L)

[30 SkprEMEBER, 1920.)

either. The very mature of the work of these

men on construction js.such that their camps -

have constantly to be moved, and it would
be difficult to ereot anything in the shape of
permanent buildings for them. The Premier
does not break promises as the member for
Forrsst has suggested. His time is: well oe-
- gupied

M. b'Loghlan: Hea would say the same about ’

you. ) .
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
"member hes remsined a bachelor and has only

himself to think of, whereas the Premier has -

not only_ his household affairs to. look after,
but: a tremendons amount of State work as well,
Had the hon. member wished the Premiesr to
socompany him I am quite sure it eoitld have been
arranged if he had seen the Premier sbout i.
The Hounse may depend upon it that action will
- be. taken in accordance with the judgment of the
Premier.

of the working man, who, the employers have
found out, must be looked after. The difficulty
i, a8 steted by previous speakers, in connection
with the struggling farmer, who has but little
capital and only his own strength to roly upon. To
force upon -him &ll the conditions laid upon him
. j.n the Shearers’ Accommodation Act will be
‘ him to do something more than he can
a.ﬂord to do.
to force the matter in this direction in the way
that has been indicated. The South-West
farmer has & very hard time. Seme of them are
doing well, and others will do better in the
fature. They have to live s long time down
there before they cen see any results of their
labours. The winters are severe, althoughthismay
e said to be one reason why better acoommoda-
tion should be provided for the employees. If it
is found that the workers are given accommoda-
tion a3 good as that enjoyed by the employers,
~and that the latter cannot afford to give any
better accommodation, I am sure the House will
not penalise the farmers by insisting that they
shotild do that which they eennot afford to do. If
the House did insist upon this the small farmer
would not be able to employ labour, or be
able:to put forth the best of his energies
in developing his holding, Taking the employers
right through I am satisfied that they look after
their men well as far as their means will per-
On motion by Mr. Teesdale debate adjourned. -

BILL—LOCAL AUTHORITIES SINKING
FUNDS.

Returned from .the Council withont amend.
ment.

¢ Honse adjowrned at 10-15 pom.

I think the debate-will have done gome _
good. Tt has dealt with oneaspectoftheconditions

1 do not'think it will be necessary -

. .raise any objection to it.

. having aceess to the papers.
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_ The PRESIDENT took the Ghair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS—MHR. - McGIBBON AND THE
WHEAT BOARD. .

Hon. H, STEWART (South-East) [434]
I move—

That there be laid on the Table of the
House all pipers relating to the appoint-
ment of Mr: 8. J, MeGibbon to the Aus
tralian Wheat Board and to the -dispensing
with Mr. MeGibbon’s serviges:

I lock upon this motion as almost formal,
and T hope the Honorary Minister will not
On that assump-
tion I shall make my remarks brief. Let me
call to mind a statement made in this House
giving the -reasons why Mr. MeGibbon’s ser-
vices as representative of the West Austra-
lian growers on the Australian Wheat Board
were dispensed with. . There was one point
in particular at issue between the Honora,ry
Minister and Mr. MeGibbon.: In my opinion
it is the points at issue between the Hon-
orary Minister and Mr. MeGibbon that the
people interested want to see cleared up, and
the only means of ¢learing them. up is by
-The sta.temen‘l;s
of the Honorary Mipister and. of Mr., Me-
Gibbon on the sanie matfers are strongly in
conflict, Mr. MaGibbon and the Honorary
Minister scem to put quite dl_iferent. inter-
pretations on the same matters. Mr, Me-
Gibbon was appointed as representative of
the West Anstralian wheat growers by the
Honorary Minister. On or about the 2nd
April, 1919, the Honorary Minister stated
that Mr. MeGibbon had been appointed be-
canse he was well informed on wheat mat-
ters and liad taken a keeén interest in all the
pools. The' Honorary Minister has also said
that Mr. MeGibbou at the time of his ap-
pointment was a wheat grower and had
wheat in, all the pools. My own belief is
that Mr. MeGibbon still has wheat in all the
pools. Towards the end of last year, how- .
ever, Mr. MeGibbon sold his farm and thus
eceaged to be a wheat grower. A peculiar
point is that although Mr. MeGibbon eeased
to be a wheat grower towards the end of
last .year, the Honorary Minisfer has said -
that Mr. MeGibbon’s appointment to the ,
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Wheat Board- did not terminate until the
2nd April of this year, at which date, ac-
eording to the Honorary Minister, it expired
by effluxion of time., In spite of that fact,
_the Honorary Minister permitted Mr. Me-
Gibbon to attend a conference of ‘the Aus-_
tralian Wheat Board held in Melbourne on
the 13th April I wonder "whether Moy,
MeGibbon went there lmowing that he Was
ouly permitted to do so as a matter of grace?
There is aunother contentious point -in this
mattér, a. point which involves the interests.
of the State. Only when we see the condi-
tions under which Mr. McGibbon’s appeint-
ment was made shall we be able to deter-
ming ‘'what Mr. MeGibbon’s position really
"was. Mr, MeGihbon contends that he was on
the board as a representative of the wheat
growers of Australia, The Minister, on the
other hand, contends that Mr. MeGibbon was
appointed to the hoard as the representative
of the wheat growers of this State. In my
" opinion there is a big difference between the
two standpoints. I believe that the nem-
bers of both Houses of this Parliament were
under the impression that Mr, MeGibbon
went to the Melbourne conference to repre-
"sent the wheat growers of this State, and
that, although he had no power to hind the
Btate, he would give the interests of the
Western Australian wheat growers the fullest
and most careful consideration.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: If all depends on the
terms of the appointment.

Hon. H. STEWART: Quite s0. When we .

get thoge terms we sghall be able to make up
our minds what the position actually was.
Although Mr. MceGibbon sold his farm last
year, the Honorary Minister was not offi-
cially aware of that fact; he tells us that he
had not been informed of it. As late as
TFebruary of this year the Honorary Minis-
ter, at 3 largely attended conference of
‘Western Australian growers, made a state-
ment eulogistic of Mr. MeGibbon’s services.
Yet, to judge from the statement made by
the Honorary Minister in this House, by that
time things had occurred which did not meet
with the Honorary Minister’s approval,

things which he has since advanced as the -

reasons for Mr. MeGibbon’s dismissal. There
are other considerations which enter into the
question, and in referring to these I shall in
no way touch upon the matter of the sale of
wheat to New South Wales. That =ale does
Dot enter into the question arising out of
the statements which the Honorary Minister
made in this House. I do net propose to
ask that the papers concerning that sale,
a matter which may be of the utmost
importance to the wheat growers of this
State, shall he laid upon the Table. The
matter is one which may come into the
eourts, and I shall treat it as sub jodiee,
and therefore as a matter on which I must
not .touch at present. I wish hon. members
to realise fully that the sale of wheat to New
South Wales does not enfer into this ques-
tion at all. I am asking for nothing but the
papers relating to the terms of Mr. MeGib-

[COTUNCIL.] 7 .

hon’s appointment, and to.the reasoms for
his dismissal. Other ingtances in which there
is a great difference Between the statements-
of the Honorary Minister on the one hand
and of Mr. McGibbon on the ather are the
eominigsion in econnection with the sale of
wheat and the logses by weevil and mice dur-
ing storage. In connection with those lostes
an amount of £522,000 was allotted for pay-
ment to the different States. ~Western Aus--
tralia got none of that amount. The Min-
iser claims that we ought to have got some
of it. Thé wheat growers’ representative,
Mr, MeGibbon, was apposed to the Minister
on that point, was opposed to Western Aus-
tralia getting any portion of that sum. Mr.
MeGibbhon of course gave his reasons for .that
attitude, and it is desirable that those who
are interested should be able to judge the
matter for themselyes when such conflicting
opinions are put forward hy the Honorary
Minister and Mr, MeGibbon. Then fthere
was a resolution carried at the April con-
ference in Melbourne which Mr. MeGibbon
supported, and which the Honorary Minister
opposed. I think the Heonorary Minister was
the only member of the Wheat Board who did
oppose it. That was the resolution, *‘ That the
quota which each State should supply under -
the British Government contracts should be
such as would leave in all the States similar
unsold carry-overs in proportion te the vari- -
ous populations of the States.’’ The Minister -
says this resolution means that Western Aws-
tralia will get credit for the wiSold wheat
in the podls only on the basis of popula-
tion, and not on the basia of the quantity of
wheat which the wheat growers of this State
put into the pool—the latter being, the Hon-
orary Minister contends, the only proper busi--
ness hasis. In fact it seems that dealing with
the maiter on 2 population basis would en-
tirely alter the position as regards the amount
of money coming to Western Australia. On
the other hand; it seems to me that althongh
a reason can be given for subdivieion on the
basis of population, that is not the right
bagis on which to divide the procéeds, An-
other matter on which information is desir-
able is the payment of commission to the
London agents. The Honorary Minister
pointed out that Mr. McGibbon voted for a
payment equivalent to £10,000 to the London
agents. -That proposal apparently was de-
feated. It was a prorosal to pay commission
less rebate. Then he voted against a lump
sum payment of £20,000 and his explanation
was that he would not vote for a Immp sum
as he did not regard it as a husiness basis
on which to pay. The Minister and
Mr. Duon, of New South Wales, pro-
posed that the T.ondon agents should be paid
£20,000 and contended that they would be
adequately remunerated, but Mr. McGibhon
voted for what was findlly carried, namely,
a payment of £38,000. T have given some
reasons why it is desirable to produce these
papers. I have brought the matter for-
ward when the Honorary Minister is present.
The notice has been on the paper for some
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time, I have brought forward no new in-
formation to support it and I see no reason
why the Minister ghould ask for an ad-
journment or why he should object to the
motion being dealt with to-day. I hope mem-
bers will support ‘me in attempting “to bring
this matter to .a finality.

Hon. J. DUFFELL (Metropolitan-Subur-
ban) [4.47]: I desire to direct attention to
the question, I asked the Homorary Minisier
in- the early part of the session. 1 asked
whether there were any reasons why Mr,
MeGibbon was not re-appointed. As. this
motion merely asks for the production of
the papers in conpection with the appoint-
ment of Mr., McGibbon, and exempts all
papers the prodinetion of which might prove
piejudicial to the interests of the State in its

dealings with other States, I contend that

the motion .should be agreed to. We have
no. reason to doubt the accuracy of the re-
plies given to the Honorary Minister;, But
‘contradictory statements have appeured in

the Press from. time to-tims and it wounld he:

- as well if we could see the papers for our-
selves. .

'Thé HONGRARY MINISTER (Hon. C. .
Baxter—East) [4.48]: I do not intend to
traverse the grounds previously- explained to
the House. .I gave the reasons in detail for
Mr. McGibbon's retirement and Mr. Stewart
has dealt mainly with the different reasons
which I gave at that time. The hon. mem-
ber stressed one point that is quite new,
namely, that the Minister zllowed Mr. Me-
@#ibbon to cortinue in office after the date on
which his appeintment aetually terminated—
gome time in April.
pen and the reasons are very clear. Mr.
MeGibbon had made every preparation to
attend the April conference, and as it took
place nine or ten days after hiz appointment

would have expired, I did not feel disposed,

to tell him then that his appointment would
be terminated. Mr. Stewart said Mr. Me-
Gibbon was the representative of the growers
of Australia. Mr. MeGibbon was appointed
to represent the prowers of Western Austra-
lia, not of Australia. Had he recognised
that, possibly he might have adopted a dif-
ferent attitude. I contend that no case has
been made out for further publicity. I gave
the whole of the reasons some time age in
connection with Mr. McGibbon’s appointment
and those reasons can be read in the pages
of ‘‘Hansard.’’ Tt would be ridiculons to
again go over the whole of the ground. I
took members into my confidence on that oc-
easion and gave them the whole of* the rea-
song, and I do not think much good can be
done by further dwelling upon those- rea-

gons. - Since then, the growers in this State.

have not made any representations that Mr.
McGibhon should be re-appointed and,- as
they have not moved in that direetion, and
until such time as they do move in that direc-
tion——

Hon. H. Stewart: Whom do yon mean by
tho growers? ' i

That in fact did hap- -
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The HONORARY MINISTER: The wheat
growers.

Hon, H. Btewart: How eould they com-
municate with you? Through what body or
in what way?

The HONORARY MINISTER: If they
had any request to put before me as Min-
ister econtrolling the wheat scheme, they
would very soon have found a way.

Hon. V. Hamersley: Have they any repre-
sentative now?

Hon, -H. Stewart: I believe the organised
wheat growers of the State bave communi-
cated with you.

The HONORARY MINISTER: They have
not approached me. The motion which was
carried. at the meeting of farmers in this
State was laid before me, but that was carried
prior to my making public the reagsons for
Mr, MeGibbon’s retirement, and since then
they have not urged me in any way to re-
appoint Mr. McGibbon. In 3 matter of this
kind. where personalities have been- and will
ba raised, .it is not reasonable to ask that
the, papers should be laid on the Table. T
do not care to say anything more :at. pre-
sent. I dealt very fully with the reasons for
Mr. MeGibbon’s retirement.. Those reasons
are on record in ‘‘Hansard’’' for members
to peruse for themselves, and I considér that
the papers should not be laid on the Table,
I oppose the motion.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES (North) [452]: I
sapport the motion. Mr. Stewart has put
up a very good case. I have no desire to .

. harass the Minister in charge of the wheat

scheme.

The Honorary Minister:
not harassing me.

Hon. J. J, HOLMES: I have no desire to
put any difficulty in bis way, but there is a
doubt as t¢ whether Mr. MeGibbon way the .
representative of the wheat growers of Aus-
tralia or the wheat. growers of Western Aus-
tralia. Mr. McGibbon says he wag the repre-
sentative of the wheat growers of Australia.
The Honorary Minister says Mr. MeGibbon
was the representative of the wheat growers
of Western Australia. The prodvction of
the papers will setile that point. The
very fact that we have two conflicting
statements convineés me of the necessity,
in _justice: to the Minister and to Mr.
MeGibbon, for tabling the papers. I°
have no other interest except to clear up that
one point. If the papers bear out that Mr.
MeGibbon was the representative of the
growers of Augtralia, then I consider he
aeted in the interests of the whole of Aus-
tralia. If he was the representative of the
growers of Western Australia, then I con-
gider he did not live up to his appointmesnt.
That is the point I wish to have cleazed up.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY (East) [455): T -
am rather surprised that the Minister should
oppose the motion because we must realise
that the whole: of the wheat growers in thia
State are- particularly concerned and inter-
ested in this matter. They undoubtedly are -

You are not
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aware of the opinion- expressed by Mr.
MeGibbon and of the opimon expressed by
the Honorary Minister. As there is a com-
fijct of opinion it is quité reéasomable that
members should have an opportunity to
peruse the papers and form their own judg-
ment. We support our Minister right up to
the hilt because he hss taken gueh a very
great interest in this matter. I feel sure he
considers he has made out a good case, and
that the case he has presented is the only
ong which can be made out. If we soon have
to consider a Bill dealing with the further
pooling of wheat, we shall want to know at
least the
grave charges and counter charges have
afisen in connection with ‘the wheat board.

It would certainly he of very great interest ~

to ‘us to know Mr. McGibbon’s position as
growers’ representative and why he was dis-
charged.  Various . statements have been
made and we should see the papers in order
to, gt at the faets. The question is whether
Mr. McGibbon was the representative of the
growers of .this State, or. of the farmers of
the whole of the Commonwealth. Probably
sufficient safeguards were not adopted in
eonnection with his appointnient, but we
should certainly ‘have, the papers. I hope
the Minister will not seriously oppose the
motion. . .

Hon, H, STEWART (South-East—in re-
ply) [4.58]: I was surprised to hear the
Minister’s dtdtement which conveyed the im-
pression that no one representing the wheat
growers had communicated with him regard-
ing Mr. MeGibbon’s re-appointment eince
the last conference, I felt pretty confident
that ecommunieations had reached the Minis-
ter’s hands, but after his statement I tannot
affirm that they have. I believe, however,
that attempts have been made to communi-
eate with him on matters bearing on this
question. I do not believe that the Minister
a3 Minister in eharge of the wheat acheme,
or as the Hon, C, F. Baxter, would offer
any opposition to the tabling of these
papers. I think he is aeting as a member
of the Government, and I fail to understand
why the motion should be opposed. I do not
think the Minister himself feels there should
be any opposition to the laying of the
papers on the Table. There is another matter
also that could be touched upon and it s
the guestion of the dispensimg of the services
of Mr. McGibbon.

The PRESIDENT: T would point out that
this motion does not deal with the propriety
or impropriety of the dispensing of the ser-
vices of Mr, MeGibbon, It refers to the
laying of the papers on the Table of the
House. .

Hon. H., STEWART: I was endeavouring
to keep within the four cormers of the sub-
ject of the motion, and was simply bringing
forward reasons which had been mentioned
in the controversy thit had taken place, and
I wag referring to matters which the Hon-
orary Minister mentioned in connection with
the dispensing of Mr. McGibbon’s services.

circumstances under which the-

[COUNCIL.]

One of these matters had reference to
accounts, and in that connection the Minister
pointed out—I am using my own words—
or the interpretation put om the position by
the Minister wae that the way in which the
accounts for expenses were made up was re-
prehensible or unseemly. Then a peenliar
thing happened, that when the aécount was
referred to the Australian Wheat Board they
paid the growers’ representative more than
the amount’ the representative submitted to
the Minister of this State. In fairness to all
concerned, therefore, it is desirable that the
papers should be laid on the Table of the
House, . ’ :

The HONORARY MINISTER: May I he
permitted to make a personal explanation?

The PRESIDENT: Yes, 80 long aa it is
a personal explanation. The hon. gentleman
can explain something that ke has said, or
anything arising out of what an hon. mem-
ber has said, but he must not enter on. any
fresh matter.

The HONORARY MINISTER: With re- -
gard to the reappointment of Mr. MeGibbon,
I may not have made myself sufficiently
elear. I did receive a communication but it
was more in the. nature of opposition to -
the appointment of Mr, Paynter temporarily -
for the last meeting of the board, and also

putting forward the motion which was ecar-

ried prior to my making known the reasous
for Mr, McGibbon’s retirement.
Question put and passed.

BILL—ROTTNEST ISLAND.

Read a third time and trapsmitted to the
Assembly.

BILLS (2)—FIRST READING.
.1, Parliament {Qualification of Women,)
2, Roads Closure. -
Received from the Assembly. :

BILL-WESTRALIAN MEAT WORKS.

. In Committee.

"Hon. J. Ewing in the Chair; Hon. J. W,
Hickey in charge of the Bill -

Clanse 2—Authority for Qirectors to pro-
ceed to allotment.

Hon, J. W. HICKEY:
ment—
That in line 5 after “‘company’’ the
words ‘“so soon as 50,000 shares have been
applied for’' be inserted.
The amendment will meet with the wishes
of hon. members and will enable the company
to pet to work actively without any delay.

Amendment put and -passed; the clause as
amended agreed fo.

Preamble, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with an amendment.

I move an amend-
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BILL—PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO
- ANIMAILS,

Becond Reading.

Debate resumed from the 28th September.
. Hon. A, J H. SAW (Metropolitan-Sub-
-urban) [5.10]: This is a Bill which lends
itself to a discussion in Committee more than
on the second reading. There is very little
doubt that the House will be in agreement
with the main miotives underlying the Bill,
and T congratnlate my colleagne, Mr. Duf.
fell, on bringing it forward. I believe Mr.
Duﬂfell is affectionately known amongst his

friends as ‘‘Uncle.”’ I have no doubt
that after the Bill iz passed, he will
be known amongst domb animals as

‘’Grand pa.”’ T faney some of the claunses
will raquire to be earefully looked into. There
_is a clause, for instance, dealing with the
hours “that = horse shall work, and. I think
that perhaps will givé rise to a certain
amount of diseussion. I am not sure whether
we shonld not go the whole hog and give
horses the right to apply to the' Arbitration
Court. But the clauses in which I am parti-
cularly interested are those dealing with the
question of vivisection, and I would like to
have the assurance of the leader of the House
that those clauses have been brought under
the notice of the responsible health authori.
ties in the State. .1 see that persons em-
ployed in vivisection are exempt from fhe
operation of the measure, provided they have
& license from the Government. T gspeak
open to eorrection, but I do not know what
anthority at present exists for licensing any-
body to perform v_ivisection. T do not know
that there is anything in the nature of vivi-
‘seetion or anti-vivisection legislation in this
Qtate, and T am not sure how anybody is to
receive & license, Then, undoubtedly some of

the provisions seem to me to he far too dras- -

tic. Paragraph (g) of Clause 5 exempts any
operation of the nature of an inoculation or
of a feeding experiment. It therefore seems
to me that the Bill defines inoeulations and
feeding experiments- as operations. A sub-
sequent clanse says ‘‘An animal which has
suffered one operation shail not be sub-
jeéted to another.’”” T do not kmow whether
the intention of the mover is that if an
animal “has received one inoeulation, or has
Leen subjected to one feeding expenment' it
.ghall not undergo another. But in any ease,
even suppesing that is not the intention, and
that the paragraph will not bear that con-
struction, I think the clause goes too far when
it says that an animal which has suffered one
operation shall not be smbjected to another.
Many of these operations are of quite a
-trivial nature, and I do not think that there
is any reasom, provided the experiments are
carried out without pain and the animal is
suffering no inconvenience, why another
operation should not be performed.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Wounld shocing a horse
be an operation?

Hon, A. J. H. 8AW: Not under the Bill
Tt is not viviseetion. T think members will
agres that those engaged in experimenting

. BT

on animals in the interests of science are as
humane as are any other section of the com-
munity, and I am sure all those experiments
are, ag far as possible, carried out without
the infliction of any more pain than is um-
avoidable. 'Where possible those experiments
are performed under an anaesthetic, That
brings me to another clause, which provides
that an animal subjected to an operation
shall, during the whole of the time thereof,
be 3o under the influence of some anaesthetie
as to be insensible to pain. That should be
made a little clearer. There are not only
general anaestheties, but local anaesthetics.
In general surgery on the human subjeet we
frequently do considerable operations under
loeal anaestheties, I should like it to be
made clear that the use of a local anaes-
thetic i3 not debarred in an experiment on
an apimal. These points should be definitely
cleared up before we reach the Committee
stage. In the rieantime I-have pleasure in
suppo‘.rtmg the second reading.

* On motion by Hon. J. Nicholson, debate
adjourned.

‘BILL—CARRIERS.

Order of the Day read for the resumption
6f the debate from the previous day.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

House adjowrned at 5.18 pom.
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