members for Mt. Marshall and Middle
Swan.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: And the Govern-
ment. .

Hon. F. J. 8. WISE: Yes, and the Gov-
ernment, incidentally. But those members, .
quite properly, have made a decision as to
their political future and the Government,
to protect its own skin, has decided to make
the proeeedings not only six or eight weeks
earlier than usual, but so to prepare its
business that members on either side of the
House, not nceessarily those of the Oppu-
gition, have no opportunity of stating the
case for their constitutents. One could use
very unpleasant words, but I prefer to say
that the Premnier and his Government, by
this move, will not gain any time what-
ever. I am certain that ultimately even
members on their side of the House, silent
so far, will ultimately bave to become voeal
to siate the ease for themselves and their
constituents. We will see, as the days go
by, how necessary it will be for them to

"speak unless they have some other oppor-

tunity of saving their skins. I remember
a gentleman who was a private member,
hut who is now in the Speaker’s Chair,

who was ever jealous of the'rights of pri-

vate members, and always sought to ensure
that even the parish pump was worked, if
necessary, He always contended that legi-
timate grievances of vprivate members
should he ventilated in a proper and fit-
ting manner. That is so on this occasion,
I hope that the Government feels as it
looks, thoroughly ashamed of itself for con-
ducting the business of this Chamber in
this way.

HON. J. B. SLEEMAN (Fremantle)
[5.23]: I protest against the action of the
Government which necessitates the moving
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of u motion such as this. 1f it had earried
on the usual procedure as has been done by
Uovernments in past years, the necessity
tor such a step would never have arisen.
As you will reeall, Mr. Speaker, it iz a
pecnliar fact that over the years such a
situation has oecurred on only two ocea-
sions; that is, during the period of the
Mitchell-Latham Coalition Government and
again now by the McLarty-Waits Govern-
ment. It scems io me that it is a trick to
iry to fileh from members the opportunity
to address the House on the Address-in-
reply. I have heard from some people out-
side that the Address-in-reply is a waste
of time. I do not think it is. Youn, Mr.
speaker, as a private member on the floor
of the Honse, always contended thet pri-
vate members should have an opportunity
to air their grievances, and one of those
opportunities oceurs during the Address-in-
reply. You know that s private member
cannot do this, that or the other, and he
cannot bring down a Bill for this matter
or some other, but one of the ways he has
of airing his grievances is through the de-
bate on the Address-in-reply and also on
the Budget. '

This is an action taken by the Govern-
ment hecause it is frightened that if two
members of the Party, who are seecking
Federal honours, resign hefore the State
elections, it is likely to lose those seais and
therefore its majority. The reason I ean
see for the Government bringing down s
motion in this way is to muzzle members
of the Opposition, and prevent them from
expressing their views on the awful state

of affzirs that exists in regard to several’

matters. For instance, members of the Op-
position will not be able to show the awful
mess the Government has made of price
fixing. Yon, Sir, will remember that the
Government said, “Vote ‘No’ and leave
it to us; we will gee that prices’ are
ccntrolled.”

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is get-
ting away from the motion.

Hon, J. B. SLEEMAN: T have to give
reasnns. One of the reasons is that the Gov-
ernment is desirous of preventing members
on this side of the House from showing the
awful state of affairs that is developing
through this Government’s handling of
price fixing. You will know that if one
enters a shop today, one has to pay 3d.
for a ecarrot.

[ASSEMBLY.)

My, Marshall: T paid 7d. for the last one
I bought. '

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: The hon. member
was unlueky; he was overcharged. The
Government said to itself, '‘If we ean
manoeuvre in this way, memhers of the
Opposition will not be able to protest
against the awful mess we have made of
price fixing and hospital accommodation,"’
In Fremantle today, women are told that
if they want babies they can go to the
King Edward Memorial Hospital and have
them, and that there is no necessity for a
maternity hospital in Fremantle.

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member
please resume his seat. The motion is
merely to restore Standing Orders, and I
ask the hon, member to keep to that.

Hon. J. B. SLEEMAN: I apree with
that, Sir, but you will also agree that when a
member is speaking to a motion he must
be allowed to give reasons. Qne of -tha
reasons why the Minister for Health was
desirons of Parliament being called to-
gether in this way was because he has told
people in Fremantle that there is no ne-
cessity for a maternity hospital there, and
he knows that Opposition members will
not be able to ventilate their grievances
on that matter. There is also the ques-
tion of .the giving away of the tram
routes to private enterprise, and the Min-
ister for Transport did not want the Op-
position to be ahle to enter a protest.
There are a number of other things that
cauzed the Government to open the session
in this manner,

One course I suggest to overcome the
diffieulty is for members to bring down
separate motions, one against the awful
mess the Government has made of price
fixing, and another to bring down legisla-
tion to deal with the housing problem, The
Government said it would give houses to
two-unit families, and I have a letter from
one of my constitwents who has a three
unit family and be has been told that when
another e¢hild arrives his application will
be considered, Another motion could be
brought forward in protest against the
awful mess the Government has made as
to the provision of hospital accommoda-
tion; another dealing with the awful mess
it has made by giving away tram routes,
and another with the taking over of the

.eleetricity supplies in the metropolitan

area. If members on this side of the
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House adopt those tacties, the Government
will he sorry that it ever cut out the Ad-
dress-in-reply, and we shall take aboui {en
times as long as the Address-in-reply
would have taken.

MR. GRAHAM (East Perth) [5.17]}: We
are only considering this motion because of
what I call a piece of political trickery on
the part of the Government in seeking to
deny members, especially Opposition mem-
bers, what has long been regarded as their
uadoubted right to diseuss matters, all and
sundry, pertaining to praetically any men-
tionable subjeet. My perusal of the history
of the State Parliament shows that this is
the 60th year of Responsible Government in
Western Australia and that on only two
previous oecasions have members been con-
fronted with a situation such as this. One
was in 1931, when there was an emergency
and certain steps had to be taken regarding
the Premiers’ Plan. The other oceasion was
in 1943, when that greatest of all emergen.
cies was facing Australia, that is, the ap-
proach of the Japanese to Australian shores.
3o, in both those instances, there were good
and substantial reasons, or at lesst some
semblance of reason, for members being
denied their proper rights. But on this oe-
vasion there is no particular threat to the
well being of the State socially, economie-
ally or internationally.

There has been no good reason adduced
why members should be denied yet another
limited privilege which they enjoy., Never
before in the history of Western Australia
has any Government {ried to eclose the
mouths of Qpposition members immediately
prior to an election. There would be and,
of course, should be, the strongest protest
on any occasion, but the position is as plain
as a pikestaff that the Government, by re-
sorting to this miserable trick, is denying
all members, including its own supporters,
but particularly Opposition members, the
right to ecriticise it. God* knows, there
are sufficient things about which this
Government should be ealled to order
and asked to give aceount. I realise
that members on this- side -of the
House are at a great disadvantage because
of the friendly attitude of the daily Press
towards the Government. That reflects not
only against members but also against those
they represent, namely, the people of West-
ern Australia,
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Instead of this sort of thing being re-
corded as an outright scandal, it is glossed
over on the mere flimsy pretexi that there
will be some saving of time. If the matter
of time saving were a factor, particularly
in view of the records presented by the
Leader of the Oppogition, Parliament could
bhave been summoned a couple of ‘weeks
earlier. Had that bheen done, then while
members were applying themselves to the
Address-in-reply, Ministers could still have
been giving consideration to their legislative
programme. I appreeiate that on a motion
such as that now before the House, which
restricts the opportunities of members re-
specting their deliberations, one is not en-
titled to wander too far from the terms of
the proposition under discussion. So far
as I am personally concerned, I feel that
I have the support of at least 99 per cent.
of my constituents when I express my
strongest disapproval of the Government’s
mean and contemptible triek,

Point of Order,

Mr. Bovell: On g point of order, Mr.
Speaker! According to the statement on the
notice paper I have, you called this session
of Parliament together. I think the re-
marks of the member for East Perth are
uncalled for.

Mr. Marshall: You do not betieve that!
Mr. Reynolds: Don’t be so childish!

Mr, Speaker: The member for East Perth
may proceed.

Debate Resumed.

Mr. GRAHAM: Like the member for
Fremantle, I feel, notwithstanding the two-
fold object of the Government—firstly, with-
out question, there is the paramount desire
to stifle the eriticism of the Opposition and,
seccndly, there is the desire to overcome
the position created by two of its support-
ers who are contemplating contesting the
next Federal elections—that, it will not
gain anything whatsoever in the sav-
ing 'of time. If we have been robbed,
ag we have, and shamefully robbed at that,
of our rights, we on the Qpposition side of
the House at -any rate intend to take ad-
vantage of every opportunity to point out
those matters we think worthy of mention,
and where no such opportunity is provided
by means of legislation, other methods will
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be found so that the voice of the people,
through their representatives, may be heard
in this Chamber,

Once again I protest as strongly as it is
possible for me to do apainst the action
of the Government. Were .1 to express
myself in termg applicable to the state of
my feelings respecting this matter, I am
ceriain I would be called to order. The
Government has done a most shoeking thing
to the representatives of the people, and
I sincerely hope that the publie organs of
propaganda will let the people know that
we on the Opposition side of the House are
disgusted with the Government, and that
they will point out the situation to the
people in a manner that will be a proper
reflection of our feelings regarding the
matter,

MR. STYANTS (Kalgoorlie) [5.25]: I
desire briefly to express my resentment
regarding the tactics the Government has
adopted on this occasion. It is not often
that I am resentful in this House, I feel
that it ix an affront to members, particularly
to those sitting on the Opposition side of
the House, that they should be deprived of
an opportunity to speak on the Address-in-
reply. T know it has been said by certain
members—

" Point of Order.

Mr, Leslie: On a point of order, Mr.
Speaker! I am sure gther members will, with
me, appreciate very greatly your indulgence
in this matter.

Hon. A. R, G. Hawke:
point of order?

Mr. Leslie: I find in the motion no re-
ference to the matter of the Address-in-
reply. So far as I ean see, the acceptance
or rejection of -the motion by the House,
cannot mean that members are deprived—

Mr. Marshall: Are you giving a decision
on the point of order or merely submitting
one? )

Mr. Leslie: T am seeking a ruling.

Hon. J, B. 8leeman: I would like to ask
you, Mr. Speaker, whether the member for
Mt. Marshall is in order in making :a
speech when asking for your ruling?

Mr. Speaker: I will await-the point of
order.

Hon, J. B. Sleeman:
decision himself.

What is your

He is giving a

[ASSEMBLY.]

’

Mr. Leslie: I wish to ask whether the
acceptance or rejection of the motion bas
any ettect upon the question of whether or
not an Address-in-reply debate will be pro-
ceeded with in this Chamber.

Mr. Speaker: As I see it, the point raised
is as to whether the restoration of the
Standing Orders implies that the session
will proceed instead of a new session being
commenced. In other words, the guestion
1s as to whether the proceedings now are to
be merely a cleaping up of the work of the
existing session, or whether there will he a
further session at a later stage. ] am not
in a position to say anything abont that.
From what I have been able to gather, and
havipg listened to the eriticism respecting
the rvestoration of the Standing Urders, all
I capn say is that I will give members every
opportunity to express their criticism, but
they must not overdo it.

Hon. A, R, G. Hawke: Hear, hear!

Hon. A. H. Panton: They cannot overdo
it.

Debate Resumed.

Mr. STYANTS: This is a questibn of the
applieation of the Standing Orders, which
apply.to the Address-in-reply as well, It
secms strange to me that the Premier should
dispense with the Standing Orders in one
direction and then a couple of days later
move that they shall again be operative, I
claim that the A'ddress-in-reply debate is
governed by Standing Orders in exactly the
same way ag is the motion before the Chair.
I know that it has been said by various
members that we could quite easily dispense
with that debate, but I bave never been one
to subscribe to that point of view.

During the 14 sessions I have been pre-
sent in the Hause, I have.always taken ad-
vantage of the opportunity to express
criticism of the Government or to explain
the requirements of the distriet I have the
honour to represent or, in & wider sense, to
diseuss matters of State or national import- -
ance. From the standpoint of aetial
effectiveness of contributions to the Address-
in-reply debate, while not very much im-
portance may be attached to them, neverthe-
less they provide members with one of those
rare. opportunities afforded them to diseuss
matters that possibly could not come up for
consideration on the Estimates later in the
session, Those members, who say that ne
great harm would be done if this Standing
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Order and also the Address-in-reply were
dispensed with, would be in much the same
category as those people who, with reluet-
ance, are compelled to enrol and then vote
at elections. While they elaim tbat it is a
great nuisance to have to do so, if the privi-
ledge were withdrawn they would assuredly
eomplain and be very resentful of it. Se,
if it were decided to withdraw the Address-
in-reply debate, I am certain that 99 per
cent, of the members would be keenly re-
sentful of it as 2 common rule, and I feel
resentful of it now in the exceptional cir-
cumstances that have oeeurred during the
eurren{ gession. . -

The reason for what has happened is well
known to us. I may be unjustly suspicious
but, in my opioion, the reason is that the
Government feared that probably frustira-
tion tacties would be adopted by the
Opposition in an endeavour to prolong the
session till a stage when it would be very
diffieult for its two smpporters, who are
aspirants for Federal political honours, to
carry out their now quite Jaudable inten-
tions. I think the Premier and his Ministers
must agree that, in a general sense, they
have received a fair amount of co-operation
from members on this side of the House:
The Opposition has a certain duty to per-
form and certain objectives to attain, One
of its principal duties is to -ecriticise
the actiong of the Government, and the Gov-
ernment must admit that the Opposition
has indulged in only fair and legitimate
eriticism.

I direct the Premier’s attention to the fact
that, towards the close of last year, he ex-
pressed a desire that the sitting of the
House should be concluded on a certain
date. I say without fear of snccessful con-
tradiction that the conduet of business to-
wards the close of last year was the greatest
jumble that has occurred during the 14
vears T have been in Parliament. Members
will reeall that, to meet the Premier’s wishes
to finish on a certain date, members of the
Opnosition co-operated to the extent of re-
fraining from discussing even for a minute
,such important Votes on the Estimates as
Mines, Railways and Agriculture. We co-
operated to the limit to help the Premier.

Hon. F. J, 8. Wise: And we still want
to co-operate.

Mr. STYANTS: It shows little apprecia-
tion of our co-operation that the Premier
and his Ministers should decide to frustrate
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any proposed attempt by us to prolong the
session in order that the two aspiramts for
Federal honours might resign their State
membership to nominate for Federal seats.
I do mot think the Government need have
had any fear on those grounds, because no
benefit would have acerued to us, and it
has not been the practice of the Qpposition
unduly to oppose anything in the order of
business or prevent the Premier from at-
taining any objective he had in mind. I
recommend the Premier and his Ministers
to consider the words of the great author
and philosopher Voltaire who, when dis-
cusging tbe question of the right of his
opponents to free speech, said, ‘I may not
believe a word that you are going to say,
but I will fight to the utmost for your right
to say it.”

HON. J. T. TONKIN (North-East Fre-
mantie) [5.33]: The motion which the Pre-
mier is asking the House to rescind was
moved much earlier this session. Later on
in the session, I assmme that the Premier
will desire to move a similar motion in order
to expedite the despatch of business, and
I am wondering whether it will be competent
for him to, do so. Under the Standing
Orders, if a member moves a motion and
it is defeated, it is not permissible for him
to move it again in the same session; and
yet that is what the Premier will be seeking
to do.

This motion was carried at the end of last
year because the Government needed it to
get the business through, but owing to the
steps sinee taken by the Government, we
are now being asked {o reseind that motion.
If we agree to its reseission, I should like to
know whether it will be competent for the
Premier to move a>similar motion later on
this session for the purpose of expediting
the despatch of business.

Had the Government not decided to
trample upon the rights of private members
in Ifs own interests and so dispense with
the Address-in-reply debate in this way, it
would not have been necessary for the Pre-
mier to move this motion of rescission. The
resolution would have lapsed in the ordinary
course and we could have proceeded, as we
had every right to expect, with the final
gession of the Parliament.

It would not have been so bad had the
Premier dispensed with the Address-in-reply
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during the second session, provided he felt
disposed so to do. That would have been
bad encugh, but it would not have been
nearly so bad as his action on this occasion.
The Government must realise that members
of the Opposition have a duty to the coun-
try and that duty is to hold up to the light
of eriticism the actions of the Government.
How else are the people to know what is
happening? They eannot depend upon what
the newspaper will tell them hecause that
is on the side of the Government and the
newspaper is silent on its misdeeds while it
praises to the utmost those things of which
from time to time the Government feels
proud.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: “The West Aus-

tralian” is the Government.

Hon. J. T, TONKIN: So there is a spe-i-
ally good reason why we should have no
muzzling of the Opposition in the final ses-
sion of the Parliament. If we had a Press
that told the people what was oceurring in
the House without suppressing reference to
actions that would do the Government no
credit, as has been the casze, there would not
be so much to criticise, hut because the
newspaper, as is well known, shields the
Government and praises it where possible,
members of the Opposition should not e
denied the right and opportunity to let the
people know the truth about the actions of
the Government,

There are many matters that ought to be
brought to the light of day illustrative of
how badly the Government has fallen down.
The Government elaims to assist the estah-
liskment of industry, hyt actually holds up
the establishment of industry, as I shall
prove gt the earliest opportunity. Hence
it has taken this step to protect its own
skin because of the diffienlties that will arise
later—difficulties emanating from the actions
of members supporting the Government, not
as a result of action by members on the
Opposition side. Because of action pro-
posed to be taken at a later stage by mem-
bers supporting the Government, the Pre-
mier and his Ministers desire to hasten into
the safety of recess, if they can, In order
to do that, it deprives private members,
without any compunetion at all, of that
whick has been their right since Responsible
Government, a right to which the Opposi-
tion is entitled, an opportunity deliberately
afforded it, to express its point of view. In

[ASSEMBLY.]

view of the action taken by the Premier, I
should like to know from him whether the
Auditor General’'s report will be tabled be-
fore the Budget is presented.

Hon, F. J, 5. Wise: Of course it will not.

Hon, J. T. TONKIN: That is something
which his eolleague, the Deputy Premier,
repeatedly urged when he was on this side
of the Hounze. He insisted that there counld
be no proper consideration of the Budget
unless the Auditor General's report was
tabled. Are we likely to have it, and are
we likely to get the Budget early enough
to enable us to discuss it properly? We cer-
tainly were not afforded that opportunity in
the earlier part of this session, when the
Estimates for department after department
were rushed through in a matter of seconds.

Mr, Marshall; We foolishly subscribed to
it.

Hon. J. T, TONKIN: There was no op-
portunity for us to deal with the Estimates
for the various departments. Is that to be
the position again, so that the Government
can tush into the safety of recess, or are
we to be given a fuller opportunity on this
oceasion, especiaily now that we have heen
deprived of our opportunity on the Address-
in-reply? In view of the Premier’s state-
ment published in “The West Australian”
that he was solicitous for the rights of pri-
vate members, I should like to know whether
they will be enabled to deal with their busi-
ness during this gession.

Hon. F. J. 5. Wise: Of course they will
not. The Qovernment will muzzle them, if
it cam.

Hon. J. T. TONKIN: Are the require-
ments of this State and the duties of pri-
vate members to be a secondary considera-
tion with the Government, its first consid-
eration being its own safety and the con-
venience of its own members?

Hon, A. R. G. Hawke: The whole two of
them!

Hon, J. T. TONKIN: The Government
has brought this pesition upon itself. I can
well imagine, as the Leader of the Opposi-
tion pointed out, what a howl there would
have been had the position been reversed.

Hon. F. J. 8, Wise: We have them all
silenced over there!

Hon, J. T. TONKIN: Had we attempted

to do what the Government did in the final
part of the first period of this session, that
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is, deprive Opposition members of their op-
portunity to criticise the Government, there
would have been a howl. Of course, the
Government can do anything so long as it
guits itself, but private members have a re-
sponsibility to their constitwents, Are they
to be trodden down merely becanse it suits
the Government to take this course of ae-
tion? I think that before the Government
is very much older it will have very good
reason to regret what it has done,

MR. HEGNEY (Pilbara) [5.44]: Before
the motion is submitted, I, in common with
other members, desire to express briefly my
views on the aftitude of the Government.
I am absolutely astounded at its decision
to prevent private members, not only oun
the Opposition side but on the Government
side also, from expressing their views and
the views of their constituents on matters
of vital importance to them, as well as on
matters affecting the people of the State
as a whole. I have a vivid recollection of
the meny fine orations that you, Mr.
Speaker, made in this Chamber when I be-
ecame a member.

Hon, A. R. G. Hawke: Hear, hear!

Mr. HEGNEY: Most of those orations
had for their object the impressing on mem-
bers of the importance of preserving their
rights, as well as the rights of the com-
munity. The Government's attitude is a
direct attempt to take away from private
members the right to submit their views
and opinions on behalf of the people whom
they represent. I assure the Government
that members on this side of the House,
and I speak for myself now, considered
that as the members of the Government
were inexperienced when they assumed
office, they should be given every oppor-
tunity to become conversant with the many
ramifications of their portfolios. As a con-
sequence—and as I think ‘‘Hansard’' will
prove—most, if not all, the members on
this side of the House were mild in their
eriticism of the members of the Govern-
ment; hut on this oceasion the Government,
at the direction of those who instruet it
from outside, has decided to sandbag the
Opposition, as well as the rank and file
members of the Liberal and Country
League and of the Country and Democratic
League and thus refuse them the oppor-
tunity of bringing matters of importance
hefore the House.
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It has been said by members on this side
of the House, as well as by some members
on the Government side, that the Address-
in-reply is not of great importance. I hold
the view that whether the present Govern-
ment continues in office or whether the Lab-
our Party is-in office after next election,
the onus is on Ministers to take cognisance
of what private members submit in
a rational way for their consideration. The
point I make is that private members have
ceriain rights; and, without going into
ancient history, it is nol so long ago since
private members practically had no rights
whatever. I would say in protesting
againgt the Government's attempt to re-
striet the rights of rank and file members,
that I feel disposed to avail myself to the
fullest extent possible ¢f my opportunities
under the Standing Orders to bring every
conceivable matter possible before Parlia-
ment this session, in the way I would have
done had there been an Address-in-reply
debate.

I assure the Premier that he will not galn
much time by the action of his Government
in cutting out the Address-in-reply. 1
agree with the Leader of the Opposition
that that was one of the many tactical
bluncers which the Government has made.
I know the Government aeted in full eol-
laboration with ‘‘The West Australian.”’

" As a matter of faet, I believe the Govern-

ment takes its instructions from that news-
paper, because quite recently I read a lead-
ing article wherein the paper commended
the State Government for its decision not
to introduce many Bills during the re-
mainder of the present session. It was

‘quite in order that the Government had

introduced many Bills in the previous ses-
sion and there was no oblization on the part
of the Government to introduce a multi-
plicity of Bills on this occasion.

M:=. Marshall: No matter how urgent they
might be!

Mr. HEGNEY: I would say that there
was'some motive behind the leading article
in “The West Aunstralian,” I have no doubt
—and I do not think any member of the

- Liberal and Country League or the Country

and Demoecratic Leagne who spoke honestly
would contradict my statement—that the
reason for this elimination of the Address-
in-reply and the introduction of an early
session was for the express purpose, in the
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firat place, of enabling the Governmeni to
close down this Parliament in time to allow
the member for Middle Swan and the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall to nominate for Federal
seats; and if Parliament is closed and the
results of the two subsequent by-elections
are adverse to the Government, it will still
be able to earry on. I believe that is one
of the reasons why the Government desires
to close Parliament early, ind as a private
member and a member of this community,
I contend that if the Government is going
to carry on, and that is what is in 1ts mind,
it is politically immoral.

If the Government proposes to carry on in
the event of the by-elections being adverse
to it after this session hag elosed, its action
will be politieally immoral. The only
honourable thing to do would be to go to
the eountry or resign. The rank and file
members of the Country and Demoeratic
League may not agree with me, nor may
the members of the newly-created Liberal
and Country League, but I believe there is
another reason for the action of the Govern-
ment. I can assure those nfembers that one
of the reasons why the Address-in-reply has
been cut out—they may not be able to look
behind the scenes or knmow what it going
on, but we know that they have been un-
eonsciously sand-bagged—is that there is
an important confercnce to take place on
the 6th and 7th July and another, T under-
stand, on the 8th July. It is significant
that those two conferences have been con-
vened on such elosely associated dates,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is get-
ting awsy from the motion.

Mr. HEGNEY: I am glad you remmded
me of that. It is funny you should have
reminded me because I was going to round
off on that point as it has a direct associa-
tion—

Mr, SPEAKER: I was trying to short-
circuit the hon, member.

Mr. HEGNEY: —with what you said
when you replied to the member for Mt.
Marshall, and it has relation to the restric-
tion of private members on both sides of
the House. You ecan see how I link the

points up in this way: thap in conneetion .

with those two conferences to which T have
referred it is hoped that the ‘Governament
will be able to overcome its diffieulties with-
out any Address-in-reply, becanse that
would have been out of the road altogether
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by that date. I know that the private mem-
bers of the Liberal and Country League will
not agree with the statement—but I have
reasonable grounds for making it—that there
ate cerfain motives behind the entire elimina-
tion of fhe Address-in-reply. If the Address-
in-reply had been arranged for, I do not
think the Government ecould have accused
the members on this side of the House of
entering into unfair or extravagant criticism.
If members will look up “Hansards” of the
last two sessions every one who is reason-
ably minded will realise thai the eriticism
offered has been very fair,

Hon. A. H. Panton: Constructive,

Mr. HEGNEY: It has been constructive
and reasoned eriticism, and the same would
have obfained on this oceasion. I would
like the Premier to indicate—if he is in a
position and eourageouns” enough to do so—
why the session has been called early and
why the Address-in-reply has been elimin-
ated. I would he very pleased to hear from
him on that matter. As a result of the
(Government’s action, members on this side
of the House have tp resort to other means
of bringing to the attention of the Govern-
ment matters affecting their electorates. I
regret that the Government’s decision is one
which tends to restrict and limit the rights
of members in this Parliament.

I shall eollaborate with the Government
when I think eollaboration is necessary in
regard to the Bills it introduces and will
belp to expedite the passage of those Bills;
but I can assure the Premier and the At-
torney General, the legal adviser of the
Government, that I shall take every step
possible under Standing Orders to see that
matters that would have been brought be-
fore the Government by way of the Address-
in-reply are submitted by other means; and
in the long run I do not think the (Govern-
ment will gain any time by its unwise action
in restricting the rights of private members
by ecutting out the Address-in-reply.

HON. A. R. G. HAWEKE (Northam)
[5.56] : T support the motion, which should
be some comfort to the Premier.

The Minister for Works: That is an
excelleng start anyhow.
The Minister for Housing: It is real

collaboration,
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Hon. A. R. G. HAWEE: I am sure that
the Premier and all his Ministers will agree
that the Opposition has co-operated very
fully with them during the two years they
have been in office. That co-operation has
operated, not only inside this Parliament,
when Parliament bas heen in session, bui
also outside, as I am sure the Premier would
readily admit. Because the Opposistion has
co-operated so reasonably with the Govern-
ment during the whole of its existence and
thereby assxsted it to carry on the affairs
of State, it’ is diffieult to understand why
the return given by the Government to the

Opposition for that co-operation is so in- .

sulting as it has been in connection with the
methods used by the Government regarding
the sittings of Parliament that are now tak-
ing place.

I think the least the Premier and his
colleagues could bhave done in return for
the co-operation given to the Government
by the Opposition was to take the necessary
steps to bring to an end last year’s session
of Parliament and te make this year's sit-
tings a new sesslon altogether. That was
the least the Government might have been
expected to do for the Opposition and for
private members generally in return for the
large measure of eo-operation which the
Government has always had from the Leader
of the Opposition and members on the
Opposition benches, Certainly there is no
warrant or justification of any kind for the
Government’s action in deciding to make
this year’s sittings a continuation of the
session held last year.

It must be evident fo the Premier, if not
to all of his Ministers, that the Gévernment
hag gained nothing and will gain nothing
in point of time beecause of its action in seek-
ing to deprive private members of Parlia-
ment of the right to participate in the
normal  Address-in-reply debate. There
could possibly in some cirenmstances be a
justifieation for dispensing with the
Address-in-reply debate, but thére eould be
no circumstances in the final year of a
Barliament to justify the wiping out of the
right of private members to participate in
such a debate. I think the Premier has en-
tirely overlooked the fact that the right of
members to parficipate in an Address-in-
reply debate is an absolute ome given to
them by the Standing Orders of this House,
The Premier has to explain to members why

I5]

- egrrect,
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the Government has completely taken away
the right of private members here to par-
ticipate in such a debate, if they so desire.

I would not have made such p strong pro-
test ahout this mabter if the Premier had
been frank with the publie in the explana-
tion he made publicly as to the reasons why
the Government decided to make the sittings
of Parlinment this year a continuatidn of
those, which took place last year.

Hon. F. J S. Wise: They sounded very
like exeuses not reasons,

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: In “The West
Australian” of Thursday, the 19th May
last, the Premier is reported as stating—

The Budget would be introduced early and

members would then have an opportunity of
discussing every aspect of State affairs.
Of course, members have that right in every
sesgion. There is nothing new in it. It
does not give members any additional rights
beyond what they have had in other sessions.
The Premier then went on in his statement
to try to justify or explain the altered pro-
cedure as follows:—

The altered procedure to be followed this

year was made desirable by circumstances, he
said.
It was “made desirable,” mind you Mr.
Speaker, and not “necessary” or “justified”
or “right” in any shape or form, but “made
desirable by circumstanees.” The Premier:
went on to say—

The Federfl eleetions would take place dur-
ing the period in which the State Parlinment
ugually assembled and members would desire a
long adjournment to participate in the cam-

paign.

The poinis made by the Premier in that
part of the statement are not necessarily
What - right has the Premier to
say, for jinstance, that the Federal election
would take place during the peried in which
the State Parliament usually assembled? No-
one knows whether the Federal election will
take place in October, November or Decem-
ber of this year, or January of next year.
What right had the Premier to speak for
all members and say that they would desire
a long adjournment to participate in the
Federanl election campaign?

Hon. A. H. Panton: We might not be
interested.

Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: This House
meets only on Tuesdays, Wednesdays and
Thursdays. Members of the State Parlia-
ment, if & Federal election campaign were
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taking place, and the State Houses still re-
mained in session, could take part in that
eampaign on Fridays, Saturdays, Sundays
and Mondays.

Mr. Marshall: Why did it become so im-
portant this time?

Hon, A. R. G. HAWEKE: If all members
desired this House to adjourn so that they
might take part in a Federal election cam-
paign, we need not adjourn for more than
two weeks at the most, beeause that wonld
be a sufficient period of time for such State
members as would take part in the cam-
paigzn to do so.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise:
happen after resumption?
worry.

Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE : We know from
experience, espeeially of the more recent
Federal elections, that State members do not
take a very big part in Federal election
campaigns—that is speaking of State mem-
bers as a whole. As T said earlier, T am
sure the Premier did not give to the public
the true explanation of why his Govern-
ment decided upon the proposal to ezll tha
State Parliament together earlier this year
and to deprive private members of Parlia-
ment of their undoubted right to participate
in an Address-in-Reply debate. Following the
publication of the Premier’s explanation in
“The West Australian of the 19th May, I
felt it my duty on hehalf of the Qpposition,
as the Leader of the Opposition was away,
to question very serionsly the explanation
he had given. I submitted a statement to
“The West Australian,” which was publish-
ed without any portion of it being sup-
pressed. It is quite unusnal for the editor
of “The West Anstralian” te publish any of
my contributions withont maliciously sup-
pressing some portion of them—

The Premier: He gave your Leszder a
pretty good go this morning.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE : —more particu-
larly when those contributions have to do
with aetual or potential mergers hetween
the anti-Labour parties in this State.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: He likes your com-
ments, on which to build his leaders,

Hon. A, R. G. HAWKE : The submission
I made to “The West Australian” wag so
good thet I propose to read it.

The Minister for Housing: Is this the
part that was published, or the part cut
out?

But what would
That is the
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Hon. A. R, G. HAWKE: The Minister
for Housing is not displaying his cunstom-
ary lueidity, as I said a momeni ago that
the editor of “The West Australian* pub-
lished this statement without suppressing
any portion of it. The matter published
reads as follows:—

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition—Mr.
Hawke—said yesterday, he was naturally in-
terested in the Premier’s announcement re-
garding the Government’s decision to eall Par-
linment together on the 15th of June,

The Premier c¢laimed the decision to con-
tinue last year’s session, instead of having =z
new one, was to enable Parliament to adjourn
earlier than usual so" that its members could
participate in the Federa) election campaign.
As no date for that election had yet been
fixed, the question of adjourning the State
Parlinment was at present neither vital nor
urgent.

It was much more likely the Premicr and
his colleapues had chosen the proposed course
to prevent members from ecriticizsing the Gov-
ernment upon 2 number of matters vita} to the
publie.

Some of those matters, including the appal-
ling lack of control over prives, require urgent
nttention at the hands of Parliament, vet dis-
cussion upon them would he prevented until
come considerable time after Parliament met,
if the Government had its way,

The Minister for Housing: No editor
could have cut anything out of that.

Haon. A, R. G. HAWKE: It continues—

If the Tederal election eame on fuirly early
there would be little or no opporturnity for
such discussions, as the State Government
would then have to close Parliament down, and
segk snfety in recess to save itself from defeqnt
in the Legislative Assembly. It was not the
fault of the publie, or of the Opposition, that
two of the CGovernment’s supporters had de-
cided to contest Federal sents, and would have
to resign their State seats at least two months
before nominating for the Federal Tarliament,
and the business of the country and of Parlia-
ment should not be pushed around to suit those
two members,

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: The Government has

allowed itself to be pushed around to suit
them.

Hon. A. R. G. HAWEKE: Further—

There was no genuine reason to justify the
Govermmment in denying to members of Parlia-
ment their ordinary and reasonable rights of
discussion and eriticism—more particularly as
the fortheoming mecting of Parliament would
he its last before the State election.

I have a sufficiently good opinion of the
commensense and of the practical mind of
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the Premier to believe that, when the pro-

posal to follow the line of action that the

Government has since followed in connee-

tion with these sittings of Parliament was

brought up in Cabinet, he opposed the idea.
Mr. Marshall: I will bet he did.

Hon. A. R. G, HAWKE: He would have
enough commonsense to know that if the
Government decided on that course and im-
posed it ppon members of thiz House, os-
tensibly for the purpose of saving time, it
would have the opposite effect.

Hon. ¥, J. 8. Wise: Who do you think
thought of it—the Attorney General again?

Hon. A. R. G. HAWKE: It is most un-
fortunate that the Premier will be the mem-
ber of the Government to stand up and de-
fend an action of the Government with
which he probably disagreed in Cabinet, I
have no doubt that this way of calling Par-
lisment together on the present occasion
was suggested by the shrewd Jegal minds
in the Government.

Mr. Marshall: Very shrewd!

Mr. Reynolds: There is no doubt about
that. .

Mr. Marshall; The taeties adopted indi-
ate that.

Hon. A.R. G. HAWKE: In 99 cases out of
100 the shrewd legal mind is a non-practical
mind; a mind that does not understand the
ordinary man or his reactions to certain
t lines of eonduct. T am positive that the -prac-
tical and commonsense minds of thg Minis-
ter for Works, the Premier and the Minister
for Transport would realise the probable
refictions of members' on the QOpposition side
of the House to this line of action.

Hon. F. J. S. Wise: What about the lady
memher?

The Minister for Housing: You should
go in for thought reading.

Hon. A. R, G. HAWKE: T feel I am
making some accurate deductions. because,
after all, if one knows men reasonably well
one knows how their minds work and the
lines of action they would advocate.

Mr. Marshali: You do not know the out-
side strings that were pulled for this,

Hon. A. R. G. HAWEKE: There is no
doubt that the twy shrewd lezal minds in
the Cabinet would advocate strongly that
this sort of politien! trickery should be prae-
tised upon the Opposition members of Par-
liament during the present vear, beecause I
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am certain that the move of the Giovern-

»ment ift this direction is neither more nor less
‘than snabby poiitical trickery, Why showd

wembers of the OUpposition and private
members generally be robbed of their un-
doubted right to porticipate in an Address-
w-reply debate it they so wish, simply be-
cause the member for Mt. Marshall and the
member for Middle Swan have takep it into
their heads to try to get into the Common-
wealth rarliament? Why should the rights
of most of the 50 wmembers of this House
be destroyed this year, in relation to the
Address-in-reply debate, to snit the con-
venience of those two members?

Mr. Marshall: Two that we would be
pleased to get rid of.

Hon. A R. G. HAWKE: Tt ig certainly
a ease of the tail wagging the dog.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. A. R, G, HAWKE: Before tea I

" quoted from the issue of “The West Aus-

tralian”. which published the Premier's
statement made for the henefit of the pub-
lic end giving the reasons—

Hon. F. J. 8. Wige: Or excoses!

Hon. A. R. 0. HAWKE: —or the so-
called resasons why the Government had
decided to adopt the practice it has in con-
nection with Parliament this Year and
against which members of the Oppasition
have protested during this discussion, The
salce report indieated that the Premier had
that day attended a meeting of the joint
Pfarhes which make the Govermment pos-
sible and this is what “The West Ausfra-
linn™ reported on the meqgting ;—

Mr. MeLarty appeared to
after  the meeting bec
heen very harmonious
hours that it lasted.
that some bitterness m
a member or two mad

be very pleared
ause  proceedings hag
for the two and a half
|At one stage it scemeg
ight be introduced wlen

) e reforence to organisa.
tional efforts for g Liberal ang Country Eeague

and (?_nuntr)' and Demorratie League merger,
but Aiseussion on this question quickly endei
and ail members eontinued. to use the wordy
of one, ‘‘tp he good pals.?’

The Premier: Hear. hear!

Han. A. R. G. HAWEE: The report con-
tinues— '

Mr. J. T. Mann, who recently resigned from
the C.N.L., beeame an Independent and sgbce-
quently joined the T.C.T., was present at the
meeting,
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The Minisfer for Houlsing: Are you quot-
ing from Standing Orders? We afe dis-
cussing the suspension of Standing Orders.

Hon. A. B. G, HAWKE: It is not diffi-
cult for those who were not present at this
meeting to imagine the member for Bever-
ley sitting between the member for Irwin-
Moore and the Minister for Transport, and
one econld almost see them sitting arm in
arm, as it were, and being “joliy good
pals.”

Hon. A, H. Panton: And so say all of
us!

Hon, A. R, G. HAWKE: During the tea
hour the Premier and myself had a very
friendly discussion—

Mr, Marshall: And decided to be “jolly
good pals.”

Hon. A. R. G, HAWKE: —in a most
appropriate place and under very favour-
able circumstances. One of the terms used
by the Premier was “our democratic way
of life.” I think our demoeratic way of
life is involved in the stand which Opposi-
tion members have taken in this discussion,
protesting against their democratic way of
life and their democratic rights in this
State. being taken from them by the Gov-
ernment because of the introduction of a
political trick in making the sittings of Par-
liament this year a eontinuation of the
session which commenced ir July of last
year. : .

If the Government was really anxious to
wipe out the Address-in-reply debate this

year there was a clear, straightforward’

eourse for it fo follow if it idtended to
treat the Opposition in this House in a
decent manner, and if it was to show some
practical demonstration of its oft-repeated
expressions of belief in the phrase “our
democratic way of life” The clear and
straight-forward way would have been for
the Government to bave brought legally to
an end the sittings of last year and to have
commeneed a new session this year
and then brought down a motion when the
House met, if Standing Orders had permit-
ted it, to dispense with the Address-in-reply
debate. If that could have heen done, and
had been done, all membhers of this Asser-
bly could have decided by diseussion, and
by vote, whether they were prepared to
surrender the =ight which is normally
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theirs to have an Address-in-reply debate

- and of participating in if to the extent

which any one of them might desire,

The Government did not follow that
course. It adopted {he shrewd legal politi-
cal trick of making the sittings of Parlia-
ment this year a eontinuation of those held
last year and thereby making the sittings
of this year part of the same session as
the sitiings of last year. There was nothing
very democratic about that and there was
nothing decent about it, It was a politi-
cal trick which the Government bas no
reason to be other than very much ashamed
about, '

Prior to tea I said that it was not fair
that the position of two rhembers in this
House who have decided to contest the

‘next Federal election should be allowed to

deprive more than 40 othér members of the
House of the right that is usually theirs.
I do not consider the Government was in
any way justified in robbing other memhers
of their rights because two members have
decided to leave this Assembly altogether
and try te get into another Parliament.
The main reason why the Government fol-
lowed the course it did was to try to finish
the sittings this year as quieckly as possible
so that Parliament might be closed down
before these two members had to resign,
and thus allow the Government te he safe
in recess and away altogether from any in-
fluence or deeision which Parliament would
exercise uponr it if Parliament were still
gitting.

Is it a fair proposition from the point of
view of the public generally, and of the
welfare of the country, that there should
be a rush to get through the sittings this
year as quickly as possible and eclose
Parliament down altogether as early &s pos-
sible in order that the Government might
avoid being amenable to the will of Par-
liament? In essence, therefore, the main
reason why the Government has put over
this pelitical trick and why it has robbed
memnbers of the Opposition, and private
members generally, of their ordinary un-
doubted right, is that it is anxious to
preserve iis own gkin and to run the full
eourse of office which would normally be
available to it. Thiz Government is on the
way out, there is nct the slightest doubt in
the world about that.

The Premier: There may he some differ-
ence of opinion there.
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Hon, A. R. G. HAWKE: No doubt there
waonld be n difference of opinion. The Pre-
wier, deep in his heart of hearts, enter-
tains some slight feeling of hope that a
miracle might ocecur to influence the ma-
jority of the people to allow his Govern-
ment to continue in office, but widespread
genera]l publie opinion prevails today that
this (fovernment is doomed and is un-
deubtedly on the way oat.

The Premier: You have been moving
ahout in a very restricted circle.

Hon. A. R. 3. HAWKE: I have covered
a very wide cirele, but whether one moves
in a resiricted or a wide circle does not
matler much. It is not the length of dis-
tance one rovers that matters. Some fool-
ish person once said that travel brondens
the mind and some very wise person later
amended that in a way that I cannot de-
serile at the moment. Travel does not
neepssarily.brouden the mind, Everything
depends upon the type of mind possessed
Ly the person who travels. Some persons
could travel around the world ten times and
be no  hetter informed than when they
started.

The Premier: There was nothing per-
sonal in that remark.

Hon. A. R. (1, HAWKE: Other persons
could travel from Perth to Pinjarra and
have their minds tremendously broadened—

The Premier: Yes, they have.

Hon, A, R. G. HAWKE: —by that short
58-mile trip through exceedingly heautiful
eountry.

Mr, STEAKER: Order!

Hon. A, R. G. HAWKE: The Govern-
ment, by adopting this politieal triek, is,
in effect, speaking figuratively, sitting npon
members of the Opposition, and I do not
know of any man, not even the Attorney
General, who appreciates heing sat upon.
Tf one sits upon the savage man, he pro-
tests about it. He kicks, he struggles, ho
bites, and does anything else which he is
alle to do io eseape from that undesirable
and unfortunate position. The Govern-
ment was very ill-advised by super-shrewd,

nnpractieal legal minds when it acreed Lo |

adopt this praectice of making sittings of
Tarliament this vear a continuation of the
sittines of last vear. I am sure the more
practien]l minds of the common men in the
Covernpent were fearful that by thus sit-
ting umon memhers of the Opposition, and
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other private members as well, the Govern.
ment would stir nup those members to an
extent which would take up much more of
the timne of Parliament in legitimate pro-
tests and attempts at the discussion of vital
subjects; mueh more time, five times more
time, than would have been taken up if
the Government had adopted the sensible
and straightforward course of making this
a new session of Parliament for 1949 and
allewing members to choose whether they
would aecept their undoubted right of par-
ticipating in the Address-in-reply debate
if they so wished.
[Resolved: That motions be continued.]

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [7.45}: I
do not propose to delay the House, but in
anticipation of what the Premier may say io
reply, I desire to make one or two observa-
tions. I think I have the very proud distine-
tion of having sat in this House for a longer
period than any other member. During that
period only on two previous oceasions have
I experienced two sessions of Parliament de-
veloiing intp one session by virtue of an
adjournment. 8o the Premier eould, in reply,
say that & precedent has occurred on more
thar. one oceasion. However, on thoss {wo
oveasions a crisis existed during the periods
of those respective Parliaments, One was
during the financial emergency atmésphere
of “he Commonwealth and the other was
when the Legislative Couneil refused to pass
the Supply Bill. (On both those occasions
when  those Parliaments adjourned, it
was with the concurrence of the Oppaosition
who were informed of the situation by the
Governments of those periods, and we knew
foll well that when we met again it would
be a continaance of a sesston which had been
temporarily adjourned. Therefore, it is of
little use the Premier, when replying, using
those ocensions as a preeedent for the aetion
of the present Government.

This question would not be before ug if
it wore not for the fact that a motion is
nsnally moved fowards the end of a session
to finalise the business of Parliament and
in which the Opposilion always coneurs be-
canse of the eirecumstanees that usually pre-
vail at that time. TIn consequence, the Pre-
mier must bave known when he moved the
motion what his Government had pronosed
to do. If he did know, then he deceived this
House when he put forward his motion be-
eanse he gave us no information as to the
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attitude which his Government proposed to
take when it was moved. If the Premier
was unaware of what his Government was
going to do, then it is quite obvious that
tactics have been adopted which are foreign
to the usual procedure followed by the re-
speetive Governments down through the
ages, so far ay I know. His Government
hns acteq in entire contradiction to the at-
titude of all Governments when moving tfo
suspend Standing Orders to expedite the
passage of legislation and motions at the
conclusion of a session. So one has to look
for the reason for the change in procedure.

I am more than surprised th#® the Pre-
mier would coneur in any decision given by
his Cabinet to adopt the procedure which
it has followed on this occasion. I could never
believa that a Premier of this State could
do it, T counld never believe it, nnless.it were
brought home to me forcibly by facts such
as those confronting us at present. I have
always recognised the Premier of this State
—I have had no hesitation whatever in ex-
pressing my opinion to ontsiders—as a most
conscientious man, one whose intenfions
were always honourable. T am afraid his
attitude with regard to what is happecing
now must canse me to revise my opinion.

Hon. A. H. Panton: Unfortunately, he has
got into bad company.

Mr. MARSHALL: T always regarded the
Premier as streng enough to hold aloof from
the temptations of these ill-docrs. We hear
a lot about the democratic way of life, and
I have heard some of the present Ministers
severely ridiculing the attitide of another
Gavernment in power in Australia for going
to the length of gagging members, and pre-
venting them from expressing views on be-
half of the people they represent in that
particular Parliament. What has this Gov-
ernment ‘done? The very thing of which
they have complained so hitterly! I know
of no other seetion of this eommunity, apart
from the communists, that would adopt a
like attitude. That which the Government
has adopted is typically a communist atti-
tude,

Hon. A. H. Panton: That is right.
Mr. MARSHALL: They want to gain

a certain objective, and to attain a certain
goal they will stop at nething.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: Any means to an
end. .

dently there was a motive.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. MARSHALL: That is so.

Mzr. Hoar: Why worry about the Liberal
Party?

Hon. A. B. G. Hawke: Or the camouflage
Ieague.

Mr. MARSHALL: Their object is to de-
stroy the Labour Party, and then the rest
is easy. KEvidently they are in communi-
cation with the communists and know that
it will be easy once they can get rid of the
Labour Party.

Mr, Siyants: “Liguidate” is the word.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, and the rest is
easy. There is no justification for the action
that the pretent Government has taken.
There was nothing to prevent the session
from being commenced a month earlier. The
session ecould have commenced in May or
even in April

Hon. A, R. G. Hawke: Why not the 1st
April!

Mr. MARSHALL: There was nothing to
prevent that eourse from being adopted.

The Minister for Housing: Of course
there was, The dining-room was not finished
then!

Mr. MARSHALL: The Government could
have called Parliament together in .April
and followed the ordinary procedure, Evi-
Why was the
opening of Parllament delayed?

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: What do you think
was the motive?

Mr. MARSHALL: Political expediency;
the necessity to save their politieal skips;
the fear of facing up to the situation com-
fronting them! Mbst of the offensive be-
haviour by the Government towards the
Opposition has not been effected legis-
latively. Most of its demeanours, which,
will he rightly sheeted home to Ministers in
the near future, have heen administrative.

Mr. May: You mean Ministers do not
need Parliament? -

Mr. MARSHALL: They wouold dearly
like to be without one at the moment. The
position is that they are getting their diree-
tions from the capitalistic Press and are
following the lines of political expediency.

The Premier: I thought we - were in-
flueneced hy the communists,

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: It is much the same
in effect.
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Mr. MARSHALL: 1 do not know that
the communists are so very much opposed
to the capitalistic Pregs, although they have
& Press of their own. The capitalistic Press
here gave a lead to the Government as to
what it should do. Ministers were told that
they need not too hurriedly open the session
and, when they did so, there was no necessity
to introdnce much legislation, however
necessary some might be.

Hon. F. J. S. Wise: Surely yon do not
read the leading articles!

Mr. MARSHALL: The Government has
adopted tacties of political expediency. It
has Jone what it has in order to get away
from the eritieism that is due. It has filched
the rights of members of the Oppositon to
speak on behalf of the people they repre-
sent, Ministers will close the session as soon
as possible, and then they will be able to
retain their portfolios until April, even
though it may be against the desire of the
people. ‘

Mr. SPEAKER: QOrder! The House has
noft yet ecarried the motion.

Mr. MARSHALL: The motion should
pever have been placed before this House.
It would not have been placed before us
were it not the desire of the Government to
evade criticism. What I cannot understand
is the silence of those who supported ‘the
Government on the seore of democraey, when
they spoke from public platforms. The
Libern] flag was flown at every meeting,

Mr, Graham: The yellow flag!

Mr. MARSHALL: Not one of those
members has entered a protest sgainst what
is going on. They have not protested against
being gagged.

Mr. Hiil: Who is being gagged?

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. member has
not protested against his Government deny-
ing him the right to speak on the Address-
in-reply. .

Mr. Hill: T have the right to speak # 1
want fo.

Mr. MARSHALL: Even if he were to
speak, we know what he would say. There
is only one subject he would deal with—
the Albany harbonr. We know what he
would deal with if he were to speak, and
we know what he would say aé the finish.

The Premier: At any rate, he has had
resalts. ' .

117

Mr, MARSHALL: There’is a reafon for
it all. Members on the Government side are
gagged without any difficulty. I am sure of
this, that if they were to rise in their places
and address you, Mr. Speaker, what they
would like to say would be to the disadvan-
tage of their own Government.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: That is so. The
Government is gtraining their loyalty almost
to breaking point. ‘

Mr. MARSHALL: That is the position.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: The member for
Mt. Marshall would love to get up and make
a speech.

Mr. MARSHALL: [his is the first time
in my political career that I have seen a
body of men desirous of playing a pari dy
a minority Government,

Mr. Reynolds: You are still learning.

Mr. MARSHALL: Ministers are only
anxious to get through the session early so
that Parliament will again be in recess. In
those ecircumstances, whether the Govern-
ment has a majority or not, Ministers can
still remain in office, irrespective of the
people’s desires.

Eon. F. J. 8. Wise: That is the scheme
all right.

Mr. MARSHALL: I protest ag one who
belicves in retaining the rights of private
merabers. We should not bhe deprived of the
opportunity to voice the desires of the
people we represent. I eare not what the
Government may be, any attempt along
those lines, the effect of whichk will be to
restriet the opportunities of private mem-
bers, will be contrary to demoeratic prin-
eiples. I know what is behind this move.
It is that the Government is afraid to face
up to the Opposition, The desire is to cover
up and no doubt the actions of the Govern-
ment will be glossed over hy the capitalistic,
so-called free Press. I well remember the
history of bygone days when every section
of the Press was opposed to a eertain
political party. When the struggle was at
its height, when there were no people who
seemed anxious fo help and +when that
party’s reputation was besmirched—ihere
seemed no support apart from the party’s
own organisation—they struggled on and
went to the people. They won the election
and annihilated all opposition, I forerast
that fate for the present (Government in the
near future.
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THE PREMIER (Hon. D. R. MeLarty—
Murray-Wellington—in reply) [8.0]: As
soon as circumstances allowed me, I moved
the motion standing in my name. The ob-
Jjert was to restore to members as quickly as
possible the privileges which they have al-
ways enjoyed in this House. The Standing
Ovders were suspended towards the end of
last year, which was the usual thing to do.
This motion is not being opposed, bhut the
opportuaity has been taken, in the main, to
object to the omission of an , Address-in-
reply debate on the resumption of the ses-
sion. As has been pointed out, there is a
precedent for what has been done on this
otcasion. -

Mr. Graham:
emergency.

The PREMIER: Since I have occupied a
geat in this House, I have noticed that pre-
cedents have been frequenily quoted and
that we have acted according to precedent.
However, T would say of this debate, which
extended over most of the afternoon and
has continaed for half-an-hour tonight, that
it amounts to nothing more than a storm in
a teacup.

Yes, during a national

Opposition ,Members: Oh, oh!

Hon, F, J. 8. Wise: Why have not some
of your menrbers spoken$-

The PREMIER: I did not ask one mem-
ber not to speak,

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: Someone did.
Mr, Hegney: Frank Downing did.

The PREMIER: I am not going.to apolo-
gise for the absence of an Address-in-reply
debate. T do not for one moment share the
view expressed by some members that their
chances of giving, vent to their feelings have
been curtailed. Members have not been de-
prived of their, rights; in fact, I consider
that they have exercised their rights pretty
freely since this session commenced.

Hon. F, J. 8. Wise: And we intend to.

The PREMIER: 1 have no quarrel with
the Leader of the Opposition on that score.

Mr. Graham: And you will get it in large
lumps, too.

The PREMIER: And the hon. member
will get some of it bhack,

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke:
democratic way of life?

*

What about our
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The PREMIER: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, in his most helpful manner,
has read to the House the reasons I gave
for ealling Parliament together earlier., I
still adhere to those reasons, We shall soon
he faced with the most mpﬁrtant Federal
elections that have ever been held, I take it
for granted that members of this House
will desire to take part in those elections,
and doubtless they will do so.

Hon, A. K. G. Hawke: The House could
have adjourned for two weeks,

The PREMIER: I do not think members
would have heen satisfied with that. There °
is another reason, which has alrcady been
quoted by the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion, that' members will go to the country on
this oceasion after a re-arrangement of

. electeral boundaries, and I think there is
_some necessity for them fo get to know the

new houngaries.

Mr. Graham: We have had the last six
months in which to de that.

The PREMIER: The hon, member btnted
that 99 per cent. of his electors objected to
the eutting out of the Address-in-reply. I am
perfectly certain that 99 per cent. of his
clectors are nob bothering their heads about
it.

The Minister for Lands:
through his neck!

The PREMIER: For cutting out the
Address-in-reply, not one person has objeet-
ed to me personally, but a pumber of people
have eome to me and commended us, claim-
ing that this represents a saving of time in
parliamentary practice.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: Do you believe that?

Mr. Hegney: Why did you cut it out?

The PREMIER: The hon. member has
heen complaining of his loss of privileges,
but he will have every opportunity to es-
ercise his rights. The Budget will be intro-
duced later, on which he will be able to
spread himself, and no doubt he will do so.
Mind you, Mr, Speaker, I am not encourag-
ing him tb do so.

Hon. A. H. Panton:
any encouragement.

The PREMIER: The .Leader of the
Opposition has also mentioned the oppor-
tunity that will be presented when the
Appropriation Bill is brought down. The
Loan Estimates will be introduced in duo
course, and there again members will have

He was talking

He does not need
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full opportunity to voice all the wants and
requirements of their districts, Various
motiong have bheen put on the notice paper,
" and the Leader of the Opposition knows
that those motions would have been there
irrespective of whether there had been an
Address-in-reply debate. This is the last
session of Parliament before the elections,
and we know what the tactics of the Opposi-
tion are,

Mr. Marshall: You were banking on an
Address-in-reply debate at the end of the
previons Parliament,

The PREMIER: Let me remind members
that, unlike the practice in some other Par-
liaments, no time limit is imposed upon
members here. I am not certain that that is
desirable, but it is a fa®. Further, the gag
has not been applied.

Mr. Graham: Do you propose fo use it?

The PREMIER: I have no intention of
telling the hon, member what I propose io
do. What I am doing is reminding members
of what appertains in this House. Mem-
hers have been given the fullest right to ex-
press their views.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke:
appertained here.

The PREMIER: Yes,

Mr. Hegney: Then there is nothing new
about if,

The PREMIER: I cannot see any justi-
fication for the complaint about members

That has always

not having an opportunity te give expres--

sion to theif feelings. They are free to do
so in every possible direction. Let us take
the Address-in-reply, or my experience of
it.

The PREMIER: Let us look at it.

Mr, May: Where is it?

Hon. F, J. §. Wise: -
taken it.

The PREMIER: 1T have found, as the
Leader of the Opposition no doubt has
found, that often it has been difficult to get
members to speak on the Address-in-reply.
We have come here in the afternoon and sat
again after tea, and a few minntes later
have gone home beeanse no member was pre-
pared’ to speak,

Mr. Reynolds:
House.

You have already

Not on this side of the
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The PREMIER: On both sides of the
House. The member for Forrvest has nob
been here as long as I bave, What I have
stated applies to members on both sides of
the House; it has been exeeedingly diffienlt
to get members to proceed with the Address-
in-reply debate. I have known Premiers to
send the Whips around with the intimation
that the Address-ip-reply was gomv to peter
out that night.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: Why not try to
abolish it in a straight-out and proper way?

The PREMIER : That might not be a bad
suggestion and I may have a further talk with
the Deputy Leader of the Oppeosition about
it. From my experience of the Address-in~
reply, members get up, one after another—

Mz, Marshall: They cannot get up before
one another, ean they?

Tae PREMIER: The hon. member is too
clever! Some members speak at great length
on the Address-in-reply, but what aectual
good has come of it? Do we ever get any
replies to the questions raised? I have
known Address-in-reply after Address-in-
reply when a Minister has never even replied
to the debate, Personally, T do not reeall
ever having received one line from a Minis-
ter after having‘brought forward matters
that I considered to be important, not a
line expressing his views or saying what
might be done.

Hon. A. H, Panton: Why, they dug up
all your country for drainage work!

Tae PREMIER: Mot as a result of what
was said on the Address-in-reply.

Hon. A. R. G, Hawke: That is only an-
other reason why you should have tackled
the problem in a straightout way, by allow-
ing the House to make the decision.

The PREMIER: I am trying to poin}
out-—and I think I have succeeded—that
members have not lost anything by not hav-
ing the Address-in-reply. It is not the inten-
tion of the Government even to try to stifle
discussion.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke:
not.

Mr, Reynolds: There is a threat in that.

The PREMIER: The member for North.
Eas: Fremantle gave me something to think
about while he was speaking.

Mr. Marshall: He usually does when he is
on his feet.

You had better
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The PREMIER: He suggested that this
motion, if passed, would prevent a motion
similar to that which is being rescinded
from being brought up at the end of this
session, or that the House could not agree
to its being moved again. During the tea
suspension I made some inquiries.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: In & most proper
place and under very favourable conditions.

The PREMIER: Yes. I consulted “May,”
14th edition, and if the hon. member will
turn to page 389 he will find that his fears
are groundless.

Mr. Marshall: “May” applies only when
our own Standing Orders are silent. Read
Standing Order 180.

The PREMIER: I have. The Leader of
the Opposition also has read it and, as the
hon. member is joking, I do not intend to
read it again. I do not know that I need say
any more. It is the intention of the House,
I can see, to agree to the mofion, and I
can only conclode by saying that T am con-
vineced po injusti~e has been dohe to mem-
bers.

Question put and passed; the motion
agreed to.

BILL—TUBERCULOSIS (COMMON-
WEALTH AND STATE
ARRANGEMENT).

Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FYOR HEALTH (Hon.
A. V. R. Abbott—North Perth) {8.12] in
moving the third veading said: The member
for Leederville asked me to obtain informa-
tion as to the increase in State expenditure
this year and as to the additional feceipts
which we would obtain from the Common-
wedlth, The figures supplied to me have not
yet been.accurately arrived at, but I under-
stand the amount is £25,000. T also inguired
whether many chest eases had been admitted
to the intermediate ward of the Royal Perth
Hospital, which is the only ward in a pub-
lic hospital where a charge is made in con-
nection with cases of tuberculosis. I under-
stand there may have been two or three
such cases. I move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILI—LANRD S8ALES CONTROL ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2).

Introduced by Mr, Reynolds and read a
first time.

MOTION—STATE ASSETS. .
As to Utilisation of Credit Balance.

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [8.15]: I
move—

That in the opinion of this House the Gov-
ernment should submit annually, along with the
Budget, a balance sheet showing fully the value
of all assets as well aa the labilities of the
State, in order that Parliament might hetter
understanil the selveney, or-otherwise, of the
State with the view of using the eredit balance
(if any) as security for the State Rural and
Industries Bank, which should make available
financial accommeodation to the State Govern-
ment at ecost for all Governmental purposes.
This would avoid in future all borrewing
througlh medium of the Loan Council from in-
stitutions or individuals as a debt against, the
the Stnte, which poliey has always been re-
spongible for the inerease of the Interest Bill,
which in turn has meant inercased tnxation to
‘cover such debt. :

The matter of a fiseal poliey for Australia,
ond for this State, has become almost a
hardy annual with me. T have no doubt
that I shall, to a degree, labour the matter
and this may prove irksome to some of the

‘older members who have henrd me on the

sameg subject before, when I tried to the
hest of my ability to bring about some
change in the fiseal policy of both the Com-
monwealth and the States. I think mem-
bers would arrive at the same conclusion

“ag I have if they would give a little con-

sideration tg daily occurrences which would
bring foreibly home to them that most of
onr economic and social evils result from
an ghsolete monetary system,

In passing, may I say that it seems to
be a practice of the ecapitalistic Press and
of professors to endeavour at all times, when
this matter is nnder review by them, to make
it appear as complicated, diffieult and intri-
cate as it is human!y possible for them to
make it. Really, the matter is more or less
simple, so simple that its simplicity is al-
most unbelievable unless gne gives some con-
sideration to it. On the last occasion when
I spoke on a similar subject T was on my
feet for close on one and a half hours, but
not a solitary line of what I said appeared
in the capitalistic Press. Obviously, what
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I was advocating was contrary to the policy
of the Press. Of course, Mr. Speaker, as
you know, the Press is free. We all know
that.

Hon. A. H. Panton: Free for what?

Mr, MARSHALL: Free only to ensure
that nothing gets publicity through its
medium other than that which conforms to
the policy initiated and endorsed by vested
interests. Any person who attacks the in-
terests which the Press represents and which
are beneficial and profitable to it will not
get publicity in its columns, I raise the
point merely to show that there must be
something sound and logical in my argu-
ment, because otherwise the Press would
have had no hesitAtion in letting the publie
know the faets., I remember that on one
. occasion, when I was in confliet with Sir
Hal Colebatch, we resorted to the eapitalis-
tic Press to voiee our views on the banking
system ¢f Australia,

The Press permitted Sir Hal Colebateh
to reply to my challenge to debate the mat-
ter on a public platform and make com-
ments upon what he termed “debasing the
currency,” but when I replied I was in-
formed that my reply was a little late,
and therefore out of step with the policy of
the paper. In my reply I stressed the
amount of the national debt and the in-
terest burden that was upon it and the
effects upon the community at large, to-
gether with the power which that gave to
those to whom we were indebted, institutions
and governments alike, I appealed to the
editor of this capitalistic Press from that
point of view to publish my reply so that
the people might begin to understand the
situation, but I did not even have the cour-
tesy of a reply to that request. T would
not persevere with this advoecacy if it
were not for the faet that T know all re-
forms have taken years to accomplish and
this one will take lomger to achieve than
uny reform.

Hon. F. J. 8. Wise: The member for
Beverley succeeded pretty quickly with his
reform. '

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes. He may be a
miraecle performer. I cannot boast of be.s
ing possessed of such capacity. I am res
minded by my attitude upon this subject of
King Bruce of Scotland who watched the
spider versevere and eontinued fo perse.
vere until*he snceeeded.

i1

Fon. A. H. Panton: So that was who
made the cobwebs, was it?
» My. MARSHALL: That is the fellow.
And then the publicity officer of the Liberal
Party got hold of it, But I think that
what will happen at the next election is
that they will put a tarpaulin over him for
all the advancement and progress the
Liberal Party has made with the same ad-
ministrative factors.

The Premier: Are you not getting away
from the motion? .

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, I am,

The Premier: I am trying to follow you.

Mr. MARSHALL: I am pleased the
Premijer has noticed it, and he <an blame
his colleagues for interjecting. There are
many conscientious and intellectual people,
and all of them are not outside the Parlia-
ment Houses of Australia, who really be-
lieve that a GGovernment controls the flow
of money which we find percolating in and
out of hanking institutions, into business
houses, and into and out of the poeckets of
the people. I should say that most people
believe the Government controls that flow
of money; and in order to show what ean
be done by this Rural Bank, I think it is
obligatory upon me to make some reference
to banking practices to prove concluswely
that that is not the case.

It is true that the Commonwealth Gov-
craoment, under the Constitution, has full
power and authority over currency issues
and should have—and I think if might be
interpreted as being in the Constitution—
conirol of credit issues; but there can be
ne doubt that it has complete econtrol over
the currency which is legal tender money.
I propose to show that that particular por-
tion of the money in cireulation throughout
ary given period within the four points of
Australia and this State in partieunlar is
only a very infinitesimal portion of the
volume of money that is constantly in cir-
culation.

As a matter of faet, authorities upon
this subject all agree-—anyhoty, none hap
ever denied it—that lega) tender money is
little more than what could be termed the
petty cash account of the nation. The great
volume of money that goes into the pockets
of the people and percolates back to the
banks is bank-created credit. Credit insti-
tuted hy the hanks forms 99 per cent. of
the volume of money that is constantly in
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circulation. These banks are well aware of
the fact, because it has been proved ever a
period of many years that so long as they
hold a given amount of legal tender money
in their tills they are safe in issuing eredit
o the extent of ten to one. Banking prae-
tices over many years have shown that to
be a very safe margin, That is-to say that
for every pound they hold in the banks in
legal tender money they eap issue £1000
worth of credit and be quite safe.

Mr. Hegney: They do it, too.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, they are doing it
That eredit issued forms 49
per cent. of the money in ecirculation
throughout this country, and what apphes
in Anstralia and in this State applies uni-
versally because banking is an international
institution, It will be found that what

-applies in any one country applies in an-

other. So it is not to be considered that
this obtains in Australia and not in any
other country because today the Central
Reserve Bank, born of Ameriea, controls
the price levels of every country and can
fluctuate them in accordance with its de-
sires. It ean impoverish almeost any coun-
try if it so wishes,

I do not want to drifi on to that argu-
ment at all. I want to show the Treasurer
and the members of this Parliament that
we have-a splendid opportunity at our' door
and if we fail to take it we shall deserve
the greatest wrath the people of this State
ean bestow upon us. To permit private in-
stitutipns to make ecredit issues at will is
very dangerous indeed heecause upon the
banking institutions depends the quantity
of money that will be eonstantly moving;
and if they have the sole right and juris-
diction to issue eredits they can bring about
booms and depressions alternately, at will.
T do not think the banking institutions have
that in mind, but we do know that the Aus-
tralian banking institutions are merely the
Australian end of the international .hank-
ing factor, and most of the activities wulti-
mately emanate from the hub® of the
world’s finarkial institutions and that is,in
Wall Street, Ameriea,

I might say inr passing, so that the
Treasurer can get a grip of this situation,
that when they issue eredits these banks do
nothing more than give a lien on future
production, If an individual goes to a finan-
cial institution as Governments do, and it
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decides to underwrite a loan or give finan-
cial accommodation to the individual, it be-
comes interested in the manner of the dis-
posal of that advance., Having made in-
quiries and become assured that the busi-
ness concerned will be sufficient to warrant
the interest payment on the debt and the
ultimate return of the capital, the borrower
is likely to succeed.

The peint I want to make is that when
the financial institation issues that eredit,
it bhocomes 2 lien mpon future produetion,
and all production helongs to the commun-
ity. The whole coramunity by its effort and
exertion produces from year to year the real
wealth. These banks issue credit as a lien
against that production beeause, if the pro-
duction is not there, there is no possibility
of the banks getting the capital back and
interest on it. These eredit issne§ must be-
come a lien against production because it is
only by monetising the real wealth produced
over a given period that we get the basis
upon which each individual is to receive his
share of the monev, and that in turn is put
into cireulation by taxes and goods, thus
keeping industry stable, If it is the effort
of the people that makes the eredit practice-
gble then, as it belongs to the eommunity,
only the community itself should have the
sole jurisdiction as to who shall and whe
shall not issue eredit.

Where all Governments have fallen down,
has been in not using the Commonwealth
Bank. Instead of this Government using
the State bank for all the credit issues it
requires, it goes to the Loan Council and
begs for money. What it"egs for are eredit
issues. These institutions are permitted to
underwrite loans by putting figures~in a
ledger, By so doing they subseribe the loan.
Then they create & debt against the Gov.
ernment, That act should be performed with
the nation’s bank which should control the
natien’s eredit issues and make them avail-
able to Governments debt-free. The Rural
Bank could do that for Western Australia
if this State Government were ceourageous

“enough to attempt it.

The Premier: Yol would have to go to
the Loan Council to get money for the Rural
Bank,

Mr. MARSHALL: No. The bank be-
longs to the people of this country, and it

ran do all that a private bank does, and a
little more. I tell the Treasurer that there
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are only two solvent banks in Australia that
I know of. Ope is the Commonwealth Bank.
That is unchallengeable because that bank
has the power dver the note issue and the
legal tender issues, A point that I want the
Treasurer to clear up for me is whether our
State bank has a like authority. The Com-
monwealth Bank is the only solvent bank in
Australia. It is the only one that can stand
up to a rop, no matter how great, upon its
reserves. If all the people went tomorrow,
all at the one time, to any bank but the Com-
monwealth Bank to withdraw the money
they bhad deposited in it, it would close its
doors and eall on the Commonwealth Bank
to save the situation,

The Premier: To do what you want us to
do with regard to the Rural Bank would
necessitate our going outside the finnneial
agreement.

Mr. MARSHALL: No. The financial
agreement provides that we shall not bor-
row; that we shall not go on the market, as
it is called, which makes one burst into
laughter,

The Premier: Without the permission of
the Loan Counecil.

The Attorney General: You are not al-
lowed to borrow from the Commonwealth
Bank.

Mr, MARSHALL: Here is the intellec-
tual coming in! If the Alttorney General
will be peaceful for a little while, he wili
not delay me in concluding my address, and
T will show him eon~lusively what the Rural
Bank can do. .

Hon. A, H. Panton: You are making the
Minister for Lands sit up and take notice,

© Mr. MARSHALL: The power the banks
have in controlling credit issues means that
such hanks can say what indusiries shall
survive and what industries shall stagnate;
what Governments shall prevail and what
Governments shall not prevail, because there
was once a wise man who said, “Govern-
ment is finance and finance is government.”
No truer words on the subject were ever
spoken. That, anyhow, is the experience of
those members who have beep Ministers of
the Crown, or who have been a long time
in this Chamber. Apart from that point, let
us look back and observe all our State-
owned utilities, public buildings and other
national works, With very few exceptions
they have all been starved for years because
we had no money.

1z3

Take our sehool buildings, and the pub-
lic buildings we have in the outer parts of
the State! They are all dilapidated, but in
the years gone by we had no money to keep
them up to the modern idea, and we have
nol had sufficient money to build all the
hospitals and sehools we required. The ery
before the war was that there was no money.
Take our reticulation systems on the Gold-
fields! Could we find a more disgraceful ex-
hibition of the shortdge of capital? I ven-
ture to say, in passing, that the Cue retien-
lation system has so many wooden plugs in
it that there is more wood than iron in the
pipes runhing from the conservation tanks
to the town, But we have had no money.
The point I wish to make here ig that every
industry, like every Government, is at the
mercy of these people to whom we are in
debt. They ean tell Governments, as they
have done, exactly what their policy will be.
If the Goverhyient denies obedience, what
happens? Exactly what oceurred in 1930!

Surely there is not one member of this
Chamber who is so dull intellectnally and so
short of memory that he cannot remember
what happened in 1930, In 1929 the Com-
monwealth of Australia, ineluding this
State, had more real wealth lying up in its
storehouses than in any other period of its
history. That year we had a record wheat
preductian of 33,000,000 bushels in this
State, but factories were closed down be-
cause there was no sale for the goods they
manufactured, dairymen poured milk down
the drains because no one could buy it—all
this while we were rolling in real wealth.
Our wealth was overflowing, but they called
it over-production. They did not ecal} it
under-consumption when the unfortunate
people had not sufficient money to buy ur-
gently required goods, The international
Skylock has no country. Yankee, Jap, Jew
or Gentile, it is all the same to the inter-
national Jew. In 1930 we were told we were
living beyond our means and that our
standard of living wa$ too high.

- We were told we should bring about
Budget equilibrium. All this was instituted
by Sir Otto Niemeyer and Mr, Guggen-
heim, who took the name of Professor
Gregory in order to make it sound Eng-
lish. They eame to Australia and formulated
the Premiers’ Plan. How cunningly they got
away with it! Instead of its being put to
the people as Sir Otto Niemeyer’s plan, it
wag put forward as the plan of the Govern-
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ment, yet the Government had nothing to
do with it. The plan was put forward by
Professor Copeland, who has been rewarded
by Governments ever since for his nefarious
practices. He is the agent of the private
banks. He writes articles for them advoeat-
ing the retention of the orthodox banking
which has brought so many curses upon
Australia and other parts of the world.

Although this country was never wealthier
than at that time, the Premiers’ Plan was
formulated by the internafional Jews. They
forced our Governments, both Commen-
wealth and State, into obediencg and re-
duced the purchasing power of the people
by about 22 per cent. Surely even a pro-
fessor of economies would knrow that the
less money 'the people have the less they
are able to buy of produced goods, and that
to that extent industry must stagnate. That
was the picture, with the result that 400,000
Australians were registered as being un-
employed, their wives and children depend-
ing on State doles. This in a country that
had never in its history been possessed of
more real wealth than it had at that time!
We still have alleged stafesmen and poli-
ticians subseribing to the perpetuation of
that system.

Mr, Graham: That is the Liberal policy.

Mr. MARSHALL: It seems to be the
policy no matter what the political colour
of the Government in power. Now the
glorious deeds and heroic performances of
the American soldiers a few years ago are
forgotten. In that country there are 3%
million unemployed and it is expected that
by the end of July there will be 5,000,000
out of work and 8,000,000 by the end of
1950, simply beeause the banks have ealled
in overdrafts and have refused to issue loans,
thus shrinking the purchasing power of the
people to the extent that industry is stag-
nating. That is what happened in Australia
in 1930.

The Premier: With what henefit to the
banks? :

Mr. MARSHALL: During that period
their interest was paid and they raked in
millions, Look at the power it gave them!
Who should rule this State—the Treasurer
and his Government, o7 ontside institutions?
Who should tell the Treasurer what money
is to be in cireulation in the State? Does
the Premier propose to govern the State
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or would he suggest that banking institu-
tions have the right to dictate what our
standards shall be? Surely.the Government
should be able to give eﬁ};ct to the wishes
of the people. I am convinced that the
banking institutions would make credit
issues debt-free today, if we wanted that, be-
canse of the power they are able to hold
over the industrial, economiec and political
life of the country when we are indebted
to them.

When we owe them money we have no
freedom of action. When the boom took
place in New Zealand some years ago the
Premier of that Dominion went to England
to convert a loan of about £9,000,000. Sir
Montagne Norman told him, “Your standards
in New Zealand are too high. Go back and
reduce them, and then we will attend to
your request for further finaneial aceom-
modation,” If the Treasurer’s ideas are to
prevail we ean never become a really free and
independent people. He seems always to
be subject to the dictation of those to whom
we are indebted.

The Attorney General: That is the Com-
monwealth Bank, and Mr. Chifley.

Mr. Reynolds: Why doesn’t the Attorney
General study these problems? ’

The Attorney General: T do.

Mr. MARSHALL: Do not make yourself
a bigger fool sitting down than you are when
standing up! One of the terms and con-
ditions diectated in 1930 was that we had to
bring about Budget equilibrium. No in-
dustrialised nation can survive for long un-
less it receives eonsistently infusions of new
capital. Governments must obtnin loans
and spend the money. New factories must
start off with capital expenditure. It is
now a well-known fact that industry never
pays out as much in wages, salaries and
dividends, as will purebase for consumption
all the goods it produces. We must there-
fore constantly bring in fresh moaey. That
was the difficulty faced in 1930 and at the
dictation of the financiel intcrests Govern-
ments set about attaining Budget equilib-
rium. XNo better Western Australian than
the Premier who introduced the Finaneial
Emergency Bill ever lived, but he -was
oblized to try to bring about Budget equi-
librium.

As soon as loan moneys were Te-
duced and the bhanks refused to issue
eredits, the industry of the State collapsed

-
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and unemployment became rampant, Owur
deficit was the bighest on record.
The taxation field had gone. The Premier
could not tax many and, because he did
not have any taxation field, he conld not get
any loan moneys to expend. We have to
keep infusing new money in order that in-
dustry may survive, and that was our ex-
perience in 1930, We had no chance of.
petting Budget equilibrium until we could
get a fresh infusion of money by way of
borrowings, which added further to our
debt. These facts are undeniable, and they
are there for any member to look at if he
50 desires,

Hon, F. J. 8. Wige: What does the mem-
her for Sussex think of that?

Mr. Reynolds: He doesn’t think at all;
that is his failing,

Hon. F. J. 5. Wise: It would be interest-
ing to hear him on that pomt

Mr. MARSHALL: In case there is any
doubt about the theory which I am advane-
ing, I propose to quote from a book written
by a monctary reformer named Butler, and

it is entitled “The Enemy Within .the
Empire.”

Mr. Reynolds: A nasty, insidious one,
too,

Mr. MARSHALL: T would like every
member of this Chamber to read it, not be-
cause of the convictions held and insinuated
in the pamphlet by the writer, but because
of the' extracts which are taken from
epistles which are suthoritative records and
whieh can be cheeked. I have quoted this
befere, and I trust I will not weary members
with either this quotation or others I intend
to make, The books from which I have
teken them are available in our own library
and those that are not available there can
be found in the Public Library. So that
members will set where we are and beecause
it seems to be the right of private institn-
tions to have neither God nor country nor
soul and fo take control of the credit
issue of a nation and thereby its whole fune-
tions, we will see what the late Reginald
McEenna had to say about the matter.

Mr. Reynolds:

Mr. MARSHALL: This man was Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer of England for
vears and he was chairman of the board of
direetors of the Midland Bank of London.
He put up a most heroio fight against

He was an authority, too.
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Montaga Norman after the first World Wax
in prder to hold London as the hub of the
world’s finance. However, Montagu Norman
and America were too strong, because Jng-
land was indebted {0 America gt that time.
Tkey won the day, and the Jews finished up
in Wall-street, New York. This is what
Reginald McKenna had to say in addressing
a meeting of sharebolders—

I am afraid the ordinary citizen will not
like to be told that the banks can, and do,
ereate money. The amount of money-in exist-
ence varies only with the action of the banks
in inereasing and decsbasing deposits and bank
purchases. Every loan, overdraft or bank pur-
chiage creates a deposat and every repayment
of a loan, overdraft or bank sale destroys a
deposit, And they who control the credit of a

- mation direct the policy of Governments, and

held in the hollow of their hands the destiny
of the people.
Surely, without any theory of mine, mem-
bers wil] at least give some credit to the
late Reginald McEenna as being an auth-
ority upon banking and its practices.

Mr, Reynolds: WhEIQ is Andy Clementson
now?

Mr. MARSHALL: Some people, anl I
am sorry to say far too many and some
al’eged statesmen, and again I am sorry to
say far too many, and politicians hkewise,
will never believe Lhat a bank does other
than take hold of its depositors’ money and
lend out that money when it makes a loan.
That is the theory that people really believe
to be the truth, and I have had arguments
with bankers about it, as well as ledger-
keepers, who for many years did nothing but
put figures in a ledger against individual
clients’ names, )

Mr. Hegney: They would not know any-
thing ahout the principle of banking,

Mr. MARSHALL: Thousands of people,
all too few, would believe that banks create
money cvery time they make a lean or pro-
vide financial accommodation, Of course, it
would be obvious to anyone wha would stop
and think. When the last war broke out,
there was fifty-five millions legal tender of
money in Australia. That was the maximum.
The first loan that the late John Curtin
floated in Australia was for £100,000,000.
Who performed the miracle? Who found
one hundred millions of money for the late
John Cuartin, as Prime Minister of Auns-
tralia, and yet still left fifty-five million in
circulation in this country?

4
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Hon. A. H. Panton:
didn’t do it.

Don’t look at me; I

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. memher
could not

Hon. A. H. Panton: I would pot even
try.

Mr. MARSHALL: 1 want members to

hear with me because I do not want to quote
a great number of books, as I have quoted
these authorities before.

Mr. Reynolds: Do it again and again.

Mr, MARSHALL: * I want members to
understand that the books are available and
the extracts can he checked. I propose
to quote from ‘“Hausard,” but the originals
can be found in our own library or in the
Public library, Let us see what some other
anthorities have to say on the self-same
question of hanks. Tn “Hansard” of 1939,
vol. 1, p. 114—1I seem to be constantly re-
ferring to these authorities—

Mr. Reynolds: Ultimately,
conquer.

Mr. MARSHALL: I want to quote Mr.
H. 1. McLeod, from his book, “The Theory
and Practice of Banking.” This is an ex-
tract from that book—

The essential and distinctive featurc of a

liank and a banker is to create and issue credit
payahle on demand, and this eredit is intended
to he put into circulation and scive all the
purposes of money., A bank, therefore, is not
an office for the borrowing and lending of
money; bot it i3 a manufactory of eredit. In
the language of bhanking, a deposit and an
issue are the same thing.
These gentlemen whose remarks I quote are
not socialists or communisis; they are Eng-
lish economists, and wrote many books upon
this very snbject, and most of them were
orthodox. But they let the cat out of the
hae when they made these statements, Tt is
only then that we can get a true picture
of what banks do and do not do. Then we
have Davenport, who was another econo-
mist, In his hook, “Economies of Enter-
prise,” he has this to say—

Banks do not lend their deposits but, by
expansion of credits, crente deposits.

We al! know that is true, because every
time a hank makes an overdraft, cheques
are issued against the figures in the ledger,
Those cheques are drafted into the hands
of contractors, and they make deposits in
the banks with which they trade. Tt is quite
easy to follow it and it is done all the time.
The same applica to the Treasurer when he

you will
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horrows. The figures are put in the ledger
for him and he issues cheques to such
people as eivil servants, tradesmen or any-
one else. They take the chegues along to
their banks and create a deposit. So every
issue creates a deposit and every repayment
destroys one, Keynes is a well known auth.
ority on this subjeel and be said, “There
can be no doubt that all deposits are created
by the banks.” That is natural, too. Even
if T deposit legal tender, it originally would
come from the bank by way of loan or aver-
draft to somebody. Mr. R, G. Hawtrey, as-
sistant secretary to the British Treasury, in
his “Trade Depression and the Way Out,”
says, “When a bank lends, it creates money
out of nothing,” That ig true, The banks
put figures in the ledger.

The Attorney General:
those authorities?

Mr. MARSHALL: Those authorities are
all there, and I do not suppose the Attorney
General will be egostistical enough to try
to pit his knowledge against theirs.

The Attorney General: No, I do not, but
I have read some more modern authorities.

Mr. MARSHALL: What does the At-
torney General sugzest? Does he suggest
that there has been a change somewhere in
the banking system since the time of these
authorities? What a tragedy we see in a
gentleman such as the Attorney Qeneral try-
ing to be a potential Minister? Is it any
wonder we are struggling along the road
from one ecrisis to another?

The Attorney General: Do you not think
that the Commonwealth Bank has advances
on hand?

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. gentleman
knows as much about hanking as a pig
knows about paradise,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, MARSHALL: What a private bank
can do the State Rural Bank .can do, and
more. Behind the Rural Bank are the whole
of the assets and resources of this State.
Those are its guarantee. One can drift away
from the original premises upon whieh the
bank was creafed, because I will guote—

The Prémier: What do you mean by all
assets? Tlo you mean private and public?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, of course; a]l is
an asset to this State

Mr. Leslie: What would the railways be
worth as an assefy

How old are
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Mr. MARSHALL: T belicve the member
for Mount Marshall is an aspirant for Fed-
eral honours and he would be well advised
to display a little more intelligence when
he enters the Commonwealth Parliament
than he displays here, becanze the rail-
ways of Western Auwstralia show a huge
profit and if owned by private indostry
would distribute a profit of £1,050,000. But
we have to pay that amount in interest be-
cause of a stupid, obsolete monetary sys.
tem which I am now trying to correct. So
let the hon. member display a little more
intelligence when he departs from here and
do not cast any reflection upon wus.

Mr. Leslie: You have been reading my
speeches in ‘‘Hansard’’; I used those
words years ago. You have not answereds
my question.

Mr. MARSHALL: I look upon this sub-
jeet as far too important to be langhed at
hecause of the misery and degradatlon that
this eonfounded banking system has im-
posed upon this glorious land of ours. It
does not become members of Parliament to
make a joke out of it. It is time they gave
serious consideration to this question in-
stead of entering this Chamber deerying
the Treasurer and Minister for Railways
hecause they cannot gwve them this, that
or the other for their districts when they
have no money to meet their requests. They
are always jugpling with the shadow and
allowing the substanee to drop. I will quote
again from a book which, of course, is not
very acegptahle to members opposite and T
do not think some of our memhers either
have very much love for the writer of it.
However, I am not going to quote him but
T will take from his book two extracts of a
Speech made by a gentleman named 8ir
Denhison Miller- when appointed Governor
of the Commonwealth Bank of Australia
when it first came into being.

Mr. Reynolc}s:'One of the greatest sons
of Australia ever produced.

Mr. MARSHALL: The remarks of Sir
Dennison Miller regarding the Commén-
wealth Bank apply also to the State Rural
Bank. The extract reads as follows:—

On January 20, 1913, the genera! banking
business was commenced in all State capitals,
and in his opening speech delivered at the head
office, Stanway House, King Street, S_\'dney,
Mr, Miller defined the poliey of the bank in a
speech that should belome historie—indieating

the true funetion and stability of a national
bank ip these words:

127

‘‘The bank ia being started without capital,
as nene is required at the present time, but
it is backed by the entire wealth and credit
of tke whole of the Commonwealth of Aus-
tralia.’’

The State Rural Bank is in the self-same
position. It was started without any eapital,
which it does not need because it has the
backing of the whole of the wealth and
assets of Western Australia. Again, in an-
other speech made in London, Sir Dennison
Miller had this to say—on page 131 of this
book by Lang entitled, ‘*Why I fight.”’—

In another statement in London, Sir Denison
Miller declared: ‘‘The Bank i8 in an unique
position in having the whole of the Comimon-
wenlth of Australia at its baeck., It has no
capital, nor has it required any, as the people
themselves and their country are its security.’’

Mr. Bovell: It had a number of savings
bank deposits amounting to millions of
pounds which were the savings of the
people.

My, MARSHALL: That is an ex-banker
talking and I geperally scorn bankers he-
cause I have talked to them only too fre-
quently about this matter. They did not
even show the same intelligenee as a porrot
beeause if yon say something often enough
to a parrot it will repeat what you have
said, but these people will pever under-
stand this subject,  Our position is, of
course, that we have to go to the Loan
Couneil and, after all, no State Government
is in a positign to gbtain sufficient eapital
for all,its financinl requirements. It de-
pends entirely upon the Loan Council for
its finances and I well remember the Treas-
urers of Western Australia going over to
it from time to time—and I helieve this
Treasurer has gone over on several occa-
sions as well—with a loan programme of
works which have been most urgent and
necessary,  What has happened? Each
time that the Premiers go with their sched-
ule of works and amounts involved which
would be necessary to give effect to them,
the Loan Couneil decides that they shall be
eut down. Although we require millions
of money to bring our buildings up to a
reasonable standard ; although we want hos-
pitals and schools everywhere—

Hon. F, J. 8. Wise: The Premier has all
the money he requires.

Mr. MARSHALL: If the Premier would
only lend the money he has it would be a
great asset to.us,  All these requirements
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are urgently needed but notwithstanding
the deplorable standard of most of our
State assets we are still being refused the
amounts required for new works by the
Loan Couneil.

ilon. F, J. S. Wise: Not nowacdays. The -

TPremnier has imore money than he ean spend.
Mr. MARSHALL: I wish I had; I would
not be delaying the House tonight.
Hon, F. J. 8. Wise: No materials!
Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: No labour!

Mr. MARSHALL: That constitutes a new
feature in our economie life—no materials;
no labour. We can overlook the facts re-
garding finaneial accommodation for the
time being. | know that what started in
America in 1929 reached us in 1930, and
1 know that the repercussions of what is
happening in America today will be felt
here within two or three years.

Hon. F. J. 5. Wise: A depression?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes. I trust that we
will then have members paying me the com-
pliment and extending the courtesy of ad-
mittinz that [ had a little more foresight
than they possess today.

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: You can traee
the shortage of labour and materials back
to the banking policy during the depression
in the thirties.

Mr. MARSHALL: Most of our present-
day troubles have developed on acecount of
the shortage of money. I propose to place
another quotation before members., We have
been going back to the Loan Couneil for
aecommodation over the years and the
article from which I shall quote deals with
the position, It appeared in a small paper
published in Sydney. It struck me as being
particularly exact in its references to what
actually happened. I soggest to the Trea-
surer that he enlist the serviees of the
authority whose words I propose to quote,
in dealing with a point T raised when speak-
jng on this subject some time ago. I go so
far as to suggest that, in my judgment, the
bank could make available to the Treasorer
all the financial aceommodation he wants,
interest free. If he does not do that, he
will lose the opportunity, and the State will
suffer in eonsequence.

Here we have a hunge interest debt on a
State comprising just under 1,000,000 square
miles, and on that indebtedness we pay
£4,000,000 a year in interest. If he should
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adopt the suggestion I advance, he could
wipe off that debt and he could nse the
money thus saved for developmental pur-
poses, for bringing up to date publie trans-
port and public buildings, and for provid-
ing the schools and hospitals so urgently
needed in various parts of the State. As
it is, he has to go to the international Jew
with the interest on the State’s indebtedness,
and he has to go cap in hand to the meeting
of Premiers who constitute the Loan Coun-
vil, from whom -he has tc borrow more
money. That means he will have to add
another £500,000 to the interest bill next
year. That sort of thing has been going
on down the years and is likely to continue
in the future unless there is some radical
change. The individual whose words I shatl
quote is a constitutional lawyer and I would
like the Treasurer to get his opinion with
regard to Section 115 of the Commonwealth
Jonstitution,

I do not think it was ever intended that
the Commonwealth should have jurisdiction
over the States with regard to banking, but
at first glanee Section 115 would appear to
give the Commonwealth that particular
power, If that were the position, it would
he contrary to the spirit of the act of
federation, It i1s a point that shonld be
cleared up. I think the object of that
provision was to ensure that no State
did anything that would have the effect of
not keeping in existenee a uniform monetary
system throughout Australia.

Mr. Bovell: Then you agree with the
High Court decision on the banking cage!

Mr. MARSHALL: I am not talking abont
the nationalisation of banking:

Mr. Reynolds: At any rate, he would not
understand it.

Mr. MARSHALL: The quotation I shall
make from the remarks of the man I vefer
to, represents the views of one I regard as
ranking among the highest* constitutional
writers of the day. In the course of a lee-
ture hefore the Junior Chamber of Com-
merce in Sydoney he had this to say—

Mr. Hegney: Who was the man?

Mr. MARSHALL: Dr, Louat.
course of his remarks he said:

The Federal Treasury had fastened a
stranglehold on the States by a legal fraud on
Federation . . The frand began in 1928,
when the Commonwenlth” abolished the system
that gave the States a guaranteed share of
Federnl money based on pepulation,

In the
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Next move was the Financial Agreement,
which stripped the States of their right to bor-
row. Power to control borrowing passed to the
Loan Cpuneil, a creature of the Commonwealth,
dominated by the Federal Treasurer.

““‘The final step was the so-called uniform
tax in 1942,’° Dr, Louat added. ‘* This stripped
the States of effeetive power to raise their
own revenues, and left them dependent on dis-
erctionary hand-outs from Canberra. The Com-
monwealth has carried out each of these moves
with shrewd legal advice, so that today the
Sthtes have no right at all to complain to the
High Court. Yet the Commonwealth hag under-
mined the whale position. The Commonwealth
i3 not obliged to give these annual hand-outs
to the States, and ean fix them at ita own
figure. Money is power, and this means all
power is getting inte the hands of Canberra
in spite of everything the Constitution says to
the contrary. The States no longer control
their own policies.”’

Dr. Louat said that althongh meore hoapitals,
better schools and new roads were a State res-
ponsibility, every year the State Premiers had
to line up in Canberra, ‘‘like a queue of beg-
gars,’’ to get money for these needs,

That is true, That is the sort of authority
with whom the Premier should confer with
regard io the effect of Section 115 of the
Constitution, to ascertain whether it is not
possible for the State Rural Bank to create
its own monetary unit in conformity with
that provision.

There is one other point I wish to deal
with. Immediately any individual, writer or
speaker, suggests debt-free money, a squeal
goes up from the professors and alleged
statesmen who yell—“Inflation)” It is the
first thing that crosses their mind, It is
a remarkable attitude, having regard to all
the eircumstances and factors that govern
banking today. Every time they squeal “in-
flation,” they use the argument that the
person who advocates banking reform and
the issuing of debt-free eredit wanis to print
millions of notes. They say he wants to
get the printing machines.going. By that
attitude they set up their own Aunt Sally
and then proceed to knoek it down. No-one
advoecates the printing of millions of notes.
What I have advocated is that instead of
credits being borrowed from private insti-
tutions, whatever the Government requires
should be made available from the Common-
wealth Bank or the State Rural Bank, with-
out any charge attached to it.

I have never advocated the printing of
millions of notes and no other advocate of
banking reform that I know of has done so.
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if the Treasurer of this State should re-
quire finaneial accommodation to the ex-
tent of £4,000,000, he goes on the market,
gets the money and spends it in the course
of a year. The effect of that is to increase
the purchasing power of the people to the
extent of that amount, and he pays interest
on it, the rate of which is now about 4 per
cent. Although we merely inerease the
purchasing power to the amount of
£4,000,000, so long as interest is tacked om
to it, it is mnot inflation, but if the same
amount is issued by the Commonwealth
Bank debt free, then they squeal “infla-
tion.” How can that be inflation any more
than the same amount bearing interest
payments? The idea is to frighten the
peogle.

Inflation means e terrific increase in the
price of goods and the cost of living and
we cannob have that, but so long as we are
liable for a colossal interest burden, there
is no squeal about inflation, That attitude
is 2 most remarkable one. What T have ad-
vocated all along is that there should be
managed currency as we have had for 30
odd years and that it should be equated
with the production of real wealth where
and when required, This should be no more
than sufficient to purchase it and no less,
and thereby we would have the equation.
That is the sonundest system that any Gov-
ernment could adopt.

Let me now quote from another authority,
which should appeal to the member for
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe, who has a great regard
for this writer, It is an extraet from &
gpecch made by Professor Gustavy Cassel,
who was prominent some years ago for his
leetures and writings on money and bank-
ing, In Field’s work on “The Truth About
the Slump” Cass¢l said—

Theoretically this (the linking of the cur-
rency to gold, which has not been in cxistener
for aver 30 years) was not necesspry. The
world had a system of paper standards, apd if
each of these paper standards had been simply
stabilised at a eertain purchasing power against
ecommodities, the world would have had a satis-
faetory monetary system. Stabilisation did
not in itself require that the reparate cur-

_renries should be bound up with gold.

No sensible person would advocate infla-
tion, As a matter of faet, taxation is n
form of inflation beeause it has to be
charged in the price of goods. However,
these professional hypoerites in the pay of
the hanking instifutions misrepresent the
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true position in order that the people may
ultimately become nothing more than the
abject slaves of debt and taxation. We are
rapidly heading towards that state of af-
fairs. T feel that the present finaneial policy
cannot continue much longer; it is beeoming
top-heavy and must soon crash,

Mr. Reynolds: It is top-heavy.

Mr. MARSHALL: I say to the Premier
thut what private institutions are doing, the
State Rural Bank ean do. That bank eould
make eredit issues available to bim debt free
if be wanted them. In the final analysis, let
me quote from the report of the Common-
wealth Royal Commission of inquiry into
the monetary and banking systems, a com-
mission appointed by a former Prime Min-
ister, Mr. Lyons, This quotation supports
my contention that the banks could issue
eredit debt free. After outlining the powers
of the Commonwealth Bank over the note
is=ue, the report stated—

Because of this power, the Commonwealth
Bank is able to increase the cash of the trad-
ing banks in the ways we have pointed out
ahove., Beeause of this power, too, the Com-
monwenlth Bank ean increase the cash reserves

of the trading hanks; for example, it ean buy’

securities or other property, it can lend to the
Governments or to others in a variety of ways,
‘and it van even make money available to Gov-
ernments or to others free of any charge.

Wky are we hesitating? Why do we go cap
in hand borrowing from private institutions
or individuals? We have our Rural Bank;
let us take the first step towards reform by
wsing that bank for the amount of additional
money, termed loan funds, that the
Treasurer may require. Then we might re-
duce our liphilities to the foreign bond
holders, though admittedly some of them are
within Australin, But ean we' continue to
pay an increased interest bill? Every year
our interest oblizations inerease, notwith-
standing that the Commonwealth has pegged
and reduced interest rates. The interest
burden is beeoming heavier and heavier,
the debt greater and greater and the power
over the people, over industry and over the
Parliaments of Australia, is gradually being
jnereased by virtue of these debis. So I put

it to the House that we cannot continue the

present policy much longer. If we do, we
shall find in the near future another example
of the power of the banks to bring on the
peaple poverty, degradation and misery,
even prostitution, which we experienced in
the 1930-34 period.
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We as politicians boast that we are the
eustodians of the people’s interests. Wait
until the farmers have lo acecept 10d. per
bushe! for their wheat and then we shall
hear the member for Sussex and others
squealing. But that will come. Europe is
speedily becoming self-contained in this re-
spect and the price of wheat has dropped
considerably in the TUnited States of
Ameriea. Consequently, we shall hear much
presently hecaunse of the stupid financial
policy we have followed for so many years.
There is no oceasion for us to feel anxiety
about international finande, Australia is a
wealthy country; it ean produce unlimited
wenlth, and if this wealth were monetised,
the people would be able to enjoy net enly
a high standard of living, but also freedom
and liberty.

On motion by the Premier, debate od-
journed.

MOTION—STATE ARBITRATION
¢ COURT.

As to Dual Position of President.

HON. A. H. PANTON (Leederville)
[9.31]: I move—

That this House deplores the recent action
of the Govermment in appointing Mr, L, W,
Jackson to the dual position of President of
the Arbitration Court and Judge of the
Supreme Court. This action seriously reduces
the opportunities for efficiency in the working
of the Arbitration Court and is a rctrograde
step.

I offer no apology for bringing forward this
motion, as my association for practieally
half a eentury with the Arbitration Court
convinees me that the Government has taken
a retrograde step in appointing Mr. Justice
Jackson to the dual position of President of
the Arbitration Court and a Judge of the
Supreme Court. I desire to make it quite
plain that I am not attacking the appoint-
ment from a personal point of view. I do not
know Mr. Jackson; I have not met him, but
from what I can gather he will make an
able President. I am attacking the appoint-
ment, if my mofion can be ealled an attack,
purely on the guestion of principle. Even
Governments should be guided by experi-
ence.

" In connection with industrial arbitration,
the cxperience of Western Australia is that
during the years 1902 to 1924 or 1925, when
the President of the Arbitration Court was
attached to the judiciary and was under
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the jurisdiction of the Chief Justice, we had
no foewer than five Presidents. If I may be
allowed to name them,’they were Mr. Jus-
tice Moorebead, who was defeated for the
Cue electorate in 1902 by the late Mr, J. B,
Holman, Mr. Justice Burnside, Mr. Justice
Northmore, Mr. Justice Draper and Mr.
Justice Rootk, but not in that order, be-
cause after Mr. Justice Mooréhead presided
—he did not live very long—Afrst one judge
was appointed and then another, At that
time we did not know which judge would
sit as President, Mr. Justice Burnside pre-
sided as President for a longer term than
any of the other judges. During the 25 years
from 1924 to 1M49, that is, up to the ap-
pointment of Mr. Justice Jackson, we had
only two Presidents, namely, Mr. Walter
Dwyer—now Sir Walter Dwyer—and Mr.
Dunphy, who recently resigned.

I hope I shall have your tolerance for a
little while, Mr. Speaker, because in order
to deal cffectively with my motion, I desire
briefly to give the history of the industrial
arbitration system from its inceptton. It was
in 1902 that onr first Industrial Arbitration
Act was passed. It was introduced by the
late Sir Walter James, who then, I think,
was an Honorary Minister. From 1902 to
1911, not much work was done in the Ar-
hitration Court; this was because the organi-
sations then registered with the court were
principally what we know as craft unjons
and theyhad very little to do with the court.
The 1902 Aet was a mass of techniealities
which mede it almost jmpossible for unions
1o got into, the court. ™I shall not discuss
those technicalities now, but they were ex-
ceedingly difficnlt to overcome, In 1911,
economie pressure eaused large numbers of
workers, such as shop assistants, elerks,
horsedrivers and what are known as com-
posite workers, to organise.

It was in 1911 that we found the limits-
tion placed by the judges I have mentioned
on the definition of the word “industry” in
the Act not only prevented some of those
workers from becoming registered, but also
denied those who did succeed in hecoming
registered, an award, because the judges held

they were not working in an industry. I~

have no complaint to make about that de-
eision, beeause it was the law aceording to
the judges. The shop assistants were thrown
aut of eourt twice, onee by Mr. Justice
Rooth and onmce by Mr. Justice Burnside.
Then there was a change of (lovernment.
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The Scaddan Government assumed office in
1911; and in 1912 the late Mr, Thomas
Walker introduced another amending Bill
which provided for those composite unions
to appear before the court. DMr. Walker
went so far as to name some of the unions,
The Shop Assistants’ Union was the first
union to appear befoue the court under the
1912 Aet. Even then the Employers’ Feder-
ation was not satisfied. The Shop Assistants'
Unicn  obtained very early registration
owing to the exceptionally fine advoeacy of
the present member for Nedlands, who put
up & wonderful case before the Full Court.
I have heard him speak on numerous oe-
casions, but that was the best speech I ever
heard him make and, naturally, I was in-
terested in its result. The men who framed
the 1912 Act of course had not the experi-
ence that we gained in later years, and al-
though that Act wiped out most of the tech-
nicalities to whirh I have referred, it still
prevented some unions from getting into
the court. The framers of that Act over-
looked the fact that it was necessary to ap-
point a President of the Arbitration Court
who was outside the judieiary. Conse-
quently, we continued, under the 1912 Aet,
the system of Presidents presiding in the
court as directed by fthe Chief Justice,
War broke out in 1914, so there was hut
little opportunity to test the Act, because
mosk of our workers were away, as the mem-
ber for Murchispn will agree, making the
world safe for democracy It was not until
the end of 1918 or the begining of 1919 that
we hegan to feel the real effect of the Act.
Here I would say that the workers of
Western Australia have always advocated
industrial arbitration; they have stood four-
square for the eourt right throughout the
piece. At the eng of 1918 we therefore found
ourselves in the same position that has now
arisen. Up went prices; the sky was the
limit,! Those of us who remember anvthing
of the years 1919 to 1924 or 1925 will ap-
preciate what the workers were then passing
through.  The Indusizial Arbitration Aet
did ‘not then provide for a basie wage, ad-
justment in aceordance with the cost of liv~
ing. Each union had to prove its own ease.
The consequence was that salaries and wages
remained static, while the cost of living rose.
Thal is my reason for saying that the Gov-
ernment took a retrograde step, in my
opinion, in making this dual appointment.
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During the period I have referred to, it
was almost impossible for unions to get into
the court. Union after union was applying
and filing cases in the court, but no Presi-
dent was available, They were all too busy
in the Divorce Court, the Supreme Court,
or some other Court. The consegnenee was
that there was a cogsiderable lag all the
time. Let me give one instance which was
typical of what was oceurring in Western
Australia. Early in 1920, the miners on the
Goldfields filed a schedule in the court, They
were getting fairly low wages—somewhere
about 10s. 6d. & day. The ecase was not
heard until the latier end of November of
the same year, some eight or nine months
afterwards.  Mr. Justice Burnside heard
that case, and the award started on the 1st
Janunary, 1921, an award which is now known
as the 1921 award. The workers received
inerenses ranging from 3s. 9d. to 6s. 3d. per
day, plus a fortnight’s holiday on full pay.
But had those workers been able to get into
court early in 1920, they would have had
eight or nine months of inereased pay and
would have worked eight or nine months of
the term necessary o qualify them for their
fortnight’s holiday, instead of having to
start on the 1st January, 1921,

So it went on. We had a disputes com-
mittee; in fact, we had two committees—a
State disputes committee and a metropolitan
disputes committee, and I happened to be
chairman of both. The pressure became so
grent, owing to strikes #nd rumours of
strikes and conferences, that we had to split
the disputes committees up and have two or
three conferences a day with the Employers’
Federation; in fact, I believe we organised
the Emplovers’ Federation in the five years
of which T am speaking. I .speak from ex-
perience when 1 say that there has never
been any peried of five years dnring which
there has been more strenuous work under-
taken by trade umion officials and repre-
sentatives of cmployers than was the ease
from 1919 to 1924,

The consequence was that when a change
of Government took place in 1924, not only
some of fhe members of the Treasury
Bench, hut a large number supporting the
Treasury Bench under the Collier Govern-
ment, who had had that experience from
1919 to 1924, made up their minds that if
they conld get an amendment of the Indus-
trial Arbitration Act it would be a different
kind of measure, We intended ‘s have a
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President of our own. The Act was Amended
in, L think, 1925 and the legislation intro-
duced at that tlme ‘did mot make it neces-
sary for the President to be a legal man.
That was forced upon us by the Legislative
Couneil. I suppose that Mr. Miles and 2
few more like him. were very mueh afraid
that we would appoint some trade union
secretary as President, So we were forced
after a conference with the Legislative
Council, which lasted for 914 hours, to agree
to the present system under which the Presi-
dent must have the cqualifications of a
Supreme Court judge. Yon, Mr. Speaker,
being one of the legal fraternity, will know
what those qualifications are.

So we were saddled with the neecessity
of having to appoint a lawyer. I have no
complaint about that at the moment, though
I often wonderefl why it was suggested that
the brains of an Arbitration Court Presi-
dent would be found only in the legal fra-
ternity. After all, the Industrial Arbitra-
tion Aet is not a legal document at all.
The principal requirement in a president
of the Arbitration Court is that he shall be
a fair-minded man, who has some experience
of the world and who possesses sound judg-
ment.  Surely there are men outside the
legal fraternity whose make-up could be
foung to contain those elements.

Mr. Graham: We should hope so,

Hon. A. H, PANTON: I am pritty sure
of it. We were forced into that position
in 1925, We, had 4o look around for a
President, and Sir Walter {then Mr.)
Dwyer, o member of the firm of Dwyer,
Durack & Dunphy—which firm, I think, was
principal adviser to most of the trade
unions, Sir Walter having had a good deal
of indnstrial experience—was appointed
President. I do not think anyone has much
to ecavil at concerning the work he per-
formed as President of the Arbitration
Court. I think we can be fairly proud of
the record in Western Australia from the
time of the alteration of the basic wage
adjustment up to Sir Walter’s retirement

.and the appointment of Mr. Dunphy, from

the same firm, as his suceessor.

I claim that the reason for that gogd re-
cord is that we had a President J4f the
court who was not under the jurisdiction
of anvbody exeept the Minister for Labonr °
and the Department of Labour, by which
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the Industrial Arbitration Aet is adminis-
tered. Those two Presidents bad the oppor-
tunity to stndy the economic position of the
State and to realise the alterations in trade
union organisation and the organisation of
industry for various reasons. Not only that,
but they were there on the spot whenever
they were wanted, in contrasi with the posi-
tion in previous years, when, if a dispute
was pending, it was no good running around
looking for a Judge of the Supreme Court
to call a compulsory conference, or some-
thing of that sort, because he was not avail-
able to do it, as a result of which the only
thing to do was to have a stop-work meet-
ing and a conference with the employers,
and, if it was impossible to come to agree-
ment thromgh mnegotiation, an inevitable
strike took place.

There were quite a number of strikes, but
when we bad a President of our own in the
court, that was altered. I say “our own”
with some degree of justification beecause
he belonged to the Arbitration Court and
not to any ecourt. Both Mr. President
Dwyer and Mr. President Dunphy made
themselves available in accordance with the
Act even when there were only rumours of
an industrial dispute. They made it their
business to get into the dispute and find
out what it was about, and eall a compul-
sory conference, subsequently referring the
matter to the court, or taking whatever
action they thought best, as a result of
which thousands of pounds were saved to
Western Australia by the avoidance of dis-
putes,

I was particularly pleased that hap-
pened. I can understand the viewpoint of
men who read the history of the industrial
movement and come to certain conclusions:
some come to conclusions without even tak-
ing the trouble to read before doing so!
But T had half a century of hard battling.
I first appeared in the Arbitration 'Court
in this State in 1904, when I was brought
800 miles to give evidence in connection with
the Peak Hill dispute. Therefore, without
appearing egotistical, I think I can claim
to have had some experience and to be able
to judge what is most desirable in connee-
tion with the appointment of a President
of the eourt.

From 192425 up to the retirement of
President Dunphly, -I think things went
along fairly swimmingly. There were, of

133

conrse, those who kicked over the fraces.
Tha. will always happen. It does not mat-
fer mnch what system we bave—good, bad
or indifferent—somebody will kick over the
traces.- In this House, the member £for
Beverley has shown how even a quiet, un-
sophisticated member like him can kick over
the traces, When people like that do it,
what can we expect from an industrial or-
ganisation suffering from some alleged or
real disahbility?

So we come to my complaint. It would
take me a long time to deal properly with
the history of arbitration in this State. I
have given just a brief outline. I noticed
in the paper that the Arbitration Court
had been transferred to the Crown Law
Department, and I asked the Minister for
Labour, ecrlier in the session, whether that
mecnt that the President would come under
the jurisdiction of the Chief Justice, He
said, very emphatically, *No.”” He said
that the Arbitration Court was put under
the Crown Law Department for some
reazon or other., I settled down as a result. .

The Minister for Lands: That was last
year.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: Yes. I nearly
said, ‘‘Last session.’” I woke up one morn-
ing and picked up the newspaper where I
found a statement by the Premier that Ar.
Jackson had been appointed not only Presi-
dent of the Arbitration Court, but a
Supreme Court Judge. OFf course the state-
ment read very nicely to anyone who did
not have mueh experience of the Arbitra-
tion Court. Tt was to the effeet that Mr.
Jackson could be expected, in the first 10
years at any rate, to sit on the Supreme
Coart ‘heneh only on appeals At the
present time there are only three Judges
in Western Australia, and in the event of
an appeal from one of the Judges he is to
sit on the Appeal! Court beneh. I do not
agree with that.

The excuse or statement made by the
Przmier was that owing to the faet that
there was a shortage of judges, Mr. Jus-
tice Jackson would be given the full title
of judge—and full concessions tog, I sup-
pose, which the other Presidents have had of
conrse—and be allowed to sit on the Supreme
Ceurt bench when there was an appeal.
I emphatieally protested against that.
The Deputy Premier made a short and
snappy reply, saying we need have no
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I have every fear. After the
experience we have had, I am not
prepared to sit down without making
an emphatic protest against what has taken
place. I understand that Mr. Justice Jaek-
son has told some of the State executive
officers that they need have no fears; that
the only time he would leave the Arbitra-
tion Court would be to sit on the Supreme
Court bench. But if he is a judge—and I
understand he is—he is under the juris-
diction of the Chief Justice and not the
Minister for Labour. That is the erux of
the whole guestion.

fears.

On more than one oceasion, as Minister
for Labour, I was asked to allow this to
happen, bat I sat pat. I diseussed it with
the then Premier—my Leader—and pointed
out the disability as I have endeavoured to
do tonight. I said, “As far as I am con-
corned I am not going to agree to the Presi-
dent of the Arhitration Court being under
the jurisdietion of the Chief Justice,” That
was not beeanse I had any fault to find
with: the Chief Justice—I had, and still
have, a great admiration for him—but if
he wanted the President of the Arbitration
Court to go into one of the other courts
I could imagine his—even Sir John Dwyer,
good fellow and all as he is—believing it
would he very infra dig. to ask an ordinary
everyday layman, in the person of the Min-
ister for Labour, for a loan of one of his
judgzes.

The Minister for Lands:
not come under me now.

Hon. *A. H. PANTON: That is what
would have bappened if I had agreed.
Irrespective of what might have been told
to the Government, and what it might be-
lieve, the time will arive—it will not be
very long either—when Mr. Justice Jack-
son will be required in one of the other
courts, and just when he is so required it
will be recessary to have the President in
the Arbitration Court. Then what is going
to hapnen? Has the Attorney General to
go to the Chief Justice then—I suppose. he
has charge of the judges, or they have
charge of him, and I do not say that derog-
atorily because the judges are a pretty
biz order—and say, “We are in an indus-
trial jam. We want the President?” The
Chief Justice might sayv, *“We are in the
midrt of a very important appeal. Youn can-
not have him.”

.The court does
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The Attorney General: That eannot oceur,
Hon. A, H. PANTON: Why not?

The Attorney General: Because the Presi-
dent will not be under the jurisdiction of
the Chief Justice,

Hon. A. H. PANTON: Under whose juris-
diction is he?

The Attorney General: His own.

Hon. A. H, PANTON: He has a better
Job than T thought. Theoretically he might
be on his own, hut actvally he will be under
the Chief Justice, and when the Chief Jus-
tice wants him he will get him. There is
no doubt about that. So we will have the
position of a clash between the two men, or
the two organisations. If thers is a short-
age of judges then the Premier had better
find the money for another judge because
the cost, if one is needed—and I think
one is—would be infinitesttnal compared
with any loss that would occur as a
result of a big industrial upheaval owing to
the fact that the nnions were unable to get
into the court, So I earnestly and sincerely
make this appeal to the Government, and T
do so0, not in any pettifogging eriticism of
its action, but because I fruly believe this to
be a retrograde step.

It is not in the best interests of the
workers of this State, or of any Govern-
ment, or of the industries in the State. The
Government may be tied up in connection
with -this appointment. I have no doubt it
was made under certain conditions which
prevent the Government from saying to
Mr. Justice Jackson that it is sorry, it
made a mistake and it wants bim to go back
te the Arbitration Court, I am informed—
I am open to correction, of course—that the
Government had a great deal of difficulty in
getting a suitable legal man to take the posi-
tion, and that Mr. Justice Jackson would
take it only under the conditions that he
has received. If that is so, I do not blame
the judge but the Government for giving
way to him.

If Mr. Justice Jackson is in the position
of having been appointed under certain
conditions—and no doubt he is—I say em-
phatically to the Government that the
sooner it transfers him to the Supreme
Court as a judge and appoints a full-time
President, such as we have had for the last
25 years, the better it will be for this
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country. If the Government js not pre-
pared to do that or is unable to find a suit-
able legal man—that is guite possible he-
cause I would say amy suitable legal man
would be making more money than he would

get as President of the Arbitration Court

—it could amend the Industrial Arbitration
Act. The Government has already agreed
that it is not necessary to have a lawyer, or
a member of the legal fraternity in the
Arbitration Court, beeause it has already
appomted Mr. Schnaa.rs as an mdustnal
eommlssmner

I know Mr, Schndiars very well, and I do
not think he will elaim that he has had any
legal training, but he, as 2 layman, has been
appointed to a very important position. It

might be said that there is an appeal against -

his deecisions, but there will be very few.
Mr. Schnaars, let me point out, was the
nominee or elected person of the industrial
workers of this country to the Arbitration
Court Benech. The Government thought
enough of him—showing its geod judgment
—to take him from the Arbitration Court
Bench and make him an ihdustrial commis-
sioner. The Government has already agreed
to the principle that it is not necessary to
appoint & legal man to the Bench. If the
Government is nnable to get a suitable legal
man there is still plenty of time and this
side of the House will help to amend the
Industrial Arbitration Act in order to make
the choice as wide as possible. I believe I
econld zo to the Police Court in Roe-street
and pick out two or three able men, with-
out the legal gualifieations of a judge and
any one of whom would make an able
President,

Thé Legislative Council having agreed to
last year's amending legislation for the pos-
sible appointment of this eommissioner, it
has been agreed in prineiple that it was
not necessary to have a legaily qualified man
for the position. If the Bovernment is unable
at present to get anyome suitable for the
job it should smend the Act.. J make this
final appeal and have brought my motion
forward this evening more in sorrow than in
anger. We have had 25 years of reason-
able industrial peace, owing to the fact
that there has been a President of the Arbi-
tration Court available to the unions or the
Employers' Federation at any time, hut that
has now gone.

The Attorney General: No.
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Hon. A. H. PANTON: It is no use the
Attorney General shaking his head. He has
had no experience of arbitration. Tn faet,
there are very few men on the Government
side of the House—with the exception of
the member for Nedlands—and not many on
this side of the House, who have induswial
experience going back to more than 30 years
ago. I think I am the only exception. The
member for Nedlands was in the thick of
it away hack in 1910, 1911 and 1912, When
I have spoken to some union secretaries at
the Trades Hall they have been .astonnded
at things I was able 1o tell them and could
tell this House. I sincerely hope the Gov-
ernment will take notice of my appeal.

On motion by the Attorney (leneral,
debate adjourned.

MOTION—POTATOES DISPOSAL,
To-Inguire by Select Committee.

HON. J. T. TONKIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [10.5]: I move—

That a Seleet Committee be appointed to
enquire into, and report and make recommenda-
tions regarding the dispogal of potatoes grown
commercially in Western Australia.

During the war period potatoes were grown
throughont Australia under Commonwealth
eontrol and we had, in this State, o deputy
controller. Growers were given contraets
for certain acreages of potatoes and were
guaranteed a price for their produetion.
The price was satisfactory and the Govern-
ment was able to pay it and keep the cost
to the consumers at a reasonable level he-
cause a subsidy wag provided. It has been

.the experience of most countries that, when

a guaranteed price is made available, if it is
a reasonable one, production increases. Even
thongh acreages were controlled by the
Commonwealth there was a steady incrense,
not only in the area of land bronght under
production for potatoes, but also in the yield
from the land. Some idea of what hap-
pened ean he gained from the fizures I
will give. For the years 1920.1038, the. 10
seasons immediately prior to the war, the
average area under potatoes in Western
Australia was 4,899 acres, the average
annual return being 22,635 tons.

The encouragement given by the gunaran-
teed price resulted, in 1944-45, which was
the peak vear, in their being 11,375 acres
under erop in this State with a return of
51,190 tons; more than double the acreage

-
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and more than double the yield, solely as
the result of the stimulus given by the
guaranteed priee and fixed contract. Some
idea of the surplus provided can be gathered
from the fact that our normal requirements
in this State are about 28,000 tons of
potatoes annually, In 1946, while Common-
wealth control still operated, but when it had
become clear that that control would not
continue for a great deal longer, the Gov-
ernment of which I was a member acceded to
a request of the growers and introduced a
Marketing of Potatoes Bill, which duly be-
came an Aect. That measure did not pro-
pose to give n guaranteed price, but that
there should be a control of acreage if neces-
sary and that marketing should be regulated.

In order to develop my argument, I pro-
pose to give members an idea of the ruling
prices at the various relevant times, beeanse
the price is important as governing the pro-
doetion of potatoes in this State and is
therefore the factor most likely to cause
a shortage or a surplus, aecording to how
it is regulated. Omn the 9th Qctober, 1948,
when Commonwealth control had eeased and
it heeame necessary that a priee adjustment
should take place becanse the subsidy was no
longer available, the wholesale priee of

" potatoes in Westerp Australia was inereased
from £10 5s. 0d. per ton to £15 2s. 6d.
ex store, and from £10 10s. per ton to
£15 7s. 6d. f.or. or delivered into retail
store. The retnil prices which were based
upon fthose wholesale figures were inercased
from 1'%d. per 1b. to 2V%4d. per lb; and for
2.1h. lots to 4%%d.; for 3-1h. lots to 6a.; 7-1b.
lots to 1s. 21%d.; and 14-1b. lots to 21, 5d.

The present prices—those operating at
the moment—are wholesale to merchants in
Perth and Fremantle, £17 per ton fo.r.,
and the retail price for 1, 2, or 3-1h. lots,
2%d. per Ib; for 3% Ib., 8id.; for 7 Ib,
1s. 5d.; and for 14ib., 2s, 9%4d. Before the
war, when no eontrols were operating at
all, prices for potatoes had & very wide
range with big fluetuations, At fimes they
sold at £10 a ton, at other times they were
£16 a ton and they.even went to £20 a ton
for choice lines. The idea of the Marketing
of Potatoes Act, 1946, was to do away with
wide fluetnations in price and to endeavour
so to control production and regulate mar-
keting as to afford the prower a reasomable
price and at the same time make the com-
modity available to the consumer at a price
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which was satisfactory to him. T want to see
what we have been able to achieve in this
directton and I propose to quote from the
Aet to indieate the general powers of the
board which was to be set up under it. I
quote from Seetion 18—

The Board may appoint a Becretary and
such inspectors, elerks and other officers and
employees as it reqaires to assist it—

(a) in the administration of this Act;

(b) in the ecollection, handling, examina-
tion, grading, treatment, storage,
distribution and saile of potatees and
other services incidental or guxiliary
to any of the foregoing matters, and
the provisions of the Public Service
Act, 1904-1935, and of the Govern-
ment Employees (Promotions Ap-
peal Board) Act, 1545, shall not
apply to such appoiutees,-or any of
them.

That, in my opinion, gave the bhoard com-
pletely wide powers to do everything in
connection with the regulation of produe-
tion and the marketing of potatoes. Tt went
further—

With the consent. of the Minister administer-
ing any department of the Public Service of
the State, the Board may, on any terms agreed
between itself amd the Minister, make use of
the services of any person cmployed in that
department.

The salaries, wages and other expenses pay-
able to persons employed or otherwise engaged
by the Board shall be charged upon and be
pavahle out of the moneys from time to time
in the hands of the Board for the purposes
of thig Aect,

It was a complete power to do everything
with regard to the regulation of production
and the orderly marketing of the product.
Seetion 19 states—

The Board may for the purposes of e¢arry-
ing out the dutics and functions imposed on it
by the other provisions of this Act—

{n) buy or sell any property;

(b) enter into any contracts;

(e} horrow money and mortgage or charge
any of its property as security far
the repayment of any money bor-
rowed ;

{A} delMzate any of its functions and
revoke anv such delegation;

{e) establish or maintain premises for
receiving, handling, grading, treat-
ment, stornge or sale of potatoes;

(f) contract or arrange for the procvessing
of any potatoes;

{g) purchase. hire, construet, ereet and
maintain any premises, machinery,
plant and equipment required for
any processing which the Board has
the power to earry out;
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{h} may with respect to the marketing
or production of any potatoes center

N into any arrungements with any
holly, uassociation or corporatiun
in the Commonwealth which has
among its prineipal objects the
managerient, control or regniation
uf the marketing or production of
potatoes, and may through any
wmember or delegate of the Board
puarticipate in the wmembership or
management of any such hody, as-
sociation or corporation;

(i) undertake transport and vurrying ser-

" vives;

(j) exereise the funetions usually exer
cised Dy shipping agents;

(k) at its diseretion, grant or refuse lic-
enses to growers, and regulaie the
registration of growcrs and potato
growing areas;

{1y regulute the granting, issuc, duration,
refusal, suspeusion and cancella-
tion of livenses and registration
under this Act;

¢m) preseribe the conditions upon which
licenses may be granted, including
the power to limit aml define the
area or arcas within which potatoes
may he sowu or produced for sale,
and may from tine to time ndd to,
vary or revoke such conditions ov
any of them;

(n) prohibit the production uf potaioes
for sale excopt in accordance with
the conditions of any licerse Issued
Ly the Board;

(v) require any grower who may vease to
grow or produce potatoes for sule,
or whoe may iutend to produce lews
potatoes than contemplated by the
vonditions of his liccnse, to give
to the Board written notice and par-
ticulars of the civeumstan¢es within
a reasonable time;

(p} do all other acts, matters and things
which it is required by this Act to

do, or which may be necessary or

convenient to he done hy the Board

for giving effect to this Aet.
I do not think it can truthfully be said that
this board lacked any power to go all out in
the interests of this industry to ensure that
the growers would receive a fair return for
their labour and that the product would be
marketed at a price which would not he
unfair to the consnmers. Unfortunately
things have not worked out as it was hoped.
Shortly after this Act came into operation,
there sprang info heing an organisation
known as Potato Distributors (W.AL) Titd.
T understand that ahont 26 firms or persons
suhserilied an amount of £1 each to pro-
vide the eapital for this company, They
were able to interpose themselves between
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the board and the producer, and they receive
a relurn of 8s. Gd. on every ton of
potatoes produced in Western Australia.
As ‘we are producing somewhere in the
vicinity of about 40,000 tons a year, 8s. 6d.
per lon is a very deecent return for this
body, I would like to know why this body
is so necessary and why the Potato Board
could noi do what this body is supposed to
be duing, The board does not lack any
power to do it. Al I know at present
is what I can gather from the newspaper.
A gtutement by Mr. J. B. Mitchell, who is a
member of the Potato Board and whese wife
is one of the shareliolders in Potato Distri-
butors (W.A.), reads—

This company was paid 8s. 6d. per ton io
warshal potutoes in the country, supply in-
furmaition regurding growgrs’ crops, distribute
:; wgolesulers and guarantee payment to the

ourd.

And for those services that company gets
8s Gd. per ton. Alreudy I think they have
had more than £10,000 from this source.
The purpuse of the inquiry [ am seeking
is to lind out exactly how this company
sprany inio being and why it is able to at-
lain this advantageous position at the ex-
pense of the grower and the consumer, be-
cdluse the grower is very dissatisfied at the
priee he is reeeiving. On the 6th May of
this year the Premier was at Harvey attend-
ing some potato field day and he urged the
growers—he appealed to them, according to
the newspaper—to plant their full acreages
to ensure for the State a maximum supply,
and the growers told the Premier that if
the' price were not increased to them, then,
instead of planting their full acreages, they
would be redueing them. Within a matter
of hours of the Premier being there the
growers formed a deputation to go to the
Price Fixing Commissioner to seek an in-
crease in price of at least £1 per ton,

Earlier on the 12th January, the same
growers wele looking for an inerease of £3
per fon, the price to them at that time being
£12 per ton, and the retail prices at that
stage being 2%d. for 1lb, 5d. for 2Ib,
7. for 3lb, 8d. for 3Wlb, 1s. 4d.
for 7lb., and Zs. 81, for 14lb. I wunt o
make a shght correction there. The retail
priees T quoted are in error. They were in-
crcased on the 21st Febl’unl‘y, a matter of
about five weeks afterwards, and the prices
I quoted were the increased prices ds ut
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that date, and nof the retail pricey prevail-
thg on the iZth Junuary. Members will
reember that in about March or April of
this year the waterside workers at INre.
mantle decided that they would not vontinue
to loud any more polatoes for the Neur East
on the ground that they themselves could
not purchase them, and they could not see
why they should have to load potatoes to
send oversea. Therefore, they refused to
load potatoes for some time.

Now, the same Mr. Mitchell, to whom I
have already referred, said in the Press that
the action of the lumpers had resulted in
the growera losing about £1,000. What he
did not tell the people was that the traders
in Fremantle were anxious to have these
potatoes and sell them to the Fremantle
people. I am informed that the Potato
Boarq acquired these potatoes, cleaned them,
graded them, crated them and then handed
them over {o the merchants o sell oversea.
The grade of potatoes referred to is supposed
to be what is called “1A.” Mr. Mitchell en-
deavoured to show through the Press that the
nterchants in this country were not anxious to
deal in these potatoes, that the quality was
not up to standard and that they were too
small, but the men who were handling the
¢rates of potatoes for export day after day
knew full well their quality, so it was futile
to make the statement that they were of an
unsatisfaetory guality.

The reason why these merchants were
unxious to sell them oversea was because
they wer getting 4d. and 5d. per lb, for them.
There was no price fixing where these were
going, and sc it paid them better to keep
them from the local market and send them
away. It did not matter whether we had
to go without so long as the merchants got
the maximom price from this source. We were
told that it was necessary to send these pota-
.toes away in order to conserve our ovgrsea
murket. That is always the tale. It is the
same tale with timber. 'We must go without
ourselves and send our products oversez in
order to maintain our oversea market. If
our own people starve to death they will not
by interesteq in an oversea market. Our
first duty is to our own people beecause if
the oversea price falls and it does not pay
to export commodities, what do we do? We
introduce some sort of loeal consumption
plan which imposes levies on our own people
in order to keep the producers in produc-
tion. That is invariably the plan,
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Whenever we reach a stage where world
parily falis so low that there is ne induce-
ment for producers to export, the people in
our eountry have to come fo the assislance
of the producers and carry the load by pay-
ing » price which is in excess of world
parity. That iz regarded as a fair and
reasofable thing today, and 1 dov not object
to it, We must keep our producers in pro-
duction, but it should not be on the basis of
one-way traffic. 1f we look to our own
people to pay extrs at a time when world
prices fal] then they are entitled to the first
consideration when the local price ig less
than the oversea price,

We have to remember that the whole time
the subsidy was being(a,s} jhy the Common-
wealth it was from 1y o esodind from the
Australian taxpa;ersreo 1 se ey ‘h went to
the producers to keepm ayy uy rproduction.
There was no chance g 8y qnc'{ the potatoes
oversea then. But when.y; r~ach the stage
where the oversea trade approaches normal,
then the merchants regard it as the right
thing to keep the local market bare and send
the produce away. What has the Govern-
ment done about this! So far as I can
understand, it has not lifted a hand, Is the
Honorary Minister for Agriculture satisfied
that Potato Distributors (W.A) Lid. is en-
titled to get a rake-off of 8s. 6d. per ton?
Is be salisfled with that because, according
to my reading of the Act, he had to approve
of it? See. 21, Subsection (7), of the Mar-
keting of Potatoes Aet, 1946, states—

Every registered agent shall be entitled to
receive as remuneration for his services and
for any facilities made available by him in
dealing with potatoes, and as remumeration for
any expenses properly incurred by him sueh
amount as the board, with the approval of the
Minister, shall determine.

Thus the board could not agree to pay this
amonnt to the registered agents unless the
Minister approved of the payments, Does the
Minister approve of the payment of 8s. dd.
per ton Lo Potato Distributors (W.A.) Ltd.?
I would like to ascertain exactly what that
firm id for this money, and that is why I
am seeking an inguiry. I would like to
know whether the quality of the potatoes
sent away was below that which we would
expeet our own people to consume. If they
were of poor guality, they should have been
fed to pigs and not sent oversea for human
consumption. Whal a nice way to retain
our market! We send away potatoes not tif
for human consumption! That shows the
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hollowness of ithe claim that it was neeessary
to export these potatoes to maintain our
market oversea. What a wonderful way to
ensure a good name for our potatoes! Of
course, it is not true. The potatoes were of
excellent quality and could bave been made
available to the local market. There was no
need at all for the producers to have sus-
tained a loss of £1,000.

The people at Fremantle were prepared
to pay the cost of crating the potatoes, had
they been made available. As a matter of
fact, some of them were made available
eventually, but the Government did not take
any action in the matter. It just let things
slide. So far as I can see, the Government
did not propose to have any inquiry about
these matters, T tZink the House is entitled
to know how tb;‘*u'd has functioned, We
provided legislation and. mple powers, and
the board has not come up to expeetations.
It bas not by any means satisfied the pro-
ducers nor hag it satisfied the consumers.
The only people who appear to be satisfied
are the merchants and those associated with
Potato Distributors {W.A.) Ltd,, for whom
it has been a wonderful business. If we have
this inquiry, we shall be able to find ont just
where the hoard is falling down. I am afraid
it is too much under the domination of mer-
chant interests. I wounld like to know, for
example, who suggested the plan upon
which the board is working. Some of the
features of that plan suggest {o me that the
merchants were kind enough to advise the
board. That will not do at all,

The object of the board was to elimin-
ate, as far as possible, excessive and un-
necessary charges that were interposed be-
tween the producer and the c¢onsumer, and
that has not been done at all. The producers
have bheen dissatisfied all along the line, and
have been threatening to go out of produec-
tion because the return to them was ipsef-
ficient. At the same time, the price of po-
tatoes to the consuomer has been going up
and up. This is a most important matter
beeause potatoes figure so largely in the diet
of the people. They constitute an ilem that
is taken into consideration when the basie
wage is fixed. There are many items that
are not, but this js one that is. Thus it is a
factor, seeing that the Arbitration Court
takes notice of the price of potatoes, in in-
creasing or reducing wages, and as such can
have a very wide effect upon the economy
of the State.
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If the price is unnecessarily high to the
consumer without the producer getting a
corresponding advantage, surely thai is a
matter for inquiry. It seems to me there is
too wide a gap between what the producer
is receiving and the amount the consumer
is being charged. I would like to know what

_the publie pay and where the money is go-

ing, I would like to ascertain whether we
can reduce the cost of the commodity to the
consumer and ensure that the producer gets
a fair return. Not only does the welfare of
the industry depend upon this being done,
but the well-being of our own economy is
dependent upon it as well. X have been told
that the Honorary Minister for Agriculture
does not agree with the amount that Potato
Distributors {W.A.} Ltd. has been receiv-
ing. If that is so, what has he done about
it? According to the Act, he must have ap-
proved of the payment of the amount. Did
he just;fign on the doited line without as-
certaining the amounts that were being ap-
proved, or did the board make the charges
without reference to the Honorary Miis-
ter?

Hon. A. R. G. Hawke: It may have been
a Government decision,

Hon, J. T. TONKIN: These are matters
that require to be cleared up. Therefore, I
have much pleasure in submitting the mo-
tion, because I think it will render a ser-
vice to the country,

On motion by the Minigter for Lands, de-

- bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 10.39 pm.



