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the four years 1919 to 1922. According to
these stutistics there were 25 fatal accidents,
and 68 accidents to men who were incapaci-
tated for fourteen days. This is an average
of six fatal accidents and 16 other accidents
for each of the four years. The total num-
ber of persons killed in all oecupations was
513, and injured 9,526, from which it will
be seen that the proportion in the case of
building and seaffolding is very small. Hon.
members will see that the percentage of fatal
or other accidents experienced on buildings
was fairly light. I do not draw atteption to
that fact to justify the rejection of the Bill,
hut mention it because, judging by the fran-
tic uppeal made by the Minister in favour
of the measicre, one would think he would
have to go to a scaffold himself if the Bill
were not passed. I shall not vote for the
amendment moved by Mr. Lavekin. The Gov-
ernment, however, might give some under-
taking as to what they are prepared to do,
either by way of an amendment or by bring-
ing forward some other Bill that will meet
with the desire of hon. memhers——

Hon. J. M. Maefarlane: Next year.
The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I

move—

That progress be reporied and leave asked
lp sit ggoein ot the next sitling of the
House.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: I move an amend-
ment.

The Minister for Education: There can be
no amcndment to that motion!

The CHATRMAN: The hon. wmember can
vote against the motion

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: The Minister maved
to report progress and for leave to sit again
as the next sitting of the House. Is it
competent to move to amend the motion
by striking out ‘‘the next sitting of the
House'’ and inserting some other words. The
motion to report progress is not one of those
that must be put from the Chair without de-
bate. Standing Order 123 says—

A question having been proposed may be
amended—1, By leaving oul ¢ertain words
only, 2, By inserting or adding certain
words. 3, By leaving out certain words in
order to insert or add other words.

So far as I know the only motions to be put
without amendment or debate are those relat-
ing to the previous question and the Chair-
man leaving the Chair. It is competent to
amend any other motion.

The CHATRMAN: What is your amend-
ment?¥

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: I want to strike out
‘“the next sitting of the House'’ and insert
‘“the 5th March.??

Hon. V. Hamersley: No, don’t do that.

Hoan. 7. J. Holmes: No, let it go.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: I will withdraw the
amendment.

Motion put and passed.
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ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
(Hon, J. Ewing—South-West) [9.5]: 1
move—

That the House at its rising adjourn till
the 30th October.

Hon. A. LOVEEKIN: Before adjourning,
will the Minister tell us ‘whether he will give
members an opportunity to place amendments
they desire to move to the [nspection of Ma-
chinery Act Amendment Bill on the Notice
Paper, so that other members may know what
wo propese to do.

The Minister for EQucation: The matter 18
cntitely in the hands of the President.

The PRESIDENT: I am in aecord with
the supggestion by Mr, Lovekin, Any amend-
ments he desires to have placed on the Notice
Paper will be g0 inserted.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.7 p.m.

Tegislative Hosembly,

Tuesday, 16th Qctober, 1923.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30

p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—EMPIRE EXHIBITION,
PERSONNEL.

Mr. TEESDALE asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, Is it a fact that all the officials
for the Australian section of the Empire Ex-
hibition are to be appointed by the Melbourne
exeentive? 2, Have the local executive no
authority to appeint their own officials to
give information regarding our raw produets
and industries?

The MIXISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, Xo. 2, The State execntive with the ap-
proval of the State Government have auth-
ority to appoint officers to represent the ex-
hibitors from the State and supply informa-
tion with regard to our raw preducts and in-
dustries generally.
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QUESTION —FRUIT SALES ON RATIL-
WAYS,

Rate on trucks.

Mr. PICKERING nasked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Ts it 2 faet that the rate on
trucks for sale of fruit on the railway system
has heen raised from £1 to £2 per diem? 2,
If so, why?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Yes, 2, An increase was necessary
in order to cover the cost of the service rem-
dered,

MOTION—SANDALWOOD TEXDERS.

Debate resumed from the 11th October on
the following motion by Hon, P, Collier:—

That in the opinion of this House no
tender conferring the sole right to pull end
remove sandalwood from Crown lands or to
deal with sandulwood under the grant of a
monopoly shouw’d be accepted by the Gov-
ernment uniil Parliament has had an op-
portunily to approve or otherwise of the
tender or tenders; and, Tn the meantime,
to enable members to juform themselves of
the nature of all tenders submitled, ail
such tenders and all papers re'ating thereto
be laid on the Table of the House—

aud on the following amendment by Hon. T.
Walker:—

That oll the words after **Government,”’
in line 5, be struck out.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. J.
Seaddan--Albany—on amendment) [4.37]:
I am afraid a good deal of misunderstanding
exists regarding the attitude of the Govern-
ment on this guestion. Let me emphasise that
we are concerned about obiaining for the
State and for those engaged in the indnstry
the last possible penny that can be extracted
from the people who utilise our raw product
for their benefit, We may perhaps have erred
in the direction of mizing up the interests
of the State with those of the sandalwood
getters, inasmuch as we have not only ealled
for tenders for a permit, as ig the practice
with regard to forest prodvcts, but have also
impoged as a condition of tender a minimum
payment to the getters for the service ren-
dered in obtaining the wood. We might have
avoided all that trouble by merely ealling
tenders for royalty. By that ineans we would
probably have secured a very large sum, but
the getters would have been left entirely at
the merey of the succesaful tenderer. To my
way of thinking, and I believe the opponents
of the present proposal will agree with me,
it would he most dangerons in connection
with a commodity like sandalwood to allow
any one person, firm, or company to have the
right to take sandalwood for sale in the ab-
sence of adequate protection for those who
actually obtain the wood. Im {rying fo
save the petter, we have got into diffi-
cnities as repards the other part of our
prorosal. Although the word ‘‘monopoly?’’ is
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used in comnection with the Government’s
proposal, and although admittedly, for the
purpose of attaining the object the Govern-
ment have in view, it is proposed to create a
condition of things which will bring ad.
vantage to the State as a whole and also to
the getters, the partienlar term, ‘‘ monopoly,’’
dees not apply. In real fact, nothing in the
nuture of a monopoly will he created. The
sandalwood eannot be taken by the succesaful
tenderer. He, in fact, will have no potwer at
all, under the permit, to go into the bush and
take a single piece of sandalwood. He will
have to obtain all hiz sandalwood from the
getters who are licensed by the Forests De-
partment, Further, the Government have
provided that while the successful tenderer
may take only a certain maximum, yet he
must take a minimum. That minimum was
originally fixed at 3,000 tons per annum,
but a reading of the conditions of tender
ghows that the minimum quantity may be
varied from time to time, at the discretion
of the Conservator of Forests. When it was
discovered that amongst the tenderers there
were some willing to take the mazimum quan-
tity of sandaiwood even for the first year or
two, the Government decided, in order to
avoid a complete derangement of work in the
sandalwood forests, to fix the minimvm at
5,000 tons. During the last five or six months
the Government have refrained from accept-
ing a tender, notwithstanding the faet that
they had a recommendation on the subject by
the Conservator of Forests, backed by the
opinion of the Solicitor General, who went
into the question with the Conservator. Wo
refrained because of the fact that members-
of this House had asked the Government not
to deal with the temders finally until the
House had had an opportunity of expressing
an opinion on the general policy of the Gov-
ernment’s propesal, The House is certainly
entitled to express an opinion on a question
of policy. If the House should take the view
that the Government’s policy i a wrong one,
then hon. members will bear the respensibility
of whatever may follow, just as the Govern-
ment must bear the respomsibility of what-
ever may follow the adoption of their pro-
posal. I hold the view that if the Govern-
ment do not proceed on the basis they have
autlined, there will he chaos in the obtaining
of sandalwond. A limited number of men are
to-day engaged in obtaining sandalwood, but
that limited number are in excess of the
actual quantity required for supplying the
market for some year or twoe. There is at
the moment a hoom in sandalwood, and that
hoom has resulted from the knowledge of the
traders that the prices quoted in the various
tenders put in by them are sufficient to allow
of their purchasing sardalwood for the time
being with the certainty of being able to
unload at a handsome profit later. It is
rather curious to note that our friemd Mr,
Jehn Stewart, chairman of directors of the
so-called Sandalwood Products Company, has
in various pamphlets he has published, and
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in various advertisements which he has in-
serted in the Press, made a statement which,
if the getters were to attend to it, would
probably make them feel somewhat annoyed.
If the statement is correct, it shows that the
getters are being ‘“diddled’’ out of what is,
after all, their fair interest in the obtaining
of sandalwood. Mr, Stewart stated the other
day that if the Government accepted his own
particular tender, under which the State and
the sandalwood getters would share half the
profits, the tender priee would be £26 1s, 104,
If that is the case, then Mr. Stewart’s firm
must have been making a profit of about £18
per ton. I do not think they are doing that,
1 want to be fair in the matter, and there-
fore I say that I believe Mr. Stewart has not
quoted quite correctly from his own figures.
In my opiniom it is not jossible to obtain
a profit of anything like £18 per ton from
sandalwood.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: I rise to a point of
order. Is the Minister dealing with the ques-
tion before the Chair? I think he is opening
up & question on which every member of the
House will be able to speak.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Minister is trying to
show reasons why the amendment should not
be agreed to. It is very diffieuit for me to
keep members strictly to the amendment. I
have been watching the Minister. We want
to et the facts. of course.

Hon. P. Collier: The amendment dJdeals
with the question of laying the papers on
the Table.

Mr. SPEAKER: And with the question
of the approval of Parliament.

The MINISTER - FOR MINES: I am
guite in your hands in this matter, Sir,

Mr. SPEAKER: The words iwiich the
amendment proposes to strike out are as
followy :—

until Parliament has had an apporfunity

to approve or otherwise of the tender or

tenders, And, in the meantime, t¢ enable
members to inform themselves of the
nature of all tenders submitted, all such
tenders and all papers relating thereto be
laid on the Table of the House.
The Minister is dealing with that part of
the motion which relates to the approval of
the House, and he is giving reasons. I am
watching him closely. The Minister may
proceed.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I knew
there wonld be some difficulty in diseussing
the amendment, but I tried to keep my re-
marks as nearly as possible within the scope
of the words proposed to be struck out. I
am endeavouring to explain what I conceive
to be the position as affected by the tenders.
That position really boils itself down to the
question whether a tender should be aceepted
or all the tenders rejected, Whether the
House accepts the amendment or rejects it,
the matter will still be in the same position.
If the amendment is carried, and then the
motion as amended is earried, it will amount
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to an expression of opinion by the House that
no tender should be accepted by the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Underwood: But suppose the amend-
ment is carried and then the motion as
amended is defeated?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am try-
ing to deal with that aspect as well. That
would be practically an approval by the
House of the Government proceeding on the
lines they have already proposed.

Mr. Underwood: It would be quite possible
for a member to vote for the amendment,
and, if that were carried, to vote against the
motion as amended.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Quite so.
It the amendment is earried, the motion Wwill
read as it appears on the Notice Paper down
to the word “*Government’’ in the fifth line.
Then it will be a dircction to the Govern-
ment wot to accept a tender. If, on the other
hand, the amendment be Jdefeated, the Gov-
ernment must take responsibility for any
conrse of action they adopt. If, as Mr. John
Stewart states, the merchants are making
such handsome profits, it is evidence that he
himself did not know the value of sandal-
wood under the conditions proposed by the
Government; else he would not have allowed
another to put in a higher tender than his
I want to be clearly understood on this point:
T am definitely of opinion that in the event
of no tender being accepted at this stage,
those who have been handling sandalwood
during the iast three or four months will
reap a profit of anything up to £8 per ton, but
the getter will not get a penny more than he
has been getting in the past—indeed, while
the merchants are disposing of their holdings
on a basis returning them a profit up to £8
per ton, the getter will he starved. T hold
that definite opinion after very careful con-
sideration of the position and consultation
with my officers.

Hon. P. Collier: The same position will
obtain if a monopoly be granted.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: XNo, the
difference is that whoever gets the so-called
monopoly must take a minimum of 5,000
tons per annum on a monthly basis,

Hon. P. Collier: How ean he possibly do
it?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: That is
his_business.

Hon. P. Collier: He would require a quar-
ter of a million pounds.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: That is
his business entirely. He must subscribe to
the permit, whieh provides for bis taking a
minimum of 5,000 tons per annum on a
monthly basis.

Hon, P. Collier: Although he has four
years’ supply in hand?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
not my business. A eompany does not neces-
sarily operate on its capital alone.

Hon. P. Collier: In this case it would re-
quire & good bank behind it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: John Stew-
art is prepared to po on if he gets the
tender. It would be only honesty on the part
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of the Government, before aceepting a ten-
der, to assure themselves that the tenderer
distinetly understands the new conditions. It
would not be fair to forfeit his deposit be-
causel of the changed conditions. Buet it is
not my buginess to say to him, ‘" Give me proof
that you can find the necessary money.’’
That i3 his business. If he signs the permit
and does not take the minimum of 5,000 tons
per apnum on a monthly basis, his permit
ecan be cancelled and fresh tenders called.
He must either stand to his ¢ontractual econ-
ditions, or because of the ¢hanged conditions
be given an opportunity to withdraw without
being penalised by the forfeiturc of his de-
posit. I do not wish to pursue the matter
further. The House has becen asked to take
responsibility,. The method the Government
propose is in the hest interests of the Treas-
ury, of the getter and of the State as 2
whole., In the event of tenders not being
aceepted, so difficult will the position become
in relation to the getter that it will not be
long before the Government are faced with a
clamour for an advance against the stocks
of the getters until the market, again becomes
normal. Otherwise the getters must sell at
a sacrifice; for John Stewart will be able to
declare what price he likes, and certainly will
not continue to buy if the royalty, as has
been suggested, be fixed at £10 a ton with a
minimum of £20 to the getter for the next
12 or 18 months or two years. What is to
happen to the getters in the meantime? Under
our proposal the getter iz assured of a
definite market at an enhanced price without
any possible loss of eapital, indeed, withoui
any eapital provided by the State. If the
industry he not carried on, the State will
lose the £2 per ton royalty and we shall have
to wait at least two years until the market
improves. If, as has happened, we had o
clamour for a reduction of the royalty, how
much greater will be the clamour if the get-
ter cannot dispose of his stocks? I take
full responsibility for the nassertion that if
our proposal be not accepted, I know of no
other that will not bring about immediate
chaos,

Hon. P. Collier: If one company can find
a market, half a dozen can,

Mr. Underwood: Half a million can,
touch it at all?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If the
motion be carried, half a dozen will be there,
and they are not going to buy while they
have stocks on hand and want to unload at
a profit.

Hon. P, Collier; Neither will one.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: But one
must. We ecannot make the conditions apply
to six. There is nothing in the Forests Act
to permit us to impose conditions on a person
buying a commodity out of onr forests.

Mr. Underwood: Why have a change at all?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Is the hon.
member prepared to say the existing condi-
tions are satisfactory? .

sr. Underwood: I say that Stewart should
not have a monopoly.

Why
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: That, of
course, is another view. All along I have
taken the view that a monopoly created in
order to raise ihe overseas price of 5 com-
modity we do not use ourselves is a beneficial
monopoly,

Hon. P.
who gets it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: And to the
State.

Hon. P. Collier: Not necessarily.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I agree
that, generally speaking, monopolies are dan-
gerous. If there were a monopoly of all our
own meat supplies, it would be extremely
dangerous; but a monopely that will resuit
in raising the price paid by John Chinaman
for our sandalwood is to be beneficial.

Mr. Underwood: Nature has given us the
monopoly.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: And the
Chinaman is getting the benefit of the mon-
opaly.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am allowing the hon.
member a lot of latitnde.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: And we will want
the same latitude in replying. That is why
T raised the point earlicr.

Hon. P. Collier: The Minister is covering
the whole ground. We ghall have the debate
all over again.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am try-
ing to explain the position. If the amend-
ment be carried, it will leave for eonsidera-
tion the motion whether or net proposals of
the Government are to be procecded with. If
the House does not aceept the Government’s
proposal, I am certain we shall have chaos
in the sandalwood indvstry. Therefore it will
not be a fair thing to Jay the blame at the
door of the Government, nor even fair to ask
the Government to find cash to enable the in-
dustry to be carried on, since under the Gov-
ernment’s proposal the industry could be car-
ried on without Government assistance and
at a profit to everybody concerned.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [4.57]: Despite whatever the Minis-
ter may say, the Government will be directly
respongible for any degree of chaos that
might be brought about. Tt is true that at
present buyers are piling up large quantities
of sandalwood. Hon, members, if engaged in
the industry, would do precisely the same
thing.

The Minister for Mines: I do not deny that.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Every hon. member
would take the same line of aetion. Tt is
known that the royalty will be increased and
that the getter will have to be paid more
than he has received in the past. Conse-
quently it is profitable for the merchants to
buy up all they can get to-day under the Tow
royzlty and at the low rate to the getter.
It is clear profit to the merchants to buy now
and stack. If any chaos is brought about,
it will have been brought about by the Gov-
ernment, not in delaying acceptance of the
tender, but in neglecting to raise the royalty
and provide the higher remuneration for the

Collier: Beneficial to the man



1116

getter. . reanse that what the Minister has
- said is eorrect. He has told us there are large
stocks of sandalwood in China and that there
are big stocks also at Fremantle, stocks which
have been cut at u cheap rate, and on which
a low royalty has been paid. The people in-
terested will not keep on buying until they
bhave pot rid of some of the stocks they have
on hand, At the same time we must not for-
get that by acting in the way the Government
are doing, the whole of the sale of the san-
dalwood is put into the hands of one firm.
Every member in this Chamber will admit
that he is against giving a monopoly to any
single person or company.

Mr, Underwood interjected.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I will not take any
notice of the hon. member, becaunse, hy way
of interjection a little while ago he said that
if the motion is not defeated, the Government
will have to resign.

Hon. P. Collier: He is not salisfied with
one vacaney; he wants the whole lot.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I wasintercsted in
the remarks of the Minister this afternoon.
He said that the cutter would take the timber
under a permit and that the contractor could
only buy and sell. The other day T asked
the Minister some questions as to whether
there had been any regulations made to com-
pel permit holders to sell to ome buyer or
more the timber which they got under their
permits. The Minister replied in the nega-
tive. The permit is issued under a regulation
and before the contractor, whoever he is,
ean earry on under the teuder, both Houses
of Parliament muat first pass the regulation
to compel the getter to sell to the one person.
I think it is Section 34 of the Forests Act
that provides for the calling of tenders or the
selling by avction and the issuing of permits
under regulations. The reason for the
amendment is this: Certain hon. mem-
hers have availed themselves of the
opportunity to Jlook through the files.
Those who have tendered have made fairly
long statements to the Press. The tenders
are fairly well known and therefore hon.
members feel, seeing that the conditions are
already known, that there is no nced for the
placing of the papers on the Table. But wo
say it is necessary whether or oot Parliament
agrees to hand over one of the State’s pro-
duets to a monopoly to sell. This is not done
anywhere that T know of.

Mr. Underwgod: And no one else has
sandalwood.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: India has a little,
but the position remains that while we hear
a good deal said about State trading econ-
eerns, this sandalwood business is a thous-
and times worse.

Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow the hon.
member to Jizeuss State trading concerns.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: My only desire was
to point out that State trading was dome in
the open market, and every person had an
oprortunity to follow in a similar line of
business as that in which the State was en-
gaged. The sandalwond business, however, is
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beyond my comprehension. Where are the
Government who advoeate and preach liberty
of the subjeet?

Mr. Underwood:
Stewarts.

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: XNever mind about
the Stewarts. I have not spoken to Stewart.

Mr, Underwood: [ meant Stuart the King.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The hon. ment-
ber wounld take a fur livelier action than even
Mr. John Stewart has done if he were placed
in a similar position. [ do not blame any of
these people working to their utmost for the
purpose of keeping fer themselves a business
which they have built vp. Every person would
de that. I am surprised to find in this 20th
century a National Government submitting
anything whieh has a tendeney to bring about
a monopoly. Have we not had referenda in
this State for the Commonwealth to prevent
monopolies? We know the effect of monopo-
lies in America.

Mr. SPLaKER: The lhion. member is now
dealing with the motion more thaun the amend-
ment.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I admit that. That
is why [ raised the point of order. T was
afraid that what the Minister was saying
would result in a re-opening of the whole ques-
tion. The Government have made a mistake
and the bad feature of the whole thing is that
they are prepared to stand by it, They are
cudeavouring to hand ever this business to
a mcnopoly, thus throwing out others from
the business, and in that way doing an ian-
jury to the community at large,

As preached by the

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [5.10]: This
ig a difficult motion to speak to.

Hon. M, F. Tray: Well, why encak to it?

Hon, P. Collier: He is foliowing the usual
practiee.

Mr. PICKERING: You, Mr. Speaker, said
that yon were carefully watehing the debate
to see that members did not depart from the
narrow path preseribed by the amendment.

Mr. SPEAEKER: T have been watching the
debate clogely, because I admit it i diffieult
to keep within its four corners. On that ac-
count I have allowed some latitude.

Mr. PICKERING: It is not my desire to
trespass unduly beyond the ring fence which
encircles the motion. We must not lose sight
of the fact that the elimination of certain
words, suggested by the member for Kan-
owna, was done with the object of gathering
into the folds of the motion certain members
who had expressed views that were opposed to
the pranting of a monopoly.

Hon. T. Walker: You are not right.

Mr, PICKERING: I am near the mark.

Hon. T. Walker: You are not.

Mr. PICKERING: I am satisfied that any
tactics which could be honourably adopted to
defeat a measore of this nature would be
availed of hy the hon. member. The hon.
member proposes to strike out certain words.
That is a decided change of front on the part
of the Opposition. Why is it desired to take
out these words which T should imagioe the
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Leader of the Opposition would regard as
being most pertinent to the motion? Why is
it desired that the papers in connection with
the calling of the tenders should be laid on
the Table? So that members might secure in-
formation as to the nature of the tenders
submitted, Tt is evident that the Leader of
the Opposition must think there is something
on the file that should be made available to
members, and it §8 implied also that there is
something on the file which the Government
are anxious to hide.

Hon. P. Collier: Rubbish; that is a most
ridienlous statement. We always call for
papers when we require information,

Mr. PICKERING: T am glad of the hon.
member’s assurance.
Hon. P. Collier:

any assurance.

Mr. PICKERING: It is just a matter of
opinion. It is seldom that papers are called
for wnless it is for some object.

Honr. P. Collier: To seeure information.

Mr, PICKERING: Tt is often not advis-
able to place files on the Table becaunse the
information may be more or less of a confi-
dential nature. But that is not what actuated
the mover of the amendment. He said, in
effeet, that the file would disclose facts that
would then become available to the mem-
bers of this Chamber, A good deal of matter
has been published by interested persons such
#s John Stewart, John Hector and others. I
do not know whether we should accept the
statements 1made by irresponsible gentlemen
as being accurate, If the Leader of the Op-
position was in earnest in his desire that
members  should become cognisant of the
facts of this position, he should not be satis-
fied with the ex parte statement I refer to.
T should like to protect him agairst himself.

Mr. MeCallum: Te badly needs it.

Mr. PICKERING: Evidently the hon.
member agrees with me, or else he would not
have made that interjection. Whether or not
chaos would ensue from “the carrying of the
amendment is a question of considerable diffi-
celty, The member for North-East Fremantle
(Hon. W. €. Angwin) made some comment
on the question of the chaos that would result
if the motion were carried.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Minigter said
that.

Mr. PICEERING:
repeated it.

Hopn. W. C. Angwin: I did

Mr. PICKERING: T am opposed not only
to the amendment but to the motion. Stress
has been laid upon the wuse of the word
““mongpoly,’’ and it has been referred to as
an insidious evil. I think it is the wrong
word to use.

Hon. P. Collier:
ment.

Mr, SPEAKER: I do not want to prevent
the hon. member from going on, but I wish
to confine the debate to the amendment. F
have already allowed a good deal of latitude
te hon. members becaunse of the importance
of the matter.

There is no need to give

But the hon. member

That is not in the amend-
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Mr. PICKERING: This has created con-
siderable interest mot only in the Chamber
but throughout the State amongst those con-
pected with the sandalwood industry.

Mr. SPEAEER: The hon. member wili be
in order in debating that on the motion after
the amendment is disposed of.

Mr. PTCKERING: The member for
North-East Fremantle drew attention to See-
tion 33 of the Forests Ac¢t. He said that
ceftiain regulations had to be passed as &
result of the granting of a conecession, or
menopoly, or permit, or whatever members
likell to ¢all it, to those connected with the
industry. [ have leoked through the section,
and eannot agree with him when he says that
certain regulations should be passed. T can
find nothing in the Act ahout that.

Hon, W, C, Angwin: A permit is granted
under the regulations,

Mr. PICKERTNG: Tt may not be neces-
sary to have regulations. Anything that is
done is subject to the Aect, and any regula-
tions that may follow in its train. It does
not follow that regulations must be framed.
If the Aet provides for the calling of tenders
and the granting of permits——

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is only in the
case of royalties.

My, PICKERING: The Act does not say
that regulations must be framed to fix the
priee.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: I did not say =o.

Mr. PICKERING: That is the only re-
maining feature to he dealt with now. The
Act provides for the contingencies that have
arigsen in connection with the sandalwood in-
dustry. I hope members will consider the re-
sult if the amendment i3 carried. Tt wilk
climinate all possibility of members becoming
fully seized as to the amount of the tenders,
the conditions, the price to the sandalwood
getter, and the royalty to the Government, I
have always held the Leader of the Opposi-
tion in high esteem. I have never unpder-
estimated his capabilities, and have never at-
tributed anything to him that had not some
good foundation underlying it. Something
seripus must have happened to cause him to
agree to the amendment.

Hon, P. Collier: I cannot prevent a mem-
ber from moving an amendment,

Mr. PICKRERING: I do not think a pro-
minent member of his party would have
moved such an amendment without consulting
him.

Hon. P. Collier: He is very independent.

Mr. PICKERING: The member for Kan-
owna (Hon. T. Walker} is a loyal ex-Attorney
General of the party to which the Leader of
the Opposition belongs. He would never take
such a vital step without first consulting his
honoured chief. 1 am opposed to the motion,
but, if it he carrted, I should prefer it to be
carried in its entirety. Before submitting it
T am sorc the Leader of the Opposition gave
it the most eareful consideratiow

Hon., P, Collier: It was rather hurriedly
drawn ap.

Mr. SPEAKER: It is not necessary to de-
bate that phase of the question.
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Mr. PICEERING; I am confined to rather
a narrgw margin., The importance of the
motion must have been fully considered he-
fore it was submitted. My object is to pre-
vent it from being carried. 1, with other
members, would like to peruse the file. I
have heard it stated that the Leader of the
Opposition has already had that opportunity.
If that is so, he is perhaps satisfied that
everything in the garden iz lovely, though we
have not yet had his assurance to that cffect.

Hon. P, Collier; You would like to see the
file yourself?

Mr. PICKERING: Yes, and I belicve other
members would also like to do so. Several
tenders were submitted. If we are not pre-
pared to accept the assurance of the Govern-
ment that these have been faithfully and
truly comsidered, and that justice has been
done to ali, we shall want to sec the papers
ourselves. A great deal has been published
in the Press about these tenders, and about
the motives that have actuated the Govern-
ment in calling them, and ahout wire-pulling
and other things. Firms interested have pub-
lished huge advertisements. None of us has
been able to escape from the persistent haunt-
ing of this sandalwood question. When we
see one of the principal sheets of the ‘¢ Daily
News’’ monepolised by glaring advertise-
ments as to the iniquities of the Government,
it makes us feel that where there is so much
amoke there must be fire.

Mr. Underwood: Someone must be getting
hurt.

Mr. PICKERING: If I were losing my
business through any unjust action I should
feel hurt, but in this case each of the ten-
derers had the same opportunity as the others.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member is deal-
ing with the whoie question. He must keep
to the amendment,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I was stopped, and
you must expect the same treatment.

Mr. PICEERING: I am not dealing with
the matter as the hon, member did.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
confing himgelf to the amendment.

Mr. PICEERING: T am endeavouring to
do so, but T am not allowed to diseuss the
question of a monopoly. The amendment
atrikes out the words that are pertinent to
my argument, for it will prevent me from
secing the papers. I have not bad the same
opportunity the Leader of the Opposition has
had. A lot has been said about the motion
not only in the daily Press, but in the ‘‘Sun-
day Times’’ and the ‘fPrimary Producer,’’

Hon. P. Collier: There is quite a lot in the
f*Primary Producer.”’ Have you read the
article?

Mr. PICKERING: T have read some of it.

Hon. P, Colliar: I must read it here. It
is worth getting into ‘'Hansard.’’

The Premier: Take it as read.

Mr. PICKERING: We should see the
papers before arriving at a decision.  The
f"Primary Producer’’ is in a measure con-
nected with the party to which I belong.
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Hon. P. Collier: A full measore,
Mr. Underwood: It is a paper of bad re-

pute.

Mr. PICKERING: The paper seeks to im-
pose upon me an obligation to support a por-
tion of a motion which the  member for
Kanowna seeks to strike out.

Hon, P. Collier: The paper is against that
portion.

Mr, PICKERING: I do not think so.

Mr. SPEAKEER: Order! Never mind
about the ‘'Primary Producer.”’ The hon.
member must keep to the amendment.

Mr. PTCKERING: I have the same rights
and privileges as any other member of the
Chamber!

Mr, SPEAKER: I have given the honour-
able member congiderable latitude, and that
is because of the importance of the question.

Mr. PICKERING: May I ask you, Mr
Speaker, to be good cnough to tell me which
part of the question I can deal with?

Mr. SPEAKER: You can deal with the
amendmeut; that is the only part before the
Chair. I want the hon. member to keep, as
far as is reasonably possible, to the amend-
ment. I do not wish to curb him.

Mr, PICKERING: The amendment in the
first part says—

. until Parliament has had an oppor-
tunity to approve or otherwise of the tender
or tenders.

T suppose I can diseuss the effect of the
cutting out of those words from the motion.
If I cannot do so, what ean I Qiscuss? I
must have some ground for hasing my argu-
ments vpon. How can we know whether we
shonld approve or disapprove of a tender
or tenders, unless we have an opportunity of
seeing those tenders placed on the Table of
the Houset This was congidered by the
mover of the motion as an important part of
that motion. The question of the tenders
has been considered of great importance,
judging by the letters and advertisements ap-
pearing in the newspapers. According to
certain sections of the Press, the country is
erying out for knowledge regarding these
tenders. I am not prepared to admit that
asgertion, but if we strike out this part of
the metion, that information, which is ap-
parently desired, will not be available to the
House.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. memher should
be able to give reasons why the amendment
should not be agreed to, without diseussing
the motion,

Mr. PICKERING: I wafit the motion, if
it is to be carried, to be agrced to in its en-
tirety. I wish to see the tenders, so that I
may be in a position to give the Government
the advantage of my knowledge of the san-
dalwood industry. That is the attitude taken
up by most hon. members. They are actnated
by a desire to do the best possible for the
State and for the people generally. One of
the things Parliament is asked to decide is
which of the tenders should be aceepted.
That was the point of view the Leader of
the Opposition had in mind when he sub-
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mitted the motion. In effect, he said: ‘1
have no confidence in the Government, who
are not fit to, nor are they capable of deeid-
ing which of the tenders should be accepted.
Therefore they should not accept any of
them. The tenders should be placed on the
Table of the House so that we may have an
opportunity of deciding on the merits of the
respective tenders and of deciding which
should be accepted or, alternatively, to put
them all aside.’’ We should see the tenders,
and decide which should be accepted! That
is the intention of the motion, because it
says: ‘“Approve or otherwiss of the tender
or tenders.’’ To approve means to accept.
If the House decide to approve of a certain
tender, it will have to be accepted. The
Leader of the Opposition sought by his mo-
tion to have the matter left to Parliament to
decide. TIf the motion is to be agreed to
along those lines, the amendment should be
rejected becauvse the concluding part states—
And in the meantime, to enable members
to inform themselves of the nature of all
tenders submitted, all such tenders and all
papers relating thercto be laid on the
Table of the House.
I suppose that the reference to ‘‘all papers
relating thersto’’ means all papers relating
to the transaetion as between the various in-
terests concerned, and the various depart-
ments, such as communications between the
Premier and the Minister for Forests. By
this means the whole ramifications of the
sandalwood business will be disclosed, so that
hon. wembers may decide which, if any, of
the tenders shall be accepted. If we cut
out the words covered by the amendment,
the motion will then read—

That in the opinion of this House no
tender conferring the sole right to pull
and remove sandalwood from Crown lands,
or to deal with sandalwood under the grant
of a monoply, should be accepted by the
Governmeat. -

I am prepared to state there is a ecertain
disagreement between the first part and the
second part.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member muat
keep to the amendment. I am afraid the
hon. member will have to be pulled up for
tedious repetition.

Mr. PICKERING:
you say that.

Mr. SPEAEKER: The hon. member bhas
yead the amendment and the motion five or
six times since he has heen endeavouring to
speak on this question.

Hon. P. Collier: It has been appalling!

Mr, Hoghes: Who are you waiting for?

Mr. PICKERING: I admit you have been
exceedingly generous, Mr, Speaker-

Mr. MeCallum: What about ust

Mr. PICEERING: The only thing I re-
gret, Mr. Speaker, is that you accuse me of
tedious repetition.

I am sorry to hear
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My, SPEAKER: I sai@ I was afraid 1
would have to pull you wp if you proceeded
with tedions repctition.

Mr. PICKERING: I wish the House to
believe that the motives actuating me are
just as honourable and as much in the in-
terests of the State, as those actuating any
other hon, member. I give way to no other
member of this House on that point. I have
sought by the few remarks I have be¢en per-
mitted to make, to influence members to hesi-
tate before agreeing to the amendment. It
is difficult to press that point too strongly
upon members, If we are to agree to the
motion at all, we should agree to it in its
entirety. Personally I am not in accord with
the motion, nor yet with the amendment.
This is one of the most important guestions
which have come before the Chamber for
some time past, and you, Mr. Speaker, have
allowed considerable latitude. You have done
that because you realise the importance of
the matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is re-
peating himself, That is the third time he
has said that. I canmot aliow the hon, mem-
ber to proceed on those lines.

Mr. PICKERING: 1 will not delay the
Houvse any longer—

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will
resume his seat if he does not intend to delay
the House any longer.

Mr. PICKERING: —beyond to say that I
trust that the importance of the sandalwood
question will lead members to seriously con-
sider whether or not they should agree to
the amendment, as moved by the member for
Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker). It is important
that we should retain the amendment as part
of the motion if we are to carry it, because,
if we have not sufficient confidence in the
Government: '

Hon. P. Collier: You have found confidence
in them since you got the group settlements.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: No, it is because of
the general election.

Mr. PICKERING: The Speaker will not
allow me to discuss the question of group
settlements.

Hon. P, Collier: That will save you.

Mr. PICKERING: I ask kon, members to
be careful before they agree to the elimina-
tion of the most important part of the motion
we have under consideration.

Amendment put, and a division ealled for.
Mr. SPEAKER: As there is only one hon,
member voting against the amendment I de-

clare the division off, and the amendment
agreed to.

Amendment thus passed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [5.45]: I
oppose the motion. As regards my electorate,
I am not so interested in the question as are
some members, but it is our duty to deal
with questions of State even though they do
not affect our particular electorates! I am
pleased there is no sandalwood in my elector-
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ate becausa of the trouble other members
seem to have had with the various pullers,
dealers, storekeepers, and others that have
handled it. It is the duty of the Government
to endeavour to get more revenwe from san-
dalwood and to obtain a better return for
the men employed in bringing the wood from
the bush to the ports of shipment. If sup-
porters of the motion could put up a hetter
proposition than that of the Government, T
would support them, but no other proposition
has been suggested. Much has been said
about the literature that has been distributed
and the advertisements that have appeared in
the varions newspapers. Those things have no
influence with me; | have not read them and
I have no intention of reading them. One
member interjected that the traders had com-
plained before they knew the successful ten-
derer. That is quite a natural thing to do.
We have heard the legend of the boy that
eried ‘‘wolf’’ when there was no wolf, and
of his fate when one day the wolf did come.
The principle nowadays is to holler before
you get into the wood, and that is what the
sandalwood traders are doing, Ancther maxim
[ learnt as a boy was, ‘‘Don’t ery before
you are hurt.”” That was wrong; you want
to cry before you are hurt; it is of no use
crying afterwards. It is of no use John
Stewart crying, though he thinks he may be
hurt. This disposes of all the argument that
can be made of the fact that the traders pro-
tested before they knew the suecessful ten-
derer. Anyone doing reasonably well will
protest against a change. Nature has given
Weslern Augtralia a monopoly of the world’s
supply of sandalwood and pearl shell, two
commodities of which we use very little.
When  dealing  with something out of the
ordinary, we Jdo not always employ ordinary
methods. The member for Kanowna {(Hon.
T. Walker) said the establishment of a mon-
opoly would be a violation of principles as
old as the age of the Stuarts, The Stuarts
he referred to have nothing te do with John
Stewart.

Hon, W, C, Angwin: How do you know?

Mr, UNDERWOOD: Because John Stew-
art is not opposed to a monopely, The hon.
member also went back to King John, but
the Stuarts, King John, the Plantagenets, Rob
Roy MaecGregor, and Brian Boru never had
similar conditions to deal with. If we wish
to go back to the time of the Stuarts and
Brian Boru, we should do so to discuss only
those things that are similar, When dealing
with different things, we should have suffi-
cient intelligence to handle them in our own
way. Under the laws of the Stuarts and
King John, trades unionism was not regarded
favourably and there was no Arbitration
Court. Natere has given us a monopoly of
sandalwood, and shall we throw away nature's
gift and allow a monopoly of our product to
exist in China? The biggest monopoly in
sandalwood heretofore has been in China and
if, under the proposals of the Government,
we create a monopoly by having one buyer
and seller, we shall have the satisfaetion of
knowing it is here and can be dealt with.
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Those who support the motion want a mon-
opoly in China; they want to go on as we
have heen doing for the last 70 years, prae-
tically throwing away this valuable asset.

Mr, Harrison: And one that is diminish-
ing rapidly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I am coming to that.
I read in the '‘Sunday Times'' a statement
that the Government should not think of giv-
ing over the buying and selling of sandal-
wood to one man, and that if any Govern-
ment dared to act similarly with regard to
wheat, it would be hounded out of office and
Parliament as well.

Mr. Richardson: It was domc last year.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There is no analogy
hetween our wheat production and our san-
dalwood production. We produce but a frac-
tion of one per cent. of the world’s wheat,
hut of sanlalwood we produce 75 per cent.
of the total. Further, the more wheat we
sell, the more we can grow, hut the more
sandalwood we seil, the less we have, Now
look at another phase of the question: the
sandalwood pullers are getting about £8 per
ton; under the Government proposal they will
get £14. They do not like a monopely.
Wheat i3 worth about 4s. 6d. a bushel.
Apply the same rule by handing over
the buying to one man and offer the
farmers 8s, a bushel for five years.
Wonld they agree to it? Can a duck swim?
Recently it has been agreed that the Gov-
ernment should mnot allow this asset of the
State to be disposed of at the lowest pos-
sible price, which involves the lowest pay-
ment per ton the sandalwood puller can live
on, and the lowest payment per ton for wmel
our Railway Department will ¢convey the wood.
A result of such conditions would be to de-
nude the whole State as speedily as possible,
of sandalwood. What alternative proposals
have we? 8o far as I know, there is only one
alternative proposal, which amounts to
SBtate enterprise, and which suggests that
the State itself should handle the whole
sandalwood trade. For the time being,
I consider, Western Auvstralia hag suffi-
cient State enterprises, and it is . our
duty to consolidate those existing State
enterprises and make them successful. To
that cnd we should apply our best intelli-
gence.  Several of the present State enter-
prises exercise an influence on our economic
conditions. Regarding sandalweod, we are
not worrted at all, exeept for the considera-
tion that the wood grows in our country ana
that we shouil secure the best possible price
for it. We know that many mistakes have
been made in connection with State enter-
prises handled here. This suggests that when-
we attempt to handle a State enterprise in
China, we shall undounbtedly bhe liable to slip.
After all, steamships and sawmills and im-
piement works are things we know something
about. But when it comes to trading in China,
which involves the question of exchange, of
converting the coinage of foreign ecountries
into pounds sterling, we have very few men
who can handle such business. We feel that
in this respect we would be liable to make



[16 Ocroser, 1923.]

hezvy losses. What is the matter with al-
lowing the trade to go on as proposed by the
Goveroment? We shall control the sandal-
wood business by letting it on contract to one
man or firm. The result will be that the State
will receive about £30,000 directly in annual
royalties, and that those of our citizens who
pull the wood will also receive something like
£30,000 a year. These are very valuable con-
siderations to the Western Australian peeple
as a whole. Suppose the man or firm to whom
we grant & monopoly should make huge pro-
fits. In the first place, the Stute wiil have had
its cut, In the second place, the sandalwood
getter will have made his chop. Finally, if
the contractor does make huge profits, the
State will get another rake-off by way of in-
come tax. If any member ean put up a better
proposition, I will vote for it; but until he
does, I shall support the Government’s pro-
posal. The member for Menzies (Mr. Muyl-
lany) made a remarkably good and well
thought-out speech, based om knowledge
gained by personal observation. There was
only one point on which the hon. member did
not convince me. He did not explain how we
can have walimited competition in buying
sandalweod, and yet restrict the ovutput. 'I'ne
high price we are going to get depends, in
essence, vpon a restriction of output. I would
ask the member for Kanowna (Hon. T.
Walker), who agrees with the catch-as-cateh-
can system, how the output can be restricted
unless it is controlled.

Hon. T. Angwin: The market will restriet
it.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is catch-as-
catch-can. The market has restricted the out-
put. Leaving the question of ountput to the
market and to the free run of all buyers
means that we shall not shift one iota from
the position in which we have been for the
last 70 years.

Hon, W. C. Angwin:
guiated.

The Premier : Who would repulate them$
The Chinaman?

Mr. Munsie: Noj; the Government.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Hon members first
say that they are absolutely opposed to mon-
opoly, and then say, ‘‘We are going to con-
trol this business by regulation.’’ Are they
not getting pretty ciose to monopoly by that
meana?

Mr. Chesson: No; not if we give the
buginess to half-a-dozen buyers.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: That is the point.
The issue does not seem to be whether there
shall be one buyer or six buyers. The trade
is still to be a monopoly, and the same price
is still to be paid. All this debate, and all
this heated feeling, are in regard to five
dealers.

Mr. Munsie: Nothing of the kind.

My. UNDERWOOD: TWhat is the matter,
then?

My Munsie: The point is to give the men
in the bush 4ix buyers instead of onme buyer,
if you want it put that way.

Prices would be re-
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The Premier:
their £9 a ton, .

Mr. Munsie: You will still be able to give
them the £14 per ton,

My, UNDERWOOD: Does it matter in the
slightest degreéd to the sandalwood getter
whether he has six men to sell the wood to, or
only one man, s¢ long as the price is the same?

Mr. Chesson:  What about wood being
condemned? With one buyer the puller win
get about a third of the wood he pulls ac-
eepted, and the balance condemned.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: The price is fixed,
whether the buyer be Stewart, Paterson,
Thomson, or Underwood. In passing let me
say that if the Government had done as 1
think [ would have done, and put this pro-
posal into effeet two yenrs ago, the whole
thing would have heen settled by now.

The Premier:- It would have been settled
long ago.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, and everybody
would have been gatisfied, and the State would
have been receiving large royalties.

Mr. Hughes: Why don’t you suggest the
sime with regard to gold?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The hon. member
can have all the gold I am going to get out of
mny mine., He can put up one bayer for that,
if he likes. There has been some exaggeration
with regard to the bearing of this sandalwood
question on the prospeetor. It is true thav
some prospectors get sandalwood.

Mr. Muonsie: A lot of them do.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The great bulk of
the =andalwood is got by men who are
not prospectors, and is got in country
which it would be wuseless to prospect
except for a bit of wheat land. There has
been some complaint as to the restriction on
the number of men permitted to get sandal-
wood, Some years ago the Government—I
think with the approval of Parliament—pro-
mulgated regulations in regard to sleeper-
catting, Tt was then decided that no more
men should be granted licenses te cut sleepers
on Crown lands. There was complaint on
that seore. However, the regulations have
been in foree for years now, and nobody has
atarved as a result, and nothing serious has
followed.

Mr. Davies:
that done?

Mr, UNDERWOOD: I do not remember;
it v so long ago. Has there been any riot in
regard to rlecper-cviting? Neo. And the
same position will arise in regard ve sandal-
wood pgetting. If those who engayge in that
occupation can get reasonably big wages, they
vill be satisfied. Those who are not employed
ir getting sandalwood will engage in some
other gecupation, in which I hope they too
will reccive big wages. What is all the com-
plaint atout? By restricting the output we
shall pet nearly double the present price for
the cutter. If we do not restriet the output,
it means that everybody can have a rush at
the busiress and live on practically starvation
wages. Is it not infinitely better to have a
fixed number of men doing well than to have

Give the men in the bush

By what Government was
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an unlimited number right down on what is
called the bread line? Considerable exaggera-
tion has been indulged in as regards the dis-
tanee over which =andalwood is pulled. We
have had it stated that when the price of
sandalwood was high, so-called week-enders—
men working on wages all the weck and going
out on Saturday afternoon and Sunday to get
a load of sandalwood —did a good deal in that
way. Tt has also been stated here that sandal-
wood has been pulled 80 or 90 miles, How
could a week-ender pull sandalweod 80 or 90
miles?

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Before tea I had
dealt with some of the exaggerations about
people who get sandalwood, and pointed out
the impossibility of those weeki-enders, on
Satorday and Sunday, going out 30 or 8¢
miles and bringing in a load of sandalwood.
If they did it they must have travelled by
aereplanc, Amother statement has been made
that the sandalwoed getter often cuts a traek
of from 60 to 80 miles through timher. As
Cousin Jack would say, he does and he does
not. The getter may start getting sandal-
wood eight, 10 or 20 miles out. He then goes
further until, ultimately, he is out 80 or 90
miles. But no man has ever started and eut
a traek for 80 miles continnously. The mem-
ber for Leonora (Mr. Heron) informed the
House that he had interviewed a considerable
number of getters in his electorate, and that
they were uwnanimous in their opposition to
the Government’s proposal. Possibly his
statement was correct. It would depend en-
tirely on the manner in which the question
was put to the getters, If the hon., member
put the ease from his particular angle, they
would say they were opposed to the proposal.
On the other hand, if the Minister for Mines
went to the same men and explained it from
his particular angle, they would say they
were in favour of the proposal. T know some-
thing about mannfactured public opinion,
having had expcrience of it over the amend-
ing Health Bill. On that oceasion, I saw it
reported that a eertain road board had unani-
mously decided to vigorously oppose the Bill.
On making inquiries I found there were pre-
sent at the meeting two members and the
chairman,

Mr. Teesdale: Was that at Wallal?

Mr. UNDERWCOD: No, a lot closer. The
people at Wallal have a little more sense than
have the members of some road boards quite
near to Perth. The member for Murchison
{Mr. Marshall} said the Government’s pro-
posal was very suspicious. I have often heard
such statements. The Premier 3aid the per-
son who acens2s another of being a black-
guard is usually a blackguard himself, To a
certain extent that is right, outside of poli-
tics, but inside of polities it is quite untrue.
It is the correct thing, apparently, for ome
side of the House to =zeeuse the other of
being corrupt, of aceepting bribes. The
ability to do that does not belong to any in-
dividval member or any party. This session
we have heard a good deal of sugpicion de-
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clared against the Government over the redis-
tribution of seats, over the sandalwood, over
almost everything that has been before us,
I ecan remember other Governments. I would
not for a moment say that members of Par-
linment who make insinuations about sthers
are themselves erook. Although I was not in
Parliament at the time, I remember the pro-
posal to purchase the Midland Railway. For
some years after that proposal had been fool-
ishly allowed to fizzle out, there was every-
where an assuranee that the late Mr. Daglish
was on at least €10,000 if the purchase had
been brought off, while each of his Ministers
waw on £1,000. Later than that I remember
when the present Minister for Mines was
Labour Tremier. He was reputed to have
netted £40,000-—the sum was definitely stated
at £40,000—over the purchase of the tram-
ways and the construetion of the power house
and of the Wyndham Meat Works, TFurther
than that, Mrs. Seaddan was snid to be a
German, Incidentally Mrs. Scaddan turned
out to be either a Cousin Jack or a Welsh-
woman, I forget which. Anyhow, it was
found that she could pass as a direct deseend-
ant of the atorigines of Britain, Then we
had a seleet committec of which the present
Minister for Works was chairman. Before
that select committee the £40,000 dwindled
down to the presentation of a pianola. The
present Minister for Works turned the full
searchlight of his inteJligence on the wit-
nesses, cleaned off all the dirt and, when he
got it right down, he found a clean receipt
for a corresponding amount or the butt of
the hon. member’s cheque book. We have not
heard the piamola since. Before I get off
the subject of the Minister——

The Minister for Mines: You are on half
when I get it.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: The half of what
you are to get out of this will not be worth
muech. The first man I stopped to speak to
in the Terrace on Saturday morning said
to me, ‘T see that Scaddau is retiring.’’
T said, ‘“Yes, I believe s0.”’ ‘'Oh, well,”’
he said, ‘‘T suppose he has made enough out
of the sandalwood.’’ Although I have very
little time for the Minister, I did feel in-
clined to spit in that citizen’s eye. Still that,
of course, is against the law and, besides,
he was younger and bigger than 1. Another
member who made a lot of money when Min-
ister was Mr. W. D, Johnson. He made quite
a lot of money out of that agreement with the
yowellising company. Furthermore, when
Minpister for Woarks he made a comsiderable
sum out of the battle of the routes of two
or three railwavs. I bhelieved a good deal
of all that until one day—I do not think
the ex-hon. member will object to my saying
it—he came to me and asked me to exchange
cheques for a few pounds with him for a week
or two.

Mr. Clydesdale: He took a rigk.

AMr. UTNDERWOOD: T have even heard
Mr., J. M. Drew accused of accepting bribes.
This becaunse he approved of a whaling econ-
cession to some people, notwithstanding that
there were other applicants for it. My ex-
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perience is that whenever a Minister makes
a deal on behalf of the State, or whenever
there comes a elash betwen two seetions or
two people, and the Minister must decide for
one, he is accused of taking a bribe, The
public accept the statements of members of
Parliament as being correct. Nothing is more
untrue than to say that the Parliamentarians
of Australia are dishonest. We bave 700 or
800 members of Parliament in Australia, yet
how many times has bribery ever been proved
against any of them? If there be one thing
of which Australia ean be proud, it is the
integrity and honesty of her Parliamentar-
jans. Before accepting accusations against
public men, we should think of the many big
men we have had in Australia, wen who
started with considerable wealth, devoted
their lives to the scrvice of the State and died
poor men. There were Parkes, Berry, King-
ston, Deakin, Lyne—how many of them died
worth two bob? If they had applied their
great abilities to acecumulating wealth they
would have died just as rich as any of our
big traders, linen draperz or sandalwood eon-
tractors. This debate serves to recall that
question  of the Midland Railway. There
is no doubt in the minds of hon. mem-
bers that the propesition to buy the railway
was good. The mistake made by the late
Mr. Daglish was that he did not buy it and
tell Parliament afterwards. Had he done so,
Parliament might have put him out of office.
8till, he would have accomplished something.
As it was, he came to Parliament and Par-
liament put him out just the same, and if
any aspiring member waunts advice I would
tell him that once he is satisfied that a thing
is good for the country, and he hag satisfied
himself that he has adopted the best methods,
then let him go on with it. He will be com-
plained against. But he will be complained
against anyhow, and he will be put out of
office. He will be put out anyhow. It all
eomes back to the same thing. Mr, Daglish
failad to purchase the Midland Railway, and
he fizzled ovt. In my opinion the present
Government should have put thiz regulation
into force. As it is, they are now up against
what, in my opinion, is a no-confidence mo-
tion, and they are likely to fizzle out in just
the same way as did Mr. Daglish. The worst
of it ig they will fizzle out without having
accomplished their object. They could come
back in three years saying, ‘‘That is what
T went on; see the result of it!”” If the
motion is earried the matter will be dropped
just as the Midland Railway purchase was
dropped. No Minister will again touch this
question, not even with a 40-feet pole, and
the result will be that the eniting and pulling
of sandalwood will be dealt with, as in the
past—the cutters will get what the buyers
are prepared to give them., There will be a
monopoly in sandalwood, but that monopoly
will be in China, not here. I trust, there-
fore, that the motion will not be carried, and
I trust the Government, possibly after giving
the matter further consideration, will pnt
some such proposal as that we have before
us into operation.
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Mr. MAXXN (Perth) [7.55]: I have lia-
tened to the speeches from both sides of the
House for and against the proposal, and (
am still convinced that the only effective way
of dealing with our sandalwood in China is
through one selling agent. What is the poai-
tion of the sandalwood trade, and what has
been the position of it since the last bhoom?
I have gone to some trouble to aseertain the
cause of that boom, and I find that it was
due to the rise in the price of the Hong Eong
dollar. The boom did not last very leng, and
it was followed by a long slump in the san-
dalwood trade. At the time of the boom there
were something like a dozen firms operating
in the purchase of sandalwood. The majority
of them have gone out of the business. It
would be interesting to see who they were,
and the nationality to which they beloaged.
These are some of them:—Wing Hung & Co,,
J. H. Cheong, the Eastern Agency Co.,’ te-
presented by Sam Wah & Co., Chung Joseph,
Chen See, and Ying Lee & Co., represented
by John Hector.  We have heard a great deal
from John Hector who, with another gentle-
man, has been making himself conspicucus in
opposition te the Government’s proposal.
The other gentleman has resorted to abuse
through the Press and has gone so far as to
suggest that something was wrong. Let us
see who John Hector represents,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: When did John Hee-
tor write to the Press?

Mr. MANN: The hon. member eannot have
been following the matter in the Press. Here
is the extract. It is headed ‘‘Sandalwood
tenders, John Hector, sandalwood merehant.’”

Ton. W, C, Angwin: Who signed it?

Mr., MAXXN: John Hector. This would
lead the Govermment and the people to De-
lieve that Johm Hector was dealing on his
own hebalf, that John Hector was the real
tenderer for the concesgion, and so far as
the House knows up to the present time, that
is the position, But it is not really the posi-
tion. John Hector is not acting on his own
behalf. XNeither is he a trader in his own
behalf, T have here a copy of a balance
gheet issude by Ying Lee & Co. on the 21st
May, 1921, translated into English.

Mr. Lambert: Will you tell the House who
supplied youn with it?

Mr, MANN: The hon. member could have
got it just as easily as I did.

Mr. Lambert: Where?

Mr. MANN: It does not matter. I am
going to read it for the information of the
House.

Mr. Lambert: Is the title ‘‘ The Romance
of a Chinese balance sheet’’%

- Mr, Teesdale: No. It is ‘“The Exposure
of John Hector.’’

Mr, MANN: It reads:—

Notice is hereby given that the fourth
annuzl general meeting of the company will
be held at the company’s office, No. 82
Des Voeux-road West, on Sunday, 22nd
May, 1921, at 2.30 p.m., for the purpose of
(1) receiving the report of the directors
together with balance sheets for year ended
14th February, 1921, (2) electing direc-
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tors for year, (3} electing auditor for the
year, (4) discussing the general affairs of
the company. By order of the hoard, Wong
Mow Lam, Managing Director.

Managing Director’s Report.

It is unfortunate that the balance sheets
show a loss of 24,679.67 dollars on the
business during the year, and after deduct-
ing 1,039.09, 'the profit of the year before
last, the nett loss of 23,640.58 is carried
down to the aeconnt of "the present year.
Messra. A, B, and C,, directors, have sent
in their rem,qnatmn, but in accordance with
the company’s regulation No. 134 they may
he re-clected divectors again for the pre-
sent year if they agree to be re-clected.

Ying Lee & Co. Profit and Loss A/e.

L]
Office and godawn rent 4,118 50
Boarding . 1,168-52
Sundry expenm '869- 46
Electric lamps, telephone stationery etc 839-24

Boat and coolle hire for lnudlng an ahlpplng

cargoe .- $,076-69
Telegrams - 571-44
Insurance 4,000-76
Fees tm- audibor solicitor and’ [nberpret.er 278-20

Charter of steamer

Gratuity to officers of steam rs
Expensges for shipping wood at Australia .. 7,165+
Cost of wood 02,212+38
Coat of rn.llway sleepem 1,804-48
*Mr. Hector's salary ., 5,000 00
Stafl salary . . 5,116-40
Directars’ fess , 2,200-00
Cost of wood ., 100,568- 78
Cost of railway s!eepers 3,400-92
$427,628- 36
Capital 2,000 shares at $100 each  $200,000
*Less 100 shares glven Lo Mr, Hector 10 000
—_— 190,000-00
Accrued profit .. 110,004-00
Losns—We! Tek Bank 33,000-00
Tai Hing .. . 3,000-00
Hun Har Ku 500-00
Current account with Ar. Hector ... 7,150-10

$349,850-10

$
Sales of woods - ... 152,872.82
Interest . 4,905 -37
Rent 550-30
8tocks 01’ wood . 166,855 00
Stacks of wood at Australla 71,999 -20
Stocks of railway aleepers ... 3,966-00
Profit bmughb down frum prevloua yenr 1,039-00
Loss 23,640-58
$427,628- 36
Balance Sheet. .
Stocks on hand at Hong KEong .. . 186,655-00
Stocks on hand ab Australia 71,998-20
Rallway sleepers o 9,008-00
Cash with vnr[ou.s banks 588-00
Account with varlous dealers 23,602-08
Interest 2,008-24
Over remittance to My Hector .. 17 10281
Overdrawn by captaln of steamer '196-80
Valuatlon of office furniture . 2,413-14
Xxpenses for bullding a Ilght. milway at
Australia, from godown to wharf ... 2,354 -49
Mr, Taylor's hﬁ_oait money 210-38
Account with rhnble 75-00
Valuation of godawn 28,022-68
Cash in safe .., 433-92
Profit and Ioss 23,840-58
$343,650-10

Wong Mow Lam, the managing director, was
in Western Australia a few months ago, and
a reference to his passport will show the busi-

|ASSEMBLY .

ness on which he was engaged. Tf members
are at all interested in his movements and in
the operations of his company, they can
quickly ascertain what he was doing here.
But the position is that thoupgh this company
did intend to go into liguidation, they de-
cided not to do so, and all their energy is
now directed towards securing the selling
agency of the sandalwood in Western Aus-
tralia.

Mr. Mungie: That is what we arc oppos-
ing. I do not know why you are looking over
this way.

Mr, MANN: You are putting vp a case
for the Chinese firms.

Mr, Munsie: Do nmot be absurd!

Hon. P. Collier: That ia a miserable and
a contemptible assertion.

Mr, Munsie: A very contemptible asser-
tion.
Mr. MANN: Let John Hector still trade

for Ying Lee & Co. In effect that is what
you are saying. The position is that the
great majority of these firms have their busi-
ness in China; their profits are made in China,
and they are-not distributable or taxable in
Weatern Augtralia.

Hon. P. Collier: That is not true. If you
read Paterson’s list of shareholders of three
years ago, you will see how many Chinese
were in that monopoly company. Be fair

Mr. MANN: T will be fair, I am putting
forward indisputable faects.

Hon. P. Collier: I am justified in getling
annoyed when you say we are fighting for a
Chinese firm. It is contemptible.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Leader of the Op-
position is not in order in using that word.

Mr, MANN: The hon. member knows that
John Hector is representing a Chinese firm.

Mr. Munsie: Has Heetor the sole selling

right?
Mr. MANN: Yes.
Mr. Munsie: How do you know?

Hon. P. Coliier: He may he the successful
tenderer.

Mr. Corboy: The Government may be go-
ing to give the tender to a Chinese firm.

Hon. P. Collier: He was the highest
tenderer.

Mr, MANN: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion has more information than I

Hon. P. Collier: You know very well.

Mr. MANXN: If he knows that, he has
more inside information than I have.

Hon. P. Collier: I didn’t get it in Un-
mack’s office,

Mr. Corboy: The Government are propos-
ing to give this to & Chinese firm.

Hon. P. Collier: Hector is the highest
tenderer.

Mr, MANN: John Stewart is also making
statements regarding the actions of the Gov-
ernment. He said he had a communication
from Bradley & Co. of Hong Kong. These are
foreign traders., Stewart, however, did not
say he was the buying agent for Bradley &
Co. and was handling their letters of credit.
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Hon. W, C. Angwin: In order to sell their
goods these people must deal with Chinese
firms. .

Mr., MANN: We know that, but it is a
different thing being a Chinese firm.

Mr. Angelo: Bradley & Co. are an Eng-
lish firm.

Mr. MANN: If we are going to give the
gelling agency to anyone, let us give it to a
Britigsh firm, one whose profits can be taxed
by the State and the Commonwealth. Let us
not give it to a firm in China that has only
Chinese interests, and all of whose profits are
kept in China.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: You cannot tax pro-
fits made in China.

Mr. MANN: We can tax the profits in
Western Australia. A lot has been said
about the dishonesty of purpose behind the
actions of the Government. The ‘‘ Worker'’
has taken rather a view different from that
taken by muny members opposite. It says—

Matters are moving slowly in the sandal-
wood industry, so far as the proposed new
conditions that are to operate if a tender
is accepted, and a monopoly granted to
one firm, i3 econcerned. That the Govern-
ment will carry oui their declared infen-
tion to accept 2 switable tender seems to
be the general belief here, notwithstanding
the opposition that has been raised against
the proposal, though definite information
on the subject i3 very meagre. It is un-
derstood that they are determined to allow
only those to whom permits have been
granted to pull sandalwood, and if the
proposed tender is accepted unanthorised
pullers will be in danger of immediate pro-
secution and the confiseation of their wood.

At present an effort is heing made to dis-

cover the ‘‘delivery of sandalwood’’ eapa-

city of the various getters engaged in the
industry, and for this purpose forms have
been printed and are available and being
cirenlated in which getters are asked
to solemnly and sincerely declare quantities
of sandalwood they have obtained both
from private property and Crown lands
each month since July, 1921; the siding at
which it was loaded, where it was con-
gigned, amd the price obtained on trucks,
Fremantle, including royalty. Also, they
are required to state the number of their
last sandalwood license, where and by
whom it was issued, and for what period;
the number of persons employed by them
in obtaining, removing, cleaning and load-
ing sandalwood; in what capacity, and
their nationality; together with whether
such persons were licensed or not. In ad-
dition getters are required to supply infor-
mation in connection with their plant, such
a8 vehicles and steck, the amount of san-

dalwood in their possession at the present

time, both eleaned and uncleaned; and,
furthermore, are asked to give an estimate
of the orders they will require in tons of
sandalwood to maintain their present em-
ployees and existing plant for the next 12

months; where they will undertake to
make delivery, and how many tons each
month, ard to indicate the site of their
operations. The requirements of those
particulars would seem to suggest that a
tender will be accepted. There i3 no gain-
saying the fact that there is some argu-
ment in favour of the acceptance of a
tender, though we believe that the weight
of argument is undoubtedly against it. In
view of what can be said agsimst it, and
the opposition to the proposal that has
been plainly manifested, it will behove the
Government to see that the tender aceepted
will possess such virtue as will justify their
action in accepting it. The effort of the
department to get an estimate of the orders
in toms of sandalwood required to keep
getters going in full for the next 12 months
seeme to he an earnest of their desire to
keep those mow in the industry fully em-
ployed for that period at any rate. It
also appears to indicate that so far as the
getting of the wood is concerned the Gov-
ernment will contrive to prevent the evils
usually associated with monopeolistic enter-
prises from manifesting themselvea.

Mr. Teesdale: A very reasonable state-
ment,

Mr. MANN: It is dated the 28th Septem-
ber last.

Mr. Munsie: They uvsually write reasonable
stuff.

Mr. MANN: The ‘“Worker’’ was satisfied
that the Government were doing the right
thing,

Mr. Munsie: Not at all.

Mr. Hughes: Who contributed that to the
‘“Worker''Y

Mr. Teesdale: There i3 only one man who
could write Iike that; the editor.

Mr. Corboy: It must have come from our
Claremont shareholder.

Mr, MANN: The only effective method of
control against a combined buying agent is
a combined selling agent, and the only way
to meet the position and to control buyers in
China is to conirel the sales there. After
making all inquiries I am satisfied that if we
do not control the gelling we shall remain in
the same state of chaos 23 we are in to-day.
For that reason I oppose the motion and
support the Government.

M. HUGHES (East Perth) [8.7]: I would
not have risen .but for the statement of the
member for Perth (Mr., Mann) that we on
this side of the Houze are trying to place
this business in the hands of Chinese mer-
chants. That insinuation should have been
withdrawn. He said we were trying to sacri-
fice the sandalwood industry for the benefit
of Chinese speeulators and financiers.

Hon. P. Collier: A monstrous statement.

Mr. Mann: That is what it means,

Hon. P. Collier: Nothing of the kind.

AMr. HUGHES: The hon. member is evi-
dently more in the confidence of the Chinese
commercial world than we are on this side
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of the House. We would not be able to get
o balance sheet or a profit and loss account
of the illustrious firm he speaks of, He
seems to knew what is going on there. If the
Government go on with the contract and ae-
¢ept the highest tenderer, Hector will be the
suecessful masn.

Mr. Mann: Would yon approve of his
getting it when you know now who he is?

Mr. HUGHES: If I had to choose between
John Hector and Paterson, I would have to
eongider which Chinaman 1 would support.

Mr. Maon: You are not justified in saying
that,

Mr. Corboy: Were you justified in your
remarks?

Mr. MeCallum: He is as fully justified as
you were.

Mr. Mann: Look at the list of shareholders.

Mr. SPEAEER: Members must keep order.

Mr, HUGHES: We know that three years
ago Paterson had a lot of Chinese share-
holders in his company.

Hon, P. Collier: Hear, hear!

Mr. HUGHES: The subsidiary company,
with a capital of £3,000 is only an off-shoot
of the original Paterson Company, formed
with a view to getting the contract. If I
have anything to do with it neither Paterson
nor Hector will get this contract.

Mr. Corboy: Hear, hear!

Mr. HUGHES: I am opposed to giving a
monopoly to anyone. The member for Perth
slings at the Opposition the statement that
they are representing the claims of a Chinese
firm. We can hurl the insinuation back in
his teeth. The very people he wants to give
the contract to have a lot of Chinese on their
list of shareholders. If he votes against the
motion he will be giving a monopoly to Chin-
ese merchants. It remains to be seen whether
they are represented by Paterson or Hector.
I gather from the balance shect he read that
the firm in question ha3 only one year’s sup-
ply of sandalwood. That is a reply to the
statement made that there is a three yrars’
supply in China,

Mr. Mann: The balance sheet wag for 1921,

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member now
wants to withdraw it.

Mr. Mann: You want the truth,

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, but why did not the
hon. member produec the latest halance
sheet? Heetor may have been like Paterson.
He may have dissociated himself with his
Chinese confreres during the Jast two years.
Three years ago Paterson had Chinamen as
members of his company.

Mr. Harrison: But not now.

Mr. MeCallum: How do you know?

Mr. HUGHES: We do not kmow, This
off-shoot of Paterson & Co. is supposed to
handle a quarter of a million pounds
worth of wood with a ecapital of £3.000.
T wonder if there is anything in their
Artieles of Association prohibiting Chinese
from contributing funds to the com-
pauy. The member for Perth says
that Heetor represents Chinese. The balance
sheet he produced was 215 years old. He
ghould have tried to find out who Hector is
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representing to-day. He happened, however,
to get a balance sheet from a Chinese club,
into which he has the cutree, and to get that
intel;pretc(]. Whom dves Hector represent
now

Mr. Pickering: Perhaps you will tell us.

Mr., HUGHES: 1 nuvither know aor
care. I do not kunow who is financing
Paterson & Co.,, neither do I care. Two
years ago Mr. Hector represented Chiness;
three years ago, we know, the firm of Pater-
son & Co. consisted of a lot of Chiuese
shareholders. On that ground alome, it is
fifty-fifty as between these two geutlemen.,
The member for Perth (Mr. Mann) said that
he @id not want the sandalwood monopoly to
go to China for the benefit of the Chinese.
It was unfair of the hon. member to pro-
duce a statement that was two years old.
The House does not want information as old
ag that. If we want information abont a
gentleman in Fremantle, it is the duty of the
hon. member who seta out to supply that in-
formation to give details that are right up
to date. The man in question may have dis-
sociated himself altogether from the Chinese
since that date. The member for Porth de-
sired the balance sheet to be taken in good
faith when it was in his favour, but when it
was at variance with a statement made by the
Miuister, he drew attention very promptly to
the age of the decument.

The Minister to Mines: It makes no refer-
ence to that statement.

Mr. HUGHES: The Minister said there
were three years’ stocks in China. Here is
some information showing that one firm had
only one year’s stocks on hand.

The Minister for Mines: One swallow does
not make a summer!

Mr, HUGHES: It shows that, to thab ex-
tent, the statement by the Minister was wrong.
Of course, I do mot say that the Minister’s
statement was incorreet, because the balance
sheet containing the statement I referred to
was two years old,

Mr. Harrison: That is no proof at all.
(r;)ne firm did not control the stocks of other

ris,

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member knows
that no business can afford to overstock. If
a firm carries stocks sufficient for three or
four years, tying up so much dead money,
the result will be the Bankruptey Court.

Mr. Pickering: Tt all depends on what the
stocks are. :

Mr. Harrison: In any case, the statement
docs not carry any proof at all

Mr. HUGHES: One firm lost 23,000 dol-
lars.

Mr. Harrigson: That proves nothing,

Mr. HUGHES: It demonstrates that busi-
nesa men work along well-defined lines, and
endeavour to avoid carrying heavy stocks.
This particular firm handled only a certain
amount of sandalwood per annum.

Mr, Pickering: If they have made a profit
out of it, what is there to complain about?

Mr. HUGHES: But this firm lost 23,000
dollars, according to the statement of the
memhber for Perth—TI hope he has translated
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the Chinese doeument correctiy—despite the
faet that they had only one year’s supplies on
hand. It would show that the firm were
turning over a similar quantity eaeh year,
and that demonstrates that that particnlar
firm, at any rate, were not carrying unrea-
sonable stocks. As to the sandalwood mon-
opoly question, it seema to me a most ex-
traordinary proposition. We have the state-
ment of the Minister that there are three
years’ gupplies in China.

Mr. Harrison: That statement was made
in, 1923 and referred to stocks in 1921,

Mr. HUGHES: The Minister made the
slatement again to-day. I spoke about the
statement made by the member for Perth, and
when it was shown to conflict with the asser-
tion by the Minister, the member for Perth
quickly pointed out that the statement was
two years old.

Mr. Harrison: That is teo thin,

Mr, HUGHES: The hon. member is right.
The member for Perth did not stress the
fact that the report was two years old when
he spoke first.

Mr. Mann: 1 read the date ont at once,

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member did not
bring it foreibly under the notice of the
Houvse. It was only when it was turned
against him that he emphasized the faet that
the balance sheet was two years old, Owing
to the supplies of sandalwooed on hamd in
China, we were told that there would be no
sales for three years. The firm securing the
monopoly, we were told, would have to buy
5,000 tons of sandalwood for three years be-
fore they could sell a stick.

The Minister for Mines: No one aaid any-
thing of the sort.

Mr. HUGHES: How many times has the
Minister stated there were three years’ sup-
plies in China, and if we did not grant the
monopoly there would be ne sandalwood paid
for?

The Minister for Mines: 1 did not say
thrce yeara.

Mr. HUGHES: What did you say?

The Minister for Mines: 1 said anything
from one to two years,

Mr. HUGHES: T recolleet the Miniater say-
ing distinetly three years,

Te¢ Minister for Mines: I did not.
anything from one to two years.

Mr. HUGHES: I remember the Minister
saying this afternoon four years.

The Minister for Mines: You are wrong.

Mr. HUCHES: You did say that. You
said that there were three years’ supplies
held in China and that unless the menopely
were granted, there would be no purchases
from the sandalwood getters owing to the
three years' supplies heing held in China.
I listened carefully to the points made by
the Minister and that was the basis of his
argument in favour of the mounopoly. He
said that it was necessary to give the mon-
opoly so that the firm could purchase 3,000
tons of sandalwood per annum, but becanse
of the stocks in China they would not sell
stocks for five years.

The Minister for Mines: No one said that.

I said
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Mr. HUGHES: And if they are to buy
3,000 tons per anmum the firm securing the
monopoly will require a capital of £210,000.

The Minister for Mines: No one suggested
that.

Mr, HUGHES: You said that definitely.

The Minister for Mines: I did not.

Mr. HUGHES: Well, I will take two years.

Mr. Teesdale: You will take anything.

Mr. HUGHES: TIf the transaction covers
the period of two years, the firm will require
£140,000 to buy sandalwoed, at the rate of
£14 per ton.

The Minister for Mines: No one said they
would not he able to sell for two years.

Mr. HUGHES: If the Chinaman can pur-
chase sandalwood within one or tWo years,
what is the necessity for granting a monopoly
for n period of five years?

The Minister for Mines:
but yon do not understand.

Mr, HUGHES: 1If the firm will have to
buy sandalwood for two years without selling
any of it to China, they will require to have
& eapital of £140,000. The ¢company must in-
vest that amount, and have it tied up on the
Fremantle wharf in the interim. The com-
pany that ecan afford to do that have sub-
seribed capital amounting to £3,000 only.
In other words, the company that will get
the contract involving the £140,000 of
dead money have only £3,000 to safeguard
the contract. Where will the firm get the
balance from? Can the member for Perth
give the House an assurance that the extra
money will not come from Chinese merchants¥

Mr, Pickering: There is plenty of money
available for that without going to China.

Mr. HUGHES: Can the hon. member give
an assurance that there will he no Chinese
money invested?

Mr. Pickering:
trade for it.

Mr. HUGHES: Now we hear that there
will be plenty of trade! We were given to
understand that the reason for the monopoly
was that there would be no trade for three
years, Now the member for Bussex (Mr.
Pickering) tclls us that! As soon as one
company, baving seenred the monopely, gain
complete control of the buying and szelling of
sandalwood, all the ether companies will serap
their machinery for buying and selling this
commedity. It i3 poassible that within 12
months after the contract has been granted
and other firms have gone out of existence,
the firm sccuring the monopoly may fail to
earry out their obligations, Tn those circom-
stances what security will the Government

T explained that,

There will be plenty of

have? Only the deposit of £1,000 to cover &
contract involving nearly £250,000! If
after 12 months, the company ecannot

fulfil their obligations, the whole thing will
break down and the only satisfaction the
Govermment will have will be the deposit of
£1,000, The whole thing is absurd. God .
knows what will happen regarding the con-
tract onee the other firms are out of busi-
nesa. Once that opposition is withdrawn, the
getterg will be in the hands of one firm, who
can fail for the small sum of £1,000! I¢



1128

would almost pay the firm securing the mone-
poly to run for five or six months and then
fail to complete the contract and pay the
thousand pounds as forfeit, The sandalwood
petters would then be entirely at the firm’s
merey. We are told by the Minister that the
Chinese should be compelled to pay a fair
price for the sandalwood.

The Minister for Mines:
that.

Mr. HUGHES: T took a note of it.

The Minister for Mines: T said that the
highest possible price to the last penny would
be extracted.

Mr. HUGHES:

T Aid not say

Then what is the differ-

ence?

The Minister for Mines: That is what T
said.

Mr. BUGHES: And for whom is.that

highest possible price?

The Minister for Mines: For the State.

Mr. HUGHES: TYou did not say that.

The Minister for Mines: Yes, I did.

Mr, HUGHES: There is a little para-
graph in a book T have that strikes me as
applicable to the Minister. T refer to what
Queen Elizabeth said.

The Minister for Mines:
nemory.

Mr. HUGHES: She used the same argu-
ment that the Minister presented to the
House.

The Minister for Mines:
extract for you?

Mr. HUGHES: Under similar
stances Queen Elizabeth——-

The Minister for Mines:
gell sandalwood, too?

Mr. HUGHES: When callenged regarding
her monopolies, Queen Elizabeth said—

Never ginec T was a Queen, did T put
my pen to any grant but upon pretext and
semblanee made to me that it was both
good and hencficial to the sobjects in gen-
eral, though a private profit to some of my
ancient servants who have deserved well.

Never thought was cherished in my heart

that tended not to my people’s good.

The historian 20 years hence will be able fo
write that paragraph of the Minister.

The Minister for Mines: He will never
write one of you.

Mr. HUGHES: There would mot be the
spicy ineidents in my earcer, T hope, that
there have been in the Minister’s. The Min-
ister, like Queen Elizaheth, never wants to
get o monopely save for the good of the
people.

The Minigter for Mines:
flattery like that.

Mr. HUGHES: T admit that Queen Eliza-
beth was quite a lot of things that the Min-
ister can never be.

The Minister for Mines: T am glad to have
that admission.

Mr. HUGHES: When the Minister’s pro-
posed monopoly was challenged, he said it
was for the benefit of the worn-out miner.
He did not go so far as did Queen Elizabeth;

You have a long

Who found that
circum-

‘What, did she

I eannot stand
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he did not admit that some of the faithful
servants might get a little profit.

The Minister for Mines: If you are not
careful, she will hear you and make me a
privy councillor.

Mr HUGHES: 1 wonder if next session
there will be a proposal to give one person n
monopoly to buy and sell motor ears in West-
ern Australia.

The Minister for Mines: Or to run sweeps,

Mr. HUGITES: That would be a sensible
proposition. The Government are pretecting
the sandalwod getter to the extent of £1,000
on a contract of £250,000. That is the only
obligation te DLe imposed upon the firm to
foifil their contract. If the (iovernment wish
to get the last possible penny out of the in-
dustry, why land over the husiness to a pri-
vate firm? No onc is so foolish as to think
that they are not going to make 2 handsome
profit, It has not been contended that they
are actvated by philanthropie motives, No one
suggests that Paterson & Co. are geoing to
expend £230,000 merely to give the sandal-
wood getter a high ypriee.

Mr. Pickering: That will be one of the re-
sults,

Mr. HUGHES: While the getter will Te-
ccive @& higher priee, the firm will make an
enormous fortune, They are shrewd business
men and know they will reap a handsome re-
turn.

Mr, Maun: Do you mind saying also that
the State will get inereased revenue?

Mr. HUGHES: That is so. The difference
between the price received and the payment
to the getter plus the royalty will go to Pat-
erson & Co.

Mr. Mann: And to the State.

Mr. HUGHES: That interjection shows
that the hon. member’s Chinese investigations
have not becn carried very far., Paterson &
Co. were so keen on giving the Statc some
revenue that during the war period they trans-
ferred their business to China so that they
would not have to pay war taxation. They
arranged to show a small margin of profit
bhere while enormouns profits were shown as
having been made in China, where they were
not liable to taxation. Yet the hon, member
says we are going to get revenue out of those
people. Does he imagine that they will not
have a selling agent in Hong Kong? They
will do as they did in the past. Tn order mnot
to pay more to our revenue than they can
help, they will arrange to show their profits
ag having been made in China.

Mr., Pickering: Where did you get your
information?

Mr. HUGHES: From a reliable source.

Mr. Pickering: What is the source?

Mr. HUGHES: A better one than that
from which the hon. member gets mast of his.
Three years ago Paterson & Co. were big
shareholders in Gillam & Co. of Hong Koug.
In order to evade payment of income tax
and super tax in this State, they transferred
the bulk of their trade to China.

Mr. Pickering: Have you inside knowledge
of the Taxation Department?
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Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member knows
I have not; no one has.

Mr. Teesdale: You have a lot of inside
knowledge of sandalwood.

Mr. HUGHES: If the Government wish
to ensure a good price to the getter and ob-
tain a good revenue for the State, why not
make it a State monopoly?

Mr., Mann: Another State trading concern!

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member sub-
seribes to State trading. He sits behind the
Government who are carrying on a number of
trading concerns.

Mr. Pickering: They did not start them.

Mr. HUGHES: They are carrying them on.

The Minister for Mines: This i8 one I
would not have anything to do with.

Mr. HUGHES: The successful tenderer ex-
pects to make a handsome profit.

The Minister for Mines: I suppose he does,
but I am not clear that he will. We will
make a fair profit.

Mr. HBUGHES: We should get more.

The Minister for Mines: If we get half a
million in five years, we shall not he doing
badly.

Mr. HUGHES: Half a millien!” We should
get a million. The State could have under-
taken the whole of the business, paid the
cutter a proper price and marketed the gan-
dalwood in Chira.

Mr. Pickering: Does your experience of
State trading lead you to that convictionf

Mr. HUGHES: When administered sym-
pathetically, State trading concerns are all
right. There are more paying than losing
trading concerns in this State.

Mr., Pickering: Name them.

Mr. HUGHES: If the hon. member studies
the financial statements of the losing com-
cerns, he will find a very good reason for
their losing.

Mr. Pickering: And the rest are making
profitz at the people’s expense.

Mr. HUGHES: We have complete control
of the sandalwood indmstry. Mr. Paterson
is not going to do the marketing; he
is going fo employ someone else. Why
ecould not the Government have done
the same? If the Government were afraid
to carry on the industry, they could appoint
a selling agent on a commission in China,
The better the price obtained, the more rev-
enue the Government would get. Instead of
giving one individual the benefit of this im-
dustry, the advantage would acerue to the
State. It iz monstrous for the Government
to provide thai only one firm shall trade in
this commodity. They are going back to the
sixteenth century, when the whole question

‘of wonopoliecs was fought out. The House
of Commons fought the Stuarts, not the
Stewart that reigns on the sandalwood throne
at present, bui the Stuarts who reigned onm
the British throne. The people had to fight
the monopolies; the question affected the
very basis of their liberties. When Parlia-
ment got it laid down definitely that no
monopolies were to be given, it was regarded
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as a signal victory for and a step towards
the emancipation of the people, Yet the
Gevernment in Western Australia wish to
hark back 223 years to that state of affairs.
There is nothing in the Constitution empower-
ing the Government to grant this moropoly,
and where our Constitution is silent, the pro-
cedure of the House of Commons must be
followed. We shall be exceeding our au-
thority if Wwe permit this monopoly, and I
dare say the people interested will test the
peint in the High Court. The Government
have no power o re-enact a prerogative that
wag abolished over 200 years ago. If we are
to have a sandalwood monopoly, why not a
gold monoply and a wheat monopoly?

Mr. Pickering: Only one country will take
gandalweood, but the world will fake gold.

Mr. HUGHES: We produce a large per-
centage of the world’a gold supply? Why
not place that in the hands of one firm? It
would be just as reasomable to do se. Why
not extend the principle till we revert entirely
to the conditions that prevailed in the time
of the Stoarte, when all commodities were in
the hands of monopolista? If Parliament does
not pass the motion, we shall be taking a
retrograde step. It will react detrimentally
on the State generally. Though it may mean
a temporary advantage to the cutters, still,
if we are not eareful they will ultimately be
left high and dry. Tf the price of sandal-
wood becomes too high, the Chinaman may
modify his religion, as Christiang have done
from time to time in order to meet changing
eircumstances. At one time a Christian could
not accept interest.

Mr. BPEAEER: The hon. member cannot
discuss Christianity under this motion.

Mr, HUGHES: T submit, Bir, that the
motion is inseparably bound uwp with religion,
because the Chinaman cammot go to Heaven
without sandalwood,

Mr. SPEAKER: The motion does not say
anything abont that.

Mr. HUGHES: If the price of sandal-
wood is fixed too high, the Chinaman may
burn some other incense in his temple. If
the trade should collapse owing to the mono-
poly, what will the Government have to fall
back upon? Merely a guarantee of £1,000.
The whole position is absurd. If a monopely
is to be tricd, let it be tried by the State.
TLet the State find £200,000 for the purpose.
If there is sueh a certain and such 2 hand-
some return, the State wilt have no difficulty
in floating a loan towards that end, and thus
secure the whole of the profit instead of its
heing divided between the State, the eutters,
and the exporter. I hope the House will carry
the motion.

Question, as amended, put and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes . .. .2

Noes . R .o 2

-

Majority against .. 1
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AYES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshall
Myr. Cuesson Mr, McCallum
Mr. Clydesdale Mr. Mullany
Mr. Colller Mr. Munsle
Mr. Cunningham Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Glbson Mr. Troy
Mr. Heron Mr. Walker
Mr. Hughes . Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lambert Mr, Wilson
Mr. Lutey Mr. Corboy
(Teller.)
NoEes.
Mr. Angelo Mr. Money
Mr. Carter Mr, Pickering
Mrs. Cowan Mr. Richardeon
Mr. Davies Mr, Ssmpson
Mr. Denton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Durack Mr, Btubbs
Mr, Harrlson Mr. Teesdale
Mr. C. C. Maley Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. H. K. Maley Mr. Underwood
Mr. Mann Mr. Piesse
Sir James Mitchell (Teler.)

Question, as amended, thus negatived.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES, 1623-24.
In Commitiee of Supply.

Resumed from the 9th October; Mr. Stubbs
in the Chair.

Department of Mines, Forests, and Police
{Hon. J. Scaddan, Minister).

Vote—Forests, £15291:

Mr. PICEERING (Sussex) [8.54]: A
reference to the report of the ¥orests Depart-
ment for last year discleses a great deal of
interesting matter, We may congratulate
ourselves upon the progress that the depart-
ment has made so far. The figures show that
as regards departmental work in eomnection
with the reforestation fund, the balance is
in favour of departmental work. This is
rather an important factor, beeause it is
absolutely essential, if reafforestation is to
be carried ocut, that funds should be avail-
able. As the years go by and the area of
forests available for exzploitation decreases,
the amount of Tevenue aceruing from the
forests will be a diminishing factor. There-
fore, unless immediate steps are taken for
the permanent dedicatior of forest country,
we shall find ourselves in the position of bav-
ing to draw om Consolidated Revenue for
funds to carry on forestry work. The de-
partment’s report opens with the following
paragraph on forest reservation:—

It is most disappointing to have to re-
port that no further action has beer taken
by the Government towards the dedieation
of prime jarrah forest country as State
forest. The recent Royal Commission onm
Forestry, referring to the dedication of
State forests, stated in their report: "¢Evi-
dence shows that there is no reason why
this approval should be withheld.’’ The
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necessary plans covered by the joint recom-
mendations of the Surveyor General and
the Conmservator of Forests for the dedica-
tion of some 2,000,000 acres of jarrah
country as State forest, and 458,000 acres
ap timber reserves, were submitted to the
hon. Premier in 1921.

I took an opportunity previcusly of refer-
ring to this matter, but it is my hounden
duty to cmphasise the absolute necessity
for the carly dedication of the area.
the Minister (Hon. J. Seaddanj}, in deal-
ing with the subject on another motion, said
that the Premier was prepared to dedicate
as goon as he was satisfied. It seems to me
that the Premier shonld be satisfied, secing
that representatives of both the Lands and
the Forests Departments have formally agreed
upon a certain area, whwh could be im-
mediately dedieated. T have been requested
by the Fovestry League of Western Australia
to cmphasise this point, and in behalf of an
independent organisation, and also as a mem-
ber of this Assembly, I consider that T am
right in drawing attention to the absolute
and pressing necessity for the dedication of a
forest arca. I hope the Premier will shortly
satisfv himself as to the justice of the com-
clusion arrived at by the two departments.
Another most interesting phase of the report
deals with afforestation. On comparison with
the costs of reforestation in the other States,
it appears that our department are doing
fairly well. Tt may be interesting to members
to know the resulta of reforestation of pinug
insignis in South Australia. There it was
shown that the number of superficial feet
produeed per acre was in the meighbourhood
of 100.000. That was after a period of from
30 to 35 years’ growth. The timber was sold
for 10s. 33, per 100 super feet, standing.
This price yields an approximate return of
£250 per acre, on 2 growth of 30 to 35 years;
and the net profit per acre to the State is
something like £200. I have no reason at all
to doubt the correctness of the figures. They
were given by Mr, Gill, the Bouth Australian
Conservator of Forests, to the Forestry Con-
ferecnce held at Brishane a  little over 12
months ago, and they were closely investi-
gated by the members of that conference, who
ultimately were quite satisfied of their ae-
curacy, Sarely it would be a wise thing for
this State to utilise as speedily as possible
jts suitable lands for this purpose, The New
Zealand Conservator of Ilorests states that ho
hopes during the period of the first rotation,
which means from 30 to 40 years, to get from
the afforestation of pine a return equivalent
to the amount of the national debt. If it is
possible to do these things in New Zealand -
and South Australia, and, I may add, in Vie-
toria, where profits of a like nature have ai.
ready been won at Mt. Macedon and clse-
where, surely it is advisable for Westerd Aus-
tralia to enter upon an active policy in this
regard. As the result of inquiry from the
Forests Department T find that the results of
experiment with the planting of pinus pinas-
ter on the poorer sand country of this State,
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which at present is being utilised only for the
production of banksia, are very good, though
it is true that the results from afforestation
with pinus insignus have not been so good.
Experiments with pinus pinaster in France and
other countries have shown the timber to be
very valuable. Our loeal experiments have
taken place, I understand, within about 15
miles of Perth, The advantage of utilising
land in juxtapesition to the city for refores-
tation purposes is that in the course of the
development of a pine forest it becomes neces-
sarv to thin out the trees, and by growing
these forests close to the ¢ity all the timber
thinned out can be wutilised at a profit. Im
view of the experience of France and Ger-
many, where these pines have been largely
eultivated, it would be wise for ouvr depart-
ment to expend everything possible in de-
monstrating what can be done in this direc-
tion in Western Australin, It is known that
we have had losses over reforestatiom, but
the losses have been mainly duwe to the work
being undertaken by men of no special trzin-
ing. Forestry needs training and experience.
At present we have a pretty highly qualified
staff, and the new plantations arc undertaken
with all the advantage of special knowledge.
The experience the State gained by its mis-
takes in the past is a good guide for our fut-
urc undertakings. T have frequently pointed
out the searcity of some of our valuable tim-
bers, more particularly the sheoak and the
river hanksia. Tn only one instance to my
knowledge does the sheoak grow under fores-
try conditions. As for river banksia, it grows
only in forests along river courses. We can-
not hope to couserve these particular tim-
bers unless we go in for a definite fire pro-
tection scheme. TUntil we are able to ex-
tend our fire protection, the production or
these timbers will be futile. I hope therefore
that our fire protection system will be ex-
tended. I congratulate the department on
their display in our Department of Indus-
tries during the past few wecks. Anyone who
visits that exhibition must be satisfied that
our timbers can be put te purposes much
higher than those for which they are at pre-
sent utilised. In that exhibition I was much
struck with the wonderful exhibit of wandoo
Anyone who has seen that timber as treated
and exhibited by the department will agree-
that in itself it warrants a special visit to
the exhibition room. It is a wonderful tim-
ber, lending itself to the highest purposes. Tt
is necessary that we should do what we can
for the establishment of a forest produets
laboratory. That could be browght about by
using the serviees of oor University profes-
sors. Tn this they should act in co-operation
with the Forestrv Department. As the Uni-
versity is free, it has no funds to devote to
this class of work, and so it will be necegsary
that the Government or the department allo-
cate sufficient money to cover the cost of the
laboratory. The Minister for Forests on a
previous occasion stressed the value and im-
portance of a forest produets laboratory, and
I trust the valuable serviees of our professors
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in the University will be availed of to the
end I have suggested, I draw attention to
page 9, Scetion 6 ‘“‘Sales of tuart,’’ in the
department’s annual report. A good deal has
been said in the House about the use of the
mill at Wounerup for the treatment of tuart.
I sce in this report that a revenue of £3,076
was obtained from the mill’s output of tvart
and wandoo over a period of six months. 1t
was thonght this mill could not be made to
pay, but T am satisfied the mill would bo
profitable if it had as an adjunct a tarnery
works for the treatment of timber at present
unsaleable. Many of our timbers lend them-
selves well to turming purposes. I am sure, it
a tornery were established in conjunetion
with our tnart mill, all the timber at present
wasted would be profitably utilised. When
we have a timber indigenous to Western Aus-
tralia and limited in quantity, it behoves us
to use it to the best and fullest extent. 1
inmrpresa on the House the urgency for an im-
mediate dedication of our forests. I congratu-
late the ‘‘Western Mail’’ on its outlook on
forestry. Last week’s issue contained a page
by Mr, Ben Strange illustrating the foolish
manner in which the State is treating its
forests. I hope that evem by that form of
advertisement it may be brought home to the
people how necessary it is they should take
this matter seriously. The department has
done good work during the past year, showing
that the new Conservator is earrying out his
duties very efficiently. We ought to congratu-
late oursclves upon having so enthusiastic a
young officer at the head of the department.
I hope the new year entered upon will not
reach its conciusion before the Premier de-
cides to dedicate the area mutually recom-
mended by the two departments that have
troe knowledge of the timber eountry suit-
able for forestry purposes. It is difficult to
bring home to the people the vital necessity
for conserving our forests. Our per capita eon-
sumption of timber is increasing, while the
timber itself is decreasing. TFrom all over
the world we are getting nothing but warn-
ings of the wrgent necessity for conserving
the forests, for reforestating vacant places,
and for the care, not only of our own in-
terests, but of the interests.of posterity.

Vote put and passed.

Vote—Police, £179,489:

Mr. MARSHALL (Murchison) [9.10}: T
have a litle to say on this vote, chiefly in re-
gpect of traffic control and the attitude of
certain members of the police force towards
the recent trouble in North Perth. First of
all T wish to confirm the report of the Com-
missioner upon the housing of the traffic ataff.
One has only to call upon the Chief Inspector
of Traffic in his office to understand the re-
marks of the Commissioner. One cannot
speak too strongly of the premises in whigh
the traffic inspectors have to carry on their
work. To reach the office one has to pass all
the stables and wurinals and other unseemly
spots. The staff is housed in an old chaff
or harness store, anything but sweet to the
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nostrils, There is in the Estimates nothing
to provide for the crection of a decent build-
ing in a more guitable spot. It is not fair to
usk the traffic officers to work under such
conditions, and I hope that in next year’s Es-
timates suituble provision will be made, not
only for the housing of the traffic staff, but
for the putting into operation of the Weights
and Measures Act. Although passed many
years ago, that Act has not yet been brought
into effect, the reason beinyg that there is no
suitable building in which officers adminis-
tering that Act can be housed. The Police
Department contributes to Consolidated Rev-
enue some £5,000 annually, which in itself
ought to ensure thein suitable buildings. I
would draw attention to the speed of motor
cars and their rapid increase in the city,
In 1921 there werc registered in the metro-
politan area 792 motor cycles and 1,900 ears,
In 1923 there were 1,000 motor eycles and
2,380 cars. Motor lorries numbered 41
in 1921, 47 in 1922 and 43 in 1923,
These figures give some idea of the
increased work devolving vpon the Traffic
Department. As one who has paid the pen-
alty for the right of motorists to drive
so0 recklessly as to eause grief to other people,
J maintain tbat wore stringent regulations
should be enforced. In 1922 one person was
killed and 60 persons were injured by motor
propelied machines in the mefropoltan area,
while in 1923 the casualties were 12 killed
and 181 injured. These figures should im-
press members with the necessity for adopt-
ing more stringent laws. I do not blame the
police for thc prevalence of reckless driving
by motorists. 1 blame the magistrates and
the justices who inflict fines of only a few
ghillings for grave breaches of the regula-
tions, as a result of whieh the police become
disheartened. I had an interview with Chief
Inspeetor Smith, who asserted that the exist-
ing law was satisfactery, but I do not see
how any improvement can be effected wntil a
speed limit is imposed. Varying speeds could
* be provided in accordance with distance from
the town hall. T wish to read the report of a
prosecution at Fremantle. Tt states—
Dangerqus motor driving.—Details  of
the reckless manoer in which a motorist
drove a car and endangered the lives of
pedestrians were told in the Fremantle
Police Court yesterday when Frank Baden-
Powell (23), a dentist of York, was pro-
eceded against, in his absence, on a charge
of having on Septemher 27Tth driven past
a stationary tram when persons were board-
ing the tram, and while proceeding in the
game direction as the tram. Messra. F.
Instone, and Jas. Shepherd, J’s.P., were
on the bench. Prosecuting Sergeant Cas-
sidy stated that defendant had endorsed the
sommons with the plea of guilty. The facts
related in the court were that the defend-
ant turmed the intersection of High and
Market-streets at a sreed between 15 and
2?0 miles an hour. A nomber of persons
were on the road and were preparing to
board a stationary tram.
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The CHAIRMAN:
with the Estimates?

Mr. MARSHALL: The police are adminis-
tering the Traffic Act and, unless the regula-
tions are made more stringent, it will be
waste of money to continee to pay men to
regulate the traffic.

The CHATRMAN : The poliee, in prosecut-
ing offenders, have done their duty.

My, MARSHALL: But a man guilty of
such an offence should not be let off so
lightly.

The CHAIRMAN: That is a matter atfeet-
ing the magistrate and not the Police De-
partment,

Mr. MARSHALL: 1t is hopeless to at-
tempt tv proteet life when such ridienlons
penalties are imposed. The report com-
tinues—

One woman was struek by portion of
the motor, her hat being knocked on to the
roadway, and another was brushed by the
side of the motor. Tramway men and
athers called qut to the defendant, who did
not stop the ear, and had not several hy-
standers noted the identification number of
the car, the defendant would noi have
been traced to York.

The CHAIRMAN: An accident of that
kind has nothing to de with these Estimates.

Mr, MARSHALL: As the police administer
the Traffic Act, I think I am entitled to dis-
cugs the resulta of their activities. That man
was fined a paltry £2.

The CHATRMAN: The police have nothing
to do with the fines.

Mr. MARSHALL: The number of acei-
dents is increasing rapidly yecar by year
and the police should be given greater powers.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: The cost of prosecut-
g is included in these Estimates.

Mr. MARSHALL: Then I am entitled to
continue my remarks.

The CHATIRMAXN : The hon. member
must not discuss what happens on the bench.
The police do their duty in bringing offend-
ers before the court, and I cannot connect
their action with the point you are raising,

Hon, W, C. Angwin: On a point of order,
the hon. member is showing the effect of the
action of the police, for whom provision 3a
made on these Estimates.

The CHATRMAN: He is peinting out the
inadequacy of a fine imposed by a magis-
trate.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: He is pointing out
that we shall be wasting money if we pass
these Estimates and get no better resnlts,

The CHAIRMAN: Go on.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is one of many
cages I could quote. It is time something
was done. While many motorists are careful,
many openly defy the police. This is appar-
ent every day in Perth. Motorists ean be
seen driving quite recklessly at 45 to 60 miles
an hour, and yet the police are powerless to
take action under the existing law. Last year
T suggested a speed limit of five or six miles
within half a mile of the town hall, the
speed to be increased aceording to distance
from the town hall. T now wish to refer to

What bhas that to do
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the trouble at Stone’s box factory, North
Perth. I asked questions, but received no
answer,

The Minister for Mines: You will not get
it from me, either.

Mr. MARSHALL: I know the faets of the
case, and T know that Chief Inspector Me-
Keuna has no reason to be proud of himself,
I do not wish to reflect upon members of
the foree generally, but Inspector McEKenna
proved to be, not a law administrator, but a
law hreaker. I shall prove it. He should no
longer hold his present position,

The Minister for Mines: He has held it
for 50 years.

Mr., MARSHALL: 1t is time he retired.
The whole procedure in eonnection with the
cage was irregular. The police could have
taken the mame of the little girls, instead of
dragging them away from their mother’s
breast, handenffing them and sending them

to gaol.
The Minister for Mines: Would not a
rattle have induced them to <follow the

police?

Mr. MARSHALL: They were s¢ young
that a rattle would have served the purpose,
but the police adopted a Hunnish method, in
order to show their anthority. Ingpector
McEenna instructed the police to arrest these
little girls on ecertain premises. The lady,
who lived in the house, said they could not
enter the proemires without a warrant, but
the inspector said, ‘‘I am Inspector Me-
Kenna,’’ and that his word was as good as
a warrant. That was untrue and was unlaw-
ful. He used his uniform and position to
break the law. The constables had to obey
hix orders, or they would have fallen foul of
him., He ¥new that if they went in he
would not be held responsible. I thought
better of him.

Mr. Pickering: He has fallen from grace.

Mr, MARSHALL: Like the hon, member.
X understand the police wanted a little black-
headed girl who waz supposed to be on the
premiges, After a good deal of persuasion,
the lady said one of the police could look
through the premises and see if she was there.
He did so, and reported his failure to In-
spector MeKenna, who said. ‘‘Go back and
get them; we must have them.'’ He re-
ferred to seven little girls who had been
putting wp a fight to get a wage slightly
in excess of 10s. a week from onc of the
worst sweaters in the State.

The Minister for Mines: What about the
police going into the factory without a war-
rant?

Myr. MARSHALL: The inspector would
probably not have allowed that. If was his
duty to teil the constables that they conld
not go into the house without a warrant, He
could have got the names of the girls in the
ordinary way. This would have been the
more manly eourse. Apparently, however, he
desired to subject these little children to a
great deal of unnecessary publicity, and also
to show what he could do. The attitude of
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the police in some directions was an insult
tu the laws of the land. To & little girl of
15 a constable, who said his name was Me-
Callom, put a number of questions upon
the answers {o which he built up a statement.

Mr. Angelo: The third degree.

Mr. MARSHALL: It was worse than tbat,
because he was examining a little girl who
should have been at school, and not working
as a wage slave in a factory. This constable
did not warn ihe child that anything she said
wonld be used in evidence against her, and
the mother did not know enough to warn her.
The constable said, amongst other things,
‘“Were you inside the factory when the girls
broke the machinery¥’’ No one knows yet
who broke it, but be wanted the child to

. answer the question,

The Minister for Mines:
happen?

Mr. MARSHALL: Inside the girl’s home.

The Minister for Mines: Did you take a
shorthand note of it? ~

Mr. MARSHALL: I got this from the
girl. The constable also asked her, ‘¢ Were
the men smashing the machinery while yon
were inside?’’ This was the elass of in-
eriminating evidence the constable was trying
to get out of the child. Both she and her
mother became hysterical while the examina-
tion was going on. It is unfair for a police-
man o walk into a private dwelling, and,
withont giving the recognised warning, ask
a child such questions. He read the state-
ment over to the child and commanded her
to sign it. She had mno opportunity of read-
ing it herself, Of course she signed it; she
was bluffed into doing so. How ecourageouns
these men are when they are put to the test!
Two girls. who were supposed to be ring-
leaders in the strike, were to be arrested.
I may mention that many of these girls were
little ereaturcs, probably torn from the
breasts of their mothers. Let me show how
courageous these men are when dealing with
little girls. As regards the two girls wheo
wera to be arrested, the police eventually
went to the secretary of the umion and ques-
tioned him as to their wherezbouts. They
were told that the girls were to be got ai
Fremantle, where they were collecting on the
wharf for the strikers. Were the police bold
enough to take the train to Fremantle and
arrest the girls in the neighbourhood of the
lumpers¢ No. They were too disereet to
act where they thought they might dig up a
little trouble for themselves. They waited
until the girls returmed to Perth. The tae-
tiecs I have deseribed are certainly not de-
girable. It does not speak well for Parlia-
ment if we tolerate such things., Had this
been a case of adults, with a chance of a riot
oceurring, one would not have cbhjected to the
police using such means as were best ealeu-
lated to avoid trouble and preserve peace and
quiet. However, the police arrested seven
little girls, Originally Chief Ingpector Me-
Kenna wanted only one little girl with black
hair,

Where did this
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Mr. Angelo: Did you say the girls were
handecuffed ?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes. It was Hunnish.
The little girls could have been pro-
ceeded against by way of summons.

From the treatment meted ouf to them,
one would think these future wmothera
of Western Australia were wild beasts,
Chiet Iuspector McKenna, instead of pro-
secuting in the ordinary way, thought fit to
bring the girls in and lodge them in the lock-
up, no doubt with a view to breaking their
spirit. Such conduct does not speak well for
a chief inspector of our foreces. I do mot
know that the affair will end there. Im-
mediately after certain questions were asked
in this House, a police constable visited the
premises where the girls were arrested. He
songht to pave the way for the forve in case
of an inquiry being held. He said to the lady,
‘*We are thankful for your sake that you let
us in the other might, that you did not stop
us from coming in.’”’ I may add that the
old lady is still waiting for the promised
warrant; it has not yet drrived. Had all this
been done by, or at the instance of, an or-
dinary peoliceman, I might have passed the
matter over; but that a chief inspector of 50
years' experience should aet in this way 1s
disgraceful. We should inquire to ascertain
exactly what tactics the police adopt in order
to secure convietion. This child, terrified by
the presence of a policeman, might have said
anything; she might have said a great deal to
ineriminate herself. T contemplate moving for
an inquiry. Independent witnesses are ready
to tectify. The police should be the last to
overstep the bounds set to their authority.
There are competent officerr and constables,
and hrmest and just men, in the foree; but
the attitude of Chief Inspector Me¢Kenna
and of two or three other officers was most
disereditable.

Mr. HGGHES (Eest Perth) {9.53]: I am
compelled to say a few words on this box
factory trouble, but 1 do not intend to dis-
cuss the aetnal case, heeause certain charges
are still sub judice. I do not propose,
either, to touch on that little disturb-
anee which has been misealled a riot.
I helieve that the vast majority of the
officers of our police force are men who do
their duty conscientiously, and who would
sooner put a petty offender on the right track
than run him in. T believe that the majority
of the members of the force would sooner,
when finding a person committing gome smatl
breach of the law, draw his attention to the
faet and let him go away, than endeavour to
build up a ease against him. Of members of
the force whom T know personally, T can say
that they do their duty impartially, and as
well as it could be done by men obtainable
in any part of Australia. But I must draw
attention to one man in particular. T will
not say of him that he is not a pood officer,
but I am bound te say of him that the mo-
ment he finds himself in charge of two muu
and a dog, and somebody shouts out ‘'Hear,
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hear,’' he loses his head. Some little time
ago a by-law was promulgated obliging peo-
ple to walk on either the right side of the
footpath or the left, according to the direc-
tion in which they were going. There was
in charge of pedestrian traffic in Perth one
Sergeant Johnston, and lhe was always in
trouble with the public. If a4 man happened to
be on the wrong side of the strect, Sergeant
Johnston would shitt him over in a manner
that the Australian citizen resents. As a re-
sult of coming into conflict with the publiec by
his harsh administration, Sergeant Johnston
found himself notieed in the ‘* Sunday Times,’
which attacked him roundly for the cxces
sive manner in which he discharged his duty.
1 do not know whether that is the reason for
his removel from traffic duty, but he was re-’
moved from it; and since he has been re
moved there has been in that conmection no
trouble in Barrack-street. Busy people are
unconsciously apt to hreak the by-law as to
walking on a particular side of the pavement.
Again, people are apt to astand at a sireet
corner, and thus obstruct the traffie.  Then
the ordinary member of the police force
politely asks such people to move. Not a0
Sergeant Johnston. He had a very brusque
and officious way of shifting people. If my
memory serves me righly, the matter ecul-
minated in the arrest of a man who was
merely hurrying along the street to attend to
his business. Sergeant Johnston rushed up to
the man, and handled him. The man remon-
strated, and the result was that he was
charged before the police court. The *‘Son-
day Times’’ took the matter up, and said that
the town was ‘‘suffering from too much
Jehnston.’’  That is not the only case in
which the officer lost his head under very
slight provocation.

The Colonial Secretary : When did that
happen?

Mr. HUGHES: About 12 months ago. 1
do not remember the exact date. )

The Colonial Secretary: It is rather old.

Mr. HUGHES: T could go back 20 years,
when this officer was a constable, and show
that he was castigated from the bemch for
roughly handling a prisoner

The Colonial Secretary: If we all went
hack 20 years, T do not snppose many of us
would come out toog well.

Mr., HUGHES: T have a recollection of
another ineident, the Esplanade Hotel strike.

The Minister for Mines: How do you come
to recollect those incidents so readily now?

Mr. HUGHES: Because I have had oc-
casion to recollect them.

The Minister for Mines:
even with the man.

Mr. HUGHES: XNot at all,

The Minister for Mines: Why did you not
write to me and ask for an inquiry into the
man’s conduet? Why did yor wait until you
eonld raise these matters here?

Mr. TUGHES: The Minister saw what T
wrote to the Press,

The Minister for Mines:
¥your tripe in the Press.

You want to get

I do not read
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Mr. HUGHES: The Press cut out the
secoud half of the letter. If the Minister
wants the letter, he can have it.

The Minister for Mines: T do not admin-
ister the Press, but I happen to be adwminis-
tering the Police Department.

Mr, HUGHES: The Minister must have
seen tho report in the Press and the reply in
which I definitely charged the sergeant with
exceeding his duty. As head of the Police
Department, what more does the Minister
want? I have that much confidence in the
Minister that 1 would not waste my time in
writing to him.

The Minister for Mines:
hear you say that.

Mr, HUGHES: The Minister knows I do
unt write to him much. I have a recollection
of the trouble on the Esplanade. There was
a demonstration of armed force in Australia
in 1921! There wore fixed bayonets! There
was a field ambulance! TFancy that in Aus
tralia!

The Minister for Minea:
forget it for a long time.

I am glad to

And you won’t

Mr. HUGHES: I should think not.

The Minister for Mines: It kept you
quiet.

Mr. HUGHES: E&ergeant Johnston and

other officcrs came down. The other police
congtables had no trouble with the publie,
Sergeant JFohnston found it neeessary to ar-
rest a man named Axford.

The Colonial Secretary: He must be a very
wicked man.

Mr. HUGHES: The Minister may be flip-
pant, but T want to inform him and others
as well, that the workers of this State are
not going to bhe man-handled by men like
Johnston. No other police officer got into
trouble on that occasion, but Sergeant John-
ston had to arrest a man. Then there was
another ineident when an illugionist named:
Nikola wanted to give a public exhibition by
hanging himself in Hay-street. There should
be 1o ohjection to a man hanging himself in
that way. If the Minister for Mines wished
to give a public exhibition by hanging him-
self, we should not objeet.

The Minister for Mines:
to miss you.

Mr. HUGHES:
hang myself in publie, beceuse I am afraid
Johnsten would not cbjeet.

The Minister for Mines:
what is obviousg?
hang yourself.

Mr. HUGHES: 1In the incident I refer to,
there was jnst the ordinary crowd present
who attend such performances.

The Minister for Mires: You would be
amongst them, I warrant.

Mr. HUGHES: If it had@ beea the Min-
ister instead of Nikola, I would have bcen
there, no maiter how much trouble was
cansed.

The Minister for Mines: 1 have never scen
yOur name on a jam tin yet!

I would not like

Why not state
You know you would mot

T do not intend to try to’

ISk

Mr, HUGHES: T have so much confidence
in the Minister that T know he would get out
of the knot as easily as Nikola did.

The CHMAIRMAXN: Neither the Minister
vor Nikola is on the Estimates.

Mr. HUGHES: A few people gathered to
sge the performance. Everything was all
right until Sergeant Jehnston arrived; then
there was a riot. It seems te me that every
time Sergeant Johuston comes into contact
with two or three people, there is a riot, How
ig it there is no trouble with other police
offirera?

The Minister for Mines: It iz the same
with all these Johnstons! Look at Jack John-
son and the trouble he caused.

Mr., HUGHES: Ancother phase I wish to
refer to is the man-handling of a eripple dur-
ing the Police Court proceedings in connec-
tion with the boxmakers’ strike. A number
of peoplc asscmbled in the back of the Polico
Court. Sergeant Johnston sat at the soliei-
tors’ table in the bhody of the court, facing
the mapistrate. He could not see what was
going on behind him. I was sitting
at the table facing the wmagistrate and

opposite to Sergeant Johnston. Neither
he mnor I ecould see what was going
on at the back of the court. During

the cross-examination of one of the witnessea,
a little squeaky voice from the back of the
eourt said ‘‘hear, hear.”’ The court orderly
demnnded silence and the court was silent in-
stantly. The court orderly considered the in-
cident so ftrivial that he did nothing; the
eross-examining counsel went on with his
questioning; the magistrate made no reference
to it; the court proceedings were in mno
way disturbed. The incident was so trivial
that the magistrate allowed it to pass
without reference! In a second or two
after the voice was heard, however, Ser-
geant Johnston rose excitedly from his seat
at counsel’s table and rushed to the back of
the court. There was a scuffle immediately
and three or four thuds as though someone
had fallen downstairs. Knowing the tendency
of Sergeant Johnston to lose his head and
knowing that a lot of waterside workers wero
there, I went outside immediately. T ran
down the passage und out into the lane and
foun? the poor unfortunate eripple, with
wooden legs and suffering from tuberculosis—
he is so weak physically that after three
months battling. 1 got him 73. a week from
the Charities Department to save him from
starvation—deathly white and with the life
frightened out of him. Obviously, he had
been man-handled and the thuds were
from this crippled man being foreibly
slong out of the court, Sergeant Johnston, too,
was white, but he was white from temper, not
from fear. Quite apart from the manner in
which Johnston exceeded his duty in man-
handlieg a cripple, T want to register an em-
phatic protest regarding what the sergeant
did when he got the cripple outside. His first
demand was® for the man’s name and
address.  Withont hesitation those parti-
culars were supplied. The next request was
most extraordinary. Sergeant Johnston asked,
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““Have you anything on you to prove your
jdentity?’’ Fortunately, the law does not
make it necessary for us to carry identi-
fication dises. While a police constable has
the power to demand the name and address
of any individual, he has no power to de-
mand proof of identity. Section 50 of the
Police Act, 1892, says—

Any officer or constable of the police foree
may demand from and require of any in-
dividual with whose person he shall bé un-
acqnainted his name and address, and may
appreliend without warrant any such person
who shall neglect or refuse to give his name
and address or either of them when re-
quired so to do as aforesaid; and every
guch person 80 neglecting, or refusing, or
who shall give a falge namc or address
when applied to as aforesaid, shall upon
conviction forfeit and pay any sum not
execeding £5, or at the diseretion of the
convicting jusiice be commitied to any gaol
or lockup, there to be kept at hard labour
for any term not exceeding threc calendar
months.

Nowhere in the Police Act is power given to
the poliee to demand that a person shall prove
his identity. If an individual refuses to give
his name and address, the questioning con-
stable can apprehend him.

Mr. Mann: You would not object to a
constable making all reasonable inquiriest

Mr. HUGHES:
gives his correet name and address, the au-
thority of the policeman ceases.

My, Angelo: How does the eoustable know
that the information is correct?

Mr. Mann: T am not defending the case
the hon. member is referring to. but a con-
stable has a right to ascertain if the informa-
tion is eorrect.

Mr. Chesson: Where is the power for that?

AMr, Mann: It is common sensge.

Mr. Chesson: You have a lot of it!

Mr. IUGHES: The member for Perih
(Mr. Mann} knows that while a ronstable ean
ask for a persen’s name and address, he has
no power to demand more than that. If he
considers a wrong name and address is given,
the constable can make subsequent inquiries.

My, Mann: That is the point.

Mr. HUGHES: And if the constable as-
certaing that the information is wrong, the
law prescribes a penalty. When the sergeant
demanded procf of the cripple’s name and
address, clearly he exeeeded his duty. T took
the opportunity to tell Sergeant Johnston
that was so, and in doing so I exercised
aright every eitizen has. The police have no
more right to exeeed their duty with regard to
the public and assault an individual than a
member of the public hag the rirht to assault
a constable. The next request Sergeant John-
ston made was more extraordinary still, Ser-
geant Johnston said: ¢ What have yon in your
pockets? Turn out your pockets.’’ Surely
we are not faced with such a positien that
constables are to be permitted to exercise the
right of search at first sight! There are cer-

I would. When a man -
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tain offences and conditions referred fo in
the Police Act under which a constable may
search without warrant. Section 49 sets out
the circumstances in which copstables are al-
lowed to take individuals into eustody without
warrant and it reads:

Any person found committing any of-
fence punishable in a summeary manner may
be taken into custody without a warrant by
any officer or constable of the police force,
or may be apprehended by the owner of the
property on or with respeet to which the
offence shall be commitfed, or by his ser-
vant, or any person authorised by him, and
may be detained until he ean be delivered
into the custody of a constable, to be dealt
with according to law; and every police of-
ficer or constable may also stop, search, and
detain any cart, carrviage or vehiele, in or
upon which there shall his reascn to suspeet
that anything stolen or unlawfully obtained
may be found, and also any person who
may be reasonably suspected of having or
conveying in any manner anything stolen or
unlawfully obtained; and any person to
whom any property or liquor shall be of-
fered to be sold, pawned, or delivered (if
he shall have reasonable cause -to suspect
that any offence has been committed with
respect to sueh property or liquor, or that
the same, ur any part thereof, has been
stolen, or otherwise unlawfully obtained,
or is intended to be used for an unlawful
purpose), may apprchend and detain the
person offering any such property or liguer
as aforesaid, and as scon as may be deliver
him into the custody of a constable, to-
gether with such property or liquor to be
dealt with accecrding to law . . . .

The section concludes by making provision
for bail, and so on.

Mr. Mann: A constable ean also arrest a
persen whom he suspects has committed or
is about to commit a crime,

Mr. HUGHES: There are certain powers
given, hut certainly the shouting of ‘‘hear,
hrar’” in a police court does not enable
those powers to be exercised. It would
be a very elastic interpretation of the Police
Act and its provigions to say that beeause a
man shouts ‘‘hear, hear’’ in the Police Court
the police have the right to search him on
sight. People get excited when industrial
troubles are in progress. When a constable
so far Jloses his head as to exreed
his duty in the manmer I have deseribed,
it is simply provoking treuble. When
I avw Sergeant Johmston man-handling the
eripple at the Police Court, I conld under-
stand what he must have been like at the
box factory episode. If all pelice officers
were to act like Sergeant Johnston, every
little industrial trouble would develop into
a riot. If, instead of getting hold of a crip-
ple. Sergeant Johnston hod got hold of a
young fellow 12 or 13 stone in weight and
man-handled bim, the lad would have lost his
head and reialiated. The police would then
have come to the assistance of Johnston,
while the young fellow’s maies would have
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lost their heads, and so there would have
been another riot, this fime in the police
eourt, The Miniater ought to remove
Sergeant Jobuston. I am not suggesting
that the officer be disrated, but be is
temperamentally unfit for his present duties.

Mr, Mann; Frobably be will be promoted.

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member must
have inside information. Sergeant Johnston
ought to be removed to a position where he
will not come into contact with the public.

Mr. Mann: Of what use would be a police
ofticer who did not come into eentact with the
publie?

Mr, HUGHES: There are in the depart-
ment plenty of positions in which bhe could
he employed away from the public. [f fur-
ther illustration of Sergeant Johnston’s ten-
dency to lose his head were necessary, it is
furnished by an incident that occurred in a
tramcar on the evening of the day on which
he man-handled the cripple. Sergeant John-
ston, in plain clothes, boarded a tramear. In
execotion of his duty, the conductor asked
him for his pass. Sergeant Johnston refused
to show it, saying, ‘‘ You know I have a pass.
You bave seen it often enough.’’ The cov-
duetor said, ‘‘I do not know you have one,
but if you have I want to sce it.’' Tl re-
sulted in an sltercation betweecn the two, The
conductor stuck to his guns, and the sergeant
had to produce his paas, whereupon he said
to the conductor, ‘*I will fix you later for
this,”’

The Minister for Mines:
picked that up from you.
told him.

Mr. HUGHES: 1 said he would hear more
of it.

The Minister for Mines: The trouble is, it
is we who are hearing more of it.

Mr, HUGHES: I do not suppose it will
make much impression con the Minister.
Probably Sergeant Johnston will be pro-
moted, as the member for Perth suggesis.

The Minister for Mines: I have nothing to
do with promotions. The tram eonductor
should have reported the inecident to his
officer, and through him to me, I have heard
nothing of it.

Mr. HUGHES: He did not bother to re-

ort,

P The Minister for Mines: Then why did he
report to you?

Mr. HUGHTES: BRecause he had read in
the newspaper that I had a row with Sergeant
Johnston. 1t is damnable the number of peo-
ple who have come io me with complaints
against Sergeant Johnston. It proves that
the man is temperamentally unfit to handle
the public. The tram eondnector had a perfect
right to ask Sergeant Johnston for his pass.

Hon. W. C. Aagwin: They ask for mine
every day.

Mr. HUGHES: They are free to ask any-
body but Sergeant Johnston who, when he
is asked to produce his pass, threatens to fix
the conductor later. Tt is & nire state of
affairs when police officers provoke disturb-
ances i that way. I have no grievance
against Sergeant Johnston.

He must have
That is what you
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The Minister for Mines: Then it takes you
a long time to say nothing.

Mr. HCGHES: I have no personal griev-
puee against him, but when the workers of
this State are man-handled by men employed
to preserve the peace. I must enter a proteat
against it here, We shall have no end of
riots if police officers are to act as Sergeant
Johnston does. If the Government wish to
preserve the peaee they will transfer Sergeant
Johuston to a position in whivh he will not
be called upon to hapdle large crowds. I
understand Sergeant Johmston did distin-
puished work in the Fremantle strike of 1917.
I did not then know him. 1 saw him for the
first time at the Esplanade, and did not re-
cognise him again until seeing him in court.
T.ast session 1 asked the House was it the
intention of the Government to appoint an
additional inspector, and if so, which ser-
geants were yualificd by cxamination for pro-
motion. Sergeant Johnston’s name was not
on the list of sergeants supplied in answer to
the question. T am informed that since then
Bergeant Johmston has qualified by examina-
tion. I am told that ome of the sergeants
who had previously passed the examiination
way carrving ount the dutics of inspector, hut
recently was sent back to bis old position
as sergeant, and that Sergeant Johnston has
been acting in the semior capacity,. When a
Jjunior officer acts in a senior capacity it gives
him first cull on the position. Why is Ser-
geant Johnston given preference over a man
senior by examination? It seems to me an
iniustice has been done to the other sergeants
and special consideration shown to Sergeant
Johnston. TPerhaps there is some foundation
for the interjection of the member for Perth
{Mr, Mann) that Sergeant Johnston is to be
promoted as a rtesult of the box factory
fracas.

Mr. Mann: I said he might be promoted.

Mr., HUGHES: Apparently he has some
infiuence that will enable him te get prefer-
enece over his seniors, If there is to be dia-
erimination amongst the members of the
force, we shall goon destroy its efficiency., I
am not looking for anyboedy’s sealp, but T
want to see the police act in such a way that
in any industrial trouble the peace will be
preserved. I might have complained to the
Minister, demanding an inquiry, but T did not
do so. I wrote to the newspaper only because
the paper had associated my mame with the
incident. The Minister probably saw the
reference in the paper. If he had wanted to
interfered, it was his prerogative to do so. 1
suggest that he transfer Sergeant Johnston
to a position in whiech he will be less likely
to get into *rouble throungh bis unfortunate
temperament.

Mr. MeCALLUM  (Sputh  Fremantle)
[10.267: T should like to know from the Min-
ister whether the ‘‘West Australian’s'’ re-
port of proceedings before the police court,
concerning the box factory strike was cor-
rect? That report stated that two nnion
officlals were admitted to the rourt only on
the condition that they kept gnidt. T want
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to know why trades union officials should be
singled out ror special treatmeni; why special
conditions should be imposed vpon them,

The Minister for Mines: I do not know
whether or not the report was eorrect,

Mr, McCALLUM: Then I think tbe Min-
ister should make inquiries.

The Minister for Mines: You could have
asked a question, and I would have found
out for you.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The magistrate had no
information about it, and it was only when
the lawyer drew his attention to it that the
urion officials were admiited, Tt is repug-
nant to the whole of British jurisprudence
that the police should restrict te those of
whom they approve admission to the court.
We boast that the courts of the British Em-
pire are conducted in full public view; yet
it is reported that two umion officials were
admitted only on certain conditions. If it
be true, the police exceeded their duty, and
should be told that their function i3 not to
frame laws, but to administer them. I hope
the Minister will make inquiries and, if the
report be correet, bring to book whoever was
responsible for the irregularity,

Mrs. COWAN (West Perth) [10.28].
I want the Minister to make a special
note of what the Commissioner g8ays
in regard to wife and child desertion.
The Commissioner suggests that money
earned by a delinquent husband sent to
prison should be available for his wife and
children. The present law does not seem to
bring home to such men their responsibility to
the State or to their wives angd families. T
should like to see the law amended in that
respect. I congratuate the women police on
the splendid record they have put up. We
have cvery reason to be prond that we have
women doing such excellent work. Anyone
who reads Appendix ‘F’' must realizse how
fine that work has been, and of what assist-
ance it may be in redueing the amonnt of
crime and lessening the temptations to yoong
girls and boys. The Mipister as well as Par-
linment must appreciate their work.

Mr. MANN (Perth) [10.31]: Does the
Minister intend to bring down a Bill this ses-
sion to provide a pension scheme for the
police? If there is any branch of the Gov-
grnment service for which pensions should be
provided it is the police.

Hon. M. F. Troy: Was not a motion car-
ried agreeing to some scheme?

Mr. MANX: Yes; T understand the police
were ananimous and are prepared fo do a
great deal towards financing it. T believe a
Bill has already been drafted.

Hou. M. F. Troy: But it cannot operate
witheut Act of Parliament.

Mr. MANN: That is so.
bronght down this session?

Will the Bill be

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. J.
Seaddan—Albany—in veply) [10.32]: I have
listenend to the airing of grievances and,
while I must accept members’ statements, I
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believe a declaration from the police that
have been accused of doing all sorts of things
would place an entirely different complexion
on the accusations, Chief Ingpeector Me-
Kenna has had approximately 50 years’ ser-
vice and, duvring the 20 years I have been in
Parliament, I have not heard a single com-
plaint against him until to-might. No officer
of the foree has rendered such magnificont
service without ecausing friction amongst
either the police or the general public. If he
behaved as soggested by the member for
Murchison (Mr, Marshall), I am extremely
surprised. He may have done things in a
way that the member for Murchison consid-
ered incorrect, but I do not hesitate te pay
a tribute to him as an efficient officer. In-
spector McKenna is about 70 years of age
and, when he retires, he will do so with hon-
ours probably second to none of any officer in
Australia. 1 shall not pay any iurther atten-
tion to the matter beyond saying I am certain
Ingpector McKenna could give a satisfactory
answer to the statements of the member for
Murchison. I hnve heard that Sergeant John.
ston is slightly inclined to lose his temper.

Hen, M. F. Troy: He is entactful,

The MINTSTER FYOR MINES: I do not
know that I would say that. The member
for Enst Perth (Mr. Hughes) said he was in-
clined to lose his head.

Mr. Chesson: He has had that reputation
for 20 years.

My, J. . Smith: He is one of the whitest
men in the force.

Hon. M. F. Trey: We do not say he is
not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The mem-
her for East Perth says Sergeant Johnston
is ineclined to fly into a temper, sometimes
under provocation, at other times, the hoa.
member would have us believe, withont provo-
eation, I would not pgive mueh for a man
who could not lose his temper aceasionally.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: We do not.

The JMINISTER FOR MINES: I should
have said outside a Cornishman. A paliceman
eannot be superhuman. He has te put up
with a great deal in the way of insults and
gihes that requires extraordinary self-control.

Hon. M. F. Troy: They get a preity good
deal.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: And the
public get & pretty good deal from the police,
too.

Hon, M, F. Troy: They expect it.

The MINTSTER FOR MINFS: I take ex-
ceplion to the member for East Perth who,
havine had a slight altercation, took the op-
portunity to voice his protest here and give
epeeial publieity to the mutter. He was not
satisfied with mentioning his particular com-
plaint, but gathered from all the street corn-
ers for 20 years back

Mr. Hughes: No, T did not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
member said he could go back 20 years and
drag up something against Sergeant Johnston
to Dbolster up his own particular compldint,
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There is nothing to boast about in an attitude
of that kind. The hon. member knew I was
Minister for Police. If he had a complaint
he should have written to me, and, if
an inquiry was warranted, I would have
ordered it. TF it had been a matter of man.
handling or treating someone as a beast in-
stead of a buman being, it would be a ques-
tion for an inquiry. I have not heard that
Sergeant Johnston lost his temper to that
extent. At fimes he has assumed an attitude
that may have led people to believe he was
in a temper, but it has beem assumed to ob-
tain adherence to the correct demeanour on
the part of those inclined to flout the law. If
be had said, ‘*Please, Mr. member for East

-Perth, will you kindly walk past me without

broshing me,’’ the hon. member would prob-
ably have concluded he was a soft sort and
bave given him a push. If he had said,
“'Kindly keep your hands off,’’ the hon. mem-
ber would have done it without further ques-
tion.

Mr. Hughes:
much,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Because a
man assumes an attitude of dignity, he should
pot be accused of exceeding his duty. I have
not heard that Sergeant Johnston committed
any erime in the way of man-handling people
that wonld eall for a reprimand. T have heard
he hag many fine gualities.

Mr. Richardson: He is a good officer.

Mr. Hughes: I did not impeach his other
qualities; I charged him with losing his head.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: 1 antiei-
pated the hon. member would air his griev-
ance here, so I asked for an explanation of
the court incident. Had I known the hon.
member was going to try to bolster up this
incident by bringing all the charges he conld
collect over a period of 20 years, I would
have asked for Sergeant Johnston’s personal
file so that I could have answered every one
of the charges. Sergeant Johnston’s state-
ment is as follows:—

Do not rely upon that too

I have to report that the remand eases
in connection with Stone’s box factory
were commenced at the police court on
Thuraday, the 4th inst. Mr. Lane, solicitor,
appeared for all the accused, and asked
the police magistrate to order all witnesses
in the casec to leave the court, which was
done. Seated at the solicitor’s table in the
eourt by the side of Mr. Lane was Mr.
Hughes, M.L.A., who was taking notes of
the evidence. During the day I noticed
Mr. Hughes frequently leave the court with
papers in his hand, and go into the room
where the iwitnesses now being called by
the defence were. He would go into the
room and speak to those inside, and then
return to the court. I am not in a position
to say what he was talking about, but this
is a gross Lreach of court procedure for
any person eonnected with the case to aet
in such a manner. On Tuesday, the 9th
instant, Mr. Hughes left the court whilst
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the case was proceeding, and went into the
witnesses? room. The corrt orderly, Con-
stable McKenzie, followed him in and spoke
to him about being in conversation with the
witnesses, He said that he was not talking
about the case. The witnesses for the pro-
secution (several women and girls) com-
plained that they were being called scabs at
the court by some of the witnesses for the
defence, and Misa Shelly, so I took them to
the sergeant’s room at the police station to
avoid frietion. In cross-examining the
witnesses Mr. Lane took every opportunity
to helittle the police, which cauvsed those in
the gallery *o Jaugh and pass remarks, and
disturb the eourt. I placed two police re-
ernits in the gallery to pick out those
offending. When Sergeant Anderson was
being cross-examined, Mr. Lane said, ‘‘If
the crowd were as bad as you say, do yom
think any arrests would have been made?

There would not have been a policeman left

alive.’? A voice called out in a loud tome,

“¢Hear, hear.”’ I went to the back of the

court, and a man was pointed out to me

by the reeruits. I wasked thiz man if it
was he that called out. He made no
answer. 1 asked him to leave the court,

He refugsed. I caught him by the arm and

led him downstairs out into the lane., When

we arrived in the lane I asked this man
his name and address, which he gave very
enwillingly. I was writing in my book
when Mr, Hughes rushed up and said, ‘‘Do
net give him your name. Don’t tell him
anything.”” T told Mr. Hughes not to in-
terfere. He said, ‘I am appearing for

this man.’” I said, ‘‘Yom are not.’’ 1

then asked {he man if he had any letters

or papers to show me with his name on,
and he took a letter from his poeket with
his name and address on. Mr, Hughes said,
f“You are exceeding your duty; you will
hear more of this.’’ T said, **¥You should
mind your own business. You ought to
know better than to interfere with the
police in the execution of their duty.’’ He
then returned to the court.  There were
several witnesses present to prove my state-
ments if required.

This is the sergeant’s statement, and we have

had that of the member for East Perth, T

am gure we all regret the incident,

Hon. M. F. Troy: Whose statement do
you believe?

The MINISTER FOR MIXES:
please myself,

Hop. M. F. Troy: Which do you believe?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
my business.

Hon. M. F. Trov: It is our business.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is not
the hon. member ’s business.

Hon. M. ¥, Troy: These papers must be
Iaid on the Table of the House. Whom did
you believe a few years ago?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
not the hon. member’s business. I do not

I can
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think the incident is so serious as to warrant
our putting the sergeant in a cloakroom; he
is too valuable an officer for that. I propose
to-draw the attention of the Commissioner to
the remarks of the member for East Perth.
Even in trying cireumstances suech as these,
members should endeavour to act courteously
to the police force. 'We bave as good a foree
as there is in Australia. The position of our
police is not on all-fours with that of other
police forees. Our men perform a number of
extraneous dutics that are not performed by
police elsewhere. They are not ordinary ar-
resting machines, They are civil servants, in
many cases, performing such duaties as ecllect-
ing statistics, inquiring into matters aflecting
different departments, issuing licenses, collect-
ing revenue, and carrying out a number of
other duties which do them the utmost credit.

Mre, Mann: They also collect money for
hospitals.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: They per-
form a number of duties in a very meritorious
way, It is a force to be proud of. I have
had few complaints concerning them; indeed
there are many instances to show that they
are to be commended for the work they do.
They also handle the traffic in the metropolitan
area. It is cstimated that there were 500 more
motor cars al the show last Wednesday than
on the same day last year, but I did not hear
of a single accident,

Mr. Clydesdale:
ably well.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes.
Many people have told me it stands greatly to
their credit that they were able to handle,
within a cramped area, such a large traffic
without difficulty or accident. From the offi-
cers to the constabulary we are improving
the calibre of our police. We are encourag-
ing men who join to understand that they are
not to bhe merely arresters of law-breakers.
We are getting together men with a know-
ledge that is very necessary, seeing that they
have to earry out se many other duties. Ounr
police must, therefore, be placed on a dif-
ferent basis, and I propose to recommmend that
a change should be effected in their com
ditions. At present they receive certain con-
sideration for length of serviece aund good ser-
vice, in the form of a gratuity after a cer-
tain periol. I prorose to recommend that
after a certain number of years they shenld
be entitled to a pension in the event of th ir
remaining in the service. They are anxious
for this, and I do not think the cost would be
very much greater than the present system.
This wounld te the means of inducing men to
remain in the service, after they have ne-
quired the necessary experience and at a time
when we may well expeet to get the best out
of their services. At present they draw a
lump som when they leave. This gratuity
they frequently put into some form of husi-
ness and lese it altogrether. We ought to en-
courage the men who take up police work to
remain with us, and if they remain they ought

The police did remark-
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to be rewarded in the pame way as other
hranches of the Public Service are, by a pen-
sion. They have at present a gratuity fund,
to which the Government contribute, and
wihich to ail intents and purposes is not sol-
vent. 1 believe we could change to a pension
fund without much additional cest to the
State, and thus greater satisfaction would ro-
sult to the members of the foree, and they
would remain permanently in the service.

Hon. M. F. Troy: When do you propnso
to make that change!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
know that it can be done this sessiom.

Hon. M. F. Troy: It will have to be done
by statute.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes. The
matter was only brought to my attention
gome time since, and I am inquiring into cvery
phase of it. With regard to the point raised
by the member for Bouth Iremantle (Mr,
Me(lallum)}, I was net aware of it until he
menticned it. However, I will have inquiries
made, and if necessary will farnish the hon.
member with information.

Mr. Hughes: [ would like to reply to the
statement read by the Minister.

The CHAIRMAN: 'We are on items now.
The general disenssion has closed.

Houn. M. F. Troy: We are in Committee,
and anything cap be diseussed.

Mr. Hughes: I will take an item.

Item, Inspectors, £4,815:

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: T ses there is an
additional inspector. We have 391 constables
with 12 inspectors and 14 sergeants. That
means an inspector for every 33 men. The
population is not increasing as fast, re-
latively, as the number of inspectors.

The Minister for Mines: We have made
an inspector under the Traffic Act

Hon. W. C, ANGWIXN: That Act has been
in force aince 1819,

The Minister for Mines: But the officer
in charge of the administration of the Traffie
Act was made an inspector only last year.

Hon, W. €. ANGWIN: Why was it nceces-
sary to create him an inspector? Such an
appointment makes a great difference in con-
neeticn with the gratuity fund, Onece a man
is made an inspector, he ceases to be a police-
man and becomes a member of the Publie
Servire. That affeets the State funds con-
siderably, and therefore it is unwise to ap-
point too many inspoetors.  Moreover, it is
not only the inspector himself: he must have
an office and a staff. The tendency to build
up offices should be resisted,

The Minster for Mines: But we have given
the police ndditional work in inspection of
traffie and liquor.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: They were doing a
lot of that work previously.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: T will in-
quire resarding the need for the additional
inspector, but T helieve the appointment was
owing to the additionzl work put on the po-
lice. A branch must have an inspector in
charpe, to carry the respongibility.
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Item, Constabulary, 10s. £4. per day to 19s.
yer day, £118,£00:

Mr. HUGHES: In reply to certain paris
of the statement read by the Minister I wish
to say that I attended the police court in my
capacity 2s law clerk to Mr. Lane. I had a
perfect right to be there. The sergeant states
that one ia not allowed to talk to witnesses. Let
me point out that the police had a witness
in court listening to the proceedings, and that
that witness was later put in the box to give
evidence for the prosecution. I went out of
court whenever it was necessary for me in
the execution of my duty to do so. The in-
cident referred to oceurred towards the end
of the trial. Many girls merely interested
in the ease ussembled about the court. I was
going along the passage and stopped to spenk
to these little giris. Then an officer came
along and told mc T had no vight to do that.
He did not, however, want t0 manhandle me:
he simply came along like a sensible man in
the execttion of his duty. I said, ‘Al
right,”’ and went away, in order to aveid
any argnment. To say that T was consuli-
ing with the witnesses is a deliberate mis-
statement. If counsel for the defence wanted
to talk to the witnesses, he could do it after
the eourt adjourned at 4 pam.

The Minister for Mines: T don’t think there
i3 much in that point.

Hon, M. F. TROY: I do not think it comes
with very good taste from the Minister that
he should read to the Chainber a statement
from SBergeant Johnston. 1t is quite eom-
petent for the Minister to say, ‘I have in-
quired fully into this matter, in anticipation of
what is happening here, and I have received
an explanation which satisfies me that sueh
and such is the ease.’’ But to bring and
read here lefters from police officers jus-
tifying their attitnde on a mere bald state-
ment is not deing a fair thing by the Cham-
her. I am not prepared to take any and
every police officer’s statement, becausc of
personal experience I have had. A policeman
bailed me up in the street, and treated me
roughly, and then swore on his oath that he
had never handled me. At the zame time,
he appealed to me in the court not to push
the matter. In a mining town I saw a police-
man assazult a man outside a hotel and then
arrest him. When the man appeared at the
court, T appeared too, If I had been a jus-
tice of the peace, I would have taken my
place on the bench. T do not say that always
the police do not tell the troth, I know that
there is a code of honour among them under
which this business becomes secondl nature.
I do not say it in hostility to the Minister’s
aidministration of the Police Department, but
it is not wise to encourage police officers who
possess such powers. As a2 body of men they
exerrise great powers, and, to a considerable
extent. they exercise them very sensibly. If
the Minister. however, is prenared to come
forward and place before the House a police-
man’s statement as to the real explanation
of what happened; he will be encouraging the
police officers to do things they would not
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otherwise do, if they did not think they would
have the Minister behind them on all oceca-
sions. I have no quarrel with any police
officer, but I have mentioned the personal
experience I bad, In that case, the man
swore that he had not laid hands upon me,
although he had done so violently. 1 know
a number of instances in which police con-
atables have not acted in the best interests of
the department. The MMinister has known of
hie department gacking men.

The Minister for Mines:
ually dealing with them.

Hon. M. F. TROY: You will bave to sack
them again,

The Minister for Mines:
baard.

Hon. M. F. TROY: I have known con-
stables do extraordinary things and yet get
off. I know a policeman in town who
did his best to ravish a woman, and
yet he got off. I know dozems of in-
stances of these things happening from
time to time, I do not say the police con-
stables are always the guilty parties, but
I am not prepared to take the statement of
any policeman merely betause it is read in
the Homse. Tt is not proper to encourage
the men in that direction. To read a police-
man’s letter here a3 the explanation of an
incident is merely to give these men an im-
portance that they should not receive, The
Minister should give his statement, and not
read a conrtable’s letter.

The Minister for Mines: This man is con-
cerned in the ineident. The member for East
Perth made his statement in person and why
should not the sergeant he heard as well¥

Hon. M. F. TROY: This is not the place
where it should be done. The Minister can
make a statement on hehalf of the sergeant
and tell us he is satisfied the sergeant did
hiz duty. All that the police can reason-
ably expect is that the Minister will see that
justice is done to them.

The Minister for Mines: T will not defend
them if they are in the wrong.

Hon. M, F. TROY: T know that.

Vote put and passed.
Progress reported.

We are contin-

They have their

House adjourned at 11.5 p.m.



