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Mr. HAWKE: Thai is a very weak con-
tention to put forward,

My, Latham: But it is the guestion.

Mr. HAWKE: The aunthorities who will
consider this Case will not take that into
consideration.

Mr. Latham: Won't they?

Mr. HAWEKE: They will not do so, be-
canse they will not know whether it is true
or untrue; they will take the particulars
as set out in the Case. If they find that
our progress regarding the establishment of
manufacturing industries has been slow and
that the slowness of that progress has been
more than counfer-balanced by the remark-
able speed with which we have developed
our primary industries, they will logically
form the conclusion that we have concen-
trated upon fostering the latter form of
production. In arriving at that conclusion,
they will be quite correct. There are a
hundred and one features of the Case of a
similar deseription that require attention,
and so it seems to me there is need, if the
Case is to be made more effective still, for
further careful consideration to be given
to it, particularly with the object of greatly
reducing its present bulkiness. I am pre-
pared to do everything possible to see that
the decision of the people is implemented,
if it be humanly possible, There need be
no surprise on the part of anyone that the
present Government—a Labour Govern-
ment—should have taken the steps deemed
necessary to give effect to the decision of
the people, so emphatically recorded a year

ago.

On the motion by Hon. W. D. Johnson,
debate adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER (Hom. P. Collier—
Boulder) [6.15]: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
4.30 p.m. en Thursday, the 26th April

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6,16 p.m.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Tegislative Rescbly,

Tharsduy, 206U April, 1934,

Pase
Questions ; Frufb industry—i, Fly pest ; 2, Grant to
exporters
Group settlement—1, Minister's Instructions:

2, Abandoned groups, expenditure ... e 229
Butterfat prices . . 220
Wire netting churges e 220
Psychologleal ¢lluic Lo 220

Bl ¢ Secession, 2t ... 220

The SPEAKNER took the Chair at 4.30

peme, and remd prayers,

"QUESTIONS (2)—FRUIT INDUSTRY.
'y Pest.

My, J. H. SMITH asked the Minister for
Agricultare: 1, Is he aware that fruoit fiy has
made its appearance in hitherto clean South-
West areas in a most alarming manner dur-
ing the past few months, needing drastic
action? 2, In view of this fact will he, at
the earliest opportunity, consider the repeal
of the legislation passed last year in regard
to second-hand fruit ecases being used for
any purposes?

The MINISTER ¥OR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, T am aware that fruit fly has
made its appearance in some South-West dis-
tricts which have been free of this pest for
some years. 2, The seriousness of this pest
is recognised and any action considered ad-
visable will he tzken that will assist in con-
trolling the pest.

Grant to Exporters.

Mr. J. II. SMITH asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, What action has his depart-
menk taken in regard to the Federal grant to
exporters of fruit for last season? 2, On
what basis is the distribution of this grant
to be made? 3, If the hasis has been arrived
at by the department will it be made avail-
able immediately, as many growers are in a
neeessitous position?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, The matter was brought up at
the conference of Ministers of Agriculture,
when it was unanimously decided to approach
the Commonwealth usking that a “necessit-
ous” fruitgrower he defined as follows:—FA
fruit grower who, in regard to any export
shipment of apples or pears during the sea-
son 1933, failed to obtain for the fruit off the
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tree when ready for packing, a net returny of
25. per bushel” The Premier has alse
communicaied with the Prime Minister to
this effect. 2, Answered by No. 1. 3, We
have not yet been informed of the decision
of the Commonwealth Government,

QUESTIONS (2)—GROUP SETTLE-
MENT.

Minister’s Instructions.

Mr. J. H. SMITH asked the Minisier for
Lands: In view of his recent viit to the
Group Settlement areaz, and his assuranee
that triers would he assisted, will he amend
his instructions on the cow hasis and deal
generously with cases on their nerits, in
order to give encouragoment to progressive
setflers?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
Triers are heing assisted generously as far
as funds will permit.

Abandoned Groups, Expenditure,

Mr. BROCKMAN nsked the Minister for
Lands: 1, On whom will the enst of the
present expenditure on abandoned groups
fall? 2, Is it proposed to add this cost to
the original, or to the present, debt on these
holdings? 3, Is he aware of the enormous
expense that is heing incurred in dealing with
this undeveloped green-timbered country? 4,
Will he visit the -Margaret River distyiet,
with the view to noting the methods now
heing adopted, and take steps to rectify same
if proved unpracticable?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, This has yet to be determined. 2,
Answered by No. 1. 3, No. 4, Not im-
mediately, but inguiry will be made.

QUESTION—BUTTER-FAT PRICES.

Mr. BROCKMANXN asked the Minister for
Agriculture: Following the appointment by
him of a committee to deal with the quesiion
of the stabilisation of butter-fat prices, can
he inform the House when producers are
likely to obtain any henefits from the pro-
posed action, as it is most important that
the benefits, if any, should commence hefore
the end of the financial vear?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for the
Minister for Agrienlture) replied: The
Board has been appointed. wiih the definite
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object of improving the position of the pro-
ducers. We are not in a position to Fore-
cast, but I am hopeful that it will not he
long before benelicial resnlts will acerue.

QUESTION—WIRE NETTING
CHARGES.

My, LATHAM asked the Minister for
Lands: As an annuoal contribution of 2 per
cent, is made to a sinking fund and 5 per
cent. interest is charged for wire and wire-
netting supplied under the Wire and Wire
Nefting Act, No. 35 of 1926, and as the
moneys for this purpose are obtained by loan
from the Commonwealth Government, w!ll
he make application through the usual
channels to the Commonwealth Government
for a reduction of interest and a postpone-
ment of the eontribution to the sinking fund
until a payable price is obtained for farm-
crs’ preduce, particularly wheat?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
Representations have already been made hy
the State Government in regard to a redue-
tion of inferest. The Commonwealth have
not yet replied.

QUESTION—PSYCHOLOGICAL
CLINIC.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Health: 1, As a promise was given by a pre.
vious Government that the equipment would
remain intact at the Psychological Clinic
until sufficient revenue was available for the
re-opening, will he advise whether it has
been found necessary to vary that promise?
2, If so, what has hecome of the electrieal
equipment?

The MINISTER FOR BEEALTH replied:
1, 1t has not been found necessary. 2, The
whole of the equipment is available for nse
when needed.

BILL—SECESSION.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 24th April.

ME. DONEY (Williams - Narrogin)
[4.35]: The only major disagreement T have
with the Bill is in respeet of the small size
of the proposed delegation; other than that,
[ ami whole-heartedly supporting the Bill. I
wish to join with the Premier and the Leader
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of the Opposition in applauding the achieve-
ment of the special committee that were
entrusted with the task of drawing up the
Case for Secession. That committes found
themselves involved in something like six
months of the most intensive applieation and
investizgations, 1Towever, 1 think they have
their reward in (hat they must know ihai
the people of the State arc indebted to them
for a duty weli and faithfully performed.
We do not know cxactly what the futwre
may disclose to the contrary, but so far as
we can judge to-day it would seem as if no-
thing of any greal value has been omitted
from the Cage, which, in the hands of the
1ight men and the right number of men,
should pave the way to vietory Lor onr canse
in London. The secession movement in this
State divides itself quite naturally into four
phases: the referendwm, the Case, the pre-
sentation and, of course, the sequel. Whether
that sequel embedies the beginning of a new
era of prosperity for this State us a seli-
governing Stote, or whether on the other
hand it will mean just patching ap the rnins
of what was a eonstitnent part of the Com-
monwealth, no man knows; no man knows,
despite the pretended confidence with which
we are facing this big issue. It is worth
noting that in ne one of those four phases,
save only the last, does this House play ov is
it likely to play anything Jike a leading part.
The secession position as we find it to-day
has not been expressly engineered by any
politicul party, but is just the nalural and
spontaneous expression of the will of the
people of the State. Therein lies at once
the strength of and the justifieation for the
scegssion movement. 1t is too late in the
day to dispufe or in any way vary the termns
upon which we seek to secede. 1 hope,
therefore, despite the Jead given in last
Tuesday’s debate, that the House will
content itself Cfor the balance of the
debate with dizcussing the question of pre-
sentation, and that alone. After all, the
question of presentation is the kernel of the
_ dehate, or rather Clause 6 of the Bill might

he termed the kernel of the debate, indced
might, almost be said to be the Bill itself.
Nothing else compaves with it in import-
anee, Nevertheless, T would nol now he dis-
cussing Lhis plase of the Bill were it not
thut last Tuoesday’s debate wade it apparent
that sueh fight as there will be on the Bill
will centre on the question of 1he delegation.
In ite wlection of the delegation this TTouse
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shoulders o very great respounsibility; I do
not think anvoue is likely to dispute that.
The personnel and the number of the dele-
gation are likely to develop into the pivot
puint upon which this Case will sway, either
to defeat or victory, and if we in this House
wake any big error in regard to the dele-
galion we shall have done the State prave
disserviee by not only losing the ground
alveady won, but by endangering and per-
haps losing altogether the eause for which
we are fighting,  Manifestly this is not one
of the occasions when we should parsimoni-
ously or grudgingly eount the financinl cost.
With sneh a Cnse, the cost is not a major
consideration. We should be foolish indeed
il at a time like this and with a Case of
such magnitude, we should spoil the ship
tor o ha'porth of tar. The Bill says we have
to szend three men to London, making four
with 8ir Hal Colehatch. The House will
agree that it is wise to ndd the qualifications
of a man like 8ir Hal Colebatch to the re-
sources of thie delegation. But in so far as
coneerns the balanee of the delegation, that
is to say, the three men to be appointed by
this House, there can be little doubt that
the question will give rise to quite a few
disputes. I do not care who the three men
to be appointed from this State may he;
they certainly will not earry my confidence,
Not, naturally, that I can have anything
devogatory to say about the qualifications
of men of whom ng vef I know probably
nothing, but 1 say the job is allogether too
big and too many-sided for three men.

Mr. Tonkin: Touv many eooks, you know!

Me. BONEY: Even that does not always
apply.  8ix pood tnen are stronger than
three good men, and I say on that ground
alunte at least six men should go.

Mr. Sampson: In a multitnde of ecoun-
sellors!

Mr. DOXNEY: That eertainly is more
applicable than the aphorisin’ suggested by
the member for North-East Fremanile.
Whieh memher of this Chamber has suffi-
cicul prevision to know the nature and ex-
tent of the work which the presentation of
the Case will be likely to give rise to?

Mr. Wilson: Where are vou to get them?

AMr. DONEY: Ont of the 400,000 odd we
have i this Slate surely we can get six
men capuble of putting the best face pos-
sible on the Cnse! We have to provide nat
only for the obsiacles that ran he seen and
known, bul also for many difliculties and
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dangers which are perhaps only just possi-
hilitie-, but which nevertheless necd to be
provided agiain=t. Betore passing that point
I <hould like to say that our men, when in
London, will almest certainly find themselves
under the meedd for pitting their wits
again=l some ol the best binin~ in Dritain,
and all the time they are there they will
need fo be at the top o their form.  OQur
men, unless their nwmbers be enlarged, will
wilt under the strain; I feel no doubt on
(hat point, that they will wile under the

strain and  will  let  the State down.
That 1s the fear T  have, and T
believe that fear is solidly grounded.

We persist in referring to the aectivities in
London as the “presentation,” and I
imagine that we conjure np a picture of
Your, good, solid, frock-coated Weslern Aus-
tralians passing on our prayers to Iis
Majesty and to the Houses of Parhiament,
those four men afterwards stepping to one
side, their job dane. I consider that that
will he only the window-dressing side of the
husiness; the actual husiness will have no-
thing or very little to do with that. There
almost certainly will be a certain amount of
introductory ceremonial, but the most seri-
ous position will be veached when the pre-
sentalion develops into o fight, probably =
long drawn-ont fight, between our poor
little delegation on the one hand and the
Full strength of a very defermined ¥ederal
Government on the other hand, plus, I sup-
pose, an array ol eonstitutional lawyers
who, at the behest of the House of Commons
Committee on Petitions, will held an inquest
upon everv claim and every disability set
out in the Case. T ask memhers to eonsider
on what particular aspect the House of
Commons Committee is likely to concentrate.
We cannot tell. Perhaps it will he the gov-
ernmental side, perhaps the agrienltural,
pastoral, commercial or industrinl; but we
know sullicient to realise that all those activ-
itics should he definitely vepresented on the
delegation in order that its members may he
alle to supply answers and advice, not only
to the members of the delegation hut also to
an army of inquisitors from Federal and
from Tmperial sources. I imagine that mem-
bers are not likely to overlook the faet that
the House of Commons Committee on Peti-
tions is a judicial body, possessing all the
strang powers of a Royal Commission. and
we know from recent experience just what
those powers ave, and that osnr <nall dele-

wation may need to stand the strain of that
sort ot inruisition for three, four, five or
six months, Suppose the delegation com-
prised six, cight or ten members. After all,
what boots that? We are attacking a very
ztrong position. The enemy is strongly en-
trenched in it; it has strongholds all over
the City ot London, and I maintain that
when we attack a position of the kind, un-
less we attack in force, we may as well leave
the whele joh alone and keep our represen-
tatives here in Western Australia,  This
certainly s not going to be the walk-over
that -ome people pretend it wil o I
submit that the size of the delegation is
linked wp with another important fealure.
It has been frecly stated—und I think this
is a phase that will be stressed by the Fed-
aral defence—that this Western Australian
talk of secession is a mere stunt, a mere lever
in order to cnable us to lift from the Fea-
eral authorities a larger disabilities grant.
Whether the secession movement is or is not
having that effect is a matter of mere fem-
porary consequence. The point we have to
consider is that, if we do send the very small
delegation outlined in the Bill, it will cer-
tainly lend colour to the allegation that there
is nothing whatever deep-seated or sincere
about the szcession movement. “Why,” the
Federalists will urge, “if the people of West-
ern Australia are prepared to send only
three men on an errand of this kind, surely
they do not deserve or desire to suecceed.
There is no real intention on their part to
sueeeed.”  We certainly shall lay ourselves
open to that interpretation if we send a
delegation of the small size proposed in the
Rill. To my mind it is a distinet misfortune
that our standing orders do not permit of
private members moving to amend the clause
or subelanse to whieh T am referring. 1
take it that no private member may move
in the direction of inereasing the size of the
delegation on the score that it is not com-
petent for any member so to move as to
increase the hurden on the Treasury. There-
tore 1 ean Jo no more than to plead with
the Premier to erndieate what I eonsider is
the prineipal weakness of the Bill. I am
zlat that the Pemier is in his place and
l~tening to oy renmmrks, jor 1 pin inper'i]
that he will take serious notice of my sub-
!ni:usions. Members should also note that
1t 1s not competent for this House to discuss
the Case as a Case, for the ample reason)
that ihe Case has not heen made the sub-
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jeet of a schedule or poﬁion of 1
schedule to the Bill. It will, neverthe-
less, be competent, I take it, for the

House to discuss such portions of the Case
as are specifically mentioned in the body of
the Bill. I was sorry that the member for
Guildford-Midland was not in his seat at
the commencement of to-day's debate. I had
particularly wished to hear what he had to
say, and 1 am sorry that he has not given
ma an opportunity to know his line of
attack on the Bill.  The House certainly
listened with more than usnal interest to the
contributions to the debate by imembers on
the Government cross-benches iwo nighis
ago. The two members who then spoke—
the member for Perth (Mr. Needham) and
the member for Northam (Mr. Hawke)—
commenced by assuring the House that they
would do all in their power to sec that the
Cass was properly presented, because they
were keen that the will of the people in this
matter should prevail. What did that mean?
Subsequent portions of the speeches of both
those members indicated very plainly that
it meant less than nothing. They had no
good that I eould gather to say ahout the
Bill. On the contrary they found -ample
reasons why the Case would not succeed,
vught not suecceed, could not succeed. As o
matter of fact they considered tha{ there
should be no Case at all, and if my memory
serves me aright, I think they indicated that
138,000 of the 209,000 people who voted—
in other words, the voters in 44 electorates
out of the 50—had been led astray.

Mr. Needham: You had better have an-
other think,

Mr. DONEY: The memher for Northam
went so far as to assert, in reply to an inter-
jection from this side of the House, that a
far better method would have been to sub-
mit the question to a referendum of the
whole of the people of Ausitralia. I-do not
know whether the hon. member thought that,
by adopting his method, we wonld have had
the slightest chanee of snccess. The hon.
member seems to held the opinion that the
ouse would have n far better ehance of
getting a square deal by referring the ques-
tion to the cat. I am sure that no other
member of this House holds that opinion, I
vecall that the member for Perth said we
wonld not be ir the position in which we find
ourselves to-day had we done certain things
that were not done. Bo far as I can reecall,
the hon. memher earried that argument no
further.
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Mr. Needham: Yes, 1 did.

Mr. DONEY: L do not reeall it

AMr. Needham: Quote me correctly if yvou
mtend to quote me at all.

Mr. DONEY : Natorally I agree with any
man who says that, if we had done some-
thing else, the position to-day would not be
what it is.  Still, T should like to know what
the lion. member had in mind. I do not think
le himself knows, and in any event may 1
say that to give advice of that kind is of no
use to ns at this time of day. The memher
for Perth also said—and agnin I am open
to correction if my memory has not served
me aright——

Mr. Needham: You have not heen correst
so far.

Mr. DONEY: Then probably onme of the
bon. member’s friends, in speaking later to
the Bill, will put me right. I have no de-
sive to misquote him. The member for Perth
based another argument on un assertion
with which I agree, namely, that the found-
ations of the Commonwealth were well and
faithfully laid. No one will dispute that
statement. In giving utterance to it, the
hon. member spoke quite traly. But what
I want to know is the hon. member’s
opinion of the superstructure reared on
those foundations. What has the hon. mem-
ber to say of that? I will leave that as an-
other question for the hon. member’s friends
to answer later in the debate. I agree with
the member for Perth that & unity of nations
for their common weal and for equality of
progress is a truly glorious eonception, but
1 assert that a later generation has prosti-
tuted the infentions of those great idealists
and bailders, und therein lies our complaint
and thereon is bazed our Case. The founda-
tions of the Commonwealth Constitution.
without doubt, typified honesty, dignity,
partoership, in the best sense of the word,
and, of course, fair play, but I point out
that the superstructure reared on those
foundations is jerry-built indeed. Nothing
like the fair play that we were promised has
been extended to us by the parinership. The
basis of the whole dispute to-day is that
fair play and equality are lacking in the
treatment extended by the Federal Gov-
ernment to the people of this State.
‘The wember For Northam, iu a very interest-
ing specch on Tuesdny, outlined several non-
existen! difliculties. He explained how the
Imperial authorities would deal with the
('azo—a secret whieh has been denied to other
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weinbers of the Chamber. Atter that ex-
planation he talked of bayonets and blood,
and visualised a campaign on the part of
secessionists, who, throngh the non-success
of their secession novement, wounld turn their
attention to zeceding from the Empire.

Me. Sleeman : And he quoted Senafor
Lvneh,

Mr. DONEY: He quoted what thar very
intense loyalist, Senator Lynch, is supposed
to have zaid ot Coomberdale, or zome other
place, naely, that if we did not suceeed in
our plea in London, he would desire Lo shoul-
der arms against the FEwmpire, or words to
that effect.

Mr. Sleemien: He would he well in
background it that took place.

Mr. DONEY: He would not be the only
one,  Others would also be in the back-
zround.

Mr. Slesan: We are not upholding that
doetrine.

Mr. DONEY: I see. 1 thought the hon.
wmember was in Lavour vt the views expressed
by his friend. All those whe are acquainied
with Senator Lanch know that it is his happy
eusiom to use 2 number of Howery metaphors,
but no one among his Lriends believes liter-
ally everything he says. Surely the member
for Noriham eannot know the hou. senator,
atd surely too e did wrong te bring up all
these preposterous nupossibilities, aud I, too,
may he equally wrong in referring 1o them. 1
would, however, pay the hon. mcember the
compliment of observing that I Lelieve he is
too wise to he led astray by his own advice
on a matter of this kind, and too wise tv he
swayed by his own pretended fears, T be-
lieve the hon. mewmber 1o be a very able
gentlewan, but ott this vecasion T sny he has
applied his ability without discretion.

Mr. Moloney: You will have to give him
u lesson in diseretion,

Mr. DONEY: We had it from the member
for Perth and the member for Northam that
they promised to give all the help in their
power in the presentation of the Case. The
member for Perth wounld give that help by
allowing the Case to took after itself, and the
member for Northam would help it along by
sending just one man to preseny it It s
very plain that their help in this matter con-
sists in rendering it impossible for it to sue-
ceed. THere we are pleading for justice in
the Imperial Court, against most determined
opposition. It is possibly the biggest case
that this State will be engaged in for all
‘time, but all—advocates, witnesses, every-
bodr—that these two hon. members would

the
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spure Lo this country in its distress is one
man. | hope it is plain to the House how
anxious they are to do ull they can for the
presentation of the Case in order that the
will of the pcople may prevail. We now
know the line of uttack 1o be followed by
those gentlewen. They first of all promise
help, and then carry on in the most obstruc-
tive and unfriendly wmanner imaginable.
If that is their line of attack, it = a very
wean kind of aitack to adopt. I understand
that in the Commmonwealth Constitution, and
in the Statute of Westwinster, there is
nothing to preelude cither of the Iouses of
the British I"arlinment from granting separa-
tion or withholding separation, nor is thore
auything to foree them to adopt cither
course.  That 3= where persnasion is needed,
amrd where o big and powerful delegaiion
would he seen to real advantage. It is
thought that it is competent for the House
of Comumouns to grant the separation without
referving the Case to the Federal authorities,
I dave say that is so, but everyone knows thai
course will certainly not be followed. We
shall lind the Federal anthorities being called
upon by the Comuittee on Petitions to state
the conteary side of the Case. Another point
was attempted by the members who spoke
from the cross benche:. There seems to be
ameongst them the vain assumption that 1lis
Majesty and the lwo Houses of the British
Parliament will treat our delezntion with
disdain, and =end them back to West-
ern Australia with their tails belween their

legs. 1 think the hon. members must
liave misinterpreted the position. I shall

not be misunderstood if I explain that dur-
ing the Gireat War this little State won for
itself 4 warm place in the heart of the O1d
Country by reason of the record number of
soldiers, in propoertion to the population, it
was able to puat into the field, and because
of the intense loyalty and sacrifice of the
huge wajority of those who were left he-
hind, By veason of that fact alone the Old
Country will he inelined to give our dele-
gation all the respect and favour that is
desived. Western Australix need pat fear
the nature of its reception. I would draw
the attention of the House to the pleasant
fate necorded to the delegation of Burmese
to the Imperial authorities in their atiempt
to secede from the Indian Empire. Their
ease was not nearly so strong as ours, hut,
as a resnlt of the representations made, the
twn Houses of the British Parlinment were
prepared to geant them w new Constitution
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and allow them two Houscs ol Parliament
of their own. This is a matter which the
member for Northam went to so muoch
bother about on Tuecsday evening. The dele-
gation was given two Houses of Parliament
and a franchise more or less similar to our
own., It was treated with every friendship
and respeet. True, these two privileges were
accorded, provided thak, upon the return
of the delegation to Burmah, a favourable
vesult was secured by rveferendum on the
questions involved. It has no hearing upon
the kindly aftitude of the Old Country that
the referendum happened to be in favour
of the retention of the existing political re-
lationship with India. I agree with speakers
who have asserted that it is a drawback that
the intentions of the law in vespect to the
question under veview arc so obscure. T
imag'ne this is one of the occasions when
we here may be excused if we join with the
man in the street in deploring the com.
plesity of the laws which govern us. At
least we have the right to expect that our
laws will enable us to know precisely where
we stand. Unfortunately, that is exactly
what they fail to do. We have based them
upon the moral standards set up in the
Bible. I frequently find mysell wishing that
we had at the same time adopted the sim-
plicity and the directness of hiblical phrase-
ology. Sentimentally T am not a secession-
ist. I am not a secessionist for the sake of
secession, for the merc pleasure of seceding,
but I am one heeanse there seems to be no
other way of seeuring that fair play to
which the people of this State ave entitled,
and without which our people, particularly
those who work upon the land, will find
themselves ecommitted to a futnre of uueer-
tainty as a vassal State.

MR. LAMBERT (Yilgarn-Coolgardie)
[512]: It is due to us to pay a tribute to
those who prominently brought before the
people of the State the very speeial dis-
advantages under which Western Aunstralia
has suffered under Federaiion. One should
possibly hracket with them those who were
appuinted to prepave and state the Case
for Western Australia. The commitfee in
question traversed a great deal of ground
in outlining the cconomic and social life not
only of this State but of the Commonwealth
during the last three decades. Although the
report is weighty and conld - probably he
condensed, it has in no sense lost its value
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by reasun of those Pactors. Some people
helieve Lhat Federation is still on its trial,
That is not so. It has endured for 33 or 34
years. It ean safely be snid, however, that
Federation to-day is standing with one foot
in the prave. TIrrespective of commercial
and economic interests in the Eastern States,
thece has been no more loyal part of the

Commonwealth than  Western Australia.
The people of the State undoubtedly
and admittedly have wmude remarkable
sacrifices, and have shown a remark-
able national outlook by the vote
they pgave in favour of TFederation.

They knew that theirs was a young, unde-
veloped State with few or no industries of
any moment, They knew that the estahb-
lished secondary industries of the Eastern
States were likely to overshadow industries
existing here. Notwithstanding those faets,
notwithstanding the disadvantages from the
cconomic aspect and frem the ospect of
Western Australia’s isolation from the re-
mainder of this continent, they still, in the
conseiousness of a new national spirit, voted
for Federation. What have been the results
from the eonsummation of Federation in
1901 until 19342 T shall deal with a few
figures, and then with one or two minor mat-
ters, as I see them, connected with the im-
plementation of the vote taken at the recent
referendum, a vote which I think most of
the people of this country agree should be
given effect to and implemented. The Com-
monwealth of Anstralia from 1901 to 1933
has collected from Customs and KExeise a
grand lotal ol not less than £694,326,000.
First on the statutory per capita basis, and
since then by wavs of doles, the Common-
wealth Governments have returned to the
States over the same period of years the
(llowing amonnts—

£
New Bonth Wales 27,603,000
Vietoria 19,814,000
neecnsland 8,854,000
Houth Australia 6,147,000
Western Australin 8,727,000
Tasmuntin 2,601,000

These figures make o total of £73,792,000.
As regards lhe allocation, 1 wish to remind
hon. members {hat under the original Con-
stitution Aet there was special provision for
the return of certain moneys.  IHowever,
£€73,792,000 represents the total amount re-
turned to the States from the Commonwenlth
enllection of  €694,326,000 obtained from
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Customs and Excise alone. Let we point
out that Western Australia is saddled with
the greater portion of the development work
of this continent. e have to provide for
land development and mining development,
with consequent losses to our railway system;
and we have te provide funds for cduca-
tional facilities and so forth. If there are
any people who contend that this in itselt
does not eonstitute a shoeking and dammnable
indictment of the policy of the Common-
wealth, T do not understand their viewpoint.
Qur quarrel with ihe Commonwealth is not
social or religious or irrational, but purely
eeonomic.  Irrespective of secondary and
primary industries in Western Australdin,
the Commonweaith have held aloot and
shown themselves indifferent to any rational
development of the western portion of this
great continent. That fact is clearly demon-
strated by the figures of our trading with
the Eastern States, From 1901 to 1931
Western Australia purchased from the East-
erm States to the value of £167,092,000,
whilst during the same period the Eastern
States purchased from Western Aunstralia to
a total value of only £53,499,000. That is
the one-way traftic which the people of the
LEastern States expect us to aceept as a ren-
sonable hasis of Federation. It has never
heen a hasis of Federation, but a basis of
indiseriminate exploitation by JMastern States
manufacturers, who from the day Federn-
tion was consummated used the corridors of
the Commonwealth Parliament to lobby and
log roll so as not only to inerease the hurden
upon primary produetion here but also to
extinguish Western Auvstralian secondary
industries. That is where, largely, the poli-
tical crime has been eommitted upon West-
ern Awstralin, The Eastern Stfates have not
paid Tegard, as they should have done, to
the peculiar position Western Australia finds
itself in under Pederation. They have been
blind and deaf to that aspect. Just recenily
they have suggested that as an offset against
our desire again to hecome a free State and
to preserve something of our sovereign
rights, a constitutional conference should be
called to consider onr disabilities. But our
disabilities are not only constitutional. Thev
are economic as well. That is the lunda-
mental bhasis of our dissatisfaction to-day.
In Western Australia boys and girls to the
number of 2,000 anmmally are leaving the
primary and secondary schools with no ount-
look in life whatever. Absolutely all the
possihilities and avenues of our secondary
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industries are usurped by flooding and in-
creasing imports from the Eastern States.
And, while that process goes on, there is
also the faet that our avenmes of pri-
mary production are being closed by
the inereasing costs impesed on primary
producers here, those inereases being
cansed by the fiseal policy ol the Common.
wealth.  From the year 1924 1o the yeur
1922 the Commonwealth has taken, by way
of import duty on machinery and other
things necessary for our instrumentalities
in the way of electricity supply. railway
communication and so forth, no less o sum
than £223,000 from loan moneys raised by
this State. Theve, too, the Commonwealth
has elipped an amount from the resources
of Western Australia, The cost of the
machinery and  implements and  other
things necessary to the functioning of gov-
ernment and industry here is thereby in-
creased by 50 per eent. That is a damao-
ing indictment against those who sit in
Canberra to-day. Recently we had the Feil-
eral Disabilities Commission inquiring here,
The chairnsn of that Commis<on, | notiesd.
was greatly comeerned nbout the lavue
anmount of money that had been spent in
developing the hushiands of Western Aus-
tralia. Tet it be borne in mind that only
three decades ago the whole of Western
Australia’s wheat produoction conld have
heen loaded inte one small erall, Yet the
chairman in question, while eross-examin-
ing two or three of owr responsible offieers,
took exception to the amount spent on
opening up the hbush lands of this State.
Let me for a few mements deaw attention
to the monev spent by the Commonwealth
Government in o comparatively short
period of 30 years, First there is the profic
they have reccived from the Commonwealth
Bank., It will be remembered as one
of the most scandalous things in Aus-
traliun histovy that Western Australia was
forced, by cireumsianees prevatling  at
the time, to permit its aavipes banks to be
absorbed, by the Commonwealth Savings
Baunk. The Commonwealth took from us
the only bank we possessed, the only bank
available to ws for the purpose of giving
an impelus to roral produetion. T.egiti-
mately the Commonwealth should have
come to our assistance just as thev went to
the assi~lanee of the Assoeiated Banks dur-
ing the erisis, and as thex wonld wo to the
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assistance of those bunks again if there was
another crisis. The Commonwealth knew
that the money invested in our State sav-
ings bank was automatically transferred
to the Agricultural Bank for ithe purpose
of assisting land development. The posi-
tion was in no sense analogous to the elos-
ing of the State Savings Bank of Nf;w
South Wales, The Commonwealth put 1ts
claws upon our State Savings Bank, and
foreed the position so as to obtain control
of the institution. The profits of the Com-
monwealth Bank to the end of June, 1933,
amounted to £10,741)000, and there was
also the profit from note issue, amounting
to £22,060,000. For the same period the
profit from Australian coinage amounte:d_ to
£4,216,000, Now let me take the position
of Western Australia. Those who had some
early association with the endeavour of
the Australian people Lo bring about a fed-
erated Australia will remember that one of
the most forcible elaims for Federation was
the need for unificd defence. Yet to-day,
out of our total coast line of 11,310 wiles,
there is no less than 4,350 miles left de-
fenceless. What has the Commonwealth
done to ecarry out its nationnl obligation
to defend this western portion of the con-
tinent? ‘Frue, there are a few guns
mounted on & hill in Albany, and a few
guns mounted at Fremantle.

Mr. Cross: They are quite out of date.

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes; and the Federal
Government have spent no money whatever
to earry out the earlier intentions of the
framers of the Federal Constitntion. Yet
we find that to the 30th June, 1933, no less
a sum than £9,576,000 has been spent at
Canberra alone. I yield to no man in the
desire to see the ereetion of a capital eity
that will for all time glorify the aspira-
tions, and I may perhaps add the vanity,
of the Australian people. Nevertheless, it
is beyond my understanding how such a
vast sum could have been expended on a
Federal eapital while virtually the
whale of the coastline of Western Aus-
tralia has heen left defenceless. It
is a thing beyond my wunderstanding.
Tt is o great pity that someone did not tell
Mr. Egeleston, who was chairman of the
Disabilities Commission, something ahont
tho=p femres. Talke the rerard of the Com.
monwealth in the Northern Territory, which
must inevitahly he regarded as an integral
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portion of north Australia. The problem
there is difficult now and in the futare will
possibly loom greater than ever. In faet,
it may be regarded as one of the greatest
to he faced. DBecanse of the Territory’s
isolation and distance from the seat of gov-
ernment, it is the most vulnerable portion
of Australia. The total expenditure by the
Commonwealth in the Northern Territory
from the 3lst December, 1910, to the 30th
June, 1933, was £2,482 000 from revenue, and
£1,184,000 from loan funds, or a total of
£3,667,000. What have the Commonwealth
Government achieved for that expenditure?
We had the admission in this morning’s
“West Australian” by Mr. Holloway, a visit-
ing member of the House of Representatives,
that the Federal Government had achieved
nothing whatever. It is a matier of com-
mon knowledge that nothing has been accom-
plished in the Territory, nor is there ever
likely to be anything accomplished there so
long as we have the centralised form of
government from Canberra, a form of gov-
ernment that they are endeavouring, by in-
sidious methods, to continue to foist on the
people of Western Australia. When the
Commonwealth Government took aover the
Territory from South Australia in 1911,
ther took over the State’s indebtedness
amounting to £3,913,000. Of course, that
expenditure was by the State Government,
and we cannot hold the Commonwealth
hlameable for it. They took over the inter-
est on loans, discounts and flotation charges
amounting to £2,110,000, and the South
Australian Government handed over the un-
expended balance of loan funds, amounting
to £175,000, or a total of £5,954,000. From
that bave to be deducted receipts from the
Territory amounting to €2,022,000, leaving
a gross loss since 1911 of £3,931,000. That
is the loss ineurred by the Federal Govern-
ment on the administration of that compara-
tively small portion of Australia, where
there is no sign of progress made and no
possible hope of it, nor is there any sign of
fixed peliey in any one direetion. That is
an indictment we can level against the Fed-
eral Government. Let us consider their atti-
ture towards Western Australia in regard fo
the establishment of secondary industries.
During the war, when enormous swms of
money were rashly expended in all direc-
tions in an effort to feed and clothe our
troops, did the Federal Government ever
make inquiries in Western Australia regard-
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ing the advisability of establishing woollen
wills here? There were nnmerons woollen
mills in the Eastern States but despite that.
the Federal Government went to Geelony
and established woollen mills fhere, and
those mills were subsequently sold. They
did not inquire whether it was necessary to
erect two or three woollen mills in Western
Australia, and it remained for the patriot-
ism of our own wool growers, the Pastoral-
ists’ Association and others, to assist in the
establishment of the single woollen mill we
lhave in Western Australia. What did the
Pederal Government do in other directions?
To the 30th June, 1933, exclusive of the
sugar bonns and the wheat bounty, they
spent in bonuses no less than £6,022,000.
Fancy giving the big steel manufacturers,
and those who manufactured galvanised iron
and wire netting, the wine producers and
a dozen and one other others engaged in
various industries, fabulous amonnts by way
of bonuses in order to further develop their
respective industries! On the other hand.
they gave little or nothing to those concerned
with industries in Western Australin. The
total amount paid by the Commonwenlth in
sugar bhonuses since the inception of that
system 1s £3,899,000. It is safe to say that
that industry could not have existed with-
out the bonus. The capital involved has
heen watered down time and again.  The
industry was also established in the islands
in order to absorb the money at the disposal
of the sugar people, so that there wounld be
no possibility of an inguiry being made by
the Commonweaith authorities into the pro-
fits made by the industry.

Mr. Sampson: It has almost become their
right to have the bonus now,

Mr. LAMBERT: I ¢annot hear what the
bhon. mernher says.

Mr. SPEAKER . Anyway, he is out of
order!

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not know of any-
ihing the member for Swan (Mr. Samp-
son) ecould say that would help e,
It is true that the Federal Govern-
ment provided a small amount, about
which they made a great noise, when they
made available the gold bounty to assist
the production of gold in Western Austra-
lia. The fact remains that against the
amount I have quoted, representing
£6,022,000, we have only to analyse the fig-
ures {0 ascertain that of that magmificent
amonnt £160,315 only was provided by the
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Federul anthorities to encourage the gold-
mining industry in Western Australia. We
lave a twofold complaint against the Com-
monwealth.  Their duplieation of depart-
ments has contributed very much to the fin-
ancial instability of both States and Com-
monwealth, The Federal Government spent
£8,008,000 or the trans-Australian railway,
and created a separate department to con-
trol that one length of line. On the other
hand, that railway could casily have been
built with the mutual co-operation of the
Western Australian and South Australian
Governments, and, after construction, the
line could have been controlled by them, thus
obviating the necessity to create & Railway
Department to administer one streteh of rail-
way between the West and the East. The
PFederal authorities claim that that railway
has heen of advantage to us. As a matter
of faet, it bhas been of great wivantage to
the secondary industries of the Eastern
States. Commodities from the East, includ-
ing beer, fish and fruit, have been brought
into Western Australia by way of the trans
line, at favoured rates granted by the Com-
monwealth Government fo assist Eastern
States interests.  The Federal authorities
have boasted about the subsidies paid to air
services in Western Australia. !t must be
remembered that those payments are taken
from the Civil Aviation Vote. To the 30th
June, 1933, they certainly did pay £296,282
as & bonus in connection with the North-
West air service. If they had spent three
times that amount in that isolated part of
Australia in order to serve the people who
reside there and thus made some attempt
to assist in opening up and developing the
back country, the sum would have been in-
finitesimal eompared with thai spent in the
Northern Territory, for which nothing was
achieved and nothing can be shown, They
also provided £168,918 as a subsidy for the
East-West air service, in which direction
they subsidised aeroplanes to fly in compe-
tition with their own railway. Perhaps it
was justified from their point of view in that
it facilitated the movements of the business-
men, merchants and magnates of the Eastern
States who, for 30 years, had been engaged
in exploiting Western Australia with their
goods. To-day we stand in relatively the
same position that we were in when we
stumped the country erying out aloud our
desire that Australis should be made self-
reliant and self-contained, manufacturing
our own requirements for ourselves. We
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t'_elt fhat with the consummation of Federi-
tion we would share in that task and that we
ourselves would he self-eontained.  After
Federation has been in operation for 30
years, we now find that the Fastern States
are sell-contained and Western  Anstralin
impoverished. Then, when the Federal
authorities sent a Roxal Commission to in-
quire into our disabilities, members of ihat
body had the impodence to sugzest that lLe.
cause we had spent so much money on the
development of our land, in constructing
railways and providing water supplies, we
had heen extravagant.  On our part, we
van ask where that £600000.000 went to
v{hich they received from Customs and Ex.
c1se revenue sinee the innuguration of Feder-
atlo.n. True, we had some return in the per
eapita payments, but that was provided for
in the Constitution, and il was impos-
sible for any Federal Parliament to evade
that responsibilitv. The per eapita pavment
was a statutory obligation under the Con-
stitution. The total amount of Customs and
Excise collections in Western Australia tn
30th  June, 1933, was £32,765,635 under
the heading of Customs revenue, and
£11,931,449 from Fxeise, making a tofal
collection under the two headings of
£44,697,08¢.  When we consider (hoge
amounts we are foreed ta the eonclusion
that there must be some very vadieal re-
arrangement of our economie position with-
in the Federation, otherwive it will
Like a lot of other woll-ccanceived national
aspirations have ended. Special Common-
wealth grants o Western Australia to the
30th June, 1933, totailed £5,455,905. FEven
allowing for the Federal responsibility re-
garding invalid and soldiers’ pensions, and
the finaneial burden of carrying on the
postal and telegraphie services, there is still
close on £40,000,000 to he aceounted for as
the difference between what has heen re-
veived from the State and what has been re-
turned to it. These matters shonld be em-
phasised, quite apart from the Case formu-
lated by the special rommiitee appointed by
Partiament. The membhers of that body
carried out a monumental work and the re-
sult ol their labours will he useful for refer-
ence until such lime as we cun get a clear-
cut re-adjustment of the relationship between
the Commonwealth and the State. The Fed-
eral authorities should be reminded that out
of Western Australia’s toial indebtodness of
£85,000,000)  the  construction of railways,

die
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bramway= amd clectrie power stations  ac-
counted for 26,000,000, while harbour and
viver undertakings represented over £6,000..
00tr:  the construetion of roads and bridges,
over £2,000,000; the provision of water sup-
plies and sewerage, £10,800,000; the devel-
opment of goldficlds and mineral resources,
£2,500,000; and the development of agrieul-
ture, £29,000,000. Despite that, we found
the Chairman of the Commonwenlih Dis-
abilitics Commission questioning the expen-
diture mmdertaken by ouwr  handful of
peeple in Western Austealin to open up and
develop the eountry for the people of Aus-
iralia and of the limpire ns a whole.

Ar. Latham: And they were very glad fo
have it when they asked us to produee n
record crop of wheat.

AL, DAMBERT : Of vourse they were. The
fizures I have quoted ave indeed striking. TIf
we are going fo remain an integral part of
the Comnonwealth, if we are to eontinne to
believe as we believed in theory, with our
vouthful knewledge of a new-horn nation-
hood, in one prople, one flag, and one des-
tiny, it is nearly time the Commanwenlth
realised that the most hostile, nreompromiz-
ing and insistent opposition will be shown tn
them insido this House and out of it and by
every possible agency, unless they are pre-
pared fa remedy some of the economie ills
under which we are suffering.  Have they
dealt with the defence of the coastline of thi~
part of Australia?  Have they denlt with
stich big rquestions as  national insuranee?

We are faced with a2 world wide crisia.
Al other countlries have grappled with
this great problem. We, however, com-
pel our people to aceept the dole.  The
natural  corollary  would he to institute
the more elevating scheme of mnational

insuranee, so that those participating in 1t
would know that they were in erual partner-
ship with every other nnit in the community,
I only hope, as o resull of the Case put for-
ward, that we may get some remedy for our
ills. 1 repeat that we have to commend the
people whe lave carried on this agitation.
and while in theory [ amn not a secessionist
and never was, T helieve that the Australian
people will have quite enough to do in the
vears to come to fight hand-in-hand and side-
hy-side, instead of being disunited. But it
is our duby, however painful it may be, to
carry on the fight. Those who framed the
Case for Secession did it in a most compre-
hensive way which must earn the everlasting
thanks of the people of Western Australia.
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Fiatly, 1 Lhope that whatever may be the ve-
~ult of the delegation which will ultimately
go 1o Lomlon, T hope it will be emplasized
that we are determined, ~o long a- we remain
a partner in the Commoenwealth, to fizht for

the econuvinic amd =~vcial interest~= of the
people of Western Sustralia,
MR, SAMPSON (Swan) [3.50]: 1 de-

sire to express appreciation of the work done
by the committee in framing the Case for
Secession. That work reflects the highest
credit upon all concerned.  As 1 understand
the position it is not a matter al ihis june-
e of expressing voa<ons why thic Howee
should agree with the Case: the only ques-
tion before the House is the method of its
presentation to the TImperiai TParliament.
The fact that the Secession Committee car-
ried out its work in an honorary eapacity is
an indication of the widespread belief that
if Western Australia is to prosper she must
get out of the federation. Unquestionably
the position is that each vear, no maiter
what we export, we are getting deeper and
deeper into debt. The member {or Yilgarn-
Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) made the posi-
tion quite clear, and I can only hope that the
vesult will be that Western Aunstralia will
hecome free to control its own destiny, 1n
moving the seeond reading of the Bill the
Premice is reported (0 have said—-

Whether  permission  for 1 delegation 1o
appear  Lefore ihe  British  Parliament ne
granted or not, the Case will still have to be
examined by the Committee on Petitions. It
is important to romember that this Committes
un Petitions hos all the powers of a Royal
Commission. It can swmmmon witnessea amd
take evidence on oath. The Cage for Secession
will uot necessarily be necepted by that com-
mittee as evidenee, A official reports, tables,
aud  autheritics  referved to in the Case witl
have to be made availible as evidence.  These
are heing collectad amd prepared for despateh
to England. It is anticipated that the
Petitions (‘ommittee in Le¢nden will muke a
most exhaustive rxamination of the Case be-
fore reporting to cach IHouse, Tt is essential
therefore that the Case be supported by some-
one capable, not only of c¢nsuring its proper
presentation to Purlinment, but of also explain-
ing it to lhe committee, and transacting all
business arising out of the inguire which that
baods will institute. As the deliberations of
the committec will proabably be protracted,
whocever is entrusted with this work may have
ta remain in Eagland until it is completed.

From these remarks it seems clear that the
delegation should inelude (a} The three Par-
lismentary leaders: (b) Two members of
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the Seees~ton Committec whose names imme-
Jiate’y sueveast herselves il 10 the Avent
(eneral, Sir Flal Colebateh. The ineclusion
of the three Parliamentary leaders would
lmpress the authorities with the importance
of the issue, and should ensure the petitions
heing heard at the Bar of the House of Com-
mons. There are those who claim that the
cost of sending a big delegation would be
excessive.  That is quite an unjustifiable
statement. T we do not inelude in the dele-
eation the leaders of the movement it will
be open to those who oppose secession to say
that we are not very keen. s far as the
costs are concerned I believe that the people
of the State would subseribe the money over
and over again, There is no need for a big
sum.  We know what the leaders of the
movement wonld do. The Case as prepared
by the Seeession Committee is an indication
that we have men who are willing to work
laboriously for many months in an honorarv
capacity, Therefore, if Lbhere are men who
are capable of doing work of that nature
without fee or reward, unquestionably they
would earry on the work to completion with-
out expense. But that is not asked for, In
my opinion, there should he n representa-
tive of the Government, n representative of
the Country Party, and a representative of
the National Party. Fvery oune would have
confidence that such a delegation would put
up the Case in such a way that it wounld be
unanswerable.  Definite progress wowld be
made. The efforts of the committee have
been along a line of thoughtfulness, and
there has been for ever borne in mind the
importanee of maintaining the integrity of
the Empire and of putting forward the full
reasons why we should once more resume
our former status as a self-governing colony.
Naturally we cannot expect all the Parlia-
mentary leaders to remain in London inde-
finitely. That could well he left to the two
members of the Secession committee, and in
my opinion, there is no one more qualified
to carry on the work to its eonclusion by
explaining and substantiating hefore the
Committee on Petitions the Case which they
themselves have prepared. The Bill ag it
stands at present provides for four dele-
gates, including Sir Hal Colehateh, If,
therefore, that delegation includes the three
Parliamentary leaders, it cannot include the
two members of the Secession Committee, On
the other hand, if the delegation is to in-
clude the two members of the Secession Com-
mittee—and that appears to be Lhe popular
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forecast at the moment—ii eannot then in-
clude the three Parliamentary leaders. Tn
either case, therefore, the delegation would
not be as strong as it should he. When the
Bill reaches the committee stage I hope that
the number of delegates will be increased from
four to six. That will overcome the present
difficulty, and will ensuve the departure of
the most ahle and representative delegation.
The expense may be a little more, but in a
matter of such vital importanee to the
State, the question of expense hardly en-
ters into it, particularly as seeession means
a gain claimed to amount te £2,000,000 a
year to this State. Hon. members will ve-
eall thak not long sinece the manager of the
Government Electricity Department was de-
spatehed to Tondon for the purpose of pur-
chasing oune ‘'or mvre pie-es of cloptrieg?
machinery. T am net eriticising the action
of the Government. Tt was prohably well
justified. But if the purchase of such mach-
inery warrants two visifs to London by the
managet of the department, surely a dele-
gation of six is little enough to handle the
hundred and one prohlems arising from a
question of such vital importanee as the
release of this State from the federation.
Six would he few enouch.  Personally, T
shonld he inclined to support an inerens.
of even that number. sinee the stake at issue
is so important. The delegates will have
101 n-ohlems to answer, for all manner of
difficulties will he put in their war. We
want these men Lo go because we believe
that if thev do go our iunstifieation for
secession will be put more clearly before the
authorities than it otherwise could be. Re-
lief from Federation for Western Australia
is of vital importance, and I hope there will
be no cheese-paring in this, for we cannot
afford to send other than the hest men avail-
able, and tlte men sent should be representa-
tive of the various parties concerned and
of the committee who prepared the Case.
On Tuesday last the member for Northam
(Mr. Hawke) expressed the opinion that
Parliament was taking the wrong eourse in
approaching the Imperial anthorities, and
be was at pains to explain that the Im-
perial aunthorities could not act as arbitra-
tors in this matter, but it would bhe Mr.
Lyens and his Government who would have
the power to say whether Western Anstralia
could secede. Tt was a most unfortunate
cireumstance for the hon. member that
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almost while he was giving ufterance to
those views the Prime Minister himself
made a declaration which leaves no room
for doubt that the method being pursued by
this Government is the proper method. Mr.
Lyons announced that the Federal Ministry
were faking action te prepare a Case in
answer to our Case for Seeession, and that
he expeeted the Case so prepared by the
Commonwealth Government would be sub-
mitted hv that Government to the Tmperial
Parlianment or the petitions committee of
the Tmperial Parliament. This clearly shows
that the Prime Minister and his Govern-
ment have resigned themselves to the indis-
putable faet that the Imperial aunthorities
have full constitutional power to deal with
Western  Anstralin’s  desive for  seeession.
and that the Commonwealth will appear
merely in the role of defendant to the just
claims of Western Australia before the Im-
perial Parliament. The Commonwealth will
be, not the judge, hut the defendant. In
view of this there is all the more reason
why na  most representative and able
delezation  should proceed to  T.ondon
fo handle Western Awsiralin’s Case for
Seeession. As a citizen of the State, and as
one whao appreciates the very grave responsi-
bility which the presentation of the Case for
Secession will throw upon these concerned, T
say we shall be acting in the best interests of
YWestern Australia and of the Empire if we
proceed on lines ealeulated to be successful.
Those lines. as T have endeavoured to make
elear, postulate the representation being in
the hands of not less than six representative
men. But, as wa know, whatever methad the
Government might have decided to adopt in
order to give effect to the will of the people,
there would have been ohjections, for it is a
hahit with some people that whatever is done
is wrong, and some other method wounld have
been right. Up fo the present no one who
has objected has been able to bring forward
any argument which would prove the justice
of his objection. If{ would be a good thing
if those who objeet, and also those in sup-
port, would express their views frankly.
Personally, I am prepared to stand or fall
by my candour in respeet to the importance
of having this Case put up properly. T ap-
preciate the manner in which the Government
have endeavoured to earry out the mandate
given by the people. The Government have
given serious consideration to it, hut there is
a lack of eonsideration on the part of certain
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speakers, whose names 1 need nol mention.
They talk about the mandate of the people.
yet they abject to a thoreneh represeniagion
of the Case in London. Tao send only three
delegates would be false economy, for the
presentation of the Case is of first import-
ance, To-day we are Facing a fulure which
is better than we have had for a lonye time
post, and therve is no justifiention whatever
for saying that we shall ret nowhere in the
snbmission of the Case to the Tmperial Par-
lianment, T am sure that those eoncerned will
listen to the ecarelully eollated arguments
brought forward, and sinee (hese arguments
will have been submitted in all propriety, the
Imperinl authorities will say the Case for
Western Australia calls For all consideration,
and that the method adopted hy the conunit-
tec was sownd. I hope the results will he all
that we wish, that it will be possible [0 hring
about a change in the outlook of Western
Australin. The Commonwealth is distinetly
out of step with Western Australia. We ave
separated by too many geographical miles,
and too many other dilliculties ever to he
hrought close tomether. 1 appreciate the
action of the Government in bringing down
the Bill. 1 hope it will be snecessful in cvery
way, and I trust that the delezates to go to
London will be not fewer than six in number,

MR. FERGUSON liwin-Moure) 1687
The introduction ol the Bill marks the
fourth most important step in the history
of Waostern Austealin. The first of those
steps was the foundation of the eolony in
1829; the second was the granting of Re-
sponsible Government in 1890; the third
was the entering into Federation at the be-
ginning of this century: and the fourth,
the one wnder consideration, marks the
steps taken under the Bill Lo revert to
Dominion status. T should like to commend
the Government on the aclion they have
taken in placing the Biil hefore Parliament
to implement the desires of the people as
expressed at the referendum, an oppor-
tunity which was provided by the previous
Government at the time of the last general
election, when the people in no uncertain
terms expressed their decision to secede
from Federation. In keeping with the re-
ferendom, the present Government have
conceived it their duty to place the Bill he-
fore Parliament in order that the work so
far done should he earried to a lamieal
conelusion. The Gavernment degerve eom-
mendation and the sapport of this =ide
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uf the llpuse for Lheir aetion in thai re-
ward. .\ popular demand was made on the
late Government, a2 demand extending over
the length and breadth of the State, that
the people should be given opportunity to
oxpress their views on the advisability of
remaining in the Commonwealth, or, alter-
natively, of sceeding. Having been given
that opportunity, the people decided by a
large majority that the best interests of
Western Anstralia would be served by se-
ceding. PFollowing on that, Parliament set
up a committee representative of the
people to define the reasons that had given
rise fo the wishes of the people, for it fol-
lows that the wishes of the people have to
he eavvied oul. A eommittee was appointed
by Parliament to prepare the Case for
Sceession, and to define, for the informa-
tion of the Imperial Government, the
roasons why we desived to take so import-
ant a slep. The committee have carried out
their work in a way that reflects very great
credit on them. There ecan he no shadow
of douht that bhad that Case which we now
have before us been hefore the people of
Western Australia prior to the holding of
the referendum, the majority in favour of
secession would have been cver so much
ereater than it actually was, for the Case
would have been sufficient to convinee A
great many more people of the advisability
of seceding.

The Minister for Lands: The people
were already educated; they had their edu-
cation from propagandists that went
around.

Mr. TERGUSON: Very little propa-

ganda work was undertaken at or before
the referendum.

The Minister for Lands: | listened fo
some extraordinary promises of what
would happen in Western Anstralia if
secession were carried.

Mr. FERGUSON: The vote was taken
at the time of a general election, and other
considerations overshadowed the secession
issue, If proof of that were wanted, it was
supplied by the turning out of the Govera-
ment then in office and the elevation of the
Opposition to the Treasury benches, not-
withstanding that a large majority of the
party so returned to power were opposed
to secession. The question of secession or
no secession was not stressed to any great
extent during the election eampaign, Tt is
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no wonder the people of Western Australia
should want to get out of the Federal bond,
for right through the piece, ever since the
inanguration of the Commonwealth, the
benefits of Federation have lain almost
wholly with the Bastern side of Awustralia,
not with Western Australia.  As a matter
of fact, the fiseal policy of Awustralin, whiel
bas been largely decided by the Eastern
States, has invariably Dbeen in the interests
of secondary industries in Lhose Fastern
States. Western Australia being mainly a
primary-producing State, it naturally fol
lowed that she had to beur n considerable
part of the cost of sheltering the secondary
industries of the Bastern States. The pri-
mery industries of Australia had to bear
that eost, and since Western Australian in-
duostries are almost exelusively primary,
this State had to bear the greatest shave
of the burden. So, while all sections of
the community in Western Australia desire
to secede, the primary producers desire
secession to a much greater extent than do
the other sections of the eominunity.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 1o 7.70 p.m.

Mr. FERGUSON : T was veferring to the
fiscal poliey of Australia and its adverse
effeet on the primary producers of Aus-
tralia, more particularly the primary pro-
ducers of Western Australia. While the
primary producers of Lhe Enstern States
have felt the effects of that policy to an
extent, they have received some of the ad-
vantages of the poliey of proteelion hecanse
a home market has been provided for a pro-
portion of their produgtion, whereas the
opposite has been the experience in Western
Australia.  As o vesult of that policy, the
primary industries of this State have heen
impoverished. Had the policy been modi-
fied to the extent of about 50 per cent., those
engaged in rural industries would probably
have been able to earry on at a profit. The
figures quoted by thy member for Yilgarn.

Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) had not mueh’

hearing on the Bill, but they provided an ex-
cellent reasen why Western Anstralin shonld
seck to secede from the Commonwealth. The
sume policy that has made Australin look
foolish in the eyes of the world and has been
responsible for Anstralia losing some of the
hest, customers for her primary produets has
had a disasirous effect on us in Western
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Australia, As an instance, let me reeall that
a leading member of the Federal Ministry
is at present heading a delegation to one of
our overseas customers for primary pro-
ducts, a trip involving a cosl of probably
thousands of pounds, in an attempt o plac-
ate just one of our customers. What will
he the result of the mission we do not know,
hut T ean imagine the people who are being
appronched laughing in their sleeves at Aws-
tralia’s attitnde, One of the most important
parts of the Bill is that relating to the
appointment of the delegation to go to the
Old Country and present the Case prepared
by the specinl committee. 1 stress the view
that it would he wise in the 1nterests of the
State to send a reasonable delegation. The
Bill provides for a delegation of three to act
with the Agent General. T hope the leader
of the House will sce the wisdom of cularg-
ing the number. It wight be wise to con-
stitute 1he delegation of the leaders of the
three political parties in this House, and
to add one or two of those gentlemen who
were prominent on ihe special committee,
attaching them to the delegation possibly in
the role of advisers. Tlere is no doubt that
the Petitions Committee of the House of
Commons will require a vast amount of in-
formation before presenting their report to
the Tmperial Parliament, and althongh the
report of the special committee is a wonder-
ful deeument containing an immense amount
of information, (uite a lot of other infor-
mation may be songht by the House of Com-
mons  Gommittee, and unless we have a
strong delegation able to present all the in-
formation required, the reeeplion to be ten-
dered lo our vepresentatives may not be
ag satistnetory as we could wish. Exeeption
hias been taken to the form of approach to
the Tmperial Parliamenl. T am prepared
{o support the Premier in the attitude the
Government have adopted and the method of
approach they propose. On the one hand
we have the views of private members as to
the method that should be adopted; on the
other hand the Government ave aeting om
the advice of their legal aunthorities, and T
am prepared to acecept the adviee of the Tegal
anthorvities 1ather than the opivion o pri-
vate members. The wember for Perth (M.
Needham) said he would support the Bill,
but really he would cripple the effort neces-
sary to give effeet to the voice of the people
in that he wonld send no delegation at all.
He would pack the petitions in an envelope
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and post them e the ITmperial authorities
and let them take pot luck. Western Ans-
tealln dors not want to offer an insult to
the mother of Parlinmenis or to the Tin-
perial Government by doing anything of
that kind. Only by appoeinting a reasonable
delegation fortified with all ihe facts can
we render articulate the voice of the people.
The member for Perth also snggested the
possibility of the Loan Couneil’s refusinz
ta provide the money. That was an absurd
snggestion.  Surely the State Treasurer has
money in hand, hut even if he had not, T
venture to say the Loan Couneil would no*
say one word if a few ihousand pounds
were spent on =ending a delezation to the
Old Country, The expense will not he great,
and it is anly fair to the people of West-
ern  Australin fo take sueh measures as
are neeessary fo ensare the Case being
properly represented to the Home anthor-
ities. The member for Northam (Mr
Hawke)} eritivised the report of the special
commitfee and stated that not 50 per cent.
ol the Case was relevant to the question of
secession. I have read the report. volnmin-
ous though it is, and [ eonsider that every
word is relevant. T found it so interesting
that I have read it more than once, and in
my opinion it will be read by the committee
of lhe House of Commonz, whose duty it
will he to report to the Parhament after hav-
ing met the delegation from Woestern Aus-
tralia and given the matter serious consider-
ation. I express the hope that the Bill wilt
he passed hy a majority in this House. as
well as in another place. and that the time
will not he long hefore the petitions are pre-
sented to the Flome authorities.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON ({(Guildford-
Midland) [7.38]: T became keenly interested
in this matter a month or so ago when T
notieed by Pre<= propamansda fhat somothing
exceptional and  exrenerdinary  was fo be
attempted.  Learning. just after the speeial
vommittee had prepared the Case, that a
Bill was contemplated and knowing that a
Bill wa= not essential to suecess, | took pains
to aseertain on what authority or on whay
precedent the Governmenl were acting in
presenting a Bill to Parliament. it is now
freely admitted {hat the Parliamentary
methods in Western Australia are not limited
by authority or precedent. Aceording to the
Rill, we are capable of ereating a precedent
and of hlazing a new consHlutional irack,
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That has been admitted by the Premier and
supported by the Leader of the Opposition.

The Premier: I did not admit that.

Hou. W. D. JOONSON: | judged from
the Premier’s remarks thai be was acting on
the advice of the Crown lLaw Departmeni.
but he has not told us of any authority or
precedent upon which the departmeni have
based their opinion. The Leader of the
Opposition freely admitted that the Bill wa-
not based on precedent or anthorify.

Mr. Latham: There was none on which to
hase 1t.

Hon. W. . JOHNSON: He admitted
that a precedent was heing created, show-
ing to the world that the Western Awustra-
lian Parliament did not rely on what had
heen done previously. Since T spoke in
opposition to the introduction of the Bill, [
have read ifs clauses, and 1 am firmly econ-
vinced that my anticipations have been Tully
realised.

The Premier: A wonderful prophet!

Heon. W. D. JOHNSON: Yes, and I shail
ynote some more prophecies before I sit
down. T anticipated by a matter of hours
what would happen if this House gave per-
mission for the introduetion of the Bill. I
simply expressed my view, and ridieule has
never prevented me frum expressing my
view., ¥ might be right or wrong, but at
teasi T have the eourage of my conviciions,
and when T hold counvictions, | regard it as
my duty, as a represeniative of the people.
to place them on record. 'The Bill is an
extraordinary production. Its provisions
contain and repeat the wimnst detail, veli-
able and unreliable.

The Premier: The hon. member expressed
that opinion before he saw the Bill.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOXN: I am simply ex-
plaining to the Premier that the opinions T
expressed anticipating a Bill of this kind
have been more than realised.

The Premier; Wonderful foresight!

Hon. W. D. JOIHNSON: May be it wa=.

The Premier: No hint {rom anyone else?

Hon. W. . JOHNSOX: T do not know
that it is a crime to display foresight. One
is justified in anticipating when considering
matters of such national importance.

The Premier: Of eourse you discussed the
Bilt with a gentleman from another place.

Hon. W. D. JOHXSON: That is quite
nntrue.

The Premier: It is absolutely true,

Hon. W. 1. JOHXNSON: T demand a
withdrawal of that statement.
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The Premier: I will not withdraw.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I demand a
withdrawal. The Premier says I discussed
the Bill before it was introdnced with a rep-
resentative of anoiber place. That is dis-
tinetly and absolutely untrue, and T want a
withdrawal.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. mewmnber has

| for a withdrawal, I trust that the
Premier will observe the standing orders by
withdrawing.

The Premier: Yes, I will. As no explan-
ation is allowed, I do know that the hon.
member did disenss the Bill with a member
from another Touse.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON:
accept that. It is distinetly and absolutely
untrue. I never discussed it in any shape
or form with any member of another place.
I knew nothing of its provisions before I
spoke about or saw the Bill.

The Premier: Then 1 withdraw uncondi-
tionally.

Hon. W. D. JOHINSON: I thank the Pre-
mier. We want fo be men above evervthing
else. The loyalty and devotion expressed
in the Bill are ultra-patriotie, and the legal
verbiage must have taxed the resourceful-
ness of even the Crown Soliciter and Mr.
H. K. Waison. ‘

Mr. Latham: T do not suppose the latter
had anything to do with it

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON : Tt is resoureeful,
anyhow, and the wording is worth reading.
I have read it over and over again, It is
wonderful what words can do, and, provided
one has the edueational knowledge that was
possessed by those who prepared the Bill,
it is wonderfnl what can he prodnced.

Mr, Fergnson: We are getting evidence
of that now.

I refuse to

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The Bill is
an extraordinary production. We have

this historical piece of legislation that will
record for all time that Messis. Dudley,
Lindsay, Reid, Seaddan, Walker, and . I,
Watson were agctive in this matter. Noi
satisfled with saying this onee and recording
it in the measure that is to be presented
to His Majesty the King, and is to go be-
fore the House of Commons and the House
of Lords, not satisfied with mentioning these
names in the Preamble, the framers of this
measure glso bring the names in within the
Bill itself, the names of the men who were
called upon to do some work on this ques-
tion of severance.
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Mr, Latham: That is only rceiting a faet.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Not content, I
say, with recording the names once, tha Bill
repeats them in all three times.

The Premier: That is a powerful argu-
ment against the Bill!

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am not argu-
ing that it has any beariug on the question,
but am merely drawing attention to the ex-
traordinary draftsmanship of such an im-
portant matter as this is claimed to be by
those who are spomsoring the Bill. The
achievements of this distinguished commit-
tee of citizens are also emphasised in what
is ealled “The Case for Secession” This
marathon Case is a tribute to the produe-
tive capacity of the committee. In order
that its importance may be fully appreei-
ated, we find that in the cight clanses of the
Bill the term “Case for Secession” is re-
peated ten times, Draftsmanship of that
kind needs no furlher comment. Why put
all these names into the Bill2 Why repeat
over and over again the words “Case for
Secession”? Why not put in the names of
the ariginal committee? TWhy not include
the names of the member for Northan (Alr.
Hawke), the mewmber for Bunbury (Mr.
Withers), and the name of the Premier him-
sclf 7 They all played their part. The Pre-
mier was a member of the first committeo
which took the first nction after the referen-
dum, Why does his name not appear in
this historical production? It is distinetly
unfair that it does not appenr. If we are
to have these other names placed hefore His
Majesty and before the British Houses of
Parliament, why not inc¢lade the lot?

The Premier: Why not yours?

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: T did not play
any part.

The Premier: You did.
the preliminary measure.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: No.

The Premier: Yes, von did.

Hon. W. D. JOHANSON: These are the
names of persons selected for special duties.
If I had known the names were going to
His Majesty in the address, that a petition
was to be prepared, and that a delegation
was to be appointed to present the petition
and the address, I believe I would have ean-
vassed to get a position on the committee.

Mr. Stubbs: You are too late new.

The Premier: That is too thin,

You supported
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Me Latham: Perhaps the opposition will
~enel you.

Hon. W, D, JOHNSON: It we take from
the Bill the roll of honour, and -Case for
Secession,” there is not a zreat deal left. It
provides for an addresz, for a petition to the
jritish Houses of Parliament, and for a
delegation. 1 have ailveady emphasised that
an adidress is all that is required.  That is
quite sufficient. So soon asx we go heyond
the addresz, we hegin discounting the Case
for severanee.  We discount the percentage
vole that was recorded when the matter was
submitied to the people, and discount the
majority of these who voted in favonr of
#OCESSIoN,

The Premier: Not at afl.

1Ton. W. D JOHNSON: | have no hesita-
tian in declaving that an addves<, following
established constitutional eourses, with a re-
cital from the orviginal Bl up to and inelud-
ing the comprehensive vesolntions of both
Hou=es of thi= arliament, would accomplish
more than this legislative splash. We could,
in adignified way and in an impressive way,
present exactly the views of the people, ex-
pressed in no nmeertain (erms, indieating
their feelings toward= the administration of
the affairs of Western Australia by the Gom-
monwealth aathorities. Bt it is proposed
to 2o hevond an address. 1 ofried to make
it elesar the other night that an address  to
THis Majesty is the conrse which has always
Leen " adopted by all  Parliaments  which
winfed to have any action of this kind taken.
We have no precedent Cor what we are doing.
Let us see exactly where we will Tand, il we
land anywhere, under the proposals con-
tained in the Bill. It is proposed to petition
the British Paclizwent.  Are we (o asume
that in petitioning the Mouse of Commons
and the Ion=e of Lords we are going to get
the unanimons approval of those two Cham-
bers?  The petifion must fivst he presented
by a meniher of the TTouse of Commons. We
therelore =inzle out 1 member of that Honse
to present our petition. When we single out
one wmember we ereate interest and suggest
an tovestigation by all the other members,
15 it expected that we are 2oing. to gef the
unanimons endorsement of the Houze after
ihe petition is presented?

Mv. Latham: That would not be necessary,

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Ave there na
friends of the Natiomal Parliament in the
TTou~e aof Commeons?  When the pefition
from this Parliamenl s pre<ented, is it woi
vensonable to ds=tune el anoilier petifion
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will fnuneliately he invited ! Suppose another
pelition ix not presented.  [s it not reason
able e pssume there will be many wmembers
in the [tonse of Commons or the House of
Lords who will have ~ome knowledge of the
affairs of Australia, and will be saffieiently
interested (o yai<e their voices ecancerning the
point of view of the National Parliament of
Austealin, from which we propose to sever
sur eonnection !

The I'remier: The hon. memher spenks of
a unanimous decision,  1s that required n
the Housze of Commeons or the House of
Lovds?

Hon, W e JONNSON: Certainly not.

The Premier:
A,

fTon, W. 1. JOHXNSON: I am glad the
Premier subseribes to the point T am teving
fo make.

The Premier: Ohy no.

Hon, Wo Dy JOHINSON: There is going
1 be o dilfereuce of opinion, The Premier
does not expeet wnanimity.  He must admit
flat immediately we present our petition we
shall he inviting a division of opinion and a
debate. Are we (o assume there will he no
counter-petition ! There is nothing to pre-
vent other petitions from being presented,

My, Lathaw: [f does not matter if they
are: the Case will stll he investigated.

Lon, WO D JONNSON: From the very
fact that we are petitioning the HMouse of
Conmmonz and the House of Lords we
detinitely compel the Federal Government to
take official nofice of onr doing g0,

That is the way vou ave

The 'veqnier: That is well known,

Hon, W, 10 JOHNSON: And we shall
vompel them fo see that their point of view,
that of the other pavts of Australia, is pre-
senfed at the same fime and in the same civ-
cuntstimees a~ owr petition from Western
Australia.

The Premier: A very good argument
against the will of the people, and ngwinst
secession.

Hon. W, D, JOHNSON: T am not dealing
with secession.

The Premier: Of course von ave not,

Hon. W. D. JOANSON: T am dealing
with the Bill through which we propese to
present this matter to the British Parliament.
I+ it seriously considered that the British
Parliamenl will hear anlv one side of the
question !

Mr. Latham: No,
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Hon. W. D. JTOHNSON: Can it be he-
lieved that our delegation will constitnte
the only propagandists in London?

Mr. Stubhs: Who suggested that?

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Acrording to
the interjections, we ave inviting other dele-
oates to go fo London. What we are going
to have is not an intelligent consideration
by the Fouse of Commons or the Honse of
T.ords, but a ding-dong Press wrangle be-
tween varvions delegates from varvious narts
of Aunstralia, 2 most undignified event: and
we are deliberately issning an invitation for
that to he done hy our proposal to send a
delexation to London.

Mr, Tambert: We have a mandate to do
this.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: Tt is contended
that our delegation is not only going to
London bhut is going hefore the Bar of the
House of Commoens and the Tonse of Lords.
T have heen in Parliament a long while. Al-
thongh T have had experience of people
heing desivous of appearing before tfle Bar
of the House, T have never yet seen them
at the Bar of the Touse. Parliments are
very careful not fo allow oulsiders to
address them in that way. unless the matter
is of extraordinary importanee. In all my
30 wearg experience of Pavliament T have
never known it to oceur anywhere in Aus-
tralin. T question whether it has ocenrred
many times in the case of either the House
of Commons or the Honse of Tords. And
vet we are seriously contending that 430,000
people, a section of the British dominions,
shall send a delegation from their Pavlia-
ment to the British Parliament, and that
the members of the delegation will get he-
fore the Bar of the Homse of Commons.
Surely hon. members are not prepared to
aceept a eontention of that kind. The pro-
vigiens of the Bill, as regards the proposed
petition and the proposed delegation, will
not impress either the people of Gureat
Britain or the members of the House of
Commons or the House of Lords. The
measure will invite adverse eriticism, and,
what is worse from my point of view,
definitely invite ridienle. We all know that
ridicale is the most disastrous reply to a
proposal of this natnre. The Bill is going
to murder all possibility of ealm and de-
liherate consideration, and the expression of
apinion by the people of Western Anstralin
will he lost sight of in those eirenmstances.
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If we do send, as we should. an address 1o
His Majesty the King hy vesolution of both
Houses of this Parliament, the addvess will
zo to His Majesty and by him will be passed
on to his Government. The Government
would then amalvse the matier submitted,
and wonld make a recommendation to the
House of Commons and the House,of T.ords.
The British Government would aceept that
responaibility, as they always have aceepted
the responsibility where they consideved that
a sulliciently good ease was hiade as the ve-
sult of an address to His Majesty. In those
eirenmstanees the British Government have
always snbmitted to both Flouses of Parlia-
ment a recommendation, and have outlined
the conrse which should he taken by those
two Houses in regard to the snhject matter
of the address. This Bill couvevs distanst,
The measure secks fo take the course of a
direet appeal to the House of Commons and
the House of T.ords,

The Premier: And Fis Majesty.

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON : We are nof pre-
pared to send an addrvess to Fis Majesty
and, throngh him, to his Government, and
then fo trust the Govermnent with the matter
upon which our people have voiced their
opinion.  We propose fo take the eourse of
sending an address that will reach the Gov-
ernment, while we are not preparved to trmst
that Qovernment.  We want te make a
direet appeal onrselves.  We do not want
the British Government {o present a ease
for the eonsideration of the Tounse of Com-
mons and the Flonse of Tords. We propose
to do it onrselves. and in onr own way.

The Premier: Whe satd fhat?

Hon, W, D, JOFINSON: T sav it.

The Premier: Well. you know a lot ahout
constitutional government if vou think fthe
Ring is going o deeide the guestion,  Yon
are a handred vears hehind the Hines,

Mr. SPEARER: Order!

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: T am merely
stating what the Bill contains. Tt is true
that the Bill proposes to present the address.
If we are going to limit our applieation to
the form of an address to the Tmperial Gov-
srnment, we do not need the Bill at all. The
Rill is introduced to cover the petition and
the applieation. Immediately we introdnee
the petition, we say to the British Gevern.
ment, “We are not prepared to trusl von
as every other part of the British FEmpire
that has had to appenl has frusted yon, We
are going to adopt onr own counrse, and are
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wroinge to make our appeal hy petition, irre-
-pective of what you think or what you pro-
pose to do.”” The Bill is a definite and dis-
tinet insult to the British Government.

The Premier: Oh!

Mo, W, D. TJTOANSOX: Not only that.
but we have already suggested that a dele-
eation =honld be sent from here and thaf
the delegation should get before the Bar of
the House of Commons. It is not sufficient
fo tell the British Governmeaf that we are
not prepared to trust them to direct the Bri-
tish Pavlinment: we go farther and say that
we will send our own orators to influence
the House of Commons and the House of
Lovds. The form of petition is not insnlt
enough. By the petition we shall insult the
British Goverminent, and by the delegation
we shall be reflecting upen the capaeity of
the members of the House of Commons and
the House of Lords. The whole thing is
Gilbertian. Tt is so absurd thai nothing but
ridicule can he expected to result from it.
Il I were not concerned for the good name
of Western Australia and for the prestige
of the Parliminent of Western Australia, I
would not worrv about this. However, my
desire is (0 have the opinion so definitely
expressed by the people prezented in a dig-
nified and an impressive way.

My, Latham : You will get that.
not worry about that.

Hon. W. D). JOHXSOX: The hon. mem-
ber can differ trom me if he wishes: but T
am (rying, in my way, fo explain where the
Bill is going to land us. Time will prove
who is right. Now, the petition, the dele-
gafion. and the process of magnifying the
Case for Secession which is to be authenti-
cated by the Bill, will invite, as I hawve
already emphasised, the Federal Pavliament
to take official action. Immediately they do
so, the Rritish Parliament will appreciate
thai we have gone about this matter in a
wrong way., Thus if is quite possible that
the whele guestion will be referred back to
us for reconsideration as regards the mode
of presentation. I do not want that to hap-
pen,

The Preutier: No!

Hon. W. D, JOEXSON: 1 am concerned
Lor the prestize ol the Parliament of which
[ am a member, and T [eel that we should
be able te do our work in such & way as not
to invite a vebufl of that kind, A good case
ran he oversiated aml overdone: amd {his
woml ime ol the people of Western Aus-
tralia, let 1ne once more emphasise, is being

You need
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murdered by the Bill as drafted.  What
about the winority appeal? Are the British
Parliament not going to eon~ider the minor-
ity opinion? We present an address to ITis
Majesty. We present sl the other things 1
have already outlined, to the two Houses of
the British Parliament. In all those docu.
ments we say that there has heen a major-
ity vote for certain reasous, and that a min-
ority vote was also recorded. Shaould not we
present to the British Pariiament the opin-
ions of the minority also? Can it he assumed
that the great Parliament of the Empire
will consider only the one point of view. even
though the minority is small? Must we not
expect that the British Parliament will re-
quire and expect the Parliaent of West-
ern Australia to present the Case in such a
way as to submit not only the views ol the
majority but also the reasons for the minor-
ity vote which was east? I have no hesita-
tion in saying that if we want to do the fair
thing, we must include with the Case lor
Secession the opinions of others who hold
different views,

The Premier: | would buve no objection
to the hon. member presenting a pelition 1o
me in favour ol the wminority, il he cares
to take up that attitude. 1 wonld cansider
it, andl send it forwoard.  Bur the hon, mem-
ber cannol sit on the Tence und vote with
both the majority and the minority,

Hono W, DO JOHNSON: The Vremier has
no right to assuwne either that 1 vated witly

the minority or that 1 voted with the
majority. Al 1 am doing is to try—-—

The Prentier: You eannot deveive any-
boly,

Hon, W, D, JOHNBON: —to divect this
Parliament into a course by whicl we <hall
expre~< Lhe opinions of the minorily as welt
as (hose of the majority,

The Premiev: Prepare n petition lov the
minorily, and | will see what 1 ean o, Yonu
cannot run with hoth the mmority and the
majority.

Hon, W. DL JOTINSON: 11 | have con-
vinead the Prewder that something mope
should bhe done, T ask him, hetween now anl
the Committee stage, to make provision in
the Bill Tor the presentation ol the poin
of view of the minority.

The Premier: Will the hon. member or-
wiise Ahe petition of the minerity, and
will he

Me, SPEAKEDR:
mnst keep veder,

Oeder!  he Premicr
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Hon. W. D. JOUNSON: That is not my
responsibility. It 15 not my object.

The Premier: 1% is your avgument,

How, W. DL JORNSON: It is the job
of the Govermment. 1t 1 have convineal the
Premier that he has not done all that inight
be done, and that the minority upinion
should go forward for the information of
those who will decide the question, then !
have accomplished =omething. But it is o
use asking me to do what the Premier sug-
wests. T cannot do it.

The Premier: T bave nol bl any request
from the hon. member to do it. 1f the hon.
member will make o request to me to pre-
sent the minority ense, T will consider it

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: I am not one of
the minority or of the majority at the we-
tuent.

The Premier: Of course you are.

Hon. W, D, JOHXNSON: No,

Hon. N, Keenan: You ave on hotly sides !

The Premier: You are running with the
lares and hunting with the hounds,

Hon, W. DL JOUNSON: [t is no pani
of my duty to sav whal point of view I
hold; T am dealing with the Bill.

The Premier: Will the Lon. manber un-
dlertake to place before ine a request to sub-
mit the ease for the wminority?

Hon. W. D. JOHXSON: I amn doing that.

The Premier: Very well, [ will consider

that.

Hon. W. D. JOUINSON: 1 submit thal
roynest now, T suggest that Pavliament will
nof fulfil its complete obligation and com-
mand respeet i it {ails 1o present {0 the
Britizh Parliament ail the facts with reanrd
to the referendum. We shonld take action
to see that expression isx given to the voice
of the people.

Hon. NX. Keenan: Do you mean expres-
sion or effect?

Hon, W, DU JOHNSON: | want effec
wiven to fhe voive of the peaple i1 it can
he done, and T want their wishes {o he ex-
pressed in such a wav that we may 50 jm-
press the Toperial Pavliament that  they!
will give effect to what the people desive, |
am not opposed Lo the voiee of the people
heing recognised, and cifeet being wiven to
their wishes. T ruite appreciate fhat a re-
Ferendum i an important messaree 1o he
resorted do for the prrpose of  ziving e
preople an opporiunily diveetly o express
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their views. “Therefore, T wanl the expres-
sion of their views to go forward, and it
can he done in a dignificd and hnpressive
wiay. T wanf the most to he made of the
apportunity, T do not want the Cuse suh-
mitted in sueh a marmer that it will he
hrought into ridicule and contempt. That
is what we are doing by meoans of the
Bill. T koow it will he said that (he
Government and the Labonr Party promised
that they would give effect to the will of the
people, and on that flimsy pretext, the Gov-
ermnent propose to go to the extent of dis-
vonmting the whole of the people’s expressed
views hy attemapting to do what 1 have
alvendy ontlinad.

Hon. N. Keenan: Do xou call
“Himsy pretext”?

that «a

The Tremier: Do you call a purly deci-
sion & “fimsy pretext’?

Hon., W. D, JOHENSON: The whole thing
con he done so simply. Upon the Govern.
ment, rest the obligation and responsibility
to recognise the result of the vote aud to send
an expression of the people’s views fo the
Home authorities, | subservibed to  that,
and 1 subseribe to it now to the fullesi ex-
tent. 1t is such a simple thing to do.  We
can do it in a comprehensive way by means
of an address, and so Inlfil all our obliga-
tions in that divection.
proples appeal.  The petition and delega-
tion arve politival.  On  the other hand,
L do ot want that position to be used ns a
instification for an extraordinacy produciion

An addvess is fhe

of the deseription now before the Honse

There iz just another point of view. The
RBill invelves the Lohonr Party on a question
npon which it was definitely decided they
would aceept no responsibility anl take no
pavt.  The Bill deparvts completely from that
decision,  The Labowr Party aceepted the
responsibility to recognise the vole, hul we
never comnitted onrselves, divecly or in-
divectly, to attempt to do anyiling sneh as
s oinddicated in the Bill

Mr. Latham: You said you woull sive
elfect to the will of the people.

Hon. W. D. JOHUNSON: Yes, hy
adoption of the wsual practice——

Mr. Latham: You said nothing of the surt,

The Premier: You would noi have heen
e fo say that during the lasi election.

o, W. 1. JOHXSON: ~hv meprns
of a resolution of the Joint [Houses ot 17ar
hamenl in the s
Majesly,

the

Forme of ane address 1o
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Tlie Premier: We did not say that.

Hon. W. D. JOANSON: That is the con-
stitntional course adopted by other Parlin-
ments or other peoples whe desired (o make

'ruprescntuiimls to the omwe {rovermuent.

The Premier: That ix vour tulk.

Fon. W. 1. JOHNSON: I defy vontra-
diction on that.

The Premicer: o you?

Hon. W. 1. JOHNSON: When the Gov-
ernment, on my hehalf and on hehalf ol the
Tabonr movenment generally, promised to
vive effoct to the expression of the people’s
views, T and the rest of the Labour Party
expeeted and thought that the Government
would proceed in the wsual decent way, fol-
lowing established constitutional metliods.

The Premier: That is the squibhiesi thing
ever uttered in this House.

Tlon. W. 1. JOHNSON: We lutve gone
hevond that.  As soon as ever the Giovern-
ment started with these petitions, the re-
sponsihility for the petitions became that of
the Government. They iutroduced the Tiill
and submitted the propesal For the petitions.
The petitions can only go to the House of
Commons and the House of Lords at the ve-
yuest of the Lahour Government of. Western
Australin.  The Government have 1dopted
that course.

The Premicr: This is worthy of yon'!

Hon. W. 1. JOONSOXN: The Government
have accepted the obligntion but they are not
carrving out the undertuking that they gave.
We are asked to go beyond that, and we are
attempting to do more. 1 wonld not wmind
one hif the attempt to do mure if L consid-
ered we would do more good. On the other
hand, in our attempt io do wmore, not only
are we asked to go hevond what the Labour
movement anticipated, hut we are discounl-
ing the vofe that we should try to present
in the most convineing manuver.

The 1Premive: T deny thal abselutely.

Uon. W, D, JOHNSON: The Bill must
he earried now. The Government inlroduved
the Bill; it is their Bill, for which the Gov-
ernment musk aeeept rvesponsibility; they
rannot do otherwise. It is no good telling
me that this is an open guestion and that
pvery member is free to vote as he likes. It
does not maiter bow 1 vote, or how the rank
and file of the Lahowr Party voie. The (iov-
ernment are assured of a wajority heeause
we know the Bill will appeal nnanimonsly
to members of the Opposition, 1 members
of the Cabinet stick to theiv Bill, as
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they will, they, plus the Opposition, can
have offect given to the weasure. In these
vircumistances, what is the good of telling me
thai members have freedom of acbion, see-
ing that the Bill has already been Taunched
and we must realise that we have no power
fo sceuve any dvastic amendinents that we
may regard as necessary,

The Premier: You have absolute freedom.

Hon. W. D JOHNSON - What 15 the wood
of ihat?

The Premivr: The Government would not
carry on fur one day if o majority of the
votus in flis Flonse were cast against us, We
will not carry on wilth the support of the
Opposition.

A, Sleeman: You will not earry the Bill
without them.

The Premicr: You ean go oo,

Mr. Sleemnan: And so can von.
he dictated to by vou.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The Premier
and the member for Fremuantle will keep
order.

The Premier: [ ean talk ahout voeu.

Mr, Sleeman: And L can talk about vou,
1o

The Premier: The Governmenl will not
carry on for one moment.

Mr. Sleeman: You will not earry this Bill
with our vote.

Mr. SPBAKER: Order! T must ask both
the Premier and the member for Fremantle
to keep order. 1 ask both hon. members to
recoguise the Standing Orders.

Mr. Sleeman: Sending  a  delezation  fo
Ywndon and letling people siarve!

The Premier:

I will nat

Thai is good propaezanda
bt rubbish amd paltey.

Mr. Sleeman: The same to you,

Mr, SPEAKER: Oviler!
her for Fremantie——

Ae. Sleenin: 1 will nof iake that sort ol
stult Lrom him,

The Promier: Yon won't “take if from
Lt ?

My, Sleervan s I will uot take it tfrom vou.

The Premier: Won't you? i

AMr. SPEARKER: Perbaps the best thing
[ ean do iz to suspend both members and
they can have it out outside.

Mr. Sleeman: That will dv me.

The Uremier: And it will do e, too.

Mr, SPEAKNVER: I trust thai the member
for Fremantle will oive (e member  for
G'Ilil(erI‘!l-J[.idlu]Id an uppnl"llnit\' (¥T] olh-
tinue his remarks. '

Will the mem-
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Mr, Sleeman: Yes, but ority is available for the Bill quite
Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Guild- apart from vank and file of the Labour
ford-Midland will vesumne his seat. The Pre- Party.  1f we attempted to alter any-
mier should set a hetier example to this thing in the Case, T would wmention the

House. The member for Fremantle should
keep order. 1 ask members to keep ovder
and allow the member for Guildford-Mid-
land to eontinue his speeeh. 1 trust members
will follow the usual enstom and show re-
speet to the Chair. 1 think at least we
should endeavour to keep order in this
House.

Mr. Sleeman: 1 rise to apologise to the
Chuair.

Mr. SPEAKER: No apology is neces-
sary. I only want the Standing Ovders
carried ont.

Hon, W, D, JOHNSON: I was trying to
explain that while it is firue the rapk and
file of the party are free to do whatever
they wish regarding the Bill, fhey will nof
be able to alter it in any shape or form. If
it were otherwise, condd T speak as T am
doing this evening? I am not one of those
who have been disioval to the Labour move-
ment or lo Labour directions. I have had
{on much expervience to he guilty of prae-
tHees of that deseription. I want it to be
understood that in adopting the course sug-
wested by the Government we shall not
serve the interests of Labour or of the
people who voted at the referendum. We
shall diseount the Labour Party becaunse
the Government introduced and fathered
the Bill. We shall discount the case that
might otherwise be made. In those cireum-
stanees, what is the use of talking about
amendments? The only thing that we counld
anend would possibly e the deletion of the
names, o some reference in fhe Case Tor
secession. The moment we endeavoured by
way of amendwment to alier the proposed
petition to the House of Commons and the
House of Lords respectively, we would find
ourselves in a minority, and we would find
that fthe provision sought to he altered was
regardod as vital to the Bill as drafted. Tn
the ciremmstances, we eannot expeet that
frecdom e granted to us to delete pro-
visions regarding the delegation ov fhe
prowers proposed to he vested in the dele-
gation, nor yet regarding the expense as-
socinled with (he delegation.  Regardless
of whal we may do in that econneetion,
Labour has to  realise that the maj-

reference to the ‘“sea of sand’’—a most
disereditable reference to a part of West-
ern Australia. There is no sea of sand at
all: there arve patehes of saund, as there are
patches of bad land in all conntries. The -
supposed ‘‘sen of sand’’ is pastoral coun-
try that earries many thousands of enitle
and sheep.

My, Withers: They damn the country
they want to preserve.

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: Suppose we de-
lete the reference to the sen of Sand, whal
zood will that do, seeing that the Case has
alveady gone forth? It has been printed
andg the document is at present on its way
to London, if it has not alveady reached
there.

The Premier:
London yet.

Mr. Latham: Unless private members
have sent their copies.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: 1 am glad to
lhave the Premier’s assurance, bnt [ have it
on the very best authority—the Premier
may not know this—that many copies have
already gone to London. I would like the
Premier to investigate that point.

The Premier: You gseem to have a good
deal of inside information—and intriguing
information. ‘

Hon. W. ). JOONSOXN: No; there is
not any question of intrigne at all.

Mr. Tatham: Perhaps they were copies
oft the special edition of the “West Aus-
tralian.”*

The Premier: Those coptes may Tave gone
forward.

Hon, W. ID. JOIINSON: That is so, The
Case was published and listributed and
has been sent out hy people residing in this
State. It was available for all the world
to know.

The Premier: Of course.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: Then what is
the use of endeavouring to amend the Bill?
[t is too late to do that. The Case has
been authenticated without apy approval
or direetion of Parlinment and  withont
constderation by Parltament. Whal s the
nwse, therefore, of talking of  Frecdon of
action and frecdom of voling?

No copy has started for
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The Premier: Does the hon. member know
the diference betwesn “anthentieated™ aml
“approved”!

Hon. W. I JOHNSOX: I will admit
{hat the word “approved” ean be nsed where
one emnnob perlaps use the word “authenti-
eated . 1F Parliament authenticates  the
Cage, it approves of it.

The Premier: Not a bit of it.

Hon. W, . JOHNSOX: Well, T will not
arene that, heeause it does not matter fo me.
The fact is that the Case has zone forth be-
tore Tarlinment consideved it, the (ase as
referved to ten fhmes in the Bill,

The Premier: T hope the hon. member is
not suggesting that the Governmeni have
npproved of it.

Hon, W. I, JOHUNSON: T regret to say
the Government wmst accept that responsi-
hility.

The Premier: That is ridiculous.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSOXN: That is where
the Premier and T differ, heeanse I am
definitely of opinion, and the British Par-
liament will he definitely of opinion, that
the Case is ondorsed hy the Glovernwment of
Western Aunstralin: they have aceepfed the
Case and they refer to the Case in the Bill
presented fo Parlimnent, and so whatever
ihe Premier may =ay, they are saidddled with
the responsthility: For the Case For Secession,

The Premier: Nothing could he more mean
than to try 1 identify the Government with
the Case.

Hon, W, 1) JOHXSON: T am deing it
for the proteciion and in the interests of
the party with which T am azsociated. T
do not like making spesches of this kind:
it 15 of no pleasure to be doinz a joh of this
nature.

The Premier: No, it is distasteful.

Hon. W. ). JOHNSOX: That is so. T
prefer fo be constructive. Tt is not my prac-
tice to be desiructive, hut if T feel that some-
thing extraerdinary is being  atbempted.
something that hits the party with whieh T
am aszociated, | Feel it my responzibility to
enter my proiest. The secession vole was
taken and the people expressed their view.
T have no ohjection at all to the view so ex-
pressed, and T desive that that view should
he eonveved fo the Tmperial authorities. We
have previonsly had experience of matters
of this kind. We eannot get away from the
Faet  thal  we in Wostern  Anstralia
voluntarily  entered into the  difficulties
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under which we are now groaning. Tt
is of mo use Maming the national Parlia-
ment. We have (o blame ourselves, Some
years ago [ tried to convinee the Premier
that & wrong was being done, and I pro-
phesied that it would prove to he a wrong.
In a hig watter of this kind it is as well
to look back and see whether we, as the
people of Western Australia, did not make
a move to hring all this trouble wpon our-
selves, and ask whether it was possible for
us to have avoided it. The Premier in 1928
introdnced the Financial Agreement Bill to
vatify an aszreement presented by the Brmee-
Page Government to the State Premiers for
sabmission to the State Parliaments and the
people of Australia. I do not like saying
T told you so,”" hut it is worth reeording
that I was the only Labour representative
that opposed that Finaneial Agreement and
the only ome that voted against the Bill.
Just as T am differing with the Premier to-
night, so T differed from him oa that veen-
gion. Unfortunately for Western \ustralia
I was right and the Premier was wrong.

The Premier: MHas it proved zo?

Hon, W, D. JOHNSON: Tet me read
what | said on that oceasion.

The Premier: T like a man who guotes his
awn gpecches. It is most interesting. I
certainly admire your modesty.

Flon. W. . JORUNSON: Tf ewnbers will
look at page 127 of “Hansard” of the 19th
June, 1928, they will And that T said this—

The immediate result is going to be of great
benelit to Woestern Australin, but we have to
Lbear in mind that the Connnonwenlth wmay aoi
continue to he as svmpathetic as the Agroe-
wment wonld indieate they are at the outsef.
It is the ultimate effect of the Agreement
that | fear. 1t is impossible to argee ngaingt
the immedinte futare. 1 is the nltimate effect
we have to think of and come to a eonclusion

ahget, Tt iz hard te knew what the Commnn-
weidalth Government will do.

Then 1 go ou to say this—

Were, again, T want te sk mewbers if thex
are char as to what the attitude of the Loan
Counecil witl e to Western Australiz ance that
bady i in permancnt control. Tt is useless
for members to zay we have had voluntury
control for the lust five or s«ix vears, for that
is quite different from what will obtain if pro-
vision is made for the control of loan operi-
tions under the terms of the Congtitution ia
sueh o way that we shall not he able to get our
of it,  We shatl have te go to th> Cloanmon-
wealth on every ocvusion,  ITn those eiregm-
stanees na one cun definitely state whut view
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L ]

the  Commonwenlth  will take regarding the
futuee requirements of Westers Austenlia. i
is significaur (hai the States are not ealled
upon to submit their loan requirements; they

are called upon to submit their loan pro-
grammes,

The Premicr: That wmeans their loan re-
uiraments,

Hon, W, D, JOHXSOX: But their require-
ments in detail.

The Premier: No. Loan programme aml toan
requircments are identieal

Hon. W. 1. JOMIXNSON: Yes, in the total
amount,

The Premier: ' Loan programme'? does nof
meap the details of the loan requircinents,

Hon, W, D, JOHXNSON: Well, that is how [
cead it.

The Promicr: That wmerely means the total
amount.

Hon. W, D, JOIINSOXN: The Premier may
be right, hut the Agreement does not say so,
1 venture to differ tfrom him. I it was set
ont that loan requirements of the State had to
he submitted, 1hen it would be an indieation
that they would have to submit o lump sum.

The Premier: That is all,

Hon, W, D JOHNNSON: But it does not say
50,
The Premicr: Well, thal is what it mreans,
Hon, W. B JOHNSOX: Well, we enn differ
o that point  When the Agreement refers to
the loan prograamne, T take that o mein that
the Stare will have to give dotails as to how
the money is to be spent. The momber for
Katamming (Mr. Thomsmm}) pointed out that
the Prime Minisler il been careful to sax
that the Louan Kstimates of the States woull
not be interfered with by the Commonwenlth.
OF course!  The distribution of loan fumds is
the duty of the Stute, hut onee we aceept the
Financial Aprcememt and beeame a party to
it, as T read the docnmenis, we shll have to
submit our progrimme.

The Premier:  You will obgerve that the
Agreement does not say, loan programme of
cueh State’’: it says, ¢f the loan programme of
the States,”” That means for the whole of the
States, and theretfore means ihe total qmount.
[ am sure about that,

Hon., W, D, JOITNSON: I read that portion
of the Agreement onee or twiee, and L gathered
the impression T have indicated.  As to whether
Ui vight or wrong, time will prave, | aceept
the I'remicr’s assuranee that my reading of it
i incorrect, Tt goes to show, however, that if
wy reading be eorvect the Premier must reidise
1he danger, beeause he will have to submit his
programme to the Commonwealth, and they
will bave the right-— -

The Premier: To qunestion any of the items:
That would never dn!

T will leave the 1louse (o delermine whether
[ wa~ a relinhle prophel as fo the effects
the Finaneinl  Agreement wonld have on
Western Austealia,
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The Premicr: Wil the hon, aember ex-
plain the poing i his gquotation? 1 sl
would approve to-morrow of the Financial
Agreement.

MMon. W. 0, JOHNSON: The guotation
was simply to point out that the Premier
led us into diitienlties when he extended tho
powers of Lhe Commonwenlth.

The Premiev: Tt was not the power of
the Commonwealth, but the power of the
Loan Couneil, which consists of the six
States of the (‘ommonwenlth. It was not
the Commonwealth at all.

Hon, W, D, JOHNSON:  Xow let we
vead o portion ol my speceh whielh hears
dirvectly on the poini the Premier has raised.
It rveads as follows:—

T elaim that this Agrecment will mean a den-
nite extension of Federal eontrol. 1t has heen
siaid that that i3 not so, hut the faet that we are
heiug compellnd to give them an opportunity
to review the loan raisings authorised by the
States is an extension of Federal power,

The I'remier: L pepeat that the Loan
Couneil consists of Lthe <ix States.  He fair!

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: T (do not wminel
that a hit. | was veferving to {he Taan
Conneil, T do nol eare ow the Loan Conn-
cil s econstitnted, bt the ereation of the
Loan Counedl by onr agrecing to snhmit
onrselves to the  diveetion of the Loan Conn-
eil meant that we immediolely extended ihe
powers of ofhers, and eonsequentiy lHmibed
G OWwWrL

The Prewier: The hon. membor said we
were extending the powers of the Common-
wealth, Now, when lie ix challenged he finds
it 15 not the Commaonwealth, fhat it is the

Loan  Couneil, which  éonxists  of the six
States,
TTon. W 1L JOHINSON: I it will please

the Tvemier to have me admit that the Tean
Conneil is not (he Commonwealth, but only
a lody represenling the Connmenwenlth anid
the States, T am prepaved to admit it.

The Premier: It is net hat von are
pleazing me. Surely vou know the Facts.

Fon, W, . JOWTNSON: T am statine
the facts and, T hope, .giving pleasure 10
the Premier also.

The Premier: You are not doing that.

Ton. W. D, JOIINSON: Whatever tho
hody or its powers, the faet remains (hai 10
review the loan raisines anthoriged hy o
Rlale = an extension o Federal power,
That has actually happened,
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The Premier: It has not.

Hen. W, D, JOHNXSOXN : In another pas-
sage I stated—

It may be limited, but nevertheless it is an
extension, and as has already been pointed out
by other speakers, from the very early history
of Federation, the whole of the activities of
all parties in the Commonwealth has been to-
wards the extension of Federal control.

I could quote further from my speech on
that occasion, but I have no intention to do
wore than to point out that at that period 1
counselled care before accepting the Finan-
cial Agreement. The member for South Fre-
mantle (Hon. A. MeCallum) has eomplained,
and rightly so, that we bhave no power, We
cannot even build an extension to the Power
House without going, cap-in-hand, io the
Lean Couneil, und we have been denied
means for doing work within the State. They
have the power fo deny us bhecause we en-
dorsed the Financtal Agreement of 1928
The Premier endersed that agreement and
the people, by an overwhelming majority,
voted for it, not only in Western Australia
but throughout the Coiminenwealth, and the
Western Australian voters on that oceasion
have brought on us all the difficulties that six
years later influenced them to vote for seces-
sion,
The Premier: Nonsense!

Hon, W, D, JOHNSON: 1 could have
rend a statement that, in my opinion, the
advantages of the Finaneial Agreement
would expive and we wounld begin to get into
difliculties six years after 1928. To the best
of my ability I pointed out how we were
likely to be advantaged for five or six years,
and I appreciated that we would then find
ourselves on & lee shore and the States would
begin to suffer. Six years after having made
that speech we have arrived at a stage when
our people are so dissatisfed and so =g-
grieved at the administration of the Com-
monwealth that they are trying to undo, in
the most drastic form possible, that whieh
we deliberately voted ourselves inte in 1928.
I regret exceedingly the position in which
Labour finds itself over this matter. The
Labour movement has been a big movement
dealing with big questions in a big way,
Lverything worth while in Australia has
been accomplished by the Labour Party, Tt
was the Labour Party that conceived the idea
of establishing the Commonwealth Bank.
True, the institution is hamstrung and its
services have been limited through political
action, but the bank is there and will hbe
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there tor all time, a monument to a wonder-
ful achievement by a big party. It was an
achievement that brought applause and eom-
mendation from all the nations of the British
Empire. Everybody bas praised the fore-
sight of the big party responsible for that
act. To-night, however, we find that great
party degenerated to the extent of piloting
through Parliament a Bill of this kind. I
regret what is being done. It is not worthy
of the Labour Party. It is not up to the
standard set by the Labowr movement of old.
To-day it would appear that the division i
onr own ranks is not only strengthening the
opposing side but is weakening ws, until it is
causing us lo do things that I, for one, regret.
I know the people of this Siate as well as
does any member of the House. I have bad
a longer association with the Labour move-
ment than has any man inside or oufside this
House. The Labour movement does not ap-
prove of legislation of this kind. It recog-
nises the voice of the people and strives to
give expression to it, but will not use an ex-
pression of the will of the people in such a
way as to discount & pgreat movement. Up
to the introduction of this Bill the movement
had never degenerated to such an extent as to
render itself liable to incur the ridicule of
the House of Commons or to create doubt
ag to whether it could be trusted by the peo-
ple of Western Australia to present to the
Imperial authorities the people’s ambitions,
desires, hopes and aspirations in such a way
as would reflect eredit on the movement and
vot lay it open to ridicule, as this Bill will
do.

On motion by Hon, N, Keenan, debate
adjourned. *

House adjourned 8.52 p.m.



