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three vears ago, the engineers told us that
there was still a life of eight years in the old
bridge. 1 assume that a lot of preparatory
work will he required, even if the Govern-
ment decide to build a new bridge. By the
time those preparations are made and the
bridge is completed, not mueh of that eight-
vear period will remain. T trust that before
long some definite announcement will be
made regarding this all-important work.

Hon. G. W. Miles: I suppose vou antici-
pate that, now vou have two Ministers from
the West Province,

Hon. G. FRASER: Ministers do not take
us into their confidence rvegarding sueh de-
partmental matters, and we have no more
knowledge in thot respeet than the hon.
member. This, of course, is not merely a
Fremantle matter, hut is one that affeets the
whole of the State. T support the motion
for the adoption of the Address-in-reply.

On motion by Hon. H. Tuckey, debate ad-
journed.

House adjourned at 9.32 pm,

Tegislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 9th September, 1936,
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The Speaker took the Chair at 4.30 p.m.
and read pravers,

QUESTION—FORESHORE,
SWAN RIVER.
Mr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Works: 1, TIas he yet received any report
from the Joint Committee representing his

[ASSEMBLY.]

department and the City Council on the
question of the contro]l of the foreshore be-
tween Barrack-street and Mounts Bay-road’
2, If so, what is the nature of such report?
3, Iy there any prospect of an early start
being made with the work of reclamation
and beautification of this part of the fore-
shore?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1 and 2, No. 3, No policy of reelamation
and beautification ean be determined until
the authority of control is settled, and the
question of the various uses to which the
respective parts of the area are to be put is
decided.

IRRIGATION

QUESTION—HARVEY
AREA.
Mr. McLARTY asked the Minister for

Water Supplies: 1, In view of the
serions position that has arisen in the Harvey
irrigation area owing o the shortage of
water, eausing approximately 4,600 acres to
be execised, is it his intention to give imme-
diate consideration to making provision for
additional water storage in this area? 2,
As 2215 per cent. more land than can be
watered hy the present weir is still in the
ared, how does the Irrigation Commission in-
tend to water this area?

The MINISTER FOR COUNTRY
WATER SUPPLIES replied: 1, Provision
ou the Estimates for survey of possible reser-
voir sites is contemplated. 2, It is consid-
ered that not for several years would the
whole of this pereentage of land need irriga-
tion supplies, and that in the meantime pro-
pressive methods of water saving should
meer inereasing demands,

QUESTION—STATE INSURANCE DE-
PARTMENT AND GOVERNMENT
EMPLOYEES.

Mr. DOXEY asked the Minister for Em-
plovment: What are the premiums per £100
of insurance paid by the Public Works De-
partment to the State Insurance Department
for part-time relief workers, quarrymen,
timher fellers, meneral labourers and the de-
partment’s elerieal staff?

The MINISTER ¥OR EMPLOYMENT
replied: The insurance of the Puhblic Works
Department employees is arranged on a flat
rate basis. The rates charged are 20s. per
cent. for the clerica) staff and 160s. per cent.
for other workers,
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QUESTION—POOR PERSONS' LEGAL

ASSISTANCE ACT.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM asked the Minister
for Justice: Has the Law Society of West-
ern Australia, or a public solicitor, been
appointed for the purpese of carrying out
all or any objects or purposes of the Poor
Persons’ Legal Assistance Aet, 1928-317

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replied:
The Law Society of Western Australia was
appointed, and such appointment was
gazetted in the Government Gazette of the
20th January, 1932,

QUESTION—QUEENSLAND FOREST
AND TOBACCO AREAS.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Premier: 1, Is
he aware that shares are being offered in
Western Australin for alleged questionable
ferestry and tobacco propositions in Queens-
land? 2, In view of misrepresentations
made in respeet to certain Queensland
tobaceo and forestry propositions (limited
companies}) and the losses already sus-
tained by a number of Western Aus-
tralian eitizens, following the purehase
of shares in these more or less worth-
less companies, will the Government
give consideration to the bringing down of
a Bill to amend the Companies Aet whereby
it would be mandatory on the promoters
that before shares were offered to the West-
ern Australian publie, investigations were
made by a qualified Government oflicer, a
sufficient guarantee deposited, or such other
means taken as may he practicabile, thus en-
suring to the public protection from unsound
propositions?

The DEPUTY PREMIER replied: 1, No.
2, The consolidating and amending of the
company laws is under consideration and the
matters mentioned in the question will he
submitted for attention.

PAPERS—MILING SCHOOL SITE.

HON. P. D. PERGUSON (Irwin-Moore)
[4.35]: I move—

That all papers dealing with the acqnisition
of a school site nt Miling, and the ercetion of
a sehool thereon, be 1aid upon the Table of the
House.

I understand that the Minister for Eduea-
tion is agrecable to these papers being laid
an the Table of the House, and will there-
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fore eontent myscll with
the motion,
Question put and passed.

formally moving

MOTION—YQUTH EMPLOYMENT.
To inquire by Board.

MR. LAMBERT (Yilgarn-Coolgardie)
[4.36]: I move—

That in the opinion of this House, 2 Board

(with statutory powers, if necessary) should
be appointed to inquirc into and investigate
generally the question of employment of the
male youth of the State, having regard to the
soctal and cconomic conditions which are likely
to result by their non-employment, and in view
of the inereasing number of vouny femiles ¢n-
gaged in clerical and other occeupations which
could he filled by males, and, further, with a
view of ratiomalising employment an an equit-
able quota hasis nf all juvenile workers.
In asking for a review of the present unfor-
tunate position of the male youth in em-
ployment in this State, I wish it clearly to
be nnderstood that T am making no sugges-
tion that femnale labour should be displaced,
and have no such desire. Most people who
sinee the War have given consideration to
thi< cquestion realise that it is one of the
most important and pressing matters with
which we are concerned. I refer to the
social, economie position, and the condition
of our youth employment. It iz not my
wish that through any action that may be
taken by the Government, female employ-
ment should necessarily be displaced. It
must be obvious to those who have even in
a superficial way considered the displace-
ment of male youths from employment, par-
tieularly since the close of the War, how dis-
tressing a thing that is, and must recognise
that the position must ultimately be met, and
can only he met, by legisiation. I under-
stand that Miss Ada Bromham is president
of the Women’s Service Guild. She was at
a meeting of that Guild the other day, and
without »nny knowledze of the purport of
my motion, made an attack upon me. Sha
suggested it was a scandalous thing thaf I
should desire to displace female lahour from
employment,  She called upon the women of
the State to erowd the galleries, and show
their opposition to any motion that T might
move along these lines. This reminds me of
the spinster who was very good at instruct-
ing a yonng mother how to nurse, clothe and
feed a  habv, nsing a celluloid doll as an
example,
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Miss Holman:
funny.

Mr, LAMBERT : Whether she can very
closely appreciate in bher position as a
spinster the question of the absorption of
male youths into out economic life, I will
leave members to judge. I think I had
better address my  remarks to those who
have been affected by the displacement of
the male youth of the eountry in many
avenues of employment, where I  think
young men could be better employed. My
idea in moving this motion is to draw atten-
tion to the increasing propensity on the part
of employers, not only in this State, but in
other parts of the world, to employ femule
lahour. In the first instance they took
advantage of the fact that a big proportion
of the male population went overseas to
serve in the forees. They made that theiv
excuse for employing female labour. The
extent to which this practice has heen fol-
lowed is indicated clearly by the fact that
in every insurance company, every bank, and
every commercial and retail house, most of
the employces are females, whether as
typistes, clerks or in other positions. T de-
sire to make no comparison between the effi-
cieney of male and female elerks, This
Fouse should lay down as a first principle
that the best way to reach a solution of the

I do not think that is

problem, and root out an anomaly
that exisis to-day, is to endeavour
to lring hack to useful employment
sm our ecgonomic structure the male

youth of the country. If we depart from
that well-founded prineiple, which has
existed ever since civilisation began, we shall
be taking a dangerous step for which we
can offer no reasonable exense. Many fin-
ancial institutions realise that until male
vouths are brought back into employment,
we shall bave a most deplorable social state,
as a result of which our youths will be walk-
ing around the streets without any wotk,
while females are employed in lucrative posi-
tions that might well be oceupied hy males.
The statistics that T will present in a little
while regarding the male and female students
at the University will demonstrate strik-
ingly the necessity for making provision for
the distribution in industry of our youths.
Unless we are to write it into our political
philosophy that we must for all time have
a large army of male unemployed helped by
direct contributions from Consolidated Rev-
enue and kept on sustenance or part-time

[ASSEQIBLY.]

work, there must be some reasonable solu-
tion found for our present difficulty.

Mr, North: Among the savage races the
women do all the work.

Mr. LAMBERT: And if we continue to
proceed along the lines that have been fol-
lowed to a large extent since the war, women
will do our work. I do mot know that there
is not an appreciable proportion of the male
population of the civilised world that would
be prepared to allow the females to do all
the work, provided the males could stop at
home and smoke their pipes in lnxury.

My, Marshall: That is the trouble; the
women don’t even provide them with
tobaceo.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not know that
tobaceo is the least of the comforts the
women could possibly provide. The serions
phase of the problem is demonstrated in cer-
tain of our big established institutions to-day
where it is easy to determine whether the
females or males predominate in employ-
ment. So far as we can rectify that posi-
tion, either statutorily or otherwise, prefer-
ence should at least be given to males with-
out causing any great disadvantage, as the
member for Forrest

Miss Holman: The member for Forrest
will speak for herself. Yon do not know
what I shall say.

Mr. LAMBERT: Then I am in wmuch the
same position with the hon. member as Miss
Bromham is regarding my motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber will address the Chair.

Mr. LAMBERT: At any rate, one ean
anticipate what the other may say. It is
certainly the prerogative of women to sug-
west that girls who work alongside bhoys
should enjoy equal pay and equal terms of
employment. I definitely subscribe to that
principle. If thinking people would only
realise the detrimental effect that dis-
erimination beftween the sexes is having on
onr social and economic conditions to-day,
they would be prepared to concede the fact
that both sexes should stand upon the same
plane in that particular respeet. Much
propaganda has been indulged in by
interested parties regarding employment of
female lahour. The problem was touched
on lightly but forcefully by the member for
Subiaco (Mrs. Cardell-Oliver) in the econ-
¢luding portion of her specch on the
Address-in-reply. Undoubtedly there is eon-
siderable exploitation of female labour, par-
ticularly with regard to girls who have just
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passed the school leaving age. The ex-
ploitation is appalling and in some instances
most disgraceful. It is remarkable that
some of the established organisations—and
particularly do I refer to the one the mem-
bers of which listened to their spokesman
the other evening when she gave what she
considered was the line of demarcation I was
proposing to set up between male and
female labour—-did not conecentrate upon the
exploitation that is going on to-day. Some
of the large retail emporiums are not only
engaged in building up big business to the
detriment of the smaller trading concerns in
the suburban areas, but are exercising
ne discrimination whatever regarding the
fqmale labour they employ. It is all very
well for some persons who desire to voice
their appreeciation of work with regard to
female labour in Western Australia, but the
exploitation that has been going on should
receive attention. In the columns of the
“West Australian” reeently a correspondent
rightly pointed out that daily we see
hundreds of girls drawn from the various
suburban areas crowding into trams and
trains to take their positions in the big
emporiums at 15s. a week., That sort of
thing not only displaces male labour, buf
adds very considerahly to the iniqnitous sys-
tem of ceniralised industry. So Miss Ada
Bromham, in giving her idea of the investi-
gation I sought into this economic problem,
has misrepresented, within her own limited
sphere, the objeet T have had in view. [ do
not know that, from her comfortable en-
vironment at Claremont, Miss Brombam iz
competent to speak upon a subject like that
under discussion,

Hon. P. D, Ferguson : Don’t you live down
that way yourself?

Miss Holman: Qh, he is a man, so he must
bhe eompetent!

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not know that T
am not competent to discuss this matter
respecting which this particular lady rushed
into her gilded circle and spread herself in
discussing my motion before it had been
dealt with in this House. If T am not more
competent, it will be coneeded that T am at
least as competent to discuss it as Miss
Bromham, and T certainly regret that the
army of women that she invited to occupy
the galleries are not here to listen to some
of the home truths T would have presented.

Miss Holman: Go ahead:
them.

thev ean read

195

Mr. LAMBERT: XNo, the hon. member
will convey them to the women. Oue phase
of the problem is that at our University
there are 798 undergradunates. They attend
an institution that is being maintained at
enormons cost to the State. 1t iz supposed
to be a free University. It is one of the
most richly endowed and most cxpensively
run of the Universities in Australia. The
authorities have taken advantage of the fact
that if is the declared poliey of the State to
conduct a free University. In that diree-
tion, the aspirations of the Labour Party, in
their desire to make available free Uni-
versity edueation, may Ve open to more than
onoe interpretation. The interpretation
placecd upon that policy by those in eontrol
of the University to-day is distinetly out of
step with the ideas of the Labour Party.

My, Thorn: The University has a Gavern-
ment subsidy of £34,000 a vear,

Mr. LAMBERT: Not only is that sobsidy
available, but year in and vear out the
Government are called upon to provide addi-
tional money for tuforial and constructional
purposes at this seat of learning. The time
has arrived when the Government should ery
2 halt and consider to what extent the State
should be ealled upon to provide these addi-
tipnal funds for the University. I admib
that the establishment of a free University
was a very fine conception, and the fact that
every person who can possibly avail him-
self of the educational faciities offered has
that opportunity, shows that there are some
very fortunate people in the State. I be-
licve, however, that the institution should be
run along different lines from which more

beneficial  results  wonld  be likely to
acerue. If we had a  svstem of
liheral  bursaries for vyoung  people,

male and female, in the country distriets,
it would be of greater advantage compared
with the existing system that seems to bhe
primarily for the scholars who ean go from
the secondary schools in the metropolitan
arca to the University. It eannot be gain-
said that the University to-day is not get-
ting anything like the results that should be
expected of it. In my opinion 25 or pos-
sibly 30 per cent. of the undergraduates of
to-day are not likely to find n niche for
themselves in any branch of science in our
cconomiie life.  Thev may provide a most
heautiful niche in the social side of the life
of the State.

Mr. Doney: How are you going to deter-
mine heforechand who is likely to sneceed?
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Mr. LAMBERT: If the hon. member is
going to interject, let him interject, but
without mumbling. I cannot hear what he
says.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
ber will address the Chair.

Mr. LAMBERT: The number of under-
graduates they have to-day probably in-
creases the expenditure at the University by
50 per cent. That would nof be so if we
had liberal bursaries applicable to male and
female students in country distriets. If we
were to classify those reeeiving University
education as between country and eity, it
would be found that 80 per cent. of them
are drawn from the metropolitan area. And
after they leave the University, while we
have had some brilliant scholars from it,
and some that bave gained distinetion in
other parts of the world, many others are
inteilectually on the same plane as children
in the eountry districts of Western Aus-
tralin. Take the Perth Technical College,
which is not altogether a frec technical col-
lege.  There they have 618 siudents. A
large proportion of those are leaving every
vyear, and it is to be expected that they will
be absorbed in industry or in some other
occupation. From the Methodist ILadies’
College last year 38 pupils left, from the
Guildford Grammar School 35 left, from
Perth College 85 left, from St. Hilda’s 41
left, from the Scoteh College 42 leff, and
from the Perth Technical College, with its
various schools, 4,143 left, while from Wes-
ley College 27 left, and from the Presby-
terian Ladies’ Colleze 30 left. The whole
of those scholars must be absorbed into the
industrial life of the community. That is,
of course, if their scholastic term, until they
leave, is to be of any use to the com
munity. It is very nice at a University fo
learn French and German, very nice, as the
Archbishop said the other day, that they
should establish a school with Professor
Beasley at its head, to study Russian cul-
ture.

Mr. Cross: It would not be of much use.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am not going to say
that it would not be other than useful. But
there are lots of studies carried out by people
privately, people who pay for their own
stndies. T do not know that many of these
institutions should be liberally endowed hy
the Government in order to pay for what
should be private stndy, bowever comfort-
ing it may bhe fo take it at an institution.

The hon. mem-

(ASSEMBLY.

AMr. Hughes: Russia is an experiment in
the working man’s fate. Do not you think
we onght to study it¥

Mr. LAMBERT: No, I think the experi-
ment in the working man’s fate is wrapped
up in the member for East Perth,

Mr. Hughes: That is only evading the
question.

Mr. LAMBERT: I at once concede that
probably the boldest experiment sinee the
dawn of the Christian era has been made
and is still being made by Russia to-day,
regrettable as it may appear to many that
the achievement and the revolution that led
up to the achievement should ever have
oceurred.

Mr. SPEAKER: T presunme the hon. memn-
ber is going to connect this with the motion
before the Chair.

Mr. LAMBERT: This directly points to
the greater portion of the meaning which
underlies the motion 1 have moved. It is
at one with the desirve properly to rationalise
employment in this State. We find to-dav
that there are men well conditioned, not only
in ecommereial eallings, not only in the banks
and not only in Government employment,
who have each three or four girls employed
in Government or other institutions to the
dizplacement of the male vouth of this
conntry. If we were bold enough, as we
should be, and courageons enough to set up
an inguiry to find out all about the bread-
winning males who are earning over the
basic wage up to £300 per annum, and who
bave anything from one to four danghters
employed in institutions, and regrettably in
most of the Government scrvices of the State,
the result would make this Assembly sit up
and take notice. Whilst there are countless
girls and youths to-day displaced from
labour, we find that every man of influence,
whether he e a bank manager, an insur-
ance manager or the manager of a big
wholesale or retuil store, ean get the whole
of his daughters emploved; and in the
ageregate those gicls bring far more money
into the home than does the actual head
of the family, the breadwiuner himself.
While this state of affairs continues, we
shall have this big unit of unemployed
male youth, and@ we shall have the spee-
tacle of the sustcnance worker, and the
spectacle of the taxation we have to levy
to keep this unit in partial employment. It
is neeessary tor us to have a review, as
other peoples have had in other parts of
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the world to chow fthe extent and degree
of the employment relationship hetween
the male youth of the eountry as against
the female youth. To-day in offices there
are typewrifers, and in the banks they have
adding machines, and 99 per cent. of those
manipulating them are females. And those
institutions which alone are gaining the
whole of the profit from the employment
of female labour have no eoncern regard-
ing the ceconomie position. T was speaking
to a local director of a2 hank, at pre-
sent in this llouse, and he informed me
that as a matter of policy the bank with
which he is connceted dees not propose to
employ any further female labour. That,
I am sure, is not duc to any hostility to
the employment of female labour, but is
on the hroad and sound basis that the basic
principle and the foundation upon which
we must huild the strueture of to-morrow,
is the useful absorption of our male ponu-
lation.

Mr. Hughes: Will that bank take de-
posits from fomale elients?

Mr. LAMBERT: I dare say it will, but
T am not going to answer the hon. member
in  his spirit of levity; because bhanks
at all times, apart from the fact that they
say prayers every morning for a eertain
person, he who invented interest, will take
deposits from anybody, withont asking
questions. I do not know that I need to
stress this matter. The House would be
well advised to set up a competent author-
ity to iInquire into the number of male
employces and female employees, particu-
larly in those avenues of employment that,
possibly, from an ceonomieal and social
viewpoint, would absorb the male youth
of this State. I am not going to be mis-
represented or misunderstood by any per-
son who rushes along to some women'’s ser-
vice guild to misrepresent my position in
this respect. I have not sought any pub-
licity in this matter, and if those who are
sceking publicity persist, they will find
that I ecan get equal publicity—which
seams to be their main food in life.
I desire to move this motion and have it
seriously discussed. I hope that, having
drawn the atiention of the House to this
question, I shall be suceessful in that aim.
T am not infallible, nor do I desire to staund
infallible in the moving of the motion, or
to stand immune from constructive criti-
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eism in my suggestion that these problems
should be tackled. But I do say with the
whole-hearted wish that without depriv-
ing those who may take the opposite view,
of the right to speak from the angle from
which they sec the problem, I hope they
will treat it on broad general lines. I think
as the outeome of a healthy, useful and non-
prejudiced discussion, at least something
should come of it, or at least in those de-
partments and institutions that we ecan
regularly reach to rationalise properly the
unit between male and female employvment,
provided that the Government have the
courage (o give effeet to this all-
important and all-pressing cconomie prob-
lem with which we are confronted todav.

MR. NORTH (Claremont) [5.15]: I sec-
ond the motion, not in the sense of taking
pmrt in the controversy raised by the hon.
member, but hecause I believe that these
questions, whatever their merits might be.
should be probed. We might well contrast
the extraordinary atlitude adopted when
people desive to probe social questions with
the tremendous amount of inquiry and in-
vestigation that takes place in all other
avenues. I have in mind sueh matters as
television, radio and motors. Investigation.
probing and inquiry are constantly being
condueted into those matters; scientists the
world over are engaged on the problems
raised, and all the benefits accruing from the
investigations are made available to the peo-
ple. Only recently the construetion of a new
telescope was undertaken in America to he
twice as large as the one previously used.
This was designed to probe the problems of
the heavens, and vet on a question where
so many thousands of lives might be said to
he at stake, and where so much 1isery is in-
volved, there is a hesitancy even to find out
what are the facts, Therefore I support the
motion without definitely commitling my-
seif at this stage 23 to what are the merits
or the faets. Let us ascertain the position.
If the hon. member's assertions can be
proved, well and good. It might be found
that nothing eould be more attractive than
the little typist in the office, and it might be
found that the male would be better em-
ployed in the countryside. Investigation
might show that the female is better for typ-
ing duties, but that is not to say that the pre-
sent scandalous waste of resources should
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continue, that so many thousands of elderly
men possessed of no particular ability should
bhang on until they reach the grave, while
mnany young men are lounging around lamp-
posts or doing things that need not be ve-
ferred to in this House. ‘What is the real
olyjection to making inguiry into social ques-
tions? Let me refer to some of the inquiries
that have been undertaken or are in pro-
gress at the moment. We had an inquiry
into wheat, we are having one into bank-
ing, and another into nutrition. Shortly, I
hope, we shall have one into the existence
of slums.

Mr. Hegney: An inguiry is even heing
condneted by Dr. Serventy to find out the
nunmber of fish that shags on the river
consume.

Mr. NORTH: The hon. member will in-
sist in poaching on the Claremont preserves.
There seems to be a hesitaney, or a dread,
in regard to investigating such questions as
those raised by the hon. member. Yet, to
solve other problems, experts are engaged
the world over week after week. Tt is now
possible to pick up broadeasts from Ger-
many and ofher distant counntries where, a
few vears ago, it was possible only to make
noises that would bardly carry as far as
Kalamunda. Yet the question raised this
afternoon is of far greater importance to
human comfort, and still there is a feeling
of hesitaney about conducting an inguiry.
I will not say that matters of the kind are
ridiculed, but people are certainly ineclined
to put their fingers in their mouths, The
real reason why such questions ave delicately
avoided, T consider, is hecause on almost
every occasion when an investigation is
made, no action follows, The decisions are
shelved and pigeonholed. That is appar-
ently the reason why so many people hesi-
tate to urge inquiries along the lines of the
hon. member’s motion. I should like to tell
the hon. member a little incident that oc-
eurrd at a meeting of the Returned Soldiers’
League, Claremont, just before the elections.
A discussion arose on this very matfer, and
one gentleman pointed out that there was
not a member of the State Parliament who
wasg game to bring up the question of men
taking positions now filled by girls. In re-
ply to that, we have the hon. member’s
motion to-night.

On motion by Minister for Employment,
debate adjourned.

[ASSEMBLY.]

PAPERS—WORKER'S COMPENSATION
CLAIM,

HON, ¢. G, LATHAM (York) [6.22]: I
move—

That all papers relating to a elaim for com.
pensation under the Workers’ Compensation
Act, 1912-1924, by the widow of the late
Thomas George Mead, whe died at Quairading
on 11th January, 1935, following upon injuries
received while in the employ of the Main Roads
Department, be laid upon the Table of the
House.

I hope the House will agree to the tabling of
the papers. It is rather unfortunate that I
should have to bring a case of the kind to
Parliament, because usually such actions are
fought in the courts of law. In this instance,
however, the person affected happens to be a
widow of a one-time sustenance worker with
a family of four children. The hushand was
killed through an accident in a gravel pit
near Quairading in the early part of last
year, either through returning to the pit be-
fore all the explosions had taken place, or at
any rate during the blasting operations. I
had an opportunity to peruse the coroner's
notes. The verdie{ returncd was accidental
death, Naturally the widow thonght that
she was entitled to compensation, but I
understand that the ease was referred to the
Crown Law authorities and they ruled that
she was not entitled to compensation hecaunse
of some techrnical objection that was raised.
We have a State Insuranee Department in
which the Government insure all their em-
ployees. They refer cases fo the Crown Law
officers, who scem to be the deciding factor
as to whether a claim shall be paid. That
might be all right if the person concerned
possessed sufficient money fo test the legal
opinion in the court, but fthis is a widow
without a penny in the world and with four
children o support. May I say, by way of
digression, that the Government have done
all they could to provide for the support of
the widow and children. I would not like
the House to gather the impression that I
am charging the Government with having
been remiss in that direction. The woman
kas no funds with which to test the case. I
believe the matter was referred to the Trades
Hall authorities and that they have been
prepared to accept the decision of the Crown
Law Department. I am not satisfied that
that is all that ean be done in this case. The
woman js entitled to some compensation for
the loss of her husband. There are four
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children to be maintained, and the widow, I
presume, like other parents, is desirous of
giving the children the best possible eduea-
tion. Had she reecived compensation, she
might have been able to set up in a little
husiness to provide for the support of the
children and probably for their education.
I am not asking for the papers merely to
have them tabled. I am hoping that, after
metnbers have had an opportunity to peruse
them, we might he able to do what the
woman cannot do on account of the lack of
funds. We might investigate the case by
seleet committee and see if it is possible to
grant her some (inancial assistance.

The Minister for Employment: Are you
aware of the details of the accident?

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Al T know is
that the corener returned a verdict of acei-
dental death. To  test a decision of the
Crown Law authorities, one must have a fair
amount of capital. There 18 no doubt in my
mind that the views of the Crown Law
officers are often backed by the knowledge
that they have the State’s money behind
them to enable a case to be taken to the
higher courts. If the claimant bhegins by
winning in the first court, the Crown Law
Department might appeal against the deci-
sion and the case might be carried from
court to court until the claimant has no
money left. The principle is wrong. If the
man had attempted to commit suvicide, the
verdiet of the coroner would have been to
that effect.

Mr. Sleeman: How did the man meet his
death?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Through an explo-
sion in a quarry. Evidently he returned to
the quarry before the whole of the charges
had exploded. T do not know how many
charges there were. I was informed that
there was certain. evidence available that
would probably lead the ecourt to
believe the man had TDbeen advised
that the whole of the charges had exploded,
but after investizating that statement,
1 adwmit that the evidence was not substan-
tiated. T asked a question of the Minister
for Justice.

The Minister for Works: All legal ques-
tions must be roferred to the Crown Law
Department.

Hon., C. G. LATHAM: T have no objec-
tion to that bheing dene. I was referring {0
the Poor Persons’ Legal Assistance Aect.
There m#y be reasons for the department’s
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decition, but suppose the department de-
clined to pay anybedy compensation, unless
the unions were strong enough to contest the
cases, it would he impossible to collect com-
pensation.

The Minister for Works: If it is pos-
sible to pay, we do so.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: This is one case
in which payment, I think, could have been
made, Some legal point must have been
raised; otherwise the decision of the coro-
ner would have been aceepted. The coroner
heard the evidenee, and T venture to say the
Crown Law oflicers did not. They might
have received a report from the engineer
or from the foreman in charge of the work;
1 am not in a position to say whether they
did or not. I have noil seen the Crown Law
papers. It seems to me a problem which
this House must face. Suppose the persons
concerned went along to obtain assistance as
POOT persons.

Mr. Sleeman: What union did the man
helong to?

Hon. C. G, LATHAM: The AW.U. He
could not belong to any other union. The
AW. U, 1 shall say nothing about, except
that fo my mind they did not de all they
should have done.

The Minister for Employment: They did
everything that was possible.

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: Then it is up to
this House to do something. I consider that
we should investigate the case. Il the
A W.U. saw the papers, they would come to
the same conclusion as I reached.

Mr. Sleeman: Was the widow advised by
a solicitor?

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: The widow in-
forms me that that is not the case, though
she was sent along to a firm of solicitors by
the then secretary of the union. Howerver,
it iz urcless for a woman to go by herself to
a frm of lawyers, as hon. memhers must
know, TUnder those conditions a woman
breaks down and eannot state her ease. I
do not koow what facts cven the lawyers
had to advise the womnan upon. Apparently,
sufficient was not done, As for obtaining
legal assistance as a poor person, that mat-
ter is in the hands of the Crown Law De-
partment, who, I understand, advise whether
the case is one that falls within the Act in
question.

The Minister for Employment: I do not
think there is a lawyer in the State who
would advise the woman to go fo court.
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Hon, C. G. LATHAM: That is a charge
against the coroner.

The Minister for Employment: No, it is
nof.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Anyway, the Min-
ister seems to know all about the matter.
The coroner would be the man who wonld
have the sworn evidence before him,

The Minister for Employment: The coro-
ner could not bave returned any other ver-
diet, )

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Then there is jus-
tifieation for my bringing the case before
the Chamber,

The Minister for Employment: I am not
abjecting to that.

Hon. C. ;. LATHAM: A variety of ver-
dicts could have been returned. One might
have been attempted suieide, or suicide;
buat from what I have gathered from those
associated with the deceased persomn, there
were no suigidal tendencies whatever in the
case. The coroner’s verdict might have
been onc of culpable negligence. There is
no political capital to be made out of the
matter, because the Government are doing
everything possible for the widow and chil-
dren. We should try to find some means
of assisting cases which eall for assistance.
I do not think the Government will oppose
the metion. The matfer will not rest there,
however, because I shall move for the ap-
pointment of a seleet committee to inves-
tigate the case. T know that the mem-
hers of sueh a committee will view the ease
in the light disclosed by the papers. I
trust that the Minister will include in the
papers to be tabled the nofes of evidence
taken at the inquest.

THE MINISTERE FOR EMPLOYMENT
{(Hon. A. R. G. Hawke—Northam) [5.35]:
I have no objection at all te the motion,
and am quite willing to have the papers
tabled. The only faets connected with the
case that I wish to mention are these. Some
shots were set. The men coneerned with
the putting-in of the shots then left the
place where the shots were put in, and
travelled to a safe distance from that spot.
The late Mr. Mead suddenly remembered
that he had left certain of his belongings
near the place where the shots had been
put in, and be returned for the purpose of
obtaining those things. At that time, un.
fortunately, the shots exploded, with the
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result that Mr. Mend suffered injuries which
at a later date caused the loss of his life.

Mr. Sleeman: Was compensation refused
him on that account?

Hon. C. G. Latham: Yes.

The MINISTER ¥FOR EMPLOYMENT:
That is so.

Question put and passed.

MOTION—TRATFFIC ACT.
T'o disallow regulations.

MR. WATTS (Katanning} [5.37]: The
notice of motion standing in my name
reads—

That the new regulations to be numbered 30

{7) and 30 (8) of the Traffic Regulations,
1931, as published in the ‘‘Government Gaz-
ette’’ of the 17th July, 1836, and laid wpon
the Table of the House on the 11th August,
1936, e and are hereby disallowed.
It appears to me that 1 shouald ask for leave
to withdraw this notice of motion, as the
regulation which is the subjeet of the
motion was repealed by another regulation
whiech has been laid on the Table of the
House. However, in view of the terms of
the new regulation, I think I shall have
to give notice of a further motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member ean
have his motion amended.

Mr. WATTS: Very well, Sir. The regu-
lations which are the subjeet of the motion
I shall presently move require the provi-
sion of brakes on trailers, apart from the
regulations governing appliances on motor
vohicles. The new regulation 30 (7) reads—

New regulation, to be numbered 30 (7):—
Every trailer shall have an cfficient braking
system, the brakes of which aet upon—(a) at
least two wheels, in the ease of a trailer hav-
ing not more than four wheels; and (b) at
least four wheels, in the case of a trailer hav-
ing more than four wheels, so constructed that
the brakes are capable of being set so as effee-
tually to prevent two at least of the wheels
from revolving when the trailer is not being
drawn. TFor the purpose of these regulations,
a breakdrum shall be deemed to form part of
the wheel and not of the hraking system.

The new regulation, to my mind, is entirely
unnceessary, and will be a source of con-
siderable expense to persons throughout
the State, and particularly in the country
districts, who use trailers lawfully for the
purpose of their business or for other
purposes. I have inquired into the ques-
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tion of expense as far as I am able to do
s0, and I understand that the braking sys-
tem to be fitted to trailers so as to comply
with the proposed regulation could not be
fitted at a cost of less than £8; that is,
t. do the work satisfactorily and in ac-
cordance with the proposed regulation. I
put it to hon. members that there is no
case where the absence of brakes on a
trailer has been brought to notice
as resulting in an aecident to any-
body. Indeed, I believe it is a com-
paratively rare occurrence that a ve-
hiele with a trailer is involved in an
aceident in the ordinary way. When we
cone to consider the fact that the trailer
itself, being pnlled by another vehicle, must
of necessity restrict the speed of that other
vehicle, it becomes Fairly plain, to me at =l
events, that there is no need to fear that
accidents will ocenr because the trailer has
no brakes. As I said, the use of these
trailers in country districts is considerable.
They are usually guite light vehicles, the
property mostly of farmers whe use them
for the purpose of bringing small loads into
and out of the towns where they are acens-
tomed to do their business. To fit brakes on
those trailers would, as a general rule, re-
quire the rebuilding of the trailers them-
selves, They are frequently built with a
back axle taken from a car and front
wheels,  And consequently it would be
necessary, as the average front wheel used
has no brake, under the terms of the new
regulation to substitute fresh wheels. There-
fore I am of opinion that the amount of ex-
pense 1 mentioned a wmoment ago is
probably a low estimate. As T said ab the
heginning, to me the regnlation appears to
be cntively unnecessary. It is going to in-
flict heavy expense on persons not able to
afford it, and will in no eircumstances assist
towards the safety of other vehicular or
pedestrian traffic upon the roads. The regu-
lation seems to me one of those which are
promulgated without too much thought of
the result. I understand that in other parts
of the world there are regulations concern-
ing brakes on frailers. I belicve, however,
that such regulations are limited to trailers
of large capacity. The regulation here pro-
posed does not apply only to trailers of
heavy loading, but to all trailers, in the same
way as the regulations providing for appli-
ances on motor vehicles, of which they are
intended to form a part, apply to every
mofor vehicle in the State. Tn the interests
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of the people I have referred to, and those
who may hereafter wish to use trailers, it
seams to e this reenlabion should be dis.
allowed. I believe I have shown that it is
unneeessary and is likely to be a source of
considerable expense to those least able to
afford it, without doing any commensurate
good. I move—

That the mew regulations to be numbered
30 (7) and 30 (8) of the Traflic Regulations,
1931, as published in the ‘‘Government
Guzette’? of the 17th July, 1936, and laid upon
the Table of the House on the 1lth August,
1936, be and are hereby disallowed,

On motion by Mr,

journed.

Doney, debate ad-

PAPERS—YAMPI SOUND IRON
LEASES.

HON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [543]: I
move—

That all papers relating to applications for
and the granting of leases at Yampi Sound be
laid upon the Table of the Iouse.

For some considerable time a good deal of
information has heen ecirculated through the
Press about leases which have Leen granted
to certain interests for what are known as
the Yampi Sound iron deposits. The iron
deposits concerned are regarded as prob-
ably the richest in Australia, and perhaps
the richest in the world, and in dealing with
them the State should, therefore, be careful
in anything it does regarding their disposal.
From the information supplied to us by the
Press from time to time—whether it is auth-
entie or not would be disclosed by the tabling
of the papers for which the motion asks—
apparenily there is a firm named Brasserts,
an English firm, which I have atfemptled to
trace in order to aseertain its exact position
in Great Britain. One would have expected
to find the firm engaged extensively in the
steel and iron industry. As a matter of fact
I could find only one smalil reference to them
in the documents I was able to peruse. [
found them set down as H. A. Brasserts,
constructional engineers, Tondon. A econ-
structional engineer is a totally different
person from a man engaged in foundries
connected with the smelting of iron ore. On
the surface it looks to me—and the Minister
will probably be able to advise the House
whether it is so or not—that the firm of
Brasserts in London and Brasserts in West-
crn Australia are just merc dummies for
Japanese interests. If that is so, this House
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should give very serious consideration to the
matter. If it simply means that Japan is
to get control of this iron ore—I notice that
they are finding £600,000 for the project—
and perhaps to transport from Yampi not
less than 500,000 tons per year to Japan,
this State should deal directly with Japan
and if there are huge profits to be made,
the State and not Brasserts are entitled to
them.

The Minister for Justice: Another State
trading concern?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : T never suggested
the State should engage in the business. 1
am surprised at the Minister knowing =o
much about it, secing that he has just heen
elevated to the position of Minister for Jus-
tice and Railways. If he does know so much
we shall be glad to have his information.

Mr. Sleeman: Do yon object to it being
sold to the Japanese?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : If we are dealing
with the Japancse, let us deal directly with
them and get what is to be got out of it our-
selves. There is no doubt that Brasserts
will be paid a royalty for the use of their
name. If that is the case let us deal directly
with the Japanese people if it is intended
that there shonld be negotiations with them.
T do not know how much publiciiy
was given to the fact that we had
these leases available, I know that they
have been held from time to time by
mere speculators, men with no money
to finance them. I am aunxions to see
if it is not possible for those iron deposils
to provide a good deal of employment in
Western Australia, and T believe it is pos-
sible. Why cannot we do the same as the
Broken Hill Proprietary Ltd.2 Why can-
not we have smelting works at Fremantle or
Bunbury?

Mr. Sleeman: Why have we not got them?
We have iron deposits nearer than at Yampi.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : We may have de-
posits nearer, but T doubt whether any of
them are so conveniently placed as at Yampi,
where they are right on the seahoard, and
all that is necessary is te put a crushing
plant there and the ore can be run
straight to the ship, I have not been there,
but am speaking from information which I
have seen in the paper. I do not propose
ta rely on those articles, but to use them as
a means of rousing sufficient interest in the
matter in this House in order that we may
azceriain what is being done in respect to
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this valuable asset, If we could estublish
smelting works anywhere on the coast, we
would be rendering very valuable assislance
to our unemployed.

The Minister for Mines; IIow do you
know that Brasserts will not do that?

Hon, €. G. LATHAM: 1 do not know
what they will do. All T have is Press in-
formation that the Japanese are puiting
£600,000 into the project. The matter was
subsequently brought under the notice of the
Minister who eommented upon it.

The Minister for Mines: I said T knew
nothing at all about it, which is true.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: The Minister
shonld know something abont these things.
It was on account of that reply that I
thought if was necessary to take some action
in this House. What is the use of the Min-
ister saying he has given away a lease to
some firm or other, and that he does not
know what they are doing with it?

The Mimister for Mines: ] de know what
ihey intend to do with it.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Does the Minister
know who is providing the capital or what
quantity of ore is fo be shipped from Yampi
to Japan, if it is going to Japan% If it is
not going fo Japan, does he know where it
is going? Does he know the number of em-
ployees likely to be engaged or what royal-
ties, if any, are to be paid, and to whom?
These are very pertinent questions. I do
not suppose that one member of this House,
including the Minister, is anxious to unload
assets of this State simply because we have
an offer for them to-day. So long as that
deposit remains there it is an asset to the
people.

The Minister for Mines: It is not an asset
while it lies unworked. It must be used.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: It is an asset
while it lies there, even if it is not used for
another 100 years. I am anxious that we
should make the best use of it as quigkly as
possible. I know of no industry like the steel
industry that gives such a fillip to a place,
though I expect an objection to be raised fo
the suggestion that a mere 450,000 people
should think ahout establishing steel works.

Mr. North: We must make a start.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Of course we must-
Tf the Japanese can make a profit from these
deposits, surely we ean.

The Minister for Justice: You propose
the Government should stari steel works?
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Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I never mentioned
such g thing.

The Minister for Justice: Well who is
going to start steel works?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Well, who? Bo.
cause at the moment we have no one hers
to do it, are we going to hand over this
valuable assct to a foreign country, whieh
will turn the product into manmfactured
articles and return them to us? They might
return it in a more substantial form than
we should like.

The Minister for Justice: We have sold
them a lot of old iron.

The Minister for Mines: Broken Hill Pro-
prietary, Ltd., supplied them with 200,000
tons of iron ore, and not a word was said.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: If that company
did supply the Japanese with iron ore, 1
presume that the State—in whose business T
have no right to interfere—got some royalty.

The Minister for Mines: So shall we.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Shall we? I have
made disereet inquiries, and discovered that
the sale price is £2 7s. a ton. I do not know
who is going to get that, but T have strong
ohjections to a fum like Brasserts coming
liere and altowing their names to be used to
enable n foreizn firm to develop this indus-
try.

Mr. Sleeman: Two pounds seven shillings
on hoard at Yampi?

Hon, C. G. LATHAM: T think we should
have some information on the subject. T
did not like the reply of the Minister in
the newspaper that he did not know what
was going to he done.

The Minister for Mines: Youn are not
going to get me to commit the State in any
way to Japan. Not under any consideration
will T do it.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Then the Minister
and I are in agreement, and this is the first
time we have agreed for quite a while. The
Minister always finds the oppertunity to
oppose everything T say.

The Minister for Mines: Oh no!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Anyway, T am not
foolish enough to suggest seriously that
smelting works can be erected at Bunbury
and that Collie coal can then be used, 1
do not think Collie coal is suitable for smelt-
ing purposes; I think it would be necessary
to import Newcastle coal for that purpose.

Mr, Marshall: You are now getting on
to & delicate subject.
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Fon. C. G. LATHAM: Of course, if
Collie coal ecan be used, then let us use ii.

Mr, Wilson: You can use Collie coal for
any purpose.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: We can use pul-
verised coal that might increase its calorific
value, In any case, I do not pretend to be
an authority on this question.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon, member is wan-
dering away from the subject matter of the
motion.

Hon, C. . LATHAM: I think coal is
closely connected with the subjeet matter of
the motion because you must have coal for
smelting. Anyway I shall not refer to Collie
coal again, The most valuable thing of all
is that the exploitation of the Yampi Sound
iron deposits shonld provide employment for
a great number of penple if we ean utilise
the produet here. I helieve Great Britain
is snfficiently interested in Australia fo find
the necessary capital to open up these de-
posits and turn them to good account. 1
do not suppose the Minister will object to
placing the papers on the Table so that the
matter may be cleared np. I am making
my position clear that T am not going to
allow Brasserts to get away with this so as
to enable the Japanese or any other foreign
nation to handle the deposits without our
knowing something abont the arrangement
that has been entered into, I have made
inqniries about this firm and as far as T
have been able to gather they are not of a
particularly high standing in Great Britain
in respeet of steel.

The Minister for Justice: What does that
matter; they have the enterprise,

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Let the Minister
find out what he can about this firm. They
are referred to as constructional engineers.

The Minister for Mines: They are eon-
strueting, or are about to construet, the big-
gest steel pipe factory in England. They
are running it at the present time for Stew-
art and Lloyds.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T should like to
differ. 1 guarantee they are not running
it for Stewart and Lloyds.

The Minister for Mines: They are.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: As a matter of
fact Stewart and Lloyds run their own fac-
tory, and after all, the eonstruction portion
of Stewart and Lloyds’s factory does not
require great engineering skill. Tt is a well
laid out building. The Minister may have
in mind Dorman and Long’s, who have a
big reputation in England. Only this aftes-
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noon I tried to find out from another sourvee
something about Brasserts.

Mr. Marshall: Do you think they could
build the Fremantle bridge?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Time after time
we have complained about the diffienlty
of finding work for our unemployed.
The probability is that the Fremantle bridge
is hung up for material with which to build
it. It is not proposed to nse wood there,
but steel.

Mr. Marshall: According to the hon. mem-
ber, it is only propped up just now.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : Surely this is one
way in which we ean henefit our own people.
Even if we were only manufacturing for
the first five years requirements of the State,
without any thought of export, it would be
worth while. The Minister for Mines is suf-
fictently influential in London to be able to
induce eapital to come here, if the owners
of it received an undertaking that, provided
the price is reasonable, they would secure
any orders the Government had to give for
steel. I believe the Government would get
the money.

Mr. J. MaeCallum Smith: Many attempts
have been made to get money into this State.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: Attempts have
been made to get money for many purposes,
and it comes along in due course. I would
rather see the iron ore remain where it is
than hand it over to Japan.

Mr. Marshall: So would everyone else,

Mr. J. MacCallom Smith: Even if our
own people were employed in getting it?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: [ am smrprised at
the hon. member. I shoald be glad to hear
his views on the subject later on.

Mr. Fox: What about handing our wheat
over to Japan?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: 1t does not last
long when il gets there.

The Minister for Justice:
wool?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: That does not
last long either. I know, Mr. Speaker, you
are pof going to permit me to wander off
on to wool and wheat.

Mr. SPEAKER: Quite right.

The Minister for Justice: Why do you not
want to sell iron ore to Japan when you are
willing that they should buy our wool?

Hon. €. G. LATHAM : The Minister must
have a good idea of the reason for that.

The Minister for Mines: What is the dif-
ference? T should be pleased to hear if.

What about
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The Minister fov Agrieulture: What is
the difference between making zip fasteners
and woollen goods?

Hon. C. G. LATITAM:
knows quite well.

The Minister for Mines: T want you to
say what the difference is.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T heavd the Min-
ister interjeet that he did not want to dis-
pose of any iron ore to Japan. That is suf-
ficient reason for me to know that he under-
stands what bhe is talking abhout. I hope the
papers will be laid on the Table; there can
be nothing in them to hide.

The Minister for Mines: I have nothing
to hide.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do nol expect
there is anything to hide. We ought to know
what is in them. The Minister for Agri-
culture appears to be amused. There is
nothing about this matter to amnse him.

Mr. SPEAKER: The amusement of the
hon. Minister is not under disenssion.

ITon, C. G. LATHAM: He is certainly
attracting attention, if nothing clse. We
ought to know whether we are dealing with
a foreign lirm, and what the proposals really
are. We know that onece Japan has got the
iron ore, it can do what it Likes with it. I
do not want the metal to come back to this
country under conditions which will not bhe
acceptable to us.

Mr. Marshall: In the form of military
aggression.

Hon. €. G. LATHAM: There is a vast
difference between the consumption of wheat
and the manufacture of steel produects.

The Minister for Justice: Why do not you
get the Federal Government to interfere?

The Minister for Mines: The Federal Gov-
ernment have had a full statement of the
position.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: But they have
taken no action.

The Minister for Mines; Not as far as 1
know.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not suppose
the Federal Government are likely tn inter-
fere with the sovereign rights of the State.

The Minister for Mines: Oh no!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : They try to keep
out of that as much as possible.

The Minister for Mines: T think this is
a matter in which they are interested; hener
their being consulted.

Hon. C. G. T.LATHAM: I do not know
if they were consulted, but all that has taken
place ought to be laid on the Table. T hope

The Minister
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the Minister will give us an opportunity to
know cxactly what has happened. I want
fo ascertain whether we are dealing with
Japan or a British firm, and what benefits
will acerue to the State as a result of any
arrangement befween Brasserts and this
Stafe.

Ou motion by Minister for Mines, debate
ad journed.

PAPERS—EBULLSBROOK AIRPORT.

MRE. J. MacCALLUM SMITH (XNorth
Perth) [6.6]: T move—

That all correspondence in counection with
the naming of the Bullshbrook Airport be laid
upon the Talle of the House.

I move this motion formally,

on. €. G. Latham: Why do you want
this motion?

Mr, J. MaeCallum SMITH: The Minister
has already promised to offer no objection
to the papers being laid on the Table. I
have no desire to take up time by giving
myv reasons for the molion.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. 5.
W. Munsie—Hannans) [6.7]: Just before
the Deputy Premier left the Chamber, he
asked me to state that he had no objection
to these papers being laid on the Table of
the House, and that he will present them
later on.

Question put and passed.

PAPERS—CASE OF SETTLER
MOSES.

MR. BOYLE (Avon) [6.8]: I move—

That all papers in conneetion with the dis-
possession of R. G. Moses, of Nukarni, by the
Agriculfural Bank be laid on the Table of the
House.

I am moving this motion in the hope of
finisking up a very troublesome question
with respect fo this man. I have to acknow-
ledge the courtesy of the soldier scttler
representative of the Agrienltural Bank in
allowing me access to the files and papers in
conneetion with the dispossession of ths
settler. The soldier settler representative
has not actnally given me aceess to the files,
but he has given me a mass of information.

The Minister for Lands: But you said he
had given you access to the files.

Mr. BOYLE: He gave me z lot of in-
formation.
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The Minister for lands: YWho was the
officer?

Mr. BOYLE: The soldier settler officer of
the Agrienltural Bank.

The Minister for Lands: He is a man in
whom we had a lot of trust,

Mr. BOYLE: I should like these papers
to he tabled.

Hon, C. G. Latham: It was agus ago that
that happened.

Mr. BOYLE: Fully six months ago,

Hon, C. G. Latham: It was before that.

Mr, BOYLE: Possibly it was before that.
Actually I asked to see the lile in November
last, but, owing to the intervention of the
holidays, it was probably January or early
in I'ebruary before 1 was given the in-
formation, I do not ask for these
papers in  any spirit  of hostility, T

really thought that something should be

done for the settler’s wife. She is an
Englishwoman who eame ouf some years
ago. It is really more on her aceount that
I am taking this eourse. I should like to see
the Government afford her an opportunity
to return to the Old Country. The case is
a deplorahle one. T am naol defending the
settler in his attitude on the farm. Ii is an
amazing ease. The settler in question ap-
pealed te the King and to the late Lord
Jellicoe. I feel that a good deal of respon-
sihility is cast upon me fo sueeceed where
these eminent and distinguished people
failed. T merely want to see that everything
possible is done for these people, and that
is why I am moving the motion.

HON. €. &, LATHAM (York) [6.10j:
Becanse the people concerned have from
time to time seen me over this business, I
support the motion. They feel they have
heen badiy treated. In consequence, they
have & grievanee, and have broadeast a re-
port unfavourable to land settlement io
Western Australia. I understand they claim
they were dispossessed of their pro-
perty when they were entitled to remain
upon it. Moses saw me a little while ago.
1 said I did not think the Minister wonld
acree to table the papers unless we had his
{Moses’s) authority. Moses said at onece,
“You have my authority.” These papers
are not heing asked for out of mere
curiosity. We have the approval of the man
himself that they should be iabled. For a
long time Moses felt he had a grievance. He
saw me at different times when T was in
office. From memory, I should say he had
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not been badly treaied. If there has been
any harsh treatment in his case, it must bave
taken place during more recent years. I
have my doubts whether the member for
Avon (Mr. Boyle) really did see these
papers, but he may have seen excerpts from
them. I do not think the bank officials
would show their files. A little while ago I
asked to sce a Bank file. I had seen many
files before. On this oceasion I was quickly
informed thai no Bank files were available
to any member of Parliament.

Mr. Boyle: I did not have the papers in
my possession for one moment.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do nof think any
Bank official would be guilty of showing the
files. 'What the hon. member saw was
probably an excerpt from the file showing
what the position was. Information is sup-
plicd to members from time to time when
asked for, to indicate what the position is
with respect to partieular settlers, I have
never had inside information,

The Minister for Lands: You say you
have seen files.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: T have seen them.
One deals with so many files when in office
that one cannot commit them to memory.

The Minister for Lands: Yon =aid Moses
had not had fair treatment.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: He has always
had a grievance.

Mr, Bovle: What ohjection is there to a
settler seeing his own file?

Hon. C. G, LATHAM: It would not be
advisable to show confideniial reports and
files. It would probably be difficult to
prove all there was on the file, although the
oificer making the reports may know the
statements are perfectly true.

Mr. Marshall: What should bhe confiden-
tial in the ordinary business tranactions
that oceur between a Bank and its elients?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: In all banks, in-
surance companies and the like, confiden-
tial reports exist. I guarantee there is a
confidential report about the hon. member
in many business houses, and to his eredit,
too. From my long association with the
officials of the Agricultural Bank, I should
think that the clients of that institution do
get a fair deal.

On motion by the Minister for Lands, de-
bate adjourned.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

[ASSEMBLY.]

MOTION—CHARGES AGAINST
MINISTERS.

To inguire by Royel Commission.

HON. C. G. LATBAM (York) [7.31]: 1
move—

In view of the charges levelled against certain

members of this House by the member for East
Perth in Dhis speech on Thursdny, the 27th
August, which charges affect the character of
all the members of this House, it i3, in the
opinion of this House, desirable that a judicial
inquiry be instituted to make a thorough in-
vestigation into the allegations made, the per-
son appointed to make this investigation to
have the full pewers of a Royal Commissioner,
and such extended powers as way be deemed
necessary in order that the statements made
shall be thoroughly sifted so that the hunour
of this House may he thoroughly re-estab.
lished.
The motion deals with certain charges that
were made by the member for East Pertb
(Mr. Hughes) on Thuarsday, the 27th
August, and those charges were of a seri-
ous nature. I thomght that the Govern-
ment, without the necessity for any motion,
would have appointed a judge to conduet
an inquiry into the allegations. I tegret
that so far no notice has been taken pub-
licly by the Government of the eharges
levelled by the member for Bast Perth. I
do not propose to pose as a judge in dealing
with this matter, but shall content myself
with submitting reasons why I contend the
Government should immediately appoint a
Judge of the Supreme Court to investigate
the charges. To my mind those charges
arve very serious, and I have extracted from
the speech of the member for Bast Perth
portions that I consider should receive the
attention of the Government. Speaking
of the present Premier, the member for
East Perth made this charpe—

This gentleman is the man who, as Minister

for Justice, stopped Crosthwaite’s trial be-
cause he was a wealthy squatter. This is the
man who puts justice on the auction block for
sale, the man who perpetrated the Yellowdine
mining frands, one of the worst instances of
fraudulent practice in the mining history of
this State.
The next statement I shall quote is one in
whieh the member for East Perth again
referred to the present Premier in connee-
tion with ‘*The Worker,’’ and he said—

Tha shareholders of that newspaper were de-
frauded of a controlling ownership by an or-
ganisation of five men, known as the Labour
Ei_fortp Association of whieh the present Pre-
mier i3 the T.ecader. Tt got registration only
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hecause the present Premier was prepared to
violate the traditions of the Minister for Jus-
tice and grant an improper eertificate.

I do not propose to guote any more in that
respect, but that refers to the second charge.
The next allegation was against a member of
another place and the member for East
Perth went on to say—

But Mr, Gray went to the Trades Hall at
Perth, and he and his colleague took, unlaw-
fully, £721 out of the funds of the industrial
unjonists of this State to pay for Mr. Gray's
legal transgressions. Never was money used
more fraudulently. There was a plain misap-
propriation of funds. That sum of £721, the
property of Western Australian unionists was
misappropriated by Mr. Gray and his collengues.
If there was any decency in this State, if
there was anything like fair play, so long as
public men can misappropriate people’s money
we ought not to put anyone in gaol.

The next charge deals with an ex-Minister
for Public Works who to-day holds the very
high position of Chairman of the Agrieul-
tural Bank Commissioners. In referring to
Mr. McCallum, the member for East Perth
made the following statement—

Why did he not sct an example to the group-
ieaf Why did not he, as a Minister of the
Crown, pay off his indebtedness to the Agri-
cnltural Bank? But no! When it applied to
him, it was quife a different thing., It did
not matter if the State was ever paid, and I
suppos¢ no officer of the Agricultural Bank
would darc to take steps to enforce payment
becauae we have a system in this State wherehv
certain people are above the law.

The next charge referred to the same gentle-
man, and the member for East Perth said—

I do want to refer to two matters which T
consider are grave scandals, two things that
rank this State as having been governed in the
past by gangsters and grafters. The State of
Western Australia is a paradise for gangsters
and grafters.

That is a very serious statement. It not
only reflects upon Minisiers of the Crown
but upon every member of the House. The
member for East Perth went on fo refer to
the transfer of the control of the Town
Planning Commissioner f{rom the present
Minister for Lands to the then Minister for
Works, and stated—

The then Premier suddenly transferred from
the Minister for Lands to Mr. MeCallum, who
was then Minister for Works, the portfolio
governing town planning; and three days he-
fore Mr. MecCallum retired from public life
he reversed the decision of the Minister for
Lands and granted leave for the pub and the
picture show.

He also said—

Another strange thing is that in the ‘‘Gov-
erument Gazette’’ announcing Mr., McCallum’s
appointment as Minister controlling town plan-
ning, that gentleman promulgated a set of
regulations allowing Johnston to have the pub
and his friend to have the pieture show.

Then he went on to say—

The statement about the Nedlands hetel is
true. The *fGovernment Gazette’’ issued about
two or threc days before McCallum’s retire-
ment contained MeCallam’s appeintment, and
contained the regulation giving the right to
have the pub. If my statement is not true, the
‘*Government Gazette’’ is false. It was a
strange denounement. It was a strange thing to
take the portfolio out of the hands of the
Minister for Lands, who would not promulgate
the regulations, and transter it to a Minister
retiring from public life who would.

Then the membher for East Perth went on to
refer fo prosecutions under the Police Aect or
Criminal Code, I am not sure which, and
said—

We also know that certain peopla who run
betting houses are exempt from prosecution.
In Xast Perth those who conduct some shops
are prosecuted, while others are not.

He further stated—-

‘We know that a legislator ean run a betting
shop in this place and in this State without
fear of prosecution. The Goodwood race-
course is owned by a Melbourne millionuire,
and is managed by one of our legislators. We
know what goes on weekly and yet there is
never a prosecution.

Again he said—

There is another point. Why is a fine of £10
warranted at Boulder and onc of £60 in Perth,
for similar offences?

Then the member for East Perth said—

It is a scandaloug thing that before the last
election the starting-price bookmakers were
promised immunity and sympathetic considera-
tion if they subseribed to the party funds of
the Government . ... Between them they put
up £350,

Then in the course of the speech, the mem-
her for East Perth said that the money
was given to a representative of the Gov-
crnment on behalf of their funds. The
member for Yilgarn-Coolgardie (Mr. Lam-
bert) interjected and said, ‘‘Can you tell
me that man’s address?’’ The member for
East Perth replied in the affirmative and
then I interjected, ‘‘Statements like that
are no joke.’’” The Minister for Mincs fol-
lowed up with the statement, *‘] am sorry
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1 did not get some of it.”’ Further on the
member for East Perth said—

We do know that at the time of one election
a junior police officer, who was a member of the
starting-price betting squad, said to his ser-
geant, ‘“Shall T be wanted?’” The sergeunt
replied, ‘‘No, it is a close season for a eguple
of weeks., There is an election on.’’? No onc
was prosecuted for a fortnight. Tt is decidedly
unfair that the starting-price hookmakers
should be induced to contribute to the funds
of the party opposite on the understanding
that there would be ne rigid enforecement of
the law against them, They should not have
the law enforced against them so long as one
of our legislators is permitted to run a private
betting concern.
I do not propose to deal with the whole of
the speech by the member for East Perth,
but these charges I have extracted embody
statements that cannot be allowed to go
unchallenged. It is not only the honesty
and integrity of Ministers that is at stake,
but the honour of every member is im-
pugned by such statements. In the first
place the charges against Ministers are in
respect of very serious offences, and we
cannot vegard ourselves az free from blame
if we allow those charges to go unanswered.
e, as the custodians of the laws of the
State in the interests of the people, must
soe that the characters of our politicians
are above suspielon, so far as we e¢an do
s0. While we are not in a position to
judge whether these allegations are right
or wrong, it is for the Government imme-
diately to take steps to deal with the mat-
ter. No one is more capable than a judge
of the Supreme Court to undertake that
task. It is true that the Deputy-Premier,
who replied to the member for East Perth
straight away, said that the hon. member
could have a commission or a select com-
mittee. Personally I would not be satis-
fied with a select committee.

Hon. P. D. Ferguson: Nor weuld anyone
else be satisfied.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : The charges are
far too serious, and eonsequently I hope
to hear from the Government thab they
are prepared to have a judicial inquiry. If
we allow these charges to go unchallenged
and do not clear up the position, we cannot
expeet people to have any respect for the
Parliamentary system. We know that the
names of politicians as such are often ban-
died about, and all sorts of wild statements
made about them. I am pleased to think
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that up till now, there has been no justi.
fication for any of those suggestions. On
Lhe other hand, if we allow these charges
to go by the board without any investiga-
tion we, in effect, associate onrselves with
those who make these charges against poli-
ticians. We must maintain confidence in
the Parliamentary institution. There is
nothing eise that I know of that we ean
offer in place of the Parliamentary system,
and if we do not maintain the dignity and
integrity of this House, the people them-
selves will be justified in faking the matter
into their own hands. I know of nothing
better than the eonstitutional form of gov-
ernment that we enjoy at the present time.
So we cannot allow anyone, either inside
or outside this Chamber, to make such
charges as those I have indicated, without
taking notice of them. I regret to say thai
those charges have been made not only
inside this House but clsewhere. During
the last few days I have had an oppor-
tunity to peruse a publication that was
freely civeulated doring the last electious,
and [ also aseertained that in October,
1934, a public meeting was held at which
very serious charges were made against the
Government. I draw members’ atten-
tion to fthe provisions of the Par-
liamentary Privileges Aet, which is in-
cluded in our volume of Standing Ordcers.
Section 14 of the Act reads as follows:—

14, The publishing of any false or seand-
alous libel of any member touching lis eonduct
as it member by any person other than a mem-
ber is herehy declared to Le a misdemeanour.

And it shall he lawful for either House to
direct the Attorney General to proseecute li-
fore the Suwpreme Court any sueh person com-
mitting any sueh misdemennour.

And any such person eonvicted before the
said Court of any sueh misdemeanour shall he
liable to imprisonment for aay period not ex-
ceeding two years, or to u fine not exceeding
one hundred pounds, or to both such punish-
ments.

So Parliament has in its own hands the
protection neecssary against any person who
libels o member of Parliament ontside the
House. T did want to ¢quote that section in
order to show members that the control of
this sort of thing is entirely in the hands of
Parliament. And, while I am not going to
attempt to interpret this section, I believe
that if any member of Parliament felt that
he was entitled to avail himself of the see-
tion, he eouid take action himself; but if he
did not desire to take action, and Parliament
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thought fit to do so, Parliament conld invite
the Attorney General or the Minister for Jus-
tice to take action. Of course that does not
apply to aetion against a member of the
House; but at the time those charges were
made, the member for East Perth was not
& member of the House, so T sugeest the
section might be used for the purpose of
clearing the names of those persons azainst
whom the charges were made. There is a
precedent for this, becanse not long ago in
the House of Commons a Minister of the
Crown was pnder suspicion of having heen
the means of leakages from a Cabinet meet-
ing, In comparison with the charges made
by the member for ¥ast Perth that, of
course, was nothing at all, as impugning the
honesty and integrity of all members of
Parliament. Yet when the attention of the
British Government was drawn to it, they
immediately appointed a judicial commis-
sion to inquire into it. And when that eom-
mission found that a certain Minister was
responsible for the leakage, that Minister
immediately resigned. I am not at the
moment expressing my opinion as to what
ought fo take plaece if the (inding of the
Rova! Commission elears the (overnment’s
name, or if on the other hand the Commms-
sioner should find that the Government were
guilty, as stated in those charges, We can
disenss all that when we reach that stage.
But the matter i5 so serious that T say the
House, knowing the high traditions that have
heen bebind it for so many years, cannot
allow those charges to go without some in-
vestigation, aml I consider no one competent
to conduct thai investigation except a judge
of the Supreme Court.

Mr. North: From outside the State?

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I do not care
where the judge may eome from, for even
if he were from outside the State, he would
heve all the nccessary qualifieations. That
is a matter for the Government, and if the
Government find that they have no judge
available—] do not think our judges are so
overworked as all that—it must he remem-
bered that no doubt the member for East
Perth would be asked to substantiate his
charges, and in the meantime the judge
appointed as commmissioner could carry on
his own normal work, I think, too, when
the Government do decide on an inquiry, it
eannot be confined to the members of this
House. There are others ountside the House
who were involved in these charges, and T
suggest that the investigation would have to
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in¢lude those other persons. I think I have
stated the reasons for the motion, and even
tf I had said nothing at all, the very utter-
ances that have aiready been made are suffi-
ciently sertous to warrant the Government in
eppointing a Royval Commission.  Actually
I fully expected that the Deputy Premier
would have announeed on the day following
the making of the acecusations that a judieial
inquiry would be held. But while we are
waiting for that inquiry, the challenge must
hang over members of this ITounse until the
names against whom the charges were made
have been cleared. T am not here to judge

the ease at al. T have simply
to  ask the Government to appoint
A judge to conduet an  inquiry.
1  suggest that if the powers econ-
tained in the Roval Commissions Act
do not give the proposed Reyal
‘ommission  sulticient scope, Parliament

should give to him the necessary powers
to enable him to clear up this matter once
for all. Some members may think I have
over-stressed the charges affecting the
character of all members of the House.
But when the wmember for Bast DPerth re-
ferred to the Government as being a eor-
rupt Government, he incladed not only the
Government side of the House, bhut the Op-
position side as well. So I say that all mem-
bers must carry the stigma until cleared.

The Dlepuly T'remier inlerjected.

Fon. C. G. LATHAM: If those charges
are rightfully levelled against the Govern-
ment, why have not we found them out and
ventilated them ! We are here to see, as far
as we ean, that the State is well governed,
and if there is anything in the natare of a
misdemeanour committed by a Minister of
the Crown, it is our duty to draw attention
to it, and do such things to correct it as lie
within our power. So I say there is not one
member of the House who is not directly or
indirectly implicated. I hope the Minister
will agree to appoint a judge of the
Supreme Court to investigate the charges.

THE DEPUTY PREMIER (Hon. M. F.
Troy—Mt. Magnet} [8.53]: I do not intend
to oppose the motion. The Government have
considered the charges made by the member
for East Perth and have not ignored them,
as the Leader of the Opposition suggested.
But it has not been possible for Cabinet to
give them full and immediate consideration,
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becanse three members of the Government
were ahsent, and since the Government of
the conntry have been referred fo as a Gov-
ernment of “gangsters and grafters” every
member of the Government is implicated. 1
should like to reassure the Leader of the
Opposition that other members of Parlia-
ment are not concerned. No charges have
heen made against other members of Parlia-
ment, but only against the Government, and
the Government are the gentlemen who sit
on the Treasury hench and administer the
nffairs of the country for the time being. In
discussing the question before the House,
the relevant subjeets are the matters of mal-
administration and corruption which were
charged against the Government by the mem-
ber for East Perth in his speech the week
hefore last. Before T enter upon this dis-
cussion, I wish to say a few words cou-
cerning the member for East Perth. I have
been told by some members that in my re-
marks the other evening, I made comments
about his domestie affairs.

Mr. Hughes: So you did.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: “Hansard”
doesn’t show any snch thing. What I said
was that he reminded me of another man in
Australian polities, a man in another State.
T know the history of that man, who wna
always saying that every other man was a
scoundrel. He even poked his nose into the
domestic affairs of people. His own were
rotten. But he was a politician in one of
the Eastern States. So I hasten fo remave
that grievance from the mind of the hon.
member. I have nothing whatever to say
regarding his private life and domestie af-
fairs, because so far as I know they are &ll
that eould be desired. I believe I can say that
kis private life is all that it should be. I
make that correction in order that the hon.
member may not have that grievance. It is
of no use his looking in “Hansard” for some-
thing T have not said. I have bheen here for
many vears, and I am sure there has never
been a speech made in this House which for
slander and insinuation conld he ranked with
that of the member for Fast Perth. And
he showed no modesty about it; he abso-
lutely revelled in it; bhe was on his own
ground and in his own atmosphere. Even
the member for Nediands (Hon. N. Keenan)
who eclothes himself with the c¢loak of
superiority, could find excuses for the mem-
ber for East Perth, sayving that it was par-
donable in him because he had been away
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from the House for so many years, and did
not know the customs. Bui it was not the
rules of debate that were infringed by the
member for East Perth, but the rules of de-
ceney. Ilis attack on the Premier was un-
warranfed and very cowardly, He knew that
the Premier was a very sick man who had
passed through a eritieal stage of ill-health.
The Premier is a very sick man to-day. T
can tell the House that the attack by the
member for East Perth on the Premier has
so disturbed that gentleman that his health
is not satisfactory at the present time. Te
is very worried ahout that attack on him,
and it has done his health no good
Members of the House know the Premier
very well, and except in the heat of debate
when men temporarily lose control of tliem-
selves, there is not another member
who would refer to him in the terms used by
the member for East Perth. The hon. mem-
her repeated the charge and attacked the
Premier on more than one oceasion. The
member for East Perth is harbouring a
grievance against the Premier because of an
interjection reported to have been made in
this House. I told the House that the
Premier never made that interjeetion. The
member for Bast Perth, although the mem-
ber for Nedlands apologised for him, did
not claim that any allowance should be made
for any remark of his. In opening his
speech he said—

I do not agree with the speaker who deplores
reeriminations, It ail depends upon what is
meant by ‘‘reeriminations.’’ If ecrtain peo-
ple can perform corrupt acts and then, when
criticised, hide themselves hehind the word
‘‘recrimination,’’ we never would have any
decent Government at all.

After having heard and read the speech of
the member for East Perth, I consider that
the word “recrimination” deoes not meet the
oceasion. The hon. member embarked upon
a campaign of insinnation and slander
which, as T have said, T do notl think has
ever been equalled in any Parlinment in
Australia. In the minds of many people in
this country the hon. member is not entitled
to eriticise anybody at all, 1o matter what
his record might he. The Government, how-
ever, do not propose to allow his statements
to pass unchallenged. Any member of a
Government who was guilty of an offence
such as that charged by the member for East
Perth could not remain a member of the
Government. What is the position of the
hon. member if the charge is not proved?
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That, also, is something which the House
must take into consideration. T have heen
at some pains to examine the hon. member's
speech to ascertain definitely what charges
of bribery, corruption and graft he levelled
against the Government. He said very de-
finitely, as the Leader of the Opposition
poinied out, that the State was being gov-
erned by gangsters and grafters. The hon.
member will be given an opportunity fo say
who the gangsters and grafters are. The
terms are not altogether synonymeons, thoush
they have a somewhat similar association.
On investigation I find that n gang signifies
a number of persons acting together for uny
eriminal purposes or at least not good or re.
spectable, So, ns the whole of us are asso-
ciated here, we are all gangsters and we have
gol tegether for some eriminal purposes. By
“graft” is usually understood the acquisition
of money by dishonest or unjust means; by
taking advantage of a public office or any
position of trust, or employment, to obtain
fees, perquisites, profits on contracts, Which
members of the Government were guilty ot
that offence? T want to know which members
of the Goverhment have accepted erafi?
‘What are the circumstances and what was
the oceasion on whish they aceepted grafit?
The hon. member made that very definite
statement that memhers of the Government
had aceepted praft. He will be asked to
prove who accepted graft and what were the
eircumstances and the occasion under which
they accepted it. The second charge by the
hon. member was that the Government cor-
ruptly exercised their authority in regard
to the pgranting of mining reservations.
Which member of the Government did that
and in what way did he act corruptly? Was
he guilty of taking sums of money or any
other form of profit which could be deemed
to be graft? That charge cannot be evaded;
the hon. member must stand up to it. Tt iz
a charge that he will be given au oppor-
tunity to prove. The third charge was that
Mr. Me¢Callum ex-Minister for Works, had
the ex-Premier, Mr. Collier, in the unfortua-
ate position in which he could blackmail the
then Premier into doing anvthing he wanted.
He said—

He had the Premier of the Sfate in an un-
fortunate position in which he could black-
mail the Premicr into deing anything he
wanted. The Premier was in the urnfortunate
position that he bhad to leave the State and,

when he returned the gun was put at his
head . ... he (Mr, McCuallum) demanded from
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the Premier the job of Commissioner of the
Agricoltural Bank at £2,000 a year.

That was a verv distinet and emphatie state-
ment. Tf Mr. MeCallum put a gun at Mr.
Collier’s head and blackmailed him and
forced him to appeint him as chairman ol
the Agrienltural Bank Commissioners, Mr.
MeCallum bas been guilty of a very heinous
offence which makes him unworthy of the
position. The hon. member will be called
upon to prove that aliegation which he has so
definitely made and which I ean say his
chanees of proving are absolutely hopeless.
Fourthly he said that the present Premier,
when Minister for Justiee, corruptly exer-
cised his anthority so as to permit of the
registration of an association under the Asso-
ciations Incorporation Act which took over

the management and conirol of the
“Worker” newspaper. He added that the
shareholders of the newspaper were de-

franded of a controlling ownership and the
“Worker” now belongs to five men who
ohtained the ownership by fraud, and that
the Premier is one of those five men who
secured the ownership by frand. Well, the
lon, member will have every opportunity
to prove that. Tt is a very serious charge
fo lay ngainat a Premier that he seeuved the
ownership of the paper by fraud. What are
the facts of the case? I give the faets only
besause the Premier desires me to do so. He
is in a state of health when this sert of
thing hns disturbed him so much that his
health has not improved and would not im-
prove under the charge. He has asked me
to state the facts. The Premier and others
assoriated with him are mervely trastees hold-
ing in trast the shares for the shareholders
of the compapy. They receive ahsolutely
no return; they draw no dircetors’ fees, and
thev lose all interest in the shares immedi-
ately they retive from the position of trust.
They act as trustees; they never draw a
penny profit and they never draw a penny
for their services.

Hon. C. G. Latham: Should not that be
a matter for the judge to decide?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Yes, but it is
definitely a matter for the country. Not
only do the directors receive absolutely no
return or remuneration of any kind, but
they are specially precluded under the con-
stitution of the association from doing so.
The hon. member said the association got
registration only beeause the present Pre-
mier was prepared to viclate the traditions
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of the Minister for Justice and grant an
improper certificate. That is a very grave
charge against the Premier and is abso-
lutely without foundation, The same pro-
cedure was followed as in regard to all
other associations. The rules submitted by
the applicant were referred to the then
Crown Solicitor, Dr. Stow, for advice as to
whether the association was one to which
the facilities of the Act should be extended.
Dr. Stow said there was no objection pro-
vided certain amendments were made to the
rules. That was done, and the certificate was
issued in acecordance with his adviee. Those
are the facts regarding the “Worker.” If
the hon. member knows anything to the con-
trary, he will have full opportunity to state
it. The fifth eharge made by the hon. mem-
ber was that the Licensing Court is snbject
to the corrupt influence of the Government
and that cerfain people, owing to this evil
influence, are able to get licenses while
others are not. Who are those persons? The
hon. member stated that there had been seven
or eight petitions for a puh, and added:—
It is an extraordinary thing how licenses
are granted by the Licensing Bench. Seven, |
think, applications were made for a license in
Mi. Lawley. Each petition had the required
number of signatures. The blocks of land ap-
peared to be more or less the same.  All the
applications were rejeeted, till suddenly Sena-
tor E. B. Johnston comes along, makes an ap-
plication, and it is granted without any trewble,
I want to know why Senator Johnston can get
a license whilst nobody else ecan. The Licensing
Beneh to-day is apparently the monopoly of
one or two men, and the sooncer we aholish the
Licensing Beneh, the befter for the honour of
Western Australia.
What are the facts? Altogether there have
been eight petitions for licenses in the Tngle-
wood area, incliding AMt. Lawley. For Rail-
way-parade, Maylands, one application was
made on the 12th August, 1923, for a2 wine
license, but ihat application was withdrawn
by the applicant. For Fifth-avenue there
were three applications, two of which did
not oet hefore the eourt. The fhird, which
did gut before the court, was sneeessful. The
petition for that license was signed by the
memher for East Perth. I think it has been
stated that his wife signed it also. Any-
way, he signed it, and now he says it is an
extranrdinary thing how licenses are granted.
The first application for Fifth-avenue was
made on the 2nd July, 1929. The solicitors
withdrew the petition on learning that there
would not be a majority of signatures. Sub-
sequently the Attorney General in the Mit-
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chell Government, Mr. Davy, refused to allow
a supplementary petition to be put forward
by the same peaple. The second application
was made on the 25th November, 1933,
That was not referred to the court as it
lacked the necessary majority. The third
application, made on the 11th Tebruary,
1935, contained a majority of 148 petition-
ers, including the name of Mr, Hughes him-
self, As I have stated, this was referred to
the court and wag sueeessful, This applica-
tion, about which Mr. Hughes now com-
plains——

Mr. SPEAKER : The Minister
refer to the member for East Perth.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
tfor Fast Perth says there was something
peculiar about the granting of the petition.
Did not he request that the license be
granted? Did not he sign the application?
What complaint ¢an a man have, after sign-
ing an application in support of a request,
when the request is granted? There is some-
thing contradictory in the nature of a man
who signs a request begging and praying
for something to be granted, and then takes
ohjection when it is granted. The only
suceessful applieation to the court for Fifth-
avenue—the only one that got to the court
—was the petition of the 11th Fehmary,
1935, The others were rejected hy the Elee-
toral Oflice because they did not have the
statutory majority of signatures.

Hon. C. . Latham: There were
applications.

The DEPUTY PREMIER; Certainly, but
not for Fifth Avenue. T intend to deal with
the others, The only suceessful application
in  respect of Fifth-avenue was that
which the member for East Perth supported
by signing the petition. Now, as regards
Ninth-avenue, there were three applica-
tions, two of which did uot go before the
court. The hon. membher spoke about ail
these people going to the court and being
rejected. Only two of the whole Int went to
the court; the court only saw two. The
first application was on the 9th May, 1931,
during the time the Mitehell-Latham Gov-
ernment were in office.  The petition con-
tained a majority of 42 signatures. The
court refnsed that application on the
ground that there was no demand for a
license for vesidential purposes and that it
would be inopportune to grant any license,
having regard to the financial depression.
The court could not be influenced at all by
members on this side of the House, by a

should

other
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Labour Government, because that applica-
tion was made when the other party were in
office. And so, out of all the applications,
the only application heard by the court dur-
ing the preseni Government’s ferm was one
granted last year, which satisfied the clec-
foral requirements and which was supported
by the member for East Perth himself. The
seecond application in respect of Ninth-
avenue was on the 7th November, 1933. It
lacked the necessary majority, and was
never referred to the court. The third
application was on the 27th November,
1934. 1t also lacked the neeessary majority,
and was not referred to the court. Now
with respect to Central-avenue. One peti-
tion was received on the 12th Deeember,
1833, Tt inciuded 921 sigmatures, which
were rejected as informmal, and the peti-
tion was withdvawn. The matter never went
to the conrt. Only two applications went to
the court in respect of the whole of Mt
Lawley. The others had been rejected be-
caunse of non-compliance with electoral re-
quirements. Oue was refused when the
Mitehell-Latham Government were in office,
and therefore the matter could not have
been influenced hy any other Government.
The only application granted was granted
last year, and that applieation was sup-
ported by the member for East Perth him-
selt.  The hon. member said in this Cham-
ber that there were seven applientions, and
he asked—

Is it not peculiar that Senator Jolmston got

one, and that all the others were rejecteed by
the court?

I say that court saw only two applications
—one in 1931 and one in 1935. The hon.
member also referred Lo Nedlands, making
4 similar charge with regard to the hotel
there. There were three applications for
a hotel hcense at Nedlands, The first
was on the 29th January, 1930. There was
opposition by the police, by residents, and
by the University Senate. The court con-
sidered that the objection from the Univer-
sity must carry weight, and the application
was refused. The second application, in
respect of Barron-avenue, was on the 18th
December, 1933, Tt was not dealt with
immediately by the Chief Electoral Officer,
pending the issue of new regulations and
beeanse of the Tegislative Council biennial
eleetions. However, the certificate of the
Chief Electoral Officer was supplied on the
21st June, 1934. The third application was
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on tue Gth June, 1934, relating to Florence
road, and a certificate was issued by the
Chief Electoral Officer on the 5th July,
1934. The majority for Barron-avenue was
59, and the majority for TFlorence-road 250,
The only opposition was formal, by the
inspector of police. The premises were
four streets west of those suggested in ‘he
1930 application, which was refused mainly
owing to the objection of the TUniversity
Senate. The court gave preference {o the
Florence-rond applieation in view of the
greater depth of the block and in view of
the premiscs being erected fronting to the
main road.

Hon, C. G. Latham: That was not a busi-
ness ares at the time the application was
made.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: It was a busi-
ness area, so far as my memory serves me,
But T will dea! with that point later.

Hon. C. (i. Latham: Tt was not a busi-
ness arep at the time when the applieation
was made.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I cannnt
vouch for that exactly, but T shall come to
it later when dealing with the town plan-
ning administration. If the area was not
a business arca then, it was only because
the Nedlands town planning scheme had
not haen gazetted. Before that scheme was
gazetted, however, any area was a busi-
ness area.

Hon, C. (. Latham: Tt
when I was Minister.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Then this was
a husiness area.

Hon. C. ¢, Latham: Not that area.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Before the
Nedlands town planning scheme was
eazetted, any area there was a business
arca. After that scheme had been gazetted,
that was a business arca.

Hon. C. G. Latham: It was not.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Well, what
was n business area?

Hon. C. G. Latham: The business area
wag further down, further east.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The Nedlands
town planning people are entirely vaspon-
sible for that, because I had nothing what-
ever to do with it. The member for East
Perth also said in this Chamber—

Then ecomes along unother gentleman who
wants a hotel. He selected a block of land, to

all intents und purposes equivalent to the one
on which the hotel was afterwards built. He

was gazetied
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applied for the license, but in came Senator
Johnston again for a license on the opposite
corner. Last in was first home; the Senator got
the license. But the Minister for Lands, the
member for Mt, Magnet, held out on them, not
wanting to let them have cither the picture show
or the hotel. He would not pass the nccessary
regulation.

With respect to the hotel, that statement
is utferly untroe. I stated here the other
evening that the question of a hotel being
established in Nedlands was never submit-
ted to me officially; but, having looked at
the files since, I want to make a correction,
I find that the Nedlands Road Board did
wrife to me asking me did I approve of a
hotel in thal avea and on that site. I told
the Nedlands Road Board that it was not
a matter within my jorisdiction, and that
I was not prepared to give an answer iIn
that regard. And it was not within my
jurisdietion. It was not for me to say
whether a hotel or a picture show or a gar-
age or a store or any other business should
be established in a business area. It was
for the person desiving to establish the
business to obtain the consent of the local
authority. Then, if there were people in
the locality who objected te the loeal
authority giving that consent, an appeal
gould be made to the Minister and the
town planning authority.

Hon. . ¢ Latham: But you over-rade
the local authority as regards the pieture
show, you know.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The Leader of
the Qpposition knows nothing about it.
Hon. C. G. Latham: T do.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The DEPUTY PREMIER. Perhaps the
Leader of the Opposition knows more about
it than T know, Whatever I did, T stand
by, 1 am sure no memher of this Chamber
will be prepared to say that I acted cor-
ruptly in the matier,

Hon. C. G. Latham: I do nnt say that.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I did not
think the hon. gentleman did. But probably
be knows more about the matter than I do.
T acted on the adviee of the Crown Law
Department. When the XNedlands Road
Board agreed, I agreed to the establishment
of a picture show af Nedlands in that area.
A numher of people objected, and objections
have to be heard by the Minister. T heard
the ohjection, as laid down by the Aect. I
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beard both sides, and on the advice of the
Crown Law Departatent I ruled that a pie-
ture show was not a shop; and I stuck to
that. But I never tuled on the question of
the hotel. There were no objections {o the
hotel. The people of the locality raised no
objection to it. It never enme before me
as the result of any objeetion, for
my ruling or decision: so the member
for Bast Perth is entirely wrong in stating
that I ruled against the hotel and opposed
its establishment there. The matier was not
within my aunfhority to refuse, and the mat-
fer had not been submitted to me as Minister
conttolling town planning. The member for
East Perth states a lot of things that are not
exactly true. Ie gets some information, and
then he forms his own conclusions. The
hotel license was granted seven months be-
fore the administration of the Town Plan-
ning Act was transferred from my depart-
ment to the Public Works Department. 1 re-
peat, the license for the hotel was pranted
seven months before the administration of
the Town Planning Aet was transferred to
the Public Works Department. I come
now to the transfer of the town planning ad-
ninistration. The membeyr for East Perth
said that the administration of the Town
Planning Aet was transferred to the Minis-
ter for Works, Mr. MeCallum, so as to
facilitate the establishment of a hotel and
a piature show at Nedlands. The hon. mem-
ber said the Mimster for Lands held out
against the picture show and the hotel. He
will have an opportunity of obtaining the
tacts regarding that aspect. The next charge
of the member for Fast Perth is that the
Government, and particularly the Premier,
when Minister for Justice, tampered with
thie course of justiee in a case relating to one
Crosthwaite, and that in the interests of
Crosthwaite the Premier tampered with the
eourse of justice. The hon. member said
that in the interests of Crosthwaite, justice
was bought from the Premier. He said that
the Premier, Mr. Willeock, put justice up
to auetion. Well, if the Premier put justice
up to aunelion and Mr. Crosthwaite was able
to buy justice, then I am sure the Premier
does not wish to be Premier of this country
any longer. It those are the faets I am sure
the Premier will retire. I also want to give
a few facts, hecanse the Premier wishes to
huve them stated. The member for East
FPerth =aid that the prosecution against
Crosthwaite wns quashed because he was a
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wealthy squatter. Of conrse that insinuate-
1hat a wealthy squatter hought junstice, In
fuet, the hon. member has stated that. There
could he no worse insinuation. I do not
think the hon. member will have much chance
of proving it. The other night he spoke
about the paper he published in East Perth.
He said that some 18 months ago he printed
that paper and was not taken up. He asked,
“Why did they not sue me?” I ask, What
has been the experience of members who
sued the member for East Perth? What was
the experience of Mr. Clydesdale? Mr.
Clydesdale paid the member for East Perth
damages, and subsequently sued him for the
money but ¢ould not get it back.

Hon. €. G. Latham: He did get it back.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Yes, when he
threatened the member for East Perth with
bankruptey proceedings. Then he got it
back, later. But the member for BEast Perth
told us the other night that he is in debt
to the extent of £1,000. Then what hope
is there of getting anything from him now?
One could only spend one’s own money in
paying one’s own costs. He has heen embol-
dened by having got away with it at East
Perth, and so he thought it must
be all aecurate. That is his method.
No member of this Government sued a poor
man and ruined him, or wrecked his busi-
ness. If the Government have sued indivi-
viduals, they have done so to protect the in.
terests of the community. Every man is not
an honest man, no matter whether he be poor
or rich, and the Government have to sue the
dishonest man for the good of the commun-
ity at large, for nobody expects a man to he
allowed to go free if he does wrong. But
while the Government may have oceasion (o
protect the eommunity against an individual,
no member of this Cahinct has ever sued a
man for his last erust, or broken a man in
his business and foreed him on to the
old-age pension. In this paper the member
for Bast Perth certainly libels Mr. Will-
cock. He talks ahout how the telegraph wires
ran hot when Mr. Willecock decreed that
Crosthwaite should be iried at Carnarvon;
he says that the witnesses were stopped
from leaving Carnarven: and that the trial
was withdrawn from the list for the Criminal
Sessions; and that Crosthwaite went seot-
free, thanks to the intervention of the Minis-
ter for Justice. He goes on fo inflame the
public mind by making cerfain statements

about the Bidgemia Pastoral Company. He
slates—

The Bidgemin Pastoral Compuny, of which
Mr. Henry Crosthwaite is the manager, is u
very valuable pastoral property, although the
number of skareholders in the company were
only five, of wham the first is a man well known
in the racing world of the castern and western
States of Australia, Mr. John Wren. The second
sharcholder, holding something like £7§,000
worth of shares, is the manager himself, Mr.
Crosthwaite; whilst the third name on the list
of shareholders is the gentleman who attends to
Mr. Wren’s racing interests jn Western Aus-
tralia and between times occupies the position
as an Honourable Member of the Legislative
Council of Wegtern Australin—Mr. Alexander
Clydesdale, M.I.C. Surely the strenucus eforts
made to deteet, vonvict and punish the poor man
for his slight transgressions are brought into
striking relief with the generous treatment
meted out to the wealthy and influential station
owner from the North-West? And if fhe con-
fidence of the ordinary eitizen in the imparti-
ality of the administration of the law is to be
maintained, a full, complete and convinging ex-
planation of this ¢ase should be forthwith made
by the Minister for Justice (Mr. J. C. Willcoek,
MILA)) and every one of his colleagues and
snpporters,

That is the stult he wrote. Unquestionably,
it is libellons, but, having regard to Mr.
Clydesdale’s experience, was it likely that
Mr. Wiilleock was going to waste his money
sning the member for East Perth in the law
courts? T will wive the House and this coun-
try some details of the Crosthwaite ease. 1
will show how far this rich squatter was able
to corrupt the JMinister for Justice, how
this rich senatter was able to buy justice!
The first casc against him was a eharge of
attempting to do grevious bodily harm. On
the 16th December, 1933, he was committed
for trial at Carnarvon. He applied for trial
in Perth, on the ground of local hostility.
After pernsine the depositions, the Crown
Prosecutor advised that the charge be reduced
to vne of assault. 1t was then decided by
the Minister that Crosthwaite should be
dealt with summarily af Carnarvon, where
the offence was alleged to have been eomn-
mitted.  So the Minister sent this man back
amongst his cnemies to he {ried! Crosth-
wiite asked to be tried in Perth beecause of
the hostility against him in Carnarvon, but
the Minister decided that he should be tried
in Carnarvon. JIs that preferential treat-
ment ?

Mr. Hughes: Was he tried in Carnarvon?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Never mind
ahout that: there are a lot of things to be
told vef.
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Mr. Hughes: Ile was not tried there.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: It does not
matter whether he was tried there or not.
The statement was that he corrupted Mr.
Willeoek, that he paid for justice. That is
what the member for East Perth has to
prove, not where he was tried. hut that
Crosthwaite corrupted the Minister, and that
the Minister put justice up for sale. Those
are the charges to be proved. In January,
1833, a charge of perjury was laid against
Crosthwaite, as a resnit of the evidence given
by him in a civil action in November, 1931.
Sanders, the appellant in the civil action,
represented that perjury had been commit-
ted. He was advised by tha Crown
Law Department that the Crown never
instituted proceedings in connection with
un  allegation of perjury exeept on
representation from a presiding judge or
magistrate. But further particulars being
submittel by Sanders, ibe Crown Law
officers advised that, nofwithstanding the
universal practice, there was some ground
for an inquiry. An inguiry was made by
the police and the unusual course subse-
nuently adopted of charging Crosthwaite
with perjury at the instigation of an indivi-
dual. For the first time in the history of
this couptry a man was tried for perjury
at the instigation of a private individual.
A further unusual step was taken n in-
structing the Crown Prosecutor to conduoet
the case at a preliminary hearing at the
police court in the Gascoyne distriet. So
this man Crosthwaite, who could bhuy jus-
tice, who corrupted the Minister, received
treatment such as no other offenders in West-
ern Australia ever received. HMe was put
on trial for perjury at the instigation of a
private individual, committed for trial and
sentenced to 12 months’ imprisonment. Yet
we are told by the memher for East Perth
that Crostbwaite got preferential treatment.
If he had said that Sanders bought
justice, it would not have been quite

so  preposterons, but in view of the
treabment meted out to  Crosthwaite,
it i3 a most extraordinary thing to

say that Crosthwaite had hought justice.
Crosthwaite was also proseeuted for the
attempted eorruption of a witness, the police
taking action following a statement by one
of the witnesses in the perjury charge. He
was found not guilty by a jury. In no way
did the Minister for Justice come into this
matter. It is absurd to suppose that the
Minister for Justiee is personally aware of
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every action taken by the Crown Law officers.
In the matter of filing an indictment or
entering a nolle prosequi, the Minister must
be guided by the legal advisers of the de-
partment. The Crown Law Department
does not investigate cvery appeal of
an  unsuccessful litigant, becanse, if
it did, it would be setting itself up
a3 g ecourt of appeal superior to fhe
other courts. It does not take action
on behalf of persons laying a charge of per-
Jury, If it took action against persons for
this offence, it would take action on every
case heard in the courts, for if there were two
sides put forward, some person would ohvi-
ously be telling an untruth. This is the first
oecasion on which a man has heen charged
with perjury at the instigation of a private
individual. On that charge Crosthwaite was
convicted; yet in face of all those faets the
member for East Perth says Crosthwaite was
given preferential treatment.

Mr. Hughes: Did he serve his sentence?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: There is an-
other instance in which the services of the
Crown Law authorities were enlisted by R.
B. Sanders in the prosecution of a claim
against H, Crosthwaite, arising out of the
original court proeeedings. The Minister for
Justice approved of an application by
Sanders for legal assistance in accordance
with the Poor Persons’ Legal Assistance Act.
This was forwarded to the Law Society,
which, by its representative, succeeded in
effacting a setblement wherchy Sanders re-
covered from Crosthwaite the sum of £60
on aceount of his claim and costs. Yet we
are told that Crosthwaite hought justice,
that he corrnpted the Minister. The hon.
member will have the fullest opportunity
of proving his charges. The hon. member
made a further statement that certain start-
ing priee bookmakers were promised immun-
ity and sympathetic consideration if they
subserihed to the funds of the Government
prior to the last general election, and that
between them they put up the sum of £350.
I understand that the hon. member was sec-
retary of the starting price bookmakers at
one time,

Mr. Hughes: I hope you will give your-
self the chanee to prove that statement.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: If the hon.
member denies it, T will accept his denial,
but it is what I have been told during ‘the
last few days.

The Minister for Emplovment: He was,
but on probation only.
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The DEPUTY PREMIER: The hon. mem-
ber will he asked who were the people that
were promised  immunity for the sum of
£350.

Mr. Rodoreda: He got it for them pretty
cheaply, anyway.

Mr. Hughes: Let us have the fullest in-
vestigation; don’t shut anything out.

The DEPGTY PREMIER: The member
for East Perth also said—

It is also known that certain peopie who run
betting houses are exempt from prosecution. In
Eust i#orth those who conduct some shiops are
prosceuted while others are not.

Who are the people in East Perth that were
exempt from proseeution and who are the
people not exempt, and who was the
Minister they corrupted? The ninth charge
is that the Premier perpetrated “the Yellow-
dine mining fraud, omc of the worst
instances of fraudalent practice in the his-
tory of the State” The charge is a very
serious one. If the Premier perpetrated any
mining frand, I am sure he would not wish
to retain his position as Premier. The mem-
her for East Perth also said it in his publi-
cation. The member for Nedlands (Hon, N,
Keenan) is not altogether guiltless. He
made a charge at the Iast election. I am
surprised at the hon, member. T have heard
him boasting about his association with min-
ing, and the charge does not come well from
him, He should set a much better example.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There is no need for
sarcasm. )

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Let the hon.
gentleman mind his own husiness.

My, Marshall: That shows their inferiority.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: If it is sar-
easm, it is forced upon me. I am beginning
to resent these things. Mr, A, K. Weston
was the secretmry of the Yellowdine Geld
Options Co., No Liability, and replied to the
member for Nedlands when he made his at-
tack upon the Premier. If ihe member for
Nedlands wants to say that the Premier per-
petrated the Yellowdine mining frauds, let
him say so.

Hon. N. Keenan: You know very well that
my ohjection was that the Premier, when
Minister for Justice, had signed a prospectus
asking the publie to take shares in what
was a worthless proposition,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: He did noth-
ing of the sout.

Hon. N, Keenan: He did; I saw the offi-
cial prospectus myself.
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The DEPUTY PREMIER: I am giving
the facts. 1Why did the hon. member not tell
the people of Nedlands all about his own as-
sociation with the goldmining industry be-
fore attacking the Premier?

Hon., N. Keenan: 1 never sent out a
prospeetus like that.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The lon.
member is only boasting.

Hon. N, Keenan: T.et us have an inquiry
into if.

The DEPUTY PREMIER : The hon.
member talks about the mining industry. I
tell him that he has associated himself with
all these charges. He hopes to pull down
the Government by charges of eorruption.
He is very ackive about it. He makes a
charge against the Premier that he per-
petrated this mining frand.

Hon. €. G. Latham: That is nof in my
motion.

The DEPUTY PREMIER.: It is all in the
motion.

Hon. C. G. Latham: There are no charges
against the Governmeni or anyone else in
the motton.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Whatever
shares the Premier holds in this eompany he
paid for in eash. They slumped badly after-
wards, and probably have not yet recovered.
He holds only a small pareel. Tt is well to
mention that alt the shares were fuily paid
up before he heeame a director. The fact
that he was a direetor had nothing to do
with the matter, because the shares were
paid for by him. There have been two
annual meetings of sharcholders, and no
complaint or scandal has been referred to
at either of then. The seeretary of the com-
pany has set ount all the facts, how the
Premier was interviewed, and how hc agreed
to act as a provisional director. There was
no scandal and there was no fraud. The
company has safeguarded the intevests of

shareholders as probably no mining
company in this State has done he-
fore,. The hon. member will have
a  chance to prove what he said.

These things concern the Premier very mueh.
Another matter referred to by the member
for Enst Perth (Mr. Hughes) was what he
termed the Clvdesdale case. He had a lot
to say about that. Every member here
knows all about it. The member for East
Perth has got away with it in the country.
Later on sanity will return to many people,
and they will understand the facts. The hon-
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member said, “God forbid we should put
another Clydesdale blot on the Constitu-
tion.” He also said, “This violation and
dezradation of the public life of Western
Australia went unchallenged.” It must have
been something very bad to have been re-
ferred to in those terms. If must have been
a very corrupt thing to appoint Mr. Clydes-
dale as chairman of the Lotteries Commis-
sion. But it was our friends opposite who
appointed him,

Hon. C. G. Latham: Real friends?

'he Minister for Mines: And they were
fully justified in doing so.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
for Nedlands had a hand in it. Members
opposite were responsible for this so-called
violation and degradation of our publie life.
Do they want an inquiry into this?

Hon. €. G. Latham: Yes,
Jeetion to any inquiry,
Mr. Raphael: You're shot.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
Tor East Perth said, “T want to do some-
thing to help the unemployed . . . .when it
is a ease of a wealthy man backed by a race-
course millionaire, nothing stands in the
-way, and the Government are all-powerful.”
This so-called wealthy man was Mr. Clydes-
dale, and the raceconrse millionaire is John
‘Wren. Mr. Clydesdale was appointed
Chairman of the Lotteries Commission by
the Mitchell Government after the passing
of the Lotteries Contrel Act of 1932. As
“Hansard” shows he was appointed on the
assurance of members of the Government
‘that he ran no risk of losing his seat by
aceepting the office. Later on it was found
‘he had infringed the Constitution. It was
therefore necessary to protect him from the
unexpected consequences of taking a posi-
‘tion he accepted in good faith. Meanwhile
‘the Mitchell Government were defeated, and
it devolved upon the Labour Government to
-see the matter through by placing Mr.
‘Clydesdale in the position of immunity that
had been promised him. The Government
were in honour hound to do this. It was a
matter of honour and deceney that the man
‘the Government appointed to this position,
and to whom immunity was promised, should
be protected. Members opposite were also
desirous that Mr. Clydesdale should be pro-
‘tected. They supported the Bill; indeed
only a few members opposed if. Extracts
from the debate show how this was done.

I have no ob-

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Leader of the Opposition, the member
for York, said—

I have previously stated that it would be
almost impossible for me not to support a I3l
legalising the position of a member of ancther
place on the Lotteries Commission beeause the
previous Government must accept some respon-
sibility in offering a member of Parliament sueh
a position.

They had to accept the whole respensibility.
They offered the position, and gave it to Mr.
Clydesdale. The member for East Perth
now calls that a degradation in the political
life of the eountry. The Leader of the Oppo-
silion went on to say—

T would draw attention to the fact that in

1894 an Act was passed by the Parliament of
Western Australia bascd to all intents and pur-
poses on the same principle as this Bill. A cer-
tain gentleman who wag a memher of Parlia-
ment occupied also a position on a board, and
was being paid by the Government of the day.
In the present instanee the member of Parlia-
ment is not being paid by the Government, I
have very little more to say except to point out
that this js an wnusual piece of legislation. As
I said Dhefore there is a precedent for it, I
think the Howse should endeavour to puard
against the introduction of this class of legisla-
tion. The principle of the Bill we are now dis-
cussing is practically identical with that of an-
other Bill we passcd recently. I will support
the second reading.
The hon. member followed the honourable
and right course, the only course, when he
supported the Bill. Ts it possible that any
Glovernment could give a promise to any
member of Parliament, and see that promise
deliberately broken? Could any man in the
community give his word to another man
that he would be protected, and subsequently
desert him?

Hon. C. G. Latham: Parliament ratified
the appointment by passing the Bill.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Who would
put a man in that position and then desert
him when in tronble, and after he had taken
the risk for which he was promised immun-
ity? No man does that sort of thing, no
decent man, and yet that is spoken of as an
act of degradation and corruption. What
does the member for Nedlands say about
that?

Mr, Rapbael : He said foo mueh. He pre-
vented the amendment that cawsed the
trouble, from going through.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
for Nedlands said—

The late Attorney General had informed me
that he h:id come to the legal conclusion that
the holidinyr of the position of a member of the
commission would not be holding an office of
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profit under the Crown; or rather from the
Crown, hecause there is an important distinetion
in our Constitution Act. It is not illegal tu
hold an office of profit under the Crown. but
only illegal to hold an office of profit from the
Crown. The late Mr. Davy formed the cunelu-
sion, and there are many reasons to support it,
that owing to the difference in the wording
““from the Crown,’’ and ‘‘under the Crown,”’
unless the profit came from the Crown, it is not
within the scope of the prohibition. Being
aware of that I asked Mr. Senddan the object of
ingerting this particular clause in the Bill in
view of the fact that the Crown Law officers
considered it whelly unnecessary. Now, doubts
have arisen . . . it is the duty of the House
and the duty of whatever Government is in
power to resolve that doubt, and so release any
person who acted bona fide on the advice of
the Crown Law Department from liability aris-
ing from that adviee.

The member for Nedlands said it was the
duty of the Hounse and was the duty of the
Goveroment, too, to put this right. We are
now saddled with that appointment and it
is referred to as an act of degradation. The
Government made up of members apposite
were responsible for the appointment. When
it was found that Mr. Clydesdale would get
into trouble, to the eredit of memhers oppo-
site they did their best honourably to put
the thing right.

Hon. C. (. Latham: I thought vou said
we were not implicated.

Mr. Marshall: You have been trying to
wet into this ficht all night,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
for Fast Perth took action against Mr.
Clydesdale becanse he had accepted the posi-
tion that had been offered to him by the
Mitchell-Latham Government. Mr., Clydes-
dale aceepted that position on the assurance
from the then Government that he ran no
personal risk.

Mr. Marshall: He aceepted the chairman-
=hip only on that basis.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I think Parliament
agreed to that when they passed the Bill.

The DEPUTY PREMIER : The member for
East Perth sued the wealthy man, but why
did he not sue Mr. Harry Mann who was
alse n member of the Commission bhut was
a poor man? He did not sue the latter be-
cause be was not a man of means and now
the member for East Perth talks about
being impartial!

Mr. Hughes: Will you submit that state-
ment to the Royal Commission tao?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Having re-
gard to the degradation of the whole thing,
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why did not the hon. member sue Mr, Harry
Mann?

Mr., Hughes: Will you allow the Royal
Commission to test the aecuracy of that
statement?

Member: Have the decency to be guiet.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Of course, he
did not sue Mr. Harry Mann but he sued
the wealthy man.

Mr. Hughes: I could not sue Mr. Harry
Mann and you know it.

M. SPEAKER: Order!

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
for East Perth secured damages and he put
these damages in his pocket. Mr. Clydesdale
appealed and won the appeal. He could not
get his own money back from the member
for East Perth. Yet the member for East
Perth talked about Clydesdale starving his
wife and family. He had no regard for Mr.
Clydesdale’s family.

Mr. Hughes: When did I say that?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: That was
passed around at East Perth.

Mr. Hughes: Tell me one instance whem
that was said.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The hon.
member squealed about his wife and family,
when the money was not his own. Mr.
Clydesdale could not get a penny back
althongh the money was his. He had to
foree the member for East Perth into bank-
ruptey hefore he could get that money, and
the member for East Perth glories in the
whole thing. He calls that the manly thing
to do and you know, Mr, Speaker, that the
law says that the man who takes action along
these lines must be a common informer, and
in most countries the man who adopts that
attitude is loathed, shot, exiled, or sent to
Coventry. But the member for East Perth
regards"himself as a hero and glories in it.
He led the attack against Mr. Clydcsdale,
got money from him and would not pay it
hack. Faney glorying in that! He says
that he was defending the Constitution, but
he would not have defended the Constitu-
tion if it had not heen for the money. His
whole aim, of course, was not fo get money,
but to defend the Constitution! He wanted
to clean up the stable and to purify the pub-
lie life of Western Australia! That was.
his sole object; but when Mr, Clydesdale’s
appeal suceeeded, it was impossible for him
to get the money back from the member
for East Perth. That deals with the
Clydesdale case, the obloquy of which the
present Government have carried whereas it
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rightly should have leen carried by the
Mitehell Governmnent.

The Minister for Mines: The Clydesdale
case was quite all right. There is nothing
wrong about it, except in the eyes of the
mongrel who fook action against bim,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Then the
member for East Perth had a lot of minor
charges to make. The publication that he
spoke of is full of them. He got away wiih
them then and having done so, he has be-
come braver. The member for East Perth
talked about the undemoeratic character of
the A W.U. and referred to sustenance
workers and talked about how Mr. Johnson
had been appointed secretary by a few mem-
bers. Mr. Johnson was appointed to his
position under the rules of the organisation
which provide as follows:—

Should any braneh officer (other than the

three persons appointed trustees of the New
Sonth Wales branch) or other member of the
exveutive die, resign or he removed from office,
his place shall be filled by some persen to be
appointed by the remaining officers and other
members of the Bxecutive, and such person shall
hold officc for the residue of the term for whiel
his predecessor was elected.
Mr. Johnson suceeeded Mr. Watts who had
died and held the position formerly oecupied
by Mr. Watts for the term of Mr. Watts's
original appointment, at the econclnsion of
which he has to go up for election.

Mr. Hegney: He is up for the clection
now,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Yet we were
told by the member for East Perth

Mr. Hughes: IHHow many sustenance
workers wiil get a vote?

The DEPUTY PREMIER: The member
for Bast Perth said that My, MeCallum had
owed the Agricultural Bank £2,300 and
would not pay it. He said that no officer of
the bank would dare to make him pay the
amount.

Mr. Hughes: I said e had not paid,

The DEPUTY PREMIER: Mr. MeCal-
lum was an Agrieulturzl Bank client just as
others have been and will be. ITe borrowed
money and he paid baek all he was entitled
to pay. Me met his intevest charges and
made his repayments as they fell due. He
did not defanlt in any way, and so if he had
that money on loan, his position was all
right, so long as he was not defrauding the
bank.

Hon. C. G. Latham : But he could not owe
‘the bank £2,300,

[ASSEMBLY.]

The DEPUTY PREMIER: I do not think
50; I am merely taking the figures quoted by
the member for Kast Perth.

Hon. C. G. Latham: I think the Act pro-
vides a limit of £2,000.

The DEPUTY PREMIER: That is so.
When My. McCallum aceepted his present
position, he paid off the whole of his liability
to the Agricultural Bank. Was there any-
thing wrong in that? s it wrong for a man
to borrow money bena fide and having done
so, to pay hig debts, to pay all that is due in
respect of that borrowed money—only to be
held up to contempt in this State? Of
cowrse, it may be semething new to the mem-
ber for East Perth that a man should pay
what he owes and that may be why he ex-
pressed such surprise. Mr. MeCalium re-
paid the money and is no longer a elient of
the Agrvicuitural Bank. The member for
Fiast Perth paid a very poor compliment to
the officers of the bank when he stated that
they were probably afraid to push for the
payment of the money. They had no ocea-
sion to push for it. If a man pays what he
owes, that is ail he is asked to do. I have
dealt with most of the matters that were re-
ferred to, The member for East Perth did
say that Mr. Gray, M.L.C., and others went
to the Trades Hall and tock money; he does
not say it was given to them, but says it was
taken fraudulently. I do not propose o op-
pose the motion. The Government have
agreed to aceept it. We would have decided
the matter carlier had the Premier been well,
had the Minister for Works been back from
the Eastern States and had the Minister for
Railways been re-elected earlier at the by~
clection. We agree to the fullest inquiry.

Mr. HUGHES: I move—

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and negafived,

MR. HUGHES (East Perth) [9.10]: I do
not intend to reply to the vitriolie attack that
the Deputy PPremier has made upon me. I
think a ot of good will be done
in  the interests of the State if we
have a full investigation of all the
Government’s transactions and  diserim-
ination in the cnforcement of the law since
1924, I hope the Deputy Premier will not
conslitute himseclf the judge by drawing up
the terms of reference for the Royal Com-
mission. [t is impossible to have an impar-
tial inquiry if one party is to draw up the
terms of reference. I the Deputy Premier
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desires an impartial inquiry, I will draft the
allegations 1 have made in public and will
set out seriatim the administrative acts upon
which I based my allegations. If the Com-
mission is to have full scope of inquiry,
we should be nllowed to call public officers,
and Mr. Mann, from the Fremantle Trades
Hall, should also be put in the box. If
would be very easy to burke inquiry by so
drawing up the terms of reference thai the
inquiry would be restricted to phrases taken
from their eontext. It would be a monstrous
thing for the Government to evade the issue
by so drawing up the terms of reference.
Tt the Government appoint a judge of the
Supreme Court and allow me to submit my
allegations of where I think they deviated
from the proper course that should be fol-
lowed by Ministers, and then let the judge
decide what the terms of reference should
be. That is the proper legal method in
arranging an inquiry. One party is not
wllowed to lake words from their context
and draw up the terms of reference so that
the other side can he prevented from pro-
ducing evidence. If that course were adopted
the judge would then be in a position to say,
“I am sorry, Mr. Hughes, but that is out-
side the terms of my reference.” Let us
have a full inquiry. Tn ordinary legal pro-
ceedings, a general statement is made first,
and then, if the other party desires to go
on with the fizht, a statement of elaim is
lodged setting out the details seriatim. Then
the other side set out their statement of
defence, and so the details are before the
court. The Tleputy Premier talks about an
impartial inquiry. Instead of leaving the
mafter to the judge, what does he do? The
Deputy Premier goes over certain items that
oceurred to him, and makes his defence be-
fore the case for the other side is presented.
Thus he does not want an impartial inquiry,
for he makes a statement that he knows is
nof true. He says I did not prosecute Mr.
Harry Mann. He knows T could not do so,
for the reason that Mr. Mann and Mr. Clydes-
dale werc appointed to the Lotteries Com-
mission in Febrary. In the following April
there was an election, and Mr. Mann lost
his seat. Mr. Clvdesdale went on and took
his seat in Parliament. The offence against
the Constitution, as the Deputy Premier
knows full well, is that of taking a seat in
Parliameat. No action could le against Mr,
Mann, vit the Deputy Premier eomes here
and makes a statement that he knows is not
true. Although he talks about an impartial

[21]
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inquiry, he makes a statement here that he
knows tuil well will he prejudicial to that
inquiry, I would like to go back to 1924
and examine the whole acts of the Leader
of the iouse and his colleagures regarding
the administration of the law. And if
he wants that, let him make a gen-
eral reference; let the referenmce that is to
be made to the Royal Commissioner be set-
tled between the Leader of the House and
me, and if we eannot agree, let a judge of
the Supreme Court settle the reference. Then
I will put up the allegations seriatim. The
hon. member said that Crosthwaite's charge
was reduced from one of attemnpted murder
to one of assault. But what he did not tell
us was that Crosthwaite’s trial had been
transferred from Carnarvon to Perth by
order of the Chief Justice of Western Aus-
tralia, and that the then Deputy Premier-—
the present Premier—stepped in and stopped
the trial. "What happened? The hon. mem-
ber said the file was to go back to Carnarvon
for the trial. As a matter of fact, the fle
went back to the Perth Police Court, and
there it stayed, and Crosthwaite never stood
his trial at Carnarvon or elsewhere for the
serious offence of shooting at a eitizen. Let
the facts ecome ount and let the public of
Western Australia draw their own infer-
ence, and it will be found that the evidence
will be there to substantiate what T say. But
of course the hon. gentleman, befors the in-
quiry comes on, gives information which he
hopes, I suppose, will prejudice the innuiry.
He will draw up all the terms of reference,
and if he draws the terms of reference so
as to exclude the essential information, T tell
him I will have nothing to do with the in-
quiry, but will go on making my statements
in public. I say, let a judge of the Supreme
Court settle the terms of reference. The
hon. mermber talks about the pamphlet. Now
someone on that side has said that T mnst
be a goat. I would be if I were to allow the
hon. member to frame the terms of refer-
ence. What could be fairer than to allow
a2 judge of the Supreme Court to settle the
reference? What could be easier than for
the hon. member to say to the judge that the
member for East Perth had made allegations
against the Government, and then let those
allegations be put in proper lezal form, and
let the hon. member answer them in the pro-
per way? Then we would have an impartial
inquiry. T eonld so frame the terms of refer-
ence that half the essential evidenece would
be exeluded. As for the making of charges,
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did the hon. member see the copies of the
“Westralian Worker” issued during the last
election campaign

The Deputy Premier: They were very
tame.

Mr, HUGHES: Were they? I could take
action against the “Westralian Worker” for
libel, and get substantial damages. But the
hon. member js safe; it would not eost him
a penny; the unfortunate workers who put
their money into the ‘“Westralian Worker”
wonld be the sufferers.

The Minister for Employment: That 15 a
poor get-out.

Mr. HUGHES: I will make an offer. Let
Ministers give an underfaking that they
will pay personally out of their own pockets
any damages I get from those articles, and
I will give them an epportunity to prove my
case before the Supreme Court. They will
not take that offer; it is too fair, because
they eould net shift, as Mr. Gray did, the
burden on to someone else.

The Minister for Employment: The only
libel you wonld be able to get against the
“Westralian Worker’'’ would be on the prin-
ciple of the greater the truth the greater the
libel.

Mr. IUGHES: Will the hon. member
nndertake to pay out of his own pocket
whatever damages and costs I get in such
an action?

The Minister for Employment: I challenge
vou to start an action against the “West-
ralian Worker.”

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! We are getting
right away from the motion before the Chair
and are dragging in new matter altogether.

Mr. HUGHES: The question of election
libels was put in,

Mr. SPEAKER: The motion before the
Chair is for an inquiry into allegations made
by the member for East Perth on the 27th
August.

Mr, HUGHBS: T am not afraid of any
impartial inquiry that the hon. gentleman
wmay institute; but it will not be an impartial
inquiry if he himself seftles the terms of
reference, becanse they conld be so settled
that the essential information {o prove my
allegations would be excluded. But with a
general reference to a judge, the judge can
settle the issue. The hon. gentleman says
I had a grievance against the member for
Geraldton becanse of an epithet that he used
in this House against me, and he says the
epithet was never used. Let me answer that.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Of course, whether the epithet was used or
not:

Mr. Raphael: It wos not used by the
member for Geraldton. I heard who used
it, for I sat behind him.

Mr. HUGHES: Yet you have remained
silent all the time! Let e, in answer to the
explanation of the Leader of the House,
make this explanation: Every week “Han-
sard” is eirculated to the general public.
Hundreds of eopies go out, and bundreds of
copies went out containing that offensive re-
mark on the l1st OQctober, 1934, or there-
abouts. In the Assembly Hall in Perth I
drew attention to the remark of the then
Deputy Premier, and in the next issue of the
“West Australian” there was an intimation
of what I had objected to. Yet not one
word of withdrawal. Why did not the
Deputy Premier then say he had not used
the remark, and that “Hansard” was in
error? Would not that have been the proper
thing to do? But no, the hon. gentleman
remained silent. He never made any effort
to intimate to me personally or to the public
that he was being aceused of having made a
remark that he did not make. He never said
one word, even on the foor of the House,
for I watched the debates to see if the hon.
member would rise in his place and say there
was a mistake, that he had never used such
a word. What other inference could I draw
than that, when the statement was brought
under the hon. gentleman’s notice and he
remained silent and therefore stood by his
statement? When I came to the House and
had opportunity to answer members on their
own footing, I raised this question again,
and for the first time, two years after the
event, the present Depuly Premier says the
statement was never made. I submit that
if the statement was not made, and if any
injustice has heen done to the present
Premier by his having been accused of
having made that statement, he alone must
take the blame, hecause he remained silent
from the 1st October, 1934, until September,
1936. DBut when I eame into the House I
found that in the official record file of “Han-
sard” the cpithet had been altered, and
another less offensive epithet inserted in
lien. T was treated like the gentleman who
is insulted in publie and then granted a pri-
vate apology. 1 say that had the Deputy
Premier taken the opportunity at any tice
between the 1st ‘October, 1934, and ths
present time to withdraw that statement
I would have aceepted his withdrawal
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promptly. and said ne nwore about it. Buf
=0 long a~ 1 was prepared to remain ~ilent.
he al-o remained silent. And no atem)t
wa~ made to recover the “Hansard” that
had heen distributed. [t was not n ease for
an apolowry by the hon. gentleman.  All that
he had to say was that he had not made the
dgtatement, that it was a mistake in “Ifan-
sard”: so the blame, if any, rests on the
member  himselt. Now, of course, the
eptthet has heen withdrawn. 1 at this
cowming inguiry the evidence is allowed to be
put in, T will show an abuse of power by the
nwanbers of the Government, an abnse of
power unprecedented in any other Auglo-
Saxon country. But of conrse it may be
thut the reference will be limited. If the
Mini~ter want~ to clear up all the allega-
tion~, 1 suy that the wse of Govermment
power to foree the sustenance workers to
pay for the A W.U. was alone an improper
angd corrupt nse of Government power. Let
thar statcment be submitted to a judge—is
the action of the Government in foreing the
sustenanee  workers to  contvibute to the
AW an improper use of  Government
power? On the faets, the judge will answer
yex, that it is very improper. But, if the
Minister has his wayx, that will not be in-
cluded in the terms of reference. Let the
hon. gentleman alse inelude the question as
to who wrote the libellous pamphlet for
which Mr. Gray woas blamed. They know
well encueh that someone else wrote tt, and
that the someone else is in hiding and that
te cnable him to remain undiscovered they
had ro go to the Trades Hall and find money
for the purpose. Tet that be put in the
terms of reference so that we may get to the
bottum ol the question whether Mr., Me-
Callum has retreated from public life or not.
T have no doubt that if T am allowed to put
in the evidence, and if punblic olficers are
allowed to testify, every one ol my allega-
tion~ will be proved. The hon. member {o-
night hecame very alert when some mention
wa< made of getting a departmental file,
“What," lie said, “did you get a Coverninent
file ” MeCallumy and Mann ¢came to me in
the Trades Hall, and thex proposed to
write a pamphtet about me, for which thev
woere woine to wret a police file. My, Tread-
gold is prepared fo swear on ovath that Mr.
Muann never had a polive file and never ap-
plied for one,  So, if Mann got the file, he
got it from o Minister of the Crown.
The file was made availalle. As members
from Fremuantle know, Mann had no more to
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do with writing the pamphlet than you, Mr.
Speaker, or I had. The pamphlet was taken
down to him. All that Mann did, as the
handwriting in the pamphlet shows, was to
correct two grammatical errovs. Those cor-
rections are in Mann's handwriting. Let the
hon, gentleman submit that to a judge, and
let Mann get into the witness box—he has
refrained from doing so up to date—and
state on oath who took the pamphiet to him,
Then we will get to the bottom of the matter.
That 15 where we have to start with Mr. Me-

Calllmn's retirement  from publie life; we
have to start with that pamphlet. \We have
v Hnd out who took it to Gray. Let the

public officers who had the pamphlet submit-
ted to them go into the witness box and
testif'y without fear of victimisation. Then
we will get to the bottom of things, We will
not need to have a judge beeause the
publie will draw their own inlevences. The
public are as well able to do that as is a
judge of the Supreme Court. Let the evi-
dence go to a judge. T assure the House of
this, that if all the judges not only of our
Supreme Court but in the British Empire
were to find thar Gruy's pardon was a bona
fide transnction and a proper use of the
Royal prevozative, thex would nat convinee
ten people in the Empire, becanse the
general publie can  judge for themselves
whether the Crray pardon was a  bona fide
and proper use of Government power. I
weleome the inquiry, but T hope that the
terms of reference will be so drawn that all
the evidence npon which I based my allega-
tions may be given. I hope that the Gov-
ernment will not themselves draw their own
references, but will allow them to he drawn
by a judge of the Supreme Court after f
have made my aHegations categorically and
they have answered them. Then we shall
meet on even terms. I shall be able to eall
evidenee in proof of what 1 have said, and
the guestions that [ wish to have submitted
to the judge can bhe submitted also. What
an extraordinary inquiry would be one in
which the Minister proposes fo submit cer-
tain questions to the judge, and [ am not
allowed to submit any at all! We have not
had anything like that since the days of the
old Star Chamber. Let the hon. gentleman
draw his questions  for submission to  the
judge, and let me draw mine. Then let the
judge decide whether or not the evidence is
within the scope of the reference. If we do
that, we shall have an independent and 1m-
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partial inguiry., I venture to say that if the
Yellowdine Options mining affair was sub-
mitted to a judge, and he was asked whether
the flotation was in the best interests of the
mining industry of Western Australia, and
whether it was the type of flotation that a
Minister of the Crown should he associated
with, there would he no doubt what he wonld
answer when he had the full facts. The hon.
gentleman did not tell us all the facts. He
didd not produce the prospectus: he did not
produce the minutes of the meeting. e
told us that the shaves were all allotted he-
fore the hon. gentleman came into it, but he
he did not tell ns the basis. T do not pro-
pose to tell the House. Tet him submit this
question fairly and squarely to a judge. We
will produce the docnments. A judze will
not require anythitg but the documents. All
he will want to know will be regarding the
various companies mentioned—ithe three or
four companies. Speaking from memory, in
one of the minutes, after the Minister for
Justiee  beeame a divector, the  company
stated, “We are purporting to sell the lease
to a London company for sale to another
comipany and the price we are getting is
£100,000, but in reality we are getting only
£E50,000 beeause we ave passing hack £30,000
out of the £100,000.” Is that a practiee to
put over the London investing public? To
all intents and purposes, it is telling the
London investor that a mine is heing sold for
£100,000, but in reality the go-between con-
pany has a string on it.  What the London
investor wias told was heing  paid for at
£100,000 was i reality being paid for ai
£50,000. That is one of the reasons, in fact
the main reason, why it is impossible to sell
Western Australian gold mines in  London
today—heecause of that type of flotation. If
that is a proper transaction for a
Minister of the Crown to be associated with,
I am surprised. The Minister for Justice
should have =aid, “Certainly wot; we arc
not going to practise a deception hike that
on the London investor. 1F it is £30,000,
the sum of £30,000 must he stated in the
prospeetus.”™  The hon. gentleman did not
tell us of those minutes. He did not get
a copy of the minutes: he zot a cutting
from the mnewspaper. Let the matter be
silted by a judge, amd we will see whether
the Government ean prove that they have
exercised their powers as Ministers of the
Crown preperly during the last 12 vears,
whether they have not exereised them for

[ASSEMBLY.]

the benelit of their friends. whether ihey
have not discriminated in the enforcement
of the law for the benefit of one citizen as
against another, whether the law is impar-
tially administered in Western Australia
to-day. 1id not one of their friends, onhe
of their stalwarts, go up to the public
oltiees and kiek a door in, and when a police
offieer went therve, instead of taking the man
to the lock-up. pacified him?

Mr. SPEAKER: T have already pointed
ont {o the hon, member that he is not
going to introduce fresh charges. Tle must
deal with what he stated on the 27th Aug-
ust.  lle cannot introduce fresh charges
under this motion.

Me. HMUGHES: The
roved all round the world.

My, SPEAKER: lie did nothing of the
sort.  lie answered charges made by the
hon. member on the 27th Angust. The hon.
member will stick to those chavges.

Depnty  Premier

A, HUGHES: Tr T am not to he allowed
to tollow the lon. genfleman, I have no-
thing further to say. I weleome an in-
quiry, hut | want to sce that the parties
are placed on equal terms to frame their
alleeations and prove them. [Let the hon.
sentleman frame some of the allegations
he wmade awainst me and sce how far he
will gef.  They have alrendy heen subject
fo judicial devision and always in my {a-
vour, but the hon. gentleman wants io go
hehind them. T did not proseeate H. W.
Mann becanse he dil not sit after he was
appointed a member of the Lotteries Com-
mission. The Lotteries Commission killed
him at the poll, and if the white-haired
boy of the Government had had to go to
the poll, the Lotteries Commission would
have killed him also. e, however, haz not
had to go to the poll sinee he was appointed
to the Lotteries Commission. It is fortun-
ate for Mr. Clydesdale that he has not had
to face the electors. Had he been required
to do so0, he would have suffered the same
late as befel My, Mann., The offence was
sitting and veting in Parliament after heing
elected to the Lotteries Commission. Mr,
Mamm did not have an opportunity to sif.
Yet the hon. gentleman, knowing (he dates
on which the appointments were made,
asked why | did not prosecute Maun. lle
did not tell the House that. hefore those
two members were appeinted to the Com-
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mission and when their appoiniment was
only being falked of, 1 met Mr, Mann in the
street and told him he would be very fool-
ish to accept appointment on the Lotteries
Commission because, it he and his col-
league did so, they wounld lose their seats
vander the Constitution and render them-
selves linble to a penalty,

Mr. Hegnev: Did noi the member for
Nedlands advise them on the legal position?

Mr. HUGHES: T do not know what the
hon. member told them.

Mr. Hegney : e told the House.

Mr. HUGIES: The point is that 1 told
Mr. Mann, and he ean b put into the
witness hox to verily my staleinent.

Mr. Raphael: That would not make it
true.

Mr. HUGHES: My interpretation ol the
Luw happened to he true. Beeause the Gov-
ernment were net prepaved to allow he
judge to adjudieate, they stepped in and
interfered with the jurisdiction and iried
to alter the law. My opinion was muel
sounder than that of the member for Vie-
toria Park. I have no doubt that, if Mr.
Mann were put on his oath, he would say
that T warned him heforehand. T suppose
he was justified in acting as he did, if he
obtained advice from the member for Ned-
lands on the questions of law, for the mem-
her for Nedlands is an eminent lawyer who
stands high at the Bar. As a matter of
fact, T had some difliculty in beating him
in my first case. T have no doubt that, if
I am allowed a fnll investigation into the
licensing business, as to how and why
licenses are allotted, it will be of some
sevvice to the State. Tf the hon. genile-
mian wants fo eurtail and hamstring the
inquiry by himself fixing the terms of re-
ference, of eourse we shall wet nowhere,
hecanse the essential information will be
exchuded. 1f I am not allowed to put my
references in, it will he a very lopsided in-
quiry indeed, and will not convince any-
body but the hon. gentleman whe wants
to be convinged,

Question put and passed.

Houxe adjonrned of 213 pom,
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The President took the Chior at .30 p.m,
wl read pravers,

QUESTION—REPURCHASED ESTATES.

Hon, W, J. MAXNX asked the Chief
Serretary 1. How many  repurchased
estales have heen re-valued durine the past
two vears! 2, What is the total ameunt
of reduction neule () in eapitnl, {b) in
interest 7 4, In what districis have these
re-valvations and  reduetions  heen madeY
4, When will the remaining repurchased
estates be ve-valued?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
Fourteen, 2, Capital, £94,394; interest,
E120,710. 3 Vietoria, Avon and Swan. 4,
Six more estates will he re-valned in the
near future. It is not intended to re-value
estates where the blocks should have alveady
heen freehold, or where, From the knowledge
already available in the depariment, it is
obvious that the estntes are not over-valued.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY,
Eighth Day.

Debate resumed From the previous dayv,

HON. C. G. ELLIOTT (North-Tast)
[4.30]: In speaking to the Address-in-reply
I propose to concern myself chiefly with the
goldmmining industry. It 1s very satisfactory
to know that the industry is making a steady
ammual increase in gold production, the rela-
tive figures for the past seven months, com-
pared with the same period in 1931 and
1935, heing—

Ist Tanunary to S1st July, 1934—372,28%
ounces,
kst January to Slst July, 1035—318.349
uunees.
Ist JFanoary  to 31st Jaly, 1936—438,524
OUNCes.

Taking inte consideration the fact that the
large producing mines are steadily inereasing
their are reserves notwithstanding the Iarge
temnage treated monthly, and that several
properties are vesponding satisfactorily to



