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Chair al 4.30 p.am,, and read pravers.

QUESTION—PEARLING AND CATTLE
INDUSTRIES.

Naorll=West (Commillee's

Hon., G. W. MILES asked the Chiel See-
retary: In view of the continned depopula-
tion of the North-West anid Wimberleys, and
particularly the parvlous eowlition ol the
pearling and eattle industries, is it the inten-
tion of the Government to give coffect to the
recommendations made by the Norvth-West
Committee appointed by the late Hon. T, AL
L. Davy?

The CHIEF SECRETARY rveplied: Such
recommwndutions as come within the pro-
vinee ol the State Government, and, in the
cirecumstanees. are practicuble, are receiving
consideratiou.

Iecomrmendativns,

QUESTION — RAILWAYS, CHARGES
AGAINST OFFICERS.

Hon. ¥. H. H. HALL asked the Chief
Secretary: Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to take any action that will enable the
serions  charges  levelled against  eertain
highlv-placed railway oflicers by fhe Hon.
C. B. Williams in this Chamber last Wednues-
day, the 23rd instant. to be inquired into aned
thus give the officers voneerned an oppor-
tunity to reply?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: [n-
quiries are Leing made into this matter,

BILL—SECESSION,
Second Ieading.
Debate resmned from previous day.
HON. H. §. W. PARKER (Mctropolitan-
Suburban) [4.35}: May 1 be permitted to
thank the Chief Secrctary for his kind re-
marks in his opening speech with reference
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to my father, and to thank him and other
hon. members who so cordially welecomed
new mewbers to this Chamber. I trust I
may be able te carry on and maintain the
dignitv of this House. Regarding the Bill
before us, 1n my opinien, the present is a
most inopportune time to approuch the Tm-
perial Parliament because very grave diffi-
culties have arisen in almost every eountry
of the world, and especially have thoy been
apparent in Great Britain. In my opinion,
it is unlikely, under existing conditions, that
the Dmperial Parliament will inferfere much
with our domestie affairs. The present con-
ditious throughout the world, and especially
in Australia, have been, rightly or wrongly,
ascribed to the various Governments aud
mewbers of Parliaments, Tt is said that the
rewedy js in the hands of the clectors them-
selves. The trouble, to my mind, has mainly
avisen throughont the eivilised world owing
to the faet that people look for tokens for
goods and not for the guods themselves. We
are brying to get more tokens than the geods
actually represent.  In other words, we are
trying to increase prices and to keep them up
in an phnatural manner. We ave told there
is over-production everywhere, and we also
hear that there is poverty and want. That
seemns to be wrong. [t should be within our
powers to rectify such a position, sceing that
it has heen developed by human ageneies,
beeanse Nature has undonhtedly endowed us
with plenty.  In Australia particularly bave
we endeavouwred Lo keep up prices in a false
way. We have indulged in a system of boun-
ties and high tariffs and so made our pro-
ducts very expenszive for our own people and
have caused nations to refuse fo trade with
gl eonsenuence, we cannot exehange our
goods. The net result has been cxtlemei}
disastrous to this State, where our industries
are mainly associated with primary produe-
tion. As sueh, we must dispose of our goods
oversens in the markets of the world. We
know onr wheat ia shut ont of many coun-
tries, and tn varions directions our products
are barved, The Case for Secessiou, in the
rather heavy volume that has been placed
before ux, demonstrates clearly that onur
main troulde resolves itself into o question
of tariffs, which, in turn, has meant inability
to trade. The obvious answer by buvers
overseus is that the remedy is in our own
hands and that we must aceept goods in ex-
change for onr goods. Tn other words, we
must alter our tarift so that we can allow
the goods of other conntriez fo be admitted
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under reasonable conditions. [ submit that
the lmperial Parlinment will say to our

delegation. “You must pmt your own
hon-¢ in order. M is not tur the
Twperial  Parliament  to  de that  work

for you.” Should we expect the lmperial
Parlinment to cut off from the Common-
wealth, a lavge portion of its pussessivns! 1
will put it in another way. Can we expect
thewm to cut off a comparatively =mall buidy
of the population of Austealia from the rest
of the Commonwenlth becanse that small
hody  disapproves of the way in which
the Commonweulth has Leen adininistered!
That is really our treuble: we differ from
the Federal Goveriment respecting the wiy
they have condueted the alfairs of the Com-
monwealth. | agree with Mr. Holines that
we ~honld approach the Commonwealth Par-
limment  frst, and 1 contend that had the
Dominion Leasue devoted its energies tu

bringing about the reconstruetion of the
Commuonwealth  Constitution.  conditions
here would have heen bettered far more

quickly  and alterations  effected in  the
Commonwenlth Constitution at a much ear-
lier date than will be possible wuder the
roundabout way we propose to adopt. The
feeling alveady exists in the Fastern States
that the Commwenwenlth las grabbed too
much of the powers that really belong to the
States. it is vealised that powers neither
the States nor the people at any tine in-
tended to surrender to the Commonwenlth,
have heen taken, in a strietly legal and con-
stilutional way, by the Commoenwealth, I
helieve that each of the States i anxious to
reguin move of its sovereign powers than it
possesses at present, and to have returned to
it some of the powers that have been filched
by the Commonwealth. If all the eneryy that
was put into the secession movement had
heen devoted to an agitation to get back
powers that we have Jost, the movement
would not have been confined to this State,
hut would have spread throughont the (om-
monwealth and each of the other States
would have participated. T eannot help

thinking that it is not within the realn- of

practical politics to secure Secession, but I
do think it i= well within those realms to
secure an alteration of the Counuonwenlth
Constitution. T believe it could be waterially
altered so az to satisty all the Staves.
would like to »ee good feeling existing be-.
tween all the States and the Commonwealth,
not the present-day feeling that the Comn-
monwealth i< at emnify with the State-. Un-

doubtedly that feeling exizt~ strougly, and
we should devote our energies fu restoring
wood feeling between the Commonwealth anld
the several States, | feel quite ~ure that by
weatis of conferences, commencing, perhaps,
with a Premiers’ Conference, we could get
back Lfrom the Commuonwealth some of tho-e
powers the States ave justly entitled w. [
cannot imagine that the Lmperial Parfiament
will tell us we can =ccede from the rest of
Austrabia, stmply beeause we have sent Home
a delezation, and becattse a majority of the
residents of this State indicated al a refer-
erilune, that thex desived to sevede,  We all
know what happens when general eleciions
are held. We ave tully aware of what oceurs
whew people 2o to the poll to vote on any
question. A certain nunher of the people
understand whai they are voting tor. A cer-
tain number are led to helieve things that
do not, in Eaet, exist, amd a certain number
do not worry at all regarding what they are
voting for. The Duperial Govermment know
full well how referendums ave conducted
mul how people vote, 1T am quite =ure
they will not act erely on  the re-
sile of the veferendum vote,  They realise.
as we do. that in the heat of n weneral
clection people are apt to vote tor all
sorts of things that afterwards thev regret,
They will wo wore deeply and inquire
more fully into the guestion. and I feel sure
they will simply refer the matter back to
Australin. | do not agree that the Caze as
presented is one that will do us any good.
First of all, 1 doubt whether any of the peo-
ple in the Imperial Parliament who could
help us will have time to read it. MHad it
heen stated nore coneigsely and backed with
solid arguments, I think we would have doue
better. In the Case, we have lnid ourselves
open to much that can be sald against us,
The Case is capable of being pulled to picces.
However, it does not matter whether T aeree
witit the Case or not.  Still, T consider it
unfortunate that the Case has con-
piled in that way. Tt does not contain the
soutd arvrument that | would have liked to
see put up and that 1 think could have besn
put up to show the disabilities nnder which
we are labouring,  Let me dvaw an analosy.,
T feel =ure that members of this House would
uot for one moment listen to a petition. say,
for Vietoria Park to secede from the city
of Perth. 1If sach a petition were pre-
sented to Parliament, members would imme-
diately ask, “What have the City Council

heen
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te say about it?? We would inquire what
was hehind the movement and ascertain the
real faets. Probably some pressure could
be hrought to bear on the City Couneil to
rectify certain things, but [ do not think
that on the petition alone, even though
kucked by a strong delegation, would this
House or another place agree to a distriet
seceding from the city of Perth. I think we
are entirely wrong in proceeding as we pro-
pose to do. However, it is the desire of those
who, may I say, managed the Secession move-
ment to send a delegation, and for that rea-
son ¥ agree to the sending of a delegation.
Not that I think a delegation will do any
good, though in itself it will do good in this
way : if we refused to send a delegation, those
people who are so anxious to have one sent,
and the Dominion League who are virtually
sponsoring the Secession movement, will not
be satisfied unless and uniil a delegation is
sent. TIf a delegation be sent and be heard.
and the matter is dealt with, I think we shall
all be very much wiser. If it bears Ffruit,
well and good. If it does not, the Dominion
League will undonbtedly have done every-
thing that it considers necessary to do. I
shall not in any way attempt to baulk the
action that so many people believe to be eor-
rect- They may be right and T may be
wrong, Time will show who is right. Iet
the delegation go, let the Case and the peti-
tions be presented, and then we shall be wiser
and possibly in a betfer frame of mind to
puil together and get a stronger movement
in all the States to rectify injustices within
our borders. Surely we have the necessary
ability to rectify injustices without appeal-
ing to outside statesmen to help us. T be-
lieve that we have the necessary ability in
Australia to govern ourselves, control our
own destinies and ensure that right and jus-
tice are done to all the people.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [+50]:
With previous speakers, [ wish to extend
a welcome to the new members who have
been elected to this Honse. They will find
that in this assembly their views will meet
with appreciation, and I hope they will be
able to do all the good they desire lor their
eonstituents. It is not necez<ary to say
that T am bound te oppese the Bill. Like
the preceding speaker, T consider the pre-
sent time peculiarly inopportune to take
the steps contemplated by the Bill. There
has recently been held in Melhourne a
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Premicers’ Conference called to discuss
such constitutional dilliculties as had
arisen with a view to finding some way
whereby the differences existing between
the State and Federal Governments and
the overlapping oceurring in the various
spheres could be remedied in the interests
of efficiency and economy. Anyone who
followed the discussions at the conference
must realise that those problems were Dbe-
ing tackled carefully and with a due reali-
sation eof all the difficulties associated with
them. That being so, I consider it woulil
have been far better had the present Bill
been deferred, hecause possibly the results
of those deliberations would have been made
effetive and the whole system of government
in Australia improved. Tt is peenliar that the
same people who elect the Federal Parlia-
ment and the State Parliament are appar-
ently at war with themseives. Owing to the
system of government obtaining in Australia
—an attempt to effect a ecompromise hetween
the British system and the Ameriean sys-
tems—it is not to be wondered fhat there
exists a considerable amount of difficulty
and frietion. It is a matter for wonder
that there has not been more trouble and
dissatisfnetion between the two authorities
owing to the way in which tiwe has
evolved diflieulties and to the natural de-
velopment of the two Governments in
accordance with the demands made upon
them, We, as the constitational repre-
sentatives of the people, are asked to en-
dorse the Bill before ns. We are asked
to endorse the Case. We are asked to
agree to the appointment of a delegation.
We are asked to authorise the signing of
the petitions that accompany the Case.
The Chief Secretary, in moving the second
reading, adopted what I regard as a most
remarkable line of argument. I understond
bim to say that we practically had io ae-
cept the Bill and the Case as submitted to
us, because if any attempt were made to
amend it, it would be regarded as the (ase
of the Legislative Council, and not the
Case prepared for the people under instrue-
tions from DParliament. 1f we take thal
view, the only conclusivn I can arrive at
v that we uare to be regarded more or less
as a rubber stamp. We are asked to en-
dorse a Case with which most of us can
tind serions cause for disagrecment. We
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are asked to endorse the appointment of
a delegation to present the Case ond trans-
act the necessary husiness in presenting
the Case to the [mperial authorities. We
are asked to sanction the appropriation of
money, We are praetically asked to sign
an open cheque as regards the expenses to
be incurred in presenting the Case to the
lmperial autherities, As responsible repre-
sentatives of the people, the adoption of
that eourse would lay us open to very
serions ecriticism. Though the Bill stipu-
lates that no sum exveeding £100 shall be
cxpended without authority, there is no
indication as to the limit of expoenditure
that may be incorred in presenting the
{'ase. LF we consider the expense ol pre-
=enting a ease in the ordinary eourts, we
will realise that the delegation, before they
have finished their work, may involve the
Htate in expenditure mnever comtemplated
Ly Parliament, expenditure that would
never have been anthorised had there been
the slightest conception of its proportions.
Therefore, members should seriously ques-
tion the proposal and should at least re-
quire some estimate of the expenditure
that will be invelved in presenting the
Case to the Imperial authoritics. Much
hias been said about giving effect ito the
will of the people. It is one of the strong-
ezt eards that has been played in the pre-
sent movement. The previons speaker
directed attention to the various methods
by which prople were influenced te reeord
their votes—methods that undoubtedly had
an important effeet on the vote recorded
for Secession. 1 agree with Mr. Parker.
The very way in which the question was
presented conveyed to many people the im-
pression that, if s substantial majority for
Secession were not secured. harm wauld he
done to such claims as we have and such
disabilities as we are seeking to have re-
dressed hy the Federal Government. In
the event of a narrow majoritty, the Fed-
eral authorities wounld undoubtedlvy have
elaimed that a comparatively small number
of people were making all the trouble.
ITn  my opinion there is not the
slightest doubt that many people reeorded
their votes for Secesston without entertain-
ing the slightest intention that the matter
should he earried further, or should go so
far as it has been carried up to the present
time. Reference has been made fo the fact
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that the minority are entitled to have
their case presented. It was a very sub-
staniial minority. When no fewer than one-
third of the people of the State, in the face
of opposition and in the face of the strong
feeling ussociated with the referendum, re-
corded themselves as opposed to Secession,
[ maintain it is a minority who eannot be
overlooked, a minority whose claims to recog-
nition and whose claims to state their case
must not be lightly regarded.

Hon, V. Hamersley: The minority were
overlovked at the inauguration of Federa-
tion,

Hon, H. SEIION: 1 do not know that
they were. The question was put to them
betore the Bill was passed by the limperial
Parliament. Provision was made in the pre-
anible to the Constitution for the expression
of the will of the people of Western Aus-
tralia,

Hon. J. Nicholson: The Federal author-
itics propose to send delegates to Fngland.

Hon. H. STDDON: I understand that the
I"ederal authorities ure preparing a case in
reply to the Case compiled by the special
committee. If the minority in this State
were ajlowed to present the facts from their
standpoint, I consider that the Case would
earry far greater weight. We have prac-
ticalle a dispute hetween two Governments.
The introduction of the views and such a
Cnse as would be presented by the minority,
speaking as citizens of the State, would have
a very material effeet upon whatever deci-
gitm is arrived at by the Imperial author-
ifies. 1 have referred briefly to the fact that
iy Clanse 8 of the Bill we are practically
giving an open cheque for the expenditure
*= be incurred in the presentation of the
Case. We have a Government which last
vear rvecorded a deficit of £850,000, and
which this year contemplates a deficit of
£700,000. Yet it is proposed that Parlia-
ment shall allow that Government to spend
money in an enterprise which evervone will
admit is a very risky one.

Hon. C. B. Williams: And they are pav-
ing some of their workers 303, a week.

Hon. H. SEDDON: Yes, that is another
aspect. Here is a Government which have
certain legislation on the statute-book where-
by Government servants are deprived of 20
per cent. of their salaries, notwithstanding
which the Government are prepared to eon-
tempate the expenditure of an unknown sum
of money in presenting this Case to the Im-
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pertal authorities.  These arve facts which the
Imperial Parliament will consider and in the
light of which they will ask, “As responsible
people, can we reconcile such a state of
affairs: the expendifure of money on the
presentation of a ecase which is entirely a
matter between vourselves??  Undoubtedly
our finaneial judgiment s zoing to he’called
inte sericus question if we proceed alang
those lines. The House is asked to endorse
the Case. T have read the Case and T admit
there is o iot of vaiuable information c¢on-
tained in ib.

Hon. E. 1. M. MHall: Have vou read the
whole of it?

Hon. H. SEDDON: Yes. Tn the present-
ing of the Case we have to remembern—which
wndoubtedly the commiltee who preparved it
did yemember—that mueh information is be-
ing given to people who know very little
of the internal affairs of Western Australia,
or indeed Australia, and very little of the
relatiouship between the States and the Com-
monwealtlh Government, From that stand-
peint [ desire to express appreciation of the
very thorough work the committee have per-
formed in the collating of so mueh infornna-
tion. At the same time, T find myself entler-
taiming serious doubts as to many of the
statements made and much of the inforna-
tion presented. 1t will be said that the Case
is the case for the secessionists, and natur-
ally, from their own standpoint, they have
presented the best caxe they ean, But eer-
tain statements contained in the Case will
not hring any credit on the DParliament of
Western Australia. s an illustration, ihere
is the quotation From a =peech by the late
IPremier, referring to the transfer of the Stale
Savings Bank to the Commonwealth authori-
ties. Here is a Government proposing e
eat adrift from the Federal anthority and
which naturally will he expeeted to make al!
necessary  arrangentents for the effeetive
earrying on of the aflfairs of the State,
especially in regand to banking. A quota-
tion is included in the Case showing tat the
then Premier admitted that he had to hand
over the savings hank to the Federal authori-
ties in arder to save the depositors from
being prevented from withdrawing their de-
po=its, On such an admission any indepenid-
ent and impartinl aulhority would ask, ~Iu
view of that state of affairs, how ean vou do
justice to your penple, how can vou do anx
effective work in the financing of the State
wlten you have to admit that you eannol 'even
earry on an ordinary Governnent savings

~eral Government for assistanee ¥
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hank withont having tv go erying to the Fed-
When we
examine the table showing the position of
the assets of that hank, we realise that any
propnsal to re-introduce a State savings
bank in Western Australia will naturally be
subject to severe critieism, while that con-
fidenee which is cssential to the effective
carrving on of a hank will certainly be with-
held; indeed, sneh a bank would always le
under ~uspicion g @ banking institution.
Reference has heen made to the unse of the
printing press for the provision of money,
There is in the Case a paragraph veferring
o certain action taken by the Federal Gov-
eriunent in the matter of inereasing the note
issue, thereby making provision for eerain
work to he carried out af the time when ‘his
eountry was passing through the nnparalleled
erisis of the war,  Although that step was
taken agninst the expressed views of the
financial advisers of the country, it must be
admitted there was no option to the taking
of that very dangerous step. Yet we find
that certain advocates of Seecession are now
deckaving that the establishment of a Stote
savings hank could he snceessfully earried
out, and the question of unsing the printing
press is, by thew, considered to he quite in
order in view of the cirenmstances thal
inight arise. The judgment of those peopie
in contemplating sueh a finaneial proposal
ilestroys aux eonfidence we might otherwise
have in their ability to carry on the financial
affairs of the Stafe.

Hon. A. Thomson: Have you not any con-
fidence in yowr own State?

Hon. H. SEDDOX: [ have a great deal
of confidence in the State, hut my experience
has led me to have much less confidenee in
those managing the affairs of the State.
Then there is another aspeet of financing
which T think the Tlouse should seriously
consider. We have heen passing through a
erizis which has compelled us to continue to
horrow large sumns of nonev. It is openly
admitted that we cunnot cavry on the affairs
of the State without continning to horrow.
Although eriticisin has heen directed against
the tremendous burden which the Staie is
carrving in the existing debt, there is no sng-
westion made as to how the people are going
to carey the additional burden which will he
imposed nn them if they take over their fair
+have of the Commonweaith debt.

Hon. AL Thomson: It will be exactly the
same as the Commonwealth &id when they
taok over aur dehts.
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Hon, H. SEDDOX: There are to be twe
parties to that arrangement. 1 will deal with
that presently. There has been no estinate
made in this instance as to the amount of
liability which will have to be taken over hy
the new Dominion if it is to accept its fair
share of the comumitments incurred by the
Commonweulth on account of the war, and
the necescary expentses in the establishment
of capital works in this State. Yet we are
asked to present to the lmperial Govern-
inent thi= Case under which we shall have to
take over an immense debt. We are going o
take on a very mueh larger shave of liability.
The burden of our intevest bill is in itsell
a very large watter indeed.

Hon. A. Thomson: Are the Federal Gov-
ernment paying our interesi to-day?’

Hon. H. SEDDON: The Federal (overn-
nent

Hon, A, Thomson: They broke their agree-
ment regarding the Cnstoms.

Hon, H. SEDDOXN: They are payving
seven and a half millions to the States.

IHon. A Thowmson: They are not paving
much to Weztern Australia.

Tlon. H. SEDDOXN: Thevy are paviuz
£600,0000 o Western Australin by way of
spectal wrant,  When Secession is aceom-
plished, that wrant will no longer be avail-
able. .

Hon. A, Thomson: But we sholl then have
the Custumiz revenue.

Hon. H. SEDDON: The greatest appeal
in connection with the Case is made ty the
farmers.  They are assured that the tremen-
dous pressure of the tavifi burden will he
lifted from their shoulders il' Secession he-
coles an accomplished fact.

Hon. M. Thomson: At all events, it will
be very much lighter than it is to-day.

ITon. H. REDDNON: So I cannoi see how
the advocates of Secession can elaim that the
Government are going to colleet anything
like as much money through the tariff as is
represented by our shave of the tariff to-day.
Obvigusly, 1o reduce the tariff is to reduce
the collections under that tariff. In thoze
circumstances we, as responsible representa-
tives of the people, should seriously von-
sider what we are doing before we give our
endorsement to fhe Case about to be pre-
sented to the Imperial authorities and so
leave ourselves open Lo the eriticism that will
be direeted ngainst us.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: T ihink they will ques-
tion our wnentality.

Hon. H. SEDDOX ; There are in the Bill
certain elnnses to which [ would draw atten-
tion. The Bill provides for petitions to he
presented to the two Houses of the lperial
Parlimment, and it also contains an  Act
which it is asked shall be passed through
the lmperial Parliament. But no formal
request has been made to the other party

to the existing agreement, regarding their
attitnde on Secession,  Suppose two part-

ners are engaged in business and one seeks
to hrenk awav. If he were to go into court
al azk a judge not only to dissolve the
partuership but to lay down conditions under
which lte would be allowed to withdraw from
the partnership, the first thing (hat wonld
he usked him would be ns to what the ather
partner had to =ay o it.  Yet it is proposed
to approach the Jmperial Government with
a dociment which sets out that we wizh to
take wcertain action. although we have not
consulted the other partner at all,

Hon. . .J. Halines: The other partner rep-
resents six millions of people while we rep-
re<ent hall a million.

Hon, 1. SEDDHIN: And we are asking
that the Federal partner shall he bound by
the Bill.  Anvone will realise that the livst
step tu be taken, even though it be o formal
step, is fo coimmunicate with the other part-
ner to the agreement the fact that we pro-
pose to dissolve the partnership, and ask
For that other pactner’s view upon the nai-
ter.  As it is we go to the Tmperial anthor-
ities and present this ease, which has to be
approved by both Housez ol this Parlia-
ment, and the Imperial Pacliament will un-
doubtedly say, “"Have voun consulted the
other party?” Our un=wer to that must be
that we have not done so. We lave not
consulted the Commonwealth authorities even
in a formal way coneerning their opinion ou
this yuestion. The step that we propose to
take ix one that will not he creditahle to us
a: responsible representatives of the people
of the State. Certnin features of the Secps-
sion issne have, unfortunately, been left en-
tirely in the background. T refer to the
cifect of Sevession upon the workers of the
State.  Should Secezsion eomwe ahout, aul
should the polity whicl is evidently behind
the Case be brought into operation, the
workers of the State will call very seriously
into yuestion those people who claimed to be
their leaders. 1t will be of no u=e for those
leaders to shelter hehiud the poliey they are
advocativg, that of carvving ont the will ol
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the people. If ever there was a time when
the workers needed sound leadership, it is
on the question at issue. The remarkable
feature of the referendum was the silence
of the leaders of the great Labour Party
concerning the effect that Secession would
have upon the workers of the State. Those
leaders have a responsibility to face. Tt will
be brought seriously home to them should
they, by their inactivity, and their passive
acceptance of the situation, land the workers
in a position that will be thrust upon them
if Secession becomes a fact. 1 wish to refer
to the goldfields. I have here a telegram, a
copy of which was transmitted by the Kal-
goorlie Municipal Couneil to members rep-
resenting the goldfields. If representatives
in Parliament of the goldfields are going to
take the view that has been taken hy so
many other members of Parliament who
ciaim to represent the people, that they must
carry out the will of the people, then surely
the will of the people of the goldfields must
also he taken into consideration. The tele-
gram reads—

Kalgoorlie muaicipal couneil emphatieally
protests against Seecession Bill, and requests
that all members of this eonatituenev in both
Houses of Parliament will regard the anti-

secession majorities of their electorates and
carry out the wishes of such.

The telegram is signed by the town clerk.
The people of the goldfields are just as much
entitled to consideration as are the people
of the rest of the State. I am sorry to hear
imported into the debate certain very cans-
tie references to the people of the goldfields
upon the attitude they have adopted from
time to time in their relationship fo the rest
of the State. In the setting-up of the Case.
reference is made in paragraph 376 to what
T wizh to mention. Certain figures are pre-
sented there, which are remarkable not for
what they tell but for what they leave out.
In this paragraph is set out the capital cost
ol the goldfields railways. " There iz also set
oul. the cost of State batteries, and the losses
incurred in their operation. XNo referenve
18 made to the £6,000,000 worth of gold that
exists in the dumps nssociated with the State
hatteries, nor is any reference made to the
enormous contributions which have been
made by the goldfields people to the rev-
enue of the railways by means of the high
freights that are charged for the conveyance
of the commodities nsed by those people.
We know that many unproductive railways
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have been foisted upon the State on the plea
that they have been constructed for the de-
velopment of the agrieultural industry. We
know that many of those lines will remain
unproductive for many years. "When we
realise these things, and the enormous con-
tributions which have been made by the gold-
fields people in the freights thev have paid,
to assist in maintaining the railway system
so that it may come eclose to balancing its
ledger, we must agree that the Case that has
heen made out for Secession should have
contained some recognition of this important
fact. Mention is also made of the water
scheme. Mr. Baxter referred in caustic
terms to the scheme, and suggested that it
had not paid its way. The goldfields people
cannot be blamed for that. If the custom of
the goldfields people were lost to the scheme,
the revenune from it would fall materially,
and the loss incurred would greatly in-
erease.  There musb also be taken into
account the capital cost of the various reti-
culation systems that form adjunets to
the goldiiclds scheme.  The losses which
have heen incurred can very largely be ac-
counted for by the extensions which have
heen made from the scheme for the assist-
ance of farmers. This has certainly been
a contributing factor to those losses. The
original capital cost of the scheme has been:
increased by the expenditure on the reti-
culation schemes. The people of the gold-
fields have to pay 7s. 3d. per 1,000 gallons
for the water they use for household pur-
poses, whereas the metropolitan area which
is drawing supplies from the Mundaring
reservoir, pays at the rate of 3d. per 1.000
gallons. It will, therefore, be realised
what » disparity exisis between the charges
made to these sections of the people. An
investigation into the costs of the water
schemes will show that a mumch lower all-
round price conld have been charged, and
the scheme made to show a profit instead
of a loss, if we had something like ordinary
business management that would have en-
couraged the use of the water. The remedy
is to be found in the management rather
than in finding fault with the consumers
on the goldfields.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: It has been a
reproductive work.

Hon. H. SEDDON: Yes, both direclly
and indirectly. It has been of great
assistaned to the State, becanse of the
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manner in which it has been possible fo
develop the State by means of the scheme.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Indirectly it has
heen profitable, but directly it has not heen
S0,
Hon, H. SEDDON: Can the hon. mem-
ber say that?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Yes. Do not forget
that it cost the country £100,000 a yvear.

Hon. H. SEDDON: Exactly. The original
cost of the scheme wonld have been more
than made up but for the additional eapital
expenditure on other sehemes, which resulted
in heavy additional charges being imposed
upon this particular scheme year by year.

Hon, C. G. Elliott: The Scheme made a
substantial profit last year over working
expenses.

Hon. H. SEDDON: T have something to
suyv fo the farmers’ representatives. A few
vears ago the goldmining industry was in a
serious position. Indeed, it was said to be
almost down and out. To-day the position is
reversed in relation to the farming industryx.
Farmers who were so prosperous then, and
apparentlv had such a rosv future, are to-
day facing a very serious finaneial position:
whercas the goldfields are once more com-
ing to the assistance of the people of the
State as well as of the people of the Com-
monwealth., At that time a great deal of
criticism was levelled at the gold-mining
industry, and against the management of
the mines. No doubt the eritieism had a
cerfain heneficial effect.  After all, fhe
real benefit that accrued to the mining in-
dustry came through the valuable work of in-
vestigation that was carried on, and the very
valuable scientific operations that were con-
ducted at the time. There was first of all the
investigations carried out hy the Development
Commission, which pointed to the possibili-
ties of the Golden Mile in partieular, and the
wood that was likely fo be derived from
luteral prospecting. The investigations
condueted by Dr. Stillwell, who viewed the
Kalzoorlie field as a geological whole, in-
ttead ‘of a series of watertight mining
compartments, revealed such enormous pos-
sihilities from the geological point of view
that one ecompany, at a time when money
was not being invested in the industry,
found a considerable amount of eapital
Thig led to what T may call the eradual
resurrection of the goldmining industry,
which is now of such great benefit to the
State.
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Hon. A. Thomson: It was the increased
price of gold that made the operations so
successtul.

Hon. H. SEDDOX: That, of course, has
materinlly assisted the position. At the
time when eapital was put inte the Kal-
goorlie fleld, there was no siggestion of an
inercased price of gold. The money was
put into ihe industry when gold was at a
normal figure, and when there was no pros-
pect of an improved price. It was hy
wmeans of improved methods of mining and
treatment of ore that the company con-
cerned had to assure itsell of a return for
its expenditure. At Wiluna the mining com-
pany is, in the matter of costs, down to
where the eosts were in 19149, Operating
rosts are now 19s. 1d. per ton, and out of
that no less than 25 Gd. ver ton is sef
aside for mining development.  This shows
that, so far as the actunl mining is con-
verned, the application of scienee, together
with the practice of moderm methods, has
cffected an enormous improvement in the
situation apart from the inereased price
of gold. Tt appears to me that the restora-
tion of prosperity to the farming industry
must have its foundation on the same lines.
The man who farms secientifieally and ap-
plies np-to-date and modern methods to his
industry will he the one to achieve a re-
duction in costs, and bhe far more able effec-
tively to outlive the storm than the man
who continkies to Ffollow old and out of
date ideas and slipshad metheds.

Hon. A. Thomson: He ecertainly wants a
innch better price For wheat than he is get-
ting to-day.

Hon. H. SEDDON: That certainly is so,
but on the other hand we find that the man
who formerly was content to rest his entire
fortune upon the production of wheat is now
turning his mind to the more scientific
methods of mixed farming, and realising
that he must have more than one string to
hig bow it he is te make a success of his
calling. T find myself in the pozition of not
by any means being able to endorse the Case
which is being sent Home, nor the methods
proposed to be adopted. On the financial
side of the question, I find mysclf seriously
in opposition to those who advocate the
sending Home of a delecation. Tf we do
gend a delegation Home, let us first show
that we have some sense of responsibility
towards the management of our financial
affairs. T oppose the Bill.
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HON. v, HAMERSLEY (East) [5.31]:
In addressing myself to the Bill before
the House, 1 desire to offer a fow words of
welcome to the new membors who were re-
turned to thi= Chamber at the recent elec-
tions,  From the earliest davs of the settle-
ment of this continent i wis recognized
that Australia. was too big a conntry to he
zoverned from one centre. At various times
appeals were made from one portion or an-
other of Australia to the Mothevland for
forms of locul government. After we had
travelled along those lines for a number of
years. the varions colonies vame to the con-
eluzion, largely at the hehest of the Mother-
land, that it would be well to zet together
with the ideax of seeing whether Austvalia
would not he hetter off under a Federal =y=-
tem of rontrol, so ensuring a closer conner-
tion with the Motherland in matters of rade.
As regards Weatern Australia, from the
earliest days, when we were under the direct
control of a Governor, there was dissatis-
faction with that form of government,
Appeals were wmade to the Governor for
direet representation of the people. It was
urged that a certain number of elected per-
sons ghould be joined with the Governor in
arder.to ensure a more divect loenl control.
Quite early in the piece, in fact. Governor
Stirling was petikioned to go to the Old
Country to further that object. The appeals
were not listened fo at the inception, hut s
the vears proceeded and the desire of the
community was emphasised by constant repe-
tition the Tome authorities were induced to
evant o measure of loeal eomtrol, TIn that
way we went along for a number of venrs,
making appeals for responsible government,
It is pleasing to call to mind that the last
defegation sent Home to make an appeal for
- responsible government to the British o
linment ineluded the father of a gentlenan
recently returned to this Chambier. and thai
it was in great measure due to his presenta-
tion of the case that responsible government
was  granted.  Responsible  government
quickly brought in itz train the progress that
marked the vears from 189 {o 1000, Dur-
ing that dernde, when we first hind eontrol of
our own affairs, Western Australia  pro-
gressed by leaps and bounds. Tn 1800 we
were o small population of 46,000 with a
revenue of only £400,000. At the ecloge of
the derade our population had rizen to
150,000, and onr revenue to £3,000,000. Re-
markable progress was made as soon as we
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had obtained full control of our own ailairs,
The annual increase of population duriug
those 10 vears was 13,341. During the next
14 vears, from 1900 to 1914, our annual in-
crease of population was 10,170, represent-
ing a considerable diminution of the inerease
during the previous decade.  During the 14
vears from 1914 to 1928 the average annual
inerease was only 5,984, and during the last
four vears, 1929 to 1933, it has been only
4,415, The slower growth of population has
been due largely, 1 contend, to the fact that
we lost control of our own affairs, which con-
trol had been handed over to the Commen-
wealth,  And almest from the date of owr
entering into  Federation our prosperity
seems to have waned. Under Federation we
speedily found that there was a reduction
of our revenne due to eneroachments of the
Commonwealth, and s0 we were compelled
to look around for additional means of fin-
aneing. We were compelled to embark ujpon
a scheme of dirvect taxation, and hetfore lonyg
this domain alse was engroached upon by
tha Commonwealth. The vesult was that we
experteneed the greatest difliculty in main-
taining the activities ol our varions depart-
ments of State. Ulimately we found our-
selves in the throes of extreme financial dif-
tienlty. 16 was mainly due to the failure
of the Commouwenlth to carry out the terms
of the Financial Agreement which we had
entered into that the demand for Secession
arpse.  In fhe early stages of Federation the
minority aceepted the decizion ot the major-
itv, and lived throngh a period of 34 vears
on that basis. 1t is not surprizing that due-
ing the Secession campaign many  people
were carried away by the argnment that too
much eredence shonld not be given to the
views eununeinted by oppounents of Federa-
tion. XNevertheless the revulsion of feeling
was such that the referendum vote reversed
the decision of 1900, My belief is that if
another Secession  referendum were held,
the majority against Federation would he
even greater. At the recent referendom many
voters were affected by the promise made
here by the Prime Minister to grant a Con-
vention, on which ground he urged the peo-
ple not to vore in favour of Sevession. A
convention, the Prime Minister said, would
be granted io go into the diffiendtie- of
this State with a view to some ve-
dress heing granted. My helief is that many
of those who would have voted for Scces-
gion were ¢anght by the idea of a conven-
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1iom,  Since then, however, there has been
no furthey mention of the convention. 1t
has not been oranted in any form.  Therve-
tore L =ay 1hat thuse who were influenced
by the idea of a convention to remedy the

wrongs of the State would, at another refer-

endum, ca=t their votes in favour of Scees-
sion. .\t the time of the late referendum
there wus a strong belief in the minds of
the whole of the people that in the event of
the result being in Favour of Seeession, the
question would be veferred to the Britigh
Parliaient. [ congratulate the Government
on  their ready aceeptance of that  view,
aml on their having interpreted correctly
the feeling that wag hehind the vote. They
have readily agreed to submit this Bill to
Parliament, and in the event of its passinge,
to send a deputation from this State for
the purpose of laying the views of Western
Austealin before the PBritish Tegislatnre.
As regavds the financial aspeet, which has
heen raised by several hon. members, and
notally  hv Mr. Seddon, no deubt the
British Parliament would do as haz been
snggested hy Mv. Parker—refer the matter
to the Federal {iovernment and see what
thexy have to say abont it The Federal
Government would have their answer all

ready.  No dloubt the neentiations woulid
occupy more  than  twentyv-four hours.

Probably they would extend over some
vears.

Hon. 6. W, Alifes: Would the delegation
remain there all the time?

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY: Did Governor
Stirling remain there all the time when
he was sent Home to submit the question
of local government to the British Parlia-
ment?  Did other delegations remnin there
all the time while the Brifish Parliament
was considering the question of allering
the system of government here?  These
matters would have to be thrashed out.

Hon. H. Seddon: How many trips do von
think the delegation will take?

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: TP'robably only
one will be sulficient. T loolt upon the
delegation as a most imporfant part of the
movement, and the sooner the members of
it et away the better.

Hon. 1. 1. Holmes: And the sooner they
oot haek the better.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY : A1l that thex
will he required to do will be to put the
cubject Porward and impresz the British
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Parliament with the importanee ol the
natter to Western  Austrealin,  Tn my
opinion the yuestion of cost is himmateriai,
but once the delegation has submitted ils
views, there will be no neeessity {or the
wembers of it to remain in England.  The
British  Pavlinment will then decide Lhe
i=zue and L have na doubt our Case will bhe
referred hack to the FPederal Government,

and then further nerotiations will fake
place.  Our desive is to impress the

Motherland that we are not out lo gain
notoriety, or that we are nsing fhis as a
means to extract more doles from the Com-
monwealth. T kuow it has been advanced
hy a great many that our action will be
the means of squeezing a little more ont of
the Commonwealth Gavernment.  That is
not so. The emmpaet we entered into we
had to accept. When we were tforerd into
Federation we aceepted the verdief heeanse
wr were in the minoviiy, but owing te the
manner in which the contract has heen
earried ont. we have come to ihe eonclu-
sion that to vemain federated any longer is
a hopeless proposition for Western Aus-
tralin. Wo are not, as semeone has said,
like dogs baying at the moon; we want to
fight for our rights and met some redress.

Hon. J. T. Holmes: Wha foreed us intn
Federation?

Hon, €. RB. Williams: The British Gov-
ernment.

Hon. V. HAMERSEEY: At the Lime
we federated n great many peeple in West-
orn Australia were neweomers and had se-
enrer the franchise. Perhaps My, Chamber-
lain had more to do with our entering the
Federation than these neweomers. We,
were undonhtedly pressed into it by the
British Government, whose one idea was
Tmperial trade. At that time Britain was
heing hadlx hit te leg in that vespeet by
{lermany and America.

on. T. T. Tlolmes: Tf we had voted “Nn.”
wa would never have joined the Federation,
no matter what the Tmperial Government
might have thought,

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : Undoubtedly the
lefters and telezrams that came from Mr,
Chamherlain impressed those in anthority in
Western Australin.  Althouzh we are in the
Federation. we are still a sovereign State,
with a right to appeal to the Motherland.
Tt is quite a proper thing that we should
have that right. and we are now exercising
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it and pointing out fhe wrongs that we con-
sider we have suffered by being in the Fed-
eration. I consider that our appeal will be
considerately dealt with, and that we shall
get some satisfaction, more even than Mr.
Holmes and others think. Mr. Holmes be-
lieves that we will be sent back with a flea
in onr ear, and told to go on putting up with
the had bargain into which we have entered.
If that is the treatment that is fo be dealt
out te us, it is just as well that we should
know where we are. e have tried Federa-
tion and in my opinion it has proved a fail-
ure. I eongratulate the Government on their
action in the direction of carrying out this
appeal to the Motherland, and I sincerely
hope that the Bill now before us will be
passed.  Particularly do I desire to impress
this upon the Government, that the present
session of the Imperial Parliament will end
early in August next. Thuns the delegation
will have to leave Western Australia not
later than the 18th June. That should allow
sufficient time for the delegation to make the
necessary arrangements in London for the
presentation of the petition before the Im-
perial Parliament vises.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I think the
hon. member should reserve those remarks
for the Committee stage. Ther ean more
appropriately be used in Comumittee.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: Circumstances
make it imperative that I should offer these
eomments on the second reading of the Bill.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The hon.
member conld move in that direction in Com-
mitice, and make his proposal a part of the
Bill.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: Why cannot T
make the statement now? I may extract a
reply from the Leader of the House. It
must be remembered that more than 12
month= have elapsed since the referendum
was taken, and a further delay of six months
or more may give rise te the belief in the
minds of British Ministers that we may really
not desire to secede. Moreover, the Com-
monwealth Government have indicated their
intention of putting up a reply to the Case.
Therefore it is elear that the Case for Seces-
sion should he presented before the reply
heing prepared by the Federal Government,
and to delay action on our part would
be  bad tacties; it would be playing
vight into the hands of the Commonwealth.
The Government are to be congratulated on
the manner in which they have brought down
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the Bill, but during the past month much
bas happened in the ranks of the Labour
Party to give rise to certain misgivings. So
there should be no further delay, and I hope
that before the Premier leaves for Canberra
on Thursday week, arrangements will be
made for the immediate departure of the
delegation. I look upon this guestion as
heing of the utmost importance, and I ask
the Chief Secretary to give an assurance
that the delegation will leave for Londen
without delay. Regarding the personnel of
the delegation, I trust that the Government
will appoint the hest men available, vepre-
sentatives who will be able to put up our
Case in a foreeful manner. I should like
to see the Fremier himself accompany the
delegation.

Hon. G. W. Miles: But he docs not be-
lieve in Secession.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY: I am convineed
that he does, judging from his earlier re-
marks. However, I am satisfied that the
Government will ehoose the best men avail-
able for the task of presenting the Case to
the Imperial Parliament. I have pleasure
in supporting the second reading of the Bill.

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central} [5.53]:
I shall not take up very much time in offer-
ing a few comments on the Bill. Whether
the Premier does or does not believe in the
Case for Secession, he has on several ocea-
sions expressed strong disapproval of the
treatment meted out to Western Australia
by the Commonwealth Government. That
being so0, I want to know what he and others
who have been in the State for many years,
and also some of those born here, have been
doing all these years except to express their
strong disapproval of the Commonwealth
treatment of the State, which has got us no-
where. Neither have the reports of the
Royval Commissions appointed by the Fed-
eral Governments pot us anywhere. Having
voted against Federation in the first place,
and later on, as a member of this Chamber,
having voted against the Financial Agree-
ment, anytling T may say will probably be
looked upon as prejudiced. But when we
take the report of the Federal Royal Com-
misgion that was appointed to inquire into
our disabilities, and find that no notice what-
ever was taken of the recominendations made,
we cannot expect very much atiention to be
paid to anything that might be said here. The
members of that Royal Commission came
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from the Eastern States and the majority
report, in no uncertain way, declared that
Western Australia was suffering severe dis-
abilities as the result of having joined Fed-
eration, while the minority report snggested
that the State should have control of its
Customs for a period of years. When these
recommendations were totally ignored by
the Commonwealth, it seemns to e that the
only thing that remained for the people to
do was to do that which has actually been
done, namely, the taking of a vote on the
question of seceding from the Common-
wealth. Until that vote was taken many
people in the Eastern Stafes did not treat
this question seriously. I had the privilege
of travelling with a business man from Mel-
bourne the other day and he expressed his
keen sympathy with the people of Western
Australia, and declared that there were many
now in the Eastern States who realised
that there was justification for West Aus-
tralians to he keenly dissatisied with the
treatment meted out to the State hy the
Commonwealth Government. T have looked
upon you, Mr. Deputy President, as being
rather hard when in the Chair, and if I may
say so without offence. I snggest that von
followed a had example when you allowed
members so mnueh latitude on thig diseussion.
I mention this in the hope that you will put
up with me in a similar way for just a few
minutes. We huave been forced into taking
action to secure severance from the TFederal
bond. We must proceed with it, bevause our
very existence is at stake. Of what use is
it to Australia to have trade rvepresentatives
in Paris and elsewhere and to send a most
estimable gentleman on a costly trip 1o
Japan—I have every respect bor the Federal
Attorney-General—on what is referred to as
a “woodwill mission,” when the people’s rep-
resentatives in our national Parliament are
constantly erecting additional trade harriers
and slapping in the face the best customers
we have? So long as that sort of thing con-
tinnes, other nations will not content them-
selves with turning the other cheek, but will
do what we have a right to expect them to
do—slap us back. The trouble is that such
actions redound to the detriment of the pri-
mary producers. We are continually heing
enjoined to provide monex with which te
start new industries in this State. Those of
us who have beenr foolish enough to take
notice of that suggestion, have simply “zot
it in the neck.”
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Hon, A. Thomson: You were right when
vou used the word “foolish.”

Hon, E. H, H. HALL: I will give me-
bers a few particulars of my own experi-
ence, I endeavoured to start a new industry
at the Abrolhos Islands. Repeated refer-
ences appear in the “West Australian” to
the wonderfnl possibilities—we know that
“potentialities” is a word that is just about
worn out—that exist aleng our eoast for the
developinent of the fishing industry. I have
invested a few hundred pounds in the indus-
try we have started at the Abrolhos, I admit
it is enlv in a small way but we have goue
in for the canning of lobsters. 1 have lLeen
in touch with the Agenl-General in London.
to whom I sent some samples of our tinned
crayfish, and he, in turn, placed them with
people conmected with the trade, men who
understand the husiness from A to 7. [
have had very good reports from those peo-
ple. who indieated that they desired to handle
out product. When Mere, Baxter was Chief
Secretary, he bhad to pay a visit to South
Afriea in the interests of his bealth. When
he was there, he found that large quantities
of canned vraytish were being exported to
France. On Mr. Baxter’s return, T har-
kened to his adviee, and also that of the
Chief Tnspector of Fisheries here, and em-
barked upon the fish canning business at
the Abrolhos. I find, however, that at
every turn I am penalised by this great
and glorious Commonwentth of ours. In
one letter tu e the Agent-Gieneral, Sir
Hal Colebatch, said, **We found the con-
tents execellent.’”’  Mr. Voss, the repre-
sentative of the Commonwealth in Paris,
in a letter to the Department of Commerce,
stated that the quality was exeellent. In a
letter to me, Sir Hal Colebatech wrote—

T regurd to the French market, there are
two outstanding dangers.  The first is the
competition of the Japanese c¢rahs, and the
sccondl is the inelination of the French penple
fo impese heavy duties against Australian
goofds in retalintion for our duties on Lheir
|rroducts.

The same tendeney is indieated right
through the piece. Here is an extract from
a letter from one of the firms to whom our
samples were sent hy the Agent-Gieneral—-

We are given to understand that France is
on the eve of concluding a trade agrecment
with Russia, The result of this agreement
will be that a quota will be enferced on all
crustaceans; that is, ceayfish, lobster, «ral-
meat and shrimps. 1f this quota is put into
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foree, it will mean that countries whe are
prepured to take 2 certain amount af French
goods will benchit with regard to the sgaid
quoti,

We have u primage duly of 19 per centf.
upun tin plate, which is imported {rom
Wales. We endeavour to pack our pro-
ducts in the best tin-plated ware we ean
ohtain, and we have to pay that primage
duty on ull we purchase,

Hon. (i. W, Miles: There ix the sales tax,
too.

Hon, E. H, I HALL: Yes, T will come
to that. This week 1 purchased from one of
the leading firms of Pevth, 1 cwt. of solder
as a cost of £10 33 4d. T alse proeured
two 1Goz. solder irous, which represented a
cost of 3s. Gd.. the tolal of the bill coming
to £10 10s, 10d. On that L had to pay
Fedueral sales tax amounting to 10s. 7d.,
making the total bill £11 1s 5d. 1t is im-
possible to ecarry on business under sueh
conditions. T is futile to expect other
countries to take our primary prodnets
when we, on our pavt, lurn round and ex-
tend such treatment to goods imported
from overseas,

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: If the hon.
member will mention the Bill now and then,
it will help.

Hon. E. H. H. HMALL: T was merely
following the example of previous speak-
ers, and T have just about concluded what
T have to say. In fact. had you, Mr. Deputy
President, called me fo order two minutes
later, you would then have heen too late! T
do not like this business, any mare than vou
do. T feel largely asx vou do, Mr. Deputy
President, although T voted against Fed-
eration. Still it is a long lane that has no
turning, and we have got te the turning
in this instance. We have tried every
possible means of attracting the attention
of the Tederal Governmet to omr disabili-
ities, but they have turned a deaf ewr to
our complaints, T am hopeful that we will
secure seme help by the meuns proposed
in the Bill, and T suppert its second read-

ing.

HON. H, J. YELLAND (1as1) [6.6]: At
the outset T would like to offer a few words
of congratulation to the new members who
have taken their seats in this Chamher for
the first time during the enrrent session. 1|
recognise the difficulties with which they are
faced. Before beenming accustomed to their
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surroundings, they will .be called upon to
cast a vote upon such an important matter
as the Secession Bill. From the speeches we
have heard from them alveady, it seems to me
that we can look forwapd to much valuable
assistunce in foture debates. I eongraiu-
late the Government on the speedy manner
in which they have placed the Bill hefore
ns this session, and have given us an oppor-
tunity to zend the decision of the people of
Western Australia to the Tmperial author-
ities tor their consideration. Tt seews to
mie that the Bill is not one on which we
shonld deal at lengih with Secession or Fed-
eration. It is one purely for the purpose
ot impleenting the decision of the people
as diselosed at the referendum.  That heing
sa, it appears to me that we have been bent-
ing the air a good deal. During the eourse
of the debate a few remarks were made that
indicated members felt it unecessary to go
into the merits and demerits of Federation,
with the result that it becomes oblizatory to
Follow them to some extent, 1 do this rather
reluctantly, but I desire to answer some of
the points that were advanced. At the ont-
set 1 wish to dissoctate myseif from the
remarks of Mr. Macfarlune. He and I have
heen working together in polities for some
considerable time, und althongh I have
always had the greatest respect for him

Hon. .F. ML Maefarlane: Surely vou have
not lost it now!

Hon, H. J. YELLAXND: No, but 1 have
opinions different from those the hon. mem-
ber indicated in his speech.

Hon, J. M. Mactarlane: We ean agree to
differ,

Hen, H. J. YELLAXD: Unfortunately
My, Macfarlane is president of the National-
ist Party, and the vemarks he made have

vone  forwmidl as  the opinion  of  the
Nationalists,
Hon, J. M. MacEarlane: Nonsense! What

about the speeches of Mr. Nicholson and
Alr. George?

Hon, J. J. Holmes: You will bring party
pelitics into this Chamber! It acts like a

houmerang.,
Hon, R, .J. YFELAND: In the cirenm-

stanees, I must dissociate myself from Mr.
MacEnrlane’s remarks, although 1 am in
accord with him in one of his statements in
which lie referred to the views of the minor-
itv. 1 do not suggest we should prevent the
minority report from going forward. Each
section of the community has a rvight to be
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represented, although I would remind the
House we have vet to be shown that the
opinion of the minority was placed promi-
nently before the authorities when Federa-
tion was being determined, as it is proposed
to deal witlh the minority on the Secession
issue. We must realise that when the vote
on Federation was taken in 1900, the deeci-
sion was largely that of people who had
formerly resided in the Eastern States and
of those whose views were swayed by vested
interests, It seems to me that the minority
vote at the Secession referendum was largely
representative of vested interests of Aus-
tralia, not of Western Australia. T have vet
to find, in the eourse of my travels, Western
Australian-born people who are whole-
heartedly in favour of remaining in the Fed-
eration, unless they be those who are asso-
ciated with financial concerns in the Eastern
States.

Hon. G. W, Miles: I am one of them, and
I bave no such association.

Hon, H. J. YELLAND: I am speaking
generally, There may be individual instances
to which my remarks do not apply, but I
think they do apply generally.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: I am another, but I
am afraid my only association is in respect
of the money I owe my bank.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: In the course of
hig speech, Mr. Macfarlane advanced the
theory that the inereases in our population
and industries represented an indication
that Western Australis had not suffered
from the effects of Federation. That was
practically the bagis upon which the early
part of his speech was founded. Betanse
our population and our industries have in-
creased, he suggested that was an indica-
tion that the Federal hond had not been—

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: The yoke clatined
for it

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Mr. Macfarlane
e¢an put it that way if he likes. He sug-
gested that we should continue as at present,
and in doing so he advocated a continuation
of conditions that te-day—I am speaking
especially with reference to wheatgrowing—
cost every farmer about £1 a week besause
of taviff impositions.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: On a point of
order. I take exeeption to the statement
that I advocated anything against the in-
terests of the primary producers. I desire
to advocate everything that serves the inter-
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ests of the primary producers, and no part
of my speech indicated otherwise,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: In his remarks,
Mr. Mactarlane——

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Mr. Macfarlane has taken exception to a
statement the hon. memhber made, and I
think it should be withdrawn,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I intend to
qualify the statement.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: You must
withdraw the statement without qualification.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I wili withdraw
the statement, at your suggestion. Mr». Mac-
farlane has indicated that he is a Federalist,
and he suggested that we shounld continue
nnder the Federal bond. Will he deny that?

Hon. A. Thomson: He does not want that
withdrawn,

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
I suggest to Mr. Yelland that he should not
inquire for points of order, but leave that
to others.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I repeat that Mr.
Macfarlane said he was in favour of the
Federal bond, and that means that he de-
sired Western Australia to remain as an
integral part of the Commonwealth,

Hon. G. W, Miles: He did not say we
were not suffering from disabilities.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: So long as we
continue under existing conditions, every
wheat farmer is compelled to pay about £1
a week owing to tariff impositions.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Where do the wheat-
growers get their bonuses?

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: We will not deal
with that point at the moment.

Hon. A. Thomson: The farmers would like
to get a Lonus of £1 now.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Before tea I
was dealing with the remarks made by Mr.
Macfarlane, who said the increased devel-
opment in our population and industries
was an indication that Western Australia
bhad not suffered under the Federal bond.
But in neither case has the hon, member
had opportunity to make valid eomparisons.
It has been the development of the whole
State, the community has developed in
many ways, and consequently he cannot
say that what development there has been
was due to our association with the Com-
monwealth,  Although he did not say
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that exactly, he said the increase was an
indication that Western Australia had not
suffered under the Federal bond.

Hon. J. M. Maefarlane:
suffered,

Hon. H. J, YELLAND: T want to dis-
soeiate myself from the hon. member’s
viewpoint. 1 believe progress has been
made despite Federation, not because of it.
I want to show how our industries have
suffered; and if our industries have suf-
fered, it must necessarily follow that the
population which would have heen nceded
to earry on and control those indusiries
must have been rediced; in other words,
the loss of industries mnst mean the loss
of population. We can show delinitely
that the progress of our industries has
been held up by virtue of our asseeintion
with the Federal scheme. Take for in-
stance the industry referred to by Mr.
Piesse, namely, the boot trade. Arising
out of my association with the public in-
terests of Western Australia, T remember
that the hootmaking industry in Western
Australia was virtually eclosed down and
the hoots were manufactured in the Eastern
States.

Hon. A. Thomson: The same thing ap-
plies to the tobaceo industry.

Hon, H. J. YELLAND: Yes, that is so.
The fact remains that boot factories were
closed down here and the boots were manu-
tactured in the Eastern States. Only the
retail section of the industry was eontinued
in Western Aunstralia,  Buot the unforto-
nate position was that the charge to
Waeastern Australia was about equal to the
retail price, less the cost of distribution,
und eonsequently the whole of the profits
aceruing from the trade were retained in
the Eastern States, and Western Australia
ot nothing ont of it at all.

Hon. R. G. Moore: What was the mat-
ter? Could not the boots be made here?

Hon. H. J, YELLAND: They could be
made here, but there were better oppor-
tunities afforded in the Eastern States as
the result of the advantage of Federation
te those States.

Hon. A. Thomson: They eut down their
overhead expenses by making boots there.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: I am giving
these instances to refute the impression
left by Mr. Macfarlane. Then we could

Not uanduly
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instance the jam industry. >Messrs. KWay-
nors founded a jam factory here. I have
gone inte grocery stoves and asked for the
local jam, only to be met with the state-
ment that it was unprocurable. On one gcea-
sion [ gave an order for £5 worth of goods
and asked for Western Australian jam. On
being told that it was not procurable I can-
celled the whole of the order, with the result
that the local jam was procured for me. Of
course that sort of thing hus arisen because
the business people of Western Australia
to a great exient have turned down their
own local products.

Hon, J. M. Maefarlane:
putting vour finger on it,

Hon. H. J. YELLAXND: They have ve-
fused to support the loeal industry.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlune: 1 agree with
you there.

Hon. H, J. YELLAND: If wa go hack a
tittle we shall discover that largely the
wholesale merchants of Western Australia
have their headquarters in the Eastern
States. That is one of the reasons why
the Eastern States products have been
foisted on the public of Western Anstralia,
which has had the effect of preventing uns
from ecarrying on our own indnstries. The
dairying industry also has suffered as the
result of competition hy the FEastern
States. If only we had retained the right
to formulate our own fiscal policy we could
have assisted our own primary production,
and the dairying industry to-day would
have been well to the fore. Fveryone will
remember that the motor body building in-
dustry which was established at Mt. T.awley
had to close down as the result of compe-
tition from the Eastern States. So. too,
with our eclothing, and right through our
local industries.

Hon. R. G. Moore: We are sending shirts
to the Eastern States now.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Our dried fruit
industry also has had to suffer, simply be-
cause we have had to fall in line with the
quotas of the other States, and export more
than our surplus after supplying our own
loeal eonsumption, the Eastern States hav-
ing insisted upen our exporting the full
Commonwealth quota, To say that the in-
dustries of Western Australia have not
been prejudiciaily affected by the Common-
wealth bond, is to admit that we do not
look the situation squarely in the face.

Now you are
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Hon. G. W. Miles: We have paid £200,000
per annum more for workers’ compensation
than bo- keon =aid in the Fostorn Sgates,
Has not that had an effect?

Hon. H. J. YELLAXND: Mr. Macfarlane
referred to employment, but he did not give
fizures on the Australian basis, as published
in the official “VYear Book.” There we find
that the percentage of emplovment on the
Aunstralian basis for the past five years has
heen as Follows:—

New South Wales .. 37.54 to 40-14 per cent,
Victoria . .. BhT6te 3N »
Western Ausiralia .. 3.94to 4.69 "

That shows that in proportion with the
population, New South Wales and Victoria
have had eight or nine times as many men
emploved as have been employed in West-
ern Australia. This also must indicate that
we have lacked our share of the manufac-
tures of the Commonwealth. The hon. mem-
her, T think, when dealing with the advance
of population took only the figures from
the establishment of Federation onwards, He
sald we had advanced in population, but he
did not show the proportion ol our advance
hefore and after Federation. Let me take
the concluding 10 years before Federation
and the first and second decade after Fed-
eration. From 1891 fo 1900 the population
of Western Australia increased by 131,465
persons.

Hon. H. Seddon: Due to the discovery
of the goldfields.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Quite likely. But
the goldfields are still going strong, 34 vears
after the establishment of Federation, How-
ever, during the first 10 years of Federation,
from 1901 to 1910, our population increaszed
by 96,865 persons, while from 1911 to 1919
the increase was only 54,828, 1 admit there
has been slow progress made, but the hLon.
member said that since we have made pro-
gress it indicates that we have not suffered
under the Federal bond. Clearly that was
the hon. member’s implieation. Coming to
the remarks of Mr. Holimes, I agree with a
zood deal of what he had o say. Certainly
if Secession be granted us we are going to
experience great difficulties.  Dr. Hackett
state . in his speech on Federation that no-
thic * in the world eould prevent Western
Australia from seceding if the people z0 de-
sit ... [ am not going to ‘duplicate the mat-
ter introduced by Mr. Thomsoen. althouzh T
lnoked up the remarks of Sir John Forrest
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to the effect that the only way for Western
Australia to secede would be by the passinz
of pnother measure through the Tmperial
Paviament.  That, 1 understand, is the ob-
jcet of cendine a delegation to the Old Coun-
irv. Mr. Keenan, who is regarded as a very
astute lawyer, stated that our difficulties are
likely to be very great, even though Seces-
#ion he granted. Because we advocate Seces-
gion, it does not follow that we are ignoring
the difficulties that will confront us. There
will he legal difficulties, financial diffieulties,
and administrative difficulties, all of which
have to he faced, but I believe that, as we
have overcome such diflicultics in the past,
so will we be able to overcome them again.
The matter of defence has heen mentioned.
I do not know that we need worry much
about it, but T would recall that a few vears
azo when one of the Australian warships
was detailed to pursue the “Emden” and was
suecessful, Australians threw their hats in
the air, and as a result, some people said,
Germany shut up the whole of her navy in
her home ports. That, of courze, was ridi-
cutous. When we required an escort for our
troops being transported to the seat of war,
we had to secure the aid of Japanese war-
ships. Who is protesting Australia?

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Not the Japanese,
surely !

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Who is bunilding
the naval base at Singapore? Certainly not
Australia.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: I hope not the
Japanese.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: It has been said
that Australia must defend her own shores.
\With the present population that is quite
impassible, and we must therefore depand
upon the British Navy. The question of de-
fence, I consider, can be passed over, because
ever since the discovery of Australia, we
have depended upon the [mperial Navy
for protection. I am not a constitu-
tional lawyer, nor do I suggest that T am
capable of giving adviee on constitntional
law, but T wish to refer to the statement that
the Federal bond is indissoluble. I had ocea-
sion to turn up the work by Quick and Gar-
ran on the “Constitution of the Australian
Commonwealth,” and obtained from it guite
a different viewpoint that should be of inter-
est to members. Those twn highly qualified
men, one a member of the Vietorian Bar.
and the other a member of the New Soulh
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Wales Bar, have pointed out that in the Im-
perial Act the word “indissoluble” appears
only in the preamble. On page 286 it is
stated—

Affirmations of the preamble—It will be
noticed that the preamble to this Constitution
¢ontains no less than eight separate and dis-
tinet affirmations or deelarations.

Of this number, four deal with the character
of the union, which, according to the pre-
amble, is indissoluble. The work contitues—

The remaining four have, therefore, to he

regarded as promulgatmg principles, ideas or
sentiments opcratmg, at the time of the
formation of the instrument, in the minds of
its framers, and by them imparted to and
appreved of by the people to whom it was
submitted.
The anthors proceed to say that there is no
jdentifiable section in the Act dealing with
that point, and there is nothing in the Act
to determine indissolubility, They then give
a fairly extensive deseription of that parti-
cular affirmation in the preamble, and refer
to the difficuliies that eonfronted the United
States in their earliest history, and the break-
away from the British throne. They point
out that the word “indissoluble” was used
to apply pot se much to the bond between
the several States of Australia and the Com-
monwealth, as to the bond between the Com-
monwealth and the Empire.

Why was it placed in the preamblet The
only reason which can be suggested is that
the Australian Farliament and people have a
general power to smend the Constltutlon, and
it may have been considered wise and prudent
that, coupled with a right so great and im-
portant there should be a reminder, placed in
the forefront of the deed of polmeal partner-
ship hetween the federatling colonies, thai the
umm., sealed by Imperial Parliamentary sanc-
tion, was intended by the contracting pariies
ta be a lasiing one, and that no alteration
should be suggewled or attempted inconsistent
with the continuity of the Commonwealth as
an integral part of the British Empire.

That puts an entirely different construetion
upon the word “indissoluble.” It refers to
the association of the Commonwealth with
the British Empire. I believe that the Im-
perial authorities will appreciate that point
of view, and will recognise that if Beces-
sion be granted to Western Australia, there
will be no breaking of the union with the
Empire. We shall simply be obiaining free-
dom from the difficulties we suffer under the
Federal bond. I wish to refer to the atti-
tude of the goldfields people.  Everyone
recognises that the vote of the goldfields at
the roferendum of 1900 was responsible for
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our entering the Federation. A total of
28,330 voters on the goldfields favoured Fed-
eration, and only 1,813 voted against it, a
majority in favour of Federation of 24,517.
The total majority in the whole of the State
was 25,100. Thus the majority outside the
goldfields who favoured Federation was only
692, so it was a very narrow margin by
which Western Australia, excluding the gold-
fields, entered Federation. If we compare
the votes at the Secession referendum the
figures become illuminating. Against Seces-
sion or in favour of continuing as part of
the Federation, there were 9,468 votes, which
total may be eompared with 24,517 votes in
favour of Federation in 1900. Those who
voted for Secession or against eontinuing
in the Federation, numbered 8,031, com-
pared with 1,813 who opposed Federation
in 1900. Notwithstanding the great effort
put forward by goldfields representatives
in this House, it is clear from those figures
that the opinion of the goldfields people has
altered considerably.  Reference has heen
made to the financial position that will con-
front the State if Secession be granted. I
pass over that because time will not permit
of entering into details, except to say that
the taxation levied by the Commonwealth on
Western Australia will practically cover the
whole of the responsibilities we would have
bo assume. Secession would necessitate n
continuance of that taxation.

Hon. J. M. Macfarlane: Does that include
the full development of the North®

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: What abont the
Northern Territory whieh has been under the
eontrol of the Federal authorities for many
years,

Hon. E. H. Angelo: And we have to pay
our share towards the expenditure there.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Eight million pounds
wasted.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: It is of no use
discussing that. I have every confidence that
the presentation of the address and petitions
to the Imperial authorities can achieve no-
thing but good for Western Australia. Even
if we do not obtain Secession as we desire,
our action must canse the Eastern States to
realise that /Western Australians are alive
to the disabilities under which they are jab-
ouring. I trust that there will be a speedy
presentation of the address and petitions. A
strong delegation is needed; we have a good
case io put forward, and I have pleasure in
supporting the second reading of the Bill.
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HON. G. W. MILES (North) [8.0]: I
Join with other speakers in extending a wel-
come to new members of the Hounse, and in
regreiting the defeat of Mr. Franklin, 1
also regret the accident which has oceurred
to the Honorary Minister, and am delighted
to know that he is on a fair way to recovery.
I desire to make my position clear on this
measure. I was a Federalist 34 years ago,
and I am one to-day. 1 dp not wish to be
aceused of not realising the diffienlties un-
der which this State suffers, T voted for
Secession on the oceasion of the referendum
berause | had nn alternative.  When the
vote was put to the people, it was clear that
if they had not voted for Sccession it wonld
have been tantamount to saving they were
satisfied with the treatment meted out o
them hy the Federal authorities. A num-
ber of people who voted for it did so for
that reason. The referendum was taken, and
the majority of the penple decided in favonr
of Secession. T do not think we ecan get
Secession. The Government have consxidered
the matter from all points of view, and

come to the conclusion that this iz the
best method to adopt. Although 1 con-
gratulate them, I do not think it is the

best method. With other members I think
we shounld first approach the Tederal
Parliament. As Mr. Parker so ably put it,
if the Government bad not taken these steps,
the secessionists would not have heen satis-
fied. T congratulate the “West Australian’
newspaper on having puhlished the Case as
it did. That was a means of putting the
Case before the people. T think it could
have bheen very much condensed. Members
have suggested that the delezation shonld be
sent immediatelyv, and some have expressed
regret that the Premier is not going to Lon-
don. We all recognise the ability of the
Leader of the Government. Tf T were in a
dock, and wanted somecone to put up a case
for me, T would rather have as a defending
counsel a man wha helieved in my inne-
eenee than one who helieved T was guilty.
That would he the position if the Premier
puf up the ease for Secession, when he does
not helieve in-it. Tt would be a mistake o
zend a delegation at onre to the OQld Coun-
try. T listened with interest to the Chief
Seeretary’s speech, and that of the Premier
in another place. From what T could gather,
it will first be necessary to have the petition
presented by a member of the Honse of Com-
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mons. 1t will then go before the Committee-
on Petitions, an organisation similar to a
Royal Commissien in this State. That com-
mittee will hear the other side of the case.
Members have talked about the minority
point of view. There is no doubt that will
he brought forward by the Commonwealth
authorities, 1 see that a member of the
Country Party, Senator Carroll, is to be a
member of the comumittee for the Common-
wealth,

Hon. J. J. Holmes: One for the other side.

Ion, G. W. MILES: T refer to the com-
mittee that is to put up the case againsh
Secession,

Hon, A. Thomson: But not for the Coun-
try Party.

Hon, . W. MILES: He is a member of
the Cauntry Party, and one of the members
chosen {0 serve on the committee.

Hon. J. AL Maefariane: There is nothing
wrong with that.

Hon., A. Thomson: Are members repre-
senting the North-West to put up a case for
that part of Australia?

Hon. (+ W. MILES: I am a Federalist,
but first of all I believe in the British Em-
pire, then in Australia, with Western Aus-
tralin next, and the province I represent
next. Tf we would only take a broader view
of things, the position would not be as bad
as it is to-day. T do not want to be brought
into a diseussion that has been out of order
as to the merits or demerits of Secession.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Ordert T
suggest the hon. member should use the ex-
pression ‘“hardly in order.”

Hon. . W. MILES: T do not want to
he hrought intn a diseussion as to the pros
and cons concerning Federation.

Hon. E. H. Angelo: What about going
Home to see the test matches?

Hon. G. W. MILES: I certainly would
not like to be one of those who had to put up
the Caze for Western Australia, nor would
T like to go Home at the expense of the State
to see the test matches, as some of my
friends might like to do.

Hon. A. Thomson: I would not like to
zive von the chance.

Hon, G. W. MILES: The Premier an-
nounced in another place that one of the
delerates who would he appointed would be
the Agent General. Sir Hal Colebatch is a
seceszionist and an able man, and is quite
ecompetent tn put up the Case for the ‘time
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heing. After the Committee on Petitions
has heard the evidence of the Commonwealth
and of the minority, and decided to allow a
delegation to appear before the House of
Commons, it will be time enough for a dele-
gation to go to England. There is no oceca-
sion for such a party to go jaunting sround
the Old Country yet. It will be some time
before the delegation is permitted to appear
before the House of Commons. I hope that
is the procedure that will be adopted. The
matter should first be put into the hands of
the Agent General, the petition will be ve-
ceived, and when it is decided eventually
whether the British Parliament will eonsider
the matter, that will be time enough for
the delegation fo put up the Case. I
do not helieve in secession, but the majority
of the people have decided in favour of 1it. 1
think the Government have gone carefully
into the matter, and have adopted the hest
means in their opinion of stating the views
of the majority, and so T support the second
reading of the Bill.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—~Central—in reply} [8.7]: With re-
gard to those members who opposed the Bill
because they are Federalists, and beeause
they do not feel themselves hound to recog-
nise the deecision of the people, T have
nothing to say. It is purely a matter for
their own econcern. Mr. Macfarlane is also a
Federalist, but takes up a different stand.
He will support the Bill before the House,
but he thinks the voice of the minority
should be heard. He wants to know what
the Government propose to do in the matter.
I can assurc the hon. member that the Gov-
ernment propose to do nothing in this direc-
tion. They feel that their responsibility is
confined solely to the faithful fulfilment of
pledges given to the electors, and no pledge
was given that the views of a defeated
minority, either on one side or the other,
would he placed before the Imperial authori-
ties.

Hon. J. M. Maefartane: Thank vou for
your frankness,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There will,
however, be abundant opportunity for repre-
sentative bodies to submit any rebutting evi-
dence they may have to give te the Standing
Committee on Petitions wha will investigate
the claims of Western Australia to separa-
tion from the Commonwealth. But this will
not be at the expense of our CGovernment.
We shall have discharged our obligations
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when we have oeen that the Case for Seces-
sion has been presented in a satisfactory
manner to the tribunal appointed for such
purposes. Mr. Parker said that the time
was inopportune to approach the Imperial
Government. He referred to the world-wide
depression, and declared that the world was
disturbed. Mr. Hamersley, on the other
hand, took a different view. He claimed that
we should approach the Imperial anthorities
at onee, and should send a delegation to Eng-
land to put the Case before the Imperial Par-
Hament prior to its elosing down on the 18th
August. T folly conenr in what Mr.
Hamersley has said, It will be the aim of
the Government to do what is best in the
circumstanees. It would be a great mistake
if a delegation were sent to England, having
only a few days in the Old Country for the
preparation of the Case for presentation to
the tribunal which is to give it consideration.
What is best in the opinion of the Govern-
ment will be faithfully downe in the interests
of those who voted for Seeession. Mr. Sed-
doen did not coneur in my expression of
opinion that if we amended the Bill we
should make it the Case for the Legislative
Council. T still hold that view. If Mr.
Seddon succeeded in securing amendments
to the Bill, 1 am sure that other members,
who perhaps disagree with certain poinis in
the Case, would also require amendinents. I
have examined the Case for Secession, and
have investigated many of the facts set out
therein. T find them perfeetly sound. I am
sure that if T endeavoured to have amend-
ments effected in this House in aceordance
with my own views, they would be defeated.
And so things would go on, and there would
he an interminable debate on the Case for
Secession. In the end, if the Bill was
adopted, it would in realitv he setting out
the Case for the Legislative Council.
Hon. A. Thomson: Quite right.

The CHIET SECRETARY : Mr. Seddon
touched upon the nuestion of the expense in-
volved. From my inquiries into that matter,
1 should say the expenze would not be very
great. The whole of the delegation would
not remain in England for any lengthy time.
Only two delegates will be required. No
matter, however, what the expenditure is
likely to be, the Government intend to incur
it =0 that thex may carry ount the decision
of the people. 3Mr. Helmes, in his very able
speeeh, told us that he foneht arainst Fed-
eration, and that, if lie eonld oet a way out
of it, he would support it 0 that Western
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Au zalla co’d secode.  He then p:oceeled
to build up a case which, if it were not an
attack on the States and indirectly a defence
of the Commonwealth, my ears and my jude-
ment have sadly deceived me. I heard Mr.
Holines on other occasions deliver a erushing
indictment of the Commeonwealth, but parts
of hix speech on the seeond reading of this
Bill must give great pleasure to the people
of the Bast, and may lead them to conclude
that we have no just grounds for complaint.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: I mjust earry more
weight in the Eastern Sates than I de
here.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: TUp to last
weck. I had always held the view that
Mr. Holmes was rigid—too rigid—in his
opinivns, that he was either for or against
definitely and unchangeably. T am =atis-
fied now that Mr. Holmes ean speak cither

for or awainst TFederation with equal
facilitv, He reminds me of something [

heard many years ago. In the late nine-
ties, Cole of Cole’s Book Arcade, Mel-
bourne, offered prizes of £1,000 each for
the best essays for and against Federation.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: T miszed the bus

then.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: There were
numercus  eompetitors — brilliant  men

among them—but, to the surprise of every-
one, the judges awarded the prizes to two
individuals who had never been heard of in
the literary world hefore. A long time
afterwards the truth leaked out. The twno
sueeessful subseribers were dummies. Both
essavs had heen written by one man—
James Edmond-—who, later, hecame one of
the famous editors of the “Bulletin.”
If Mr. Holmes, in his early manhood had
heen of a less retiring disposition, and it
he had recognised the versatility of his
own genius, 2.000 golden sovereigns might
have found their wayv to Fremantle in-
stead of to George Sirest, Svdney. He
tell: us that the breaking of a contraet is

nothing less than repudiation. I agree
with the hen. member. That is so. But
¢‘hreaking of contracts’ and ‘‘repudi-

ation’” are not happy phrases to eall fo
one’s aid in the course of antaconism to
thi= Bill.  The history of the Common-
wealth in its relation to the States i= a
series of acts of moral repudintion which
even the most uncompromising opponents
of Federation 34 vears azo never ventured
to prediet.
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The matters fo which T =hall refer in sup-
port of my statements are not new to
members. They have been dealt with, time
and again: but that faet does not weaken
them from the standpoint from which [
shall jse them.  On the other hand, it
adds to their strength. Thaey have stood
the test of time. Vital sections of the
Commonwealth Constitution Aet have been
interpreted from time to time in a manner
quite different from the way in which the
founders of Tederation, and the men who
drafted the Constitution, intended they
should he, if their public statements can
be accepted as a safe gitide. The inten-
tions of those great men ¢an be gleaned
from the extracts from their speeches ap-
pearing in the Case for Secession.

The people of Western Australia read in
Section 87 of the Bill that was submitted
to them in 1900, the following words:—

During a peripd of ten venrs after the
establisiment of the Commonwealth, and
thercafter until the Parliament otherwise pro-
vides, of the net revenuer of the Common-
wenlth from duties of Customs and of Excise
not more than one--fourth zhall be applied
annuaily by the (ommonwealth towards its
expenditure. The balance shall, in accord-
ance with this Constitution, he paid to the
several States, or applied towards the pay-
ment of interest on debts of the several
States taken over by the Commonwealth,

The promoters of Federation, in their pro-
paganda, published in the advertising
enlminns of thz Press throughout Western
Australia, gave this assurance among
mumerons others, that ¢‘The financial
liability will be fairly adjusted. At least
three-fourths of wvour net vevenue from
Customs and Exeise will he returned to
vou.''

We were told, and we believed, that after
the expiration of 10 vears the same method
of distributing revenune among the States
would continue, and that if it did not con-
tinue, something equivalent would take its
place. In short, that the Parliament of the
Commonwealth would “otherwise provide'’—
use n different method, perhaps, but no
method that would work out to our disadvan-
tuge, We entered Federation, some of uz
against our will, buat all of us confident that
our finances were fully protected under the
Biil.  Just hefore the expiration of the 10
vears meniioned in the Aet, namely in 1909,
the States entered inte an agreement with
the Commonwealth under whieh a depati-e
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from the former method of allocating the
revenue was made, and a payment of 25s.
annually per head of population was substi-
tuted, with the eonsent of the States. The
change was made allegedly in order to save
accountancy work and to enable the States
to know exactly what they were to receive
each year, so that they eould adjust their
budgets accordingly. At that time the Cus-
toms duties amounted to £2 10s. 2 head; eost
of collection had to be deduncted; and with
the approval of the States a further 2s. a
head was retained by reason of the fact that
old-age pensions had heen introduced and
the States would he henefited as a result, So
that the 25s. per capita payment could wot
have been said, at the time, to be an unfair
equivalent of the propertion of revenne from
Customs and Exeise previously received.
Looking ahead, and in view of probabilities
which later took a concrete shape, the accept-
ance of the offer was a great mistake. Very
soon after the agreement had been made,
under a policy of high protection, the rev-
enue from Customs and Excise went up with
a bound, and it eontinued going up nntil, in
1927, when the Financial Agreement was
made, it had reached £7 8s. per head of
population as against £2 10s. in 1909. Ap-
parently the Commonwealth Government had
this move in contemplation when they pro-
posed the per capita payment.

In 1927 the Commonwealth Government
abolished the per capita payments by Act of
Parliament, despite the protesis of the
States. A Financial Agreement was pre-
pared by the Commonwealth for the States
to sign, and they were told, in effect, that if
they did not aecept it they would get no-
thing. They accepted it under duress. It
had many good points, but in principle it
was a repudiation of a contract made with
the States when they entered Federation;
and, as I said when introducing the Bill, the
States had no alternative huf to take what
was offered them. I said in my seeond read-
ing speech on the Finanecial Agreement, and
repeated it afterwards:—

Mr. Lovekin admits that the per capita pay-
ments are gone. They are gone. They are
dead, and their doom was sealed by a de-
liberate act of the Federal Parliament, And
if this agreement, which has heen endorsed by
the Commonwewalth and all the other States
of Australin, be not aceepted, we shall be at

the losg of the per capita payments—nearly
half a million a year—and have nothing in
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their place, which will mean heavily in-
creased taxation and drastie retrenchment in
every shape and form,

I did not deceive the House when I intro-
duced the Bill. Then there was the surplus
revenue which, under Seetion 94 of the Con-
stitution Aet, had to be distributed monthly
among the different States. This part of
the agreement was honoured in part for a
time, but in the end was repudiated. The
surplus revenue, instead of going to the
States, was put into a trust account—which
at one time was swollen by millions—to meet
the future needs of the Commonwealth,
which needs, if they did not exist, were soon
created.

Beetion 114 of the Constitution Aet says,
“The Comunonwealth shall not impose any
tax on any property of any kind belonging
to a State® At an early stage of Federa-
tion the Commonwealth imposed Customs
duties on materials imported by State Gov-
ernments. They claimed that Customs duty
was not taxation, and the High Court, as in
other ecases, supported them, Tf Customs
duty is not taxation, I should like to kuow
what taxation is. A Customs duty is cer-
tainly not 2 bonus or & bounty. In my
gquandary I turned up a copy of the “Year
Book of the Commonwealth of Australia”
prepared ander instructions from the Minis-
ter of State for Home Affairs; and I
found there “Customs duty” lahelled “taxa-
tion.” In the 1929 issue the Minister zoes
further and explains that the deeline in vev-
enue from taxation is due to a decline in
Customs and Excise reeeipts, So that in
spite of the High Court deciston the Chief
Aceonntant of the Commonwealth has been
unable to find any more suitable term than
“taxation” to apply to the impost placed on
goods which come from oversea. Here we
have, if not repudiation or deceit, A mean,
petty, unfriendly action completely out of
harmony with the sentiments of the founders
of Federation as quoted in the Case for
Secession. All of these things received legal
backing, bnt moraily they were wrong. They
were opposed to the spirit of the Federal
Constitution if in keeping with the lefter.
I did not intend to deal with these matters
until Mr. Holmes talked about “breach of
contract” and “pepudiation.” I could not
stand here, after listening to that, without
expressing the opinion that the Common-
wealth should not be at all desirous to be
judged_hy the high standard which the hon.
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member has set up for it in the course of his
criticistns of the Bill. Again, there is the
Interstate Commission. 1t has ceased to exist
for years; yet it is mandatory under the
Commonwealth Constitution Aet that it
function, and it is important that it should
do so, Seetion 101 of the Commonweaith
Constitution Act provides—

There shall be an Tnterstate Commission
with such powers of adjudication and ad-
ministration as the Parliament deems neces-
sary for the cxceution and maintenance,
within the Commonwealth, of the provisions
of the Counstitution relating to trade and com-
moeres, und of all laws made thereunder.

Its duties are defined under Seetion 99 which
provides—

.. .. the Comrmonwealth shall not, by any
law or regnlation of trad:, connmerce or rev-
enue, give preference to one State or any part
thereof over another State or part thercof.

I refer hon. members to Quieck and Garran’s
“Annotated Constitution of the Common-
wealth” wherein, an page 899, desling with
the Interstate Commission, its powers of ad-
judication and adminigtration, there ap-
pears the following:—

Adjudication. The power of adjudicition
ia & judicial power. To adjudicate is ‘*to ad-
judge; to try to determine, as a court; to

settle by judicial deeree’’ (Webster's Inter-
national Dietionary).

Seetion 102 shows that the Tnterstate Com.
mission is intended to exercise powers of an
essentiatly judieial nature, and indeed, in one
cless of subjects, is given cxclusive jurisdie-
tion and a final decision on q1estions of

nature of these duties is given by the provi-
sion for an appeal from the Tnterstate Com-
mission to the High Court on questions of law
(Seetion 73).

There could he an appeal on questions of
law, but not on faets that existed. The In-
terstate Commission had wide powers of ad-
judieation and administration and, in faect,
was to be the watchdog of the States over
the Commonwealth. Was not that contract
between the Commonwealth and the States
broken? I should like Mr. Holmes to nn-
swer that question. Not only has it been
broken, but it has been trampled underfoot.
Hon. J. J. Holmes: And vou want to
get even with them by breaking another con-
tract? That is a high standard to set up!

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mr. Alfred
Deakin spoke of the Interstate Commission
as “the eyes and ears of the Constitution.”
Nevertheless, it was allowed to lapse during
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th: war-t.me period, and, in defiance of the
law, it has never been reappointed.

Hon. J. .J. Holmes: We would be better
occupied in foreing the Federal Government
to appoint an interstate commission, instead
of sending the delegation to the Imperial
Parliament.

Hon, A. Thomson: It is useless going to
the Federal Parliament as it is constituted
at present.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: A Conven-
tion, on an accepiable basis, should have
provided remedies but a Convenlion has
been promised one vear aud refused the
next. That represents another instance of
repndiation.  Here is a bunch of false
promises made by the promoters of Fed-
eration, and 1 draw Mr., Holmes’s atten-
tion to them. They were published in the
Press of the State and in the ‘*West Aus-
tralian’’ of the 30th July, 1900, appeared
the following, under the headings of *‘Fed-
gration’’ ‘‘C’ost of Nationhoodl''—

The special expenses of the Federnl Gov-
ernment {estimated at about £3-44,000) being
the cost of the new Government and interest
an huildine loan, ete, wil! he paid for by the
whole of Australnsia contributing per head of
poraladion,

Western Australia’s share, aceordinz to
the Government Actuarv’s estimate, will be
£15,480, or 1s. 10d. per head per annum, less
than %%d. per week.

1%d. per week will render possible a nation
covering a contipent. .

14d. per week will save us from a line of
Customs houses at every froutier and a his-
tory nade up of cternal wranglings, strife,
and jar,

14d. per week will gpare us the struggle
which invarinbly develops for the use of com-
man and all-important rivers.

15d. per week will endow us with a higher
statesmanship, and with an elevating national
dignity.

1. per week will ereate the one people
with the onv law, the one agpiration—namely
the advancement of Australia.

L4d. per week invested in this manner will
be wiped ont fivefold by the gnving in interest
ag the public debts are taken over nnd re-
floated not at provinecial but at lower Aus-
tralian rates.

Comment iz (uite
thing speaks for itself.

noedless, The whole

Hon. J. J. Holes: There is no reference
there to the dehts e¢reated by the Great War.
The CHIEF SECRETARY: No. We
would have to take that into consideration
and add the expense o the halfpenny per
week that Federation was to cost the natian
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per head. In the course of his speech Mr.
Holmes said—

While Federation has had a good deal to
do with our disabilities, a great deal of our
trouhie has been brought abeut during the
lust 20 years by incompetent State Govern-
ments. So far did we go that we even de-
pleted the fumds of the State Saviags Mank,
and then we hald to rush to the Federn] Gov-
ernment to help us to go on with the bus.ness,

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Do you deny that?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I will give
the hon. member the facts, He was not cor-
reet in his statement. Since 1912 the funds
of the State Savings Bank were not used
for Govermuenial purposes. Fhe funds were
let out at interest to local authoriries and
other bodies on sound security. After mak-
ing provision for £600,000 to be at call, the
balance was invested in  Commonwealth
bonds. The hank got into difficuities through
the depression.

Hon. J. J. Holines: Through not having
its own printing machine.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Men, in
thousands, were out of work and had to
draw out their savings. It was only towards
the end, following a telegram that was re-
ceived from the Eastern States, that there
was a rush on the bank. The State Savings
Bank at that time held £2,250,000 worth of
Cemmonwealth honds.  Oue would have
thought that the Commonwealth, on the
strength of its own security, would have ad-
vanced sufficient money to the State Govern-
ment to save the situation. But the Com-
monwealth Savings Bank had been en-
deavouring for vears to grab our little
State Savings Bank, and the opportanity
was too good to be lost. Very little
parental or fraternal solicitude was indi-
weated in their attitude on that oceasion!
I will admit that that did not amount
to repudiation. Then we were told by Mr.
Holmes that a great blunder was made when
Mr. Collier, as Premier of Western Aus-
tralia, entered into the Financial Agreement.
Tt i3 true that Mr. Collier did support the
Financial Awreement. T supported it, so
did the House, and so ¢id the people of
Western Australia, heeanse (here was no
other alternative,

Hon. A, Thomson: That s so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Com-
monwenlth had already abolished, by Act of
Parliament, the per rapita payiments, which
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represented to us an ananal oss of 28s. par
head of the population, o, at that time, some-
thing approaching £300,000 o vear. We
were told, in ettect, fo take the agreement or
leave it, and, i we lett it, we would wget
nothing in its place, g

Hon. G, W. Miles: You surely did not heo-
lieve that; it was only binfi!

Hon. E. H. Angelo: There was too much
bluff about those things.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There was
no bhuff about this maiter, sceing that an
Acet of Parliament was passed, after reeeiv-
ing the sanction of both Houzes of Parlia-
ment.

Houn. K. 1L, Angelo: You should not ex-
pect bluff from honest politicians.

Hen. J. J. Molmes: But that had refer-
ence only to the £7,300,000; the State Pre-
miers had the distribution of the funds.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes. The
hon, member will appreciate that so much
was dealt with during the eourse of the de-
bate that I have had perforce to leave out
some references that 1 conld have indunlged
in. T ean explain the position regarding the
£7500,000.  Mr. Helmes eomplained that
New Sounth Wales had received £3,000,000.
Tt must be remembeved that the pavment
was on a per capita busiz, and was taken rs
the fizures stood at the 30th June, 1927,
and the amounts then paid had to eontinuz
tnder the agreement as a fixed amount. Con-
sequently the New Sonth Wales Government
got what was their due, and the Western
Australian Government got what they were
entitled to under the Agreement.

Hon. J. .J. Holines: Western Australia gnt
what the Premier agreed to aceept.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: All tha
States agreed to take the per capita pay-
ments as they were at the 30th June, 1927,
and the per capita payments were to remain
stationary at that for 38 vears. Thaf was
the position. T wanl to do justice to {h:
Commonwealth Governmeng, and T have to
admit that the Financial Agreement lul
some good features, of which Mr. Holmes
must be awmre, but which he overlooked.

Hon. G. W. Miles: The Financial Aervee-
ment prevented us from borrowing wherever
we liked. That was one good point.

The CATEF SECRETARY: Mr. Holmes
forgot to tell us that, under the Financial
Acreement, the Commenwealth, by means
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©F a sinkiuy wuinl, over a period of 33 years
paxs one-third of our old debts and by means
of the sinking fund over 53 vears, one-half
of the new loans raised hy the State.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: You can say I over-
looked it, provided you say I was just to
the Commonwealth.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I, too, want
‘to be just to the Commonwealth. There was
increased interest provided on the transfer-
red properties and there were also savings
in the sinking fuml payments, and so on. In
consequence of those ndvantages, the State
was able to set aside in 1926-27 £150,000 for
portion of that year, £350,000 in 1927-28
and a similar amonnt in 1928-29, te wipe
out the unfunded deficit and te provide
against losses incurred in conneetion with
group settlement. I want to set myself right
in ease a wrony impression was created when
I introduced the Bill and T do not want it
thought that [ misled the House. T elearly
set out the faets and I repecat them now, I
informed the House that these advantages
wouid diminish grandually and at the end
of about 30 years, they would disappear
when the normal inerease of population
would make the per capita payments a bet-
ter proposition. In faee of it all, however,
it was a departure from the spirit of the
Federal Constitution forced upon us by the
Conmnonwealth. Mr. Holmes stated that last
vear we got £750,000 to finance the deficit
and that we borrowed it from the Common-
wealth. Nothing of the kind!

Hon. J, J. Holmes: We borrowed it from
Semeone.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Under the
Financial Agreement, the Loan Council de-
cides what amount shall be borrowed and
when that question is determined, th& Com-
monwealth becomes merely the machinery by
which action is taken. The Commonwenlth
iz sinply the agent of the Loan Couneil in
securing the necessary funds. The States,
in combination at the Loan Counecil, can
overrule the Commonwealth. The Common-
wealth has recognised that position and, so
far as T have been able to discover, has
worked harmeniously with the States, and
has been perfectlv fair and just. I have no
quarrel with Mr. Holmes over the views he
has expressed, but I cannot allow the im-
pression to get ahroad that Western Aus-
tralia has not suffered severe disabhilities
under Federation. I am satisfied that the
hon. member had no such intention, but in
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is Losiaay to the 200 he ozl aome thiags
and left other things unsaid, whick maost
certainly had that eifect. There is no one
who could present the case for Western Aus-
tralia with greater force than the bon. wem-
her. it he were f£ree from the prejudices that
the Bill has generated in his mind.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: 1t 1 had not those
prejudices, I might have gone Home as a
delegate.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mr. Holmes
does not believe in the Bill. The vote of the
people does not concern him in the least. If
lte kept within those limits, as all other mem-
hers have done, he would be entitled to his
view, but he has gone much further, and I
have felt bound to follow him in the interests
of Western Australia.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee,

Hon. J. Wicholson in Chair; The Chief
Secretary tn charge of the Bill

Clauses 1 to T—agreed to.
Clause B—Appropriation.

Hon, H. SEDDON: I move an amend-
ment—

That the following be added at the end of
the elause:—*‘provided thut no money shall
be so appropriated until the Government ser-
vants have been relieved from the finaneial
emergeney reductions and the State (overn-
ment shall have balanced its Budget.’'

We are asked to pass the Bill and support
the GGovernment in Clause 8, appropriating
certain money for the purpose of carrving
out the intentions of the Bill. Our Case
willi he investigated by the Imperial
aunthorities, and one question that will be
asked will be as to the finaneial obligations
of the State Governmenf. At present our
public servants are deprived of 20 per
cent, of their salaries because of the inabil-
ity of the Government to pay those sal-
aries in full, and the Government are re-
ceiving Joans in order to finanee the affairs
of the State. In those circumstances, he-
fore we authorise the spending of money
on the presentation of the Casze we should
at any rate do justiee to the plublic ser-
vants, and we should be able to say that
we have no longer to borrow tn ecarry on
the State’s services.
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Hon. J. J. HOLMES: 1 will seeond the
amendment. The least we might do before
starting as a separate entity, would be
to honour our obligations to our public
servants, and the pensioners, who are
under an agreement which has been set
aside by the Government. Also we might
well show the British Empire that we c¢an
live within our revenue. Buring the de-
bate we have heard many constitutional
authorities quoted. In that regard, Dr.
Arthar Berriedale Keith to-day stands in
the same high esteem as May once en-
joved. Dr. Keith, in his work “Responsible
Government in the Dominions,’’ declares
that the Amstralian Stafes ecan never sep-
arate so long as one State objects. Then
he goes further and says that Australia
ean never he unified so long as one State
ohjects,

Hon. A. Thomson: Nonsense!
unifieation now.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Of course Mr.
Thomson knows more about constitutional
problems than does Dr. Keith. Many com-
plaints have been made of the Common-
wealth’s treatment of Western Australia,
but T say that our State Government treats
the northern part of Western Australia
exactly as the Commonwealth is said to
treat Western Australia az a whole—
simply bhecause we have no voting strength
in the North. Yet we have the audacity
to go to the Tmperial Parliament and tell
them how the Commonwealth Parliament
treats this State. Tf I could afford it I
wonld go to England and tell them how the
Parliament of Western Alustralia treats
the great North of this State. The pro-
posal contained in Clause 8 represents a
waste of money that we ecannot afford.
Seemingly the (Government are aware of
that, for none of them will go to Epgland
to support the Bill.  The speech of the
Chief Secretary will he read before the
Imperial authorities, and straightway they
will ask, “*Why iz he not here?’’ He will
not he there because, although he made
that speech, he does not believe in it, and
neither do his (Government. The Minister
spoke of the broken promises of the Fed-
eral Government, but I say that for every
promise made to this State and broken
by the Federal Government, the
State (Covernment have broken ten

We have
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promises to our people in the North.
The Minister has taken me to task for my
remarks regarding the 7§ millions given to
the States over a period of 58 years. [ did
not complain of that and the Minister knows
I did not complain. I conplained of the
distribution, namely that less than half a
million was apportioned to the undeveloped.
State of Western Australia, while the highly
developed State of New South Wales re-
ceived £3,000,000. Mr. Bruce said that he
had found the 7% millions, but that he did.
not approve of the distribution and that it
was not a distribution he would have made.
Every word the Minister has said to-night
sapports my contention that the Federal
Senate has fallen down on its job, due to
party polities. Yet we are to go to the Im-
perial authorities and ask them fo veetify
it. The Minister forgot to tell us that the
Financial Agreement provides that money
horrowed by the State for finaneing the defi-
¢it must bear a sinking fund of 4 per cent.
per annum, and that the State has never paid
a eent into the sinking fund. Probahly that
will be hurled at the delegates if thexy veach
the Bar of the House. If we wish to be-
come a separate entity, we should he pre-
pared to show ahility to pay our way and
square the ledger.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: When Mr.
Seddon moved his amendment, 1 concluded
that his object was to enconrage the Govern-
ment to set Lhe finances right, but after hear-
ing his speech 1 felt that there must be zome
other motive and that his intention was to
defeat the aspirations of Mr. Hamersley. whe
is anxions that the propesals should reach
the Imperial authorities hefore the 18th
August next.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Senator Carroll is
worrying Mr. Hamersley now.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : Mr. Holmes,
after making eareful ealeulations and exer-
cising all his financial ability, has apparently
reached the conclusion that we should delay
sending the delegation until the Budget is
halanced. The hon. member has greater con-
fidence in the financial capacity of the Gov-
ernment than even I anticipated. His words
are a fribute to our ability. Tt would be
pleasant to abelish all the linpositions placed
upon labour, industry, and civil servants, but
this is a matter we cannot delayv. We are
under an obligation to fulfil onr promise to
the people and consequently T must oppose
the amendment.
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Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: I cannot
support the amendment, Tf ecivil servants
have to wait for a restoration of the finan-
cial emergeney cut until the Budget is bal-
anced, 1 am afraid that many of them will
not be here to colleet it. If the view of the
secessionists be right, the civil servants will
have a hetter chance of obtaining relief when
the State is released from the Federal bond
because it is claimed that progress then will
he yreater.

Hon. A, THOMSON: I shall not accuse
members of insincerity, but to submit an
amendinent of this kind is to treat an im-
portant subject rather lightly.  Evidently
Mr. Holmes and Mr. Seddon have not de-
voted much time to examining the Cage comn-
piled Ly the special eommittee. T they had
read it, they wonld have realised that the
only kape of the cut being restored to civil
servants and of the Budget beiug balanced
is by obtaining Secession.

Flon. H. Seddon: I have read the whole
.of the Lase,

Hon. A. THOMSON: Western Austratia
-would be in a much happier position it we
were controlling its destinies.

Hon, H. Seddon: I disagrec with that.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: You said if we were
«controlling its destinies.

Flon. A. THOMSON : Under Seceession we
would be. Mr. Holmes said that the State
Government treated the northern part of
Western Australia in the same manner as
the Federal Ciovernment treated the State.
1We have not heen able to develop the North
as we would have liked, but should we con-
tinue to suffer present disabilities without
making an effort to get them remedied?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: If we got out of Fed-
eration we would be in the same position.

Hon, A. THOMSON: No State Govern-
ment would dare impose a dufy on rice eon-
stimed on the pearling luggers equivalent
to £3 per ton of shell fished.

Hon. G. W. Miles: We pointed that out
in the North-West Committee’s report.

Hon. A. THOMSON : And of what hene-
fit has the report been to the industry?

Hon. G. W. Miles: The (Government sent
it to the Commonwealth authorities.

Hon. A. THOMSON: And it has had no
cffect. The State Government have a large
sum of money tied up in the Wyndham Meat
Works.
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Hon. G. W. Miles: Is the hon. member in
order in going all around the compass to
discuss the amendment? I think we should
get on with the business before the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN: I have allowed each
member considerable latitude,

Hon. G. W. Miles: Too much latitude.

The CHAIRMAN: Mr. Thomson has
travelled wide of the matter under discus-
sion, and I ask members to limit their re-
tmarks to the amendment.

Hon, A. THOMSON: I will endeavour to
eonvect my remarks with the amendmen,
Beeause of Mr. Holmes's remarks I felt
justified in endeavouring to show that, if we
were able to control our own affairs, we
could quickly remedy two of the serions dis-
abilities under which the North Provinge is
labouring.  We wonld have a better chance
of balancing the Budget as a Dominion than
under the regime of the Federai unthorities.
1 hope the amendment will be defented,

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: it the amendment
were carried it would neutralise all that had
buen done, and we should make s laghing-
stock of ourselves. [ wm astonished that
Mr. Seddon should have brought it down,
Many years will probably elapse hetore the
State Budget can be balanced, and before the
full salavies of civil servants are restored Lo
them,

Hon. R. G. MOORE: I support the
amendment, although 1 think it goes u little
too far. The money involved in sending a
delegation to England could better be spent
in restoring to the civil servants a propor-
tion of the ents they have suffered.

Hon. G. Fraser: That might mean 4d.
per head.

Hon. R, G. MOORE: No one knows what
the cost will be. The Case could well be
presenied by the Agent (eneral and there
should be no necessity to send anyone from
this State to assist him. \We should con-
sider onr own people before we dip into the
Treasury for this kind of thing.

Hon. H. SEDDON: Mr. Baxter said that
wa should be made a laughing-stock if the
amendment were carried.

Hon. V. Hamersley: It would he the end
of the Bill.

Hon. H. SEDDON: Not at all. The
representatives of Western Australia may
well be asked how the State can afford so
send a delegation to England when it can-
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rot neet its own iniernal obligations. TUn-
less it ean be shown that the State can fin-
ance itself, we shall indeed make a laughiog-
stock of omrselves. So far we have not done
that, but are depending more and more npon
assistance from the Loan Council. 1 have
moved the amendment because 1 consider
that, in our existing ctreumstances, it wounld
be farcical to send a delegation to the Brit-
ish Parliament.

Amendment put, and a diviston taken with
the following resnlt:—

Ayes .. . 5

Noes .. . . 18

Majority against .. 13

AYES,
Hon. C. G. Ellioit Hon. C. B. Williamsg
Hon. T. J. Holmea lion, R. G, Moors
Hon. H. Seddon (Teller.)
NoES.
11on, E. H. Angelo Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon. C. F, Baxter Hon, T. Moore
Hon. L. Craig Hon, H. 8. W. Parhker
Hon, J, M. Drew Hon, H, V. Piesse
Hon. B. Franer Hon. A. Thomson
Hon. J. eorge Hou, H. Tuckey

Hon. C. H. Wittenoom

Hon. H. J. Yeliand

Hon, W. J. Mann
{Tetler.}

Hon. E. H. H. Hall
Hon, V. Hamersley
Hon. J, M, Macfarlane

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause put and passed.

First and Second Schedules, Preambla.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopied.

Third Reading.
Bill read a third time and passed.

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACTS AMEND-
MENT (TEMPORARY).

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the previous day.

HON. J. J. EOLMES (North) [9.43]:
Does the Chief Secretary propose to go on
with the Bill at this hour of the night?

The Chief Secretary: Yes,

Hon. 1. J. HOLMES : And this is a
special session for one. purpose only,
namely, to deal with the Secession Bill!
Verv well; T will proceed. In introducing
the Bill now before us, the Chief Secre-
tary set out clearly that in his opinion,

[COUNCIL.]

and in the opinion of the Supreme Court,.
the measure which we passed during last
session to amend the Constitution Act did
not achieve the objeet which the House
had in view., That straightway raises the
guestion whether the Bill which we have now
before us will achieve the object desired.
Apparently those who supported the pre-
vious measure thought it would achieve the
object. Fortunately or unfortunately for me,
I was one of the minority who elaimed that
it wounld not achieve whaot was intended. In
spite of that, the Chief Seeretarv wlen in-
trodueing the present Bill passed over mem-
bers who were here last session, and who he
said knew all about the matter; amd the hon.
gentleman dirceted his speech towards elari-
fving and instructing the minds of new men-
bers. T hape before sitting down to bhave a
few words to say as to the manner of in-
strueting new members. T have looked
through the measore, and find great dificulty
in following its far-reaching effects. The
original Lotteries Aeci—not the previous
measure to amend the Constitution Aet—
when introduced into the Assembly contained
a provision intended to protect members of
Parliament. That protective clause, it is
sald, was deleted in the Assembly. But when
the measure eame here, it still contained that
clangse. There and then I raised a point of
order as to whether we could proceed with
the Bill, as it was not the Bill which was
passed hy the Assembly. That was a highly
important point. The Bill which cuame to
this Chamber, we were told, was not the Bill
passed by the Assembly. However, my point
of order was overruled, and I believe an
amendment was made and the protective
clause struck out.

Hon. G. Fraser:
correct. .

Hon. J. 7. HOLMES: That Bill ~ubse-
quently became an Act, and two members of
Parliament were appointed (o seats on the
Lotteries Commission—a Labour member of
Parliament and a Nationalist memher of
Parliament. The Mayor of Fremantle and,
I think, a returned soldier were the other
members of the Lotteries Commission. At
the general election which followed, Mr.
H. W, Mann, who was the Nationalist mem-
her of Parliament holding a seat on the ('om-
mission, was defeated. The Labour mcinber
of Parliament continued to be a member of
the Commission, and his position was
attacked in the Supreme Court. Suhse-
quently, while that position was being chal-

I do not think that is
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lenyed, a Bill was introduced to protect the
Labour memher of Parliament who was on
the Loticries Commission.  Later on, the
court decided in favour of the plaintiff as
against the eommissioner who was a Laboor
member of Parliament. The defendant has
appealed, and the decision of the court has
heen reserved. Here, while we have a special
session of Parliament for, as we were told,
one purpose only, another Bill to amend the
Constitution Acts has been placed hefore us
to deal with this important matter.  The
question that arises straightway in my
mind is; What has happencd to the forner
Nationalist member who heecame qualified to
continue on the Lotteries Commission when
he lost his seat in Parliament?

Hon. J. M. Maefarlane: And he had a
tentative promise that he was to be retainzd
on the Commission.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Yes. hut we have
heard a lot about promises to-night, and we
know what they amcunt to. That National-
ist member of Parliament, having lost his
seal was qualified for re-appointment to the
Lotteries Commission, but he was not so re-
appointed for reasons the Chief Secretary
will probably explain to the House. He did
not say anvthing about that matter when he
moved the second reading of the Bill. The
Labour member was re-appointed in Janu-
ary of this year, notwithstanding the dis-
ability under which he was labouring because
of the case that was before the courts. His
re-appointment became necessary as from
the 1st January, 1934, because the old Com-
mission went out of office on the 31st De-
cember, 1933. The appointment of the new
Commission was not made until some time
later in Jannary, but the appointments were
made retrospective to the 1st January last.
The rcason for the delay in the appoint-
ments has relation to a little romance, but T
will not delay the House regarding that
phase just now. The fact remains that when
the appointments were made for the new
Commission, although the members of the
old Commission had done snch good work,
the only one of their number re-appointed
was the Labour member of Parliament.

The Chief Secretary: I rise to a point of
order. Is Mr. Holmes in order in discuss-
ing appointments under the Lotteries Act
when a Bill to amend the Coustitution Acts
is the subject of the debate?

The DEPCTY PRESIDENT: I presume
Mr. Holmes intends to connect his remarks
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awith the Bill later on, inasmuch as the Bill

deals with a member of the Lotteries Com-
mission and his name appears in the meas-
ure. I think Mr. Holmes is in ordee in lead-
ing up te what he proposes io say.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The Bill seeks to
amend the Constitution Acts and I am deal-
ing with an appointment not made in accord-
ance with the Constitution Acts. The Gov-
ernment have attempted to make appoint-
ments outside the Constitution, although such
appointments really come within the four
corners of that measure.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: If the Bill
did not specilically mention the Lotteries
Control Act of 1932, I would have ealled Mr.
Holmes to order. Seeing that the Bill does
mention that Act, it will be hard to pull up
\[r. Holmes or any other member,

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: When 1 was so
rudely interrupted, Mr. Deputv President, I
was about to point out that the only original
member of the Lotteries Commission who
was re-appointed was the Labour member,
Mr. Clydesdale, who was suffering under a.
disability from the standpoint of litigation
before the Court. All the other members,
including Mr. Harry Mann, who, by losing
his seat in the Legislative Assembly, had be-
come fully qualified for re-appointment, Mr.
Giibson and the returned soldier member of
the Commission were all pushed out of their
Jobs.

Hon. G. Fraser: But Mr. Clydesdale was
the only member of the Commission who was
prosecuted.

Hon. W. J. Mann: That had nothing to
do with the Government.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: T think Mr. Fraser
will agree that there are encugh prosecu--
tions pending now, without suggesting any
more. When he moved the second reading:
of the Bill, the Chief Secretary scofted at
any idea of bribery and eorruption in con-
nection with the affair. I will net say any-
thing about bribery and eorruption; I have
already said enough hy merely mentioning
what has happened. The oririnal Constitution
Act makes it very diflicult for appointments
of this deseription to be made. What can be
more objectionable than for a Government,
with a majority of one——it has happened in
Australia before fo-day—to dangle before
the odd member suvme appeintment that
has ta be made, with the desire to win
him over, thereby defeating the very
object the Constitntion Aet was designed
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to deal with.
a position to do anything of the sort. They
should not be able to offer any job to a
member of Parliament in order to influence
him irom one side of the House to the
other. That is the very crux of the con-
stitntional position. Irrespective of
whether the payment attached to a position
be large or small—the remuneration may
represent a peppercorn amount: that does
not afteet the prineiple—the fact remains
that the Constitution Act sets out that no
Government shall influence any member of
Parliament by offering him any such ap-
peintment. Lhe pariy at present in power
claim that they adhere to a policy ot one
man, one job.

Hon. ¥. H. Gray:
that from?

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The hon. member
has denied so many things that 1 need not
pursue the matter with him. He denied
wextraeting 235, from the workers but we
proved that that did happen. The policy
of the Government is one man, one job. A
civil servant cannot play an organ in
chureh or a Jew’s harp in the synagogue
on a Sunday and receive payment lor his
services, and yet remain a eivil servant.

Hon. (i, Fraser: He can play a Jew’s
harp in the synagogme hecaunse he would
not zet payment for that.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The point is that
a civil servant cannot do those things and
remain in the service. Now we see that
there is to be one law for the civil servant
and another for members of Parliament.
That is a point from which I will not be
drawn away.

Hoen. E. H. Gray: T do not think yon are
-correct.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The Chief Seere-
tary said a lot of complimentary things
about Mr., Clydesdale which he deserved
and all of which I support. No doubi Mr.
-Clydesdale has done a lot for the charities
of this State. I told Mr. Clydesdale at the
outzet that he was on the wrong track, and
tried to advise him as to the course he
should pursue. He had beer advised by
several King’s Counsel and other legal
luminaries as to his position, and he placed
their opinions before me. I said, ‘TAll
right, I want you to remember this: Doe-
fors bury their mistakes but lawyers make
you pay for them.’’ If Mr. Clydesdsle

Where did you get

No Government should be in
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had aceepted my advice, and fixed up the
matter there and then by deeiding whether
e would Fe a member of Parliament or a
member of the Lotteries Commission, he
would not be in the position in which he
finds himself to-day.

Hon, W, J. ¥Mann: And the lawvers
wonld not have had a chance.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Although 3.
Clydesdule’s 16 yvears of serviee was quite
properly referred to by the Chief Seecre-
tary, nothing was said by him regarding
Mr. Mann's services that had also ex-
tended over 16 years. Not a word from
the Chief Secretary as to why Mr. Mann
wps not reappointed. That was not com-
mon justice, If the Chief Seeretary could
have referred to what My, Clydesdale had
done, surely it was not too much to expeet
him te make some reference to Mr. Harry
Mann, who had lost his parliamentary po=i-
tion and had then been dropped from the
Lotteries Commission. The Chief Secretary
did not attempt to publicly thank Myr. Mann
for what he had done over the same
period as Mr. Clydesdale. I do not think
that was quite fair. The reason, pre-
sumably, was that if the Chief Secretary
had given Mr. Harry Mann credit for what
he had done, the guestion would at once
have arisen as to why he had not been re-
appointed a member of the Lotteries Com-
mission,

Hon. W. J. Mann: Is that where the
romance you referred fo enters into the
matter?

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: No, there is a lot
more to it thap that. Ii is all very well
for the Chief Secretary to put over a little
sob stuff as regards Mr. Clydesdale. In
common justice, Mr. Harry Maon was en-
titled to a little sob stuff too for what he
had done, particularly as he had not been
reappointed to the Commission. The neces-
sity for retaining the Constitution Act in-
tact is more necessary, to my mind, than
ever before. Mr. Baxter said that the
amendment of the Constitution Act was
long overdue. Having regard to the messing
about that has been experienced in frying
to legalise the position of one member of
Parliament to enable him to hold his job, [
do not know what sort of a mess we will
make of the Constitution Aets as a whole if
we attempt to amend them comprehensively,
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Lo wy opiivn recent appointents have de
liegd amy atlempl o keep within the four
coriers ol the legislation we are amending.
Daily, appointments are wade to dJifferent
pusitions that way or way not be deemed
within (he four corners of ihe Coustitution
Acts.  Quite recently a represenbalive had
tu be appuinted on the Framantle Harbour
Trust, There is a provision in (he Harbour
Trust Act Lor members of Parliament to be
appointed tw the board, but that positien has
never been challenged.  There was a repre-
sentative of lhe Primary Producers’ Asso-
cialivn un the Fromantle Harbour Trust.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! |1
think the hon. membuer is digressing a little.
1 do not desire to burke diseussion,

Hou. J, J. HOLMES: 1 am referring to
the Marbour Trust Aect, which contains a
provision that purports to amend the Con-
stitutien Act. Am L in order or am L not?

The DEFUTY PRESIDENT : If the hou.
mewber can conueet his rewarks with tha
Bill, hie is perfectly in order.

How. J. J. HOLMES: The connection is
that there appears in the Fremantle Har-
bour Trust Aect a provision which attempts
to evade the Constitution Aet, and that pro-
vision has never been challenged. Yel when
a vaeancy on the board occurred the other
diay, Mr. Angwin was appointed to the boar]
as the primary producers’ representative.

Hon. E. IL. Gray: And a very good one,
too.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: Then | could refer
to Mr. Semerville, Mr. Curtin, and all the
rest, but that might not be quite in order.
Yet | suppose it is in urder under the Con-
stitution Tor an important publie servant
lv aceept an appeintment to the Common-
weulth without consunlting his Minister.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The
hon. wmember js going wide of the mark.

Hon J. J. HOLMES: T wnut to know
whether it is possible, under the Constitu-
tion Act, for a civil servant to do that,

Hon. O B Williams: M. Somerville i~
not a civil servant; lie is an elected officer.

Hon. 1o J0 HOBMES: The Constitutions
aims at preventing “speils to Lhe victors.”
Yet if we look back over the trend of legis-
Ettion amd political events during the last
12?2 month=, we shall sce that the Constitution
haos been evaded where possible. I would
point out what might happen if we amended
the Constiintion, even to the extent provided

(20
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in the Bill. The Lotleries (Uontrol) Act
will expire on the 3lst December next, when
the appointment of Mr. Clydesdale and
others will also expire. L have no hesilation
i saving that a Bill will be brought down
next session to extend the life of the Lot-
tevies (Control) Act—an attempt was made
last session to extend it Lor another three
vears—and presumably another Bill will le
hrought down to protect the Labour mem-
ber on the sonunission during the cxtended
period. Then this Tlouse will be told, “You
did it last yeur, you cannot refuse to do it
again”  That is what is being put over this
House,

Hon. C. F. Baxter: No, the posilion will
Le quite different then.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The Governmeul
will have the right to say next session, “You
cxtended e protection last session, you
must now extend it Lor another year” If
the whole of the commission had been re-
appointed, as we were told was intended,
there would be no cause for objection, but
why the Government should jettison every-
body else yet leave one man on the com-
mission andl then seek to profect him by Act
of Parliament, is beyond my comprehension.
1t seems to me like the youngster tried for
having killed his father and mother, and who
sel up the plea that he was an crphan and
ought to receive consideration. What justi-
fication can there be for sticking to one
Labour memher of the Commission and
ahandoning his Ecllow members? OF course,
the House can stultify itselt if il likes, bul
there will be no tinkering with the Consti-
tution for me. To say that this Hous¢ never
thought of the appointment to the Lofleries
Commission as an office of predit is abaurd,
The Chief Secretary says the commigsion is
it corporate body, and that no remuneration
ol its members was to come Lromn the Crown.
That is not the point at all. The appeint-
ment itgelf came from the Crown, and sy it
did not maiter whether the remoueration ol
the members of the commission came from
the Treasury or out of the lotteries. The
appointient itself was made by Lhe Crown,
ani that was the ennstitutional a<pect.

The Chiet Seeretary: I am not disputing
that.

Hou. .}, J. HOLMES: T do not wish {o

tlelay the House any longer: T merely
wanted to make my position clear. Tf the

Bill reaches the Committee ~tage, it will re-
yuire some legal brains frow outside to tel
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me, at all events, what this amendmenl
nwesns, and the Lar-reaching effects thercol.
L lave relerred the yuestion of its meaniny
e several people, and they huve all given
nie different opinions. i view of what ha)-
pened to the last amendment, 1 tremble Lo
think of what may happen to this awmewd-
ment of (the Constitulion if the House passes
it in its present form, 1 will oppuse the
secund reading.

HON E. H. H. HALL (Ceniral) [10.10]:
[t should not be necessary to say that 1 yuite
agree with the Chief BSecretary™s  rewarks
aboul the very fine record Mr. Clydesdale las
estublished For s work in the interesls ol
charity. 1 have never heard anything to the
vontrary.,  When Messrs. Clydesdale and
Mana, then hoth members ol Parliament,
were appuinted to the Lolteries Commission
by the previous Government, [ objecled
strongly from my place in Pacliament, and 1
lave maintained a cousistent attitude through-
vut.  There is nothing persenal abuut my
objection. Mr. Holmes has pertinently asked
why other members of the original commnis-
sion were dropped, and why Mr. Clydesdale
was retained.  For years Mr. Harvy daun
was conneeted with the Ugly Men's Associa-
tion and with chavitable work, and 1 consider
he was just us deserving of consideration as
dMr. Clydesdale. 1t is rvegrettable that either
Guvernment should have run this guite un-
necessary risk, [ shall oppose the Bill. [ agree
entirely with what My, Holmes has said. We
wunt to keep the name of Parlisment elear
ol uny possible stigma. 1 do not cousider
that members ol Partiawent are worse than
members of any other seclion of the comn-
wunity, but there is much sound argument
in e remarks that have fallen Lrom M.
Hlmes.

HON. L. CRAIG (South-West) {to.d2]:
I greatly regret the neeessity for speakine
on this Bill. Mr. Holines has told s maws
things which I am alraid are lrue.  The
Chicl’ Seeretnry lus related for the henefit
ol new members details of the action taken
hy the Governmenl, following the appoint-
ment= made by the previeus Government.
We arve grateful for these detail-. | oregre
exceedingly the necessity for the Bill, ut
tu me it appears only just that we shounld
pass it Meo Clydesdale, whom 1 hardly
know, accepted fhe position in gomd faith,
He aeted on the best adviee available (i
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his position was seeure, He is a man ex-
perienced in the conlrol of lotterivs, and was
uppointed by o Nationalist. Government, not
beeause he was o member of Parliament, but
beeatse he was apparently the best wan who
could be selected for the job.

Hon. G. B, Willinms: And one in whom
the people would have faith.

Hon. 1. CHALG: He accepted the posi-
tion in goud failh, and bas done no wrong.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Except in accepting
the re-appointinent,

Hon, L. CRALG: He accepted it in good
fuith; be had the best advive thut the ap-
puintment was in order,  Theretore, he Lus
done no wrong, and we must protect him
whatever the cost may he. [ hate to think
of altering the Constitution.  That I, as u
new mewber, should help Lo alter the Con-
stitution in Lhis way hurts me greatly, hut
far greatey would it burt e to see an in-
Justice done to a wan whe has dene noth-
ing to deserve it. I have pleasure in sup-
porting the second reading.

HON. J GEORGE (Metropolitan)
110.15) : Although { w4 new member, |
realise that Mr. Clydesdale has made a inis-
take. Had he done what, in wmy opiuion,
was the right thing, he would have retired
Crom Parlisment. He has accepted an office
ul’ profit under the Crown, and a man who
does that violates his ubligations. 1 am
here to do my duty to the electors, and will
do it without fear or favour. The Labour
Party, as Mr. Helmes bas pointed out, have
alwavs advocated the principle of une man
one job, Why should thev nut ohserve the
principle in this instance? [ cannot under-
slund why o gentleman of such long Parlia-
nenlary expericnee as Mr. Clydesdale pos-
~t=st should have accepted re-appointment.
My eonseience will not allow me to support

the Bill.

HON. €. B. WILLIAMS (S3outh)
[10.17]: 1 was very plessed to hear M.
Craig speak so straight-forwardly and sav
he would support the Bill rather than sce an
injustice dene. It is not a yuestion of ihe
Labouwr Government having appointed M.
Clydesdale or of having sacked Mr, Mann
or anyone else. It is unfair to draw such a
ved herring across the Crail—pn bad red her-
ring, rafher ripe.  We are anly asking that
the ihal Parlizunent

measure ol justive
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agreed to extend to dr. Clvdesdale last s
sion should he granted to him now, Last
session only three or tour die-havds opposri
the propesal. Now, however, n new areu.
ment has been advanced ns 1o what micht
happen at the end of this yvear. | agrec
that Mr, Clvdesdale shonld not he o merahs
of the Lottertes Commiss<ion it it conflicts
with his Parliamentary duty,  Thal, hew-
ever, j= not the point.  [Me was asked (o
accept the ollice hecause he
knowledge of the husiness. It was a eom-
pliment to him, because someone was re
quiredd wha would he able to make the o)
teries popular with the people.

Hon. A. Thoson: Alse becau-e the pen
ple would have eonlidence that under Mr
Clydesdale the loiteries wanldl he properls
conducted.

Hon. . B WILLTAMS: Yex. T 1lo nol
consider il fair to vefer to the lalosl appoini-
ments to the rommission. TE the Government
did wrong in not re-appointinge the orie'nul
members of the commission, why should
that affeet Mr. Clvdesdale’s position,  The
facts were aptly and concisely staded Ly My,
Baxter. The (iovernment of which he was o
member appointed My, (lvdesdale, and as-
snred him that in accepting appoinlment 1o
the Lolteries Cotnmission, e would he doine
na wrong,  When five or six of the nosl
eminent lawyers have advized in one way--
they are supposed to give advice honestly- -

Pozsesaed

and Mr. Haolmes advises in avolher way
whom shall we helieve. T have every
vespect for 3Mr. Holmes' ability, bni |
would have to take wmore nofico of a

man who had had legal training and was
supposed  to nnderstand the Caonstituiion
from its legal aspeets. T trust that justice
will he done te Mr. Clydesdale. The whole
thing emanated from the first Lotteries Bill
that was brought down. Twa negzpapers
were running a 3d.-in show, and the winner
took the Int, and Parliament saw fit to inter-
fere with them. 1 was nol oppased to that,
nor am T apposed to lhe Lotteriex Commis-
ston, but it was from those newspapers that
all the venom and personal spite  were
launched agzainst Mr. Clyde~dale,  That
centleman has received (he blamme for the
interference with the newspaper &pping
competitions.  This oppaesition ix eoming
from the “Suonday Times” and some other
entter snipe paper. [ appeal to members to
see that justice is done to Mr, (lvdesdale,
who iz now geiting the henefit of all the spite
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and venom of those two newspapers, when
actunlly, whatever hlame i attachable, is
attuchable to Parliament. I have nevey heen
afraid to voice myv view that the hon. mem-
ber's position in ihis House ~hould be vindi-
cafed.  On the lields people say, “One man,
one joh,” lmt T =ay it should be “One wan,
ane living wage.”  Mre. Chvdesdale would
have had no backbene if he had poeled out
of the position of ehairman of the Lotterie-
Comnizsion while all the argoment was on,
He ha~ bheld the joh at the wish of twa Gov-
crnments. 1 trust members will not allow
them=elves fo vote weainst the Bill at the be-
hest ol the hewspapers to whith 1 have re-
Ferred. They represent the rvpe of news-
paeper (g wonld always write down the man
to whont i s now desired 1o give a tair deal,
I support the secowd rending.

HON. E. H. ANGELO (North) {10237
I was a momber of another place when the
tirst Lotteries Bill eame down, 1t contained
i provision protecling menbers ol Parlia-
went whe wighl be appointed to the Commis-
sion.  We delinitely anderstond the renson
why that provision was inserted, namely o
cnable two gentlemen who had done o tre-
mendows amonnt ol work tor charity and oy
returned soldiers, and who thoronghly under-
stood the running of lotieries, to be ap-
painted to that Commission.  Unluriunately
another place was fold by (wo of ils mem-
hers, hoth leading lecal men, that swch o
provision was unnecessary as the appoin-
mensts wonld not he oflices of protit under the
Crown.  Anather place allowed itself to he
mizled hy (hat advice.  The appointment-
were duly mnde, Tt is only fair to members
of another place, who were apparently mis-
led hy the adviee miven to thewm. that they
should he in a position to pnt the matter
rizht on hehalf of al least one of the men
coneerned, who aceepted the othiee in good
faith. Tor that reason T shall support the
Rill.

HON. J. M. MACFARLANE (Metro-
politan-Seburbany 110257 T do not pro-
pose to disens: Mr. Clydesdale personally
in any wax. [ well remember the reason
wlhy the Lotterie~ Bill was brousht down
and approved of. The intention was to
orranise something that was in a eondition
of disorganization, and having a very detri-
mental effect upon the commmnity, T sup-
ported the measure for that rveason. The
main contention at the fime was that, as the
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funds of the Commission were drawn from
the public, and did not pass through the
hands of the Government, the positions con-
nected with the Commission could not be re-
garded as offices of profit under the Crown.
That view was supported by eminent King’s
Counsel, and we were assured thai that was
the position by the then Leader ol the House.
I supported the Bill, feeling sure that the
two gentlemen who had been chosen for the
first appointments would be appointed in due
comrse.  The appointments were mule and
trouble (hen arese. Az a Parliament we
wore asked to correet a mistake that had been
mide by monbers of both Houses. | there-
fure rave my support to the second measure,
which was Lo act retrospectively in order to
corvect the error in the first one. T have
heen exercising my mind a good desl over
the present Bill, hecause it deals with a re-
appointment, and the extension of the
appointment for a further term.

The Chiet Secretary: Not at all.

Hon, J. M. MACFARLANE: Daes it not
extend the appointment to the end of 10347

TTon. T. Moorve: It is the same Bill as the
last one.

The Chief Secretary: It is rectifying whai
shonld have been rectified in the other Bill.

Tlan. J. M. MACFARLANE: Correcting
the position up to the end of 1933.

Fron. H. Seddon: No, to the end of 19:34.

Hon. J. M, MACFARLANE: That elari-
fies the position.

Hon. J. .J. Holmes: It makes it clear that
we passed something we did not nander-
stand.

Hon. T. M. MACFARLANE: Why iy it
necessary to donblebank the work that has
already been done?

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Because the Giovern-
ment re-appointed one member of the Com-
mission who was also a member of Parlia-
ment.

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE : Seeing that
the case is still hefore the courts, I should
prefer that it were not dealt with until the
courts had finished with if.

The Chief Secretarv: The Bill does not
interfere with the conrts. ’

Hon. J. M. MACFARLANE: Tt does nat
seem nice fo discuss the matter whilst a re-
served decision is pending.

The Chief Seeretary: The Bill does nof
affeet that sifuation.

Hon, J. M. MACFARLANE: A gond
turn woulid have been done for Parliament

[COUNCIL.]

if Mr. Clydesdale had dropped out of omne
position or the other. T am impressed by
the fact that Parliament is obliged to do a
fair thing for itself, without consideration
for the individual. If T had the slightest
idex that next session a Bill would be
hronght down to extend the Lotteries Act
and that we should then be asked to pro-
teet a member of Parliament for a further
period——

The Chiel Secretary: That would meun
another wmendment of the Constibution,

Hon. J. M. MACPARLANE: In wy opin-
ion it would he quite wrong, and [ could
not support sneh a proposal.  In voting for
the present Bill 1 an helping to preserve
the good name of Crovermment and Parlia-
ment and to elarify the pesition, bul [ recog-
nise the inadvisableness ol interfering with
the Constilution in any way. T fecl a deli-
caey in voting for the Bill, because my action
may be miseonstrned. However, [ support
the measure.

HON. W. J. MANN (South-West)
[10.91]: I intend to support the Bill, hnt |
wish to say a few words in explanation. |
support the measure purely from the aspeet
that this Chamber has on two oceasions en-
deavoured to make clear the position which
the present Bill also endeavours to clarify.
The fault i1s not that of the hon. member con-
coerned. The fault is thal of Parliament, il
therelare we shonld use every endeavour to
amend the protecting legislation, which has
heen found fanlty. For that reason alone [
support the Bill, Further, I wish it cleariy
te he understood that I disapprove of the
ulea of members of Parliament accepting
positions either under the Crown or under
anvthing akin to the Crown, or where
there may be even a breath of suspicion. In
this regard 1 am not blaming Mr. Clydes-
dale. I agree with other members that
when Mr. Clydesdale aceepted the position
he telt himself to be in the right. This Bill,
if enaeted, will expire at the end of the vear,
1t will he necessary for the Government to
hring down another Bill if lotterics are to he
continued. Should any sueh fufnre Bill con-
Lain anything to perpetnate the present posi-
tion, then, much as I believe in State lot-
teries, T should strongly oppose it.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Tt
has already been ruled from the Chair that
the position which this Bill seeks to rafify
cannot he continued under n Bill for the
vontinuance ol lotteries,
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Hon. W. J. MANX : T agree with many of
the remaiks made by Mr. Holmes. [ greatly
regret that the Government saw fit to jettison
the old Lotteries Commission, at all events
te the nxtent of three-fourths of its person-
nel. I go further and say that if this House
had had any idea that snch was to take place,

lhe Bill of last session would have @ot o
diiferent veception.
HON. ¢. W. MILES (North) [10.34]:

1 appose the second reading of the Bill. as
[ opposed Inst vear's weasnre.  In omy
opinton it is wrong to ameml! the Constitn-
lton in the manner praposed. The Constilu-
tion is there, and it distinelly states that no
member of Poavhament shall aeeept an otfiee
ol profit under the Crown,  There wax
another way ont: the Government enuld have
compens=iied Mr. Clvdesdale, and that gentle-
man ¢ould have vesigned his seat. 1 Leel that
it Mr. Clydesdale had adopted this eourse,
he wonld have been re-elecled wnopposed. It
ix nu nse flogging the question. | expressed
my views on Lhe previous Bill. In my
opinion it is wrong to amend the Constitu-
tion in this way. Further, it 35 regrettable
that the Government have thoonghi fit to
bring down the present Bill, the introdaction
ol which vould have heen avoided. T oppose
the sceond reading.

HON, R. G. MOORE (Norih-Fast)
[10R35] 2 1 find myseilf in an awkward posi-
Hon as to this Bill. T wanl the Chiel See-
vetary to eonfirm or covreel my view that the
present measnre is designed merely to do
something which the previouslyv-enacted Bill
failed 1 do.

The Chiel Secretary: T tries merely fo
do half as much. It tries to preserve Mr.
Clvdesdale’s seat in Parlinment, Tt protects
him, not in econneetion with the pending
action buf only o the end of the year in that

respect,

MHon. .I. J. Holmes: It protecis the ve-
appaintment.

Fon, R. G. MOORE: My view is that

whether the Tion, member wag ye-appointed
or not, unless there was an Ael to proteet
him he eonlil st he sued amd lose his <ent
in Parliament.
Membiers:  Thai
ITon, R. GO MOORE:  [f the ahjoeet ot the
measnre was merely to profect M. Clydes-
dale in respeet of re-appoinimeni, T would
ceriainly oppose the Bill, When the previous

is =0,
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measure was before the Chamber I zaid that
[ totally disapproved of members of Parlia-
ment being appointed to seats on the Tot-
feries Connnission. T realize, hnwever, that
when Mr. Clydesdale acrepied the position
he had been assured that his doing so did not
in any way jeopardise his seat in Parlia-
ment. For that reazon [ supported the pre-
vieus measure. At the sane time, T noved
an amendment under which the elause amend-
ine the Constittion would have expired af
the endd of 1933, aud | ik iy utmost to in-
duce the Chamber to carry the amendinent.
T pointed out that Parlinment and the Goc-
srinment had ol themselves into enough dis-
repute already, i that the =ouner thex sot
cut of that dizrepute the better, 1 sugeested
that it wonld be well to make the proteciive
clause terminate in 1933, and then fo ap-
point a1 Lotleries Commission from men who
were nof fmewhers of Parliament. T still
think that the Government would have heen
well advised to aceept my amendlinent.  Cer-
tainly | would vote for the present Bill with
a grent deal morve heart if the hon. member
concerned had not heen re-nppointed o the
position over which all the {rouble has
arisen.  However, seeing that the Bill is
simply a measure to do what Lhe previous
measure failed to do, T do not see how I
ean depart from my previous attitnde. Let
me say that in my opinion happenings of
this deseription do neither the Government
nor Parliament any good in the eyes of the
people,  Sueli actions are liable to he mis-
construed. People like to make a monthful
of anvthing they ean get hold of, for the
purpose of hringing persons or things inte
disrepute. To some people it seems to he o
joyv to fasten somefhing on a person for the
purpose of doing him an injary,

Hon. (i, Frazer: It iz a habit wilh
people,

Hon. . (i, MOORE: Tt seems to he a
joy to some. Personally, T like to look for
the wood in others, and to gloss over {heir
fawli= as far as pessible. T repeat that T
liave not much heart in supporting the Rill,
eeanse [ regret thal a member of Parlia-
ment has been re-appointed to the Totteries
Commission alter the diflienlty that avose
last year. Still, as the Rill is simply de-
signed to da what a previons measure failed
to do. T shall support it, T am very mueh
coneerned, as Mr. Holnes indieated, whether
the Bill will he any more satislactorv than
the previous onc. However, we cannot help

s0Ine
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that, and so T intend to support the second
reading of the Bill, for the reasons T indi-
cated on the previous occasion. T emphatic-
ally protest against members of Parliament
heing appointed to the Taotieries Commis-
sion,

HON. H. V. PIESSE {Sonth-Tiast)
[10.41]: T suppart the second reading of
the Bill.  Mr. Clvdesdale was appointed io
his position hy the Mitchell Government, and
lie accepted it in all gond faith. [ agres
with a gond denl of what Mr. TTolmes said
this evening, and T agree with his contention
tiat members of the Laoliories Comnmission,
wha have done sueh execellent waork, slionld
have heen ve-appointed to their positions.
There ean he no arenment abouf it: if M,
Clvdesdale could he ve-appointed, Mr. TEarry
Mann should have beew ve-appninted as well,
Two wrongs o not make n right, and this
eveping, as My, Craiz so ably pal it, we
mus( deeide whether we shall alter the Con-
stitution Aets to profeet » man wha was ap-
pointed originally by tho Mitehell Govern-
ment and re-appointed hy fhe Tabowr Gov-
ernment. both heing under the impves-
sion that he could safely hnld the position.
Mr. Clvdesdale is tn e commended for tho
splendid manner in which the ennsultations
have bern condueted, Tt has estahlished con-
fidenee in them, and Mr. Clydesdale has
helped to make the consnltations a areat sne-
ress.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East)
[10.437: T feel T must take the same stand
nas T adopted when the previous Bill in
achicve the same ohjeet was hefore the
House. There hag heen n great deal of con-
fusion of thonght indieated in the discus
sion heeause of memhers’ personnl feelings
regarding Mr. Clvdesdale, and the unfortn-
nate position he has been placed in. through
the advice he received and throueh the action
of Governments. Tf we deal with the matter
first from the standpoint of Mr. Clvdes.
dnle’s position, and seeondlv veeavding the
Constitutional amendment, we should seenre
eleaver thonaht with reference to fhe Bill
than has heen exhihited by some memhers. As
reenpds Mr, Chedesdale pevsonally, T agree
with the suggestion made hy AMr. Haolmes.
Having placed A, Clvdesdale in a cor-
tain position, it was the dnty of the Gov-
ernment to eompensate him on aecount of
any injury he had snstained throneh his oe-

[COUNCIL.]

cupancy of a seat on the lotteries Conunis-
sion. The Government should have adopted
that course instead of sidetencking their duty
and foisting it on to Parliament. To amend
the Constitution was to approach the matter
along entively wrong lines. Since the pre-
vions Bill was inirodueed to amend the Con-
stitution Acts to deal with this matter, the
Supreme Court has arrived at a deeision,
and to date the decision is that My, Clydes-
dale has been occupying an office of profit
under the Crown. This Chamber should be
partienlarty caveful as to its attitnde ve-
garding the amendment of the Constitution
Acls. Those seetions of the Constitution
that deal with appointmenis nnder the
Crown have heen included in the Britigh
Constitution For many vears for very solid
reagons hased on hifter cxperience of the
past. Tt would he nnwise for ns to take any
stepg thot would tend to lower the standard
maintained hy the Constitntion so that Par-
bliament, as far as possible, shall be free
from any snspicion of undue interference
with members, owing to the faet that they
may oceapy positions that ave at the dis-
posal of the Crown,

Hon, W. T, Mann: There is no perpetunity
abount this position,

Flon. . SEDDON: Ne, but the Bill has
heen eanstined weongly,

Flon. T. ¥Moore: The position has seven
months ta run,

Ton. H. SEDNDON: T my opinion the
tovernment should veeompense Mr. Clydes-
dale for any disability he has suffered,
hnt T sonsider the proposed amendment of
the Constitutien Aets mnst he considered
ns entirely sepavate and apart from that
consideration, and should be so regarded
That is why T adopted the attitnde T did
when the previons Bill was under discus-
sion, and I supported Mr. R. G. Moore’s
amendment ta limif its operations to the
st December, 1933. My objeet was to
give Mr, Clydesdale an opportunity to eon-
stder his position hefore the end of the
vear, and to decide what ecourse he would
pursue. It is a false positien for any
member of Parliument to find himself in,
particularly having vegard te the faet that
the Lotteries Commission is entrusted with
the responsibility of disbursing moneys
raised as a result of consultations. It is
a Talse position for a member of Parlia-
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went, Lecuuae, however fairly the members
vt the Comnlssion du their work, they can-
nul escape Lrom the eriticism thal lue re-
sult ul their work Lavours oue scelon al
the ¢sprense ob another, Thal 15 unol a
pusition in which any member ol Parlia-
ment should be placed. 1 huve absolutely
no Lauit to lind with the work ol the Lot-
teries Comtnission.  Mr. Clydesdale and
bis tellow conmissioners bave shown their
capacily in the manner in which they have
conducted  the consulalions, buog M.
Clydesdale, as a member vl Parliameni, is
in a lalse pusition when he is galled upon
to distribute (unds, and thereby Lbrow
himselt upen to eriticism, Lo which auy per-
son oveapying i pusition in the Legislature
should not be diable. 1 reiternte that
we should be partieulurly careful about
interfering with the provisions ol the Con-
stitution, lecause they were embodied ig
that et as a result ob biller exverlence i
Lhe pasi, when members slrove to place Lhe
British Constilutien vn o pedestal thut
would Tre recognised, and weuld demand
the respect of Lhe guneral public because
of its integrity. Unee we lower (hul
stundaxd and open the door Lo the possibil-
ity ol abuse, we do not koow how far it
will lead us in the future. FFor that reason,
1 intend to vppuse the secoud reading of
the Bill.

TIIE CHIEF SECRETARY (liun. J. M.
Drew-—Central —in veply) [1048]: 10 has
been said ullen that the lawyer who has
1 bad ease, sets out tu abuse the olther side.
1 have had a good deal of professiunal
experience in luw courts, hut that has ned
been my impression.  Rather has it been
the oeceasion [or the exhibition of plausi-
bility. Mr. Holmes, instead of cmploying
abuse in the ecourse of his spreech on the
Bill, wmade a deliberate attempt to stiv up
pulitical prejudices,

Hon. 1. J. Holmes: lightly so, tee.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: He deliber-
ately attempied fo stir up not only psliti-
eal prejudice but bias as well. in order to
achieve his ohjective. How would T stand
in this Chamber, it that attempt suve-
ceeded?  Here, where T bave a small minor-
ity, he raises the Nag of Nationalist against
Labourite.

Hon. (i, Fraser:
party House.

And This 1s a non-
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The CLIEY SECRETARY: Mr. Holmes
referred to appuintments Lo the Lotferies
Commission, and to Mr. Angwin's appoeint-
went on the Fremantle Larbour Trust.,
They bave noiling whatever to do with the
Bill.  llis remarks represented the red-
berring drawn across the trail to lead mem-
bers astray. llowever, I am very pleased
urdeed that those who have expressed thewr
opinions regardivg the Bill, showed that
Mr. lolmes' remarks had bad no cffect.
Uur duly is within very narrow confines; we
are here tu rectify an error made last De-
ceimber in the amending of the Constitution
Act, Saud by whowm was that amendment
made? By a wember of this House, in all
good faith. Several members came to the
vonclusion that Clause 2 wus wol very elear
ind should be rendered explicit. That clause,
if it had heen allowed to stand, would
have  slayed  proecedings.  The Parlia-
mentary Draltsman was called in and be
dralled the amendment, whieh was moved
by a private member of the House. The
Iouse passed the Bill, 20 members voling
fur the second reading and 18 for the third.
The Council cunnet well go back on what
it did last December. \We hear talk of re-
pudiation.  There is repudiation or non-re-
pudiation here, The Government had nothing
to du with the appointinent of Mr, Clydes-
dale in the first instance. He wus given a
delinile assurinee by the Minister of the day,
andd also by other members of the late CGlov-
ernment, thal bhe was not liable tu disquali-
fication. The Bill before us does not attemph
to interlere in any wuay with the proceed-
ings now in lbe law courls, but seeks stmpiy
to preserve Mr, Clydesdale's seat i this
House.  The previous Bill weni 2 long way
farther fur it weant, vr was thought tu mean,
that & penalty could not be imposed or dis-
qualification  incurred. This House was
yuite willing that an amendment should bhe
lramed in that divection. But the amend-
ment did not achieve its object, and appar-
ently did not have a retrospective effect,
aithough there verurred in 1he amembnent the
phrase “Before or atter the passing of Lhis
Act.” However, thui has been decided, and
aithough eventually My, Clyvidesdule may
come out all right-——the Iaw is very peculiar

-vet he may not, and the Government, in
order to do whal the previous fiovernment
would do i still in power, wish to preserve
Mr. Clvdesdale™s seat in Parliament. | owas
pleased with the remarks of Mr, Uraig, who
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spoke to the point and with some foree. He
is un (he right track, but Mr. Holmes Las no
vise ab all.  He referred to other matlers
which 1 feel sure will not appeal to mem-
bers,

flon. J. J. Holues: Tell us wiy you re-
appointed vie wan while the case was pend-
ing.

The CHIER SIBCRETARY : That has no-
thing to do with the matber. Whether the
Government appointed a Labour man or a
returned soldier to the Commission, whether
they did right or did wrong, has nothing to
do with the case and should not be allowed
lo prejudice Mr, Ulydesdale. It matlers not
what the relative position, or the pylitical
opinions of a prisoner may be, the jury give
un honest verdict; politics are never allowed
lo intrude.  And when a question of moment
such as this hefore the House is involved,
members of Parliunent also cast aside all
party prejudice. No matter whether they
are Labour, Nationalist or Country Party
mebers, they cast aside all prejudice and
do justice to the subject of debate. Con-
sider the work Mr. Clydesdale has done in
the cause of charity for the pasi 16 years.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: And what about Mr,
Mann?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Mr. Clydes-
dale is unpopular. Why? Because the art
unions  were suppressed when le  was
appointed. .\ scandalous position obtained,
but Mr. Clydesdale and his fellow Commis-
sloners suppressed that.  Subsequently, after
the Lotteries Control Act was passed, things
Lecume worse than ever and even black fel-
lows were selling lottery tickets. However,
Mr. Clydesdale, with the authority of the
Act, stepped in and suppressed it and so
magle himself nypopular with the people who
had heen huying those tickets, and also with
the promoiers of the art unions. There is
lexss gambling in Western Australia to-day
than there was before the Lotteries Control
Aet was passed,  That is undeniable. There
is now only one vhannel for speculation and
all {hese disgracetul seandals which we ex-
pevienced For vears have disappoared. M
Clydesdale has incurred considerable odimm
For doimg his duty. iz remuneration i that
pust is £5 per week and he is in his oflice
practically from daxlight to dark. How-
ever that has nothing o do with the easp,
hut 1 want the Conncil fo preserve its integ-
rity and fulfil its obligation to make right
what it atfempted to make right last session.

[COUNCIL.]

Personul Erplangtion.

Hon, H. BEDDON: | wish to make u
personal explanativn.  Lust week 1 agreed
with the Chiel Sverelary thal, in the event
ol a division heing taken en either of the
two Bills, 1 would pair with the Henoraey
Minister. L must honour (hat obligation.

- Question pat and, wider Standing Qrder
243, a division taken wilh the Following re-
sult :—

Aves .. - . oo 1Y
Noes . e . .. 2

Majority for . oo 14

AYES,
Hgn. J. Nicholson
Han, H, 8 W, Parker
Hon. H, V, Piesse
Lfon. A. ''homszcn
Hon, H, Tuckey
Hon. C. B, Williams
Hon. 0. H. Wittenoom
Houn, H. J. Yellond

Hon. C. I, Baxter
lton, 1. Craig

Hone 3. M. Drew
Hon. . G, EBlliots
Hon. 4. IFeaser
Hon. E. H, Gray

Hon. ). M. Macfarlane
Hon. W. J. Manp

iTon, . G. Moore Hon, 1. 1. Angelo

Hou. 'I', Moore {Tetier.)
Nozs,

Hon. E. I[. H, ITall llon. V. Hamersley

Hon, J. J. Hoimes Hlow. J. Geurge

Hou. G, W, Miles {Peller.)
Palg.

AvE. No.
Hon, W. . Kitson [ Hoen. H. Scddon

The DEPUTY PRESIDEXT: 1 deslut
the second rending pussed by the necessary
cunstitutional wajority.

fa Comnittee.

Llon. 1. Cornell in the Chair;
Seeretary in charge of the 13ill,

the Chief

Clauge T—agreed to.

Clause 2—No disqualifisation ineurred hy
aceeptance of the oflice of a member ol the
Lotteries Commission :

Hon. J. SLCITOLSON: | move an amendl-
ment—

Thut in Subclanse 2 the words “during its
continuanee " he sfrurk out.

If those words ave not exvised, iheir use
night he deemed to extend the provisions
of the subclanse.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: T consider
it unwise to interfere with (he dealring of
the Bill. The subelause appears to he cor-
rectly worded.

Amendment pul and negatived.
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Clanse put and passed.
Clauses 3, 4, Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Third Reading.
The CHIEF SECRETARY:
That the Bill be now read a third time.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Standing
Order 243 applies again, and a divisien
must he taken.
The division resulted as follows:—

Aves . . .. Lo 19,
Noes .. .. .. .. &

I move—

Majority for .. .. 14

AYES,
Hon, E. H. Angsle Hon. T. Moore
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, H. §. W. Parker
Hon. L. Craig Hon. H. V. Piesse
Hon, J. M. Drew Hoo. A. Thomson
Hon. C. G. Elliott Hon. H. Tuckey
Hon. G, Fraser Hoa. C. B. Williams
Han. E. H. Gray Hon. C. H. Wittenoam
Hon. J. M. Macrarlane Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. W. J. Mann Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. R. G. Moore {Teiler.)
Nozs,
Hon. J. George Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon. E. H. H. Hall Hon. V. Hamersley
Hen. J. J. Holmes {Teller.)
Paim.

| No.
Houo. H. Seddon

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I declare
the question carried in the affirmative by
more than the wnecessary constitutional
majority.

AYE.
Hon. W, H. Kitson

Bill read a third time. and passed.

ADJOURNMENT—STATE OF
BUSINESS,

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [11.13]: Before the House
adjourns, I should like to state for the in-
formation of country members that there
will be only a very brief sitting of this
House to-morrow. T hope there will be a
quorum present, but we shall meet solely for
the purpose of sending anrd receiving mes-
sages, and nothing more. There will be no
legislation to consider, and only an ordinary
majority will be required. So far as I ean
see, there will be no business to do except
the formal business to which T have re-
ferred.

[21]

41]

Hon. J. J. Holmes: 1 take it the “noes”
will be exempt from attendance to-morrow.
You have a big enough majority without us.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We shall
sive them a holiday to enable them to recover
from the effects of this sitting.

House udjourned at 11,15 p.m.

Negislative Fssembly,
Wednesday, 30th May, 19534,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—EDUCATION,
INSPECTION.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Health: 1, What schools in the North-West
were inspected by Dr. Wood in 19329 2,
What schools in the North-West were in-
spected by Dr. Stang in 1932-337 3, Did Dr.
Stang inspect school ehildren away from
sehools during her inspection tour in
1932.332 4, If so, what was the number of
children examined?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (for the
Minister for Health) replied: 1, Broome,
Derby and Port Hedland. 2, None. 3, No.
4, Answered by 3.

MEDICAL

House adjourned at 4.33 p.m.




