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possible to provide interest, sinking fund and
depreciation on an over capitalised eoncern.
In order to make a suecess of the undertak-
ing, the capital was reduced by £110,000.
Notwithstanding this, the State Implement
Works still show a huge loss. T shoulil like
to know on how much capital is intevest and
sinking fund being provided.

Hon. .J. Nicholson: We are in total iyg-
norance of that.

Hon, R, J. LYNN: The Commissioner of
Railways, apparently, is making an honest
attempt to square his ledger. T expect we
shall have a howl from some members re-
gpecting the cutting down of railway ser-
vices, but T believe the Commissioner is en-
deavouring to bring his expenditure within
bounds. The same thing will have to be
done with all the other trading concerns, As
for the Wyndham Meat Works, T do not wish
to offer any suggestions concerning the prob-
able outeome of that enterprise. The expen-
diturc to-lay is so enormouns that I agree
with Sir Edward Wittenoom that ad@itional
expenditure will have to be incurred in order
to save some of the wreck, Anyone who has
been to Wyndham knows that it is right out
of the trading route, and that in consequence
provision will have to he made for fairly
large shipments, to induce steamers to go
there. I daresay it will be possible to indoce
steamers to go there for shipmenis of 1,000 or
1,300 tons, but only at a prohibitive rate.
It will be necessary to cater for that busi-
ness by a special elasg of steamer.

Hon. H, Stewart: That shonld have been
foreseen.

Hon. R, .J. LYXN: Tf T ean possibly offer
any suggestions to the Goernmen: which will
he of service to them T shall be only too
pleased to do so, for T do view with genuine
alarm the ever increasing deficit and the of-
feet it will have on induwstry. For T realise
that the additional taxation necessary to hal-
ance the ledger will seriously affect many of
our industries. JYn vespeet of the measures
mentioned in the Governor’s Speech, some
of them may be of importance but, gener-
ally speaking, they are a eolourless lot. 1
see a refereuce to a proposed Coal Mines
Regulation Bill. T hope there will be no in-
troduction of amy Coal Mines Regulation
Rill whielk will tend to further harass the
industry. We.have enough legislation af-
fecting this industry to-day, and if the pro-
posed Coal Mines Regulation Bill means an
amendment of existing lepislation in the di-
reetion of harassing the industry, then I
shall he sorry indeed to see such a measure,
Tt ts unfortunate, but it is true, that any-
one to-day dealing with Government De-
parthents is considerably harassed in many
directiona. One only needs to be associated
with an industry or a business that
brings Wim into contact with a number of
departments to truly find out what those
Government departments really are. Tn view
of what T have said I hope the Minister will
consider the advisability of bringing down
the Estimates at the earliest possible date,

and thus give this House an opportunity to
at loast diseuss the finaneial position of the
State irreapective of a lot of colourless legis-
lation.

On meotion by Hon, J. Mills debate ad-
journed.

House ‘adjourned at 5.40 pm,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—LIQUOR LICENSE TO
ASIATIC.

Mr. O’LOGULEN asked the Colonial Sec-
retary: 1, Is it a fact that Quan Sing, of
Derby, has reeeived a license to sell liquor?
2, Does the Licensing Act permit Asiatics to
hold gallon liceuses? 3, Did Quan Sing, after
being refused his license, wait on the Minis-
ter in Perth and bave his licensc restored?
4, Did the Minister vreceive an application
from a white trader at Derby? &, If so, why
this diserimination between white and tan?

The C('OLONTAL SECRETARY replied: 1,
No. 2, Ne. 3, No. 4, No. 5, There ie no dis-
cvimination. Mr. Quan Bing held a gallon
license prior to heing disqualified by the Lie-
ensing Act, 1811, He had stoeks of liquor.
Ag far back as 1915 the then Colonial Treas-
urer congented to abstain from taking aection
againat Quan Sing as an unlicensed person in
the disposal of the stoeks in question. M.
Quan Bing did not dispese of the stocks un-
der that undertaking, secking ifstead to have
his licenge reinstated. Finding after many
years that bis wishes could not be complied
with, he is now dispesing of the stocks held
over since, under a similar guarantee by the
present Government not to interfere, An in-
ventory of the cstock held by the police has
been taken by the police, and when cxhauvated
any further sales by Quan Sing would mean
the enforecounent of the law for illegal dealing
in liquor, the same as in any other case,
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QUESTION—PENSIONERS' HOMES
AND TAXATION.

Hon. T. WALEKER asked the Premier:
Is it the intention of the Government this ses-
sion to introduce legislation to amend Stiate
and municipal taxation enactments so as to
exempt the homes of old age and invalid pen-
sioners from all imposts and burdens by way
of ratva and taxes?

The PREMIER replied: The question is
being considered, and if it is necessary, ex-
emption from payment of land and income
tax will be provided for in the amending Aect.
The law relating to payment of rates and
tuxes to loea! anthorities will be looked into.

QUESTION—TIMBER LEASES AND
CONCESSIONS.

To withhold extension of term.

Mr. PICKERING asked the Premier: In
view of the fact that none of Millars’ Timber
and Trading Company’s leases and/or conces-
signs fall due for renewal nantil 1924, will he
withliold the extension of such leases and/or
coneessions ontil the Hounse has bad an op-
portunity of perusing the papers called for
by notice of metion?

The PREMIER replied: Extension has been
agreed to under the provisions of the Act,
and formal notification to Millars’ Timber
and Trading Company will be withheld to
enable members to peruse the files.

QUESTiON—PRUIT TRADE, DUTCH
EAST INDIES,

Mr. ANGELO asked the Minister for Ag-
rieulture:—~1, HMave the Government of the
Dutch East Indies imposed a duty on Aus-
tralian fruit? 2, Was this done immediately
after the Commonwealth had inercased the
duty on bananas? 3, What effect will the
agtion of the Duteh East Indian Government
have upon the export fruit trade of this
State?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE re-
plied: 1, So far as we are aware the Gov-
ernment of the Dutch Bast Tndies have not
imposed any additional duty on Australian

froit. 2, Answered by No. 1, 3, Answered
by No. 1.

MOTION—NOTICES OF QUESTIOXNS,
Amendments by Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MeCALLUM  (Soath Fremantle)
[4.40]: I move—

That the Speaker’s action in mutilating
and amending notices of questions, and
withholding notices of questions from the
Notice Paper, i3 a wrongful interference
with the rights and privileges of members
of this Honse.

I regret very much to findd that my first ef-
fort in this House is to he one in dissent
from a ruling given by yourself, Mr. Speaker.
As a new member T have no desire whatever
to come into eonflict with the presiding offi-
coer of this Chamber. Though new to Par-
liament, I have had some vonsiderable ex-
periciice in various <debating assemhblies, and
I have invariably given iy strongest sup-
port and my best help to the man whoe has

-been entrusted with authority to control the

deliberations of the gathering. | hope that,
as time goes on, T shall prove that in this
Assembly I shall pursne the same course
But as regards the ruling which you gave
yostorday, 1 feel, Sir, that if it is allowed to
pass unchallanged and withont some explana-
tion 50 far as T am concerned, the inference
may be drawn, firstly, that T plead guilty to
having used wnhecoming terms, and, secondly,
the effect would be, T submit, that of seri-
ously restricting the rights of individual mem-
bers of this Chamber. Althovgh the powers
of the Speaker should be, if possible, nwpheld
in every instance, it is not to be forgotten
that' the private members of this House also
have rights which should be conserved, There-
fore, although the ruling in question has
been given against myself, & new mem-
ber, I do not feel disposed to accept it
without placing at any rate my views on the
subject before the House, One reason which
you, Sir, have given for expunging the ques-
tion which T submitted is the provisions of
Standing Order 106, which reads—

If any notice containg unbecoming ex-
pressions, the House may arder that it shaii
not be printed, or it may be expunged from
the Notice Paper, or amended by order of
the Speaker.

That Standing Order sets out three con-
ditions. The first is, an order of the House
that the notice shall not be printed. The
second is, that the notfice may be expunged.
The third is, that the notice may be amended
by order of the Speaker. But in that Stand-
ing Order there is no power given to the
Speaker to expunge a notice, or to order that
a notice shall not be printed. The Standing
Order distinetly limits the power of the
Speaker in this eonnection to amending a
notice. No power whatever is given by that
Standing Order which you have quoted, Sir,
authorising you to keep any question off the
Notice Paper. Aeccording to that Standing
Order, that paower is left distinetly in the
hands of the House itself. You went on to
quote ‘‘May,”’ as follows:—

As a Notice Paper is published by au-
thority of the House, all notices of motion
or of questions of a member contaihing
unbecoming expressions infringing these
rules, or other irregnlarities, mayv, hy the
Speaker’s authority, be correeted hy the
Clerk at the Table,

"“Be corrected.’”’ There is no authority in the
quotation whiech yon have made from
"*May,’’ Sir, for your preventing a question
from appearing on the Notice Paper. TUnder
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both the extraet which you have quoted from
“May,’’ and the Standing Order which you
have cited, there is no power to the Speaker
to prevent a question of which notice has
been given by any member from appearing
on the Notice Paper. By your action you
have, Sir, aceording to the two authorities
guoted by you, usurped the functions of the
House, and taken upon yourself to do what
the Standing Order says can only be done by
a decision of the House. On those grounds 1
take my first stand, that you have done
wrong, Sir, in preventing the question of
which I gave notice ifrom appearing on
the Notice Paper. I maintain that
the only anthority which ecan do that
is, according to the Standing Order quoted
by you, the House itself. Now as to the
amending of the questions. You gave as
your reason, Sir, that they ‘contained unbe-
coming expressions. Let me examine the
alterations which were made in my first ques-
tion. In that question you have caused to
be struck out the following words:—
their efforts to supplant white labour
by Astatics.
The ‘‘their’’ refers to the licensee and the
proprietor of the Esplanade Hotel. The
allusion is to the efforts of the licensee and
the proprietor to supplant white labour by
Asiaties, ‘
Mr. Underwood: That is not a question at
ail.

Mr. McCALLUM: The reference is dis-
tinctly to the proprietor and the licensee of
the Esplanade Hotel. Now what is there in
that which is unbeecoming? What is unbe-
coming in my saying that the proprietor and
liceneee of the Esplanade Hotel have put for-
ward efforts to supplant white labonr by
Asiatic? T am not attempting to cast re-
flections on any member of the House or of
the Ministry, [ am not questioning their hon-
esty, or casting 2 slur on them in any way.
All T put forward is some action on the part
of a publican, What part of the Standing
Orders of this TTouse gives you, Sir, anthority
to protect a publican? Is there any regula-
tion which gives you aunthority to protect
anybody at all outside the House? The
Standing Orders distinetly set out to give
protection to hon. members, When referring
to people outside, members can eall them all
sorts of names, can even libel them, and ac-
tion cannot lie against any member using
libellous terms agoinst outsiders, so long as
those terms are used in this Chamber. This
publiean is protected against me by you. I
am not allowed to refer 'to him as having
rut forward eforts to supplant white labour
by Asiatics. What is there in the term which
ia unbeeoming? It is merely a statement of
fact, the declaration of a truth. How can it
be held that a declaration of truth is unbe-
coming? In question No. 2 you have struck
out the words ‘‘wariike arrangements includ-
ing armed forces, barbed wire entanglements,
field bospital, and the parading of the police
foree in battle array displayed.’”’ You have

struek out those words, I want to know from
you what there is in those words which is
unheeoming? They are merely a statement
of what has occurred. The Government have
admitted that. It has appeared in the public
Press, has been eriticised. With my friend,
the Leader of the Opposition, I was in the
Eastern States when the happenings at the
Esplanade Hotel, Perth, were rveported in
each of the daily papers over there, It was
the laughing-stock of public men in big eities
where the hon. member and I were touring.
Fverybody knows that it was Qome; acecord-
ing to Press reports, it was open to the gaze
of about 12,000 people. How, then, can it
be said that this statement of fact in my
question is unbecoming? The only reason
you, Sir, have given for altering the question
by ruling out portions of it is that those por-
ticns are unbecoming. That is the only point
T have to answer. No other reason has been
given. [If there were other reasons, I take it
you would have embodied them in your rul-
ing, [ say that your action in ruling out
those questions has prevented me from getting
the information whieh I require. I can con-
ceive a position where the Government would
be compelled to take action and use the police
foree in cireumstances which would prevent
me from taking any exception to their action,
That has often happened. But what I want
the declaration of the Government upon, is
the extraordinary arrangements that were
made, the extraordinary display of force that
occurred at the Esplanade Hotel. I want to
krow if T am not to state the faects as they
occurred, and to put the question in such a
way that it will produce the information ¥
require. If T am not to do that, how am I
to get the information? The Government ad-
wit, everybody knows, that barbed wire en-
tanglements were used, that the police were
armed, that a fuolly cquipped field hospital
was there, with & nurse in attendance. ,Those
are admitted facts. Yet, when I repeat those
facts, [ am told that I have used unbecoming
expressions. If I want information about
barbed wire entanglements, how am I to get
it? Am I to refer to thc barbed wire en-
tanglements as spring mattresses? If 1 wish
to refer to bayonets, am I to speak of them
a3 toothpicks? Why am I debarred from
stating a clear truth in asking for the par-
tieulars T require? T want to know in what
way you, Sir, find the terms used unbecom-
ing? You are casting ‘s grave reflection on
the Government in implying that those state-
ments are so outrageous that they are not
to be used, that I must not whisper
them or give notice of them, although
the Government admit having done those
things. If it is so bad that I dare not
put the question, what kind of reflection
is it on the Government, who admit having
dono those things? They have erected barbed
wire entanglements; they have armed- the
police; they have made a parade of a ficld
hospital with a nurse in attendance; and the
whole affair is so outrageous that I dare not
whisper it in this House.
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The Minister for Mines: There is no neces-
sity to give you the information if you al-
realy know all these things.

Mr, McCALLUM: 1f 1 had been ruled out
on the score that the Gevernment did not want
to give information already in my possession,
it would be different; but that was not the
reason given by the Speaker, who said merely
that it was unbecoming. That is the only
point I have to answer. I Lelieve that owing
to an action of a similar kind used by a Gov-
ernment in another State many years ago you,
Sir, had to pay the penalty of the law, had
to suffer and put up with the imposition of
the law on you, and go through great priva-
tions. Now you arc shocked merely at the
mention of this kind of thing which you
yourself had to put np with, What has made
the alteration? Are we to be told that al-
though the Government go out and make this
kind of display a member is not to be al-
lowed to get up and mention the fact and
seek information relating to it? ZNot omly
did the Government do these things, but at
least one member of the Government appears
to be proud of the fact. The Minister for
Mines, in his electoral campaign in Albany,
boasted that he had raised armed forces in
the country.

The Minister for Mines: What has that to
do with the Speaker's ruling?

Hon. P. Collier: It is just as well that wec

should bave it.

Mr. McCALLUM: The Speaker has ruled
that T am not permitted to use the term
‘‘armed  forees,”’ yet during his campaign
the Minister for Mines ured words that were
reported in the Press in this way:—

When they marshalled their forces and
gave out their policy to ‘the public and
those directly interested in that deliberate
attempt to make inroads on constitnted an-
thority, they told those people distinetly
and definitely that there had to be an end
to that kind of thing, He had armed a faw
men, and had asked repeatedly whether, as
a matter of faet, that proper preparation
made in connection with the Kalgoorlie
affair had not actually effected the preven-
tion of bloodshed rather than tend towards
bringing it about.

The Minister for Mines: Hear, hear!

Mr. Carter: That was said in Albany, oot
in the House.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Minister boasted
that he had armed men, and went on to refer
to bloodshed. I have not gone that far, hut
have simply referred to armed forces.

The Minister for Mines: Compare the two
of us, I think you look more bloodthirsty
than I do,

Hon, P. Collier: You always do your fight-
ing by proxy.

Mr. MeCALLUM: T do not want to argue
as to which ig the more ferocious, the Minis-
ter for Mines or myself. All I am doing is to
gtate plain facts, which apparently the Min-
ister is proud of; and you, Sir, say it is so
awful a thing that it must not be mentioned

in the House. What sort of a reflection is
that .on the Ministry? The Minister for
Mines boasted that he had given a lead to
the rest of Australia in arming forces. May
T not be allowed to use the same terms here?
I do not know what the House itself would
clags as unbecoming expressions, but I find
that in the IHouse of Commons the following
terms were used in guestions referring to
Irish affairs, *‘‘arsom,’’ ‘‘looting,’’ *‘tor-
ture,’? *‘murder.’” Those terms, relating to
affairs in Ireland, are permitted in the
House of Commons. TIn eonnection with
Amritzar, the expression ‘‘wholesale bloody
massacre'’ was uged.

Hon. T, Collier: What would onr Speaker
say to that?

Mr. McCALLUM: Yes, what would have
happened had I used sueh a phrase as that in
my question? I, find alto that iu the other
branch of this Parliament, on the same day
as T put my question, this question was
asked—

On whose autherity were the police
armed with guns and fized bayenets on
Sunday, 26th June, 1921, in front of the
Esplanzde Hotel, Perth?

No exception was taken to that gquestion, and
it was duly answered yesterday. The next
question you, Sir, have ruled out, was as fol-
lows;—

In' view of the frequency with which
armed forces have of late been called into
industrial disputes, is it to be taken as the
set policy of the Government to take sides
with employers and prepare to shoot down
workers who may be in dispute with their
employers?

T wanted a declaration of policy on the part
of the Government on that peint, The Gov-
ernment admit that they have armed forces
and served ont ball eartridges. The publie
know that the Government have paraded the
police with fixed bayonets and provided hos-
pital arrangements, and I want to know why
those ball eartridges were served out to the
police force if not to shoot down workers.
I want te know why the police have been
armed, why the display of foree, why the ar-
rangements for the hospital. Were those ar-
rangements made to shoot down the workers?
Am T not entitled to ask that? I want to
inforin the Premicr through you that I asked
the question—I do not think the Premier or
any of his colleagues took exception te it—
rolely with the desire to get an expression of
the Government’s .intention. My adviee to
the trades unionists of this State will largely
depend on the declaration of Government
poliey on that partienlar point. T think that
is of some importance, the future policy of
the trade uwnionists of this State. We have
had the exhibition here, not in one instance
but in several, of armed forees being called
out and ball eartridges isswed and hospital
arrangements made; and now I want to
know if that has been dome with the delib-
erate intention of shooting down workers.
The information will weigh largely with me
in the advice whieh T will give to the trades
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-unionists as to their future policy, but T am
not permitted to have it.

Mr, Carter: Is that a promise or a
threat?

Mr. McCALLUM: I am nwnot particular
which way the hon. member takes it. I
want to know what the policy of the Gov-
ernment is on that score. They admit hav-
ing done everything that I have set ont. I
propose at =z later stage to give expression
to my views in connection with these hap-
penings,. and to say what is in my mind
and what I think the attitude of the trades
unjoniats should be. I will state that
definitely and clearly and will give the
Hounse an opportunity of knowing where 1
stand in that connection. These briefly are
the reasons which have prompted me to
move in the direction of disagreeing with
the Speaker’s ruling. The Speaker only
gave one rcason for declaring that these
questions were unbecoming, and if they
were nnbecoming to the House they were
cerfainly not unbecoming to any member
of the Government in view of what I
quoted as having taken place in the House
of Commons and elsewhere. I have not
attempted to refleet in any way on any
member of the Ministry or on any member
of the House. If there was a reflection it
wag against the publican, and I know of
no Standing Orders which will protect a
publican from any question which may be
asked in this Chamber. With regard to the
two authorities quoted by the Speaker,
neither of them gives the Speaker the
power to rule out a question. Both anthori-
ties state that the Speaker has the power
to amend, but neither gives the power to
rule out, and both declare that the oanly
authority which can rule ont such a matter
is the House itself. Therefore I eontend
that the Speaker has wusurped functions
which belong to the House as a whole.

The PREMIER (Hon. Bir James Mitchell
—Northam) [5.4]: It iz mot my infention
to more than briefly reply to the remarks
of the hon. member who has submitted the
motion. It is true that we ean say any-
thing we like in this Chamber and that we
are given protection for whatever remarks
we may make here, While that protection
is given to us it is expected that we will
not abuse it by saying of people outsidn
things that are not true. We have that
protection and we are expected to exercise
care in regard to any Temarks we may
make, Of course anything that we may say
about cach other in the Chamhber can be
dealt with on the spot. It should be real-
ized by hon. members that that is the posi-
tion. It is true that any hon. member has
a perfeet right to ask questions, but the
opportunity should not be taken to make a
statement while asking those questions.
The hon. member has declared that he made
a statement in submitting his question, and
he said it was a statement of fact. So far
as the Government are coneerned there is

(3]

no objection whatever to answering any
questions or letting hon. members have any
information they may desire. The hon.
member has told us that he will take an
early opportunity, presumably on_  tae
Address-in-reply, of declaring his views.
That is all right, He has a perfect right
to do so, and that will be the proper time
to air those views.

Mr. MeCallum: I have not yet given my
views on the question. I said that my
views would depend upon your declaration.

The PREMIER: The present is not the
time to discuss the Esplanade question, bui
the time will come when the hon. member
will be able to make full vae of the opportu-
nity. [ was glad to hear him say that the
ruling of the Specaker should be upheld.

Ton, T, Walker: Who said that?

The PREMIER: Not on this question,
but he said speaking generally that control
by the Speaker should be upheld by the
House.

Hon. P. Collier: Whether the Speaker he
right or wrong? .

The PREMIER: Generally.

Hon. P. Collier: Everybody agrees with
that if the Speaker is right.

The PREMIER: I agree with that to..
The hon, member has, however, argued
that only the House has the right to alter
questions.

Mr, McCallum: T did not say that.

The PREMIER: It has been the custom
here that questions should be considered
or disallowed by the Speaker and this is
the first time that any exception has been
taken to the exercise of that power. I
suppese if the motion be carried it wili
mean that the Standing Orders will have
to be altered,

Mr, Willeock: No, they will have to be
interpreted correcily,

The PREMIER: If hon. members will
read Standing Order 108 they will see that
these words oeccur:—

In puiting any sveh questions no
argumecnt or opinion shall be offered, nor
any facts stated except so far as may be
neecessary to explain sueh question,

Mr. Troy: That is all the hon. member
did.

The PREMIER: I am not going to discuss
the merits or demerits of the matter., The
Standing Order declares all that may be
done, and if in the opinion of the Spealker
more than that.is attempted, the Speaker
has a perfeet right to alter the question.
Our object in asking questions is to gain
information. If we wish to make state-
ments, as my friend has done this after-
noon, we c¢an do so on g¢ther oceasions. It
ix right that questions should be asked only
for the purpose of gaining information. Ir
was not necessary for anyone in this Cham-
ber to ask whether the police were at the
FEsplanade Hotel on that particular Sun-
day. Everybody kunew that they were
there. Then further, Standing Order 100
provides that ‘‘a member shall not debate
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the matter to which the same refers,”” 8o
it will be seen, that not only is the question
controlled by the Speaker, but the Minister
in giving his answer is also controlled
by the Standing Order. I have endeavoured
to show that the question must be bona fide
and merely for the sake of seeking informa-
tion. The pesition is made even more clear
by the ‘‘Manual of the House of Commons,’!
12th edition, page 61, wherein it is set out—
The proper object of a question is to
obtain information on a matter of fact
within the special cognisance of the mem-
ber to whom it is addressed. The right to
ask a question is governed by the following
rules: (1) A question must not publish
any name or statement not strictly neces-
sary to make the question intelligible, (2)
If a question contains a statement, the
member asking it must make himself re-
sponsible for the accuracy of the state-
ment, (3) A question must not contain any
argument, inference, imputation, epithet or
ironical expression. '
That makes the position very clear, and if
we keep within the four corners of that we
shall always be on aafe ground. I may also
quote a passage from Blackmore’s ‘‘Practice
ot the ‘House of Commons'’' on this question.
We find there, on page 126, this quotation—
The rule as to the language of questions
is very strict. No argument or opinion
shall be offered, nor any facts stated, ex-
cept so far as may be necessary to explain
such question. The objeet of this is to
prevent the use of such language or state-
ments, by meaas of a question, which might
lead to debate.
We have always observed this rule, At any
rate we have done so during my 15 years’
Parlinmentary experience, and we have never
questioned the right of the Speaker to amend
o, if mecessary, suppress a guestion. I can
quate further our Standing Order’ 106, which

has already been read, and also the following

passage from ‘'May,’”’ 10th edition, page
232, which reads—

As the Notice Paper is published by
authority of the House, a notice of motion,
or of a question to be put to a member,
vontaining unbecoming  expressions, in-
fringing its rules, or otherwise irr_egu]ar,
may, umder the Speaker's authority, be
corrected by the Clerks at the Table.

Ar. Troy: Where does it say it may be
omitted !

The PREMIER: These alterations if
necessary are submitted to the Speaker or
to the member who gave notice of the gques-
tion. At amy rate I am not going to argue
with the ex-Speaker.

Mr. Troy: I am not the ex-Speaker. I
am the member for Mount Magnet,

The PREMIER: I remember the hon,
gentleman as a Speaker for many years.
The application of the rules, I repeat, is a
matter for the Bpeaker. A member has .the
means by which he can question the ruling
of the Speaker, Personally I have ne ob-

jection whatever to questions being asked,.
but if I had been Speaker I would have
taken exception to the form in which the
hon, member's questions were snbmitted. I
heard them read in their original form to-
day for the first time. I hope the House
will nphold the Speaker’s ruling. I believe-
it will, ’

Hon. P. Coliier:
House always does.

I'ne PREMIER: No. If the Speaker were
wrong I am sure he would be the first to
admit it.

Hon. P. Collier: In the last Parliament ke
was certainly wrong.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: And he acted against
the advice of the Attorney General.

The PREMIER: T do not know what the
Attorney General would say on this question.

Hon. P. Collier: How could you be ex-
pected to know when you have not an At-
torney Generald

The PREMIER: 1 think the House will
uphold the Speaker’s ruling because the case
made out by the hon. member is a very poor
cne. He hds admitted that his question eon-
tained statements. Of course he contends
that they were statements of faet, but that
does not alter the position, He admits he
did make a statement.

Mr. MeCallum: The Speaker is not object-
ing to all that matter.

The PREMIER: Having admitted so
much, the hon. member ought to withdraw
his motion. He has ventilated his grievance
arnd, having donme that, should be satisfied.
If the motion does go to a division, I hope
Mr, Speaker’s ruling will be supported.

Rightly or wrongly, the

Hon. T, WALKER (Kanowna) [5.15]:
The Standing Order under which you, Mr.
Speaker, have acted gives you power both
to expunge or to amend any question put
by hon. members, Standing Order 106
says—

If any notice contains unbecoming ex-
pressions, the House may order that it
shall not be printed, or it may be ex-
punged from the Notice Paper, or
amended by order of the Speaker.

Mr. McCallum: That is not the punctua-
tion.

Hon. T, WALEER: The punctuation is
as I have read it. That is to say, the first
‘tor*? i disjunetive.

If any notice containg unbecoming ex-
pressions, the House may order that it
shall mnet be printed or it may be
expunged from the Notice Paper, or
amended by order of the Speaker.

Mr. Troy: Three different propositions!

Hon, T. WALKER: That is not the peint
I am going to take. The Standing Order
clearly gives power to expunge or to amenil,
and also gives the House the power. That
is borne out by other authorities sneh as
““‘May’’ and the ‘*Manual of the House of
Commeons.’” The point is whether you, Mr.
Speaker, bhave exercised your discretion.
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The only point we have to consider is
whether you have shown a tendency to
wrongly interpret the phrages shown in the
question. If your reasening last night was
correct, and you objected to the question
placed on the business paper by the mewm-
ber for Souikr Fremuntle as being unbecom-
ing, then I think no member of this House
would support you. There is not a member
who, in his ealm moments, could read these
questions deliberately and say they were
unbecoming. Unbecoming of what? The
questioner unbecoming as a member of this
House, or the question unbecoming to the
person who had to answer it? 'Wag the
‘question unbecoming as a matter of man-
ners to the House? It was nof. It cannot
be said that that was the case. Tn the
exercise of authority to expunge—it is sup-
posed if this authority be exercised that it
skall be exerciged with due regard to the
1ights of this Chamber—this aunthority
should not be exercised at the whim of the
Speaker. It should mot be done to show
any bias in favour of any section of the
cemmunity or by way of preveating any
section of the community being wounded
by the directness of the question. It has
to be done purely in the protection, not in
the abrogation, of the rights and privileges
of members of this House. Let us take the

question that yon expunged—
1n view of the frequeney with which
armed forces have of late been called
into industrial disputes, is it to be taken
as the set peolicy of the Government to
take sides with employers and prepare to
shoot down workers who may be in dis-

. pute with tkeir employers?

The Premier; We do not. shoot down
people. It should not be necessary to ask
that guestion,

Hon. T. WALKER: The Premier can
-simply answer it in the negative,

Hon. P, Collier: It is no reasonm why it
should not appcar on the Notice Paper.

Hon. T. WALKER: There is no reason
why it should not be answered. It is &
reasonable supposition, for there has bern
slown in other parts of the world the inten-
tion of Governmeunts te take sides with
certain classes or sections of the commu-
nity, and to plice others at the merey of
that class,

The Premier: We must preserve law andl
order, and do no more.

Hon, T, WALKER: It must be fair-sided
law and order. It must not be law and
crder for one side,

Tha Premier: We know ne side.

Hon. T. WALKER: Then the queation
cannot offend the Premier.

The Premier:
the slightest.

Hon. T. WALKER: To whom can it refer
in the* way of giving offence? Where is
the offence? Tt is a simple question. It i3
‘s, coneeivable course that Governments
may take. They give arms to particular
powers and forees in the community for

“of your “‘appreciation of good taste.

It does not offend me in

the protection of one section of the com-
munity. It is a reasonable thing to usk,
“‘Is that the policy of this Government?'’

The Premier: It is not a fair thing to
ask; it is obviously unfair,

Hon. T. WALKER: 1t may rankle in the
breasts of some when guestions of this kind
are asked, but not in the case of the Pre-
mier, In the ecase of many there is a
residnum of consciousness whieh i3 stirred
by .being confronted with an expression of
truth by way of questiong put in this form.
That is the fault of those who take that
view of the case. It does not, however,
opply to the Premier. There is certainly
pothing unbecoming in asking the Premier
it this is his policy. The answer is in the
negative. ‘It is not, 1t never was, and
never will be the policy of the Govern-
ment.’' Surely we have the right to kunow
what the policy of the Government is,
There is no disguising the faet, for it is
true that the guns, the sabres and the
cartridges are in the hands of one section
and that section is not the workers, Ton
often also they are used to subdue, humili-
ate, crush and incapacitate the workers, I
have in mind numerous instances in
America, a civilised eountry, where that
sort of thing is done. Burely we want to
koow if this is the policy in Westein
Australia under the rule of the existing
Government. XNothing but a thinoess of
skin would prevent such questions being
answered, and answered in sach a way as
the Government can answer when they get
their best men upon the job.  There is
nathing nnbecoming in that gquestion. The
danger is that, because one likes to put the
interpretation upon a question that it is
unbecoming, and hurts someone's feelings,
and you, 8ir, have the power to suppress
that question altogether, the time may
come when something of extremely vital
importance and urgency may be struck off
the Notice Paper, and the public deprived
of the information they seek through their
members here, It is not the member for
South Iremantle who speass in this matter,
I know he is voleing the questioning of
thousands, and he has put it in this form
for the purpose of giving the Government
a chance of expressing their views and
their poliey on this matter. Therefore it
is not the hon. member who is coneerned.
It is the general public behind the hown.
member that we have to consider. Beeause
vou think it will hurt someone’s feelings, nr
is unberoming, it dees not savour too nicely
Tf you
bhave the right to put your pencil through a
question to prevent the public from obtain-
ing certain information, you do wrong. Yom
deprive the people of their representation in
this Cramber. You gag their representative.
You prevent him from doing his duty to the
Mouse and to the country. That is the dan-
ger.  Far better is it to Le a little more lib-
eral and not so thin-skimmed, than to take
action of this kind and suppress’ information
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of the worst possible charaeter. In the other
case the question was asked, ‘*What has been
the cost to the taxpayers of this State for the
police protection afforded to the proprietor
and the licensee of the Esplanade Hotel in
their efforts to supplant white labour by
Asgiaties?’? What is wrong with that; what
is unbecoming or false about it?

The Premier: It is unnecessary.

Hon. T. WALKER: Why?

The Premier: To ask for such informatien.

Hon. T. WALKER: It is to gain informa-
tion upon that very point. It is essential.
This is explanatory.

The Premier: T do not think so.

Hon. T. WALKER: What is the dispute
about? Who knows what the dispute was®
Nothing eould be more general than the word
‘¢dispute.’’ Let us know what it was. It
wag then stated definitely and we know what
it iz about. Tt was a definite effort to sup-
plant white labour with Asiatics. That was a
definite effort which succeeded. )

Mr. Underwoodl: Tt is a definite statement,
not an effort.

Hon, T. WALKER: Undoubtedly. It is a
statement which enables us to know what we
are asking about. Tf the question had merely
mentioned the word ¢‘dispute,’’ it might
have referred to any dispute. A dispute is
a vague word applied to a thonsand different
comniotions, This statement was no more
than explanatory of the protection which was
to be afforded, a protection due to efforts to
supplant white labour by Asiatics.

Mr. Underwood: That is a statement,

Hon. T. WALKER: It clearly defines what
we are asking about. T disagree with your
ruling, not because I want to lessen your
power or challenge your right to rule out of
order questions that are eclearly of the char-
acter et forth in the Standing Orders as ob-
jectionable. 1 fail to see, however, that the
questions under discussion come within that
category or that the questions are either un-
becomting or inadmissable on that ground.
The words which have been ruled out of order
are essentially necessary in order to make
the sente of the questions perfectly clear.
Hon. members are entitled to do that. We
are entitled to ask questions which may be
worrying or exasperating, but that is no rea-
son why they should be suppressed, particu-
larly when the references are such ag are
necessary to make them intelligent to the
outside publie, as well as to make the mean-
ing of the questioner perfeetly clear. Tt does
not matter how we feel regarding the matter
contained in the question, for that is not the
point. Everyone has the right to ask ques-
tions and to have in those questions relating
to current affairs so much as is necessary to
make them perfectly plain. The only reason
the Speaker gave last night for altering the
questions was that those portions which had
been deleted were unbecoming, I do not
agree with that view and T shall be obliged
to vote with the member for South Fremantle
as T desire to protect the rights of every mem-
ber here. In addition I desire to protect the
Chair. The Chair may do an injury to the

good government of this Chamber. If wise
decisions are not given and wise judgments
are not exereised, we will lose our respect
for the Chair. It is my respect for the Chair
as an institution that compels me to vote for
the motion. .

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [5.33]: I in-
tend to support your ruling Mr. Speaker, and
L am pleased that you have given that rul-
ing. I think sueh a roling should have
been given years ago. The object -a
member has in asking a question is to gain
information and if you put something in the
tail in the nature of a statement of fact or
alleged fact, them it does not constitute a
question. In one of the questions which the
member for South Fremantle has brought
forward, there is a statement in the tail of
i} regarding the shooting down of people. No
one has been shot dowm—anyhow, not yet.

Mr. Corboy: Tt will be bad luck for yuu
if it starts.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: And for you, because
I can still hold a gun straight. Never mind
about you having been at the War,

Mir, Corboy: I can run pretty well.

Mr, UNDERWOQOD: 1t is just as well.
We have come to a stage where this matter
shoull be clearly defined. For the past 13
years I have heard questions asked which
have embodied statements and those ques-
tions should always have been ruled ont. On
every oceasion I have asked a question 1
have merely sought information and I have
never put at the end of my question any
statement of faet or alleged faet.

Mr. Corboy: TYou will be growing wings
8007

Mr, UNDERWOOD: ©No doubt the mem-
ber for South Fremantle does not know the
eonditiong under which it is possible for him
to make any statements he likes in this
House. It is perhaps unknown to him that
there are numerous opportunities available
for making statements and in addition onc
ig not liable for any statement he makes on
the floor of the Hounse. In incorporating the
extra assertion, the hon. member’s gnestion
beecame a statement, not a question. In ad-
dition to the Address-in-reply, the hon. mem-
ber ean make any statement he desires deal-
ing with this er other matters on the Esti
mates and on many other oceasions. That is
where such information as he has inserted in
his question should be dealt with and cer-
tainly not in a question, I appreciate the
deeision Mr, Speaker has given, When T was
addressing a mecting in the back country
a2 man got np and put a question to me some-
thing like that whieh the hon. member for
South Fremantle has put to the House. My
chairman immediately said, ‘*Hold on there,
are you agking a question or telling a tale’’?
Is the member for South Fremantle asking
a question or has he told a tale? Most de-
cidedly he has tried to tell a tale by way of
a question, and that is not permissible ae-
cording to the Standing Orders. I hope your
ruling will be upheld.
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Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet) [5.38]: I suop-
port the motion dissenting from your ruling,
Mr, Speaker, though not because I desire to
embarrass you or to take away from yeour
authority in this Chamber. In disallowing
this question, however, you have gone too far.
I do not deny that there are occasions when
the Speaker has seen fit to amend questions.
I have looked throngh these questions under
disecussion, but I fail to see any serious rea-
sons why they should have been disallowed
on the ground that they are unbeecoming.

Mr. Underwood: That is not the question.

Mr. TROY: The Speaker gave the reason
for his action when he stated last night that
he had deleted the words because they were
unbecoming. I admit that nothing may be
contained in a question which refiects npon
& Minister’s property, his integrity, morality
or honesty. In such a case as that, the in-
clusion of such words would be resented by
members of this House. The member for
South Fremantle has not incleded in his
question anything of sueh a nature

M. Underwood: He told a tale.

Mr. TROY: The member for South Fre-
mantle is justified in including some explana-
tion to render the meaning of hiz questions
clear to the House and the community at
large. His references deal with a statement
of fact and should not have been disallowed.
The Premicr has quoted authorities and rules
in support of the ruling given by Mr.
Speaker showing that statements are not al-
lowed to be included in the questions. The
rules governing gquestions include the follow-
ing:—

€ The question must not publishr any names

or statements not strictly necessary to

make the question intelligible.

If the question contains a statement the
member asking it must make himself re-
sponsible for the accuracy of that state-
ment.

The words which have been deleted from the
question were necessary to make the
question intelligible, and those portions do
not reflect npon the Ministers of the Crown.
Then, again, we have been told by no less
an authority than the member for Pilbara
that a guestion must not contain a statement.
I unhesitatingly say that a question can con-
tain a statement, and in proof of that T wilt
refer to a question which T agked the Min-
ister for Mines yesterday. The question con-
tained the following: —

Having in view the depressed state of
the mining industry and the necessity of
initiating & vigorous and progressive po-
liey . .....

That is 2 question of fact and it was not dis-
allowed. T included that statement for the
express purpose of making the question more
intelligible. 'Why was that question not disal-
lowed on the gronnd that it contained a state-
ment? I can also quote questions which have
been asked by the member for Pilbara which
have contained very definite statements, but
thoze questions were not disallowed. In
objecting to your ruling, I would peint out,

-

Mz, Speaker, that there is 2 tendency on the
part of human beings ir the enjoyment of
power to abuse that power, and it would be
o regrettable thing for this House if in as-
serting the authority vested in you, you re-
fused to afford the minority in the Chamber
that protection which we are given by the
Standing Orders. T disagree with the Pre-
micr’s statement that the ruling of the
Speaker should not be disagreed with, When
I was Speaker T had some misgivings when
my rulings were challenged, but T took con-
solation in the faet that in the House of
Commens the rolings of the Speaker there
were disagreed with. This is a very neees-
sary safeguard, because Speakers may abuse

the great powers that are vested in
them, and the Premier is not giving
good advice when he advises wmembers
that they should always support the

Speaker’s ruling. I, for one, will never at-
tack the Speaker in regard to his honour or
fairness unless, of eourse, I have proof to the
¢ontrary. But I do say that it is in the in-
terests of the Government, who one day will
again be in the minority, to see that ne
Speaker sets up a custom which is in defianer
of our Stauding Orders and of the praetice
of the House, merely Dbecanse it meets with
the approval of the Government of the day.
Jt would e a very wrong thing indeed, and
if that course were frequently adopted, the
House would degenerate.

The Minister for Mines: You do not sug-
gest that it will oceur on this occasion,

Mr. TROY: I know that it has occurred'in
this House before, and the Minister knows it
too; there was a time in the history of the
party led by the hon. member himself. How-
ever, I am merely referring to the Premier’s
statement that we should always support the
ruling of the Speaker. T shall do so when-
ever I consider it right, but whenever T think
there is 2 tendency on the part of the Speaker
or some official to abuse the power he enjoys,
I shall protest. Any man occupying a posi-
tion is inclined to abuse his power when that
power is placed in his own hands. My chief
objection, Sir, is that you have disallowed a
plain question. The question streck out
was—

In view of the frequency with which
armed forces have of late been called into
industrial disputes, is it to be taken as the
sct policy of the Government to fake sides
with emplayers and prepare to shoot down
workers who may be in dispute with their
employers?

There ig nothing in the tone of those words
to which exception can be taken, The Gaor-
ernment might resent with indignation any
suggestions that they would be guilty of such
an action, but the fact that the Government
would resent it does not justifv you in re-
fusing to allow the question to be asked. In
the British House of Commons questions have
been asked with regard to the Britigh armies
in Mesopotamia, India, Persia and Ireland,
which questions were resented by the Govern-
ment, but the Speaker did vot disallow them..
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We shall have reached a bad pass indeed if
it be laid down that a question, which might
be resented by the Government, shall not be
permitted to be asked in this House. It will
mean that this House is of the opinion that
the minority have no rights, much less priv-
ileges, in this House, In striking out that
question, Sir, you exceeded the powers con-
ferred on you by the Honse and by the Stand-
ing Orders of the House. I have looked up
**May,’? following on your ruling of yester-
day, in order to ascertain whether a Speaker
has ever struck out a notice. When a notice
publicly given is obvicusly irregular or unle-
coming the Speaker has interposed and the
notice has not been received in that form,
That is about the worst that has been done.
This " notice, however, has been disallowed
entirely,

Mr, Hickmott: Was not it merely amended?

Mr. TROY; No, it was disallowed.

Hon. P. Collier: Have you been up in the
country, dad?

Mr. TROY: A notice of motion may not
be permitted if it is designed to cause annoy-
ance. It has been said that the Minister for
Mines, when speaking at Albany, made much
capital out of the fact that he had armed
certain persons and provided ball cartridges.
The Minister made use of this fact and put
it forth as his policy at an election, and in
view of what has tramspired in this country
during the last few years it was quite pos-
sille that that was the policy of the Govern-
mgnt. The member for South Fremautle (Mr.
McCallnn) has & perfeet right to ask the
Government, one of whose Ministers has al-
ready asked the approval of the people on
the ground that he armed certain forees, a
question of this character. In view of what
happened at Kalgoorlie when rifles were sent
up and people were armed, and in view of
what has happened in this country in the last
few years, this question is well within the
line, The chief objection I take to your rul-
ing, Sir, is that you have disallowed a ques-
tion which should been admitted. I do not
say you have done it because of any hostility
to members on this side of the Houmse. I
think you have exercised rour own judg-
ment, but in my opinion your judgment was
in error on this occasion. I, therefore, regret
that 1 must vote for the motion.

Hou. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [350]: T
Lave no desire to iabour the question, be-
eause I think the case put forward by the
member for South Fremantle (My., Me-
Callum} who moved the motion, and the
apeeches made in support of the motion,
amply justify it being ecarried by this
House. I regret that, at the opening of a
new Parlinment, any member of the Opposi-
tion should find himself in . conflict with
your ruling. I think T can say that through-
out all the years I have been a member of
this House, 1 have invariably supported
the ruling of the Chair. Wherever a mem-
Dber can conseientiously support the Chair,
it is very desirable that this should be done,

but I dissent entirely from the proposition
of the Premier that in all cases— .

Hon. T. Walker: Right or wrong.
Hon. P. WOLLIER: Yes,
wrong

The Minister for Mines: The Premier dil
not say that,

Hon. P. COLLIER: He did not use thusc
precise words, I admit, but it was the only
reasonable inference to be drawn from his
statement, namely, that on all oceasions it
is the duty of the majority of the members
of the House {o suppert the ruling of the
Chair. That would be a very false attitude
to adopt. It would not be desirable even
in the interests of the Speaker, and if
pursued for a number of years, it would
Jead' to the whittling away of the rights
and privileges of individual members of
this House. I need not remind the glder
members of the Hounse at any rate how
jealously the rights and privileges of mem-
bers are guarded. I need not remind you
of it, Sir, because I remember when you
were on the floor of the House, especially
in the Oppesition ranks, no member more
vigorously or sirenuously fought for the
rights and privileges of hon. members. So,
I hope we are not going to start off this
first sesgion of the new Parliament by put-
ting too fine a point upon questions which
may be asked, It might be, as has already
been stated, that a question may be sub-
mitted not in the best taste, but that of
itself is not justification for ruling it out
of order. The member for Pilbara (AIr.
TUnderwood), who of eourse is an authority
on all questions, says this gquestion is out
of order hecause it contains a statement of
fact. I wonld draw the lon. member’s
attention to question No. 11 in to-day’s
Votes and Proceedings asked by myself of
the Minister for Railways vesterday. [
agked—

Is he aware that a number of passen-
gers were compelled te stand in the
corridors and on the platforms through-
out the night journey to Perth in addition
to compartments Theing disgracefully
nvercrowded !

There iz a statement of fact,

right or

The Minister for Minesa: I eould not have
given you any information unless you had
stated that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Quite so. T Jdeclared
that the vompartments were disgracefully
overcrowded,

Mr. Troy: Could not you bave excludred
the word ‘*disgracefully”?

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes, If we are
going to put too fine a point on the inter-
pretation of what is unbecoming it might
bLe said that the word ‘‘overerowded’’ was
unhecoming,

Hon. T. Walker: Tn fact, you might have
contented yourself with using the word
““erowded.”’
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Hon, P. COLLIER: That is so.
asked—

Will he eause the maiter to Dbe
thoroughly sifted and ascertain who was
responsible for such callous indifference
to passengers’ interests?

There is another declaration. ‘¢¥Who was
responsible for such callous indifference to
passengers’ interests?’’ There is comment
in that question. I made a declaration that
someone was responsible for ecallous in-
difference to passengers’ interests. Callous
indifference! I do not know how it eseaped
the eyes of those who censor the questions
if they put such a fine point om the mean-
ing of ‘'unbecoming’’ If, as you say,
questions have been ruled out because they
were unbecoming, then I must consider
myself very lucky indeed to have secured
the approval or endorsement of these ques-
tions. Now take the question which has
been ruled out. It might be well to admit
for the moment that, in asking the question
with regard to the Esplanade Hotel, it was
not essential for the hon. member’s purpose
to add the words ‘‘in their efforts to sup-
plant white labour by Asiaties.”” The hon.
member could have obtained the informa-
tion he desired without making that addi-
tion, which might be considered 2as some-
thing in the pature of a comment. I hold
most strongly that the guestion which has
been ruled out was entirely im arder. It
begios— :

In view of the frequency.wilh which
armed forces have of late been called
into indnstrial disputes

There is nothing wrong with that portioa
of the guestion. Without entering into the
merits of what has been done, it 15 common
knowledge that armed forces have been
used in Industrial disputes. For the sake
of argument, we may say that they have
been properly used, although that is nnt
my contention. It is a faet, however, that
armed forces have been used on more than
cne occasion rvecently in connection with
industrial disputes, and so the hon. mem-
ber, in order to obtain the information he
desired, commenced his question in that
form—

In view of the frequency with which
armed foreces have of late been ecalled
into industrial disputes, is it to be taken
as the set poliey of the Government io
take sides with employers and prepave
to shoot down workers who may be in
dispute with their employers?

What is there unbeceming, what is there
wrong, or where is there any ceontravention
of the Standing Orders that an hon. mem-
ber may not ask the Minister the policy
of the Government in a given set of eir-
cumstances? That is what the member for
8outh Fremantls has doue. He desires to
krow the poliecy of the Government in a
set of circumstances which he mentioned.
T admit at once that I do not charge you,
8ir, nor do I insinuate or infer in any way

I also

that you were actuated by other than
fair motives. I make no insinuation at
all of partiality or an unfairness of
attitude towards any member of this
House with regard to this question, but
I do say that you have made an error
of judgment in taking swch a very fine
view of the questions that may be
asked. Tn support of your ruling, you quoted
to ua passages from ‘‘May.’"  The advice
given in ‘‘May'’ is based on the practice of
many centuries followed in the House of
Commona, I think your contention has
been well answered by the questions guoted
by the member for South Fremantle. He
states that only during the past twelve
months a question was asked with regard to
the affair at Awritsar, when the words
‘“bloody massacre’’ were used. If such a
term as that can be nsed—others have been
quoted in regard to doings in other parts of
the world—and if they have passed Speakers
of the House of Commons, such compara-
tively mild terms as those employed by the
hon. member in his gquestions, and they are
mild by comparison, might well have been
allowed to go through. Lven if this guestion
were ruled out, and it had been amended in
some way, there might have been some justi-
fication for such aection. I hold, however,
that you committed a serious error of judg-
ment, one which, if allowed, will limit the
rights and privileges of members of this
House, and set a precedent which will per-
haps be quoted later on as showing that you
kave committed a serious error of judgment
in entirely disallowing this question. I re-
gret to find myselt in conflict with your
ruling. It is the rights of members and not
of members as individuals which are affected.
Fvery member has the right to ask questions
in order to elieit information on behalf of
the people he represents im this Chamber.
‘We are not here as individuals but as repre-
sentatives of different portions of the com-
munity. In that capacity a member has
certain rights and privileges, which are set
forth in the Standing Orders, and if we are
to err at all in maintaining those rights and
privileges, it would be wiser to err on the
side of leniency and not in the way of re-
stricting the rights of members,

Hor. T. Walker: Broad-minded judgment.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have listened very
patiently to the remarks of the mover of the
motion, and also to the debate which fol-
lowed. I am pleaged to know that the only
guspicion of bias on my part was suggested
in the remarks of the member for Sonth Fre-
mantle, Later on he corrected those remarks.
e suggested that I was biassed in my views
on this question, but I would tell hon, mem-
bers that I am not inm any way biassed. I
am here as Speaker to interpret the Standing
Orders, and to control the busimess of the
House nnder the Standing Orders as I find
them, If I am guilty of anything, I am
guilty of not showing svfficient discretion in
giving my decision, There is no ruling ob-
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jeeted to. Tt is a matter concerning the
motion moved in the following language:—

That the Speaker’s action in mutilating
and amending notices of questions, and
withholding notices of questions from the
Notice Paper, is 8 wrongful interference
with the rights and privileges of members
of this House.

If I had been pguilty of wrongful interfer-
ence with the rights of this House, then the
motion should be earried. I have quoted
Standing Ovder 106, which, on the marginal
note, indicates what the order means, ‘‘Un-
becoming notices expunged.’’ The Standing
Order reads as follows:—

If any notiee contains unbecoming ex-
pressions, the House may order that it
shall not be printed, or it may be expunged
from the Notice Paper, or amended by
order of the Speaker,

I have not set up the argument that there
was any anbecoming language in any of these
questions, but I do say, under the Standing
Orders as I interpret them, that there was
language unbecoming in a question.  'The
hon. member put forward the suggestion that
if this were allowed, members would be
gagged.  The Standing Orders provide for
the asking of questions, and also provide how
these questions shall be put to the Tlouse,
and in what manner the Spenker. or the
House shall decide as to these questions,
'I'he Standing Orders also provide that when
a member desires to debate o question he must
do so on 2 substantive motion. When an hon.
member is addressing the House on a mwotion,
he is at liberty to say anything he pleases,
irrespective of whether he hurts the feelings
of others outside the Chamber or not. He
speaks under these rafters with very great
privilege. There is no place in the world
where one ¢an speak with greater privilege
than under the roof of Parliament. I would
point out that the hen, member’s position in
putting a question, and his position in ad-
dressing himself to a motion before the Chair,
are two different things. Standing Orders
Nos 8, 9, and 10 deal with the same matter.
These Standing Orders have been in exist-
ence for years, and have been acted upon
in this Chamber ever since I have been here,
a matter of over 20 years, Similar Standing
Orders have been used in the House of Com-
mons for many years, and indeed in the Par-
liament of every Inglish-speaking community
in the world. T am not depending selely uron
the Standing Orders, but I am depending
upon every text book dealing with the com-
duet of the Lusiness of Parliament, and am
supported by them. Blaekmore says—

No argument or opinion shall be offered,
nor any faets stated, except so far as may
be necessary to explain such question. The
objecet of this is to prevent the use of such
language or statement, by means of a ques-
tion, which might lead to debate.

Tf hon. members will ponder over these an-
thorities, T think they will see that I am fuolly
justified in the action I have taken.

Hon. T. Walker: On the contrary!

AMr. Pickering: All I ean say is, if the
House carries this motion, it will mean that
members are condemning their own Standing
Orders.

Hon. T, Walker: XNo.

My. SPEAKER; 1 cannot interpret them
in any other way.

Question put and negatived,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by Mr. Pickering, leave of ab-
senee for two weeks granted to the member
for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. Jobhnston) on the
ground of ill-health,

On motion by Mr. A. Thomson, leave of
sbsence for two weeks granted to the mem-
ber for Avon (Mr. Harrison) on the ground
of ill-health.

BILL—SUPPLY, £1,640,320.
Standing Orders Suspension.

The PREMIER (without notice) moved—

That so mueh of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable resolu-
"tions from the Committee of Supply and
Ways and Means to be reported and
adopted on the same day on which they
shall have passed thesc Committees, and
also the passing of a Supply Bill through
all its stages in one day, and to enable the
business aforesaid to be entered npon and
dealt with before the Address-in-Reply is
adopted,

Mr, SPEAKER: Before putting the ques-
tion, I would inform members that it will be
necessary to have a majority of the House in
order to carry this motion, becanse it has been
maved without notice. I have counted the
House and find there is a majority present,
and unless there is any negative vote, I will
declare the motion carried. :

Question put and passed.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to. 7.20 p.on.

In Committee of Supply.

Debate resumed from the previons day on
the motion by the Premier ‘“That there be
granted to His Majesty on aecount of the
service of the yrar ending 30th June, 1922,
a sum not exceeding £1,640,320,’’ and on the
amendment by Hon. P. Collier ‘‘That the
amount be reduced by £50,000'!; Mr. Stubks
in the Chair,

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

Aves . .. -. .
Noes .. e . ..

lol B

Majority against . .
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ATES,
Mr. Angwln Mr. Marshall
Mr. Chesson Mr, Walker
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Willcock
Mr, Collier Mr. Wilson
Mr. Corboy Mr. McCallum
Mr. Heron (Teiler.)
Mr. Lutey

NoE&,
Mr, Angelo Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Boyland Mr. Richardson
Mr. Broun Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Denton Mr. A. Thomson
Mr. Durack Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Davies
Mr. H. K. Maley {Teller.)
Mr. Mann

Amendment thus negatived.
Guertion put and passed.

Resolution  reported, and the

adopted.

report

In Committee of Ways and Means.

The PREMIER: (Hon. Sir James Mitehell
—Northam) [7.39]: I move—

That towards making good the Supply
granted to His Majesty for the service of
the year ending 80th June, 1922, a sum
not exceeding £813,670 be granted from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund, £500,000
from the General Loan Fund, £20,000 from
the Government Property Sales Fund,
£6,630 from the Land Improvement Loan
Fund, and £300,000 from the Public Ae-
count, for the purposes of temporary ad-
vanees to be made Ly the Colomial Treas-
urer.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle} ]7.40): Before that motion is car-
ried, T should like the Premier to give us
gome assuranee that during this session mem-
bers will be furnished with the reports and
halance sheets of the various undertakings
and enterprises in which the Governthent are
engaged. The Premier will agree with me
when 1 say that there is something
radically wrong when one finds an in-
ptitntion like the Agricultural Bank,
which has approximately four millions
of public money under its control, failing to
present any report to Parliament since the
year 1918. The people's representatives are
entitled to know what is being done with the
public money, whether the money is wisely
expended or not. I repeat, there has been no
report from the Agrienltural Bank aince
1918. This scandalous state of affairs is di-
rectly contrary to the provisions of the Act
of Parliament governing the matter. The
Minister controlling the Agrienltural Bank
is expected to sec that the institution’s re-
port is presented to Parliament every year.

The Premier: Tt was here last year.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: No; and I drew
the Premier’s attention to the matter on the
last day of the session, I expected the re-
port to be here to-day, but it is not. The

* a3

State Trading Concerns Aet lays it down
definitely that the audited accounts shall be
presented to Parliament before the 30th
September in each year. No such accounts
were mesented to Parliament last year for
1919-20. As yet, not one audited account re-
lative 1o the State trading coneerns has been
pregented to Parliament for that year.

The Premier: Are you quite sure of that?

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: Yes, T made in-
quiries yesterday. T wanted some of those
aceounts vesterday, and T could get only one
unaudited statement—a statement referring
to the State Sawmills, and showing a net
profit of about £17,000. Hon, members may
recollect that the present Minister for Mines,
when Treasurer, used te be twitted almost
day after day by some of his present col-
leagues with the faet that those reports and
andited balance sheets were not presented.
As a consequence, the Government that fol-
lowed the Labour Party in office introduced
legiglation laying it down that reports and
aundited aceounts for these coneerns should
be presented to Parliament before the -30th
September in each year.

The Minister for Mincs: There are some
of the State trading concerns as to which we
cannot possibly do it, In the ease of the
State Steamship Service, for instance, we are
compelled to wait for accounts from the
Agent General.

Hon. W. (. ANGWIX: Then let the legis-
lution be altered. Ministers have three
months to present the accounts of those econ-
cerns, but the accounts have not yet been
presented for one single concern. Last year
Parliament was furaished with tvpewritten
statements of accounts, unandited. As re-
gards the State Implement Works, the Bova
quarries, and the State Brickworks, we have
not vet been fornished with the true ac-
rounts, This is a matter of urgency for
one reason: there prevails throughout West-
ern Australia at the present time a false im-
pression regarding the State trading con-
ecerns,  That is the reason why T want Par-
Hament to get the audited aceounts, One
thing or the other has happened in regard to
the State trading concerns: cither the Gov-
ernment have drawn from thosc coneerns—
T am not speaking only of the present Gov-
ernment, but of the various Governments
gince 1916. since the passing of the State
Trading Coneerns Act—dishonestly drawn
from them a total of £319,000 in addition to
interest, recoups, ete., or the Btate trading
concerns haye made that amount of profit.

_According to the returns for the year 1920-

21, published in the *“West Ausfralian’’ of
the 13th July last—and that newspaper pre-
sumably gets its information from the Treas-
ury—aneh i3 the position. The ‘‘ West Aus-
tralian’’ would get its fipures from the
Treasury, and aceording to the figures pub-
lished by the ‘‘Wesat Australiar’’ there was
last rear a recoup from State trading con-

cerng for departmental charges, interest,
ete.,, of £179,558. That is included in
the debit and credit accounts issued
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regarding the State trading concerns.
That warranted the Government taking
it becanse of the expenses they in-

curred, either paid om account of interest
or sinking fund and recoups for expenses
given to those particular trading concerns by
departmental officers, Ii was for the recoup
of charges made by the various departments.

The Minister for Mines: It is the same
with expenditure from revenue; that is al-
wavs recouped afterwards.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The interest ac-
cording to the ‘*West Australian’’ averages
£9,558 per month. That will not reach
£179,000. That is published in the analysis
of what the Under Treasurer informed me
vesterday, is the monthly amount whirh is
due and paid every month, although it is
collected every six months, Tt was also said
that there was an amount secured from the
State trading concerns, small T admit, but it
shows £7,784 in addition, for which there was
no expenditure. Last year, according to this
statement, the Btate trading concerns
showed an excess amount of £7,784, and

that was transferred to Conselidated
Revenne.  We are justified in coming
to the vconelusion that this represented

profits and was taken into the revenne
acconnt which is published yearly, and that
it represents the profits made from the vari-
ous trading concerns. Tf there were no pro-
fits, the Government had no right to trans-
fer even that amount from the State trading
concerns for the purpose of increasing the
reventte aeccount. T do not think that the
Government did that and T believe the
amount rtepresents profits. These hmounts
altogether aggregate more than £319,000
after repayments of reconps and charges,
ete. Tt 13 necessary to understand the posi-
tion satisfactorily that the audited balance
sheets should bhe here, at least hefore the
close of the session.

The Premier: I agree with vou.

Hon. P. Collier: And also the reports from
the various departments.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN:
mier should censure——

The Premier: I will do so.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: I think this House
alse should censure the trustees of the Agri-
vultural Bauk for keeping from Parliament
and the publie generally knowledge of what
has been done with their funds, and infor-
mation to show how the bark has been pro-
gressing from 1018 to the present year. It
is a seandalons state of affairs and I do not
think anyhody will asree that it is right, not
even the Premier. T'nless we get the infor-
mation we desire, we cannot assist the Gov-
ernment to put the finances in order. It will
take us all our time te get the information
we require. We are always willing to help
the Premier in his diffienlties. IMe 'is in a
difficult position, T admit, and T think we
all realise that faet. The Premier makes
mistakes as we all Jdo.

The Premier: T do not admit that.

T think the Pre-

Hon. W, C. ANGWIXN: There are only
two kinds of men—the man whe does nothing
and the man who makes mistakes. We should
try to do something in order to rectify the
financial position, and in justice to the elec-
tors we represeut, we should have information
regarding the State trading concerns. I
hope the Premier will see that these reports
are furnished to the Honse.

The PREMIER {(Hon, Sir James Mitchell
—Northam) [8.50]: T agree with the member
for North-East Fremantle that these reports
should be here not only regarding the bank,
but also the various departments. It
is only right that members should have the
fullest information possible during the ses-
sion, We cannot produce the balanece-sheets
of the trading concerns till tho close of the
year, and then some three months are al-
lowed in which to prepare them. The cash
statement in connection with these trading
concerns convevs very little indeed because of
the fact that they are trading concerns, Take
the timber mills, for instance; they are en-
gaged upon ecutting timber and putting the
timber into stock. The stock may represent
hundreds of thousands of pounds in addition,
by reason of the naiure of the business, there
must be book debts, because they are making
large sales all the time., A timher mill is a
very extensive business, and the operations
ireluds very large deals. Tn these circum-
stanees it will be seen that the cash state-
ment means nothing. Tt is true that we have
had cousiderable profits from the State
Steamship Service,

Hon., W, C. Anpwin: Mr. Gardiner said
they constitated the one bright spot.

The PREMIER: When the freights were
high shipping was good and our ships maile
a good deal of money. I doubt if they will
make any more. At any rate they will make
very little more,

Hon. W. C. Anpwin: 1In that case, hnw-
ever, actunl cash has pone inte revenue.

The PREMTIER: That is so, but we are not
getting cash in now. Reverting to the State
timber mills there is a tremendous turnover.
The timber is cut and stacked pending ship-
ment. We often have to pay freight on

‘shipments as we do, for instance, on ship-

ments to India. A large order represents a
loi. of maney, and this ountlay is recouped
Iater on in London when the debit iy trans-
ferred to a eredit. To-day we have in stock
and in money owing to these trading con-
cerns some hundreds of thousands of pounds.

Hon., W. C. Angwin: The bank overdraft
is £600,000.

The PREMIER: Yes. The lonse can rest
assured that all possible information will be
given to members. In the case of the State
Sawmills, the depreciation must be very con-
siderable hecaunse they arc constantly cutting
out the forests. The State Tmplement Works
is another big Dbusiness, bat very little profit
is returned,

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
about £2,000.

Lingt year it was
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The PREMIER: That is very little com-
pared with the turnover. There again there
arc large stocks on hand and the book debts
are very congiderable. In addition there is
& considerable quantity of machinery in course
of construction.

Mr. Pickering: What is the position Te-
garding the State Brickworks?

The PREMIER: That is a very small con-
cern; the produets from the brickworks are
sold readily for cash.

Mr. Davies: The brickworks are in a good
position,

The PREMIER: That is so. Regarding
the implement works and the sawmills, on
the contrary, the business is very extensive,
and the book debts are considerable as well,
T will endeavour to have these balance-sheets
presented as soon as possible. I think we
had a statement last year, but the member
for North-East Fremantle states that it was
not audited. I will endeavour to meet his
wishes as T am anxious that the State trading
concerns should be theroughly understood by
members.  The Wyndham meat works are not
operating this year. Up there we have a
very large amount of material on hand re-
presenting abowt £100,000. Tin, of course,
runs into a great deal of money, and other
material necessary for the conduet of that
business means a considerable eash outlay.
We have large stocks on hand for sale. The
principal reason why the meat works are not
in operation this year is because the price of
beef fell rapidly. There was another reason,
but that was the prineipal one.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: Then there was the
case of Darwin too.

The PREMIER: Those works ceased a
long time ago. We had thought of starting
the Wyndham works and we made an offer
to the men, but they wanted more than we
offered. It was fortunate that the delay
oceurred because if we had proceeded we
sloull have lost a considerable amount of
money.

My, Corboy:
t:mes

The PREMIER: It was not a strike in
this case. T hope that the Wyndham works
will he operated when the meat business
improves, We have good reason lo suppose
that the position will become easier. If
the world eould only buy meat to the ex-
tent apparent before the War, then we
would be able to operate.

Mr. J. Thomson: If the Government re-
ceived an offer for the purchase of the
Wyndham works, would they sell? )

The PREMIER: That is for the House
to consider. If we were to receive an offer,
T wounld submit it to the House.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Some people never
object to the Government taking on an
enterprise if they have it to sell.

The PREMIER: Oh no, of course not.
On the whole the men operating the differ-
ent State trading c¢oncerns get no more
than if they were operated by privaté con-
cerns, and in some cases they get less. I

Strikes are useful some-

will not discuss the merits of these con-
cerns on this motion, but 1 will endeavour
to get all the information available for the
gonvenience of members. It i3 for the
House to give serious consideratibn to that
side of the work. The legitimate fanctions
of Government, apart from competitive
trading, are guite enough, I think, for Par-
linment to handle, Ministers know -that,
before the trading concerns were intro-
duced, the life of a member of the Cabinet
wag much more simple than it is now. After
all, unless we can have these concerns well
managed by men who know their business,
ir is fuite impossible to expeet the average
Minister to manage a great industry such
as the sawmills or the implement works.

Hon. P. Collier: What about the wheal
pool?

The PREMIER: That is a very simple
maftter.

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
€Qvers more money.

The PREMIER: Fortunately when it
ccmes to dealing with the wheat pool, the
Government take no real rdsponsibility.
There is a board appointed te manage the
wheat pool and the wheat forms the
seenrity for the advances made, the Gov-
ernment thus taking no risk.

Hon. P. Collier: They took a little
responsibility in connection with the fixing
of the price of wheat.

The PREMIER: 1
that.

Mr. O'Loghlen: What about last session?

The PREMIER: Last year the price of
wheat was fixed at 7s. 8d. and when it was
hcing sold at 7s. 8d. to the consumers heve,
it was being exported for twice that
amount.

Hon, P. Collier: Oh no, not at all.

The Minister for Agriculture: Yes it was.

The PREMIER: The consumer bas been
very fortunate in the establishment of that
peol. He has had the cheapest bread the
world has known for years past.

Hon, T. Walker: They cammot get any
now.

Mr. MeCallum: Tt is dearer now,

The PREMIER: Let us be fair. Last
year the consumer rteceived supplies at
7s. 8d4. when wheat could be exported for
twice that amount. This year the price
has been fixed at 9s.

Hon, P. Collier; The farmers could not
have sold at all without the backing and
security of the publie,

Mr., MeCallum: They would ha»e been
forced off their farms. -

The PREMIER: It would be a very poor
community that would net back up its
produeers.

Hon, P. Collier: And the community shoull
receive consideration,

The PREMIER : There is scarcely 2
place in the world which does net care for
its producers. God help the conntry that does
not! Tn America to-day they are taking ex-
traordinary steps to protect their producers.

It is larger and it

do not know about
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T should like to know where Perth would be
if we did not have our primary producers.

Hon, P. Collier: You are not inferring that
anybody is opposed to them?

The PREMIER: We ought to protect them
and assist them.

Mr. O’'Loghlen:
right,

The PREMIER: We did not protect them
too well when wheat was being sold loeally
at 7s. 81. with the export price at twice
that figure,

They are protected all

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Don’t forget you told

us last night that most of the wheat was
still here.

The PREMIER: No, I said the railways
had not earned all that they expected to eam,
beeause we had considerable wheat at country
sidings still.

Mr. O’Loghlen: If there were ten times as
much wheat, the pecple would not get
cheaper bread.

The PREMIER: If they counted en some
people for it, they would not get any bread
at all. However, I will see that these reports
g;-e presented to the House as soon as possi-

€.

Question put and passed.

Resolution reported and the report adopted.

Bill introduced.

Supply Bill introduced, passed through all
stages, and transmitted to the Counecil.

House adjourned at 8.9 pam.

Legislative Council,

Thursday, 4th August, 1921,

Committees for the Sesslon ... Pagec
Bill: Supply (No. 1) £1,640,320, all stages 98
Adjournment, Special 105

The PRESIDEXNT took the Chair at 4.30
p., and read prayers.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION.

On  motions by the MINISTER TFOR
EDUCATION (Hon. H. P. Colebatch), ses-
sional committees were appointed as fol-
low:—

Standing Orders: The President, the

Chairman of Committees, and the Minister

for Edveation.

Library: The President, Hon, A. Love-
kin, and Hon. J. Nicholson.

Printing: The President, Hon. Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom, and Hon. A, H. Pantom.

House: The President, Hon. J. Cornell,
Hon. .J. Duffell, Hon. J. Ewing, and Hon.
J. W. Hickey.

BILL—SUPPLY {(No. 1) £1,640,320.
All Stages.
Standing Orders Suspension.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION (Hon.
H, P. Colebateh—East) [4.33]: I move—

That se much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable a Sup-
ply Bill to be received from the Legislative
Assembly, and to be passed through all
stages in one sitting.

It is customary to move a motion of this de-
geription during the first week of the session.
T might at this stage inform Mr. Nicholson
that his anggestion has been anticipated and
that the Supply asked for covers a period
only until the end of the present month.

Hon, J, NICHOLSBON (Metropolitan)
[4.34]: It is pleasing to hear that the Sup-
ply asked for is restricted to a certain ex-
tent. We know fromn the published reports
that certain discussions took place elsewhere
with regard to this measure. It is not my
intention to allude to those diseussions, but
in view of the protests which have been mada
by members from time to time, it is onr duty
to get some assurance from the Leader of
the House that the Estimates will be laid be-
fore us at an early date, I should like to
hear from him some definite date as teo when
the Istimates will be presented, becanse this
may have considerable weight in deciding as
to whether the Standing Orders should he
sugpended.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY (East) [4.33]: X
dn not wish to delay the House, but in* view
of the fact that the life of the last Parlia-
ment was extended, presimably with the idea
of calling Parliament together earlier in the
year, the Government might reasonably have
been expected to summon Parliament at a
stage sufficiently early to obviate the neees-
sity of having to rush through a measure of

- Py
this nature.

The PRESIDENT: Thero is no measure
at present before the House. The question
is the motion to suspend the Standing Orders.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY: I have no ilesire
to oppose the motion; in faet, T shall sup-
port it and reserve any remarks T have to
make until o later stage.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION (Hon,
H. P. Colebatch—East—in reply) [1.36]: Tt
is, of course, impossible for me to give the
hon. member a positive assurance as to the
exact date when the Estimates will be sub-



