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Mr., LAMBERT: There should be no
need for any adjournment. The Premier
has not been called out of town, and it
would he fairer to the country members that
the business should go on as usual.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned ot 9.34 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pa., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Lands: 1, Audited
aceounts and balance sheets for year ended
30th June, 1916, of (a) Government Re-
frigerating Works, (h) Albany Cold
Stores, (¢) Perth City Markets, (d) Metro-
politan Abattoirs and Sale Yards, (e} Kal-
goorlie Abattoirs, 2, Abattoirs Act, amended
regulations.

RESOLUTION—WHEAT POOI, TO
APPROVE ARRANGEMENTS.

Message received from the Couneil noti-
fying coneurrence in the Assembly’s resolu-
tion approving of a payment of three shil-
lings per bushel as a minimum price for the
purchase of wheat grown during the season
1917-18.
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QUESTION—STATE GOVERNORSHIP.

Hon. P. COLLIER asked the Premier: 1,
Whether he had made representations to the
British Government regarding the appoint-
ment of a local citizen as Governor of the
State prior to Sir Ellison MeCartney’s ap-
pointment to the position? 2, 1f so, will he
inform the House of the result of sueh re-
presentation ¢

The PREMIER replied: Nos. 1 and 2, No,

QUESTION—RAILWAY CARRIAGE
OF GO-CARTS.

Mr. GREEN asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, Is it true that folded go-carts, if
accompanied by owners, are carried free on
the rnilways in the metropolitan area? 2,
 the facts are as stated. will he issue in-
structions to allow the same concessions on
the railways in the Kalgoorlie and Boulder
suburban area, and so afford mothers with
children in that distriet the same privileges
as exist in the metropolitan area?

The MI\HSTEI\‘. FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes.

MOTION-—WANT OF CONFIDENCE
N THE GOVERNMENT.

Debate resumed from the 13th February
on (he motion by the Hon. J. Scaddan “That
the Government do not possess the confi-
dence of the eountry, because of their action
in infroduecing during the time of war
purely party measures to the exelusion of
more urgent and important legislation affect-
ing our national welfare, their incapacity in
the handling of the publie finances, their
general lack of initiative and ability in the
adininistration of the affairs of the State,
and their abandonment of the principles of
responsible government.”

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [4.40]: Since the leader of the
Opposition delivered his speech of nceusa-
tion against the present Government on
Tuesday evening last, I have been endea-
vouring to find, by perusal of the speech,
some grounds of substantiation for the
charges contained in the motion which he
submitted for the aceeptance of the House.
Notwithstanding that I have applied my-
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self to that task, the whole of the speech,
which took two hours to deliver, is, so far
as I can see, remarkable for the absence of
any substantiation whatsoever of the charges
contained in the motion.

Mr. Holtnan: You have not had a deficit
at ali? ’

The PREMIER: The hon. gentleman’s
o) ening took a considerable time. He em-
ployed the first half-hour, I suppose, in
reading voluminous extracts from Hansard
and from other reports of speeches, with
whicl extracts he intended to prove fhat T
hail made eertain statements that are not in
aceordance with the policy the present Gov.
crnment have sinee earried our. T do nof
want to retract one word of any statement
of mine recorded in Hansard.

Mr. Green: You have no hope of doing
it.

The PREMIER: T am quite prepared to
stand by my statements, and, if necessary,
tu defend every action the Government have
taken sinre as being in accordance with those
statements. There was something very evi-
dent in the hon. gentleman’s opening re-
marks. T want to deal with a few of the
minor statements in his speeeh betore 1 pro-
ceed to the motion itself. There was a
frantic endeavour on the part of the hon.
zentleman to assure the farmers’ and
setllers’ representatives in this Chamber
that Mr. Seaddan was their friend—not Mr.
Wilson.

Mr.
Short.”

The PREMIER: For instance, the hon.
centleman occupied considerable time in
roundly castigating the Government for hav-
ing dared (o increase railway rates. He
quoted the case of Nyahing as an illnsira-
tration and a substantiation of his charge
that the Government had done sownething
unfair in eonnection with increasing railway
rates. He said that we had given the farmer
1s. with one hand, whilst we had ivereased
his charges by no less a snm than 7s. 9d.
on the other, thus leaving bim €s. 9d. per
ton to the bad. The statement is very in-
aenuous, and it may possibly tickle the ears
of ignorant people who accept an assertion
of that kind withouf inquiry into its correct-

Green: “Codlin’s the friend, nol
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But when it is borne in mind that the
farmer gets the saving represented by the
abolilion of the terminal e¢harges on the whole
of his crop, and also on a large portion of
the goods he ufilises—including flour, fer-
tiliser, timber, bags, and other merchandise
earried at special class rales—and that be is
charged the increased rate of 7s. 9d. per
ton in the instanee to which the leader of
the Opposition has referred on only a small
yuantity of groceries, oils, and kerosene, it
will readily be seen that the balance is largely
in the farmer’s favour. Thus that acevsa-
tion falls fo the ground. The assertion that
ilie Government have given the settler 1s. in
order to take from him 7s. 9d. cannot, lthere-
fore, be substantiated; and it is only another
instance of the misstatements whieh the hon.
gentleman has exeelled in making for the
purpose of hoodwinking the representatives
of the farmers in this House. The incon-
sislency of his attitude becomes apparent
when T point out that, later in his speech,
the leader of the Opposition charged the
members of the Country party with putting
the Governmeni in a quandary. He charges
us with robbery—all members supporting
the Government are ineluded in the general
charge—hecause we abolished terminal
charges and reduced the fertiliser rates. The
truth of this guestion is so well known that
it hardly needs elaborating on this oceasion.
Hon, members will remember that the leader
of the Opposition went to the conntry pro-
testing against the inigquitous terminal
charges and promised to remove them if he
wag returned to office. He was returned to
office and he certainly remoxed the charges,
but it was only for a week or two. He al-
most immediately broke his word to the
eleclors and reimposed those charges, and
at the same time he increased the rate on
fertilisers by about treble what was then
being charged. Has the hon. gentleman
himself nothing to answer for in this aetion
of his? The matter has been ventilated in
this Chamber, but he passes it off in his lighy,
way as if it were of no moment, and as if
he had to put on these charges again and
break his promise to the settlers because
of the action of another place in regard
to his taxation proposals. We remedied
thai gross injustice as we promised to do
it we were returned o power.

ne:s,
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Hon. P. Collier: It was part of the price
you. paid.

The PREMIER: It was part of the prom-
ise we made to furn the Labour Govern-
ment out of oflice,

Hon. P. Collier: It was in the contract;
it was in the sale notes.

The PREMIER : The foree is taken from
the charge of the leader of the Opposition
by his own words, which were—

On the one hand they have given the
tarmers a reduetion in the charges on
our distriet railway lines, but on the other
hand they have increased the freights un-
til, as a matier of faet, they are in a
worse position than they were pre
viously.

He was referring of course to the farmers
and setflers of this country. It seems to e
apparent that a charge of this deseription
is only beating the air, that there is noth-
ing in it and that it is held out merely as a
bait for the representatives of the farmers
and settlers and fo, if possible, ereate dis-
sension in their ranks, T1f what he has said
he true—and T dispute it—how ean he snb-
stantiate his eharge of robbery which he has
hurled against the Government, (he repre-
sentatives in this House of the farmers and
settlers, and other members who support the
Government. Let me take another instance
in passing, of a very weak and misleading
argument which the hon. member used. He
stated that T had never proposed any super
tax and he then proceeded to bhelabour me
becanse, so he stated, I proposed to increase
the income fax, and that 1 was charging
something like 181 per cent. more to the
poor man who could least afford to pay
taxation of this deseription. I never pro-
posed any super tax whatever; I did propose
an inecrease in the income lax with decreased
exemuptions, and this is how the leader of the
Opposition twisls the proposals which T
made lo this Chamber some two ov three
months ago. The hon. member argued that
the small man is going to have his income
fax increased by 181 per cent. What is the
position? He is evidently taking the man
earning £250 and he has taken no notice of
the reduction of the exemption proposed hy
myself on this oceasion and which was pro-
posed by him on a previous oceasion. A
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nwan carning £250 at the present time haz a
weneral deduction of £200, so that he pays
4d. in the pound on £50 which equals 16s.
Bd. income tax. The same person, if married,
under my proposal wounld bave a general
deduction of £1506, leaving £94 at Gd. in the
L, or a tax of £2 7s,, which is about 181 per
cent, greater than 16s. Sd. which he pre-
viously paid. The line of argument which
the leader of the Qpposition took up is ab-
surd  as  will bhe abundantly realised
it Tien. members will listen to two
other examples which | am about to give
them. For an income ot £201 the tax at the
present time is as tollows:—Under the pre-
sent Aect, with a £200 exemption, the in-
dividual would pay 4d. on £1 and his total
income tax would be 4d. Under the Bill
which I submitted, with an exemption of -
£156 he would pay 6d. in the £ on £45,
which would bring his tax to 22s. 6d. That
represents an increase of 6,600 per cent.
So that the hon. gentleman in taking the
tignres which appeared in a letter in the
““West Australian’’ some months ago, has
been led into a trap. He has made a state-
ment which is absurd and he has not gone
even to the length that he might have done
in expusing the iniquity of myself and the
members of my Government. Let me carry
the illustration further, For an income of
£180 the tax is as follows:—Under the pre-
sent Act there is nothing to ecolleet, but
under the proposed Bill the tax of Gd. wiil
he on £24 and it will vield 125, and 12s. is
sreater than nil by infinity per cent. The
point I want to make is that the leader of
the Opposition is aceusing me of doing
gsomething in the way of a crime whiech was
simply what he himself proposed to do in
his war emergency super income tax. The
leader of the Opposition after dilating-at
some length on this imiquity, entered into
a long rigmarole with regard to a 3-inch
pipe main at Queen’s Park.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Tell us about the
man getting £5,000 a year.

The PREMIER: The leader of the Op-
position accused my colleagnes the Attor-
ney Genersal and the Minister for Works of
moing out te Queen’s Park to bribe - the
electors there with a promise of a 3-inch
pipe instead of a pipe of 134 or 114 ineh.
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So important was this question that I find
it oceupies several pages of ‘‘Hansard’’
and is referred to on many occasions
thronghout the wearisome speech which
ihe hon. member delivered. Then we come
to somethiag which perhaps is more import-
anf, and which I think requires the serious
consideration of this Chamber. He charges
us with having made & seeret contract with
what he called beef buccaneers. He said
that we helped our friends by secretly en-
tering iuto a conbract -to purchase cattle
from Emanuel Bros. What are the facts
wilh regard to this transaction? XNot only
are the presenl Grovernment innocent of the
charges of making a seeret contraet, but
my friends opposite are guilty of the very
action they accused us of earrving out. The
Lahour Government entered into a seeret
eontract with these very people, the beef
buecaneers, in 1916, and in June of that
yvear before we had taken office, the man-
ager who was controlling these matters and
who negotiates these contraects, Mr. Lee
Steere, approached the late Minister for
Lands, Hon. W. D. Johnson, on the subject
of the 1917 season. Mr. Lee Steere was
given aunthority to enter into negotiations
with Emanuel Bros.—the very same gentle-
men who are courteously characterised by
ile leader of the Opposition as beef buc-
caneers—in vegard to the 1917 season.
Those negotiations proceeded from Jane to
the 18tk July, 1916, when the attorneys
here for Emanuel Bros, sent the following
cable to their principals after an interview
with Mr. Lee Steere—

Suhject to immediate reply Government
agreeable to negotiate purchase 1917
cattle similar terms conditions this year;
we have asked they lift May to Septem-
ber both imclusive ahout 14,000 head by
“Kwinana” and “Moira” delivery would
be made in lots of 750 and 600 re-
spectively, each boat making two trips
per month, but they may divert ‘' Kwin-
ana’’ two or three trips Wyndham if
we are able to secure freight Singapore
hoats if running.

That is the cable message which was seni
to these beef buceaneers, as they have been
termed hy the leader of the Opposition au-
thorised by the then Minister for TLands.
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A week later the Government went out of
oftice and we took over.

Hon. W. 1. Jobhnson:
the conditions?

The PREMIER: Rubbish; why did we
not alter the conditions? Is that any ans-
wer to the secret contract? We altered the
price because the market demanded an al-
teration, :

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Nonsense.

The PREMIER: We got a price much be-
low the one which the hon. member was eon-
sidering.

Hon, W. D. Jolnson: Do not explain our
deal.

The Attorney General: Let us listen to the
story; we do not want to hear you.

Mr. SPEAKER: Qrder!

The PREMIER.: For two hours 1 sat baek
and listened to the speech of the leader of
the Opposition without interjecting.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: You went outside.

The PREMIER: I pever left the Cham-
ber; for two hours I put up with the daty of
listening to the tirade from the leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. Green: You readily turned your bhack.

The PREMIER: T do not care about hon.
members’ interjections because I know that
wlen they squirm Wy arguments are going
home. T hope hon. members will (reat me
with the same courtesy that 1 showed them,
and fhal they will give me the opporiunily
of stating the faets, so that the public may
know what they are, and so that hon, mem-
bers opposite may puf on their considering
eaps. Mr. Lee Steere continued to carry on
negotintions even after we had taken office.
He was empowered and ordered to carry ob
hy our predecessors in office, and eventunally
the agreement which now stands was con-
cluded on the 23rd August. The charge is
made that the contraet was most seerel, and
there is a further c¢harge that we did not
hesitate to enter into such a contract when it
meant proleeting our friends. 1 think 1
have proved conclusively that it was hon.
members opposite who were the friends of
these beef buccaneers, and that if they re-
quited any protection whatever they were
going to receive it at the hands of our pre-
decessors, because it was our predecessors
who entered into ihe secret econtract in 1915-
16. We completed the contraet’ which they

Why did you alter
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started for this year, and which cannot bhe
characlerised as secret, ns all the trade knew
that the shortage of shipping eontinued. 1L
it was a charge to he made al all, it was a
tharge against our predecessors in office. We
wrried out and completed the negoliations
fhey lad started.  We entered into the con-
fract openly, and it was no secret, as all the
trade koew thul the shortage of shipping,
which harll cownpelled our predecessors to

enler into a contract of this deseription, still’

exisled, and thai the Governwrent would have
to purchase cattle to assure the meat supply
of the present season. Since we completed
that contract we have secured the neeessary
shipping, and | way say, as 1 have already
announced on previous oceasions, thai all
the ionnage necessary is now available to
bring the requisite cattle down to the metro-
politan market. Yet the leader of the Op-
position Langs so much imporiance on this
charge that he concluded lis remarks by
saying ihat this was one of the main things
that had prompted the Opposition in tmov-
ing the no-confidlence motion against the
Government. [ appeal to all fair-minded
niembers to say whether, if it be that this is
one ¢f the main charges, not to say the main
¢harge, it has not fallen lamentably to the
ground. I will refer only very briefly to the
childish attack by the leader of the Oppo-
sition on Ministers in regard to Saturday
and Sunday work in their offices, and the
hours at which they arrive af those offices.
Evidently he referred to me, because I am
not aware that any other Minister has
worked his secreiary and his typists on San-
day afternoon. 1 admit the soft impeach-
ment. T have worked my secrelary and ty-
pists on Sunday afternoons on occasions,
once to complete the Budget speech, and
another in respect fo fhe policy speecl.
at the beginning of the session. I would not
care if T had thus worked them a score of
times. 1 also admit that T do not arrive at
my office at half-past eight o’clock in the
morning; neither did my hon. friend oppo-
site. As a rule I get there when it suits my
convenience, and the exigencies of the busi-
ness of the State demand my attendance. T
am going to carry on that system, according
to my judgment. I take no exception to the
hon. member’s reference, except that it ap-
pears to be frivolous and contemptible; but
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b do 1ake exception to the evident faect that
e has still some system of espionage at
work throughout the public departments, 1
should like to know how he found out that
enter or leave my oflice on a Sunday aflter-
novns, No people that I know of sec me
enter or leave my office of a Sunday afler-
noon, and therefore 1 am foreed to the eon-
clusion that the hon. gentleman has perpetu-
ated a system of espionage in the Govern-
wient departmenls, and lias me walcled, as a
criminal, and my movemenls reported to
him. 1t | am aceusing him unjustly, it is
up te him to tell the House where he got his
information. There is, however, oue aspeet
of' the guestion (o whieh I would specially
draw altention, namely, that if [ find the
slightest indication of disloyalty, (hose res-
junsible for that disloyalty shall be imme-
diately dealt with. After a careful perusal
of the hon. member’s speech, of the general
items in his indictent contained in that
speech, I have to turn to the motion itself to
iind out what he wants to get at. T ask hon.
mewbhers to read that motion and see if 1
am not right in the conelusion I have come
tn. Tn the molion iiself there are four
grountds of aceusalion against the Govern-
ment. I propose to deal with them as they
nceur. First of all, the hon. member accused
the Giovernment of introducing purely party
meusures during a tinte of war; secondly, he
aeccused the Government of incapaeity in the
handling of the (inances; thirdly, lack of ini-
tialive and abilty in administration, and,
lourthly, thie abandonment of the prineciples
of responsible government. As I have al-
ready said, there is not one tillle of suhstan-
tiation of those charges in his speech, and
I defy any hon. member to read that lengthy
speech and find any justification for the
charves contained in the wmotion snbmit-
ted to the House. It seems to e that
someovne else had a hand in the drafting of
the motion, and that the leader of the Oppo-
sition forgot to take that into consideration
when compiling the matter for his attack.
Tn regard to the frst aecusation, namely,
that we have been introducing purely party
measares daring a {ime of war, T have bhe-
fore me a list of Bills which have been intro-
duecerd since we took office; in all, including a
few which bave yet to be introduced, there
are 47, of which 17 have passed. Not one
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of those Bills is a purcly party measure. The
only one that, by any stretch of the imagina-
tion, conld he regarded as being of a pary
nature is the Trading Concerns Bill, and in
that there is only one ¢lanse which could be
iermed controversial. Certainly it is not a
party elause. 1 admit at once that any sec-
tion of the House could make a question a
j-arty question, if it was so desired, and )
admit that the Opposition took advantage of
their position for party ends when dealing
with the Trading Concerns Bill the other

might. To prove their patriotisin they turned
the House into a bear garden.
My, SPEAKER: Order! ‘fhe Premier

must not reflect on the Chair.

The PREMIER: 1T am merely refleciing
on hon. members opposite.  However, T will
withdraw. They certainly made ibe House
somewhat disorderiy, and eeriainly they
treated me discourteously.
Parliamentary eareer, 1 cannot remember any
olther oceasion on whiell a Premier has heen
refused the right to reporl progress wiien a
clause was carried against him. Later on,
when the question of dissolution was before
the House, and [ was making a responsible
statement, hon. members opposite re-
ccived  that  statement with  ribald
langhter and  jeers. This sort of con-
duct  only convinces the publie that
those hon. members have lost all
sense of decency, and are fast verging on
brutality in their political methods.  The
leader of the Opposition remarked ghal the
whole thing savoured of an amateur faree.
of a Charlie Chaplin picture. In keeping
with that is the hon. member’s atritude on
all momentous questions. The night hefore.
when we adjourned at an early hour. he
remarked, ‘‘This early adjonrnment will

zive me time for a game of howls”
That  was the Thon. member's con-

eoption of the responsibility of hiz duties
io the State. On that oceasion ihe State
was faced with a prave political erisis, in-
volving an appeal to the people and the
inrmoil of a general election, notwithstand-
ing which his statesmanship counld rise to no
higher level than to exult in the faet that it
would give him time and opportunity to
play howls,

Mr. Holman: Tid not Drake play howls
on a certain historic oceagion?

Through a lony -
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The PREMIER: The indifference of the
leader of 1he Oppasition is invariably in
evidence when the Stote is faced with a pub-
Lir ervisis, It will he remcmbered that in
Janvary, 1916, when our geldficlds were in
the throes of a wood-line strike which
threatened to paralyse the mining industry,
he calmly continued to rusticate at Angusta,
sublimely indifferent te the needs of lis
country, refusing to be dragged into a con-
troversy which might result in embarrass-
ment to himself. Contrasl with fhat the
attitude of the present (Fovernment when we
were threalened by a similar strike directly
alter we took office, a strike that might
have paralysed the great industry, but whick
wag averted by the prowmpt action of my
colleague the Minister for Mines, who was
perfectly ready to risk the loss of popu-
larity, o readiness not in evidenee on the
previous occasion to which T have referred.
Then, although it is a distasteful subject, we
remember that when the Nevanas nuestion
was prominently before the public, and the
leader of the Opposition was charged with
conduet which reflected against his capacity
a5 an administrator, he loudly proclaimed
that he was going to meet his traducers.
Affer the revelations made by the member
for Williamsg-Narrogin (Hon. E. B. John-
ston) the then Premier threatened to mect
lim on his own platform at Narrogin, and,
so to speak, wipe the floer with him. Bal
he did not do anything of the sort. He
still preferred to remain al Augusta.

Mr. SPEARKER: Ovder! T wust ask the
Premier not to refer to the member for
Williams-Narrogin. -

Mr. Green: No, he is a s"tcwsanct

The PREMTER: T do not think the men-
tioning of a certain member as having takei
certain actinon is out of order.

Hon. P. Collier: If you criticise the action
taken by the memher for Williams-Nar mvm,
others mav have o do the same.

The PREMTER: I am eriticising, not the
action of the member for Williams-Narrogin,
hut that of the leader of the Opposition. Tt
hon. members indulge in any unfair eriti-
¢ism, T have no donbt the Speaker will deal
with them in the proper way, aceording to
the Standing Orders. However. if T have
transgressed, Mr. Speaker. T apologise.
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Mr. SPEAKER: 1 do not wish the atti-
lude of the Speaker to be dragged into a
party debate.

The PREMIER: Quite right. I was
menlioning you in an impersonal manner.
Hon. 1. Walker: 1t is your bad taste.

The Minister for Works: TFhat comes well
from you.

The PREMIER: Bad taste! 1 like the
ex-Attorney General accusing me of bad
taste. I will simply conelude by saying that
the hon. gentleman, although he is often loud
in his protestations, invariably finds disere-
tion the better part of valour. We had a
striking example of this in connection with
conscription and the national movement. I
fully believe that his better nature prompted
him. to be a conscripticnist, but he allowed
his party t¢ overrule him and went to Al-
bhany. The same aetions on his part are
noficed in regard to the national movement.

Mr. Foley: They did not want the present
Premier or Sir John Forrest in Albany,

The PREMIER: They do not want the
member for Leonora there. IHon. members
ean have their owu opinions; I have mine.

Hon. T. Walker: Tt is nol an opinion;
it is abuse.

The PREMIER: Aud the publie have
theirs. It is idle for the hon. gentleman {v
aecnse me of - all -these erimes in which he
limself has been so prominent. Regardless
of what he says, I elaim that no Government
lias been more mindful of the requirements
of the State, first and foremost, than the
present occupants of the Treasury beneh, or
has sought so strenucusly to aveid purely
party measures as we have.

Mr. Taylor: There is no evidence of that.

The PREMIER: If, however, the Op-
position are determined to manufacturs
party hostility, then hon. gentlemen opposite
know that we will not take these things
lying down. We are going to resent them
and repel them with all the power at our
command.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We arc game to go
fo the country; if is more than you are.

' The PREMIER: The Bill, regarding
which the hon. genileman has accused us of
placing party interests first and introduecing
a party measure, is that dealing with the
State ‘enterprises. It is ‘a Bill which was
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introduced for the econduct and the puiting
of these enferprises on a sound footing. It
was also a Bill whielh confained a elause
whiell staled that no Slate enterprises in
future should he established or embarked
upon without Ihe consent of Parliament.
We were upholding the Constitution, (he
Parliamentary conlrol of expenditure of all
money, and the eonlrol of the eslablishment
of industries whiech had not previously been
considered by Parlisment. [ say without
hesitation that it is a erying disgrace lo my
friends on the Opposition henches {hat
there was one dissenting voice raised against
that clause, and that they gave the exhihi-
tions of party hostility whieh they did on
that occasion. Years ago T stated the posi-
tion in regard to these enterprises. In July,
1912, T was reported in Hansard as having
said, when the question of these enterprises
came up, and also that of the appointment
of managers—

1 wonder what sort of expert manage-
ment thev are going to have in connection
with tlhese hig indusirial enterprises at
salaries of this deseription. These are
salaries which a big firm would only pay
lo an aceounlant. The result must of
neeessity be that, sooner or later, they
will have to saddle » hig deficiency on the
raiepayvers in the shape of taxation. The
country is committed to a very large ex-
penditure and it is committed to this ex-
penditure without anthority from Parlia-
ment. Expenditare of this sort is only ex-
cusable upon the ground of urgeney or
when it is pursuant to a policy which Par-
liament has already endorsed or approved
of. Now, urgency cannot be argued so far
as this question is concerned, bhecause
Parliament was just aboul lo meel; in-
deed, if it had not met, the Premier would
have been quite within his rights in eall-
ing Parliament together to sanction the pro-
posed expenditure. It has been said that we
have done likewise, and 1 admit on an oc-
casion expenditure has been authorised
hoth by the Administration of whieh I
was head and other administrations from
time to time, but I do not know of a
case where expenditure of this nature,
ecommitting the eountry to some hun-
dreds of thousands of pounds.in connec-
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tion with trading concerns, has been em-
barked upon by a (lovernment without
tirst having sought the approval of Par-
liament.

Who is responsible, then, for this ¢lanse
tpon whieh the leader of the Opposition
hinges the aceusation that we indulged in
party legislation? The Opposition Lhem-
selves are responsible, for when they were
in power there cannot be the slightest
doubt that they acted illegally, flouted
Parliament, and committed the country
ts an enormons expenditure without
any authority whatsoever. Why did they
rommit the country on that oceasion,
and why is it that they fought so stren-
uously for the elimination of this clause
trom the State Entevprises Bill? The an-
swer is supplied by the naive contention
raised by the leader of the Opposition and
the member for Gnildford (Hon. W. D.
Johnson) that if the clause passed they
would never be able to earry out the policy
of the Labour party in future. Surely that
gives the answer to the reason for their
conduet during the last tive years, anc lov
the reason why they made a party ruestion
of a Bill of this nature, which is eerlainly
ot a party measure in any sense of the
term. They acted illegally becanse they
were afraid that they would never obtain
Parliamentary sanction for their enter-
prises. 8o they commitied the country
first and asked permission afterwards, and
they want to go on in that direction in the
[uture should they be, by any freak of
cireumstances, once more restored to the
(rovernment benehes.  Surely this is an
abandonment of the prineiples of respon-
sible government on their part, and the
delinquents are certainly not to be found
mnongst the present oceupants of the Gov-
ernment beneches. I will prove my conten-
tion. State steamers were embarked upon
by our friends opposite. Up to June 30th,
1912, they expended £70,000 ont of loan
wmoneys, but did not ask Parliamentary
ganetion for authorisation until December
of the same year. State ferries were an-
thorised in December, 1912, but the money
had been expended in the praevious vear, to
June 30th, 1912, namely, six months before
the acthorisation. It is interesting in pass-
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ing to draw the aitention of ihe House to
the enterprise upon which they embarked
un that -occasion without any authority
from Puarliament. 1t is well known that
the previous owners of these ferries were
making a profit of upproximately £2,000 a
vear. Tor lhe first 13 months, namely, up
to June, 1913, the Government made a pro-
it on what had then become a State enter-
prise ol £€1,230, ur at the rate of £1,000 per
annvin, the profit thus bhaving dropped by
one-hall. For the following year the profit
was £1,000. In 1913, not only had the pro-
tit entirely disappeared but there was a
loss of £396, and af the end of June last
there was a loss of £355. A somewhat
similar loss is anticipated for the present
vear. It must not be supposed for a mo-
ment that the loss was attributable to the
war, because ns a matter of faet the num-
her of passengers carried had shown a eon-
siderable inerease, The conversion of the
handsome profit per annum, which the pri-
vute owners of the ferries had been earning,
into a loss was undoubtedly due in a large
measure to the purchase of the new ferry
stenmer nl a cost of about £8,000, Scon
after the service was taken over by the
Slate considerable difficulty was experi-
enced in the maiter of providing a new
steamer.  Fstimates were prepared showing
the probable expenditure of about £7,000
in this dircetion. Then the Colonial Secre-
tary and the Minister for Works turned
down the proposal with a Arm hand, and
said  that the service would not stand
the expense. In Mareh, 1913, ap-
proval  was, however, given for the
ealling  of tenders for a steamer at
a cost of £5,526. Messrs. Denny Bros. put
in a tender for £7,420. The tender was ae-
cepled, although it was 30 per eent. in excess
of the estimate, and of the sum which Min-
isters had previously declared was excessive.
Shortly after the tender was accepted the
tenderers claimed an additional £120 for
drawings and a furiher £175 to restore
machinery according to speeifieation. Fur-
ther improvements were also claimed, which
resulled altogether at the time of the launch-
ing of the vessel, in a total cost of £7,856.
(On bheing put into commission the vessel was
found to require lavatories, sereens, life-
belts, and other additions, which brought
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the cust of this unfortunate boat up to up-
wards of £5,000. The peculiar thing aboul
it s, that | cannot undersiand how they
vame to sanciion these transaclions. In ihe
building of the vessel the contractors were
allowed Lo substitute lower powered engines
without any decrease in the cost below that
required for the engines specified. There
was a suggesiion made that £400 should be
deducted for failure to reach the guaranteed
speed. The suggestion was first of all acted
upon and orders were given to deduet this
L4000 trom the priee paid lo the eontraetors.
"This, however, was subsequently waived and
they were paid without this reduetion. Al-
though the completion of the vessel was de-
layed for a malter of six months, the whole
of the penalfies were waived on the ground
that the contractors had met the require-
ments of the Government in every way, and
turned out a first class job, giving the Gov-
ernwment value for their money. The marvel-
lous thing is this, that the reports we have
from the officers who were best qualified to
express an opinion on this boat, show that
the only method by which the loss in the
service can be reduced 1s to keep this £8,000
steamer tied up to the jetty excepl on the
few holidays in the year when the rush of
traffic might justify her employment. This
is brielly an outline of one of these marvel-
lous transactions which our friends opposite
entered into without due consideration, and
completed regardless of the fael that the
building of a vessel of that description jeop-
ardised the earning of any profit in the
Future, and aectnally turned the profit on
lhe undertaking into a substantial loss. The
State Tmplement Works were starled in
exaclly the same way. The then Govern-
ment expended from OQctober io December,
1912, a small sum of money only, it is true,
and they also appointed a manager. Tn
December of that year they first came to
Parliament and asked for the neeessary
authorisation for the expenditure of £6.000

in order to proceed with their proposed
works.  Exaetly the same thing happened

in regard to the State brickworks. Fromn
June to Decemher of 1912 the expenditure
was £342, a manager was appointed, and
in December of that year Parliament was
asked 1o sanction a vote of £5,000. In ve-
gard to the State sawmills, an expenditure
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uf over £12,000 was inenrred between June
and December of 1912, and in December of
thalt vear Parliament was asked (o sanetion
that expendiinre and a total vote of £50,000.
With regard to the “Kangarco,” a steamer
which has been mueh vaunted by my friends
opposife on many occasions, it must be well
within the memory of lLon. members that
newotiations for her purchase were carried
on without the knowledge of Parliament, al-
though Parliamen! was sitting, and the con-
fragt for her purchase would have been
signed had not the legal advisers for those
who were lo find the money refused to ne-
cepl the bond until the authority of Parlia-
meut had been produced. The purchase
waz, lherefore. not officially eompleted un-
til afier the Appropriation Bill had been
paszed. whieh necessitated a delay of several
months.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Would you not like
to have a few more of them?

The PREMIER: The obvious duty of
the then Government was to have sought
the sanetion of Parliament, which was then
sitting.  But they did not do so, and the
reason why they did not is that Ministers
feared (he rejection of Lheir proposals; and
they waited unlil they could wrap the trans-
actton ap i the general Loan HEstimates,
under the general leading of State Steamers,
and so get it passed through another place,
whose power only extended to laving aside
the Appropriation Bill. If my contention
requives any corroboration that those gentle-
men acted illegally and are themselves re-
sponsible for the insertion of this clause in
the Trading Concerns Bill, it is supplied in
the words of the present leader of the Op-
position himself. Speaking emrly in 1918
he said this—

Tf ihe present Government had gone to
the public and told them what they pro-
posed to do we would not now own the
new hoat “Kangaroo.” But they had been
told they wust not make seeret conlracts.
They wanted oil for the “Kangaroo” apd
the Wyndham freezing works, and the
Colonial Seeretary had a guotation which
he had submitted to Cabinet, but the Min-
istry had said no, whieh meant a differ
enee of £:30,000, because the Admlmslm
tion conld not be trusied.
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Thus we have the whole thing in a nutshell.
The gentlemen who concluded all those con-
tracts now have the audacity to ae-
cuse me of entering into a secret contract.
Now let me turn lo the next accusation, “in-
capacily in the handling of finances.” The
leader of the Opposition, when speaking in
this House in December last, said that in his
opinion the question of the finances of the
Stale was one to be approached from a non-
party slandpoint. 1 took him at his word
and offered to submit the consideralion of
all (axation preposals to a committee com-
prising members on all sides of the House.
The leader of thie Opposition took this mat-
ter for an expression of opinion 1o his party
but his party turned the proposals down, 1
should like to remind the hon. member that
it is only a little over two months age since
this House passed Loan and Revenuec Esti-
mates and Appropriation Bill. And T submit
there is no logic in so short a period afier
the passing of the Estimates for a year in
his now asking 1he House to support him in
moving s motion of no-confidence in a Clov-
ernment who have only heen carrying out
the legislation authorised. Where has any
incapacity been showa? In support of his
elarge that there has been ineapacity in the
handling of the finances the leader of the
Opposition quoted the defieit for the past
seven months ended January, 1917. That
is the only substantial support he makes of
his eharge. I repeat what T have previously
stated in this House, and what T have no
hesitation whatever in stating, that the re-
sponsihility for the present financial posi-
tion even in the last few months, belongs to
the previous Adwinistration. T repeat what
I said when introducing the Budget, that
the responsibility for the burden placed
upon the people is nol mine; thal hurden
helongs to my predecessors. And I repeat
that statement to-night.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: When are you
zoing to start accepting the responsibility?

The PREMIER: I will deal with figures
shortly. The leader of the Opposition, when
quoting me, as usual went ont of his way io
misquote. Fle had available a copy of my
remarks, I did say that the aim of the Gov-
ernment would be to restore confidence and
establish sound finanece. And, further, I
said—
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That in our poliexy would be an earnest
endeavour (o restore public confidence.
The British Empire had been built up on
individual enterprise and energy, and
Weslern Australia could nof pregress in
any other way. From the manual labourer
to the controller of capital, each must be
given an opporiunity to assist the State.
TLiabouwr Trades Hall melhods had been
tried, and they had failed. The Govern-
meni could not compete with its own
citizens and bring prosperily to this Stale.
That iz a guotation from the speeelh [ de-
livered. And 1 think members generally, at
least all members on this side of the House,
will endorse lhe sentiments therein ex-
pressed. On other occasions 1 have pointed
oul that it is impossible to reetify in a few
manths a deficit whiech has grown up during
five vears.

Mr, Carpenter: But vou have not started.

The PREMIER: Let me poinl out that
in the financial year 1910-11, the last vear
of the previous Liberal Administration, the
revenuie was in excess of the expenditure by
aver £100,000, and had the late Treasurer
maintained his revenue and expenditure in
similar proportions we should have paid our
way, but each vear, despile an ever inecreas-
ing revenue, showed a much larger inereased
expenditure.  TFor illustration: in 1910-11
the revenue exceeded ihe expenditure by
£116,000, as T have already said.  What
happened the following yvear? The expendi-
ture exceeded Lhe revenue by £134,000; in
1912-13 by £190,000; 1913-14, £135,000;
1914-15, £565,000; 1915-16, £348,000, and
during the past seven months the expendi-
ture has exceeded the revenue by £615,000.
Thus we have the total arenmulated deficit
of £1,976,000. How was this enormons de-
ficit built up? It has been built up by in-
creased expendilure during the last five
years and seven months ended 3lst January
last under the following items: interesi and
sinking tund, £726,000; sundry items under
special Acts, £39,000; education, £131,000;
charities, £51,000: lunacy, £25,000; medieal,
£43,000; police, £16,000; making a total of
£1,040,000. Then we have the loss on irad-
ing eoncerns up to that daie amounting ‘to
£113,795. We have also the expenditure
which T have pointed out as having been in-
curred prior to the 30th June, 1916, and
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debited during the past seven monibs, being
a proportion of the £93,000 referred teo in
the Deficiency Bill.  This item amounts to
£43,345. Nearly all the above is dead or
uon-producing  expendiiure under special
Aels and gannot be cut down, no additional
vevenue having been raised to meet it. In
addition we have the money locked ap iu
stoeks and hook debts of the trading con.
eerns, amounting to £321,200. Then we have
the loss in the running of our railway syz-
tem ever since our friends took office in 1911,
That loss, after providing interest whicl
during the period has amounted to £458,596,
wmakes up the sum total ot the accumulated
deficit we are carrying (o-day. The point is
this. The only ifem which may give relief
is the realization on stoeks and hook debis
of trading concerns. But if these be rea-
lised upon we wmust keep large swms uf
woney locked up in these items. The in-
terest and sinking fund must go on, inlerest
must be provided for by inereased revenue
and no ameunt of retrenchment in the puhb-
lic service ean possibly adjust this .lehit
hulance. Tf we take the earning proposi-
tiang which were referred to by ny eolleague
the Colonial Secretary when intradueing the
Treasury Bonds Deficiency Bill. and which
the leader of the Opposition took snch
strang exeeption to’the ather night, we huaie
this significant position. Railways. water
supply and sewerage, harhours and other
earning propositions. exelusive of State
trading concerns, left a cash balance in 1316-
11 towards the payment of interesi and sink-
ing fund amounting to £356,000. And as
our total interest and sinking fund kil for
that year was £1,046,000 hon. members will
see that only £189,000 had to be found by
taxation. Last year the same undertakings
left a halance of £397,000, only £10.000
more than 1910-11. to meet the interest saned
sinking fund hill of £1,664,001, S0 that
£766,000 ought to have been fomwd by in-
creased taxation last year. This. as previ-
ously explained, is in the deficit. In other
words, our earning propositions, exclusive
of the trading concerns, last year provided
£40,000 to meet the inereased sinkm; fund
lishility of £766,000, That is n pesition
which hon. members can fully appreciate.
Tt 1s a serions position. As I stated when
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I went before the electors five months ago,
it is 1 position which will require years to
adljust.  Notwithstanding the enormous in-
ereased delicit during the past seven months
of £615,000 rhere has been actually £50,u00
less  departmental eash expenditure over
whielt no Treasurer has any control as cam-
pared with the corresponding seven wmonths
of last year. "This is conclusively provel hy
the figures which 1 shall now give. The
deficit for the seven months of the financiul
vear 1916-17 amounts to £615.000. The
deficit for ihe corresponding months of the
financial year 1915-16 was £497,000, a dif-
ference of £118,000.  There was increased
expenditure under special Acts. over which
there is no control, of £95,000. There are
amounts I have already mentioned as having
heen paid away in 1915-16, amounting to
£43,000. Then therc was a shrinkage in rev-
enue of £537,000, making a total of £195,000.
S0 that the actual expendilure in the de-
partments, notwithstanding the serious posi-
tion of the finances, was nearly £30,000—or,
to be aceurate, £77,000—less during the past
seven wonths than it was during the eorre-
sponding  seven meonths of the previous
financial vear., There is nof the slightest
doubt 1n my wind that the Jand policy of
the Inte QGovernmeni had a considerable
¢ffeet apon the finances of the State. There
was the threat of the T.abour Government to
do away with freeholds. Tlon. members will
also reecollect the unwise stoppage of trans-
fers, which was responsible for many finan-
cial institutions foreclosing on their secnri-
Hes. They ceased their advances. As a
result, the land revenue, which ought to have
heen an item inereasing by a considerable
amount annually, perhaps by £50,000 or
E£60,000, immediately hegan to decline. For
1910-11 1he Jand revenue was £363,000,
while for 1915-1G it was only £322,000, or
£41.000 less,

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
nothing fo do with that?

The PREMIER : This was long before the
drought. The poliey of the Labour Govern-
ment affected not only the land revenue, but
also the financial results of the Agrieultural
Rank and of all the other State departments,
in¢luding the railways. The unwise policy
of our predecessors practieally stopped im-

Had the droughi
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migration and land settlement. and thus

completed the disaster.
Hon. W. €. Angwin: Bunkum!

The PREMIER: I do not expeci the
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon.
W. C. Angwin) to approve of what T say;
hut | am speaking to a very much larger
awdience, an mnlience that will be prepared
to consider and weigh my words carefully,
and will eome 1o a conclusion ihat the atii-
tude of the past Government was bunkum.
Railways showed in 1910-11 a profit of
224 000 after providing interest. That
profit was converted into a loss of £25,000
in 1914-15, and of £48,000 in 1915-16. So
that all the targe business coneerns of the
State unmediately began to go back upon
the advent of the Labonr Government in
1911. That is the position we have to face,
and it is idle for the leader of the Opposi-
tion fo talk about the financial ship of State
having got into hreakers and Arifting on the
rocks under my guidance. All the leeway
caunot immediately be stopped. Tt is true
that in July last we took the leader of the
Opposition from the hridge and burled him
out; hut the leceway and drift were still
woing on, and this course has to be finished
hefore the ship of State can he steered away
from the shoals and rocks. What is the
remedy for ihe present financial position?
The remedy cannot be looked for solely from
sither increased taxation or reduced expen-
diture, If the Government were to put up
the shutters to-morrow and dismiss every
¢ivil servant, it would only mean a sum of
ahout £700,000, including Edueation Depart-
ment salaries. That method would not wipe
ont the deficit,

Hon. P. Collier:
it wounld.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Who suggested any-
thing so ahsurd? ’

The PREMIER: If it is suggested that
we should adopt sueh measures. we do not
intend to do so. The leader of the Opposi-
tion treated me with derision the other night
when, like my colleague the Colonial Secre-
tary. 1 stated that we needed increased popun-
lation and tnereased production.

Hon. J. Scaddan: Why do not you get
on with the job?

No one suggested that
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The PREMIER: That is just what ihe
hon. member is trving to prevent the Gov-
crament from doing.  The Opposition ask
n=, “Why have you not done all this? Why
linve you not waved away all the accumula-
tions of five years with a magician’s wand"!
Why have veu not wiped out the defigit?”
I ask, what opportunity have we bad? We
took office on the 27th July last. Ministers
went up for re-election, and a bitter econtest
was fought in the Canning electorate, as the
leader of the Opposition knows to his chay-
rin and annoyanee.

Hon. J. Scaddan: The contest was not
bitter, though.

The PREMIER: Parliament re-assem-
bled on the 19th September, to adjourn on,
the 5th October for a period of three weeks
to fight the conseription referendum, dur-
ing which campaign some of our friends
opposite were highly conspicuous while
others were not. Parliament met again on
the 31st Oectober, and adjourned on the
2nd December in order to allow of my at-
tending the Premiers’ conference, as was
vital in the interests of the State. We met
again on the 23rd Janunary. and we have
been faced with bitter opposition in this
Cliambers ever since. Last week’s atfitude
of members opposite on the State Trading
Coneerns Bill proves my contention up to
the hilt. 1 claim that Ministers are entitled
to reasonalle time for the re-organisation
of their departmentis and for asecrtaining
whit economies can be introduced without
impairing the public service. Are our
friends opposite likely to give ns that rea-
sonable time? It scems to me that their
ane idea is to wreck the State Trading Con-
cerns Bill, in order that they may earry
ont the order which they received, much
against their will, at the TLabour econgress
in Kalgoorlie, to put every possible effort
into the establishment of furtlier Statfe
trading concerns. Controversial legislation
has been dropped by the present Govern-
ment in order that they may devote their
attention to re-organisation of the State
departments and to the eficeting of econo-
mies in the publie service. Our taxation
proposals cannot became effective for the
present financial year, and therefore we
have said that we will let them stand over
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until June. We can then raise such contri-
butions, though not anything like sufficient,
as Parliament may think reasonable and
right to impose upon the taxpayer by way
of doing something towards rectifying the
financial position. The Government's scheme
for raising inercased revenue will be sub-
mitted when PParliament re-assembles; antl
1 may say I am satisfied that hon. members
vpposite have no wish whatever to he forced
to face their elecetors at the present time.

Hon. W. G, Angwin: Give us a chance.

The PREMIER: I now come to the third
clharge, that of lack of initiative and ability
in administration; and will detain the House
ouly a few momenis over it. In the whole
of the lengthy speech delivered by the leader
of the Opposition there is not one specific
charge. There is, however, very considerable
evidence of initiative, and also of ability, in
the acts of Ministers sinee taking office.
Will any hon. member assert that the Minis-
ter for Industries {Hon. J. Mitehell}, who
spent a considerable time in Melbourne to
fix up wheat sales for the present season,
showed a lack of ability, or that the results
of hig efforts are not satisfactory? The fact
remains that wheat sales for this year have
been satisfactorily effected, and that the
auaranteed minimum price for the next
wheat harvest has been approved by both
Houses of this Parliament. That guarantee
is, therefore, an accomplished fact. My own
visit to Melbourne, for the purpose of at-
tending the Premiers’ conference, resulted
in some advantage to this State. At that
conference satisfactory financial arrange-
ments were made fo enable Western Aunstra-
lia to carry on, at a very reduced rate, but
still to earry on suceessfully, during the cur-
rent financial year.

Tion. W. C. Angwin: Not so suecessfully
as last year.

The PREMIER : What?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Not by a long way.

The PREMIER : Arrangements were made
also in regard to finance, and to obtain
the necessary funds for the land seftle-
ment scheme in connection with returned sol-
diers belonging fo Australia and o the
Motherland.' And vet the Government have
heen hectored and bullied, and delayed in this
important work, hecanse, forsooth! our
friends opposite have not the generosity to
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carry out lheir oft-made assertion that they
only desired the oportunity to assist in this
great scheme, The re-organisation of the
Industries Assistanee Board was no light
task in itself. Notwithstanding all that has
been done in this direction, mueh remains to
be dune.

Hon. P’. Collier: Was it not the work of
three days?

The PREMIER: Hon. members will re-
collect that the old board worked withont
any inspectors, that delays under the old
board’s adminisiration were numerous, that
thousands of letfers were never answered at
all, that supplies of fertiliser required by
applicants were delayed until it was too late
for cropping, and that settlers, both men and
women, waited in Perth by scores and lhun-
dreds for many days, and then could not get
any satisfaction. When my ecolleague took
over, the olffice of the Indusiries Assistance
Board was erowded with angry, neglected
clients. On the other hand, men were draw-
ing money and doing no work on their farms,
In many cases money was advanced reck-
lessly, as this fact will show: 570 farmers
under the board received advances tofalling
£238,000, and the proceeds of their crops
amounted to only £64,000. Where did the
halance of the erops go to? It is safe to
say that had a proper system obtained and
had inspectors been at work in former days.
a loss of at least £100,000 wonld have been
saved to the hoard last vear. Do hon. mem-
hers opposite, by their childish laughter,
mean to imply that it did not require a lot
of brain work and applicalion to put the
affairs of the board in order? Those hon.
members allowed the board to drift into a
muddle, and it took a business man to
straighten out the board and put things on
a proper footing. It is all altered now. The
work is supervised by inspectors, and se-
curity is obtained for advances. Everything
is working smoothly, and at no increased
cost to the eountry.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: What?

The PREMIER: T will give the figures.
The average monthly expenditure under the
old hoard was £1,763, and the new board, in-
clusive of inspectors, costs only £1,733 per
month; so that there is actually a slight sav-
ing of expenditure. Now I come to the lasi
charge put forward in support of this mo-~
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tivn, “abandonment of the principles of
responsible government.” Again, this charge
annot be substantiated from the speech of
the leader of the Opposition at all. To
answer the charge will need but a few
words. I do take strong exception, however,
io the levity with which the leader of ihe
Opposition  treated the Trovernor’s aclion
inst week.

Hon. P. Collier: Worthy of censure.

The PREMIER : The hon. gentleman said
that 1f he was sent for by the Governor, it
would be {0 tender advice, and not 10 give
an assurance.

Hon. J. Seaddan: [n reply to my question,
vou said that the leader of the Country party
was sent for 1o give an assurance.

The PREMIER: I am ruoting the hon.
member's words from the Hansard report.
He stated that if he were sent for it would
be to tender advice, not to give an assurance,

Hon. J. Seaddan: That had reference to
your reply to my rquestion.

The PREMIER: T
as wide a knowledge of
from a Premier 10 a Governor, and
from His Excelleney the Governor to
the Premier, as the leader of the Opposition
has, or indeed as any man in this House has.
His bhombastic statements ecarry no proof
of his charge. His Execellency the Gover-
nor is perfectly entitled to seek an assur-
ance from the leader of the Country party,
if he so desires, and he wns more entitled
to wet that assurance beeause of the eireum-
stances of the unfortunate division when
several members of the Country party, were
absent from their places in this House. His
Fxcelleney was entitled to know, if he
wished, that these members were not absent
with a desire to embarrass the Government
on that oceasion. T decline to disenss in this
Chamber the aetion of the Governor. but T
merely want to emphasise the position. be-
canse even His Majesty the King himself,
on occasions. consults all leaders of political
thought in the Motherland and even people
ouiside, if he thinks it desirable to so do.
His Majesty’s representative in any of the
States of the Commonwealth has an equal
right to do likewise, if he desires. He could
consult the leader of the Opposition and if
he wished he could send for that gentleman
and confer with him withont heing reviled

claim to have

what is due
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for so Joing, or being brought to task in u
no-uonfidence motion of this deseription,

Hon. 1. Seaddan: If it was on a political
questton, [ wounld nof go.

The PREMIFKR: The leader of the Op-
position was perfeetly corvect when he said
thai there was nothing strikingly original
in his remarks. He never inade a traer con-
fession. He altempted to burlesque whai
tovk place hefween the Governor and my-
self #s P’remier, and his eonduct was cer-
tainly undignified, to say the least of it. I
have shown that the leader of the Opposi-
tion hasg failed to bring forth any proof of
the charges he levelled against the Govern-
ment, and T have proved that there was no
foundation for them. T have shown that
the very men who brought those charges
are themselves the culprits. [ bave also
shown, T think satisfactorily, that hon. mem-

bhers opposite are themselves obsessed
with the parly spirit, and that their
one determination is to wreck the Bill
which they think will legitimately iie
their hands in the future, and whieh
will  prevent them from carrying oul

the poliey laid down by their masters—T
refer to the Trading Concerns Bill, Their
object is lo prevent Ministers having an op-
portunity of looking into their depart-
ments, let alone the opportunity of reor-
ganising them and effecting reforms wher-
ever they may be neccessary. Reorganisa-
lion and reform are necessary, and I trust
that the IHouse is nnt going to respond to
the appeal of the leader of the Opposi-
tion
Hon. W. C. Angwin: Do not be too sure.
The PREMIER: To put out a Govern-
ment who have done so wuch in the few
wonths they have heen in office, merely on
ihe flimsy, unfounded and unsubstantiated
charges made by that hon. gentleman, and as
put forth in the motion he moved. The
matter is in the hands of the House. The
(Government do not want to retain office for
one moment if they have not a majority.
We know that the majority is small. but we
are content to work on that small majority.
Hon. J. Scaddan: Is it selid9
The PREMIER: Tf my friends opposite
ean. by bellowing., or by any means in their
power, entice one vote from this side of the
Chamber, we shall willingly hand in our
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resignation to His Excellency the Governor.
The work before the Government is of such
a nature that it onght to reccive generous
treaiment at the hands of onr polilical op-
ponenis, and if they have that spirit of
patriotism in their nature, which they claim
to possess, 1f they desire to earry out what
the leader of the Opposition promised he
was willing to undertnke to do, namely, to
render willing assistance to the the Gov-
ernment to straighten out the affairs of the
Ntate, then 1 submit they will abandon the
motion and render that assistanece whieh was
so freely offered and whieh was aceepted by
me.

Sitting suspended [from 6.5 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. WILLMOTT (Nelson) [7.30]: After
the very illuminative address by the Premier
this afternoon, it is hardly necessary for me
to call attention to the illogical reasoning of
the ieader of the Opposition when moving
his motion. In his attempt to belittle the
present Government and the party who are
standing solidly behind the Government, the
hon. member pointed to the fact that the
financial drift has not been stopped during
the brief period the Wilson Government
have occupied the Treasury bench. Any
man in his sane senses. especially one who
has filled the position of Treasurer for five
years, should know perfectly well that in
so short a time it is irpossible to effect the
reforms necessary to the stopping- of the
irift, The hon. member forgot that huge
sums of money have been spent during the
last five vears, some of it, according to the
Premier, misspent. Yet it will all have to
be repaid by the country at some time or
other. The leader of the Oppositicn must
realise that the drift cannot be stopped im-
mediately. Then why blame the present
Government, who have heen but a few
months in office, for not having vet stopped
it, for not having been able to do what he
could not do in so long a time?

Hon. W. D, Johnson: Why hag the drift
increased 7

Mr. WILLMOTT: Because of the mud-
dling of the late Government. The effect of
the new management canpot be felt hefore
hedrock is reached.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. T. Walker: Then we bave to bump
before we spring up again.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The leader of the QOp-
pusition, having recourse to the old simile,
said he was blamed for allowing the ship of
Stute to drift on the roecks. She did not
drift on the rocks at all, He was at the
helm, his crew were on board, and they de-
liberately steered her on to the rocks. Then a
new pilot is put on board, and it is expecled
of him that he shall handle an unseaworthy
old vessel which has been bumping on the
rocks for five years past, and steer her
safely into the harbour of sane administra-
tion.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: TIs it costomary to
put a pilol on a ship on the roeks? I shyuld
think it was a job for a salvage officer.

Mr., WILLMOQTT: The work of the Pre-
mier to-day is in the nature of that of a
salvage officer, owing to the wrecking meth-
ods of the late Admioistration. The leader
of the Opposition seemed to be terribly con-
cerned that the present Government should
have seen fit to remove the extra railway
eharges on fertilisers, and the iniquitona
terminal eharges on spur lines. He con-
sidered that the removal of those charges
was nol warranted, that it was unjust and
unfair, in faet that it was a robbery of the
people.

Hon. T. Walker: He never said that.

Mr. WILLMOTT: He did, and almosi in
the same breath he declared that the men
oceupying distant areas should he gziven
every encouragement and help. Tt seems to
me nothing but an example of running with
{he hare and hunting with the hounds. The
hon. member on the one hand said that it
was iniquitous to remove a burden of £66,000
from the farmers, and on the other hand he
said they should be helped in every possible
direction. When we sift the hon. member's
remarks .we find that what hurts him most is
the fact that the burden which was removed
affected the farmer aloune, and when this re-
duction of freights is spread over the
whole of the eountry districts, ineluding the
goldfields, he takes up the eudgels at once.

Mr, Hudson: Are you setting up the
farming industry against that of mining?

Mr. WILLMOTT: Nothing eould be fur-
ther from my intention. The burden in
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respect of those iwo particular items has
been removed from the agriculturisis and
distributed over otlier sections of the com-
munity. I agree wilh the leader of the Op-
position regarding the unfair and ineqguit-
able incidence of the railway freights as
they are at present, and ¥ trust that the Min-
ister for Ruilways will look carcfully into
this question with a view of adjusiing the
freights.

Mr. Thomas:
him?

Mr, WILLMOTT: The Minister bas sulfb-
cient sense to see the necessity for going into
this matter without waiting for any pres-
sure to be brought to bear. 1 feel sure he
will see that )justice is donme in the pear
future. Hon. members opposite have heen in
the babit of gulling the farming community
for years past, but every day they will find
it inereasingly harder to gull the farmer, be-
cause the farmer now has direet representa-
tion in Parliament.

Why nor put pressure on

Mr. Foley: A coneclusive proof of hig
cullibility,

Mr. WILLMOTT: The next eleetion will
prove that what I say is eorrect.

Hon. P. Collier: That is why vou asked
the Governor not to grant a dissolution.

My, WILLMOTT: That remark is as inac-
eurate as, generally speaking, the hon. mem-
ber’s remarks are aecurate, In my opinien,
an opinion which is rapidly gaining ground,
onr system of financing the railways is en-
tirely wrong.  Our railways are national.
Then why shoukd one section of the com-
munity bhe called upon to pay maintenance,
working expenses, interest and sinking fund
on our railways. Why should the users of
the railways be eailed npon to pay all these
charges? Wlo is going to pav maintenance.
working expunses, interest and sinking fund
in respect of the trans-Australian railway?
If these eharges are to be met by the users
of that railwav, the man who takes a trip
from here to Adelaide will have to sell his
house or mortgage his farm. as the ease may
be, to pay his fare, [f it is goad that the
burden of this zreat railwav should be borne
by the people as a whole, T sayv if is ¢:jually
good that the burden of our State railways
shonld he hornme by the general taxpayers.
Tnder the present system, the man who
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sends his produce to town pays the freight,
and le who takes goods from the town to
the hack country again pays the freight. He
it is who is the mug., Other people, if they
use (he railways at all, do so on excursion
days, when they are allowed to travel at less
than cost.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The farmers will not ap-
preciate being called mugs.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The hon. member him-
self must be a mug if he cannot see that it is
not only the farmer, but the timber worker,
the wold miner, the wheat grower and the
urehardist, whe are carrying the burden of
the railways on their backs to-day.

Hon. J. Scaddan: How are you going to
apply your proposal?

Ar. WILLAMOTT: Tnstead of this party
lighting being carried on Ministers shonld
zive all the attention they can to the great
question of preparing our vacant lands for
the large influx of population, which I hope
wili eome pouring into this State at the end
of the war. .

Hon. P. Collier: It is not vacant lands
that is the trouble, but vacant minds.

My, WILLMOTT: The Sounth-West ought
i occupy the sole attention of Ministers. I
think the member for Bunbury (Mr.
Thomas) 15 prepared to support me through
thiek and thin en this point. We are agreed
upon that, and let our party—

Ion. J. Scaddan: Go hang.

Mr. WILLMOTT: Yes, and the hon.
memher with it.  We are together in this,
and are absolutely honest in wanting to =ee
the South-West opened up. We have now
the greatest opportunity of opening it up
{hat has ever presented itself up to the pre-
sent. 1 have everv confidence that the Min-
ister for Lands will. when given time, settle
this guestion in a satisfactory manner.
There is this trouble so far as our South-
West is concerned, and that is that great
enre has to be exervised, If a muddle is
made of it now, the Sonth-West will be con-
demned for manv vears to come.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Would yon have a
repelition of Denmark?

A, WILLMOTT: T wonld rather not
diseuss Denmark with the hon. gentleman.
T had no responsibility in the matter and do
not think any member of the present Min-
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1stry was responsible. 1 say this in all sin-
cerity, and in conelusion, that the South-
West is the only hope for the unfluctuating
prosperity of the Stale.

Mr. O’Loghlen: You have not mentioned
timber yet.

Mr. WILLAIOTY: What is the good of
talking about timber to-day when we cannot
ship it overseas? No one in the House has
ihe interest of the timber industry more at
heart than 1 have, but what is the good of
my standing up here and blatherskiting
about timber wlen we know we eannot send
it away? Can we cut any more and stack
i1} It would be an absolute waste of funds
to amass large stocks of timber in this way
at the present time?

Mr. Folex: Why should it be a waste of
money ?

Mr. WILLMOTT: We have not sufficient
capital hehind ve to do it. If Millars’ eom-
hine had unlimited capital, wonld they not
be stacking up hundred of thousands of
:oundls worth of timber, and woeuld they not
se doing o in the hope of heing able to sell
it at a good price later on?

Mr. Folex: Why did not the Government
do it? ]

My, WILLMOTT: No one ean say when
the war will end, 'That being the ecase, it
would be a bad business proposition to sink
huge sams of money in cutting up owr
furests into sawn timber. I am going fo
vote against the mofion because I am of
opinion that the present oecupants of the
Treasury bench have the confidence of the
Country party. and of the country of West-
ern Anstralia,

Hon. W. D. JOHANSOXN (Guildford)
[7.50]: If the speech of the member for
Neolzon (Mr. Willmott) was interesting for
what it contained. the speech of the Premier
was interesting for what it left unsaid.
Tt seemed lo me as if the Premier had made
up his mind that he had to talk for a given

1
i
1
i

tine, and was going o fill it in somehow..

Tn his endeavonr to do this he dealt wiil
matiers of no particular importance and
whieh had no bearing upon the motion,
We know that when the Premier has a
defence he is well able to use it, bui when
we find him as he is {o-day using no de-
fenee of his Government and his adminisira-

[ASSEMBLY.]

tion we ecan only come to the conclusion

that e realises that the people of the State
recognise {hal his case iz absolntely hope-
less. After the maneuvres of the last few
days the people are heginning to under-
stand the position. They realise that the
Government are determined to keep hold of
the Treasury beneh as long as (he Con-
stitution will permit. ‘They rerognise, too,
that despite all these manauvres there must
ultimately be an appeal to them, and they
ave thanking God to-day that there is a
limit to the life of a Parliawent. They re-
cognise, as we do, thai the Governmeni are
not preparved at the present junciure lo
tace them. The Governmeni are going
ihrough hoping that something will turn
up lo place them in a betler position so that
they can appeal to the people at a later date
and under wore favourable conditions.
‘Take the Premier upon the question of
tinance, of whieh he is supposed 1o be such
an experiencedd exponent. He deait only
with the expenditure which conld not be
avoided, but gave us nothing in regard (o
wlaf is going on to-day in the way of ex-
pendituve over whieh he has full control.
We know Full well, and it has often leen
repeated in (he 1douse, that under special
Aels we have special expenditure, and (hat
as we develop our country with horrowed
money, our interest and sinking fund bill

must  of  neeessity  increase. There
are other  classes of expenditure
{0 which the Premier has referred.

which eannot be avoided and must be in-
curred. Over and above all that, we have
the expenditure that he bas been eriticising
for the last five years, an expendilure over
which Governments have full control, and
the people surely expect from the Premier
on an oceasion of this sort something of
what he proposes to do to stop the present
drift. It is admitted that the previous Gov-
ertunent had 2 deficieney, but the present
Government were put in office to stop the
dvift, though insiead of stopping it they
have increased it. As an Opposition we are
surely justified in ecriticising the want of
capacity on the part of the Government in
that regard, and surely also the people are
justified in expecting from the Premier
some explanation bevond the statement that
we Dtave had from him that ** You eannot do
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it in seven months.” He led the people and
the Country party, which gave him their
support, to believe that he eould do it right
away, and that it was only a matter of a
change in Government fo stop the drift al-
together. Qne ean realise that in a short time
he has to face his constituents, and also
that in (he meantime he realises himself
that he cannot stop the drift. He now has
to lurn round, therefore, and begin apolo-
gising for his deficiency, and began lo do
that this afterncon. In this, he is only fol-
lowing the lead of the Coloniul Secretary, as
shown by the leader of the Qppnsition in
his speeeh. He began to apelogise and ex-
plain the deficieney, and to-day we have
had the Premier following this up, and this
will probably be enlarged upon as time goes
on, FHe will get away from the period of
seven months not being sufficient in which
to remedy the finaneial drift, and we shall
find the Premier directly saying that it is ini-
possible for him tfe stop it and making
apologies for not doing so. To show that
there is nn absence of that business acumen
and commereial training, of which we have
heard so much, and which, we heayr, the hon.
gentiemen opposite possess to sueh a large
degree, one has only to point to
the figures given to-day to demon-
strate that there is something want-
ing in  the administration of  the
couniry in those two imporiant particulars,
The Premier says that on the railways for
the last five years theve has been a loss of
£400,000, and yet, knowing that this loss
existed, he iminediately sets to work to in-
erease it. That is what they call ‘‘business
acumen.” We know perfeetly well that be-
fore the Covernmenl made any attempt to
increase the revenue or improve 1he gencral
administration in the curtailment of expen-
diture they immediately wrote off revenue
hy redecing fertiliser freights and distriet
raillway charges, and the eharges upon rail-
ways under construetion. The railways eon-
stitute a trading concern. and there has been
this loss upon them. and then, in order to
improve the present position of affairs, the
Premier begins by reducing his revenue from
the railways.

Mr, Harrizon: Is that not due to the traftic
not being so much, and also to the wheat
not being carried to the port?
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Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The loss is abso-
lutely due to the fact that during the last
six or eight years we buili agricultural
railways in excess of what this State could
varry. The losses to-day upon our railway
syvslen are ahsolutely due to the losses an
our agricultural railways,

Mr, Harrison: You were speaking of last
vear,

Hon. W. D. JOFINSON: T was speaking
of the loss during 1he last five years. The
figures quuted hy the leader of the Opposi-
tion in regard to railwav freights are abso-
lutely correct, and were ziven in reply 1o a
question that he pat to the Minister him-
setf. The Minister admitied that on the
{armers’ requirements there had been an in-
crease. owing to the increased freights on
commodities, agrienltural machinery, vte,
to a place like Nvahing of 7s. 9d. a ton. Iris
true, as the leader of the Opposition points
ouf. that whilst the Government have reduced
the fertiliser freights on the one hand, thev
have increased the freights on the other,
and to a large extent the one freight dis-
counts the rates in the other direction. Tu
arrive at the exaet position one would nced
to get from the farmers the amount of fer-
tiliser and commaodities that are carried over
the railways to them. Tt is possible to have
Farmers whose nge of the railway system for
the purpose of havinr tertiliser earried is
very small, and on the other hand it is
possible to get farmers whose use of the
agricultural railways is so great that thes
will lose considerably by the alterations in
freight., I am prepared to admit that, ak-
ing it by and large, the increase on farni-
ing commodities would not altogether out-
balance the reduction made in regard to the
newer rates, taking the agriculfural indus-
try as a whole. With regard to these manure
rates, it is interesting to review the situa-
tion as the Government found it when thev
took oftice.  Many people encourage the
belief that the freight rate charged by the
Lahour Government was excessive, that it
was a freight rate upon which large profits
were made, and that no effort was made by
the Seaddan Government to relieve the far-
mers by giving them fair freights for their
fertihsers, of which they use sueh a large
quantity. But the fact is that the freight
rate wos a losing one. The rate was what



LTu2

is konown as the M rate, so far as 1 remem-
ber, up to 100 miles; after that it was only
oue farthing per ton por mile, as it is to-
day. I would point out to the members on
the cross benelies that afier all this is the
niost fair method of dealing with the ques-
tion of manure rates. Take tie farmer
near Northam, for example. Under the old
conditions the freight on manure would be
Hs. 9d. per ton, taking a minimuam lot of
five tons, Under the alteration it has been
reduced from 5s. Y. to 1s. 3d. That large
decrease i more largely favonrable to the
farmer in Northam, who uses a considerable
amount of super, than to the man out haek.
Not only does the an out back use less
super, but this reduced rvate iz offering a
special bonus to the man who is close to
the market. In addition, it has to be re-
membered that this veduced rate is helping
the farmer who got his land at a much
lower price than the outback farmer. The
farmers around Northam and York got
their Jand eheaper fhan the out-back man,
and they also had the further advantage
of a better market, turnished by the gold-
ticlds, while their land was being developed.
Surely, then, it is only fair to ex-
peet men who are more favourably situated
from other peints of view to pay more
for the carriage of their super in order
that the men outback mighi be relieved. The
farmers and settlers’ represenlatives, al-
though posing as the triend of the mun ow-
hack, have done little or nothing for him as
compared with the man who is elose to the
markel, The latter gets a special bonus in
the earriage of hLis 30, (0, or it may be 100
s of super. which is not avsilable to the
man outhack, who uses 10 or perhaps 20
tons.,  The rpailway freights imposed by
the Seaddan Government, | maintain, were
ennifable, and if the ense were put to ihe
men outback in a proper light, it would be
realised that the alleged assistance given o
the farmers by the presenl Governwent las
nal been sp ereat in their ense as it has heen
in the ease of the men more faveurably situ-
ated. I venlure the opinion that if we eould
vet down to hedrock figures of 1he exael
quantilies of manure und other commodities
used, il would be found that the men farm-
inw under great diffieulties in the remote dis-
ivicts have not hal thal eonsideration from
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the present Governwent whiel the Country
Marty  would  Jead them to believe. The
member for Avon (Mr. Harrison) raised the
paint that the Premier had quoted figures
showing the losses over and above the losses
in the trading concerns, 1b is interesiing at
this slage (o note that until to-night the Pre-
mier when dealing with (he question of lusses
always attributed them -to the trading con-
cerns.  Bul he has not done that to-night.
He realises now that his dilliculties in so far
as finance are coneerned are being assisted
lo a very large extent by the operation ol
those very trading concerns which he so
roundly condemned previously.

Hon, 1. Collier: Especially the steam-
ships.

Houn. W, D, JOIINSON: Yes, He gave
us fgures excluding the trading concerns:
but he forgot to point out that the £776,000
shorlage has been built up largely, as [ have
alveady said, by the buge expendilure the
State has undertaken in eonnection with rail-
way construction. It is useless now to blawwe
any Government for the expendilure in that
regard, Every Government has to bow to
the desires and wishes of the people as ex-
pressed through Parliament. On the advent
of the Scaddan Government there were agi-
tations from all gquarters asking the Senddan
Govermment to fulfl the promises of their
predecessors, who had failed to carry ont
their pledges, although they had bad years
in which to do so. Appeals were made by
farmers suffeving under all sorts of disabili-
ties that the Governnmient should gome io
1lieir rescue and go in for a vigorous poliey
of agrienltural rallway construction. We
agreed that in those cases where railways had
heen promised to settlers as inducemnents to
o outbaek and take up agrieultural land.
the undertaking should be emrried out, that
we would 2o in for a vigorous railway eon-
struelion poliey. Bul lhe farmers were told
il was useless the Seaddan Government pro-
mising anvthing of the sort, because it was
impossible for them to horrow money, ihat
being a Lahour Government they were op-
posed fo horrowing, and that even if they
wanted to horrow monev the market would
not be available to them, simply beceanse
they were a labour Government, That argu-
ment has been exploded now. We responded
in the desire as expressed from the constif-
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uencies that their disabilities should be n-
mediately attended to, and | venlure the
upinion that in so far as railways and water
supplies are concerned no Government has
ever more loyally carried out its pledges than
the Scaddan Government. In doing that it
must he remembered the expenditure was ah-
normal. The Wilson Government, jusl be-
fore appealing to the constituencies in 1911,

passed throngh Parliament railway Bills
running  into  something like GO0 niles.

Those Bills should have been pas<ed long be-
fore. The seltlers had been promised the rail-
ways, and had even heen supplied with maps
showing the railways as an encouragement to
them to take np land. Those G0N miles of
railway had to be bnilt, and the Scaddan
Government had to add to that other
railways  just as  urgenily  reguired.
The resull was we had a heavy railway
eonstruetion to  face, and we faced it
boldly. Becanse we did that, we are told to-
day that the interest and sinking fund bill
15 enormoeus. is too much for the peaple to
carry. It must be remembered, however, that
the Country party, when the Labour Gov-
ernment was in offiee, day in and day out
urged the Government to expedite railway
construction. Tt is useless now erving over
spilt milk. We realise that we have diffienl-
ties with us to-dav which are due to the
roliey of railway construetion, and that
those difficulties have to he overcome. But
in our effort to make the farmers more pros-
perous we should be careful not to place a
hurden on the zeneral taxpayer.

Mr, Harrison: The general taxpayer geis
the henefit of those railways, does he not?

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: It cannot be
saifl to-day that he does; the general tax-
paver has nol got any direct result. T am
[ repared to admit, and T shall not argne
againsl the proposition. that agricultura) de-
velopment is the best developmeni which
can be undertaken in any country, that ag-
riculture must be the salvation of Western
Australia, Tf we eannot push Western Aus-
tralia ahead as a result of agrienltural de-
velopmeni, the State is never going to he
pushed ahead. Bul the poinl 1 am making
is that we have gone in for agrieultural rail-
wavs construciion rather faster than the
population justifies, that our population is

1765

not large enough to carry all the agrieultural
railways already coustrueted. 1t is because
of that we have to-day such a huge interesl
and sinking fund to face. But that charge
lhas been inposed upon the State by Parlia-
ment, the policy has been endorsed by Par-
tinment. There has never been any differ-
ence of opinion as to the policy of railway
vonstruction. Tt is nseless, therefore, the
Premier trving to excose himself in regard
to the finaneial position by quoting the in-
erenseld interest and sinking fund charges.
He mnst face that difficulty. He asked the
present Opposition when in office to face and
overcome the same difficulty by economising
in respect of those matters under their con-
trol. But he has not attempted to-night to
explain how he proposes doing this. He
dealt with trading coneerns and toolk np a
2ood deal of time going into the details of
expenditure. He pointed out that a portion
of the expendilure had been imeurred be-
tween the 30th June, the end of the inanecial
vear, and the introduction of he Eslimates
which anthorised the paymenis of liabilities
in connection with those eoncerns. No one
ever disputed that. We candidly admit it.
Not only in connection with trading concerns
but in every other Government activity, it is
essential, provided the Government poliey
has been endorsed by the people, that the
Government should go ahead and carry out
its  poliey’ as quickly as possible, coming
afterwards to Parliament for the necessary
authorisaiion, [ is not the practice to de
otherwise, and the present Premier never
took any other course in the past.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: They have built
up £400.000 for us this year.

Hon, W. 13, JOHUXSON: It has been the
custom in all Parliaments ftor the Govern-
wient, immediately its policy is endorsed by
the comntry, to put that poliecy into opera-
tion, and having started it to bring down
their Estimates in due eourse to 1’arliament
g0 s to ret the money to carry the poliey
on.  The very faet that a Treasurer's Ad-
vance i provided. a lump sum on which he
may aperate to carry on regarding matters
which might arise during the term between
the passing ot one year's Estimates and tbe
next, is evidence that provision is made in
that regard. We do not dispuie that the
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Labour Government went into trading con-
cerns; but the Premier should remember
that when we entered into the policy of es-
tablishing irading concerns we did so as the
result of a direct appeal to the people—and
no Government in Western Australia ever
got a majority equal to that we yvere given
on that poliey. It was a eomplele endorse-
ment of our poliey, and we wonld Liave heen
unfaithful to the irust placed in ns by the
people liad we not gone on with it. But the
differences belween (he present Government
and the present Oppostlion have arisen
mainly beeanse the Trading Coneerns Bill
was a deliberate attempt to prevent ile will
of the -people being put into operation in
the future. It is useless the Premier saying
we raised the party cry, that the Eill as in-
troduced was purely a machinery measnre to

give the Government greater control. The
reply to that is conclusive. It is that we did
not interfere with the machinery clause. As

a matter of fact, some of Ihe clauses should
have been amended and the necessary notice
was given, but out of consideralion for the
Government’s desire to iniroduce amend-
ments for the purpose of the better man-
agement of the concerns, we allowed the

machinery elanses to pass and did not
interfere with them.  Accordingly, we
gave the Government all those clauses

of the Bill which they said they needed
for better control of the undertakings,
and we denied them only that part of
the Bill which contained a elause deliber-
alely introdueed for the purpose of render-
ing it absolntely impossible for any futuve
Government, no matter what majority they
mizht have at the polls. and no matter
what the wishes of the people might be. to
establish turther State irading concerns for
the public benefit. The Premier, when
dealing with the Bill, denied this: hat later,
in his elogquence, the hon. gentleman forgot
himself and admitted thal the effect of the
clause wonld be to prevent any Government
from establishing State trading eoncerns on
the lines of the existing concerns, without
first obtaining Parlimmentary authority. I
have already pointed out that the consent of
the Legislative Couneil cannot be obtained to
the establishment of State trading concerns,
secing that members of that Chamber re-
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present interests with which the Govern-
ment enterprises would come into eonflict.
Trusts and combinations operating to the
deiriment of the people are directly and
speelally  represented in  the Legislative
Cowneil.  How on earth, then, ean the will
of the people be given effect to if one has
to appeal to the very persons one proposes
1o fight? The Bill was introduced as a
deliberate reversal of the late Government’s
poliev. which had been endorsed by the
people.  We would be disloyal to our con-
gtitnents if we did not protest against the
Bill. Mad the present Government been
elected with a mandate from the people
for the introduction of such a measure as
this, we eould not have objected. Knowing,
however, that the Government deliberately
avoided an appeal to the people on one or
two oceasions, when the opportunity for
such an appeal presented itself, we are
justitied in opposing a Government who
flont the people’s wishes to such an extent,
The Premier dealt with a number of trad-
g concerns. I will deal with only one, as
an illustration. The ferries, aceording to
the Premier. when under private owner-
ship returned a profit of £2,000 per year.
The tigure is not correct, After the pur-
chase of the ferries had been finally setiled
up, Mr. Copley told me that he had been
been making a profit of £1,200 per year.
The (fovernment made a profit at something
like the same rate.

Hon. J. . Commolly (Honorary Minis-
fer): For how long?

Hon. W, D, JOHNSON: Not for long, I
will admif. But the point ts that the late
Government, on taking over the ferries, re-
Auced ihe fares. We did not continue to
charge the fares which Mr. Copley had heen
charging, Tt was hecaunse that gentleman
chargred exorbitant Ffares that the publie
anlery arose.

Hon. W, €. Angwin:
a better service,

Hon. W. D, JOHNSON: Quite so. Afier
all. the (overnment are not justified in at-
tempting to make huge profits out of such
a proposition. The very fact of our making
a profit a1 the rate of £1,200 per annum

Hon. J. D. Connolly {Honorary Minis-
ter}: For a week, was it not?

Moreover, we gave
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Hon, W, D, JOHNSOX: For seven
months, I think. We ecan all work on a
seven-mouths basis now. The fact that we
made profits at that rate was in itsell a
justification for reduction of fares. The
Government were not justitied in making
sueh profits out of the development of an
isolated loeality like South Perth, whieh
cannot advance unless it has the bhest ser-
vire at the minimum cust, So long as the
Government clear themselves, they should
not look for more in such ciremmstances.

The Government have, in fact, cleaved
themselves. As regards the purchase
of a new boat, surely the people
el South  Perth, who, though living

in one of the best residential districts of
the melropolitan area, laboured under the
great isability of isolalion, were justified
in expecting the Government to provide
thein  with  an  up-fo-date boat. There iz
just as much justifiention for the expendi-
ture in the purchase of that steamer ag
there is for the construetion of an agi-
caltural railway. The people of South
Perth have the same claim as residents of
an agricultursl district: though I do nnt
say they have more. The Government could
not say, “We will do everything for people
in the remoter areas, but we will do nothing
for people residing close to Parliameni
House.” The Government were amply justi-
fied in responding to the publie agitation
for the removal of private enterprise from
the operation of the ferries. The people
conecrned were sufficiently nwmerous to jus-
tify the course which the late Government
adopted. One other matter to which the
Premier referred is one of those which he
continually rakes up: the reduction in land
revenne. The hon. gentleman has made use
of that point ever since 1911, alleging that
the revenue declined hecause of the transfer
regnlation introduced by the then Minister
for Lands, Mr, Bath, 1In point of fact,
that regulation had no hearing whatever on
the land revenne. The argument has heen
trotted out time and again, but from actual
experience we know that the fact is other-
wise. 1 admit that the land revenue feli
off to a great extent, but that falling off
was due to the fact that in 1908, 1909, and
1910 there was a very large amount of land
gelection. Huge nuwmbers of immigrants
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were then coming in from oversea, and large
numhbers of goldfields residents were taking
up agricultural lands. Those people were
induced to seitle on the land by the pictures
which the then Minister for [ands (Hon.
J. Mitchell) drew of the glorious future of
the agricultural industry and the buge pro-
fits uwaiting settlers on agriealtural land.
The pcople rushed in, and as thev rushed
in they were paving application fees and the
first half-vear’s rent. By 1911 they bhad
expertenced a drought, and had vealised
that what bad been represented to them as
i «ound investment, justifving them in saeri-
ficing their homes on the goldfields and in
other parfs of the world to establish new
lwtnes Tor their wives and families in our
agricultural areas, was, in tact, not so. Thea
realised that the pieture wiich had been
drawn was absolutely incorrect. They veal-
isedd that they had been deceived, and they
zimply rvefused to pay any more land rents,
wilh the resuli that the land revenue went
down very considerably.  With a viaw to
coveriny up the maladminisivation of the
member for Northam (Hon. 3. Mitchell)
as Minpister for Lands, ii has always been
coutended by hon. members - opposite that
the fall in land revenue was due to the
wsie of the transfer regulation. But the
fall was due simply to the awakening of
the Farmers, whe realised that the condi-
tions of Innd setilement had heen misrepre-
sented to them. and who refused to continue
to pay vent in respeet of land which thev
had veen indueed to take up by gross mis-
representation. The regulation T referred
to was introduced for a definite purpose,
and it achieved the object for whieh it was
introduced. TUndoubtedly, at that time Jand
gltarking and land speculation were rife:
and the regulation served to stop thal kind
of thine—served to stop it, [ hope. ance for
all in Western Australin. The leader of the
Country party. as might be expected, dealt
mainty with the agricultural industry. Tt
is beecause of my concern for the future of
that industry under the present Adminis-
traiion. that T propose to devote a little
aitention to ong or two matters which have a
direct hearing upon the development of ag-
rieulture. T have alvreadv said that T realise
agricnltural development to be the future of
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Western Australia. While we have a huge
area to develop, we have a difficult country
to bandle. Unless it is handled carefully,
our edifice of agricultural development may
eome about our ears like a house of cards.
I appeal to the Country party to realise
whither they are allowing Western Austra-
lia to drift. The Lands and Agricultural
portfolios have become an absolute sineeure.
The administration of affairs which have a
diveet bearing on the development of agri-
culture has been removed from those port-
tolios. For the life of me, I fail to under-
stand how the Minister for Lands fills in his
time. All the speeial activities of his oilice
have been taken from him and placed under
the control of the Minister holding what is
known as the Industries portfolio. The op-
erations of the Minister for Industries are
extending al an alarming vate. Of conrse,
as the operations of one Minister go np,
those of the other go down. Yet, while the
activities of the Lands and Agrieultaral de-
pariments have diminshed, there has been
no reduction in the cost of their administra-
tion. No doubt this js & matter which Min-
isters will explain. But 1 urge, if activities
are removed from the Lands and Agricul-
tural departments, surely the expenditure of
those departments should deerease. Tlere
has, however, been no snch reduetion in
those (departments. On the other land,
there has heen mecreased expenditure owing
lo the erention of the Industries portfolio.
No doubt the Minister For Indusiries, ae-
cormding to s wont, will refuse to admit
that there has been an increase in the ecosi
of administyafion.  The hon. gentleman
vreated a huge burden for the State in the
shape of increased eost of the Lands and
Agrieultural departments. Even while the
Fstimates are before the House and the Min-
ister is heing shown thai the departmental
fiznres establish an increase, he vefuses io
acknowledge the facts. T do not expeet him
to-night to admit the increased cost of al-
ministration to which T am now ealling at-
tention, We know that the portfolio of
Indusirvies has been created. 1t is uselesv
to argue that the very faet of that creation
does not lead to increased expenditure. The
Minister for Lands had his elerk, and that
clerk is still there. The Minister for Agri-
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culture had his clerk, and he is still there.
The Minister for Industries has to have a
clerk.  Consequently, instead of the Lands
and Agrienltural departments doing as mneh
work as before with the same staff, part of
that work is Leing done by the new clerk
whe has been appointed in the office of the
Minister for Indusiries. And that continnes
right through—in the records, the accounls,
and so forth. The new porifolio invoives
the appotntment of new officers, and conse-
quently increased expenditure.

The Minister for Railways: There is the
same namber of Ministers.

Hon. W. D. JOINSON: 1 am prepared
tu admit that the hon. gentleman is an nb-
salute expert in covering up expenditure. It
takes a pood while to discover his expendi-
ture. even with the Estimates before one.
Mthongh we all know the expenditure :s
there, T defy any hon. member to absolncely
put his finger on it.  One ecamnot gather
from the Estimates exactly what the differ-
ent activities eost.  The Industiries port-
folio now eovers the Tndustries Assistance
Hoard, the Agricultural Bank, and, to a
certnin extent, the wheat pool as well, ‘The
expenditure, however, is so divided up, and
the officers overlap so mueh, that it will iake
the country some time to wake up to the in-
crease. The trend of affairs eanses one io
reflect, and in view of the importanze of the
agrienltural industry one is justified in going
bark a little for the purpose of realisinz the
change in the administration of Lands an.d
Agricultural affairs as compared with a few
vears ngo. At that period every membher of
thiz= Chamber felt ibat {he agricultural in-
dustry was a growing one and an important
one. and every membher took an aetive and
intellizceni interest in the development of
ngrienlture generally. Tf hon. mewbers on
the Government eross benches will refer fo
{lansard, they will find that at this time
voldfields members took an active interest,
aml indeed an active part, in the discus-
sion of the Agricultural Estimates. Bach
member vied with the other in the endeuvour
to render justiee to the indudtry. I ani
prepared to admit that we could not pre-
vent the ehaotic results that sprang from the
administration of the memhber for Northam
—an administration that broke up thousands



[15 Fesruary. 1917.]

of homes, and broke many hearts, and
rvined hundreds financially—although we
knew what was going on. We could not stop

it.  ‘the fact remains that there was netive
interest faken with a view of trying to guide
the Minister along a reasonable and svund
road towards agricultural development, Bat
the scene is changed to-day. We find tha
in the last vear or {wo we have had in \"ar-
liament direer representation for the azri-
enltural industry, and it is claimed Ly thos
wlio represent the industry that theirs is the
responsibility for looking after it. The in-
dnstry iz in the hands of the Country party.
and the rvesult is that instead of Parlinmen:
taking an aetive intevest in it there is oulv
one section which is looking after its wel-
fare. And how are rhey doing it? Let us
see how the Country party are allowing
affairs to drift. There is no doubt that the
leader and the depoiy leader of that party
are Liberals in the full sense. The speech
af the deputy leader this evening is one
which would have bheen expected from auyv
Liberal. The leader and depwty leader of
the party undoubtedly are more in sympatv
with the Liberal party than the other mem-
hers of the Country parly. But T am not
prepared to sayv that those other members
of the Couniry party are not absorbed and
ahsolutely overshadowed by the Liberal Ad-
ministration. It is frue that they had a
vuice in the ereation of the Government. hnt
since then fhey have had nothing to Jdu ex-
cept to swallow the Liberal policy. Wiwen
Mr. Wilson was given the porifolio of Pro-
mier and allowed to form a Governmernt.
the (‘ountry party made certain finanecial
arrangements with him n regard to roars.
whieh arrangemenis have not been fulliiled.
The Country party will wake up some of
thexe davs to find that all the promises
which were made will never be fulfilled.
And then it will be realised that the Liherals
were too clever for them, and that thev gave
all the consideration to those who were close
to 1he market and sacrifieed the unfortunate
onthack man. Tt is true they redunced the
fertiliser freizhts. but they increased nthers,
Then the Country party imposed as one con-
dition that a Roval Commission should be
appointed to investizate the parlons condi-
finn of the agricultural industry. wore par-
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ticularly as applying tu the wheat belt. But
they made a blunder there in that ihey did
not take the trouble tu declare that they
should have a say in the personnel of the
Commission. The result was that a Com-
mission wns appointed which has oot done
the work ihat the Country party expected
of them. There is no question that the
seore of the Commission is sulficiently wide
to enable them to make inquiries in every
direction, but the Commisgsion are not doing
that. This is the fault of the personnel of
the Commission: it 1s wanting. The mem-
hers of il have not had exyerience in that
part ot the indnstry where all the difficulties
exist to-day, and consequently thev view the
pesition of the indusiry more from the
knowledge that they themselves possess than
anything else. Up to date the Com-
wissien have only gone into those guestions
whicli have been hefore Parliament over and
over agnin: they have nol dealt with any-
thing new. The question of the water rates
and the need for reviewing them has heen
invegligated, but past Governments have
vealised that what is wanted cannot be done.
As a matter of fael the water rate in the
agricultural distriets is more favourable than
the woldfields rate; 1he woldficlds people pay
a higher priee than the agriculturists, and
if the yate in the agricullural arcas is re-
duced we shall have to redeee it on the
goldfields as well, in which case we shall be
making the whoele concern, which is now los-
ing up to £100000, annmally, an ahsolute
hurden on the State. Tt might be possihle
to get a Governmeni to make a change for
n time, and limit that change fo the settlers
ingide the wheat belt.  But the agitation
against them wonld be so great that
another Government would eome along and
undo it. And when action of this kind is
{aken greafer harm than ever is infiicted.

My, Harrisun: Suppose the production
of stock were increased if the priee of the
water were reduced.

Hon. W. . JOENSON: If there is in-
creased production of course the condition
of the settlers 1= improved, but the (om-
mission have not gone into that aspect of
the cuestion; they have merely iaken evi-
dence from farmers who have declared that
the rate is too high. 'Thex have also taken
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evidence i favour of {he-land being held by
the occupants free for five years, and also
in- advocacy of more liberal advances being
granied by the Agrieultural Bank. AJ) these
things have heen considered by Parliament
year in and vear out; all these are things,
too, that our experis ave capable of advis-
ing on. The Commission have never deait
with permanent reforms ai all, and those
after all are the big diflicullies which the
farmers cannol deal with themselves. We
ean find plenty of farmers who will o into
the question of (he water rates, hut tar-
mers cannot nalke an invesiigaiion in regard
to the supply of superphosphates, which
after all are just as necessary tor the ad-
vaneement of agvienliure as water. We
expect the Commission lo invesiigate mal-
ters such as this, and to see whether we are
getting the supply of superphosphates at a
reasonable rate, and (o see also whether the
qualily is up to the standard required by
the land. This is an imporiant question
which has not heen tonelied. Take the reply
to the auestion which was given to the
inember for Aveon (Mr. Harrison} in
regard  to  insurance rates.  We find
that the farmers under ihe [ndusiries
Assistance  Board  paid  £20,000 to the
insurance companies, and got haek a matter
of £2,000. That is not an isolated ease; it
is the sort of thing that applies gencrally.
Survely there ought to be means to relieve
farmers of a burden of that description. We
can relieve them of the burden in so far as
super 1g concerned, and we are not (rans-
ferring that burden to another section of the
community: it is werely a question of redue-
ing the dividends of a few individauls. We
can alse provide relief for the farmer with-
out imposing s burden on the people zener-
ally by attending to their wants in regard 10
insurance, jute goods, and wire netiing, from
which the middleman is deriving huge pro-
fits because of the development of agricul-

tare. These are mafters whieh are being
left religiously alome hy the Commission.

I'he Commission are investigating matters
that we know everything about. Therefore I
tiaim that the appointment of the Commis-
sion has been an absolute failure.

Mr. Harrison: We lave nol had their re-
port vet.
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Hon. W. D, JOEHNSON: Their reporl can
only be on the evidence which they have ¢ol-
leetell, and we can judge whai the nature of
that veport will be. by the evidence taken.
The inembers of the Commission are not biz
enough; they do not know enough to go inte
questions whieh a big industry like that ot
agrieulture  Jemands shall be investigaled.
Then, again, it is proposed to send this
Royal Comwmission to the Eastern States. 1
have no lesitation in saying thal if that is
dong, the action will amount to wilful waste
of public funds, and if the Country party
endorse it they will have to carry the ves-
ponsibility of it. We know perfectly well
ihal at the present lime we have in this
State a number of agrienltural experts, men
who have been brought from the [astern
States, who have served their apprenticeship
in the varions branches of agricuiture, and
who bave gainedl all their experience in the
Eastern States. These experts will tell us
{hal Western Australia is a special eountry,
in whieh farming must bhe carried on under
spectal conditions, and fhat the value of the
methods adopted in the Eastern States is of
no importance whatever to us. What, there-
fore, is the use of sending men to the Jasi-
ern States, squandering public funds to make
inguiries inlo matters which ean be of no
value. We have a hig agricultural country,
and we have grave difficulties to face, difti-
culties which are limited to Western Austra-
lia, and we have to find a sclution for ihose
difficulties in Western Australia, and
nol  search the Eastern States for il
The Country party were respounsible for the
estahlishment of this Commission, and I
trust they will protect the pnblic purse by
refusing to endorse the expense of sending
the Commission to the Bastern States,
Then {here was the appointment of the Es-
perance Lands Commission, whieh repre-
gents anoiher wilful waste of money. The
Commission was established on the bogey
put up by Mr. Mann. who was talking about
somrething he did not understand, who said
there wasg too much salt in the soil and that
in consequence it would not grow cereals.
That theory has heen entirely exploded.
It wauld have heen a simple matter for the
Government to o to the expert, Professor
Paterson, who has given a life study o the
subject. and who is everywhere regarded
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as an authority. From him they could
have got the true facis of the case without
appointing anv roval commission at all.
After iaking evidence, the Commission
fonnd that Mr. Mann’s theory was ground-
less, that his conclusions were arrived at
from a false conception of the position.
That was all the Commission was appointed
for. et now we are told that it is going to
the Eastern States. What is the use of
squandering money in this way? The Com-
raission is doing no good, vet it is to be
sent to the Eastern States. To send the
Esperance Lands Commission to the East-
crn States is almost worse than sending
the Agrieultural Commission there. The
money wasted on these Commissions repre-
sents a burden on the general taxpayer, but
we have another scandalous expenditure
representing a direet burden on’the wheat
growers. 1 propose to review the wheat
scheme, of whieh, it will be admitted, I
have some practieal knowledge. From the
time of its inception T regarded it as one
of the finest schemes ever introduced for
the relief of the agriecnlturisi. I took a
keen and active interest in it, becanze I re-
alised the possibility of its becoming a per-
rmanent factor in relieving the burdens of
the tarmer. The scheme brought home to
the farmer the hnmense cost of marketing
his produce, the huge sum he had to pay
to the middleman for placing his produec
on the market. Previously we had no con-
ception of whai we were payving and, as in
any attempt at computiing the profits of the
snperphosphate manufacturers, we had no
means of arriving at a reliable estimate.
We knew that certain people had become
millionaires as the result of operating as
avents for the sale of wheat, but that was
all we did know. By the aid of the scheme
we quickly learnt exactly what the cost was,
Last year throughaut Australia there were
put into the pool 161 million bushels of
wheaf. That was aequired on behalf of the
selieme by half a dozen wheat agenis, the
same firms operating throughout the vari-
ons States. Admilbing that they were not
justified in looking for as large profits in
war time as thev had been making pre-
viously. those agents agreed to do the work
for a reduced price. 8o, for aequiring the
wheat they have been paid by the farmers
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over Lwo millions of money. All they did
was to acquire the wheat, put il into the
stack at the siding, and supervise its ship-
ping at the port. If we dedvet from the
161 million bushels approximately 31 mil-
lion bushels for loeal consumption, we have
left 130 million bushels for overseas. To
place that wheat on the various markets
of ihe world, three firms are getting three-
eights per cent eommission.  Reckoning
that on the fo.b, basis, and accepting the
price at 4s. 4d., as Iniil down by the Prime
Minister in  to-dav’s paper, those three
fhms  receive from  the farmers £105,000
for simply arranging the sales of wheat,
the major number of whieh were negotiated
hy the Prime Minister himself. So we pay
two millions to six Hrms for acquiring the
wheat. and £105,000 to three firms for sel-
Iing il.

The Minister for Railways: You were
one of the Ministers who arranged that
Londen thing? :

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: Yes, and the
original arrangement was one per cent., hut
as the result of a little more experience 1
raised the question at the Melbourne eon-
ference, and in eonsequence the agents
agreed to reduce the price to three-eizhths
per cent.

Mr. Thomson: You pui up a good fight
to give the brokers 1; per cent.?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes, and even
that was a reduction on what they had pre-
vipusly charged. As [ have said, from the
outset this seheme presenfed wonderful pos-
sibilities, and waq could ulilise the knowledge
eained in one year to improve the conditions
in the following year. Let us consider what
was proposed lo be done in Western Aus-
tralia. which, to a large extent pioneered
this scheme, or portions of it, owing to the
faet that we had a higbly competent ad-
visory committee, controlled by one of the
hest authorities of wheat in Australia,
namely. Mr. Sutton, to the value of whose
services the Australian conference paid a
srecial tribute. ‘Thus advantaged, we in
Western Australia were able to go ahead
more rapidly than conld any of the other
S{ates. The first agreement in regard
to the purchase of wheat was made in West-
ern Australia, and Victoria and New South
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Wales took that agreemeni as the basis on
which to frame their own. But to-day we
ind the Government, instead of utilising
Ihe scheme for the purpose of improving
the position of the farmer, have made his
position worse than it was before. It was
Jefinitely my intention to do away with
the agents this year.

The Minister for Railways: Why did not
you prepare for it?

Hon. W. ), JOIINSON : Becnuse the time
bad not arrived for making preparations
when the hon. member took over. It was
understood that if I remained in office we
were to make an effort to work the scheme
ourselves so that the handling profits wonid
go into the pockets of the farmers. Hav-
ing secured a capable secretary and fully
initiated him into the scheme, we were per-
fectly ready to undertake all responsibility
on the business side of the projeet. The
Commissioner of Railways had officers who
eould snpervise the stacking and weighing
of the wheat, The transport of the wheat
is done by the Commissioner of Railways
to-day. Down at the port the agents cer-
tainly did some work, but the imain part of
the work had to be done by ihe Harbour
Trost, who could do it on behalf of the
farmers, just as last vear they did it for
the agenis.  So it was the simplest thing
in the world to bring ihe scheme entirely
under Government control, and by cutting
out the middleman increase the profits to
the farmers. Buat instead of doing this, in-
stead of restrieting vested interests, the
present Minister has inereased them. He
has removed My, Sutton, one of the most
valnable men in Australin on all questions
eoncerning wheat, anid has put in his plaee
a personal friend of his own, who is not
required at all, and to whom the scttlers
liave now to pay £1,000 a year.

The Minister for Railways: He is saving
very many thousands.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Saving your
grandmother! The Minister always says
his projects are saving thousands. If he
1id not say that, he would have no justifi-

ration whatever in the present instanece.
He would say anything to cover up
his misdeeds. How ean Mr. Sibbald

gave anything in regard to the scheme?
The Minister is casting reflections on
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the advisory ecommittee, who, with Mr, Sut-
Lon, bave more ability and greater knowledge
of the secheme than has the Minister himseif.
What justification has the Minister got for
saving (hat Mr. Sibbald is going lo save
thousands a year? TDoes he not know that
in saying ihis he i easting a reflection upon
My, Field, the wanager for Elder, Shenton.
upon Mr. Gosse, ille monager for George
Wills & Co., upon Mr. Dean Hammond, one
of the most respecled farmers in the State,
anidl a gross reflection upon the adminisira-
tive capacity of Mr. Sutton? The Minister
oughl to he ashamed of himself for making
a siatement of that deseription which he
knows to be absolutely incorrect.

Hoen. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : He did not make the statement; vou
did.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: 1f Mr. Sibbald
is indeed going to save thousands of pounds.
then thai money must have been wasted un-
der the previous administration and the
stafement is a reflection upon it. 1 give an
etnphatic denial to Lhe statement that the
previous administration was responsible for
any loss which can he made good in this
way.

The Minister for Railways:
say that.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Minister is
not game to sav il in so many words. The
ensl under the previous administration was
easily 30 per cent. less than under the pre-
sent regime. The Minister will sav that
Mr. Sibbald is there fo proteet the
farmer against loss. As a matter of faet, if
there was any loss last year the agents car-
ried it and nol the farmers. So that the Min-
ister cannot quibble in the malter, let me
say that it is not what the public think,
namely, rhat it s a matter of £20,000 put
up by the agents (o gnarantee the farmers
against loss, but it is a matler of each indi-
vidual agent putting up £20,000 as a guoar-
antee thal he will earry out the conlraet en-
fered inlo in the agreement. The agreemenl
says distinctly that he has to sell at the other
end—the market end—ithe same quantity of
wheal that e purchases. If lLe fails lo do
this he has lo make up the difference. We
have this guoarantee of £20,000 that each
awent will carrv out his compact.

T did not
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My, Harrison: Have vou that assurance
azainst the two million pounds vou spoke of
two months ago$ ;

Hon. W. I). JOHNSON: They have got
thai, and we had to pay 3%4d. fov the ac-
nuiring of the wheat. Thig is a guarantee
that the agents will tuke the respoosibilify
of loss. outside plagues of mice or fiooding
from nnderneath. The Minister will say
that My, Sibbald will see that there is im-
provement in the stacking. That was seen
to by the previons committee. We know that
the stacking was mnot all that could be de-
sired. We had agreements to cover this, and
we told them that the slacking was defective
und that there was grave danger of loss. No
ene would have been faithEal to his trost so
far as the agricultural induslry was con-
cerned unless he had tried {o improve the
stacking.  The committee on aceount of
this  loss were desirous of making
arrangements for improving the slack-
ing to the extent of getting the
agents, in conjunction with the sub-
agrents, to take sueh action as wonld en-
sure that this year the stacking would be an
improvement over that of last year. Tt is
a reflection upon the Siate that we should
have the disgraceful stacks that we had last
vear. The JMinister ecannot say that Mr.
Ribbald did this, for it was all done before.
In no sense will Mr. Sibbald improve the
administration. becanse the committee were
already seized of the position, and had taken
action in regard to it. hesides being capable
of dealing with it without the assistance of
Mr. Sthhald at all. Tt may be said that Mr.

Sutton was required for other purposes.
That i1s mere moonshine. Tf Mr. Sutton bad
devoted all his time to the wheat
seheme. and none of his fime to the
Staie farms and 1o the wheat in-
dustry  generally, there wight have

been some justifieation for such a state-
ment. This is ansther hogey raised for the
purpose of justifying the appointment of
this friend of the Minister. Mr. Sution did
not negleet the breeding of new wheats.
Since he has been connected with the wheat
scheme and other matters to which the pre-
vious Governmenis appoinied him lLe has
Deen  successful in  breeding three new
kinds of wheat. 1t is idle 1o say
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that we  brought My, Sution  into the
_State  for the purpose of going on
some  experitnental  farms  and  there

erowing wheat. We brought him iuto the
conntry to assist in the developmeni of the
wheat belt, What better way could we utilise
his services than in assisling the farmer to
suecessfully market that which he grew?
We know thati there are diffieulties in ¢on-
nection with the growing of wheat and the
marketing of wheal, and we wanied the best
advice we could geb to assist us,

The Minister for Works: What experi-
ence lad Mr. Sulton in that respect?

Hon. W. 1. JOHNSON: At the confer-
ence in Melhourne he was admitted to be the
best man 1o give advice we had there.

The Minister for Works: The best man
in rezard to the growing of wheat, but ne-
thing more.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: That is & mat-
ter of opinion. We know that the Minister
is an authority upon all matlers. T am not
prepared to say that Mr. Suiton has been
removed from the wheat scheme because his
servieces are required in another direction.
That is contradieted by the Ministers them-
selves inasmuch as they have appointed Mr.
Sutton te the Railway Advisory Board. He
cannot be of any special value to the Raijl-
way Advisory Board, because he has oo
special qualifications in that regard. If his
time was so precious in the matter of the
growing of wheat why was he put on that
board? The fact 15 evidence that he bad time
for other things. The scheme that he should
have been retained upon and for the estab-
tishment of which he was largely responsible
as well as for its administration, was the
wheat scheme which he condneted so success-
fully, assisted by an honorary commitiee of
advisers: and he should not have been re-
inoved for the purpose of giving another
man a pesilion at £1,000 a year and so in-
ereasmg the hurden upon the farmers, and
at the same time casting a reflection upon
the commitlee and upon Mr. Suiton in
parhicular.  The Minister will ne doubt tell
the House that he has not increased the cost
of the adininistration of the scheme. But
he has already admitted that he is paying
Mr. Sibbald £1,000 a vear. No one else was
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gelting paid upon this committee.  Mr.
Sutton was doing the work in his ordinary
caparity,  Mr. Hammond was the only
member receiving any fees, and he was
wetting a travelling allowance plus a free
railway pass.  To-day we lave o munager
drawing £1,000 a vear. Then again the
offices were silnated jo the Agricaltural
Department.  Ample room was available
there and the offices were given free, and
were oceupied by those who were appointed
to assist in the adminisirvation of the scheme.
We now find that the Minisler not only in-
ereases the burden upon the farmers to (he
extent of £1,000 a year, but that he has taken
a suite of offices in the ADMP. bwidings. At
one time we nsed to have the Palace Hotel
making governments. 1t seems to me we
now have the AM.P. bnildings housing gov-
ernments, hecanse slowly but surely the Gov-
ernment are absorlang all the flats in the
building.

The Minister for Railways: You took the
department there yourself.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Not the wheat
scheme. The previous offices were free, bul
to-day the farmers are paying tor the rent
of offices in the AM.P. buildings. Agan,
the Minister has stated in reply to a ques-
tion that the stalf has nol heen increasedl.
That is incorrect, tor it has been increased
to a greal extent. We find that the ad-
ministration generally has gone up 100 per
cent. This is a direet burden upon the
farmers who have to pay the whole of ik
The Country parfy are the people who are
assisting the Minister 1o place this burden
upon the shoulders of the farmers. The
time has arrived for them 1o speak up in
regard to the scheme. It is too big a thing
to trifle with and to he rinined by the ad-
ministration of (he Minister. 1t is foo hig
a scheire (o have spoils tn the viefors in-
{roduced in connection with it, and the
special friends of the Minister put inte
special jobs.

The Minister for Works: Go on.

Ion, W, D. JOHNSON: The members
of the Country party should see that this
reflection upon Mr. Sulton does nol go
unchallenged. They should make an attempt
to see that Mr. Sulton is pul back inlo the
place where he ean prolect the intervests of
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those (hey represent. Mr. Sibbald is not as
capahle of proteeting the farmers’ interests
as Mr. Sutton is. Mr. Sutton has the whole
thing at lis finger’s ends, and should be
there to protect the farmers. He has, how-
ever, heen removed, and in his place we have
a cowmparatively inexperienced man to deal
with agreements whieh will involve a very
large sum of muney.

My, Hickmott: Has Mr. Hammond heen
removed ?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: No. I under-
stand, however, that he is very dissatisfied,
and complaing that they are nat heing con-
sulfed in the way that it was cuslomary io
consull them. Under the previous adminis-
tration the Minisrer attended all commiltee
meetings. The Advisory Committee was
there, and at every wmeeting reports were
presented for perusal by every member.
The board was in possession of all details
connected with the stacks, the guantity of
wheat at Fremantle, and the marketing of
{he produce, and every member was posted
upon everything connected with the working
of the scheme, aand in this way possessed a
full knowledge of what was being done and
at what cost.

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
dav how things stood.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: To-day. so far
as the committee are concerned, this does
not apply.  Another featare abont the pre-
vious administration was that everything
was dealt with immediately. We considered
every queslion as it came up, and if the
majority of the comumittee was agaiust the
AMinister, he bowed to the decision and
immediately a decision was arrived at effect
was given to it. The Minister took the ad-
vice of the commiltee on all oecasions and
this gave them confidence, and when the
Minister was away they thonght they knew
just what his desires were in regard to the
scheme, with a result that things were done
on the spot and there was absolute eonfi-
dence between the commitfee and the Min-
ister.  This does not apply to-day. The
Administration is costly and unsatisfactory.
Take the agreements. for instance. We do
not know what we are paying for aequiring
our wheat, Under the agreements arrived at
upon the Inanguration of the secheme, we

We knew every
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Lknew exactly what we would have to pay.
Previous 1o that, of course, there was noth-
ing to assigt lhe committee or the Minister.
To-day wheat is acquired by the agents and
we do not know what we have to pay for it
There are no agreemenls in existence. The
administration is scandalous, and instead ot
the scheme becoming permanent and eonsti-
iuting for all time a remedy for many evils
antl something which will make for the
removal of a number of middlemen whe
have been a burden upon the shoulders of
the Carmer, we shall be going back to the
old order of things. Tt is a shame, and the
Coundry party should wake up if they have
any consideration for the wheat grower.
They should proiect a scheme which is being
ruined by the Minisfer, who does not seem
to care what becomes of it so long as he
gets through this season. Any failure in
this regard must fall wpon the shoulders
of the Coontry party who are responsible
for the Minister being where he is.

Mr. Green: Whai do they care? After

them the delnge.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON : There is another
thing which has a direet bearing upon the
welfare of the industry, and more partien-
larly the wheat farmer, and that is the ques-
fion of bulk handling. I remember when
sitting on the Govermment benches and the
Comiry party were sitting on the Opposi-
tion eross benches, that they were ever in-
yuiring into and being active concerning
the inauzuration of the bulk bandling sys-
tern. But they have gone silent on it. As a
nuitter of faet, the proposal was well for-
ward when we handed over the control of
affairs to the present Government. The
mentbers on the cross henches must take the
respongibility of having done nothing in
regard to this matter. They have not kept
the Government up to their promise, and
the farmers, as a consequence, are being
sacrificed because of the Government’s inne-
tivity on the question of bulk handling.

The Minister for Railwayvs: De you think
it iz the right thing?

Hon. W. D. JOIINSON: T say distinefly.
it 15 the right thing.

The Minister for Waorks: The other States
are beginning to get douhtful on the point.
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Mr. Taylor; There is a difference of
opinipn,

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: As showing it
to be the right thing, we have only to realise
that the bags for last year’s harvest cost the
fariners of this country over two millions
ol woney. The farmers of Western Aus-
tealin atone hod to pay £200,000 for the
bags for their wheat. Then again, handling
charges which run into, roughly, 84,
would be reduced by ihe adoption of bulk
handling. There can be no doubt that the
reduced cost of handling, and the eheapen-
ing of marketing which would follow on its
adoption, juslity the establishwent of bulk
handling. It is useless the Government urg-
ing that funds will not permit, seeing that
they were prepared to find the money for a
proposed bridge at Melbourne-road, which is
not an urgent matter and in respect of which
there has been no agitation, and also the
maoney neecessary for an extension of the
Dusselton jefty, whieh eannot be deseribed
as an mrgent publiec work. Sueh works as
thest ean he proceeded with, but the
interests  of the farmers must he
overlooked. The Government have given the
Earmer some consideration by way of re-
duced manure freights, but they have for-
wotten to give him relief in the more nrgent
matter of the handling of his harvest. Ti
is eertninly time something was done in re-
mard to bulk handling. The members on
the eross benches should wake up, beeansce
very shortly the farmers will ask what s
buing done on this question. In the Eastern
States it is a national operation. They are
building fhere to-day, which is an evidence
that the farmers in the East are alive to
the sitnation. Western Australia investi-
gated this question before the people of the
Kast, We had a hoard appointed before
them. A scheme was outlined and an agree-
ment drafted in comnection with the plans
when we left office, but the present Govern-
ment would not sign that agreement.

The Minister for Railways: You would
not sign it.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSQON: T did no re-
fuse to sign the agreement. If was ready.
and I was prepared to sign it but Cabinet
decided, seeing that we were shortly going
out of office, that the agreement shonld be
left to our successors to complete. Rut
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Cabinet left alse an intimation that they
approved the agreement. The Minister him-
gelf adwmits that he dropped the scheme, and
for that the Government must take a share
of the responsibility; but the main respon-
sibility must rest on the shoulders of the
members on the cross benches. We have
heard a good deal from the Premier on
the matter of the administration of the
Industries Assistance Board. I am not in
a position to-night to dispute lis assertions,
or to pass an opinion on the advantages or
disadvantages of the new administration.
But that it is more costly T am prepared to
assert; the Fstimates show that. 1% is useless
the Premier saying the cost has been reduced
when the Estimates refute the statement.
While the cost of administration has in-
creased, it is possible, owing to the various
activities under this eontrol, for the Minister
to cover up the expenditure for a time.
But the hen will come home to roost sooner
or later, and we will then realise what the
extra cost has been,  We heard some erifieism
previously beeause of the diserimination ex-
ercigsed by the previous board in the claims
of various farmers. One farmer would get
a litile less than his neighbour and wounld
then make complaints that he was not get-
ting equal consideration. Others whose
claims were refused, rushed off to the Press,
and the Press was always ready to listen
to any tale with regard to the administra-
tion of the Industries Assistance Board.
There are no complaints to-day. beeause
everybody is getting what he wants. Why
should people eomplain when we have in-
spectors going round holding a pay day
every month?

Hon. W. C. Angwin:  There are com-
plaints from all over the place.

Hon. W. D. JOMNSON: But there are
not complaints to awything like the extent
there were previously, and the reason is
that to-day we have inspectors going round
with cash or a pay order, who advise the
farmer that they will be on his farm at a
given time, and they then hand the farmer
his wames. ‘When evervhody is getting
wages regularly we are not likely to have
eomplaints; but there must be a reckoning
some day, and when that day of reckoning
arrives it will be found that the agrieul-
tural industry has not bencfited ns the re-
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sult of the present Admimstration. They
are having a good time now, but there is a
bad time coming, and when the reason for
that bad time is investigated, it will refleet
on the members of the Country party, who
are responsible for keeping the present
Minisfer in power and assisbing him in his
policy of reckless expenditnre in connee-
tion with the Industries Assistance Board.
T shall not take up more of the time of the
Flouse. 1 have endeavonred to limit myself
to matters affecting the agrienltural indns-
try, because T am concerned as to the future
of that industry. The industry is too bhig
to be tampered and tinkered wilh;
it is too big for us to allow the
Minister to tinker with it as he did
previous to 1911 The overwhelming
support the Labour party seeured in 1911
was, to a large extent, the result of the
maladministration of the member for Nor-
thanm. Throughout the eountry the people
were sick and tired of that Minister. The
Farmers’ and Settlers’ Association was es-
tablished mainly for the purpose of pro-
teeting the farmer against the member for
Northam. It was the maladministration of
that Minister which enabled the Country
party to eome into existence. At the out-
set of their earcer those members did try
lo protect the industry against the Minis-
ter, but they have since failed. The Pre-
mier was too clever for them. The time
las arrived for them to do something, and
they can do it under this motion and there-
by stop the Minister’s administration once
and for all. If they will vote for the mo-
tion, Parliameni will go back to the cou-
slitnencies, and if that happens the constitu-
encies will deal with the member for Nor-
tham as they did on a previous pecasion.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [9.22]: In
rising (o support the motion moved by the
leader of the Opposition T desire to express
the hope that your occupancy of the high
position you now held

My, SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber will sit down: he is not in order. My
occupaney of this position is not the suhb-
ject of the motion.

Point of Order,

Hon. P. Collier: T submit that the hon.
member is in order. or rather that it is
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impossible for you, Sir, to know whether or
not he is in order. It may be that he wishes
to congratulate you; and that you shonld
rule the hon. member out of order before
he has had an opportonity of expressing
himself, I eontend is not in order.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member has al-
ready had an opportunity of offering con-
gratulations. Thal time has passed, and
this is not the time to do so.

Ion. P. Collier: On that point of order,
I submii, you are entirely mistaken. It
has been the common practice for members,
even for every member of the House, fo
avail himself of the opportunity of con-
gratulating any member wbo has been
electeld o the position of Speaker. And the
hon. member (Mr. Mnllany) has not had
an opportunity as a private member of
this House, he not being a leader, of offer-
ing any remarks of a congratulatory uvature
prior to rising to address himself to the
motion now hefore the House.

My, Mullany: T desire to take the same
attitude and.to claim the same privilege as
the member for Boulder (Hon. P. Collier)
has claimed for all members. T have been
a member of this Assembly for some three
years, and upon the occasion of-the election
of the previous Speaker, and again upon
his re-election when his first term had ex-
pired, the opportunity was taken by every
member on the oceasion of his first address-
ing the Chair after the election of the
Speaker to make a few remarks relative to
the election of a Speaker of this Chamber.
If T am not to be allowed to do so on this
occasion, I must bow to the ruling of the
Chair.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member will re-
sume his speech.

Mr. Mullany : I desiré to express the hope
that your oceupancy of the high position
vou now hold will reflect an equal measure
of credit on yourself as the appointment
has already done on those who have gone
before vou. I prefer to say, however, that
your reeord, both.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
is not in order in discussing my reeord. He
must confine himself to ihe motion before
the House.
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Mr. Mullany: I desire to make a few re-
marks leading up to the acts of adminis-
tration of the present Government. This
motion of no-confidence has been moved
against the Government owing to their
actions, and 1 submit I have a perfect right
to—

Mre. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
i1s at liberty to diseuss the aetions of the
Government to the fullest extent possible,
but he is not entitled to discuss the Chair.

Mr. Mullany: I have no desire to diseuss
the Chair, but as you have ruled T have the
right to diseuss the administrative actions
of the Government, and the nomination by
the Government of a Speaker of this Cham-
ber——

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. mem-
ber wmust disconlinue speaking when 1
call  “Order,” and must resume his
seat. The election of a Speaker was
a vote of the House and the hon.
member is not entitled to discuss an
action taken by the House during the cur-
rent session. The appointment of a Speaker
was not an aet of the Government, it was
an act of the House, and I would thank the
hon. gentleman not to refer to the matter
again.

Mr. Mullany: I bow to your ruling, but
T trust you will grant me this privilege of
saying that I regret I have not been per-
mitted to offer the few remarks I have in
mind. T ask your ruling on this point:
Seeing that this is a motion of no-eonfidence
in the Government, and that one of the
points of attack is the inability of the Gov-
ernment to properly administer the affairs
of this State, whether the nomination of a
Speaker by the Government iz not an act
of the Government?

Mr Speaker: My ruling is that it was a
vote of the House, and tbat the election of
Speaker cannot he diseussed on this motion.

Mr. Mullany: I have no desire to dis-
cuss the eleclion of the Speaker,

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member knows
what the motion is, and I will thank him
to confine his remarks to the motion.

Mr. Taylor: No vote of the House was
taken on that motion, Sir. As there was
only one nomination, there was no vote of
the House. :
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Mr, Speaker: The member for M. Mr. Foley: 1 kuow my duty, and I do
Margaret knows there was a decision of not require the Minister for Works te in-
the House. stroct me.
Mr. Mullany: Whilst regretting to Mr. Speaker: 1 have ruled that the

have to say so, | feel 1 am quite within my
rights on the wording of the motion in dis-
cussing——

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. mem-
ber musl, when 1 call “Order,” sit down
and discontinue his remarks. I do not in-
tend to permit the hon. member to diseuss
the election of the Speaker in conneetion
with this motion. The hon. member can
take that as iinal,

Mr. Taylor: I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker,
whether it would be competent for an hon.
member to diseuss the motives of the Gov-
ernment in that particular? Under this
motion the motives of the Government are
attacked, and that is one reason why this
side of the House believes that the Gov-
ernment have not the confidence of the

country. Tf we cannot disenss motives,
where ave we?
Mr. Speaker: The election of the

Speaker cannot be discussed in aoy form
at all.

Mr, Tavlor:
o, Sir.

M. Foley: I would like to know, Mr.
Speaker, under what Standing Order you
vave the ruling that we may not diseuss
the election of the Speaker. By right of
being a member of this Chamber——

A, Speaker: The member for Menzies
(Mr. Mnllany) may proceed.

Mr. Folev: Oun a point of order. A

question has been asked regarding a ruling
which has been given,
- Mr. Speaker: Order! The wmember
for Menzies has my ear, Unless the mem-
bor for Leonora (Mr. Foley) raises a point
of order, and states what the point is. which
he has not done, he has no right to——

Myr. Foley: With all due deference, Sir,
I said that I rose te a point of order. A
question had been asked you, and yon had
#iven a certain ruling. I am asking under
what Standing Order you gave the ruling
which you have just given to the member
for Mt. Margaret.

The Minister for Works:
ing.

I will try to diseuss it later

Put it in writ-

meniber for Menzies must confine his re-
marks to the motion, and that the election
of the Speaker is entirely outside the Lerms
of the motion. That is final,

Mr, Faley: Still, I submit—

Mr. Speaker: Ovder! I cannot hear
the hon. member on that point. T have
given my decision on it. The member for
Menzies may proceed.

My. Foley: On a point of vrder, Mr.
Speaker

Mpr. Speaker: The member for Leonora
will resume his seat.

My, Foley: On a point of order, Sir. As
a member of this Chamber, T wish to know
under what Standing Order you gave the
ruling whieh yon gave just now. I am
asking a question.

Mr. Speaker: I have given my ruling
under Standing Order 126, which says that
no member shall vefleet upon any vote of
the House except for the purpose of mov-
ing that sueh vote be reseinded. The elec-
tion of the Speaker was a vote of the
House, and any discussion on it is outside
the present motion,

My, Taylor: Tt eannot be discussed with-
ont reflections.

Mr. Mullany: 1 quite agree with your
ruling, Sir, if it is confined to the Standing
Order you have just quoted, which pro-
vides that no member shall reflect upon
the election of the Speaker. I do not think
any of my remarks eould possibly have
heen construed as a reflection,

Mr. Speaker: Order! The member
for Mt. Margaret will withdraw that re-
mark.

Mr. Tayxlor:
Sir?

Mr. Speaker: The remark the hon.
member made, that the subjeet of the elee-
tion of the Speaker could not be touched
withont reflections.

Mr., Tavlor: T did not mention the
Spenker, Sir. You were dealing with sub-
jeets. I said this subject conld nob be
touched withont a rvefleetion. Tf von take
that remark to vourself, Sir, I will with-

What remark was that,
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draw it, and I apologise to the House if 1
have offended.

Mr, Mullany: I assure you, Mr. Speaker,
that I have no desire to reflect on anyone;
but, for my own protection, I do not like
to be ruled ont of order under a Standing
rder which says—

Mr. Speaker: Ovder! I am not going
te hear any more on this point. 1 have
~iven my ruling, and I do not intend to
Lave it questioned any further. 1f the hon.
member thinks my ruling wrong, he has
a course to pursue. But 1 will not let the
disenssion go on in this way.

Debate resumed.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [9.35]: 1
regret that T am not allowed to make the
tew remarks whielh T had proposed to offer,
I had no intention of refleeting on the
election of the Speaker.

Mr. Tavlor: Do not you realise the difli-
calty 2

Mr” MULLANY: That difliculty is eon-
fronting me now, in speaking to the motion.
Very little appears to be left to say afler the
speeches of the leader of the Opposition and
the member for Guildford (Hon. W, D,
Jobnson). Il wmust he apparenl to every
member ithat the present state of affairs
needs to be altered, and the present drift
stopped, by some means. Although I am
a member of a party direetly opposed to the
Government, 1 personally was prepared,
when they took possession of the Treasury
lienches, to afford them every opportuniiy to
do that which they claimed to be able to do
~-set the finances of the State in order.
They claimed that it was only necessary to
apply their business ability——their much
vaunted business ability—to Govermuent
departments in order to set them straight.
They claimed that if only their policy were
put into operation instead of the Labour
policy, all Western Australia’s troubles would
disappear. What is the posilion to-day?
The defieit, the rapidly and continuously
increasing defieit, is answer enough upon
fhe administrative side, at least, of the cap-
abilities of present Ministers. We know thai
in seven months they have gone further
behind than the Scaddan Governmenf, their
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predecessors, did in any twelve months. We
know that from the JMonthly Statistical
cAbstract. We were told that the present
Governinenl would introduce economies in
publie departinents, in which, it was said,
there was extravagance. T have no desire to
enter into many details of administration.
Just one jtein will do {o quote. We were
told that umder the previous Government
there was extravagance in all departments,
including the Education Department. One
of the first aclions of the present Minister
For Lducation was to close down the old
Bducation oflice at the eorner of George
Streel and Hayv  Street, a building goed
enough to hold the olfice staft of the Educa
fion Depariment for many yvears past, So
far as 1 know, no serious complaint was
ever made as to the accommodation. How-
ever, that office was closed down five or six
months ago, and siill remains unoceupied.
Meaniime the Governmeni of economy are
paving no less than £500 per annum for the
accommodation of the Fducation officials.
This is economy. There is another aspect of
the matter, in eonnection with which T would
not like to suggest anvthing in the nature
of spoils to the victors, hecause that phrase
has heen lLeard so frequently from hon.
members now on the other side of the
Chamber thal T feel it would be something
like sacrilege for e to use il. We find Mr.
A. K. Morgans, the eminent Liberal leader
of this State, eollecting £11 per week rent
from the Government whilsi the Govern-
ment’s own premises are standing empiy aand
going to ruin. On the other side, T had oeca-
sion a few weeks ago to request some rengva-
tion of the Menzies school, which had become
dilapidated, as have almost all goldfields
scligols. The department’s reply acknow-
ledged the need of removation but regretied
that there was no money available for the
purpose. The £550 per annum paid to Mr.
A. E. Morgans by the Government would
effect a considerable amount of renovation
in country schools; and those members who
travel about the country koow that urgent
necessity exists for renovation and repairs.
The member for Guildford (Hom. W. D.
Jolmson) dealt with the subject of ihe ap-
pointment of boards and Royal Com-
nmissions. Though that hon. member has
probably wore the subjeet threadbare, I
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slill would ike lo ask why fhis State is pay-
g agricultural experts.  During the last
few years some half dozen experiz have
been imported to give advice to our farmers.
And  yet the present  Government
appoint  an  Agricultaral  Commission  to
wo all over the Stale taking evidence
as to what is wrong with the wheat-growing
lands and  with the farmer. Now, 1o
cap all, the Commission are being sent to
the Easlern States. T believe they are alse
to visit. Canada, from which country some of
our imported experts originally came. -ls
that economy?  Again, of what practical
henefit 1s any knowledge gained by members
of the Commission in travelling round Auns-
tralia, or roundl the world, likely tv be to the
tarmers of this State? We know perfectly
well that a man may have knowledge with-
out the faculty of imparting that knowledge
io others. Yet we have the farce of these
wenilemen being sent all over the world to
discover whal. will benefit the Western Aus-
tralian agrieultorist. The Esperance lands
Roval Commission undoubtedly represents
another seandal. We have been told that
the Coummission were appointed beeause it
was fonnd that salt existed in the Esperance
soil. Perhaps the wember for Perth {Hon.
4. D Connolly) knows of some hetler reason
tor the appomtment of the Royal Commis-
sion and for the delay in the construction
of the Esperance railway. That hon. mem-
her for many years, as a goldfields repre-
sentative, was a foremost member of the BEs-
perance Railway League and in another
place cast, on every possible oceasion, his
vote in favour of the construction of the
railway, until the very last oceasion, when his
vole wonld have carried the project. Then,
however, the hon. member deliberately cast
his vote against the eonvictions which he had
cxpressed for years as to ihe necessity for
the railway, and voted against its construe-
tion.

Hon. J. . Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ler): 1 was never a member of the Esper-
anee Railway League.

Mr. MULLANY: Fortunately, a Bill for
ihe construction of a section of the Esper-
ance railway was eventnally passed. Here
again, however, the member for Perth is
tound joining a Ministry merely for the
purpose of again preveniing the construc-
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tion of the Esperance vailway. That is fair
administralion. A man who, as a goldfields
member, for years advocates the eonstrue-
tion of a railway, opposes it when be be-
comes the representative of a metrepolitan
constituency. [ndouhledly the hon. gentle-
min has used his influence in the Ministry
io prevent the conslruction of the lsper-
ance railway, And then we are told by the
melropolitan Press that il is waste of time
to move a molion of want of confidence
againsl the Governmeni. It is indeed a waste
of time. Bad, even awful, as the adminis-
fration of the Government has heen, it can-
net compete with the Government’s legisla-
tive record. Lndouhtedly Ministers have
been put in vather an awkward corner as re-
zards legislation. They have had to submit
to the dictation of the Country party. The
meinbers of that party, in their torn, have
to submil {o the dieiation of the exeeutive
ol the Farmers’ and Settlers’ Association.
Messrs. MeGibbon and Stanistreet appear to
me lo he the real rulers of Western Austra-
lia 1o-day. The present Government, dn their
desire to hang on to oflice, have done almost
everyihing lhey have been requested by the
Farmers' and Settlers’ Association to du.
The great Cabinet of business men who were
voing to rehabilitate the finances of the State
as one of their first legislative actions, set
about the work of moral reform. They were
woing {o marshal the moral forces of this
State and incidentally get in increased vev-
enue. What happened? They introduced
a Totalisator Amendment Bill, and also a
Betting Suppression Bill. In regard to the
latter, unforiunately for them, one of their
own members in the Legislative Council was
instruniental in defeating one of the main
ohjects of the Rill, and the Government had
io submif to it. The Totalisator Bill met
with the disapproval of the Rev. Mr. Cox
and it was promptly withdrawn. The Gov-
ernment next promised fo introduce legisla-
tion to deal with the sale of liquor, but they
evaded their responsibiltiy and put up the
member for Katanning (Mr. Thomson) to
move the measure for ihem, and in that way
released them of the responsibility which
should have been theirs. No doubt many
memhers on the Governmenl side were

-pleased when that Rill was defeated in this

House. Again, we had the Electoral Dis-
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ivictz Bill. and when it was frst introduced
the Govermment had to submit to the humili-
alion of the adjournment of the debate be-
ing carried in opposition to them. Yet they
determined to hang on to it. They brought
it along afterwards in an amended form,
but even then it was noi satisfactory to the
Country parly, and now we find that it Jins
heen withdrawn. Then we get (he master-
piece submitted by the great T A, the Min-
ister for Works, in the form of the Trading
Concerns Bill, the most bitter and contro-
versial piece of legislation which could have
heen iniroduced into this Chamber at sueh a
time. Thiz was introduced too afier the
Government had professed that they bad no
desire to go on with party politics. The Bill
was introduced by the Minister for Works,
and although the Government were prepared
lo put aside measures which might have had
some effeel in the straightening of the

linances of the Slatle, they persevered
with that parfiealar one. The Minis-
ter for Works admitted that he knew

nulhing ahout the main clauses of the Bili
hecanse the departmental officers were res-
pumsible  for  having drafted them. The
main clanses of the Bill provided that in the
future, no matter if all parties desired to
carry on the policy of State enterprises, it
would be impossible tu cstablish even a single
enlerprise  without ihe sanction of both
Honses of Parliament. Here we have a Gov-
ernment nearing their end desiring 10 ham-
per the operations of future Governments by
Jeelaring “IF von want permission to estab-
lish enterprises vou will have fo appeal 10
another place”  And is it likely that the
peeple wonld appeal to another place where
the representalives are those whose interests
are against the establishment of State enter-
prises? Just faner an appeal being made
to the bheef huccancers, as the leader of the
Opposition called them, upon the establish-
meni of a shipping enterprise to hring eattle
down the coast. Just faney appealing lo
the big firms in Western Australia whose
businesses are merely branches of head-
¢uarters in the Eastern States, and asking
iheir opinion on the establishment of, say.
implement works or superphosphate works.
What sort of an answer would we he likely
to get? This is the only Bill that o spincless
Government has siuck to, a Bill which has a
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degrdedly party bearing,  The imtroduction
ol 1lns Bili is snilicient for we to support e
molion of no-contidence. We have heard
many hoti. members say ac they will be
wuile prepared to go to the people.  Fwery
mwember on this side ol the House will de-
clare tha they think the people should de-
cide. Why should the Government, who dur-
ing seven months of oflice, have shown no
inelinalion to grapple with 1he problems
facing them, agk to be allowed to go into re-
cess ab the present time, and face the clec-
tors in Octoher with a record of having done
nothing al ail, and then put forward a pro-
cramnte andd say, “This is what we intend to
{0”? [n six months from now the Govern-
ment propose to face (he cleetors and say,
“While we have not done anything, we made
u great outery when the Seaddan Govern-
ment were in power, bui this is now what we
propose to o Why did they not come
out with a poliey and put it into operation
or endeavour to do so and stand or fall by
it? They did not dare to do this. This team
of absolute ineapables have found that they
cannol administer the affairs of the State,
We are told that the present Premier, when
lie moved o no-confidence motion against the
Seaddan Govermuent soime months 2o, did
=0 in a manner which effeclually stifled dis-
cussten, and he declared then his destre was
to zel to the counlry as soon as he could.
Hus he horne ouni that assertion?  Other
members also said that was their desive, [t
is now onr desire, and we are asking memn-
bers to supporl the motion whieh has been
moved hy ilie leader of the Opposition.
desive 1o refer hriefly 1o the mining indus-
rry.  What, may 1 ask, has heen done for
the Furtlieranee of this industey doring tle
regime of the preseni Admimistration? We
were  told  that ihe present Minister Yor
Mines did not know anything about mining,
hut that he had administrative and business
capacity, and that he would apply hoth in
ilie Mines Deparimenl. and in a short time
we would see a great alteration. The Min-
ister nlzo stated that he was going to call a
conference. T wonder what has become of
that econference. Why has it not heen
called? T believe the Minister will say {hat
Iw is waiting until Parliament closes down.

Ts it necessary that he shounld attend all the

meetings of the conference? If the confer-
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ence is (o do any good, it should be called
wilhoul any delay. The Minister for Mines
said that the general adminisiration of the
Seaddan Goverament had not been beneficial
lo the mining industry.

The Atlorney General: [ said nothing of
the kind. 1 rise to a point of order, The
hon. member las made a remark whieh is un-
frue, and [ ask that it be withdrawn. 1
never reflected against the Scaddan Gov-
ernment nor against my predecessor. Mr.
Collier,

Mr. SPEAKEFR: The member {for
Menzies is boumnd to aceepl the denial of the
Attorney (ieneral., L will ask the hon. mem-
ber to withdraw.

Mr. MULLANY : 1 was going (o say that
I had seen sueh a report in the public Press.

The Attorney General: No sueh statement
was ever made by me, and no such state-
ment bas ever appeared in the publie Press.
The lion. member is wrong in every parii-
ealar, and he should withdraw and apolo-
_gise.

Mr. MULLANY : 1 take strong exeeption
lo the Attorney General saying thai T made
a statement whieh was untrue. It is against
the Standing Orders for an hon. member to
‘use such an expression. T ask that he be
recuested to withdraw i,

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the Attorney Gen-
eral accept the statement of the member for
Menzies that the words he used were those
he had seen in a Press report?

The Aitorney (eneral: The hon. member
said 1 made a stalemenl which was a reflec-
tion on the previous Administration. 1 never
east such a reflection at anv time. I -have
spoken in the kindliest terms of the admini-
stration of Mr. Collier, whe is a friend of
mine. Such a statement, therefore, could
not have got inte the Press.

Mr. SPEAKYR: The member for Men-
zies is bound to aceept the assurance of Lhe
Attorney General that he did not make the
statement attributed to bim. T ask the mem-
ber for Menzies to withdraw.

Mr. MULLANY: I am prepared to with-
‘draw, but I take strong exeeption to the At-
torney General declaring that T made a stale-
ment which was nntrue.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Men-
zies has withdrawn the statement, but T am
pot prepared to-ask the Attorney General
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to withdraw what he said. The member for

Menzies may proceed.

Mr. MULLANY : Is the Attorney General
entilled to say that an hon. member made an
untrue statement?

Mon, T. Walker: That is distinetly dis-
orderly.

Mr. SPEAKER: The statement has been
admilted to he untrue by the member for
Menzies.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: Very well, then,
that is established. Tf we can use the term,
it is all right,

Mr. MULLANY: I think the Attorney
(General used words unbecoming a gentle-
man by declaring what T said was unirue,
and I again ask that he should be requesteidl
to withdraw.,

My, Taylor: It has been the eustom that
when a member takes exception to a state-
ment made by another hon. member as being
offensive and he asks for a withdrawal, that
withdrawal has always been forthcoming.
The member who has been offended is the
judge.

The Attorney General: Personally I have
no wish o reflect on the member for Men-
zies and 1f any remark of mine was taken
by him as a reflection, 1 shall be very glad
to withdraw if.

Mr. Taylor: And apologise to the House.

The Attorney General: What I did say
and what brought me to my feet was, that
the member for Menzies said that T had
made some statement reflecting on the late
Administration; that meant reflecting on the
Iate Minister for Mines. That has been
withdrawn. That was the statement which
I said was unirue.

Mr. Taylor: That word is unparliament-
ary.

The Attorney General: I may say, then,
that the statement was incorreet. The hon.
member then exeuses himself by saying he
saw it in prind.

Mr., O'Loghlen: You
second reading speech.

The Attorney General: Very well.

Mr. MULLANY: T can assure the Min-
ister for Mines I meant no reflection on him.
I certainly was under the impression that
he had made Lhe statement attributed to him,
namely that the general administration of
the Scaddan Government had not been bene-

cannot make a
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fivial to the nuning or any other industry.
However. the Attorney General having
siven an agsurance that he did not make that
slatement, 1 am pleased to accept it.

The Aitorney General: You have the as-
<urance only in regard to the Mines Depari-
ment. I have atiacked the Scaddan Gov-
ernment wholesale.

Mr. MULLANY : Before the Government
wet into reeess I would like some definite
agsurance from (he Minister for Mines as
to when the conference will be held. T do
not think fthe Ffaet of Parliament sitling
should debar the conference from being
held. Surely it is not ahsolufely necessary
for the Minister or fthe wining represen-
tatives in Parliament to atiend the confer-
ence at all times. The only proposition the
Minister has put forward thus far is the
inteniion to call a conference. 'Fhe mining
industry i1s of paramounl importance to the
State, yet in seven months’ administration
of the mining department all that the Min-
ister has been able fo do is to promise io
call a eonference, 1 would like a definite
assurance from the Minister as to when thut
conferecnce will be called, and 1 would like
that assurance hefore the Government gel
into recess.

Mr. Taylor: Or out of oflice.

Mr. MULLANTY : If they go oul of oflice,
the probability is that we shall have a Minis-
ter for Mines capable of administering the
affairs of the department, in which case there
will be no need for rhe conference. The gen-
eral lack of action on the part of the Gov-
ermuent, their lack of administrative ability,
mueh more their evident desire nol to o
on with any poliey whatever, their desire to
keep possession of the Freasury hench as
long as they ean and to do nothing bui fly
oh=zervation halloons which shall be promptly
prufled down when any section of their sup-
rurters raise an ohjection—any or all of
these things should earn for the Govern-
ment the unanimous eondemnation of all
sections of the community.  The present
sfate of affairs is unsatisfactory in the ex-
treme, and no man with any spark of de-
moeraey in his composition wounld he econ-
tent 1o sit behind the Treasury bench under
such ronditions. When parties are so evenly
halaneed as they are to-day, the people and
ihe people alone ean decide between them.

ILand the Government shown any desire whal-
ever 1o deal-with the biy problems betore
them, 1 myself would have been prepared to
ag=ist them. But they bave signally failed
to make any altempt lo do this, and so 1
am going to support the motion. I helieve
members on hoth sides will support it witha
view of allowing the people to say who are
to represenl then.

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [10.5]: I
move an amendment—

That the following be added to the
motion -—And further, the Government's
molives in wominating the member for
Williams-Narrogin as Speaker wre deserv-
ing of the coensure of this House”

Mr. SPEAKER: The proposed amen:-
ment is absolutely out of order. If the hon.
member will refer to Standing Order 125,
he will see that no member shall reflect on
any vote of the Iouse, execept for the pur-
pose of moving that sueh vote be rescinded.
Also it is not open to the hon. member to
vefleet on the motives of the Government.
My ruling is that the proposed amendment
is out of order.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 desire to show that T
in an way wish to refleet on the decision of
the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! T have ruled
that the proposed amendmeni is out of
order. (‘onsequently the hon. member ean-
not proceed to diseuss it.

Dissent from Speaker’s ritling.
Mr. Lambert: Most respectfully T move—-
That the House disagrees with the rul-

g of Mr. Speaker,

Mr. Speaker: Qrder!
onder to the notion,

Mr. Carpenter: 1 second it.

Mr. Speaker: Then, the question is, that
my ruling that the proposed amendment is
out of order, he dissented from.

Mr. Lambert: May 1 proceed?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. gentleman may
do so. C )

Mr. Lambert: Standing Order 126 says—

No member shall refleet upon any vofe
of the House except for the purpose of
moving that such vote be rescinded.

Tt is not my intention or desire to comment
in the slightest degrée on the decision ar-

Is there any see-
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rived at by this House. My desire in mov-
ing the amendment is clearly to show that
the actions of the Government

Mr. Speaker: Order! There are no actions
of the Govermment involved. The House
elected the Speuaker.

Hon. J. Seaddan: | did not; I had no-
thing lo do with it; ] repudiate it.

Mr. Lamhert: I am proceeding to show
why you, Sir, should admit the amend-
ment, and, incidentally, why your ruling
should be disagreed with. 1 think T am quite
in order in making reference to the actions
of the Government.

Mr. Speaker: Order!

Mr, Lambert: May 1 proceed?

Mr. Speaker: The hon, gentleman may
proceed as long as he confines his remarks
to the motion. He was not doing so when
I called him to order.

Mr. Lambert: I wish, Sir, yon would be-
eome familiar with the wording of fhe
amendment,

Mr. Speaker: Order!

Mr. Lambert: | do not desire to stray
from the wording of the amendment which
is in very elear and express terms.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : What -amendment?

Mr. Speaker: There is no amendment be-
fore the House. There is a motion before
the House.

Mr. Lambert: Incidentally, T have to refer
to the amendment to show what justifica-
tion——

Mr. 8peaker: There is no amendment.
There is a motion before the House.

Mr. Lambert: [ do not know exactly
apon what lines you desire me to proceed,
it you will not allow me to refer to the
amendment.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member is under
a misapprehension. The guestion before
the House is a motion that my ruling that
the proposed amendment is out of order
should be dissented from.

Mr. Lambert: T ronst surely show reasons
why vour ruling should be dissented from.

Mr. Speaker: Certainly.

Mr. Lambert: Then I must make some
reference to the proposed amendment.

Mr. Spenker: I cannot permit the hon.
member to discuss the proposed amend-
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ment which I have ruled out of order, unless
this House dissents from my ruling.

Mr. Lambert: The position seems to be
peculiar, 1 desire in the most respectful
manner possible to point out why the pro-
posed ainendwent shonld be permitied and
your ruling dissented from. Unless I am
allowed to proceed on these lines it is use-
less for me to say anything further. I con-
tend that your ruling under Standing Order
126 is absolutely wrong. The proposed
amendment only makes reference to the
molives which protpted the Government-—

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
is not in order in discussing the motives of
the Government.

Hon. T. Walker: He is in order in stat-
ing the terms of his amendment.

Hon. P. Collier: It is ridiculous and

childish.

Member: That is a reflection on the
Chair,

Houn. P. Collier: I do not care if it is;
it 1s true.

My, Carpenter: Mr. Speaker, would you
read to the House the proposed amendment
and the hon. member’s reasons for dissent-
ing from your ruling?

Mr. Speaker: T am waiting to hear the
hionr, member’s reasons.

Mr. Carpenter: T understand that the
lion. member has put his reasons in writing,
and that the usual practice is to read such
reasons to the House.

Mr. Speaker: That is reguired
under the Standing Orders.  The hon,
member has sent me up a memorandum,
which I thought was his amendment. That
is what T was asked for.

Mr. Carpenter: The motion is that your
ruline he disagreed with, and the bhon.
member has given his reasons,

Mr. Speaker: No, he has an oppor-
tunity now of giving his reasons to the
Honse. '

Mr. Carpenter; I understand you will not
read his reasons to the House.

Mr. Speaker: That is so.

The Premier: Mr. Speaker has read the
motion,

Mr. Taylor: You have ruled the amend-
ment out of order, Sir, and your ruling is
heine dissented from. When the ruling of

not
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the Speaker is being dissented from the
member dissenting puts his dissent in wril-
ing. Mas that been submitted to you? Lt
s0, the House should be in possession of it.

Mr. Speaker: The member for i.
Murgaret is not eorrect as to the proeedure.
The Standing Orders do not require a mem-
her who is dissenting to put his reasons in
writing. The House decides the question,
and I win waiting for the hon. member to
vive his reasons.

Mr. Lambert: T should like to have a
capy of my amendment supplied to me. The
propused amendment reads—

And, further, the Government’s motives
in nominafing the member for Williams-
Narrogin as Speaker are deserving of the
censure of this House.

I see nothing whatever in Standing Order
126 that could not permit of this proposed

amendment. It in no way reflects upon any
decision of the House.
Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. mem-

ber must confine his remarks to the motion
hefore the Chair.
Mr. Carpenter: Is he not doing so?
Mr. Speaker: No: he was diseussing
fhe amendment that he wished to move.
Hon. T. Walker: Which you ruled ouk
of order. You are wrong in ruling him
out of order.
Mr. Holman:

Myr. Lambert: I do not think it is vour
desire, or design, that the merits of your
decision should not be discussed, but if yon
will not allow me to make any reference
whatever to the propesed amendment, T
cannot see how 1 can show justification
for the motion I have just tabled. T con-
tend that there is nothing in the proposed
amendment which reflects npon any decision
of this House. The matter upon which T
desire to touch is one expressly questioning
the motives of the Government. The mo-
tives of the Government do not constitute
a decision of the Honse. ..

Mr. Speaker: Ovrder! The hon. mem-
ber must not disenss the motives of the
(rovernment.

Hon. J. Seaddan:
~ctions.

[65]

What ean we disenss?

You can discuss their

Mi. Lambert: With your permission,
Sir. I will alter the word *‘motives’’ to
“tactions.’’ ‘

Mr. Speaker: Ovder! I cannot give
Lhe hou. member permission to do that. I
have ruled a definite amendment out of
vrder, and the question now before the
Chaiv is tha! my aetion in moving the
amendment out of order should be dis-
sented from. 1 am not going to consent to
any alteration to an amendment upon which
I have given a decision.

AMr. Lambert: 1 contend that any mo-
tron or amendment questioning the action of
the Clovernment in any way whatever is ad-
missible, and 1 fail to see how by inference
or underistanding or in any other way, you,
dir. Speaker, ean read into Standing Order
126 the meaning which you apparently have
eziven to it. Therefore, as I desire the House
to disseuss this matter, I shall content my-
self by moving that your ruling be dis-
agreed with.

My. Tavlor: T second the motion.

Hon. T. Walker: I submit, Mr. Speaker,
that if vou go no further than ruling the
amendment out under the Standing
Order  quoted, xou have not strietly
interpreted  the  amendment by  the
member  for  Coolgardie. There is a
vast differenece between debating an act
committed by the House in the passing of
any resolution and discussing events ante-
cedent to that resolution. Anything done by
the House would not be open to question,
hut there may be behind that honourable de-
cision of the House antecedents which may
well be questioned and which are matters
that go to make up the history of the Gov-
ernment. This is a vote of censure on the
Government. and it is a recognised principle
that in discussing a vote of censure or a no-
conlidence motion the very widest latitude
is allowed from the Chair. T know of ne
departure from that ruling anywhere.

Mr. Speaker: Order! 1 ask the mem-
her for Kanowna to confine his remarks to
tlte motion hefore the Chair.

Hon. T. Walker: May I, with all due
deference and respeet to the Chair, request
that vou give me time to conneet my remarks
with the metion, and not to inierrupt me too
speedily, lest, Sir, you yourself will be out
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of order. T submit that the amendment by
the bon. member is in order, and therefore
that you are ruling wrongly hecause in a
motion of no-confidence every aect of the
Government, ns a Government, and every
act of every member of the Government is
open to debate, open to question, open to
censure, open to daylight.

Mr. Taylor: That is what we want.

Hon. T. Walker: Open to the public in-
vestigation, without at all questioning what
the House does, The House takes the re-
sponsibility of having elected you, Sir, te
the Chair, but this amendment at present at
all events, does not go back to that. Every
step taken by the Government which led up
to the election is open now for discussion.
Therefore under Standing Order 126, I ven-
ture to say with all due deference your rul-
ing is inaceurate and not in aceordance
with precedent.

The Premier: I rise to support your rul-
ing, Mr. Speaker. I am satisfied that it is
in aceordance with Parliamentary unsage, and
that, notwithstanding the eloquence of the
member for Kanowna, Parliamentary usage
and practice deprecate amendments of this
deseription. And the amendment is econ-
trary to the truth. It is contrary to the good
taste of the Hounse that any member should
table a motion or amendment which reflects,
not only on the vote of the House, but re-
flects also on the character of His Honour
the Speaker, and imputes motives to myself,
who moved the motion upon which yon were
elected to the Chair. What right has the
hon, member (Mr. Lambert) to impufe mo-
tives to the Government, and by what right
had the member for Kanowna (Hon. T.
Walker) the audacity to say that this House

. hag a right to have daylight let in on the
motives of the Government?®

Mr. Munsie: He is quite right too.

The Premier: It is a figment of the mem-
her’s imagination that there is any motive.

Mr. Mungie: To eling to office and get
von to England, that is their motive.

The Premier: There you are, manufacfur-
ing motives.

Mr. Munsie: That is your motive anyhow.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The member for
Hannans will withdraw. He has no right
to impnte motives to the Premier.
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Mr. Munsie; I withdraw.

The Premier: The hon. member bas been
put up to move this amendment by the mem-
bers on the eross benches.

Mr. Munsie: On a point of order I ask
that that statement by the Premuer be with-
drawn. He has impufed motives to mem-
bers on these (Opposition) cross benches.

The Premier: I withdraw. The bhon.
member has justified my argument. If I
am not permitted to impute motives to
members on the cross benches, he is not jus-
tified in imputing motives to me. I submit,
Mr, Speaker, your ruling is perfectly in
order.

Member: Give us a reason.

The Premier: Because it is a rveflection
upon me, who moved the resolution, it is a
reflection on the Government, and a reflec-
tion on the House which has carried the mo-
tion.

Mr. Lambert: I desire to say, Mr.
Speaker, that I have no wish to refleet in
any way on the Premier. It is to his action
that T take objection.

Hon. J. Scaddan: One anticipates that the
Premier, as leader of the House, naturally
would sapport a ruling by the Speaker. 1
speak now from experience. Right or
wrong, the leader of the House should sup-
port the Speaker, but I do not want the
House to be misled into believing that the
position taken up by the Premier is taken
seriously. The Speaker always rules aceord-
ing to the Standing Orders or to May, or
some other established anthority. But in
this case the amendment does nof suggest
any motive, does not suggest that the House
was wrong in the decision arrived at in the
clection of a Speaker. It does not even
toueh the question of the election of
Speaker. I submit that on a motion of ne-
confidence it is competent for members of
this House to discuss the actions of the
(fovernment from A to Z, whether of a
legislative nature or administrative nature,
or any other action which affects the life of
the Government.

The Minister for Works: Even of a pri-
vate nature?

Mr. Speaker: Order! T must ask the
leader of the Opposition to confine his re-
marks to the motion hefore the Chair.
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Hon. J. Seaddan: Under your ruling, Sir,
the only thing I can do is to ask the mem-
ber for Coolgardie to hand me the amend-
ment, and I will keep reading it awhile,
There is nothing else left for me. I am try-
ing to show that the amendment, in our
opinion, is in order.

My. Speaker: The hon. member is endea-
vonring to discuss the proposed amendment
instead of the motion before the Chair.

Hon. J, Scaddan: Not at all.  You, in
your eapaeity as Speaker of the House, have
no more right to impute motives to me, than
| have to impute motives to you.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. gentleman
will withdraw that statement.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Withdraw what state-
ment? That you have no right to impute
motitves to me?

Mr. Speaker: Yes.

Hon, J. Seaddan: What is wrong with it?

Ministerial Members; Chair!

Hon, J. Seaddan: T respeetfuliy point
out that I did not discuss the amendment,
and that I did not intend to diseuss the
amendment; and you have no right to assert
ihat T intended to do something that I did
not do.

Mr. Speaker: Order! I understand the
hon. member to be discussing the proposed
amendment.

Hon. J. Scaddan: What sort of an ab-
surd position are we finding ourselves in?
The guestion before the House, Sir, is your
ruling; and your ruling is that this amend-
ment is not open to discussion.

Mr. Speaker: That is so.

Hon. J. Seaddan: I am trying to show
that your ruling is against the Standing
Orders, and agninst all precedent, in view
of the faet that every actionm of a Govern-
ment is open to discussion on a wani of
ronfidence motion.

The Premier: That is imputing motives.

Hon. J. Scaddan: You have not rnled the
amendment ont of order, Sir, because il
impnted motives. Yeon ruled it out of order
under Standing Order 126, whiel requires
a dellnite motion to reseind any action of
the House. There is no suggestion of any-
thing of that kind in the amendment of
the member for Coolgardie.

The Premier: Why do yon not move that?
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The Minister for Works: That would be
the more manly course.

Hon, J. Seaddan: I do not need to be
insiructed by the Minister for Works. The
object of a no-confidence motion is to en-
avle members of Lhe House to diseuss Gov-
ernmental actions of any deseription. Why,
we can g0 back five years and——

Mr. Spesker: Qrder! Is the bon. mew-
ber diseussing the want of confidence mo-
tion?

Hon. J. Scaddan: Am 1 diseussing what?

Mr. Speaker: The want of confidence
motivn?

Houn. J. Scaddan: I did not think I was.

Mr. Speaker: 1 did.

The Premier: It sounded like it.

Hon. T. Walker: This is an amendment
to a want of confidence motion.

The Attorney General: It is nothing of
the kind. The question is whether the
Speaker is right or wrong in his ruling.

Hon. J. Seaddan: His ruling on what?
What is the ruling on% The ruling is that
the amendinent is not in order and ean-
not be diseussed.  Well, what can be dis-
cussed! As I asserted previously, Mr.
Speaker, in my opinion every action of the
Government leading up to the very elee-
tivn of the Speaker, though not the decision
of the House in electing the Speaker, is
open for diseussion, without the amend-
ment, absolutely open. On a motion of
want of confidence, are we nof entitled to
discuss what transpired within the pre-
cinets of the House prior to the position of
Speaker being filled, before members of this
House in fact knew that Mr, Troy had re-
signed the Speakership? That is not re-
flecling on a decision of the House. What-
ever may have transpired up to the stage
when the Clerk of the House informed the
House that the position of Speaker was
vagant, is open to discussion on a want of
confidence motion if the Government are
coneerned in any acltion arising out of the
matter. And yet we are told that an amend-
ment which does not touch upon the ques-
tion of the election of the Speaker at all.
is out of order. For ihe life of me, I can-
not follow it. I have not yet heard anv
authority quoted. The Premier was very
carefnl not to quote any authority. As a
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matier of fact, there is no authority that
ean be guoted. 1f the Premier quotes May,
e will find Jay says that the action of
the Giovernment in selecting some member
outside their party is open to severe critic-
1sm, Ilow can one eriticise if one is not
allowed to speak?

The Premier: Quote that.
May,

Hon, J. Scaddan: If it is not in May,
perhaps it is in June.

My, Speaker: Order!

Hon. J. Seaddan: [ do not desire to press
the point any further, except to say that,
whether the amendment is acceptable or not,
in my opinion the question arising out of
the aection of the Government up to the
point of the nomination of any member to
fill the position, of Speaker——

Mr. Speaker: Order! I am not going to
allow the hon. gentleman to diseuss the elec-
tion of the Speaker.

Hon. J. Seaddan: T am not discussing the
election of the Speaker. 1 distinetly used
the word “nomination.” Any action of the
Government up to the point of nomination
is open to discussion.

My, Taylor: We would be safe in discuss-
ng anything that bappened up to a quarter
past four on that afternoon.

Hon. J. Secaddan: No, no. They rushed
away. They had not finished the business
when the hells started ringing.

Hen, T. Walker: You must not go be-
vond the ringing of the bells on that day.

Hon. J. Scaddan: The trouble is that the
bell 1s ringing all the time now—ringing me
off. I do suggest to the House that the
business of the House might be kept in
something like order by permitting on a
want of confidence motion the freest pos-
sible discussion, irrespective of what one’s
feelings might be with regard to any action
of the Government. Any action of the Gov-
ernment, from the public point of view, is
open for discussion.

Hon. T. Walker: The public want to
know.

Hon, W, €. Angwin: The leader of the
Country party says any subject under the
sun is open for diseussion on this motion.

Hon. J. Scaddan: If the Premier knew
of the vacaney the previous day, he would

1t is not in
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probably take action with regard to filling
it. Are we not entitled to discuss any
action he may have taken on Monday and
Tuesday?

The Minisler for Works: Did you have
your spies on his track even then?

Hon, J. Seaddan: Oh, no.

Hon. T. Walker: The Minister has bees
in his bonnet,

Hon. J. Seaddan: The amendment only
touches that, saying, “And further the Gov-
ernment’s action in nominating the member
for Williams-Narrogin is deserving of the
eensure of the House.”

The
tives. "

Hon. J. Scaddan: I am prepared to agree
with the Attorney General that one cannot
impnte motives. The Speaker is shifting his
ground. 'The Speaker never used the word
“matives.”

Mr. Speaker: The leader of the Opposi
tion is mistaken. I have sent for the Han-
surd report of my ruling and 1 find that [
said, “The proposed amendmeni is abso-
lutely out of order. If the hon. member will
refer to Standing Order 126, he will see that
o member shall reflect on any vote of the
House except for the purpose of moving
that such vote be rescinded. Also it is not
open to the hon. member to reflect on the
motives of the Government. My ruling is
that the proposed amendment is out of
order.” T hope the leader of the Opposition
will withdraw the inaccurate statement he
masde just now,

Hon. J. Secaddan:
statement ?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member said that
in my ruling T did not refer to the motives
of the Government. T have just read the
ruling T gzuve and it distinetly showed thal
I did. T ask the leader of the Opposition to
withdraw.

Hon. J. Seaddan: T will withdraw., The
point we have arrived at now iz that the
member for Coolgardie unforlunately used
the word “motive” instead of *aetion,” and
my view is that the hon. member is entitled
to discuss the “action” of the Government
instead of their “motives.”

Mr. Hickmott: TLet the amendment drop
and discuss their actions.

Attorney General: “Motives, mo-

Which inaecurate
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Ilon. J. Secaddan: The indictment against
ihe Governmenl need only have heen in the
brief words “That the Government do not
possess the confidence of the Iouse,” when
any and every matter could have been dis-
cussed.

Mr. Hickmoit: The amendment has been
ruled out of order; why persist?

Hon. J. Secaddan: The hon. member does
not appreciate the fact that the amendment
has been ruled out of order and that Stand-
ing Order 120 has been quoted as one of the
grounds for so doing, and that at the same
time the matter arising out of this amend-
ment eannot be discussed on the original mo-
tion. T do not want a ruling of that deserip-
tion to stand and thus banlk discussion on a
no-confidence motion which should he of the
widest possible scope. If the matter can be
settled by the member for Coolgardie sub-
stituting the word “action” for “motive’™ the
whole difficulty can be overcome.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Accept the ruling
and move another amendment.

Mr. Lambert: 1 would be very pleased

to do that.

The Attorney General: I venture to re-
mark

Mr. Foley: The member for Coolgardie

desires to withdraw his amendment.

Mr. Speaker: I did not hear him express
that desire.

Mr. Lambert:
the amendment.

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Mr. Lambert: I have withdrawn it eon-
ditionally.

Mr. Speaker: There can be no conditions.

Yes, T desire to withdraw

Debate resumed.

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie} [11.0]: I
move an smendment—

That the following words be added to
the motion:—“That the action of the Gov-
ernmenl prior to the nomination of a
Speaker to fill the vacant seat is open lo
censure.”’

Mr. SPEAKER: The amendment is en-
tirely out of order. )

Mr. LAMBERT: On what ground$

Mr. SPEAKER: On the ground that it
i5 a thinly disguised attempt to reflect on
the vote of the House; Standing Order 126.
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Dissent from Speaker’s ruling.
Mr. Lambert: Then I respectfuily move—
That the ruling of Mr. Speaker be dis-
agreed with,

Mr. Carpenter: I second Lhal.

Mr. Holman: I think your ruling, Sir,
is against free discussion in lhe Chamber.
The position is this: on Thursday last a
no-confidence motion was launched. After
that the late Speaker resigned his posiiion.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
wust confine his remarks to the molion be-
fore the House. He is tryiong to discuss the
amendment, which I have refused to aceept.
He cannot do that.

Mr. Holman: I am discussing the reasons
why your ruling should be dissenied from.
The late Speaker, as I said, retired from his
position. After public statements had been
made certain action was taken by the Gov-
ernment side which may, or may not, have an
mfinence on the issue of the debate on the
original question before the Hpuse, If the
no-confidence motion is carried, the people
of the country will have an opportunity of
speaking on one of the gravest political
questions ever put before them. The action
taken by the Government will probably pre-
vent that question going to the pevple,

The I’remier: What is all this io show?

Mr. Holman: It shows why I disagree
with the 8peaker’s ruling. The aetion of the
Governmeni iaken since the motion of no-
eonfidence was lodged, may have a bearing
upon ihe vote, and therefore we have a per-
fect right to discuss that aetion. The vote
which placed His Honour in the position he
holds to-day eannot be discussed, or reflected
on, but the action of the Government in dis-
posing of support that might have been used
against them in the division ecan be diseussed
to the fullest.

The Premier: On a point of order.
hon. member is aitributing motives.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member is out of
order.

Mr. Holman: No motives are being im-
puted.

Mr. Speaker: Order! T have ruled that
the hon. member was out of order on that
point.

Mr. Holman: I accept that ruling, but
anything that teok place prior to certain

The
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action being taken in this Chamber can be
discussed now. The action of the Govern-
ment prior to the vote being taken can be
discussed from every point of view. It is
not in the best interests of the State that
discussion should 'be burked on so im-
portant a question, which may have a bear-
ing on the vote to be taken on the no-confi-
dence motion.

Mr. Taylor: ITn supporting the motion I
do not wish to make any personal remarks.
You, Sir, have ruled the proposed amend-
ment out of order. In my opinion that
amendment is strietly in order. However,
you have ruled otherwise, and we are dis-
cussing your ruling. In my opinion we
wonld be perfeetly in order in discussing
any action of the Government in respect
to the no-confidence motion, as, for instance,
if it came to my notice that the Government
were sitting in caucus discussing the dis-
posal of a high position, and that any action
determined upon in that caucus meeting was
against the best interests of fthe country.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
is ouf of order in discussing any action of
the Government in regard to this matter. He
wust eonfine his remarks to the motion be-
fore the Chair.

Mr, Taylor: I am discussing the ques-
tion of a dissent from yonr ruling, Sir, and
I must be permitted to discuss what led
uap to the motion. Had there been no no-
confidence motion against the Government
there would have been no necessity for the
amendment of the member for Coolgardie,
or for your ruling on the point. I must be
allowed to refer to the original motion as
the amendment is connected with it, and also
to diseuss how it relates to the amendment.

Mr. Speaker: If the House carries the
motion now before the Chair the hon.
member will have the opportunity he de-
sires; hut not beforehand.

Mr. Taylor: If I thought your ruling was
actuated by some malice would I not be
in order in diseussing it? If I thoughi that
you gave a ruling not in aceordance with the
Standing Orders or with the customs of
this House or any other Parliament in any
other conntry, and T thought there
were base motives connected with it,
would I not be allowed to discuss them?
I am not saying anything in that diree-
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tion, but merely put a suppositious
case. When I make a statement to the
Hounse that is contrary to the forms of it
there is no member of the House who will
bow more quickly to tbe ruling of the Chair
and be more ready to uphold the de-
corum of the Chamber. We are in opposi-
tion. We are not in the proud position of
having a majority to earry our voices. The
Government have a majority behind them.
All that we have is argnment, and in the
amendment of the member for Coolgardie,
which you have ruled out of order, I claim
that we have justice behind us, together with
argument.

The Attorney General: Is the hon. mem-
her speaking on the merits of the amend-
ment?

Mr. Taylor: It is the merits of the amend-
ment which I am discussing. I am justify-
ing the necessity for the amendment which
has been ruled out of order. I am also sup-
porting the motion dissenting from the rul-
ing. T ecould not really do that unless I satis-
fied myself that the amendment was in order.
The amendment was only dealing with a
certain action on the part of the Govern-
ment:

Mr. Speaker: Order!

Mr. Taylor: Which took place before the
House met on Tuesday.

Mr. Speaker: Order! T must ask the hon.
member not to diseuss the amendment, which
I havé ruled out of order.

Mr. Taylor: I am not discussing the
amendment at all. T am disenssing the
motion and merely refer to the amendment
as justification for my argument. I can see,
with all due respect, that you have got your
bristles up, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: Order! I must ask the hon.
member to withdraw and apologise.

Mr. Taylor: If I have offended I with-
draw and apologise to the House. T hope I
will not receive

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member’s remark
is grossly disorderly, but it has been with-
drawn. The hen. member may now pro-
ceed,

Mr. Taylor: I do not know on what lines
I may be allowed to proceed. Under the
new order of things in ihe House one will
not be able to discuss anything. I assume
from knowledge gained that the Government
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were dealing with a certain question before
this House met on Tuesday

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member is
trying to discuss the proposed amendment.
{ have told him that it is out of order and
ask him to confine his remarks to the motion.
If he 15 not prepared to do so I shall have
to take further action.

Mr. Taylor: Then I have nothing more
Lo say.

The Attorney General: Members seem
lo have a difficulty in differentiating
hetween discussing the merits of lhe amend-
ment and diseussing the ruling of His

Honour. The motion hefore the House is
whether——

Mr., Taylor: See how much latitude you
wat,

Mr. Speaker: Order!

The Attorney General: I do not re-
quire any latitude. The motion is as fo
whether the decision of the Speaker 15 righi
or wrong, and whether we dissent from it
or agree with it. The amendment has heen
read, and has been ruled to refiect upon the
vote of the House nnder Standing Order 126.
and also fo refleet upon the Government.
In addition to the reasons which you. Sir,
have given I submit that there ave several
others which may he added to show that the
amendment is out of order, and that Your
Honour is quite right.

Hon. T. Walker: *“Your Honomr” is
wrong. Tt is an incorrect expression. Tt
should be “Mr. Speaker,” or “The Honour-
ahle the Speaker” if you will, but not His
Honour.

The Attorney General: Standing Order
12—

Mir. Speaker: There are too many inter-
jections. I ask hon. members to lisien io
the Attorney General in silence.

The Attorney General: Provides thal—

Wo member shall allude to any debate
of the same Session, upon a Question or

Bill not then being under discussion, ex-

cept by the indulgence of the Honse for

personal explanations.
Tt was for this House to say who should
be elected to the position of Speaker. and T
submit that if there was nc other reason
Standing Order 123 wonld preelude this
Honse from in any way questioning or dis-
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cussing actions or motives in relation to the
election of Mr. Speaker.

Afr. Taylor: [ did not get nearly as far as
Lhat.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. memher
musl not reflect on the Chair.

The Attorney General: Moreover, I find
thal Standing Order 132 suys that-—

No member shall digress from the sub-
ject maiter of any Question under dis-
cussion.

Mr. Taylor: You had better sit down al
once, then,

The Attorney General:
Order continues—

And all imputations of improper motives,

and all personal reflections on members,

shall be considered highly disorderly.

There is no question but that the amendment
reflects on the vote of the House, and that
it reflects on Mr. Speaker himself. It im-
putes improper motives to the mover of the
resolution. It imputes improper motives
to those members of the House who voted,
and it imputes improper motives to and
casts a reflection upon you, Sir, as Speaker.
The amendment, therefore. is from every
point of view—and there are half-a-dozen
of them—irregular; and you, Sir, were right
in rejecting it.

Mr. Taylor: The last word has been said.

Hon. T. Walker: First, I have to cover
some of the grovod T covered before.

Mr. Speaker: Order! Has the member for
Kanowna spoken on this question?

Hon. T. Walker: No; not on this question;
on the previous question. T take it that your
ruling, Sir, confines this matter to Standing
Order 126.

Mr. Speaker: No.

The Attorney General: That is one of the
reasons.

Hon. T. Walker: T understood that fhat
was the only reason the Speaker gave this
time.

Mr. Speaker: I ruled the motion out of
order.

Mr. Hudson: The Speaker is embracing
the Attorney General’s reason now-—Stand-
ing Order 132,

Hon. T. Walker: T submit we are to be
wuided by our Standing Orders. Now,
Standing Order 126 does not apply here, he-

The Standing
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cause it distinelly deals with any motion pro-
posed by any member affeeling or reflecting
upon any resolutiton passed by this Cham-
ber. This amendment does not go so far.
It does not, in point of time, reach the pass-
ing of any resolution by this Chamber.
Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : What about Slanding Order 1232
Hon. T. Walker: I will deal with that.
Standing Order 126 precludes ns from deal-
ing with a resolution passed by the House.
The amendment proposed by the member
for Coolgardie deals with matters, and is in-
clusive of maiters, only prior to any resolu

tion being passed by this House—prior.
Therefore that Standing Order does not
toueh the amendment of the wmember for

Coolgardie. [ am within my rights in show-
ing that, withoul any reflection on the Chair
or any reflection on the House itself in pass-
ing a resolution, there may be conduet of the
Giovernment, not in relation to you, Sir, bul
in velation (o other candidates for the
Speakership——

Mr. Speaker: Order!

Hon. T. Walker: Which may nol he in
perfect order.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must nol
proceed on those lines. e is out of order.
He is referring to the proposed amendment.
and not to the motion.

Hon. T. Walker: The amendment itself.
lo the extent whether it is in order or out of
order, is under discussion. To the extent
that it is involved in your ruling, the amend-
ment is now a matter for the debate of Lhis
Chamber. One cannot leave it out.  This
discussion is the play of Hamler  without
Hamlet unless one refers to the amendment.
I submit that one cannot pessibly argue
whether your roling is right or wrong unles:
one refers to the amendment |:roposed, on
whieh youn have ruled. The amendment must
come under discussion.

Mr. Hudson: Besides, the guestion is one
for members to determine, and (hey shonld
have the full facts before they give a deci-
sion.

Hon. T. Walker: Undoubtedly; and T am
showing why that amendment may he in
order, without reflecting upon any vote of
the House or reflecting even upon the ocen-
pant of the Chair, inasmuch as the amend-
ment refers to the conduct of the Govern-
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meni prior fo the nomination of the mem-
ber for Williams-Narrogin, which is part of
the conduet and life of the Government.

The Attorney Genera): Then, you wish to
refleet on the Government9

Hon. P. Collier: Of course.

The Atiorney General: Very well,
yvou are oul of order,

Hon. . Walker: [t is the Government
who are under discussion,

Hon. P. Collier: A want of confidence
motion is under discussion.

The Aftorney General: Surely. Talk
about the want of confidence motion until
to-morrow morning, if you like, in aceord-
ance with the Speaker's ruling.

Hon. T. Walker: The whole question is
involved in the relevaney of an amendment
{o & motion which brings the whole conduet
ol the Governmment under review. L submit
there are a hundred points in which ihe
Government may have heen wrong prior to
vour nomination, Mr. Speaker. Your nomi-
nation may be right, the vote of the House
may be right—I am not questioning it. But
what the Government did hefore—which you
may not know of—is open for discussion.

Mz. Speaker: Only the motion before (he
Chair is open for discussion.

Hon. T. Walker: And I am only discus-
ging the motion hefore the Chair.  Now,
let me glance at the ingenions inferprelations
of others of our SBtanding Ovders.  The
Attorney General, with his youthful inex-
perience in Parliamentary matters, has
drawn our altention fo No. 123, which
reads—

No member shall allwle to any debate
of the same session, upon a nuestion or
Bill not heing then under dizeussion, ex-
cept by the indolgence of the House for
personal explanation,

Where. in the name of goodness, is the con-
nection of that Standing Order with the
amendment? The amendment has no rela-
tionship to any question previously dehated
in this House, and has no relationship to any
Bill previously hefore this House.

The Attorney Gieneral: I did not think
I eonld make vou see it.

Hon. T. Walker: No: nor any other
member who has a clear intellect.

The Attorney General: Put it tn the
vote,

Then



[15 Fesruary, 1917.)

Hon. T. Walker: Put it to the vote—
put it to the brutal majority. Majorities
are not always right. I think Standing
Order 123 has no bearing. 1 think you,
vourself, Sir, will admit that. This amend-
ment in no way deals with any previous
Bill or any question previously before the
House.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is again referring to the amendment.
~ Hon. T. Walker: I must refer to it. It
is the amendment that is in order or out of
order. You rule it out of order, and I say
it is not out of order, and I have a right
to show it is in order. Only one other
Standing Order bas been referred to, No.
132, which provides—

No member shall digress from the sub-
ject matter of any question under dis-
cussion; and all imputations of improper
motives, and all personal reflections on
members, shall be considered highly dis-
orderly.

There is no digression in the amendment.
It is the conduct of the Government that is
under discussion.

The Attorney General: It is the Speak-
er’s ruling that is under discussion.

Heon. T. Walker: It is the ruling on the
question under discussien that we are de-
bating.

The Attorney General:
then.

Hon, T. Walker: That is what I am at.
The Government, of course, need discuss-
ing, need it very much, and the Attorney
(General as much as anybody. The remain-
der of the Standing Order has not any
bearing upon this matter either, When n
want of eonfidence motion, or a censure mo-
tion, is proposed, the whole public conduct
of the Government is under discussion.
Whether or not it refleets to their credit.
is not to be considered. Whatever they
have done is open for analysis and obser-
vation, and, if necessary, for censure.
It is an impuntation of motives to suggest
that the amendment will reflect improper
motives upon anybody. Until the debate
developed we did not know, and it is time
enongh to stop people from imputing
motives when they are actually doing so.
The amendment is simply an addition to
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the motion of no-confidence, and it brings
the conduct of the Government under dis-
cussion right up to the time of the nomina-
tion of the member for Williams-Narrogin
a5 Speaker of this House.

Mr, Carpenter: I should not be just to
myself if I did not voice my protest against
the Speaker’s ruling which I consider to
be highly dangerons for the rights and
privileges of members of this House. I need
not attempt in any way to lecture you, Mr.
Speaker, as to your duty, but 1 may be
pardoned for reminding you that for the
time being you are the custodian of our
rights and privileges, and that the right of
every member to express himself on any
subjeet which affects his constiiuents, him-
self, or the eountry generally, is a matter
which should be jealously guarded by your-
self, and I feel that in giving the ruling
you have done you are not guarding these
rights and privileges. I can only bepe that
the ruling will not be regarded as a pre-
cedent on future occasions when similar
questions may arise.

Motion (Dissent) put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes 20
Noes 20
A tie 0
AYES,
Alr. Angwin Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsle
Mr. Chesson Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Tavlor
Mz, Faley Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green Mr. Troy
Underwoed
Mr. Hudson Mr. Walker

Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr, Q'Logllen

Mr. W. D. Johnson

Mr. Holman ' Mr.
Mr. Lambert i

{Telier.)
NoEea.

Mr. Allen Mr. Nairn

Mr. Butcher Mr. Piesse

Mr. Connolly Mr Robinson

Mr. Cunningham Mr. Smlth

Mr. Cieopues Mr. Thomson

Mr. Griffithas Mr. Veryard

Mr. Harrison Mr. Wansbrough

Mr. Hilckmntt Mr. Willmott

Mr. Lefroy Me, F. Wilson

Mr. Miichell Mr. Hardwick
(Tetler.)
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Mr. Speaker: I give my casting vote with
the Noes.
Motion thus negatived.

Debate resumed.
Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) {11.38]: I
move—
That the debate be adjourned,
The Attorney (eneral: You cannot do
that, you have already spoken.
Mr. HUDSON (Yilgarn) [11.39): I
move—
That the debale be adjourned.
Motion put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.40 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Tuesday, 20th February, 1917,

Papers pregerted .. 1702
oestion not asked ... .. 1702
nestion : Police duty at Hay nnd Klng ‘streats .. 1782
ill : Apprentices, lh. . ggg

Adjournment, special

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

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Secretary: 1, Audited
Accounts and Balance Sheets for year ended
30th June, 1916, of {a) Government Re-
frigerating Works, (b) Albany Cold Stores,
{¢) Perth City Markets, (d) Meiropolitan
Abatioirs and Sale Yards, (e) Kalgoorlie
Abattoirs. 2, Abattoirs Act Amendment,
Regulations. 3, Heaith Act 1911/15 Am-
endment of Regulations. 4, Municipal Cor-
porations Aet, additional by-law for the
regulation of motor and other traffic.

[COUNCIL.]

QUESTION NOT ASKED.

Hon, J. Mi,. DREW: I intend to lal the
question standing in my pame lapse. 1 find
that the preparation would entail a consider-
able amount of time and trouble and involve
expendifure, and the reply would not be
ready within two or three weeks, so I under-
stand.

QUESTION—POLICE DUTY AT HAY
AND KING STREETS.

Hon. J. DUFFELL asked :the Colonial
Secretary: Whether he will instruet the
Commissioner of Police to station a con-
stable on point duty at the intersection of
Hay and King-streefs as a safeguard fo the
public, seeing that in eonsequence of the two
stveets being partly blocked for traffie by
reason of the construction of the Govern-
ment tramway’s line, alterations to the tele-

. phones by the Commonwealth Government,

and by the laying down of new cables by the
city eouncil, there is now only 13 feet avail-
able for traffic in Hay-street and nine feet
in King-street at its northern interseetion
with Hay-street?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY replied:
It is not the duty of the police to provide
an officer to control traffic at the intersection
of Hay and King-streets, as it is the business
of the ecivie administration to meet such
requirements. However, as the cause of the
present obstruction is mainly due to the
work of construction of the Government
tramway line, a constable will be placed on
duty temporarily to regulate the traffic at
tha point mentioned.

BILL—APPRENTICES.

Introduced by the Colonial Secretary and
read a firat time.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECTAL.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
H. P. Colebateh—FEast) [4.37]: In view of
the fact that a certain motion is still nn-
decided in another place, T do noi propose
to ask members to proeceed with further



