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buildings on the land. He moved an
amendment-

That Subdlause (3) be struck out.
Amendment passed; the clause as

amended agreed to.
Clauses 6 to 10-agreed to.
First schedule--agreed to.
Second schedule:
Ron. D. G. GAWLER: There would be

certain consequential amendments in this
schledule, viz., tbe striking out of 'oeeu-
pier" in several places.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: As the
Committee had already decided that the
poii should be taken under the Munici-
palities Act, the schedule could be struck
out altogether. He moved an amend-
ment-

That the Second Schedule be struck
out.
Amendment passed.
Third Schedule (consequential) nega-

tived.
Bill reported with amendments and re-

turned to the Legislati ive Assembly with a
request that the amendments suggested by
the Committee be made; leave being given
to sit again on receipt of a Mesage in
reply from the Assembly.

House adjourned at 9.22 p.m.

lcoistativc Bsenblv,
Tuesday, 4th Novemaber, 1913.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By Ron. W. C. Angwin (Honorary
Minister) : Return of prosecutions in the
metropolitan area-(a) for the sale of
light-weight bread, (b) for the sale of
impure and adulterated milk, (c) for the
sale of impure and adulterated liquors
(ordered on motion by Mr. Lander).

By the Minister for Lands: File deal-
ing with the registration of transfers of
conditional purchase lands (ordered on
motion by Hon. 3. M-itchell).

PAPERS-THOMSON'S DAIRY.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
to present the reports of Government
officers on Thomson's dairy (ordered on
motion by Mr. Lander). The report men-
tioned in the latter part of the motion,
that by Messrs. Lovekin, Battye, and
Lander, was not a report to the Govern-
ment or any State department, but to
the hoard of the Children's Hospital, and
one of those gentlemen, when approaed
for the report, and acting in behalf of
one of the other signatories, stated that
before he could make it available he would
require an indemnity from the Govern-
ment, which at the time I was not pre
pared to give; hence these papers do not
comply with the latter part of the motion.

QUESTION-GO VERNMENT TRAM-
WAYS, SALE OF TICKETS.

Mr. B, J, STUBBS asked the Minister
for Railways: 1L, The total value of the
2s. 6d. per dozen tickets taken on the
trains during the week prior to the altera-
Hion in the system of selling the tickets?
2, The total value of the same tickets
taken during last week? 3, Is he aware
that conductors are often short of work-
men's tickets thereby depriving many
workmen of their return concession!

The MNINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, £548 9s. 7d. 2, £368 16s. 4d.
3, There may have been one or two iso-
lated cases of conductors. being short of
workmen's tickets. in such cases, how-
ever, the conductors buy from other con-
ductors, and so no workmen have been
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deprived of the concession. Steps have
been taken to guard against short sup-
plies of such tickets to conductors.

QUESTION-NORTH-WEST M1AIL.

Air. MALE asked the Premier: 1, Will
he ascertain if it is a fact that the "West-
ern Australia" arrived in Roebuck Bay
from Port Hedland on Wednesday morn-
ing, October 15, but did not land her
mails till nearly midnight, 'with the eon-
seqnence that the public did not get their
letters 'until 1-0.30 the following day? 2,
Will he ascertain why the mails were not
landed by the ship's crew on the day of
her arrival at Broome, so that the public
might have received their letters the same
day?7

The PREMIER replied: I. and 2,
Owing to unavoidable circumstances, the
vessel missed the tide at Broome, and for
some hours the -wind and tide were too
Strong to permit of the mails being landed
by boat.

QUESTION-EMPLOYMENT
BROKERS, INSPECTIONS.

Mr, GREEN asked the Honorary Min-
ister: 1, How maily inspections have
been made during the current year of the
hooks required to be kept under the Acts
at the several employment brokers' places
of business by the Inspector of Factories,
or by any other person autborised to in-
spect same nnder Section 22 of the prin-
cipal Act and Section 8 of the amending
Act, and the results of such inspections
or inspection?. 2, On what dates were the
inspections made? 3, If the inspections
disclosed what fees have been paid by the
employees, also what fees have been dis-
closed as having been paid by the em-
ployers? 4, I 'f the inspections disclosed
whether Section 15 of the principal Act
amended by Section 6 of the amending
Act, relating to posting of scale, have
been complied with? 5, If no inspections
have been made, why not?

Ron. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary
Minister) replied: 1, Forty-nine inspec-
tions were made by inspectors of fee-

tories. No breaches of the Act warrant-
ing. further action were disclosed by the
inspections. 2, Inspections were made on
the following dates :-March 20th and
27th; April 29th and 30th; May 20th
and 21st; July 14th, 15th, 21st and 28th;
August 23rd and 30th; September 29th;
October 15th, 23rd, and 24th. 3, Inspec-
tions disclosed fces paid by employees.
No fees paid by the employers. 4, Yes.
5, Answered by No. 1

ELECTORAL-CIJE SEAT.
Mr. SPEAKER: I have received the

resignation of Mr. Heitmann as member
for Cue.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan)
moved-

That the seat be declared vacant.
Question passed.

BILTr'J-NTERPRETATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Received froma the Legislative Council
and read a first time.

BILL-DECLARATIONS ANT)
ATTESTATIONS.

Returned from the Legislative Council
'without amendment.

BILL--LAND VALUATION.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

ANNT-UAL ESTIMATETS, 1913-14.

Future procedure.

Order of the Day for the resumption
of the discussion in Committee of Supply
read.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker) : Prior to going into Com-
mittee, I think wse ought to come to some
definite understanding as to the proce-
dine in future when debate takes place
on departmental Estimates. The other
night a ruling was made, or at all events
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the impression was left, that whenever
the Estimates are being debated in Com-
mittee of the whole House, whatever the
question stated from the Chair, every
hon, member is privileged to speak as
often as he may choose. The Standing
Order was cited in support of that. I
want it to be clearly understood that
there is a distinction between a general
discussion relating to the whole of the
E~stimates and a discussion of the parti-
enlor items that comprise the whole of
the Estimates of a department. In dis-
cussing the Estimates it is true that we
should never reach finality until every
item has been threshed out and the whole
Committee is in possession of every one
of the facts. For that purpose there may
he the privilege and the right of speaking
more than once, but the object of the
general discussion is an innovation on the
provisions made by the Standing Orders
for the discussion of the Estimates in
detail. That innovation is a modern cus-
tom, I believe, the one that is adopted-
I may say I know of no instance to the
contrary-in every British Parliament. A
discussion where the Minister in charge
of the department or, in the first instance,
the Treasurer, who speaks for all the
departments, may rover everything con-
nected even remotely with the subject of
the finances, and in that discussion every
analogy exists between that and the dis-
cussion on the second reading of a Bill.
or the discussion on a motion. The mover
has full latitude to cover all the ground
and each member of the House has the
right to criticise in debate the points sub-
mitted, and when the first speaker rises
to reply it is understood that that closes
the discussion, which is really a sort of
preparation for the discussion in Com-
mittee of the whole House, and in the
case of the finances a discussion by the
Committee of the whole House on the
Estimates, in detail. I think the ruling
given the other night, and the ruling from
the Chair a few nights previously, was
confined too closely to the Standing
(h-der view of the question. Tt ignored
altogether the custom that has grown lip
And has become pow part of the law of
the Parliament. the discussion on the pre-
liminary introdiuctory debate. That de-

bate is not at all touched by our Standing
Order, and I -want to have the matter
thoroughly debated. Without argument
at any great length I desire, Mr. Speaker,
with your permission and the permission
of thle Rlouse to move--

With reference to the ruling of the
Chairman of Committees and of Mr.
Speaker as to the rights of members in
speaking in Committee of the Whole
House on the general debate introduc-
ing the Estimates or Departmental Es-
timates, as this ruling concerns the
privileges Of Members, that the rulings
in question be referred to the Standing
Orders Committee for consideration,
recommendation, and report.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) :In seconding the motion
I may state that when Chairman of Com-
mittees in 1904 1 gave a good deal of
attention to this among other matters,
and I found so far as our own Standing
Orders are concerned that they are abso-
lutely silent, both as to the general dis-
cussion on the Budget and also as to any
general discussion on the individual de-
partments, and of course failing specific
reference an the part of our own Stand-
ing Orders, other than the particular
Stan ding Order which refers to the
practice and procedure of the Imperial
House of Commons, we have to refeor to
that practice and the authenticated re-
cords of their procedure. Under the House
of Commons procedure, if it were followed,
it means that all the procedure which
takes place in this House in Committee
is entirely out of order because the gen-
eral discussion is not on the first i tem,
"His Excellency the Governor," as we
have it in the Budget discussion, but is
on the motion "That the Speaker do now
leave the Chair for the purpose of going9
into Committee," and that general dis-
cussion, too, can only take place when
first going- into Committee on the Esti-
mates, the general Estimates for the year,
and no such general discussion as we have
on the Budget is permitted in the -case
of the supplementary Estimates, and
after that general discussion is completed
the only discussion that can take place
is on the items, if we were to adopt that
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procedure, and that is really the legal pro-
cedure we ought to adopt if we adh'rc
specifically to our Standing Orders. This
means that discussion would be consider-
ably' curtailed, and in this House a cus-
torn has grown up, both to have the gen-
eral discussion on the first item, "His
Excellency the Governor," and also to
have a general discussion on each of the
department's estimates, and that seems to
mue to be a fairly reasonable way out of
the difficulty, so long as it is acquiesced
in. It would I think be acquiesced in in so
far as reasonable rules are provided for
discussion, that is, that members should
speak once and after the Minister re-
plies that closes the discussion and the
debate should proceed on the item. Al-
ternatively to that we have only to refer
to the rules and practice of the House of
Commons, which would materially res-
trict debate on the Estimates in this
House. In the circumstances I think it
is preferable for us to continue as wve have
done in the past with a reasonable un-
derstanding on both sides of the House
that the general discussion should take
place as if it were the second reading de-
bate on a Bill, and the title that a mem-
ber can speak more than once in Com-
mittee should apply only to the discus-
sion of the particuilar items.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex) : I
do not know what the object of the
motion is, whether it is that the Attor-
ney General wishes a direction to the
Standing Orders Committee or an inti-
mation that that committee should draft
some rule for this House which would
close the debate upon the Treasurer reply-
ing in connection with the introduction
of the Estimates. Is that the idea?

The Attorney General: Yes, or make
such other recomm endations as the comn-
mittee see fit.

Hon.. -FRANK WILSON: A motion
of this sort ought not to be discussed
without due notice being given. Some
hon. members are absent and perhaps do
not know we are discussing this motion
this afternoon.

The Premier: It will not prevent dis-
cussion on the point when recommendit-

tions come forward from the Standing
Ordens Committee.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That is true,
but there might be objection even to
submitting the point to the Standing
Orders Committee. Hon. members might
say they are perfectly satisfied at pre-
sent.

The Attorney General; May I be per-
mitted to explain my reasons9

Hom. FRANK WILSON: Certainly.
The Attorney General: The object was,

of course. in view of the fact that on
the very last discussion of the Estimates
Mr. Speaker's ruling was given to the
Rouse. It is only fair to Mr. Speaker
that we should at the first opportunity,
not exactly challenge his rutling, but refer
it. as he particularly expressed a wish
for directions in the course of giving his
decision on that matter, as speedily as
possible for the consideration of the
Standing Orders Committee that they
may make such recommendation or re-
port as they may deem test after having
given the matter consideration and after
reference to precedents, etcetera.

Hon]. FRANK WILSON: I agree with
the Attorney General. Personally I am
in favour of having somnething definite
placed on our Standing Orders, but I
say at once that hon. members ought to
know that a motion of this sort is being
tabled so that if they desire to voice their
opinions they may be here. To spring a
motion upon the House without notice
is always objectionable. I am with the
Attorney General to some extent, but I
want other members to have an oppor-
tunity to express their views if they de-
sire to do so. As I said the other even-
ing the general debate on the Estimates
whetn the Treasurer introduces them to
this Chamber has as a matter of custom
been restricted to one speech from each
individual member who wishes to speak,
and the debate has always teen closed
by the Colonial Treasurer replying. That
is a custom which has grown up for many
years. and I think it ought to be adhered
to. Coming to the introduction of the
different departments, so far as I am
concerned, I would much prefer to have
the general debate cover the whole lot,
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and think we ought to follow the British
House of Commons.

The Minister for Lands: That is the
Commonwealth practice, too.

The Premier: I do not see how you
could do that and then deal with each
item.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We could
discuss each item and if necessary move
to reduce each item in every department.
But I think the general discussion should
take place after the Treasurer submits
his Estimates and any hon. member who
has special knowledge of a particular
department may fix his attention and his
remarks on that department. I think
manyv valuable hours of this House in the
past have been wasted by reiterating dis-
cussions on each department which cer-
tainly ought to have been closed with
the general discussion.

The Premier: We allow a general dis-
cussion on each suh-departrnent as well.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, I think
it is objectionable. If the present Gov-
ernment had not a reasonable Opposi-
tion in the House they would know what
a difficulty it was. I remember on many
occasions sitting through the weary hours
of the night listening to a general dis-
cussbon on departments and sub-depart-
ments from the beginning of the Esti-
mates to the end, and general discussions
as often on different items. While I do
not desire at all personally to restrict
debate in this Chamber, and will never
be a party to that, T think we ought to
keep our debates within reasonable
bounds, and, at present occupying a posi-
tion on the Opposition benches, Perhaps
T ought to demand the utmost freedom
and openness to repeat my arguments on
every department and every item if neces-
sary; buLt I realise that it will be only
a few short months before I am on the
Treasury benches once more, and then
would wish to be treated reasonably.

The Premier: Do unto others as you
would have them do unto you

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Exactly.
The hon. member forgets, he wants to do
unto others not as he would have done
unto himself but what be wishes at the
moment to do. But I think the Standing
Order ought to he amended. If we adhere

to the Standing Order the Treasurer
could not introduce his Budget in Corn-
niittee. There could he no discussion on
the item of His Excellency the Governor.
There would be no power to cover the
whole of the Estimates aud review tbts
position of the State as has been cus9-
tomary to do. Whilst I say that we ought
to have a motion of that sort on the
Notice Paper, so as to allow hon. mem-
bers, if they desire to be present, to come
and discuss it, still I raise no objection
because I am iii accord with the motion
and I hope the Standing Orders Commit-
tee wvill draft some rules for our guid-
ance in the future, so that we shall not
have this repetition.

Ron. J. M\ITCHELL (Noithan) : The
confusion arose the other night because
the Premier said there was no one in
charge of the Estimate, Joint Houses of
Parliament. Of course he 'was wrong.
The Premier brought the Estimates down
and hoe was in charge. If the Attorney
General's motion is carried, and I hope
it wilt be, still it will be of no avail in
regard to these Estimates; would it not
he well for members to he content to speak
once on each department. Members can
agree to do that amongst themselves, not
to speak more than once on each depart-
mneat, and in the meantime the Standing
Orders Conimittec can make the Stand-
ing Orders clear on the point. It would
he ridiculous to have the dis;cussion as
members, desired in connection with each
department. 'We can allow the Stand-
ing Orders Committee to do their work
in the meantime and proceed with the
Estimates, without availing ourselves of
the privilege, which we have under the
Standing Orders, of a discussion in Com-
mittee on each department. I think mem-
bers will agree to that course. T know
the leader of the Opposition has a great
opportunity; he could continue the dis-
cussion and prevent the Premiet bringing
down his Redistribution of Seats Bill.
He could stay on the Estimates until
Christmas and worry the Premier if he
liked. But he does not wish to do that,
nor does any member on this side. We
cannot get a decision from the Standing
Orders Committee at present but we can
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agree to allow the custom that has ob-
tained in the past, to permit eachi mem-
her to speak once on each department:
to continue during the discussion on these
Estimates. The custom -which has ob-
tained in the past has been for the Mini-
ister to introduce the Estimates of his
department, members speak and the Min-
ister then replies, and that ends the dis-
cussion.

The Minister for Lands : That is
reasonable.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I hope that will
be done and I hope members -will agree
to follow that course.

Air. Mc7DOWAIL (Coolgardie):- I de-
sire to support the motion because I think
it is necessary. With reference to the
mnisutnderstan ding the other evening, I
want to refer members back to the
famous decision of 1909, I1 want to make
this as clear as I possibly can. On that
occasion the Hon. Frank Wilson, now
leader of the Opposition, was then Mlin-
ister for Works. He introduced his
Estimates, or at least he gave the open-
ing address on the Works Department on
the 17th November, 1909, and he started
in this way; it is on page 3 513 of
Hansard~-

In view of the Chairman of Com-
mittee's ruling when the Estimates
were previously under discussion I will
endeavour to keep my remarks quite
,within the point, so far as possible, of
the figures contained in these Esti-
mates.

Mr. Bath: You have plenty of lati-
tude.

The Minister for Works: Un-
fortunately there is not too much lati-
tude, because it is difficult to deal with
these figures without reference to past
expenditure. That, I understood the
other evening from the Chairman of
Committees, was out of order.

Mr. Bath: No fear.
T am not going to weary the Honse with
the whole of the discussion but we come
aioiW, to where the Minister for Works
was alluding to some matter and he
passed these remarks-

Last year our estimated total rev-
enue was £,3,370,000 and we received
£3,267.000, or -we had an over-estimate
of £C123.000, equal to £3 12s. 10d. per
cent.

Trhi- is where the point comes in-
The Chairman . The Minister is

proceeding outside the Works Estizrrnte
now.

The Minister for Works : I just
wanted to show that the charge of
extravagance made by the hon. member
cannot be substantiated.

The Chairman : The Minister can
discuss the division and that only.

The Minister for Works : Keep
within the division?

This is where the leader of the Opposi-
tion was taken off on that particular
point. Mr. Bath objected, Mr. George
spoke on the matter, and the Chiairmnan
gave this ruling-

I can only rule that the question
uinder considdration by the Committee
is. "Works and Buildings, £129,428."
The only question that can be discussed
is either that division or a part of that
division. Discussion can be allowed
only on that division, and nothing out-
side that can be discussed. In giving
this ruling I may say that I have been
very careful in looking up the procedure
of the House of Commons and the pro-
cedure of other Parliaments, and -while
I am anxious to give the 'Committee the
fullest latitude I can find nothing that
gives me the right to allow members to
go outside what I have stated, or to
talk irrelevantly on a particular ques-
tion.

Various members then spoke to the ques-
tion. objecting to this ruling; then Mr.
Bathi suibmitted a motion of dissent. That
motion of dissent reads-

I dissent from the Chairman's ruling
on the round that if members arc
not permitted to discuss the adminis-
trative work of the Minister for Works
and his officers on the general discus-
sion of the Works Estimates, no other
opportunity will be afforded to hon.
members.

The Speaker resumed the Chair and up-
held Mr. Daglieb's decision, according, a"
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he said, to the authorities quoted from
May, and eventually the motion of dis-
sent was put and passed, consequently
we dissented fromu the Speaker's ruling
in 1909. and that meant that the custom
of the general discussion on each
division or Minister's department of
the Estimates was to stand. That was
the custom laid down according to the
dissent of this House, not the Speaker's
ruling. The custom is to allow the Mlin-
ister for Works, or any Minister. to give
an opening account of matters in con-
nection with his department. That I be-
lieve has been followed and the other
evening the Premier raised the question
that he had replied to the general Esti-
mates, and, having replied to them, no
other member could speak to them gener-
ally. Mr. Male ruled that members could
sjpeak to them generally; that is in op-
position to the ruling laid down in 1909.
Then we come along further and -we pass
on to the 17th December, 1909. The
Minister for Works replied to his depart-
ment and after having done so on page
2388 of Hansard it says--

Mr. Heitmann rose to speak.
The Chairman: What item?
-. Ir. Hfeitmann:- I wish to speak gen-

erally.
The Chairman :The Minister has

replied: and the hon. member cannot
pursne a general discussion.

There was the allowance to speak gener-
ally on that question when the Minister
had replied, and then the Chairman of
Committees declined to allow a general
discussion. Then ]Nr. Heitmann again,
"We are in Committee." This is the
point raised now and this is the point
that renders it absolutely necessary and
essential to have this Order altered, be-
cause, as has been pointed out, so far
as I can see in the House of Commons
the general discussion takes place when
the Speaker is in the Chair on the motion
that "we go into Comm ittee of Supply,"
so that th ere can be no dispute whatever
as to only one speech being allowed ink

the discussion. Our rule has been to take
the discussion in Committee and reading
our Standing Order 118 it says a member
can speak more than once in Committee.

and Standing Order 372 says the same,
but the practice of the House has been to
treat the general discussion on each
Ministerial department as a second read-
ing speech and to only allow one speech.
One is inconsistent with the other.
And while this goes on the Chairman
cannot give an intelligihie ruling on this
question. The Chairman stated then, and
I believe this is the practice that has been
pursued-

The practie of having a general dis-
cussion is only following the practice
that has grown up for some years, and
which the House decided recently
should be followed, and that practice
has been the same as that prevailing
when the House is not in Commnittee,
namely, that any member has the right
to speak before the M1inister replies on
the general discussion, but only once.

Mr. fleitmana: It was not my inten-
tion to wait until the Minister had
spoken before I spoke. I will speak
on Item No. 1.

The Chairman: The general discus-
sion takes place on the first item. The
lion, member can now only speak on
the item so far as it relates to the
officer and his salary. The hon. mem-
ber cannot speak on the general ques-
tion.

Point of Order.
Mr. Taylor: On a point of order, Mr.

Speaker. I draw your attention to Stand-
ing- Order 207. which reads as follows:-

No member shall make any motion,
initiating a subject for discussion, but
in puirsuance of notice openly given at
a previous sittinc of the House, and
duly entered on the Notice Paper. It
shall, however, be in order at any time
to move, without previous notice, that
any resolution of the House, be com-
municated by message to the Legisla-
tive Council.

I think that Standing Order puts the
whole of this discussion out of order.

Mr. Speaker: Does the hon. mcii-
her take that point of order?

MrT. Taylor: Yes, I do.
Mr. Speaker: T have already borne

the matter in mind. Any hon. member
will be permitted to move a motion in
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the House with the unanimous agreement
of members of the House and at the con-
clusion of this discussion, which I have
permitted, I had intended to ask the
House whether they agreed to the motion,
and if there was any voice protesting,
the motion would stand aside and notice
would have to be given.

Mr. Mlelowvall: I presume, Mr.
Speaker, I may go on. The ruling goes
on to state-

And that practice has been the same as
that prevailing when the House is not
in Committee, namely, that any mem-
ber-
Mr. Taylor: Before disposing of my

point of order, am I to understand that
you aire allowing the Rouse to decide the
question in the face of that Standing
Order? I protest against this proceed-
ill-,

The Attorney, General: This is in the
nature of privilege. It affects the privi-
lege of every member of the Hfouse; it is
not a motion for general discussion hut
it is a matter that affects the privilege
of every meniher, and an opportunity has
been taken on the first available occasion
to bring it forward. A motion of privi-
lege can be brought forward at any time.

Mr. Taylor: That is the reason it
should have been en notice.

'Mr. Speaker: The quest-ion was
raised because of a discussion which took
place the other .evening and which tended
to cause some confusion on the debate on
the Estimates. The Attorney General in-
timated that he intended to raise the
question in order that the House might
express an opinion, bnt the Attorney
General did not intimate that he intended
to submit a motion. I had already
taken the precaution to make some notes
to suggest to the House how the matter
could be attended to almost immediately.
The Attorney General, as I say, did not
express his intention of moving a motion,
but lie has moved a motion, and bearing
in mind the occurrence as it is, I have not
ruled it out of discussion. But I will not
put the motion unless the House agrees
that the motion shall ho put. On a ques-
tion of this character, if the House agrees
that the motion shall be put, the motion

ought to he put for the convenience of
hon. members. If there be any objecting
voice whatever, the motion cannot be put.
BLIt I understand that the agreement was
to have this matter, which has already
been the subject of much comment, dealt
with immediately in order that the House
sihould know just under what rules the
Estimates are to be further discussed. If
the lion, member does desire that the mo-
tion shall not be put he can make his ob-
jection when I ask the House whether or
not the motion shall be put.

The Attorney General:- I take it, and
have understood from the Commencement,
that this is a matter of privilege, and all
privilege matters must conclude with a
motion.

Mr. Speaker: But the hon. member did
not state that

The Attorney General: Surely it goes
without saying. One of the dearest privi-
leges of every House of Parliament is its
right of speech. You cannot attack the
dearest principle of an institution of this
kind more thoroughly than by attacking
the right of its members to speak. This
is time-honoured in the British Parlia-
ment, and therefore when it affects our
privilege to speak once or twice, as the
case may be, it is attacking the very
foundation of Parliamentary practice.

Mr. Speaker: Will the hon. member
take it as affecting privilege9

The Attorney General:- Yes, all our
privileges, yours as wvell as ours.

Mr. Taylor: I desire your ruling as to
whether an bon. member can make any-
thing he likes a matter of privilege. This
is far from privilege. I hold that it has
nothing to do with privilege at all.

Mr. Speaker: Do I understand that the
bion. member takes exception to my rid-
ig that I have considered this is a matter
of privilege?

'Mr. Taylor: I only desire to ask
whether you are going- to accept the
motion as a matter of privilege.

Mr. Speaker: Yes, T am of opinion
that the question now under discussion
is a matter which can be discussed under
a question of privilege. As the Attorney
General properly states, it concerns the
privilege of this House,
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Debate resumed.
-Mr. MeDOWALL: I am sorry that the

member for Mlount Margaret has been so
punctilious--it is a new role for him-
especially as I only desire to say a few
more words in connection with the mat-
ter. T am afraid my reading of Mr. Dag-
lish's ruling is becoming obscure in con-
sequence of the frequent interruptions.
However. I shall not go back, but will
read on as follows-

Any member has the right to speak
before the Minister replies on the gen-
eral discussion, but only once.

I want you to note the words "only
once"; that is the question that caused
the trouble the other evening. IMembers
wanted to speak twice. I ruled that
they could not do so on that occasion,
bitt unfortunately I was wrong as to who
was in charge of the Estimates of the
Joint Houses of Parliament. It is a re-
markable thing that this division of the
Estimates was as a waif, actually like an
infant on the doorstep. It was disowned
by everyone. The Premier would have
nothing to do with it, and Mr. Speaker,
although he defended the vote, disowned
it absolutely. Consequently my ruling,
of course, fell to the pround. Now, on
that oecasion in 1009, to which T refer,
Mr, Heitmann continued-

It was not my intenbion to wait until
the 'Minister had spoken before I
spoke. I will speak on item No. 1.

The Chairman: The general discus-
sion takes lace on the first item. The
hon. member can now only speak on
the item so far as it relates to the offi-
cer and his salary. The lion. member
cannot speak on the genreral question.

Now, this rule distinctly and emphati-
cally lays down what was considered the
correct procedure in 1909. The first part
of it was laid down by the House itself
by dissent from the ruling of Mr.
Speaker and nf the Chairman that a
Minister's department could not be gen-
erally discussed. The second part is laid
down by the ruling given here by the
Chairman, which followed the procedure
of previous years and which was not oh-
.jected to then. These two principles have
been laid down, and I was trying to fol-
low them the other evening. I have told

you where I got off the track. The mem-
ber for 'Kimberley (Mr. Male) gave a
ruling diametrically opposed to these
principles. We did not test it at the time
because the objection to the riding was
withdrawni by the Premier, and therefore,
we got no further forward in connection
with that. Surely then it is right and
proper that we should endeavour to get
Standing Orders which will lift us out of
this quandary. It scams to me that it is
only a reasonable and proper thing to do,
and I do not think it necessary to discuss
it at any great length. I only desired to
bring forward what had taken place in
1.909 and to defend myself so far as my
actions of the other evening were con-
cerned, I trust the motion wilt be carried.

IMr. SPEAKER: Before the motion is
put T would like to make a few remarks
in respect to the matter now under dis-
cussion. I find that there has been a
divergence from ruling in that custom
has been adopted in discussion of the
Estimates for some years past. The cus-
torn is that the Treasurer introduces the
Financial Statement and submits the vote
"His Excellency the Governor," and
moves the first item. If the rule had
been followed the discussioa would he en-
tirely confined to the vote "His Excel-
lency the Governor"; but the rule has
been departed from and the custom grown
up of discussing the whole of the finan-
cial proposals of the Government and the
Budget generally on the one vote "His
Excellency the Governor." This custom,
I may say, is the custom in other Aus-
tralisan Parliaments. On subsequent votes
the discussion is confined to the vote be-
fore the Committee, and the members
may speak as often as I hey like. The
discussion becomes a Committee discus-
sion. By custom, when a MNinister has in-
troduced his Estimates, discussion was
allowed generally on the administration
of his department, and second reading
rules obtained here also. Whien the Mlin-
ister replied, just as -when the Treasurer
replied to the general discussion, it
closed the debate on his department, anad
then the items or sub-departments came
in for discussion. This was the custom
for some years. but it was ruled out of
order by the then Chairman. Mr. Daglish,
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in 1909, gnu by the then Speaker, who
supported the Chairman. But the House
dissented from the ruling of both the
Chairman and the Speaker, and the cus-
torn of discussing the Estimates gener-
ally as introduced by a Minister was
resorted to. There arc two instances,
therefore, of the custom diverging
from the rule. One is ia the consider-
ation of the Estimates in general, and the
other the introduction and discussion of
groups of votes controlled by Ministers,
In my opinion the advantage of the first
part of the rule is unmistakable. I eon-
-sider it a distinct advantage to have a
general discussion on the Vote "His Ex-
cellency the Governor," even though the
general discussion is contrary to the rules
of the House In the second part, where
a general discussion has been allowed on
a ministerial department, the advantages
are douibtful. In the ease of the Mines
Deplartment where the votes are kindred
and closely allied, the custom is suitable,
but in the case of trading departments.
where the votes are distinct and not kin-
dred and allied, then I think the
custom of allowing general debate on the
vote -would not be suitable. If there-
fore the House agrees with the custom,
T would suggest, indeed T did suggest the
moving of a resolution to take the form of
a sessional order. M-Ny suiggestion is
that in consideration of the Estimates in
Committee of Supply, discussion of mat-
ters, beyond the question actually before
the Cormittee shall he allowed in cer-
tain cases, and in these cases the general
rules of debate in Conunittee shall be
deemed to have been suspeaded and those
of debate in the House on the second
reading of Bills shall prevail, inamely, (1)
On the introduction of the Estimates
when the question before the Committee
is that the rote "His Excellency the Gov-
ernor" be agreed to, the discussion may
include all matters connected with the
financial proposals of the Government as
shown in the Estimates. (2) On the in-
trodnetion of any group of kindred votes
controlled by one Minister, when the
nuestion before the Committee is that the
first vote of the group he agreed to, the
discussion may include all mnatters under
the administration of the said Minister.

When the Minister has concluded his
speech in reply the discussion on the gen-
eral question shall be at en end and the
ordinary rules of the Committee shall
obtain. Having gone into the matter, I
intended to make that suggestion, but in
view of the fact that the Attorney General
has moved a motion that the matter be
referred to the Standing Orders Commit-
tee, and in view of the remarks of mem-
bers who have spoken and whbo desire that
it shall be referred to the Standing
Orders Committee, I will allow my sug-
gestion to stand aside for the time being.

Air. TAYLOR? (Mt. Margaret) :If
I heard you correctly, you said
that if any protest -was made you
would not put the motion. I had
no objection to the motion being put
to the House. My objection was to any
Minister or any member springing a
molion of this character on the House.
That is the reason why I drew your atten-
tion to Standing Order 207. 1 think that
when a motion affects every member of the
House as much as does this 'motion, it
is highly necessary that it should be
placed on the Notice Paper, so that lion.
members may realise the busminess before
the House. This motion was sprung on
the House under the guise of privilege.
T am not going to oppose it being put.

Mr. SPEAKER: A motion has been
moved by the Attorney General on a ques-
tion of privilege 'with reference to a rul-
ing of the Chair when in committee that
in Committee of the whole House, a mem-
ber many speak more than once on the
general debate introducing the Estimates,
or departmental Estimates, and as this
ruling concerns the privileges of lion.
members, thle Attorney General moves
that the ruling in question be referred
to the Standing Orders Committee for
consideration, recommendation, and re-
Port. The remarks I am going to make
now are not for the purpose of influen-
ing lion. members one way or the other in
respect to this ruling, but in order to ex-
pedite the business of this House. I cer-
tainly am of opinion that a recom-menda-
tion is necessary, or that a resolution of
this House is necessary in order to define
the rule of debate in connection with the
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Estimates; but I only want to say that
if this proposal is submitted to the Stand-
ing Orders Committee some little time
must elapse before the Standing Orders
Committee report, and further time must
elapse before the report is taken into
consideration, and that in the meantime
the debate must be allowed to go on in
accordance with the Standing Orders. If
my proposal meets with the approval of
hon, members, I would say that as this is
a matter of privilege a, sessional order-

The Premier: Could not the matter
he brought up when the conmmittee have
reported, and pending the report could
not we proceed as in the past?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes.
Question put and passed.

The PREMIER (Hon. J, Scaddan):
On a matter of privilege, and in order to
adjust the matter, I suggest that in the
consideration of the balance of the Esti-
mates the procedure as practised in pre-
vious Parliaments be adopted pending
the report of the Standing Orders Com-
mittee.

Ron. Frank Wilson: Which Parlia-
ment?

The PREMIER: This Parliament.
M1r. SPEAKER: The recommenda-

tions I outlined were in that direction.
One 'was that on the introduction of the
Estimates when the question was before
the Committee, that vote No. 1 "His Ex-
cellency the Governor" be agreed to, the
discussion may include all matters con-
nected with the financial proposals of the
Government. as shown in the Estimates,
and the Premier replying to the discus-
sion will close the debate on that item.
No. 2 recommendation is that on the in-
troduiction of any group of kindred votes
controlled by one Minister, when the ques-
tion before tbe Committee is that the first
vote of the group be agreed to, the dis-
cussion may include all matters under the
administration of the said Minister, and
when the Minister has concluded his
speech in reply, the discussion on the
getierni administration of that depart-
mont shall be concluded. The debate
after that shalIl be discussion in Commit-
te-e An the items. That is the suggestion
I make.

,Mr. Underwood interjected.
xMr. SPEAKER: In reply to the hon.

member's interjection, I want to say that
nothing can prevent a debate on the sub-
departments, because it is purely Com-
mittee debate.

The PREMIER: The only point I de-
sire to make is that, as the matter has
been submitted to the Standing Orders
Committee for recommendation, pending
the receipt of their recommendation, we
bed better carry on uinder the same pro-
cedure as previously, andi not make any
alteration, and then we can leave our-
selves open to make any alteration. I
think that would suit hon. members much
better.

Mr. Taylor: Hear, hear!
Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex):

That apipears to me to be your suggestion,
Air. Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is so.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: And it is

just what we have all supported. The
general debate on the Estimates is closed.
When we come to the several departments
there will be a general debate on them if
hon. members wish it, and the general de-
bate wvill be closed by the Minister re-
plying.

The Premier: That is it.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am quite

in accord with that.
Mr. SPEAKER: That is entirely my

suggestion.
The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan):

I move--
.That pending the report from the

Standing Orders Committee on the
poi .nts submitted to them, the usual cur-
torn of this House as to general dis-
cussion and debate on the Estimates be
continued,.
Question put and passed.

In Committee of supply.
Resumed from the 30th October. Mr.

Meflowall in the Chair.
Vote-Joint Houses of Parliament,

£610,603:
Item, ]Reporters, 1. (chief) at £500; 5

at £350: £2,250-[An amendment had
been moved to reduce the item by £50] :
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Mr. GEORGE: Before the item was
discussed, it was his desire to mention the
fact-but he did not attribute the blame
to the reporters-that the printing of the
reports was very defective. In fact, the
Hansard volumes contained the worst read
reports he had ever come across, and any-
one with any knowledge at all of printing
would know that it was the fault not of
the reporters but of the printing estab-
lishiment. The spelling as it appeared in
the printed reports was very bad. He
had frequently pointed out this matter to
the Chief Reporter, and it was difficult
to take up any of the weekly volumes
without finding numerous errors.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It was his de-
sire to support the amendment to reduce
the item.

Hon. J. 'Mitchell: Who is going to lose
the £50?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The officer who
was to get the increase if the Estimates
were passed. Although the items were
numbered 12 to 17, the idea was that item
12, Chief Hansard Reporter, was to get
this increase. The object of the amend-
ment was not to reduce anyone's salary
but to prevent an increase being pranted,
It was his opinion that the first increase
in salaries in Parliament, if any were to
be given. was due to members themselves,
and until we could afford to -raise those
salaries we should not increase those of
anyone else in the House.

Ron. J1. Mitchell: Anyone can be a
member of Parliament, but it is not every-
one who can be a Chief Hansard Re-
porter.

Air. UNDMERWOOD: The Treasurer
had found it necessary to issue a notifica.
lion that he did not intend to pay any in-
crements to civil servants who were in
receipt of over £204 per annum, and if
that was so it was not a right proposal to
give the Chief Hansard Reporter this in-
crease from £500 to £550. The office was
fairly well paid at present.

Mr. G'eorge: There is no item £-550.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: There was an

hionorarium in anotber portion of the Es-
timates for reporting Royal Commissions.
-and there the sum was £250, which he

understood was divided between five re-
porters.

Mr. George: That is a bonus, that is
not en increase in salary.

Hon. J. Mitchell: That is for special
work.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: In his opinion
the salaries generally paid in the Parlia-
ments throughout Australia were most
extravagant. It would be pointed out no
doubt that the salaries of the Hansard re-
porters in this State were not as high as
those paid to similar officers in other Par-
liaments. In some Parliaments they paid
£1,000 a year to their clerks, but in his
opinion that was an extravagant salary
for the work which had to he accom-
plishied. When we came to consider that
we had under-secretaries in this State get-
ting £600 and £650, and we had such men
as assistant under secretaries like those in
the Lands Department1 who were getting
less, and they were officers who had a
power of work to do, and whose work re-
quired not only mechanical ability but
brains, he thought members would agree
that the Chief Hansard Reporter was not
nearly so well entitled to an increase as
a great many other officers in the service.
For instance, there was the manager of
the Savings Bank, who was paid £500 a
year. and members of the public gener-
ally would not agree that a man who
could write shorthand was more import-
ant than a man who could manage a Sav-
ings Bank.

Mr. George: Have you ever done the
work; do you know anything about it?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: What he knew
was that there were thousands of people
who could do it and there were, he sup-
posed, hundreds in the civil service who
could go into the reporters' box and re-
port equally as well as the Hansard re-
porters we had, and who would do the
work at a considerably lower figure than
that paid to those who were there now.

MYr. George: Oh dear no; don't you
believe it.

Mr. UND'ERWOOD: What he fur-
ther wished to do was to enter a strong
protest against the practice which -was
growing up of making the positions on
Tantsard cosy little corners for the friends
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of those already on that staff. He ob-
jected strongly to anyone going from this
State to South Australia or to any other
State to engage a reporter. There were
men in this State who were capable of
filling the Hansard positions, and men
who could fill them equally as well as any
-who had ever occupied them. Hitherto
we had been able to get our reporters
from the Press of Western Australia,
and he was confidman that the Press
was not yet worked out. In regard to
the question of what ho knew about
the matter, what lie desired to
say was that he had been reported
by pressmen at public meetings, not
where they had to do five minutes on and
fifteen minutes off, but where they had
to sit for two hours or two hours and a
half, and the reports had been equally
as good and better . in fact, than those
of the llamu'rd reporters. There was
at least one civil servant who had
reported his speeches, and on a par-
ticular occasion he had read the proof
of one of those reports, and in that proof
not a single word required to be altered,
whereas those members in the H1ouse who
did read the proofs of their speeches
found it almost invariably necessary to
alter words. That went to prove that the
reporting by some of the outsiders was
better than that which members got here,
and the officer to whom he had referred
was not in receipt of anything near £400
per annum. In the first place, in the state
of the finances, and in view of the fact
that it had been decided not to pay incre-
ments to public, servants, it was not ad-
visable to increase the salary of the Chief
Hansard Reporter. Then he protested
against the spending of a considerable
sum of money by sending an officer from
this State to South Australia to engage
a man, and to show the fallacy of the
little corner that had been built up, we
found this State going to South Australia
for a man, while the Federal Government
came to this State when they wanted a
reporter.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Why should they not?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If the Federal
Parliament could come here for a man
we could also get one here. He hoped

the increase would not be given, and that
local men would be afforded an oppor-
tunity of applying for Hansard positions
as they became vacant, as he wes abso-
lutely assured, notwithstanding the great
knowledge of shorthand possessed by the
member for 'Murray-Wellington, that the
services of good men could be got here.
He hoped the increase would not be
given, and that in future residents of
the State would be afforded the oppor-
tunity of filling these positions as they
became vacant.

lkr. GEORGE: The hon. member who
had just resumed his scat had told the
Committee a great manfy things, but al
were disconnected. So far as giving a
fair show to anyone in Western Aus-
tralia w'as concerned, there was not a
single member in (he House who would
not say that charity began at home, and
if we had people in the State who could
do the work they should have it.

Mr. Foley: That is not charity,

Mrf. GEOROE: What he was doing was
merely to quote an old proverb and try-
ing to bring it down to the understanding
of the member for Pilbara. Hon. mem-
bers must know that unless one used a
thick wedg-e and a pretty strong hammer
it was difficult to make the hon. member
see anything. It was admitted that those
in our own State should have first slow,
but so far as. finding men who could be
trusted to go into the box and take the
speeches of hon. members, it was a very
difficult job to get them. The ordinary
newspaper reporter that the hon. mem-
ber spoke about was given the oppor-
tunity of condensing the reports of
speeches according to the space a news-
paper could give him. In the House,
however, the gentlemen who occupied the
box hod as far as possible to give ver-
batim reports ofb'on. members' speeches,
or else there was a, growl.

Mixr O'Loghlen:- When 'were you a
;choolmaster?

Afr. GEORGE: While he was never a
schoolmaster lie would tell the hon. mem-
ber that he got a certificate for shorthand
xriting from Sir Isaac Pitman 40 years
Ago, and if the hon. member wished to

2258



[4 NOVEMBER, 1913.J]25

see it he could do so. There was no one
in the House who was prepared to say
a word against the gentlemen who occu-
pied the reporters' box. The member for
Pilbara had a set upon those gentlemen,
as he had upon all whose education had
been a little higher than his own, and
because the hon. member had not the
education and skill of others, be thought
he was competent to judge and to throw
mud at those who were not able to defend
themselves. If the hon. member felt
honestly about the matter, why did he
himself not move to reduce the item, and
even by more than £50. Instead of that
he rose in his place and threw mud
around, and with absolutely no knowledge
of the subject, he stated that he could
go out into the street and bring in anyone
who could do this work. When he (Mr.
George) joined the railway service
a few years ago he had the greatest
difficuilty to get a shorthand writer
who could take a letter in decent
style. There were hundreds of men
who could write 130 and 140 words a
minute, but taking letters from dictation
wvas a very different thing from taking
notes of a speech made by a politician.
Not only did the reporter require ability
in the mere mechanical recording of
symbols representing the words uttered,
but his memory had to be trained to know
the subject with which the speaker was
dealing, and he had to absolutely put
himself in the position of the speaker
and try to give him better brains than
God Almighty had given him. Yet the
hon. member for Pilbara (Mr. Under-
wood), who owed more to the kindly
generosity of the newspaper Press and
Hansard than any other member, rose
to make out that the labourer was not
worthy of his hire. The hon. member
said he could go into the Works Depart-
ment and find men who could do the work
better than the Mansard reporters. The
Chief of the Hansard staff had had great
difficulty in finding men he could trusi in
Manisard work, and had given trial after
trial before he got even the staff he had
at present.

The Premier: You are the only man
who is complaining.

Mr. GEORGE: There was no com-
plaint on his part. The readers he re-
ferred to were in the Printing Office and
not in the office of the Chief Hansard
Reporter. If the member for Pilbara
was in earnest, let him move to reduce
the vote by £150 and see if the Com-
mittee would earny it.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Will you support it?
Mir. GEORGE: No, because he knew

what the job was worth.
Mr. UNDERWOOD : There was no

necessity to answer the verbosity of the
member for Murray-Wellington. So far
as his view of Maoward was concerned,
he was one of the very few members in
the Chamber who never read duplicates
of their speeches. Any speech made by
him went forth to the country just as
Hansard turned it out and without any
sub-editing on his part.

Mir. George: Then they are very
generous.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Their generosity
could be admitted, but all the same there
were just as good reporters in the coun-
try as those on Mansard, and shorthand
was something that was not impossible for
any man or woman with ordinary intelli-
gence to learn. A man required more
ability arid better physique to be a success
as a mechanical engineer than as a short-
hand reporter.

Air. George: I do not agree with you.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: The hon. mem-

ber's concurrence was not desired. He
did not consider that he owed Mansard
anything. The reporters did their work
reasonably well and they were reasonably
well paid, and he saw no reason for in-
creasing their salaries.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It was diffi-
cult to understand that because there was
a number of people outside a certain
position, who would fill the position as
well as the men who occupied it, that
man should receive no preferment. The
attack was apparently against the pro-
posed increase in the salary of the Chief
Mansard Reporter. Was the position
worth £600 a year, and did the occupant
of the position carry out his duties to
the satisfaction of the Rouse? Was his
ability such as to warrant the payment of
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a salary of £500 per annum? Appar-
ently some hon. members were not satis-
fled with the reports of their speeches in
Hansard.

'Mr. Mfunsie: The member who com-
plained wvas one of your own colleagues.

Hon. FRANKC WILSON: It did not
matter who he was. The Mansard staff
in this State would compare with any
Mansard staf in the Commonwealth, and
the reports would compare for accuracy
with the reports in any other parliament.

Mr. George: I have not disputed that.
I say that the reading in the printing
office is bad.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The reports
of the speeches of other members did
not concern him, but when he was speak-
ing on an important subject such as the
Treasurer's financial statement, he did
take the trouble to go through the Han-
sard duplicates to see that accuracy had
been attained in report ing, and seldom or
ever had he to make an alteration in his
s peech. Whether that was due to the
generosity of the reporters or not, ho
did not know, but he maintained that this
Parliament had a good staff, their work
was xvell done, and anything in reason
which the State could afford to pay by
way of remuneration for their work was
deserved and ought to be voted by the
Committee. The member for Pilbara
(M1r. Underwood) had argued that the
state of the finances would not permit
of this increase of £50 beig given. The
state of the finauces was not going to he
affected very much by giving the Chief
Hansard Reporter an extra £C50- If the
hon. member's colleague, the Premier, had
considered the state of the finances when
on the hustings two years ago he had
promised to shore tip the wages of Gov-
emninent emuployees by is. per day, it
might have made some difference, but now
that the Government had raised every-
body's wages Is. per day, the Committee
were coolly asked to refuse an increase
of £50 to a man who deserved it. He
was not going to be a party to any such
action. He 'wanted to see every man
get a fair reward for his services. He
did not want the Premier to get sympathy
from his numerous supporters by giving

them a bribe of Is. per day increase all
rouind. He dlid not want to see the Pre-
mier buying votes.

Mr. Munsie: It would he wrong to
give the low-paid man an extra shilling
per day?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It would he
wrong to give men an extra is, per day
in order to get their votes at election
time.

12r. 'Munsie: You infer that the Pre-
mier did that?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It had been
done undoubtedly, and the result was that
to-day the railways were not paying, and
men who were not entitled to an advance
got it on that occasion simply for political
reasons.

Mr. B. J. Stobbs: What reason actu-
ated you in giving an increase to the
higher paid officers?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Had the
hon. member asked what reason had actu-
ated 'Ministers in keeping their salaries
uip after they had p~romised to reduce
themn? He did not know, but he thought
it wvas simply because they were so fond
of the golden sovereigns that they did
not like to let them go. He agreed with
the -member for Pilbara in regard to the
desirableness of fillingl vacancies from
applicants within the State. He did not
believe in going even to South Auistralia
to fill a responsible position provided
they could obtain locally the man they
wvanted. Every time he would give pref-
erence to the local man; not in any spirit
of hostility to the sister States: because
all the States were one Commonwealth,
and every citizen in these States should
have the chance of getting a position.
We ought to help men in any part of the
Comimonwvealth to better themselves, and
lie welcomed the fact that the Common-
wealth Government had taken some of
the best men from the Western Austra-
lian public service, because every time
those men had bettered their positions.
'Whenever lie had had the opportunity he
had always assisted men to ascend the
ladder of life and improve their positions.
At the same time, we ought to give our
own people the first chance, and if a
reporter could have been obtained in the
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State to fill the vacancy-he thought
there should have been a chance of get-
ting a man in Western Australia-the
position should have been filled in this
State. His knowledge of some of the
leading reporters on the newspapers in
Western Australia led him to the con-
clusion that there were many who could
well 611 a Ilansard position.

Ron. J. Mitchell: And some in the pub-
lie service, too.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That was ad-
mitted, but it might he that those men
did not want the position.

Mr. O'Loghlen: There would have been
lhundreds of applicants.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: If that was
so, those men should have had the first
opportunity. Doubtless a member of the
Printing Committee would be able to ex-
plain why the Chief Mansard Reporter
had been dispatched to South Australia
to obtain a man. However, that did not
affect his view of the proposed increase
for the Chief Hansard Reporter. If that
officer was not worth £500 for the work
which Parliament put on him, they had
better shift that gentleman and get at
hotter man; because he did not think
that £500 per annumn was too much for
the position.

The PREMIER: It was not his inten-
tion to express any opinion on the ques-
tion as to whether the Chief Mansard
Reporter was worth £500 or not; it was
for the Printing Committee to decide
what remuneration was to be paid to
their officers, and, therefore, he had sub-
muitted to Parliament the Estimates as
they- had been sent to him by the varcious
Parliamentary committees. He would
not have spoken at all on this question
had it not been for the remarks of the
leader of the Opposition. The hon. mem-
ber had made sonie reference to the ac-
tion of the present Administration in
increasing the wages of the men employed
in the Railway Department to 9s. per day.
He could not see that that increase had
any bearing on the matter uinder discus-
sion, but what he took exception to was
the statement that the increase had been
given to the railway men for the purpose
of securing their votes.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Undoubtedly.
The PREMIER: It was remarkable

that the hon. member should make that
assertion, when at the time the general
election took place the present Minister-
ial party were sitting in Opposition.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You promised it
then.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
was quite wrong. The leader of the Op-
position could not find any utterance of
his where he had promised to increase the
wages of the railway men to 9s. per
day.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It was promised
all through the campaign by your satel-
lite$.

The PEMIER: The hon. member was
again quite wrong. At no stage of the
campaign had he asserted that he would
increase the wages of the railway am
to 9ls. per day. The hon. member, as
head of the then Government, however,
had on every possible occasion gone to
the extent of increasing wages or salaries
or making retrospective increases for the
one purpose of securing votes.

Mr. George: Can you prove iti
The PREMIER: Certainly. The leader

of the Opposition knew very well that the
public servants were pushing him very
hard at the general elections.

Mr. George: Not as hard as they will
push you at the next election.

The PREMIER: The leader of the
Opposition when at Donnybrook on the
eve of the general election had wired to
the Public Service Commissioner asking
him whether the increases that had been
granted to the permanent service to take
effect from July 1st, when the reclassifica-
tion was finally published, could also
take effect from the same date for tem-
porary clerks, and to show that the bon.
member had an ulterior motive he had
asked the Public Service Commissioner to
'lire him if he agreed to that course. The
Public Service Commissioner had replied
that he had no objection if the Premier
so instructed him. Then on the platform
at Donnybrook the hon. member had an-
nouinced that temporary clerks would re-
ceive their increase as from the 1st July.
fii spite of that incident the hon. member
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had the audacity to accuse the present
Government of having increased the
wages of railway men to 9s. a day in order
to get their votes.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

[Mr. Holman took the Chair.)

Mr. TAYLOR: It was his intention to
oppose tihe amendment for the reduction
of this item by £50, the arguments which
had so far been advanced in favour of
the reduction not having convinced him
of the necessity for it. If we took the
Hansard staff of the Commornvealth Par-
liament and those of all the States of
the Commonwealth we found that our
Hansard staff was not paid as well as
they were paid elsewhere and especially
the Chief Hansard Reporter. The Com-
monwealth Parliament had U1 reporters
and the amount paid to the Chief Han-
sard Reporter was £750 per annum, de-
puty chief £625, lowest paid reporter
£500; New South Wales, 11 reporters,
Chief Hansard Reporter £800 per annum,
deputy chief £600, lowest paid reporter
£830; Victoria, six reporters, Chief Man-
sard Reporter £C600 per annum, lowest
paid reporter £370; Queensland, 13 re-
porters, Chief Mansard Reporter £600,
deputy chief £41, lowest paid reporter
£310. Taking the cost of printing, the
South Australian Hansard was done by
the Press which was indeed a more costly
method than our Hansard. The reports
by the Press of the South Australian
proceedings of Parliament were more
costly than the Mansard reports of our
proceedings in this State and less satis-
factory, he was informed by the hon.
member for Fremnantle (Mr. Carpenter).
who had had the honour and pleasure of
being a member of the South Australian
Assembly, and therefore spoke with some
authority. The cost of printing Hansard
in the various States was : New South
Wales. 16s. 10d. a page; Victoria, 10s.
4d.; Queensland, 19s.; South Australia,
28s. 0%d. (done by the Press), Western
Australia, Ss. Was there any room for
economy in this direction or any room
for complaint when we took the standard

of Hansard as produced by the reporters
of our statffl He did not think there
could be any reason to reduce the item
or any complaint against the Chief Man-
sard Reporter or against any member of
the staff. When the Imperial Trade Com-
mission visited Western Australia, their
last place of call in the Commonwealth,
they had our Mansard staff to report
their proceedings here. He haed been
told, and had no reason to doubt, that
they had the best staffs of reporters avail-
able in the Eastern States of the Coin-
monwvealth, but the chairman said when
reports were handed to him here that it
was the most expeditious work done dur-
ing their visit, not only including the
Commonwealth, but wherever they had
been up to that time. The reports of a
day's proceedings had been handed to
him on the following morning and in
some instances the same afternoon. That
spoke volumes for the Mansard staff of
Western Australia and at the same time
reflected great credit indeed on the Chief
Hansard Reporter. It was to be hoped
members would not support the proposed
reduction. Something had been said the
other night about greasing the fat pig,
but in his opinion it was not a matter
of greasing the fat pig, but of paying
for merit and paying for services that
were worthy of being paid for. The
debate hinged around the Chief Hansard
Reporter as being the one who was to
receive this increase, but it was deserved.
He (Air' Taylor) was only sorry to think
that A~en the Coitmonweslth Parliament
desired a reporter at £500 per annum
one of our reporters was selected to fill
that position in open competition through-
out the Commonwealth of Australia, not
only among men on other Mansard staffs
but on the Press of Australia.

Mr. Underwood: There was no open
competition for the vacancy here.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was open com-
petition in the case hie had mentioned.
and the fact that one of our men had
been selected proved the competency of
the staff here. When a man had gone
away from here to receive £500 a year.
and it was said that the Chief Mansard
Reporter, who had to bear the whole of
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the responsibilit 'y was not worthy of this
increase, then surely it "'as about time
we should try and arrange some means
of convincing this House that where merit
existed it should be recognised.

Mr. FOLEY: The leader of thle Op-
pition in his criticism had touched on
many questions a-nd had drawn a com-
parison between the increase in connec-
tion with this item and the Is. a day ex-
tra which railway men bad received
throughout the State. The hon, mdmber
had said distinctly that it was his opinion
that the latter was a bad action on the
part of the Glovernment, which meant
that hie was against that increase, The
bon. member had said it was used for
political purposes and that it had been
promised. 'We should not. howeverI
compare that increase in any way with
thle one before the Committee. We should
say that, for services rendered, no matter
in what branch of industry, a man should
receive fair consideration, and if there
was any branch overworked in the pub-
lic service no amonnt of extra money paid
to the individuals woutd compensate them
for what was being taken out of their
lives through overwork. Whben he (Mr.
Foley) was elected to this Chamber there
were not so many Hansard reporters as
at present and these gentlemen had con-
sidered they were overworked. Members
of this Chamber who had had ample op-
portunity of gauging the merit of that
statement, decided in their wisdom that
if the staff was overworked, rather than
give the members extra money, they
would distribute the work up among
more men, which -was done by the ap-
pointment of an extra reporter. That
was an argument which could be used
against those who were not in favour of
this amendment. It had been said that
last session was very heavy upon the
Hansard staff. If so they had a man
extra. However, that was irrelevant to
the amendment. The member for Mur-
ray-Wellington had declared that the
member for Pilbara knew nothing about
the subject.

Mr. George: Well, does bet

Mr. FOLEY: The member for Pilbara
had admitted that he did not know much.

The member for Mfurray-Wellington had
declared that the member for Pilbara
knew nothing about the work, adding that
he (Mr. George) bad taken his degree 40)
years ago, and knew that brains were re-
quired. How much shorthand work had
the member for MAurray-Wellington done
to qualify him as a better authority on
the suibject than any other member of the
House? The hon. member was the only
one w'ho had ever criticised the produc-
tion of Hansard at all, the only one to
say that it was badly spelt and contained
clerical and typographical errors, if
there were errors in the spelling then the
chief of the staff, whom the member for
Mrount Mlargaret had said made such a
good job of that work, did not make a
good job of it.

Mr. George: He is not responsible.
'Mr. FOLEY: But as chief he ought to

be responsible.
-NI. George: But be is not.
M1r. Underwood: He should correct it.
Mr. FOLEY: The chief of the staff

went throug-h the proofs, and if there
were any mistakes in spelling it was his
duty to see'that they -were rectified. Then
when the proof came from the printers,
the chief of staff had to go through the
matter just as a reader in the Printing
Office, and in that capacity he should see
that there were no errors in the proof.

Mr. George: The reading should be
clone in the Printing Office.

Mr. FOLEY: No, it should be done in
the Hansard office, as was done.

Mr. George: Nothing of the sort.
Mr. FOLEY: The hon. member might

be an authority on shorthand, as he was
on many other things, but he (Mr. Foley)
had had a bigger experience of what con-
stituted the requirements of a reader in
a printing office than had the hon. mem-
ber. All the speakers had missed the
point. It was desired that a fair rate 'of
wages should be paid for services ren-
dered. At the same time, it was con-
tended that an extra £50 to the Chief
Hansard Reporter was more than a fair
thing. When we took into consideration
the management of the Hansard staff, it
was found that the staff was not being
managed to the benefit of those -who comn-
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prised it, or to the benefit of the State.
All the reporters and pressmen and
others in the State knew that pressmen
were graded as first-class, second-class,
and third-class reporters. He would like
to know whether, whenever the Chief
Hansard Reporter went outside the State
to get a reporter, he had always got a
first-class pressman. If that gentleman
wished to see Hansard managed properly
be should remember that men who had
been on the local newspapers for many
years, who knew the requirements of the
State, who had a grasp of the subjects
which members spoke upon, and who
knew the State from A to Z, could report
an hon. member more clearly than could a
new-corner. If members wished to give
an equitable return for services rendered,
then rather than grant the increase they
would see the Hansard staff graded and
insist that reporters who gave the great-
est services to the State should have a
larger return than any man who had just
come into the State. In respect to going
outside the State for Hansard men he
bad voiced his opinion months ago. Hon.
members had lauded to the skies the fact
that the Commonwealth Hansard had
come to Western Australia for a man.
He bad known of one man then in the
State, attached to no newspaper staff,
who was willing to submit to any ex-
amination as an applicant for the local
vacancy. He knew of men on news-
papers here who should be competent,
and who, hie believed, were competent for
the work. If the Chief Hansard Re-
porter had issued the ultimatum ascribed
to him, that a West Australian man was
not to be chosen for the vacancy on the
West Australian Hansard, then that offi-
cer had gone beyond his position. If we
could get men in Western Australia for
vacancies on Manisard -we should get
then. The member for Murray-Welling-
ton bad stated that it was all very well
for a newspaper reporter to sit in the gal-
]ery and report, for he could condense. But
the fact that those gentleman condensed
their reports or wrote them in a certain
fashion was no indication of their ability.
There was not a newspaper in the State
which did not dictate to its reporters how

far and in what terms they should write
on every member in the Chamber, and
so long as that obtained those gentleman
in the Press gallery had not a fair chance.
Taking everything into consideration,
and having regard to item 19 on page 41
of the Estimates, which specifically stated
that another £:250 was paid to Hansard,
and remembering that when the chief of
Hansard went outside the State to get a
reporter, it all cost money, which should
be debited against Hansard, he thought
the amendment should be cardied. Not
that he wished to reduce the salary of any
man, but because at the present time the
finances would not stand too many salary
increases. There were many other chan-
nels in which increases should be given
if they were to be given.

Hon. M\. F. TR.OY: The increase to
whichi exception was taken had been
granted because of application made to
the Printing Committee. The matter had
been fully discussed by the Printing
Committee, and after several adjourn-
mnents the committee bad decided to re-
commend to the Treasurer the advisability
of granting the increase shown on the Es-
timnates. If at any time he had entertained
doubts as to the advisability of giving the
increase those doubts were not as to
whether the services of the officer were
worth the increase, bunt had been
whether it was wise at the present
stage to make any such increase, in
view of the finances. This officer
had done good and loyal service for
many years and no exception had ever
been taken to his work, no complaint
ever uttered against that work. Since that
officer had always given the greatest
satisfaction and there being a possi-
bility of his being lost to the State by
going elsewhere when he had the oppor-
tunity, the Printing Committee, taking all
these facts into consideration, had de-
cided that it was advisable to provide the
increase shown on the Estimates. A comn-
parnson showing the salaries paid to Man-
sard reporters had already been made, by
which it was shown that salaries paid tn
Western Australia were the lowest paid
to any Ilansard reporters or chief of
staff in the Commonwealth. Of course,

2264



(4 NOVEMBER, 1913.] 26

South Australia was excepted, for the
Hansard work of that State was done by
the Press on contract terms, and under
conditions which, according to the figures,
were not nearly so satisfactory to the
State as where the work was done by the
parliamentary staff.

31r. Foley: By day labour too.
Hon. M. F. TROY: This was hy day

labour also, although the actual re-
porting was by night Labour. The
Mansard reporters of Western Aus-
tralia bad the very same class of
work to do as was done by the Han-
sard staffs in other States. The best
proof was the evidence of the work done,
and comparing the work done in this Par-
liament duning this session -with the work
done by the Federal Hansard staff, con-
sisting of eleven reporters, it was found
that the six reporters in Western Aus-
tralia had done just us much work as had
the eleven in the Federal Parliament.
The comparison was perfectly fair, be-
cause both Parliaments had met at the
same time, and both had adjourned for
a month. A comparison of salaries should
be made. The West Australian Mansard
reporter, as had already been stated, did
just as much work, if not more, than was
done in the Eastern States. For in-
stance, in Victoria, and he believed in
New South Wales also, the Hansard re-
porters (lid not report select committees.
Last year in this State five select comn-
mittees had been appointed by another
place.

31r. O'Loghlen: Are the Hansard re-
porters not paid for that speciallyl

Hon. MT. F. TROY: No, it was in-
cluded in their salary.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Surely they are paid
specially,

Hon. Mv. F. TROQY: Under an agree-
ment which had been entered into
some 'years ago between the Treas-
urer of the State and the Hansard
staff, it was ageed that £250 a
year should be paid to the staff to
report Royal Commissions, but all other
work of the Parliament was included in
the salary. The Hansard staff claimed
that when Royal Commissions from out-
side the State come to Western Australia

they were entitled to be paid for the work.
In 'Victoria the reporters received a
higher salary than is paid here, and
had special remuneration for any select
committee or Royal Commission work. A
statement had been made, and such state-
ments were often made-he supposed he
himself. had made them-without much
consideration and with less justice, that
the Hansard reporter's work did not -re-
quire much ability or any brains, that the
Mansard reporter was merely a machine,
that any ability required was merely of
a mechanical order. That assertion could
easily be made by those -who knew nothing
of the character of the work. It
had been emphatically stated that no mat-
ter bow valuable the 'work performed by
the individual pressman or how difficult
that work, no ordinary pressman could
take up Hansard work. On that point
he would offer no dogmatic opinion,
but would leave it to members of
the Printing Committee. The mem-
ber for Albany (Mfr. Price) and the
Colonial Secretary (Hlon. J. At!. Drew)
wvere both representatives of the Press
holding seats on the Printing Committee,
and both those members, having had a
long experience of Hansard, were satisfied
that no ordinary pressman could do the
necessary work. There was required in
a Hansard reporter a very accurate know-
ledge of shorthand work, in addition to
which he must possess high literary and
educational attainments. As a result, when
the committee were selecting a man they
selected one holding these qualifications.
He was satisfied that the critics who said
this work called for no brains would not
be able to do the work themselves.
A complaint had been made that a
Hansard reporter had been introduced
from the Eastern States, and quite a nuim-
ber had voiced this as a real grievance.
Personally, he did not favour the intro-
duction of reporters from the Eastern
States, and when the last arrangement
was made by which a reporter was intro-
duced from the Eastern States he was not
a party to that action, hut the gentleman
who was responsible acted in very good
faith, and it was possible that had he (Mr.
Troy) been in the same position he
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might have acted similarly. He was
away at 'the time, and when it was
known that Air. Weatherston, one of
the members of the staff, would resign,
the President was approached as a mem-
her of the Printing Committee.

Mir. Foley: How long before that
gentleman resigned?

Hon. M., F3. TROY: Exactly how long
he could not say.

Mr. Foley: A lot hinges on that.
Ron. M. F. TROY: It was not alto-

gether a question of how long before
Mr, Weatherston resigned, as how long
the officer could be appointed be-
fore the House met and his scr-
vices were required. As soon as it was
known that Mr. Weatherston would leave,
although he had not resigned, the Chief
Mansard Reporter had to set about to
find a suitable officer to take his place.

Mir. Foley: Was not there sufficient
time to have done that in Western Aus-
tralia at less expenje?

Hon, At. F. TROY: There was not
sufficient time, and when the President
was approached the President had no
doubt but that the best thing to do was to
seek for an officer at once, and if one could
not be obtained here the Chief Mansard
Reporter was to go to the Eastern States.

Mr. Foley: It took some time to go to
South Australia.

Hon, M. F. TROY: A statement was
made that a suitable officer could have
been secured in this State.

11r. Foley: Theyv were never given a
chance; it was not advertised.

Hon. lAt. F. TROY: Only 12 months
previously applications were cnalled here
for a Hansard reporter before Mr. Bridg-
man was appointed, and the applications
then put in were deemed unsuitable. The
committee had to go elsewhere, and
from what -we could judge there would
have been no more applicants on this
occasion than there were 12 months ago.

Mr. Foley: How do you know V
Hon. X. F. TROY: We judged by the

material offering in this State. The bon.
member did not know.

Mr. Foley:- Yes. T do.
Hfon. NA. F. TROY: The Printing

Committee acted in good faith. Re was

not one who desired to go to the Eastern
States for a reporter, and although a
good deal had been made of the fact that
the Commonwealth came to Western Aus-
tralia for a Mansard reporter it must be
horne in mind that a reporter was not
taken from the newspaper staffs for the
Commonwealth Hansard, but from the
Western Australian Mansard staff. That
showed that the Commonwealth had very
little choice to se cure a man except from
the Western Australian Mansard staff.

Mir. Foley: Most of our men have
worked on the papers in this State.

Hon. Mf, F. TROY: Personally, be
was not in a posit ion to say whether a
man was competent or not; neither was
any other member of the House unless
he was a journalist. Hie was not in
a position to say whether there was any
man on the Press in Western Australia
competent to be a member of the Hansard
staff. Those whio knew said there was
not.

Yr. Underwood: Wigg says so.
Mr. Foley: How long ago, 12 months!
Hon. Mt. F. TROY: 0" the Printing

Committee there were two journalists, the
Hon. the Coloniial Secretary and the memn-
ber for Albany.

Mr., Underwood: Does the member for
Albany say there is not a reporter in
this country worthy to be a member of
the Hansard staff?

Hon. At. F. TROY: No, lie did not
think the hon. member for Albany was
so dogmatic. The only persons who -were
dogmatic were those who said there were
millions of competent men available.

Mr, Foley: No one here said there were
millions.

Hon. Af. F. TROY: The Chief Tann-
sard Reporter was responsible for the
department he administered, and he had
to administer it sstisfactorily to Parliat-
ment. If he was to be responsib -le for
that work he should have some chice in
the selection of his instruments to do the
work. He (Mr. Troy) had no knowledge
of what constituted a good Hansard re-
porter, and would not force a man on thc
Chief Hansard Reporter. Because of his
lack of experience, was his word to be
taken in preference to the word of those
who knew He had always held this
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opinion, that the Chief Hansard Reporter
must do the work satisfactorily to bim as
the Chairman of the Printing Committee.
That work was done satisfactorily, but in
so far as the choice of the instruments
was concerned then he would not inter-
fere because he did not think it his duty
to force on the Chief Hansard Reporter
someone who might not be able to do the
work. Provided the Chief Hansard Re-
porter did his work to his (Mr. Troy's)
satisfaction and to the satisfaction of the
House particularly he was content, and
the Chief Hansard Reporter should be
allowed some discretion in the choice of
his reporters. He did not know that
there were soft billets being made for
persons overses. NSeither of the persons
appointed had been friends of the Chief
Hansard Reporter. They had been
strangers and had not been appointed
until the recommendations had been be-
fore the Printing Committee. These gen-
tlemen had come from overseas to West-
ern Australia and had been appointed by
the Printing Committee after having
produced the very best credentials from
literary men which it would he possible
to secure, and on these credentials they
were appointed on the recommendation
of the Chief Hansard Reporter. but only
by the wish of the Printing Committee.
When it was said that we went overseas
and did not recognise merit in our own
country, he asked the hon. members who
used that argument to suggest those
whom they considered should occupy
these positions.

Mr. Foley: T told them about one mnan.

Hon. MA. F. TROY: Let the hon. mem-
ber mention his name, and he would be
given a trial at the first opportunity. He
(Mr. Troy) would give hundreds of
names if he had had no responsibility,
but when be had the responsibility of
seeing that the work must be done, he
wanted something else besides sugges-
tions; he -wanted evidence of merit
and ability to do the work. Although
he was not responsible for the latest
officer being brought over from South
Australia, he justified the action taken
by the President in another place. The
President had acted in perfect good faith,

and had he been in the same position he
might have acted in the same way be-
cause he .wanted to see the very best
choice made in the selection of men for
the Hansard staff, and he wanted to see
that the Chief Hansard Reporter had an
opportunity of givinge satisfaction to
hon. members by exercising some discre-
tion in connection with these appoint-
ments as had been the case during the
years in which he had been Chief Han-
sard Reporter. Some hon. members said
that these officers were too highly paid,
and the statement was made that they
should not receive an increase because
other people in the State did not.

Mr. Foley: There are other people
more deserving.

Hon. AL F. TROY: But were theyl
Every man thought himself the most de-
serving. If we made a distinction between
those who were most deserving, we would
have to make a distinction in respect
to their qualifications and the work they
were called upon to perform. It had to
be remembered that the salaries paid to
the reporters on the Western Australian
newspapers had gone up considerably.
A reporter received a considerably higher
salary to-day than a few years ago.

Member: They needed it, too.
Hion. M.K F. TROY: Yes, and there

was no reason to refuse it to them
because somebody else had not got an in-
crease. While hon. members made an
pessertion that any man could do Hansard
work, and that it required no ability
except mechanical ability there were men
on this staff to-day who had occupied inm-
portant positions on the newspapers of
this State and who could command a good
salary. The positions which they occu-
pied on the newspapers of Western Aus-
tralia were better paid positions to-day
than those they occupied in this House.
It might be asked why they did not go
back.

Mry. O'Loghlen: Did you say that the
salary paid for the position of a re-
porter is better than for a Hansard re-
porter?

Hon. M. F. TROY: There were two
Hansard reporters who were heads of
staffs on the newspapers.
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Mr. O'Loghlen: And receiving higher
wages I

lion, 11. F. TROY: Because salaries
had, gone tip they to-day would be receiv-
ing higher salaries than they received
as Hansard reporters, but they had
burned their boats, so to speak, by leav-
ing the newspapers for their own good,
and could not expect to go back and
occupy the higher positions. The chiet
reporters on the Press in Western Aus-
tralia received from £8 to £9 per week
and in Melbourne from £10 to £14 a
week. These rates were new, of course.
They had gone up since the reporters
had had the good sense to form a union.
They had gone up all over Australia and
the gentlemen now on the Hansard staff
of Western Australia, if in their old
positions, would have been in receipt of
a higher salary than they were getting
to-day. If hon. members complained of
these gentlemen receiving too high a
salary they had to consider the possi-
bility of them resigning and going to
other spheres, and then it might be
doubted whether those persons who were
considered capable and had not been
successful in the past were suitable to
become members of our Hansard staff.
Regarding the statement that the Chief
Hlansard Reporter did not keep down the
costs in respect to the work done, so far
as his department was concerned-

Mr. Foley: Who made that complaint?
Hon. M. F. TROY: Amongst many

the hon. member did.
31r. Foley: I made no such complaint.
Hon. M. F. TROY: Then he would

accept the hon. member's denial and with-
draw his statement if lhe had misrepre-
sented him, but he had understood that
the hon. member had done so. The cost
of the West Australian Hanqard was
c-onsiderably less than that of any other
State in Australia. Our work was as
great but the cost of producing Hansard
was only 8s. per page here as compared
'with 16is. i10d. in New South Wales, 10s.
4d. in Victoria, 19s. in Queensland, and
28s. 0114d. in South Australia. 'If the
Chief Hansard Reporter were to send
along the copy to the Government Printer
in a slovenly manner the Government

Printer would not make corrections but
would send the proof back, and if the
chief had to make the amendments to
the proofs on account of work having
been done slovenly in the first instance,
the cost would be greater.

.Hon. W.? C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : Some of our speeches are pretty
bad.

Hon. M1-. F. TROY: It bad to be re-
muembered that the saving was due to the
fact that the Chief Hausard Reporter
arranged his work so well with the result
that the cost of printing per page was as
Jo-w as he had stated. The Government
Printer simplly printed what was sent
down, and if the copy was not properly
prepared tie extra charge for rectifying
mistakes later on would he charged to
the vote of Honsard. As a matter of
fact a great deal depended on the Chief
Haneard Reporter. He must ha a man
of undoubted ability and must be careful
in the preparation of the work he sub-
nutted to the Printing Office, Because he
(Mr. Troy) had found from experience
that the Chief Hansard Reporter was
careful and did his work accurately,
when the matter of the increase was sub-
mitted to him he was favourably disposed
to it. Person ally he wanted to say in
conclusion that the Hansard work was
done well. There had not been any com-
plaints in the House, and not only was
the work done well, but the best discipline
was exercised throughout the department
and the work was done promptly and to
the satisfaction of the Printing Commit-
tee and of all concerned. Before mem-
bers thought of striking out this vote
they should give the matter very
careful attention, and they should
not make statements unless backed up
by knowledge received through coming
into close contact with the particular de-
partment. The members of the Hansard
staff did make an application for an in-
crease in salary, but it could not be
granted and the Committee bad to turn
it down. But it was not turned down
because it was thought the reporters were
-not worth it, but because it could not be
justified under existing conditions. The
application of the Chief Hansarde Re-
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porter, however, was considered from the
point of view of his long services to the
State and the quality of the work which
he had performed, and it was considered
that it would be in the interests of the
House to grant the application.

Mr. PRICE: That there was no person
in Wstern Austrelia competent to per-
form Hansard duties be would be sorry
to imagine. He wes of opinion there
was. Neither did he subscribe to the
dictum that no ordinary pressman could
do the work. A man certainly needed
special qualifications, and personally he
had always regretted the fact that recent
appointments had been made from out-
side the State. But he -would ask bon.
members, who like himself believed that
we should en~eavour to secure the ser-
vices of those already in the State to
fill these positions, to realise that these
men were called upon to work under the
Chief Hansard Reporter, and it he was
of the opinion that they were not com-
petent or for any other reason were not
desirable, it was only reasonable to how
to his desire in the matter and allow him
to select whoever he considered he could
best work with, and whoever might carry
out the work with satisfaction to himself
and to the House. It was because of the
views which the Chief Hansard Reporter
held that appointments had been made
from outside. In his (Mr. Price's)
opinion there were many men in the State
who were competent to fill positions on
the H7aWsOatI staff, at the same time the
real troujble was struck earlier in the
eveningt by one hon. member who spoke
of the fact that in some Parliaments the
Hlansardl staff was graded and he cer-
tainly thought that should be done in
connection with our Hansard, It was
ridiculous to bring here an absolute
stranuer from another part of Aiistralia,
put him into the box to report speeches
of bon. members, and pay him exactly
the some salary as that received by the
other men who had been in the State
for many years, and who had had many
years' Hansard exp~erience. The work of
such a new reporter required a o-reat
deal more supervision than that of the
others; that was inevitable, until he be-

came accustomed to the conditions ink
connection with reporting in the State.
The member -for Murray-Wellington
spoke of errors appearing in the volumes
of Hansard but it was unfair to attribute
those to the Hansard staff, The reason
for those errors was a simple one. Only
one proof wee, sent along by the Govern-
ment Printer, and he had been told, and
he believed it to be correct, that the Gov-
ernment Printer refused to supply a
second proof or what was known as a
revise, after the first proof had been sent
along. The literals. were corrected in
the first proof and it was the duty
of the compositors in the Govern-
ment Printing Office to make those
corrections, and often some of
them remained uncorrected. In eon nec-
tion with the increases which it was pro-
posed to give to the Chief Hansard Re-
porter, he personally regretted that Sim-
ilar increases could not be given to the
whole of the staff, who undoubtedly were
worthy of them, and be was quite con-
vinced that, at all events the older main-
hers of the staff, if they resigned to
again enter the newspaper world, would
receive higher salaries than they were
getting on the Hansard staff to-day. It
might be asked why they give up their
positions on newspapers to join Han-
sard. But it should not be forgotten that
when the older maembers of the staff re-
signed from the local press to join Hav-
sard the salaries paid by the newspaper
proprietors were far below the rates
which those proprietors were compelledl
to pay to-day.

Mr. Foley:- And that would still have
been the case if they had not formed a
union.

Mr. PRICE: If the hon. member's in-
terjection wag worth anything it proved
that by the -retirement Of the present
members of the Haard staff from the
press. the formation of a union became
possible, and increases in salary followed.
IT the argument were followed out then
thie members of the Hansard staff should
form a union and thne result would be
instead of the Hansard reporters receiv-
ing £350 which they were getting to-
day-
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Mr. Underwood: Pour hundred
pounds.

Mr. PRICE: Three hundred and fifty
pounds ; he knew nothing at the present
juncture of any £400.

Mr. Underwood: But I do.
Air. PRICE: At the present moment

wre were dealing -with the items, one
Chief Reporter £600 and five reporters
£350.

Mr. Foley: Read page 41 of the Esti-
mates, item 10.

Mir. PRICE: The salaries paid to the
Mansardi reporters in this State were
£350, plus £50 to each of five reporters
which was paid for special work.

The Premier: No. If they did not do
that work they would be paid just the
same.

Mr. PRICE: It mnight be pointed out
that if in the course of the year the
Hansard staff had to do £1,000 worth o3f
work they would still only receive £250.
This arrangement was entered into
a few years ago between the then
Colonial Treasurer (Hon. Frank
Wilson) and the members of the
Hansard staff, and they took as a
basis in arriving at that sum of £250 t he
amount which had been paid by the Gov-
ernment for reporting Royal Comnmis-
sions.

Mr. Foley: They were all very fond of
Royal Commissions.

Mr. PRICE: That might have been
the ease but it was pleasing to know that
the present Government and their imamed-
iate predecessors were not so fond of
Royal Commissions. A number of years,
six or seven, were taken as a basis, and
it was found that the payments made for
Royal Commissions worked out at just
£400 per annum. The then Colonial
Treasurer considered, and be (Mr. Price)
also considered, that a good stroke of
business was being done when the ar-
rangemient was entered into with the staff
to report all Royal Commissions for
£e250. That agreement which was entered
into then held good to-day. Then, if
we compared the salaries of the staff in
this State with that extra £650 included
with the salaries paid in other parts
of Australia it would still be found

that the reporters in this State were the
lowest paid in Australia.

The Premier: What about outside
work 9

Mr. PRICE: If the Premier were con-
versant with newspaper work he would
Know that there were very few openings
for flansard reporters to secure work in
that direction.

The Premier: What about other Royal
Commissions?

Mir. PRICE: That, he contended, had
absolutely no more to do with the amend-
ment before the Committee than a dis-
cussion on the private income of the Pre-
mier, or a discussion on what salary lie
should receive as Premier of the State.

The Premier: If we pay them a salary
they are State servants ind they come
under the same category as other State
servants.

Mir. PRICE: There was no objection
to the Premier laying it down as a rule
that they should not have permission to
do this work.

The Premier: But they do it in the
time for which they are paid by us.

Mr. PRICE: The Premier was paid
so much as Premier to give his time to
the affairs of the State.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mfin-
ister) : And he does nothing else.

Mr. PRICE: It would be hard In
imagine that even the Premier would sug-
gest that money received for doing what
was strictly private -work should be taken
into consideration in connection with
this matter. If a Commission was ap-
pointed by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, a Commission over which this
State or Parliament had no control, surely
the Premier would not seriously suggest
that the Hanrsard reporters should be
compelled to do work for another Gov-
ernment and that the proceeds of that
work should go to the State Government.

The Premier: There are hundreds of
public servants doing it every day.

Mir. George: Is it a condition of em'-
ployment?

Mr. PRICE: That was so where the
conditions of employment obtained, but
in this case an agreement had been made
between the House through His Honour
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the Speaker and the members of the
Howsard staff, giving them the right to
do this work, and to receive payment for
it, and if it was the desire of the Chamber
that that state of affairs should he altered
the alteration should be made in a proper
manner by the cancelling of the whole of
the agreement. It would be manifestly
unfair, however, to bring that forward as
anl argument why the staff should not be
fairly and adequately remunerated in coll-
nection with their ordinary employment.
The only increase provided was £50 for
the Chief Hansard Reporter, making the
salary £500, which was paid to-day to the
ordinary reporter in the Commonwealth
Parliament and which was received by
the ordinary Hansard Reporters in at
least three other Parliaments of Austra-
lia. He regretted to say that the ordin -
ary reporters in this Parliament were re-
ceiving what was, after all, only the mini-
mum rate paid by any other Parliament
in Australia. They were receiving really
£100 less than they should receive if their
salaries were only brought up to any-
thing like those paid in the other States.
In regard to the work which the staff
performed, he found that in the session
of 1912 the New South Wales Hansard
staff bad cost the State 1:7.8l3, whilst the
staff in Western Australia had cost
£2,701. Members might say, "Look at
the difference in the two States, and in
the work"-

Mr. Dwyer: And in the speakers.
Mr. PRICE: That should be. if any-

thing, an argument in favour of increas-
ing the salaries because of the extra work
the staff had to perform. In New South
WVales Hansard for 1912 ran to 4.402
p'ages, whilst the W~~er Autala
Hansa rd reached 4.723 pages. In the one
ca-c it had cost £C7,8181 to produce 4,402
pages, whilst in Western Australia it had
cost £2.700 to produce 4,723 pn- es; there-
fore, this Parliament had no cause what-
ever for complaint. He sincerely hoped
the Committee would not agree to the
amendment, but that in the near future
the finances of the State would he in such
a position as to warrant on the next Es-
timates an increase for the whole of the
Hansard staff commensurate with the

payments received for similar work in
other parts of Australia.

The PREMIER: The Hansard staff
were engaged for the purpose of report-
ing Parliament and were paid on a
yearly basis. When Parliament was not
sitting the staff did any work required
of them by calling at the office from day
to day, and they were permitted to have
yearly holidays, which, considering the
long hours they worked during the ses-
sion, were quite essential. He contended
that if they 'were engaged during the
State's time in doing work for the Com-
monweal th Government, their earnings,
like those of other public servants, should
be paid into the coffers of the State.
There were hundreds of men in the pub-
lic service who were performing duties
for the Commonwealth authorities every
day, and the Government had declined to
allow them to receive payment from the
Commonwealth unless the work they did
occupied them after ordinary office hours.
Then there was in the public service anl
essential rule that if a man was being paid
a proper salary he should give the best of
his services to the State. He could not be
permitted to take employment outside the
service. The Government had had diffi-
culty in preventing public servants from
working on the totalisator on race days,
and from playing at picture shows at
nights. Those men came to their office
at nine o'clock in the morning and left
at five o'clock, and they eared nothing
ahout what happened during the day. He
contended that the State paid its servants
a salary in order to get the best out of
them, just the same as any private em-
ployer, and seeing that the Government
had introduced that principle in the pub-
lic service, it became very difficult to ad-
here to it when Parliament was the first to
break away from the rule and permnit out-
side work to be done by its own servants.
He held that the Hansard staff were being
paid a reasonable salary, taken in con-
junction with the fact thait if they re-
ported commissions for the State d uring
recess they received a special honorarium,
which might or might not be necessary.
'The reason for the honorarium was that
there had heen a good deal of criticism
of the action of past Governments when
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appointing Royal Commissions in per-
mitting the reporting to be done some-
times by the Hansard staff and sometimes
by private reporters.

Hou. J. Mitchell: What about members
of Parliament?

The PREMIER: The hon. member
was talking an absurdity if he contended
that members of Parliament and the
Hlansard staff were on the same basis.
Hfansard staff were paid a yearly salary
in order that they should give their ser-
vices to the State, and they could not
leave their offices for one day without
leave. The difficulty was that there were
a number of servants who came under the
Public Service Act and some who did not.
Some were controlled by individual Min-
isters and others by Parliament, each au-
thority had a different idea, and as soon
as any difficulty arose, it was pointed out
that under some some Minister or under
Parliament, certain conditions were ap-
plying and those servants not enjoying
them asked that those conditions
should apply to them. The Gov-
ernment were trying to set up a definite
principle that they should pay a man a
salary sufficient for him to give to the
State the best services he could render,
and so that he could apply himself to
the work of the State. Yet Parliament,
which should uphold the rule, was the
first to depart from the principle and
allow its own servants to work for the
Commonwealth Government and receive
extra payment. The hon. member for
Albany had said that the Government had
no control over tbeflansardstaff. Thatwas
so, but neither had they any control over
the services of the Solicitor General and
the Under Treasurer. Both those officers
were charged with certain responsibilities
to the Commonwealth and they did not
tolerate any interference by the Govern-
ment in regard to their Commonwealth
duties, but the State dlid not permit them
to accept payment for those services.

Mr. Nanson: What about university
professors?

The PREMIER: They were not Gov-
ernment employees.

Mr. Nanson: They are paid from Gov-
ernment funds.

The PREMIER: No. A special Act
of Parliament provided that a certain
amount should be paid to the Senate, but
the Senate spent that amount without any
interference from the Government. He
was p~ointing out that the various con-
trolling bodies had different methods of
dealing wvith their servants and the Gov-
ernment were continually having it
pointed out that the system of allowing
outside wvork to be (lone by State officers
was in operation in some other depart-
ment. Because it did not involve a large
amount in a particular instance it was
not considered as it wvould be if it covered
the whole of the Government employees.
For example, it would be nothing for the
University to provide long service leave
for its small staff, but if long service
leave were to be given to the wages staff
in the Railway Department, the cost in
the first year would be about £165,000;
that was where the trouble arose. There
was a Hansard staff in Parliament only
of six members, it was true, but there
were 5,000 other persons in the Public
Service asking that the conditions apply-
ing to the Haoward staff should apply to
them. The one principle should be ad-
hered to all round, and if the Hansard
staff performed services for any other
Government in the time for which the
State was paying them an annual salary,
the State, and not the individual should
be recouped.

Mr. George: Would you farm them
out to the Commonwvealth9

The PREMIER: The bon. member
could call it farming ont if he liked. Ser-
vants of the Commonwealth rendered ser-
vices to the State Government, hut that
was not considered farming out. When
the hon. member was Commissioner of
Railways, he farmed out his employees
to other departments. It was really not
a matter of farming out at all, but rather
of service rendered in State time and the
State being paid for those services. Sup-
pose the bulk of the Hansard staff's time
was taken up in doing work for the Com-
monwealth, would honi. members still be
content that the staff should be paid an
annual salary?

Mr. George: Certainly not.
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The PREMIER: Well, the same prin-
ciple was at stake. If Parliament was
paying a proper salary to the staff (and
he contended the salary was sufficient),
Parliament should get the best services
that those men could render, and the man
who did not apply himself wholly to
his Government work hut did outside
work, could not do justice to his position.
Already this system was causing discon-
tent, and it was unfair to the Govern-
ment and to Parliament itself. When
that condition of affairs obtained, the
State absolutely lost control of its ser-
vants. Parliament was at present paying
the Hansard staff a yearly salary, and in
addition to that £250 for reporting royal
commissions, but he contended if the
Commonwealth wanted a commission re-
ported, so long as it was done in the
State's time, the Commonwealth should
pay the general taxpayer and not the in-
dividual reporter.

Mr. PRICE: It was rather suggestive
that the Premier should be the only Min-
ister present this evening to support the
amendment.

The Premier: I have not expressed
any opinion on the amendment.

Mr. PRICE: The Premier had stated
that he considered the Hansard staff was
being well paid. On the 15th November,
1906, the then leader of the Labour party
(Mr. Bath) made a very strong appeal to
the House in behalf of Hansard and
pointed out that the staff were overworked
and underpaid.

The Premier: There has been an im-
provement since 1906.

Mr. PRICE: There had been no in-
crease to the ordinary members of the
staff since 1906.

The Premier: There has been an in-
crease of at least £50 per annum.

Mr. PRICE: Not to the ordinary mem-
bers.

The Premier: Yes, at least £50 per
anum.

Mr. PRICE: Then again, the present
Minister for Works, speaking only on
the 12th January, 1911, had said-

We had to remember that these officers
were following a profession which was
more exhausting than any other which

could be followed. Everyone must
know that breaking stones was quite de-
sirable work compared with taking
shorthand notes.

And the hon. member had gone on to ask
whether Parliament had not power to see
that fair consideration was extended to
the Hansard staff.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Was he not referring
to long hours?

Mr. PRICE: And to payment. The
position was that two members of the
present Ministry, a short time ago, were
pleading in behalf of Hansard-the Min-
ister for Lands and the Attorney Gen-
eral-and hon. members could imagine
with what fervour the appeal had been
made by the Attorney General in behalf
of the overworked and underpaid Han-
sard staff. It was decidedly unfair for
the Premier to place the members of the
Ransard staff in the sameceategory as the
ordinary civil servants employed under
the Public Service Act.

The Premier: There is no difference.
Mr. PRICE: The Premier, within the

last fortnight had written letters to the
Printing Committee to the effect that the
Hansard staff did not come under the
Public Service Act.

The Premier: Of course they do not.
Mr. PRICE: Furthermore that they

were not civil servants within the meaning
of the Act. Why did the Premier endea-
vour to lead members to believe that the
Ifansard staff came under the Public Ser-
vice Act q They did not in any way. They
were* under a special agreement entered
into between the Speaker on behalf of
this House and themselves.

The Premier: That does not alter the
fact that they are public servants.

Mr. PRICE: But they had special con-
ditions of employment and the agreement
referred to gave them the right to receive
payment for Royal Commissions othei
than State. Therefore, it was manifestly
unfair of the Premier to continually al-
lege that they were in the same position
as the ordinary civil servant, who was
under entirely different conditions of em-
ployment. There were special terms in
regard to their employment, exactly as
there were in regard to the employment
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of university professors: for instance.
What he (Mr. Price) wanted to do was
to give them a fair rate of pay and to
continue the agreement at present exist-
ing. They were not ordinary civil ser-
.vants as they could not claim any retiring
' allowance, and although some of them had
joined long enough ago to bring them
within the provisions of the Superaunna-
Ltion Act they were debarred from it.

The Premier:
MUr. PRICE:

ter said that.
The Premier:

caision on that.
IMr. PRICE:

Who said so
The Premier's own let-

I never gave any de-

That was certainly the
inferenee to be drawn from the corres-
pondence. The whole point was that
the Hansard staff had special con-
ditions of employment. They had
-a sppoial agreement and if the Pre-
mnier or any other member of this
Chamber desired that that agreement
-should he varied there was a way for it
to be done. It should certainly not be
broken at the dictation of the Premier or
any other 'Minister who considered these
conditions were not fair. If it was con-
tended that they should not receive that
£C250 for reporting Royal Commissions
then notice should be given to the Chief
Jiansoref reporter, and through him to the
staff, that it was the intention of the
Speaker on behalf of Parliament to ter-
minate the agreement and enter into a
new one. But to-day members of the
Hlansard had every right to receive that
money as it was a condition of their em-
ployment.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIh (Honorary Min-
ister) : In regard to that special Royal
Commission agreement he was quite sin

ecaord with the action of the Premier.
There was no doubt to his mind that
when we paid £250 a year for commission
work, whether there were commissions or
not. when a commission came from the
Federal Parliament it was the duty of
the Hansard staff to report it and the
nayment should go to recoup the State
for the expense it was put to under this
heading, as the same people paid taxes
to the Federal Parliament as paid to the
State Parliament, and therefore ought

not to pay twice for this work to be
done. The hon. member for Albany said
there was an agreement. He (M1r. Ang-
win) had not seen the agreement, but he
believed it was the intention at the time
that Hansard should report all Royal
Commissions that required to be re-
ported.

Mr. George: Federal or State9
Hon. W. C. ANGWTh (Honorary

Minister) :Any Royal Commissions that
required to he reported. If that was not
part of their work there were plenty of
reporters outside who would be only too
pleased to have the opportunity of earn-
ing that extra money. A large majorityv
of mnembers of this House would immed-
iately express their indignation if mem-
bers of the public service were allowed
during the time for which they were paid
by the State to give their time to some
other service and be paid additional for
it. The bion. member for Murray-Well-
ington would object to it in a private
capacity, and therefore he should object
to it in his peblic capacity.

Mr. George: Not if I made an agree-
ment.

Hon. IV. C. ANG-WIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : Parliament had voted £250 for

reporting Royal Commissions. That
amount was paid whether there were any
Royal Commissions or not, and there had
been very few during the last few years.

Mr. George: Then that shows had man-
agement.

Ron. W. C. ANGWTN (Hd6norary Mfin-
ister) : Take the ease of the principal
miedical officer of the Health Depart-
merit. Parliament v'oted for him a certain
salary and the Commonwealth sub-
sidised a certain amount for him
to act as the principal quarantine
officer in this State. Would it he
right for us to give him that additional
money, because he had to carry out these
dutties in State time, if it was a portion
of his duties prior to the Commonwealth
being established 9 While that subsidy
was paid it went into the Treasury andi
the only amount the medical officer re-
cived was the sum voted by Parliament.
The same should apply to the Hlansard
staff.
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Mr. George: It is a question of an
agreement.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : No doubt like every one else the
members of the Hansardt staff wanted
to get all they could, and that was only
human nature. In reply to the hon. mem-
ber for Albany he wished to say he (Mr.
Angwin) was quite in accord with the
Premier that the £260 paid for reporting-
Royal Commissions should cover both
State and Federal, and any amount re-
ceived from, the Commonwealth should
go to recoup the State.

Mr. GEORGE: Debate on this item
had gone far beyond the question that
had been raised by the hon. member for
Leonora, namely, that the amount should
be reduced by £60. The Premier's
speech contained a considerable amount
of information but kept the Committee
absolutely in the dark as regarded that
£C50 per aninum. The Premier said these
were his Estimates, and therefore we had
a right to assume that he endorsed the
figures in his Estimates. Consequently,
if that were so, so far as this amendment
was concerned, the Premier must vote
against it. It had tecen a very sore ques-
tion in this State for many years as to
whether those receiving a salary from the
State should engage in other duties. Ten
or 12 years ago when Commissioner for
Railways he remembered there was a
great controversy which was carried to
this extent, that clerks and other em-
ployees of the Railway Department who
were members of musical societies and
bands were complained of very strongly
because in their own time they went and
earned some extra remuneration. He
had a great amount of sympathy with the
argument that a man getting a reason-
able salary should not interfere with
others.

Mr. Foley: You farmed. out the
services of station-masters to do postal
work.

Mr. GEORGE: His department had
been called upon by the State Govern-
ment to do postal work and in
classifying- the various stations took
into - consideration the amount of

work that had to be done, but the
money received from the Federal Gov-
ernuient was collected and paid to the
Commissioner for Railways for the
reason that he would not permit that
there should be two masters over one
man.

Mr. Foley: The men doing the work.
did not get anything.

Mr. GEORGE: They got their sta-
tions classified at a higher rate. The
classification of the stations where postal
work was done was higher than where it
was not done. The point raised in this
instance was not so much this £50 a year,
but whether the gentlemen of the Han-
sard staff should do nothing during the
recess or should get employment if they
could do so, and if they did get it the
Premier said that the money should go
to the State. If the Premier said that,
there wvas a proper course to take in con-
nection with the matter. If there were
conditions of employment existing and
the Premier did not agree with them, his
course was clear. That was to insist that
a termination of the present agreement
should take place, and he could then make
what terms he liked. If there was an
agreement, however, it should be carried
out. Whoever made that agreement let
us keep it.

The Premier: You are talking as if the
agreement has been broken.

Mr. GEORGE: The Premier admitted
that there was an agreement, but wanted
to break it, and was seeking by this im-
promptu debate to introduce a principle
which he would not bring in by direct
motion. If the Premier had the courage
of his convictions let him say that the
agreement should be terminated.

The Premier: It has no more to do
with me than with you.

Mr. GEORGE: Then why was the
Premier breaking the agreement?

The Premier: Excuse me.
Mr. GEORGE: The Premier had

given a speech for half an hour on the
question, and now said he did not want
to break the agreement.

The Premier: You were talking about
education just now; you are educating me
to a bear garden.
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Mr. GEORGE: Anyhow, there was an
agreement with Hansard. If the Premier
and his Ministers did not agree with that
agreement there was a proper course to
take, namely, to call upon the persons re-
sponsible for that agreement and have it
terminated.

Ron. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Has not the Speaker already said
that every member has power over the
Estimates?

The Premier: It is nothing to do with
US.

Mr. GEORGE: If every member had
the same power, the Premier had at least
more opportunity. Let the Premier say
to the House by direct motion that the
agreement should be terminated. Then
we would have something definite to go
upon.

Mr. ALLEN: A great deal of ex-
traneous matter had been introduced into
the debate. As a member of the Printing
Committee he could say the Com-
mittee had given considerable time
and attention to a request from
the Chief Hansard Reporter for
an increase in salary. Circumstances
had come to the knowledge of the Print-
ing Committee which were duly considered,
and as a result of careful and deliberate
consideration the committee had made to
the House the recommendation that this
increase should be granted. Every mem-
ber whbo had spoken admitted the un-
doubted ability of the present leader of
the Hansard staff and of every member
of the staff. In that he agreed. If hon.
members were going to he niggardly in
salaries paid to Hansard reporters the
time -was not far distant when we would
lose them. The members of the Printing
Committee had the assurance of the Chief
Hansard Reporter that professional re-
porters of this class were not so plenti-
ful as members might imagine. It was
rather a difficult matter to fill a position
on Hansard by the class of man required
for the work. A great many figures had
been given to-night-in regard to the cost
of Hansard work in other States. He de-
sired to emphasise the low cost of turning
out Hansard in Western Australia. The

figures supplied to him proved con-
elusively that the cost of Hiansard was, in
Western Australia 8s. per page; in New
South Wales, 16s. 10d.; in Victoria, 10s.
4d.; in Queensland, 19s., -while in South
Australia the reports were done by the
Press. In Western Australia the cost
was only Ss. per page, which was very
much cheaper than the cost in any of the
other States. When we realised that the
standard of work was equal to or, as some
said, better than that of any other Han-
sard work in the Commonwealth, it would
be seen that we were taking up a great
deal too much time with the motion.

Mr. Thomas: What about the matter
in Hansard?.

Mr. ALLEN: If the speeches were re-
ported as delivered some members would
blush for shame. Unfortunately Hansard
reporters revised the speeches. A lot of
extraneous matter had been introduced
into the debate and we had discussed the
H7ansard staff and the reporting of Royal
Commissions. He did not wish to refer
to that more than to say that if the memn-
hers of the Hansard staff were not
specially paid for that work they would
expect it to be added to their salaries and
the members of the Printing Committee
would be prepared to give it to them. In
Mr. Wigg we had an excellent officer, and
he hoped we were going to retain him and
not niggardly refuse to give him this in-
crease. We had already talked enough,
in fact the debate had cost double the
amount of the increase.

'Mr. Lewis: Then why transgress?
Mr. ALLEN: There was scarcely any

transgression whilst he was keeping to
the item. The Printing Committee had
been appointed by the House. It had
done its best and after due consideration
had made a recommendation to the House.
In the circumstances the House might
give some consideration to that recom-
mendation. It had not been done in a
hurry; many sittings had been held, and
after full consideration and in the best
interests of Parliament the committee had
recommended the increase.

Hon. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : A lot of officers want increases.
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Mr. ALLEN: And when the time came
he would be found supporting those in-
creases also.

Mr. FOLEY: When a member moved
the reduction of an item such as this,
while his position would be landerstood
by other hon. members, yet it went out
to the country that lie must be in favour
of a sweating wage. One of the members
of the Printing Committee had expressed
a fear that if these increases were not
granted the gentleman holding the posi-
tion might leave the Mansard staff and
go over to the Press. Although Mansard
reporters did good work-and that was
acknowledged by hon. members-the
country ought not to be allowed to think
that hon. members were doing something
which was not right and equitable in
respect to a question of wages. It should
be known that one member of the Han-
sard staff during one recess was out of the
State for four months.

Mfr. Allen: His colleagues did his work
while he was away.

31r. FOLEY: That was admitted, and
he was very glad that the reporter in
question was in a position to make the
trip; but when it was used as an argu-
ment that if the increase were not given
these reporters would go back to the
papers on which they had worke.d before,
hie felt that if they went back to the news-
papers, even if the money they would
there receive under present conditions was
a little higher, they would not get the
five months' holiday nor the conditions
which they "had on 7an san?.. lie was
afraid that they had very little idea of
leaving the positions they had. However,
he was glad to think that one member of
the Printing Committee had been suffi-
ciently plain spoken to say that a request
had been made by the Chief Mansard
Reporter for a £50 increase. That hon.
member had said that certain arguments
were used. as to why the increase of £50
should be given. These arguments had
not been given to the Chamber. If the
member for West Perth (Mr. Allen) had
nrcniments put before him by the Chief
Hlansard Reporter and if those arguments

had weight with the member for West
Perth it was the duty of that hon. mem-
ber to put those weighty arguments be-
fore the Committee and close the discus-
sion. 'Until he did that and those argu-
ments were found to be sufficiently
weighty he (Mr. Foley) would still ask
the Committee to carry the amendment.

MNr. THOMAS: It was not desired to
give a silent vote on this matter. At the
same l ime he was in a somewhat peculiar
position. He felt perfectly satisfied that
if the country were in a flourishing con-
dition and we had money to burn, there
were fewv officers in the State more de-
serving of an increase in pay than the
officer under discussion. However, he
must east a vote in favour of the amend-
ment, although he would do so with ex-
treme regret.

Hon. J. M-itchell: Why must youY

Mlr. THOMAS: On principle. He had
not a single complaint to bring against
the officer in question, but honestly be-
lieved that officer had done his work as
well as ani' other officer in similar cir-
cumstances in Australia. He had per-
sonally received from that officer unfail-
ing courtesy at all times, and every
possible consideration, but the position
was that ire were face to face year af ter
year with a deficit. The Government were
bliamed by the Opposition for not doing
the best -with the finance, and abused
for not going in for proper administra-
tion. With the deficit continually and
perennially facing us, we were not justi-
fied in giving these increases. Under the
circums-tainces he would regretfully vote
for the amendment. He would like to
see the increase given, just as lie would
like to get about another £E200 a year
himself. It was a source of considerable
annoyance to him that the country could
not aifford it, and it was a fault ha found
with the Treasurer that that hon. gentle-
ma~n had not introduced it. 'If a Bill
were initroduced to give immediate effect
to an increase of £200 a year to members
of Parliament, he would with great re-
luctance hatve to vote against it, because,
much as members needed it and still more
as they deserved it, the country could not

2277



'2278 [ASSEMBLY.)

afford it. There were thousands of men
in the country doing hard toil and many
of them receiving no more than 8s. a day.
In the Railway Department when a cer-
tain niumber of workers were raised to a
minimum of 9s. a day, an outcry was
made that it would bring about a deficit,
that it was unnecessarily raising wages.
If it was unnecessary to pay 9s. a day
to a man doing his best for eight hours
on end, then lie was reluctantly forced
to the conviction that it was not fair that
this officer, receiving £500 a year, should
be increased by another £50.

Hon. J. Mitchell: We are not doing
that.

Mr. THOMAS: It would amount to
that with the additional charges intro-
duced later on in the Estimates. He was
perfectly satisfied that if every man had
what was due to him the officer in ques-
tion should have his £50; but there were
thousands of others who could not get
nearly what was due to them and they
were in a worse condition than the officer
in question. Therefore until the time
came when we could do justice to every-
body and to those more in need he would
vote to reduce the amount.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The logic of
the bon. member was difficult to under-
stand. The House controlled this par-
ticular vote. It was not for the Minis-
tryv to say whether we should give in-
creases or not. It was for the House to
see that these officers were well paid.
The Premier raised the cry of want of
funds, and regretted that be could not
through wvant of funds raise the salaries
of other civil servants.

The Premier: I have not given utter-
once to anything on this point.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
went further and said he did not propoie
retrenchment.

The Premier: What has that to do with
this?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Everything.
We were entitled to look at the expendi-
ture and see what was available to the
Crown and what was spent, and to see
that our officers were reasonably paid.
Not a member had spoken buit had said
that this ."fna n -a ntli OLu' mhoney. that

the position wvas worth the money, and
that he ought to have it. The argument
was that bon. members were paid only
£300 and that someone else got less.

The Premier: Why did not you pro-
vide the increase?

Hon. J1. MITCHELL: Because
they did not have the revenue which
the Premier bad. The Premier pro-
posed to spend £5,528,000 this year
as against, £3,734,000 in 1910-11.
That was an increase of nearly 50
per cent, in expenditure since the pres-
ent Ministers had occupied the Treasury
benches, and now they said they must
practise economy and could not pay their
officers well. There was a deficit, not be-
cause of the salaries paid to officers or
of unnecessary expenditure under this
vote; it was duae to extravagance in a
hundred directions, extravagance that
ought to be rectified, and which if rectified
would enable the Premier to carry out
his boasted desire to pay the civil see-
vice bettor than they were being paid.
The House was responsible for these
officers and it was for the House to pro-
tect them and see that it was not bluffed
by Ministers. If hon. members turned
up the details of revenue they would see
that there ought to be enongh money for
everyone and to spare. He hoped menm-
hers would realise that they could not
increase any single vote on the Estimates.

The Premier: You would like to.
Bon. J. MITCHELL: But members

could protect an item on the Estimates
which had the concurrence of the Print-
ing Committee. Hon. members should
stand by their officers and not take the
slightest heed of the Premier's plea that
the increase ought not to be given be-
cause of the state of the finances. The
Premier had said that these officers were
pasid £250 to report Royal Commissions.
That was a perfectly reasonable and
right thing. The Hansard. staff were
worked night and day during the seqsion.
The Premier knew that. All1 hours of the
night and early morning they were in
their places working. They needed
special skill, special training and special
qtptitude to do the work. We expected
it of them and we got it from themt
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When we appointed a Royal Commission
bon. member not only received their
£300 salary, but a fee day by day and
travelling expenses. Surely if we were
entitled to take a fee when sitting on
these Royal Commissions, these officers
who did the reporting were also entitled
to be paid for their work. When hon.
members were called upon to do special
work they were paid for it, and why
should not the same apply to these offi-
cers? In regard to the Federal Fruit
Commission and the Dominions Commis-
sion this work was paid for, not by the
State Government or Parliament, but one
by the Federal authorities and the other
by the Imperial authorities.

The Premier: Where do the Federal
authorities get their money from7

Ron. J. MITCHELL: These Commis-
sions were reported and the Premier col-
lected and bagged the fees that ought to
have been paid to the reporters.

The Premier: I did.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier

stuck to them for the Treasury.
The Premier: I did.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Presumably the

Premier bad since paid the money out.
The Hansard reporters had a perfect
right to be paid for that special work.

The Minister for Works: Why?
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Hon. members

who sat on a Federal Commission and
drew £600 a year were paid extra for
their services.

The Minister for Works: What has
that to do with it!

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If members of
Parliament made one law for themselves
and one for those who served in another
capacity it was time the people knew of
it. It was time they knew that in the
opinion of some hon. members Federal
members should receive a salary of £600
and extra fees for sitting on Royal Com-
missions and that Hansard reporters who
got £350 were not entitled to receive more
for reporting those commissions.

The Minister for Works: Because Sir
John Forrest gets a pension of £500 it
does not follow that we should give you
20s.

Hion. J. MITCHELL: The Treasury
benches were never occupied by such
short-sighted inexperienced men. Sir
John Forrest did not draw his pension
at the moment.

The Premier: Because he taunot; he
would if he could.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: And Sir John
Forrest had earned it.

The Premier: He never refused to draw
it when he could.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The item
under discussion is Item 12.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premies
expenditure was 50 per cent, more than
it was two years ago, and was sufficient
to cover every increment which should be
given to the civil service, including this
increase to the Chief Hansard Reporter.
Every hon. member who had spoken had
admitted the worth of the work, and the
responsibility of dealing with the vote
rested on hon. members. Why should we
be bluffed by the Ministers? The Han-
sard staff were our offierxs, and we must
stand by them and see that they were
paid a fair thing.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The statement
made by the member for West Perth in
regard to the cost of turning out Han-
sard was entirely incorrect. Hie stated
that it was done in this State for Ss. a
page. On the Estimates the cost was
£5,130, and last year the Hansard con-
tained something like 4,000 pages, which
showed that the Mansard cost something
over £1 a page, instead of Ss. as stated by
the member for West Perth.

Mr. ALLEN: The hon. member for
Leonora challenged him to give the rea-
son why the Printing Committee had re-
commended this increase of £50. There
was no secret about it. The Chief Han-
sard Reporter was about to leave the
service of this Parliament. He had re-
ceived overtures for another position, and
he approached certain members of the
Printing Committee, and was practically
given to understand that something would
be done to give him an increase if he did
not leave. The Printing Committee felt
that he was an officer who was giving Par-
liament good service; his ability was un-
doubted, and it would be a disadvantage
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to Parliament if we lost his services. In
view of that, the Printing Committee had
made this recommendation. In regard to
the cost of Mansard he had quoted the
cost per page for printing Hansard. He
was quite prepared to stand by the fig-
ures, especially in contrast to the light-
nling calculation made by the bon. mem-
ber for Pilbara.

Hon. Al. F. TROY: The statement
made by the member for Pilbara, was in-
correct. The hon. member had merely
combined all the totals including the cost
of reporters, typists, typists occasionally
employed, sessional messenger, printing
and distribution of Hansard, and station-
cry, postages and typewriters, and had
taken that as the cost of printing Man-
sard. That was not fair.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Are these items in-
cluded in the Eastern States?

Hon. M. F. TROY: Certainly not. The
statement made by the hon. member for
West Perth referred only to printing,
and not to binding or posting. He pro-
tested against such unfair tactics on the
part of the hon. member for Pillbara.

Amendment put and negatived.
Vote (as previously reduced to £10,403)

put and passed.
Vote-Premies Office, £91,192-agreed

to.
Treasury Department (Hon. J. Scud-

dan, Treasurer).
Vote-Treasury, £11,335:
Hon. FRANK WILSON: Would the

Premier explain what arrangement had
been made with the Under Treasurer.
Was it his intention to leave or retire,
and when ?'

The PREMIER: In the Treasury there
had been one head in the person of Mr.
Eliot. That gentleman had reached the
retiring age, and had asked on several
occasions to be retired, but it being im-
possible to get a satisfactory basis for his
retirement the matter had been held up.
A position had arisen which was not in
the best interests of the State in that
there was no person ready to take up the
control of the Treasury if Mr. Eliot sud-
denly retired. After careful considera-
tion he had decided that, subject to being-

able to arrange a basis on which that
officer would retire, he would secure
somebody as an understudy for a period
to pick up the various points. The op-
erations of the Treasury were different
from those of any other department, and
no matter how well a person might he
trained he would be absolutely lost when
put into the Treasury. Applications
were called for the position of Assistant
Under Treasurer on the distinct under-
standing that if the service proved satis-
factory after 12 months, Mr. Eliot should
retire and the chosen applicant would be-
come Under Treasurer in charge of the
department. In the meantime Mr. Eliot
had agreed to give his successor all pos-
sible information, and his services had
been retained for the twelve months in-
stead of retiring him. Provision had
been made for twelve months' salary in
lieu of leave. He was sure that the
leader of the Opposition would at once
admit that Mr. Eliot had rendered mag-
nificent service to this State, and that, as
Under Treasurer, he had been somewhat
underpaid. Mr. Black was making pro-
gress, and at the end of the term no doubt
he would be able to take up the position
of Under Treasurer and everything would
work on smooth lines, as should be the
case in such a department as the Trea-
sury.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It was his
wish to express appreciation of the ser-
vices which had been rendered by the
Under Treasurer during the better por-
tion of his lifetime. For fifty years Mr.
Eliot had been in the service of the State,
and having risen from a junior position
in the service to the highest he could
reach, we must recognise the splendid
service he had rendered, and he (Mr.
Wilson) did not take exception to the
generous treatment meted out to him.
From the Premier's explanation, one pre-
sumed he was to retire next July.

The Premier; Perhaps earlier if he de-
sires; it is definitely decided that he shall
retire on the 30th June next, or earlier.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: would he be
paid a bonus as well as his pension at the
same time?

The Premier: Yes.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: That was
not in accordance with the ordinary cus-
tom, but an exception might be made in
the case of Mr. Eliot, after his long ser-
VI Ce.

Vote put and passed.
Vote-Audit, £9,528:
Hon. FRANK WILSON: There was

an estimated increase of £1,079 in the
Audit expenditure. One naturally looked
for the cause of this increased expendi-
hire, and recognising the position of the
finances at the present time, it seemed
that we ought to endeavour to keep down
our expenditure as much as possible.
He admitted that in the Audit Depart-
ment there must be a considerable in-
crease in the work, owing to the Govern-
ment's State enterprises, and those en-
terprises had been promised by the Pre-
mier on many occasions to do so much
for the State, but had failed up to the
present to meet his expectations. We
had been asking for balance sheets in
connection with these enterprises, more
especially with regard to the State steamn-
era, one of the most disastrous in view
of the expenditure-

The PREMIER: On a point of order,
he wished to inquire whether this dis-
cussion could be permitted. The bon.
member had introduced the question of
expending money on the State Steamship
Service, and lion. members would want
to reply. The hon. member should con-
fine his remarks to the Audit Department,
or we would never get through this dis-
cussion.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: His inten-
tion was to lead up to the balance sheets
which bad been promised by the Premier
from time to time, but which had not
been received from the Audit Depart-
ment. He claimed, notwithstanding the
Premier's interference, that he was lead-
ing up to the point he was now making,
that was that we could not get these
balance sheets, more especially those of
the State Steamship Service, which was
such a bright example of our State en-
terprises at the present moment.

The Premier: Get work.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier

was not at a football match now.

The Premier: I am not at the Shamrock
Hotel, either.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier must not bluff him if he wanted lo
get his business through. The Premier
had said we could not get these balance
sheets because the Audit Department had
not done their work. If the Audit De-
partment had not done their work, what
was the reason for it? Hon. members
were entitled to some explanation, and
ought to know why they were asked to
vote an increase of over £C1,000 in this
Department. He (Afr. Wilson) very
much doubted whether these balance
sheets were in the hands of the Auditor
General at the present time, and if they
were not the Committee was entitled to
know why they were not in his hands,
aind why those in the department were
not busy doing the work for which they
were paid. If the department could not
cope with the work let us make other ar-
rangements. It was time the Premier
gave some explanation as to how this
work stood.

The PREMIER: It was not his inten-
tion to follow the hon. member in discuss-
ing the question of the State Steamship
Service, as it had nothing to do with
expenditure under the Audit Department.
The duty certainly devolved upon the
Audit Department of auditing public
accounts. It had to audit the accounts
of Parliament House, hut we were not
at this stage going to enter upon a dis-
cussion concerning expenditure at Par-
liament House. If the hon. member was
within his rights in discussing the State
Steamship Service, we could have a dis-
cussion upon all the other State enter-
prises.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The Chairman
will call me to order if I am out of order.
What about the work of the department?

The PREMIER: lt was not his in-
tention to deal with the question of the
State Steamship Service at this stage.
The hon. member would soon develop a
tattooed steamer on his forehead. It was
quite a nightmare to the hon. member.

Ron. Frank Wilson: Yes, it is.
The PREMIER: The hon. member

should shake himself out of his sleep.
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The increased expenditure in the Audit
Department was due to the increased
work that had to be performed, and due
also to increased salaries provided in the
Audit Department under the reclassifica-
Lion for positions that had been filled
which were not filled last year. He would
read each item to account for the increase.
A. minute by the Auditor General stated-

The following particulars show how
the net increase of £1,079 Os. 2d. is
made np-Officers on leave on half pay
and without pay for portion of 1912-
13 now provided for at full rates, £115
i3s. 9d.; provision for five officers for
full year, portions only of last year
being paid for, £111 8s. 1d.; positions
provided for in reclassification scheme
not filled last year, £534; automatic in-
creases provided for in Public Servicee
regulations to other than Class G offi-
cers, £99 19s. 7d.; regulation increases
to Class G officers, including juniors
now on temporary staff who will be per-
manently appointed if they pass Class
G examination, £151 17s. Id.; regula-
tion increase to messenger, £8 5s. 10d.;
new item, clerk on trial, £10; increases
to three inspectors provided for in re-
classification scheme, £93; estimated in-
creased expenditure in district allow-
ances and extra remuneration items,
911 10s.; estimated increase in inci-
dental item due principally to overtime
to pull up arrears of work caused by
positions not being filled, £171 Ts. 8d.;
new item, workers' compensation, £6.
Total, £1,308 2s., less decreases, £229
is. 10d. Net increase £1,079 0s. 92d.

That wvas a complete explanation of the
reason for the increase.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That was not
an explanation why we could not get the
work carried out. Why was the Premier
not supervising the work of this depart-
ment, and seeing it was done? The Pre-
mier had distinctly stated in this House
on more than one occasion that we could
not get these accounts because the Audit
office had not yet audited them. ,When
were they to be audited? Were they in
hand, and when might we hope to get
them?

The PREMIER: The work was beiuf
performed by the Audit Department. 11
was in hand and when completed it worth
be submitted to Parliament.

Hon. Frank Wilson: How long!
The PREMIER: It was not possthI

for him to say how long.
Vote put and passed.
Vote-Compassionate Allowances, et

cetera, £1,281-agreed to.
Vote-Government Motor Cars, £3,193
Hon. FRANK WILSON: An explana

lion might be given in regard to this item
The Committee were asked to vote £3,19.
for this year's expenditure, and thi
amount, which was very large, did no
even include a sum for the purchase ol
a new car. Last year we spent abon
£4,000, but in that there was a sum o
£E1,600 for a new car. In several de
partments provision had been made ox
the Estimates for new motor cars, and
in addition, we had this large expendi
lure. It wvas rather alarming to jiotici
the rate at which the amount was in
creasing.

The PREMIER: Last year the sum oi
£3,982 was expended, and out of thin
two new cars were paid for. It had beer
the intention originally to purchase onl3
one, hut at that time there was no ide.
of disposing of one of the cars in th(
garage to another department. When thi
transfer was made it was expected tha,
the money would be set off against th4
vote, but it was discovered afterwardi
that this could not be done. The mone]
wvhich was earned by Government moto,
cams went into revenue. The amouni
provided for this year covered the wbhl
expenditure in connection with the cars
The new ear which was purchased it
England last year was the cheapest whirl
had bcen obtained, not because of an]1
particular ingenuity on his own part, bul
because of the fact that it was brough
out to the State by a shipping compaml
with which the Government did a goo(
deal of husiness, free of charge. It cos
the Government £700, whereas if it bar
been purchased in the State in the ordi
nary way, the price would have beer
£900. Then another car had to be securer
to replace the one which had been die
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posed of to the Water Supply Depart-
ment, and that cost £C800. There was a
great demand from the departments for
the use of these cars. Only this week,
Mr. Paterson, the 'Managing Trustee of
the Agricultural Bank, and Mr. Sutton,
the Commissioner for the Wheat Belt,
were using the cars in the country.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Have they not
their own?7

The PREMIER: No. These officers
often used the cars for eight or ten days.

Hon. Frank Wilson: There are items
for new ears under other departments.

The PRENIIE-R: Only the Mines and
Inspection of Machinery Departments.
Other highly paid officials oceassionally
made use of the Government cars for the
purpose of delivering lectures at places
which they could not reach by train, and
when it was desired to return to office
next day. The departments paid for the
use of these cars, but the amounts re-
ceived were not set off against the vote.

Hon. Frank Wilson: There is a foot-
note which states that the estimated re-
venue is about £900.

The PREMIER: Yes, hut that was
not a set off against the vote. These cars
were not, as some people thought, merely
for Ministerial purposes.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I hope you do not
send the new car out on departmental
work.

The PREMIrER: The department en-
deuvoure'l to keep the old Talbot for
country work as much as possible. The
use of the cars made it possible for Mini-
sters and departmental officers to keep
many engagements and carry them out
without loss of time. The Minister for
Works wvent to the Lake Grace district
the other day, a trip that would have
taken two or three weeks to accomplish
in the ordinary way, but he carried it out
in five days. In the North-West an in-
spection was made which but for the use
of the car could never have been carried
out. The net cost was small, but the re-
sults were of great value. An item which
hon. members would notice, was fitting
machinery in the garage. There had been
difficulty in connection with the repairs
and now that there were a number of

cars it was essential that they should be
kept in good repair, and that the repairs
should he done in the garage. The ser-
vices of a first-class mechanic had been
obtained and, the necessary machinery
had been installed. Although the vote
looked large, it was one which was of
considerable benefit, and all the depart-.
ments had admitted that to be the ease.

Mr. ALLEN: The sum of £60 per week
for motor cars seemed to be excessive.
No doubt the car were usef ul, but in the
state of the finances something should
have been done to cut down the vote. In-
stead of keeping a number of cars, as
we wvere doing at Ipresent, some hiring
might be done and probably a good deal
would thus be saved.

Vote put and passed.
Vote..-Savings Bank, £22,335:
The PREMIER: The attention of hon.

members might he drawn to the increase
in this vote, £3,364. Hon. members
would appreciate that this was a demand
which was made upon hint and which he
could not resist. At present tLie Savings
Bank had opposition fiom another quiar-
ter, and it had been necessary to make
provision for branches, The Goverinent
had to provide new agencies in lieu of
the post offices, and it would be necessary
to increase the facilities in some centres
for the purpose of keeping the business
in the hands of the State.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Do you not think the
manager should have made a better selec-
tion of agents?

The PREMAIER: It was easy enough
to ask a question like that hut it was
doubtful whether it would have been pos-
sible.

Mr. Lewis: The rate of commission is
very low.

The PREMIER: It was not proposed
to make it any higher.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The manager has ap-
pointed the accountants. of big employers.

The PREMIER: It had been found
necessary to do that on several occasions,
because the question which often arose
wvas whom were we going to get to do this
work. It would be admitted that post
offices were the preferable place, but the
State had been turned out of the post
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offices. The 'Manager of the Savings
Bank had been given practically a free
band iu this matter,

Ron. Frank Wilson: Quite right too.
The PREMNIER: And he was told to

deal with the matter from the point of
view that there was no thought of enter-
ing into an agreement with the Common-
wealth Government.

Mr. O'Loghlen: What are the pros-
pects of settlement now?

The PREMIER: Sir John Forrest
was to move and the Government were
waiting for him to do so. He merely de-
sired to point out that the increased ex-
penditure was due to the fact that we had
to make special provision for our Sav-
ings Bank business.

Item, Commission payable to agents,
etcetera, for services rendered at agencies,
Z5,000:

Mr. FOLEY: In many instanees the
Premier had made excellent arrangements
for caring out the work of the Savings
Bank: but if the Commissioner of Rail-
ways could be counted as an agent that
gentleman. or his department, -was being
paid for services rendered by officers of
the department without any recognition
whatever.

H-on. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) : When they are doing that they are
doing nothing else.

MT. FOLEY: Still, it had been stated
that these station -masters who had post
office work to carry out had been re-
elassified on a higher scale. At one
station tIhe turnover of the Savings Bank
buisiness was £4,000 per month. The offi-
cer in that instance was practically on
his own, and although his railway work
did not take up the whole of the time,
yet he had to see a train out early in the
morning and attend to railway work
again at other periods of the day. The
Savines Bank work claimed a great deal
of his time. because he had to attend to
the office at all hours.

The Premier:- He has definite hours.
Mr. FOLEY: The men who were on

night-shift could not deposit their money
before eight o'clock in the morning.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Rut the same
situation obtains in the post office.

Mr. FOLEY: No, in the post office
they worked shifts.

The Premier: You know they have
their definite hours, the same as in the
railway offices.

Afr. FOLEY: At all events, it was a
hardship to place on the station-masters
mn remote districts. The men who did the
work should receive special remuneration,
If it was reasonable to do this in one
brunch of the Public Service it was rea-
sonable here also.

The PREMIER: Not all station-
masters or officers in charge were called
upon to performi this work. It was only
in places where the Commissioner. of
Railways was satisfied that the officer had
plenty of time. In every ease it could be
proved that, if it were not for this work,
the officer might as well close his doors
and go away. It mattered nothing at all1
what the turnover might be. In most of
our gold fields towns more customers
would be found at the post offce than at
the railway station; yet the postmaster
had to do the Commonwealth Savings
Bank business just as, in the old days, the
same officer had had to attend to the
business of the State Savings3 Bank. No
outcry had been made against that sys-
tern, but immediately we attempted to
work railway officers the hon. member de-
manded, not that they should be relieved
of the -work, but that they should have
extra pay. In any case a fairer way of
bringing forward a complaint of that kind
would have been to go to the department
and not come to the House and make a
public complaint. This was the first he
(the Premier) had heard of it. Why had
not the member come to him as Minister
controllingr the department? So long as
we were not unduly pressing upon a
man's ti-ie, and were paying him a decent
salary, it was not much to ask him to
take a few shillings on behalf of the Sav-
mngs Bank.

Mr. Foley: Do you think it is right to
go to the Minister with every petty
trouble that comes along, instead of run-
ningr to the Commissioner of Railways?

The PR j,'%iER: It did not affect the
Commissioner of Railways, it was a mat-
ter for the Savings Bank. The hon.
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member should have come to him and
complained, when he (the Premier) would
have found out from the manager of the
bank how much was in the statement, He
would tell the hon. member plainly that
when a muan was employed by the State
he should give his best services to the
State and not think that because lie had
worked half an hour he could then sit
down for the rest of the day.

Item, Incidental, including postage and
stationery, etcetera. £4,000:

Ron. FRANK WILSON: This item
showed a decrease of £C1,244. What was
the reason for the decrease, seeing that
the business of the batik was increasing
every year and likely to go on increasing?9

The PREMIER: The reason was that
last year the item had been swollen by
expenditure connected with the transfer
of agencies from the post office, by the
purchase of safes intended for the new
agencies, and by extra advertising in-
volved in the transfer.

Vote put and passed.

Votes- Government Stores, £C14,6541;
Indenting Office, U,.912; Literary and
Scientiflc Grants. £13,400;1 Lithographic.
£6,461; London Agency. £4,912-agreed
to.

Vote-Printing, £40,299:
Hon. FRANK WILSON: This vote

went on increasing year by year. A very
large increase had occurred dunring the
last two years. Would the Premier tell
the Commhitee if there had been more out-
side work than was done previously to
account for it?

The PREMIER: The increase was not
due to any increase of outside work, but
to a increase of work for Government
departments and largely of work done for
Parliament. ILast year was a record in
so far as Hansard and the Government
Gazette were concerned. 'Naturally the
printing of both these concerns was in-
creased. This work was performed largely
for other departments, and also for the
Commonwealth, and the expenditure was.
recouped. The only increase of any ex-
tenft represented auitomatic increases un-
der the Public Service Act and in connec-
tion -with reclassification. Up to a cer-

tamn point increases in the Public Service
were beyond his control. The late Pre-
mier had approved of a reclassification
and promised that it would he retrospec-
tive to a certain date, and the present
Government had had to comply with that
promise. The increase here provided was
for automatic increases up to £204. It
was due largely to the fact that work had
increased. The Commonwealth work had
increased tremendously in view of the
elections. There had been very little out-
side work; only that which could not be
done by the printers in town. It was only
when a pproached that the department dlid
any outside work.

\'ole put and passed.

Vote-Public Service Commissioner,

The PRE'MIER: A promLse had been
mnade that when dealing with the Esti-
mates generally further information
would be given in connection with the
public service. Hoii. members would
appreciate the fact that durinig recent
months, as well as; in previous months.
there had been numerous complaints
through the public Press, and particu-
larly i the Civil Service Jour uaZ, about
the treatment meted out to the public
service, and certain accusations had been
made from time to time, which, he con-
tended, were not warranlted, in view of
the treatment extended to the service by
the present Government. He was not
going into the pros and cons of all those
mutters, except to tell hon. members that
in his opinion the public servants in this
State were well treated. The public
servants were working under an Act of
Parliament, and regulations made there-
under, and outside of the Act there was
no malndate from Parliament as to what
treatment should he meted out to the ser-
vice. If their privileges and conditions
were confined to those laid down in the
Act itself,' their position would be com-
parable, ho admitted, with the conditions
of persons in private employment of a
similar nature. But there were regula-
tions, and he had no hesitation in saying
that not to his knowledge were there any
employees in the State doing similar work
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whose conditions would compare with the
conditions of those in the Government
service. He would quote to the Com-
mittee some of the privileges enjoyed by
the public servants, and not enjoyed by
employees of private firms. For in-
stance, the office hours on Saturday were
from nine o'clock till noon. It was true
that the banks closed at twelve o'clock
on Saturdays, but only to the public and
not so far as the officers within were con-
erned. Public servants received tea
money and overtime, public holidays in
excess of those enjoyed by employees of
any outside institution, and sick leave on
the most liberal scale, and he could give
instances showing how the expenditure
was administered and would challenge
any outside institution to show similar
treatment to any of its officers. In addi-
tion to long service leave on full pay,
there was the privilege of Regulation 78,
which allowed a most liberal payment to
an officer performing the duties of his
superior for a longer term than three
months. Ladies leaving the service for
marriage were paid an equivalent allow-
ance to the proportion of long service
leave for which they were qualified.
Theme was special annual or biennial re-
creation leave to recompense for Satur-
days and Sundays where duty entailed
attendance on those days; special con-
cessions to officers in remote districts of
once in every two years obtaining a free
pass to the coast for themselves, wives
and families, and they received full pay
whilst on their holiday; additional time
for leave taken in travelling from an
officers domicile to the metropolitan area,
and special allowance to officers who had
to maintain two homes. He wanted to
tell the Committee also what the present
Administration had done for the better-
ment of the service.

Hon. J. Mitchell: You had better tell
the public servants; they want to know.

The PREMIER: The public servants
' knew, but he was going to tell them again
through Parliament. The present Gov-
ernment had provided retrospective in-
creases to the value of £13,000.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Who granted them?

The PREMIER: The hon. member had
promised that the retrospective increases
would be provided, hat he was not in
office to provide the money. It was easy
enough on the eve of an election to make
promises, hut it was a different matter
to keep faith with the promises. The
Government had provided automatic in-
creases to officers up to £204 per annum,
and £6,000 had been paid last year on
that account. Payment of salaries to
juniors on the age basis in lieu of the
previous basis, had been introduced. The
bar to clerical officers being unable to
be paid over £450 per annumn had been
removed, and an independent board of
appeal on the value of their offices had
been given to the service. An Act of
Parliament had been passed to remove
all age restrictions and enable the Com-
missioners to recommend the appoint-
ment of temporary hands free from those
restrictions. Where those men had been
previously temporarily employed, they
were now made permanent officers. The
Government had liberalised the payment
for overtime, and had re-enacted Regu-
lation 141, by which an officer should
not be subject to reduction owing to re-
classificatioi. They had re-affirmed the
promise of the previous Government to
grant pensions to officers who established
their claims for such under the Super-
annuation Act, and had provided a tri-
bunal for the purpose of deciding each
application, so that every application
would he dealt with on exactly the same
basis. That tribunal comprised the Under
Secretary for Law, the Public Service
Commissioner, and the Solicitor General,
and the decisions of that body were never
seen b *y Ministers until they were pre-
sented to Cabinet. The Government had
ranted additional political rights-'to civil

servants, which their predecessors had
refused. They bad abolished the liability
of officers to pay their own fidelity
guarantee premiums. They had ranted
free passes to the coast to officers on the
goldfields and their wives and families
once in every two years. They had given

rcgitio to the principle of payment

of at least the minimum salary of any
position to any officer appointed thereto.
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They bad increased the allowance paid
to lighithouse keepers in distanit places,
anl haed giveu recognition to the Civil
Service Association as the medium of
communication between the service and
the Government. Those privileges were
sufficient to show that the service had not
been neglected, whilst the Government
were paying attention to other people in
the State. Tt was not generally appreci-
ated what the granting of those privileges
meant to the country.

Hon. J, Mitchell: What are you paying
your temporary officers?

The PREMIEiR: The rate awarded by
the Arbitration Court. The hon. mem-
ber and other Ministers of the late Gov-
ernment had flied their departutents with
temporary officers, and had thought that
they were doing a great stroke for elec-
tior purposes by paying those men lie.
a day.

Hon, Frank Wilson: You reduced
them to 10s. per day.

The PREMIER: The present Govern-
ment had not done anything of the sort.
The member for Northami had filled his
department with temporary officers, and
had refused to allow those officers to go
to the Arbitration Court to have their
working conditions fxed. The present
Government had told them to go to the
court, and although the award was not
binding on the Government in any way,
they bad kept faith with the award.

Eon. J. Mitchell: No, you sacked them.
The PREMR: The Grovernment had

sacked a few men whom the hon. mein-
her had employed for writing him up in
the Press, and they could well afford to
get rid of those persons. Other tem-
porary men had been placed on the per-
inanent staff, and were to-day getting all
the privileges of the permanent officers,
The hon. rnember, if he had his way,
would set aside the Public Service Act
altogether, arcd have complete Minister-
ial control and introduce on the perman-
ent staff, as he had done on the tem-
porary staff, all his favourites.

Hon. J. Mitchell:- You ought to he
ashamned of yourself.

Mr. Munsie: You ought to be ashamed
of yourself for doing it.

lion. J. Mitchell: Spoils to the victor
is the Premier's policy.

The PREMIER: The bon. member
had employed a man in his department
to do nothing but write him up in the
Press.

Hon, J. Mitchell: That is an abso-
lute lie.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!I The hon.
miember must withdraw that remark.

Hon. J. Mitchell: I withdraw,
The PREMI ER: The mere reading of

the privileges enjoyed by the public
service did not give a clear impression
of what they meant to the State. The
Government had granted those privileges
because'they considered that the public
servants were entitled to them. He was
not complaining of the concessions, bat
the general taxpayer was not aware of
what the concessions were costing him,
and yet he was asked to give to the
public servants further consideration
which they were not entitled to. Long
service leave in 1912-13 had cost
the State under the Public Service Act
alone £14,471, sick. leave, £4,445, annual
leave, £14,774, public holidays, £14,063,
additional remuneration to acting offi-
cers and to temporary assistance em-
ployed, £4,053, muaking a total under the
Public Service Act alone of £C51,776.
For those exempt from the Public Ser-
vice Act it had cost the taxpayer for
long service leave £83,961, sick leave
£71,057, annual leave £42,848, public
holidays £9,256, additional remunera-
tion to acting officers and temporary
assistance employed, £2,045, or a total
cost of £C70,867 for the privileges en-
joyed by those exempt from the Public
Service Act. The cost of the wages staff
who did not come uinder the Public 8cr-
vice Act, had been, annual leave £38,169,
public holidays, £4,452, sick leave, £00,
total £42.711, or a grand total for the
public service for the privileges ment-
tioned of £165,354. Those figures were
interesting to the general taxpayer, as
showing what those privileges were
costing the State, and they were privil-
eges which not one per cent. of the per-
sons employed by private firms had con-
ceded to them. And yet the salaries
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paid to those iii the public service com-
pared well with those paid by outside
firms.

'Mr. Allen : Are you in favour of
abolishing those privileges!

The PREMIER: No. But there was
a strong objection to increasing the pri-
vileges at the present stage. He had not
gone into many questions upon which he
inight hove touched, but he wanted mem-
bers and the general public to know
what it meant to grant these concess-
ions. MAany, people imagined that to
give a1 man long service leave cost noth-
ing. In somec cases it wvas necessary to
provide temporary assistance, and in
other eases additional remuneration had
to he paid to other officers to perform
the work, which was really in the nature
of a boinus for valuable services ren-
dered over an extended period, and one
could not complain from that point of
view, le was not complaining. The
saine applied with regard to sick leave.
One man had been employed for
eighteen months; and for fourteen
mnonths hie was on sick leave. He would
like to know what private employer
would keep a man that long. There was
practically' no difficulty for public ser-
vants to get leave for all and sundry
puirposes, and have their places kept for
them. Hie knew from applications con-
tinually being made for positions in the
public service that those outside were
anxious to zet into the service. Under
etating conditions the public servant
had a better a-;surantc of continuity of
emiployment than' --ix' other person.
Persons outside the service, even mana-
gers of mines, had not continjuity of em-
plo 'yment. It was impossible to get rid
of an employee unless a definite charge
was laid against him and proved. If lie
was retired, it wats necessary to pay re-
tiring allowance, and if one holding an
established position reached a certain
agye a pension had to he paid. This did
not apply outside the service, and we
had a. right to claim the best possible
servic that could be rendered. Civil
scm ants shjouldl apply themselves not
mterelY from the point of view of better-

ing their own positions, but of render-
ing better service to the State.

A-r. Allen: Do you claim credit for
all those concessions?

The PRE'MIER: Credit was claimed
by him for those concessions.

.Mr. Allen: They were in existence
before you came into office.

The P1 RIIER: In his remarks he
had indicated that the Government had
not neglected their duty to the public
servants, but had treated them well.
They might have something to complain
of with regard to superannuation, but
that was out of the control of the Gov-
ernment. There wvas an Act of Parlia-
ment and the Government could not act
illegally. The Government were making
inquiries with a view to patting the
superannuation law on a definite basis,
which would be understood by every
public servant.

Hon. J. Mitchell: It will be the only
thing you have put on a proper basis.

The PREMIER: The hion. membeir
naturally would think so. He -was put
on a proper basis in 1911, and was
nearly squeezed out by a few votes, but
the hon. mnemaber could not appreciate
anything of value.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premiei
inspired him with admiration. He had
treated the civil servants so well, and
there had never been such a Premier,
They ought to be thankful for all the
g1ood things which he had provided foi
them. They should just imagine the ad-
vantages conceded worth £165,000. The)
wvould nio doubt take £9,000 and feel
well compensated for all the good thai
the Premier had done. The Premier had
been two years on the Treasury benches
two years of disaster to the State, and hf
wanted to tell muembers that he granted
long service leave. The Premier had
said he would stand by the Arbitratiot
Couryt awarUd. The court awarded 12s
6d. a day for temporary emiployees whL
Were getting 11s.

The Premier: That was twice as mucl
as you paid.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: And the Pre-
mier sacked dozens, and perhaps hund-
reds, of them.
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Mr. Munsie: There is room for a few
more to go yet.

Ron, J. 'MITCHELL: The bon. mem-
her entirely approved of the trickery of
the Government. The employees went to
the court, the court which the Attorney
General said was the best possible in the
world, and when they got an award they
went hack to their offices feeling satisfied
that they would get an honest deal. In-
stead of that they got the sack. Some
were put on permanently at very much
less than the court award, and some were
reduced to 10s.

The Premier: They were not.
Hon, J. MITCHELL: In the Attorney

General's Department, he believed a man
was reduced to below 10s.

Mr. Foley: Why do you not bring it
up?

Hon. J. 'MITCHELL: The Premier
could find it out. The award of the
court was not respected.

rrhe Premier: It was; they are getting
it to-day.

Hon. J. MITCHELL- The Premier
dismissed them or re-appointed them to
the permanent staff at a lower wage.

The Premier: You are absolutely in-
correct.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Then on the fol-
lowing day he would ask the Premier a
question in this regard. The award was
not respected.

The Premier: How many more times;
will you parrot that out?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
had taken half an hour to stone-wall his
own Estimates, and had attacked the pre-
vious Administration. Was there a single
thing lie had mentioned. which had not
been done before his Government took
office? The Premier said that he (1%r.
Mitchell) employed men to write him up
in thle Press. The Premier knew that was
inaccurate. Whien the present Govern-
ment took office the Premier set to work
to ascertain the friends of the previous
Administration. The Commissioner for
Tropical Agricuilture was pensioned off;
the Commissioner 'of Police had to go, at
a pension of £500 a year-a man who
was perfectly able to perform his duties;
in fact, there was no man more capable

and there was no man more capable than
the Commissioner for Tropical Agricul-
ture.

The CHAIRMIAN: Order! The hion.
member could not discuss that under
these items.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Commis-
sioner for Tropical Agriculture came
under the Public Service Act, and so did
the Commissioner of Police. The Pre-
mier had accused him of having re-ap-
pointed men for doing something which
benefited him. In his desire to rid the
service of men who were politically op-
posed to him, the Premier had got rid
of a great many servants and had ap-
pointed many men who were partisans.
The Premier had no right to claim for
himself the credit for all that had been
done for the civil service, although one
realised that the Premier had agreed to
deliver certain goods and had made cer-
tain promises which bad never been ful-
filled. The Premier, however, came down
here and in order to cover himself, said
he had given certain conditions, but he
was not right to give certain things if the
men were not entitled to them. Certain
considerations the men were entitled to,
because they had earned them.

The Premier: Then why did you not
give it to them?

Ron. J. MITCHELL: We were giving
them more than they were getting now.
The Premier wished to bluff the public
that he had safeguarded the public in-
terests as well as those of the civil ser-
vants, but neither the public nor the civil
service were so easily gulled.

Mr. Mfunsie: The public service have
long since realised that your party WAs%
no good to them. anyhow.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: They had rea-
lised how they stood with the present
Government and the supporters of the
present Government.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: In listening
to the Premier's list of benefits conferred
on the civil service, he (Mr. Wilson)
wondered where the taxpayer came in.
These benefits, the Premier had stated,
represented £169,000.

Mr. Mlunsie: He did not say anything
of the kind.

2289



2290 ASSE)LBLY.]

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Then it was
£C165,000. The Premier gave a total of
£105,000 and said, "We conferred all
these benefits on the civil service."

The PREM~tIER: On a point of order,
what he had done was to read out privi-
leges which were being enjoyed by the
civil servants and he had read certain
privileges which had been conceded by
the present Administration, and he had
said those privileges which they had pre-
viously enjoyed and those which the pre-
sent Government had conceded had cost a
certain amount of money.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You stated you
conferred them all.

The PREMIER: fle bad been sayig
that he wanted the taxpayer to under-
stand what these privileges cost.

Hon. PRANK WILSON: The Pre-
mier had certainly impressed him with
the idea that he (the Premier) claimed to
have conferred upon the civil servants
privileges and advantages which
amounted to £105,000.

Mr. Munnsie: He did not say it.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: We should

know then what the Premier had given
the civil servants. If these privileges,
amounting to £C165,000 had been granted,
for which the State was not receiving
any return -whatever, according to the
Premier, it was about time the matter
was looked into to see -whether they were
entitled to have the privileges. It was a
nice thing for the Premier to get up and
claim he had given a large sum of the
taxpayers' money away for which they
got no return, but it was idle for the Pre-
mier to say he had no complaint against
the civil service. The Premier had com-
plained often.

The Premier: Against their non-recog-
nition of the privileges conceded.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Hon, mem-
bers had a recollection of the Premier
taking the civil servants on the roll of
Perth to task because they or some of
them had not voted for Mr. McCallum
during the last Federal campaign.

The Premier: That is absolutely incor-
rect. I have already denied that here,
nd you ought to accept the denial.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier
was always denying; he denied practi-
cally everything that was reported of
him. He (Mr. Wilson) had never heard
so many denials in his existence. The
Premier when he opened his -mouth
talked very fast and then denied what he
had said. The Premier had a grievance
against civil servants a& few months ago
because they did not support his candi-
date, and said that they should remember
the privileges which had been granted to
them.

The Premier: That is absolutely incor-
rect..

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To use the
Premier's own words, he said they could
get leave of absence for all and sundry
purposes. If that was so, there was mal-
administration. The piiblic ought to ask
the Premier to account for his adminis-
tration and warn him off the grass if
he -was not doing his duty. What motive
was actuating the Premier now, but to
curry favour with the civil servants, to
try and appease their appetite for more,
and to try to get their political support
for next year, whieb support he knew was
falling away from him.

Mr. Munsie: It is not going ore, to
your p'arty anyway; long hours and less
pay-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The leader
of the Opposition is addressing the Chair
at present.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Premier
was not content with rolling out this long
rigmarole for the purpose, one could only
imagine, of creating a favourable impres-
sion with the civil servants, but asked
where did we find the private employer
who gave his employees sick leave and
paid their salaries, and gave them annual
leave and at the same time paid their
salaries. He (Mr. Wilson) did not know
any private employers who deducted an
employee's salary when he was on annual
leave or -was sick.

The Premier: Do you not I have
hundreds in my electorate.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: In every
good firm they got annual leave. The
Premier could not claim credit for having
done something which, according to his
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own statement, required inquiring into.
But he must attack private individualsq
and say by inference that we were doing
much better than the private employers
and that the employees were rushing Lo
the State for billets. If that was so the
Premier was not doing his duty to the
State. He had to remember that he was
handling State funds and that he should
not throw away £C165,000 for privileges
which he implied were not earned by
State employees. The Premier should
be warned that he was over-doing it and
the people would begin to inquire why all
this expenditure should take place. The
poor settler wanted to know why he bad
to contribute to this lavish expenditure.
What was going to be the end of it alIW
Were we going on paying for something
which perhaps was not justly earned by
those who were employees of the State?
If that was the right view of the cawe
one could only conclude that the Premier
was taking this action in order to get
political support. He was preparing for
the ipevitable disaster which was coming
to his party next year on account of the
maladministration of the finances, and
to-night hie had given proof positive of
his incapacity to handle the finances of
the State.

Eon. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary Mini-
ister) : The complaint of the Premier was
that the puiblic servants failed to realise
the advantage they had over private em-
ployees. When it was known that
£165,000 per annumn was paid for special
privileges over and above what outside
employees got, it was necessary that the
public service should he aware how much
better off they were than other members
of the community. He (Mr. Angwin)'
agreed with the leader of the Opposition
that those privileges could only go to a
certain extent.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Moderation in all
things.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) :And while we had the public ser-
vice, as it was to-day, clamnouring for
additional privileges, it was time that the
public outside took a hand in the ques-
tion, and it was time they realised that
when Acts of Parliament bound men to

positions, it was necessary that some move
should be made to relieve the general
public of an incubus that might some
day become a big burden. So far as the
elections were concerned, the leader of the
Opposition was entirely wrong. It was
our duty to look after the interests of the
State and not votes.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You are not doing
it this way; you are giving them every-
thing they are asking for. Why, the
Minister for Works at the sanatorium the
other day gave the men everything they
wanted.

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary Min-
ister) : It had been pointed out distinctly
that the clamouring on the part of the
public servants was uncalled for and uu-
just, and it had also been pointed out
what the service had in the way of priv-
ileges, and with which they ought to be
satisfied. The Civil Service Journal car-
ried no weight. The views expressed in
that paper were only the views of one
man, a former public servant. That
journal was not worthy of being quoted
so far as the service was concerned. It
was the duty of the Government to see
that State interests were protected and
that unjust claims were not made.

The PREMIER: Most of the state-
ments made by the leader of the Opposi-
tion were absolutely inaccurate and they
were made with a knowledge of their in-
accuracy. The hon. member knew that
the statement he had made about civil
servants and Mr. McCallum had already
been dealt with and yet he repeated that
he (the Premier) had protested at a
certain social that Mr. McCallum's de-
feat was caused by the civil servants not
voting for him. That statement had al-
ready been denied in the Chamber and
yet the leader of the Opposition repeated
it, knowing that what he was saying was
absolutely incorrect, or that he was not
accepting the denial which had been given.
What he had said was that the civil ser-
vanits openly canvassed against Mr. Me-
Callum on the ground that the present
State Government had made promises at
the elections of .1911 and had not kept
them. That statement was quite incorrect
and he had since challenged the service to
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bring forwvard any proof that he had
made promises which had not been kept
to the letter. But the service crawled
out, just as the hon. member for Northam
crawled out when he was challenged. It
was unifair for public servants to do
that. They had also wrongly used other
information which had been distributed in
the departments in connection with the
preparation of the Estimates, deliberately
placing a -wrong construction upon it.
Some of these Liberals in the service and
out if it were absolutely unscrupulous.

Mr. Allen: That is a nice reflection.
The PREMIER: The hon. member

could put any interpretation he liked up-
on it.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Then you cannot
blame them for thinking you unscrupu-
lous if you say a thing like that.

The PREMIER: The difference was
that he challenged them to bring the
proof. The hon. member brought up
statements but be never came forward
with proof.

Eon. Frank Wilson: I have proved it
Dyer and over again.

The PREMIER: The hon, member had
never been able to prove any of these
accusations which he hurled across the
Chamber.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What about your
statement in regard to Mr. Turvey's re-
tiring allowanceT

The PREIER: On the occasion re-
ferred to he had gone on to explain the
additional privileges conceded by the pre-
sent Administration, and on concluding
his statement he had read out the cost of
certain privileges enjoyed by the public
servants. The hon. member could twist
that just as be liked. His object was not
for the purpose of currying favour with
the public servants, for he expected he
would get a column or two in the next
issue of the Civil Service Jlournal. His
desire had been to warn the public ser-
vants that all that was possible under the
circumstances had been conceded. Person-
ally he was not conertned in the slightest.
He had no fear of making known his
opinion on this or any other question.
He desired the Public Service to clearly
understand that so far as this Adminis-

tration was concerned they were prepared
to deal fairly as between the Public Ser-
vice and the taxpayer. He considered that
public servants were well treated, and
could not fairly claim any additional
privileges except the adjustment of the
superannuation question, and the fixing
of a basis for the pensions. Osther than
that he was not prepared to concede any
further privileges than were enjoyed by
the service..

Item,' Assistant Public Service Commis-
sioner (twelve months at £52 per month),
£624:

Mr. LEWIS: Was this officer to be
continued permanently? It had been
stated last year that the officer was con-
tinned merely to relieve the Public Ser-
vice Commissioner while on leave, and to
earn' out certainl duties. Would the Pre-
mier tell the Committee whether this offi-
cer was to be permanently employed, or
for how long he was to be continued?

The PREMIER: It was not proposed
to permanently employ the gentleman or-
copying the position, although such a
course might be decided upon ultimately.
It was not the present intention to do so.
The question of whether this gentlemani
should receive the appointment of Public
Service Inspector would be a matter for
consideration when applications for that
position were received. But it was not
intended to permanently employ an as-
sistant public service commissioner. On
the appointment of the present occupant
of the office certain m~atters had arisen re-
quiring attention, and that gentleman was
asked to carry on while Mr. Jull took his
long service leave. Then the appeals had
come forward, and it was felt that as a
member of the reclassification board there
was no better person than Mr. Alcock to
attend to the matter, and so his services
had been retained. Mr. Alcoek had been
specially adapted to attend to this and
several other matters calling for atten-
tion, and when these matters were all dis-
posed of the question of the appointment
of inspector would be taken into con-
sideration.

Mr. PRICE: Was it the intention of
the Government to call for applications
for the position of inspector in the usual
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way, instead of appointing a man in the
way the present Assistant Public Service
Commissioner had been appointedl' Per-
sonally he thought such a position should
be open to any officer qualified to occupy
it.

Eon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter): It might be better to get a man
from outside.

Mr. PRICE: That might be so, but he
believed the highest positions should be
open to men in the service, should be goals
which officers of the service should strive
to attain. He had yet to learn that we
had not in the service officers of proved
competency to occupy positions of this
character. There might be men just as
good outside, hut if they were only just
as good the man inside should get the
preference.

The Premier: He does.

Mr. PRICE: Unfortunately in this
ease the man inside had not got the posi-
tion.

The Premier: No appointment was
made.

Mr. PRICE: The appointment bad
been made and had now been held by Mr.
Alcock for nearly three years.

Hon. Frank Wilson: He has taken
root.

Mr. PRICE:- Mr. Aleock had been
connected with the Government-he was
surprised that there should be any quibble
on the matter-for over two years In a
position for which applications should
have been called, and which officers in the
various departments should have been
given an opportunity of applying for if
thbey so desired. Was it the i ntention of
the Government to throw the position of
inspector open to applicants from within
the servicel

The PREMIER: As he had previously
said, there was no intention to perman-
ently employ -Mr. Alcock as Assistant
Public Service Commissioner, nor was
there any intention to create such a posi-
tion as a petmanency. It was proposed
to eventually appoint a public service in-
spector. Mr. Aleock had been engaged by
the late Administration to act upon the
-reclassification board.

Hon. Frank Wilson:- But not as As-
sistant Public Service Coinmissioner.

The PREMIER: It was merely a
matter of title. The officer in question
had not completed his duties as a member
of the reclassification board until the end
of the financial year 1912, or even later,
Prior to that Mr. Jull had taken his long
service leave, and it was thought desirable
that Mr. Aleock, who had been working
in the Public Service Commissioner's
office, should act as Public Service Com-
mnissioner, instead of displacing some offi-
cer in another department. Then, as the
appeals would take place in accordance
with an Act of Parliament before the re-
classification hoard completed its work,
it was; felt that there was no person with
the same knowledge as Mr. Alcoek pos-
sessed as to the reasons why the reclassi-
fication board bad arrived at their deci-
sions Therefore it had been decided to re-
l ai n Mr. A]lcock's servi ces for decaling with
appeals and the question of temporary
employment in the public service which
at that time was becoming a scandal.
The permanent men were working side
by side with the temaporary mnen and the
latter were getting from Is. to 2g. 6id. per
dayv more. That condition of affairs the
Government considered should not eon-
tinne, and Mr. Alcock bad been specially
told off to deal with that work, and also
the appeals, and as soon as the appeals
were disposed of the question of flling
the position of inspector would be dealt
with. It -would be advertised iii accord-
ance with the Public Service Acet, and
other things being equal the man in the
service -would get the preference. It
was remarkable that whilst the service
claimed that the temporary men should
have the first opportunity bf getting per-
manent positions, and whilst the 'Govern-
ment declined to make a rule that the
temporary officers should get the appoint-
ments because it would block the promo-
tion of men already in the service, the
public servants were not willing to allow
Mr. Aleock to be considered s a tem-
porary employee, and to be appointed in-
spector -when the position was perman-
ently flled. He again assured the Com-
mittee that when the position of inspector
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was finally filled, applications would be
called for and, dealt with in the manner
laid down in the Public Service Act.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Govern-
went should get the best man they could
for the position, and they ought not to
he too thin-skinned about confining them-
selves to men within the service. Air.
Al1coek was a very capable man. He had
been appointed by the late Government
in a temporary capacity, and he had
shown a considerable amount of ability.
Therefore, if Mr. Alcock was the right
man, why should the Government not
stick to him? They ought not to under-
mine a man who had served successfully
a couple of years in a very peculiar posi-
tion.

Mr. Lewis: What about the mank who
has 20 years record in the service?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The man
who bad been in a position for two years
had gained some experience, and if he
had been able to fill that position without
undue friction it showed he had some
ability, and the State should not lightly
cast aside a man who had gained that
experience at the State's expense. He
agreed that these positions should le
thrown open to everybody inside and out-
side the service, because the State wanted
the best brains it could get.

Vote put and passed.
Vote-Refunds, £1,063-agreed to,
Vote--State Hotels and Inspection of

Liquors, £38,231:
Item, Tourist Bureau, £10,000:
Mr. PRICE: It seemed remarkable that

this vote was confined solely to two see-
tions of the State, Rottnest, which was
entirely a Government tpurist resort, and
the South-West. On going into the
Tourist Department one found literature
dealing with the tourist resorts through-
out New South Wales and New Zealand,
and at Colombo, while only two sections
of this State were mentioned in the litera-
ture there. The Government of New
South Walesi dealt with the whole of that
State. Every time the Estimates came
on he had protested against this prefer-
ential treatment of different sections of
the State.

M10r. Green: Dog's bead rock is men-
tioned.

MIr. PRICE: Would the hon, member
go out and have a little dog's head stout?
Hie protested against public money being
spent in the interests of one small section
of the State. One bon. member, in re-
ferring to the Albany season, stated that
the railways gave certain concessions. As
a matter of fact the railways gave
nothing. The whole of the placards in
connection with the Albany season were
paid for by the citizens of Albany. The
only concession they received from the
railway was a large-

The Premier: What about the fares?
Mr. PRICE: They were nothing for

the people of Albany. Hie presumed the
Government got a return from them.

The Premier: We are carrying people§
down at aL loss.

'Mr. PRICE: Then the Government
ought not to do so.

The Premier: We do not propose to
do so.

Mr. PRICE: It was just as well to
know that the Premier intended so far
as he could to prevent the people from
going to that health resort.

The Premier: You are getting as had
as the Opposition.

Mr. Harper: As good, you mean.
Mr. PRICE: Although so much had

been done by the people privately, and
although the Government absolutely re-
fused to assist in any way to advertise
that end of the State, yet in connection
-with tourist development there was an
estimated loss of £2,000.

Afr. Underwood: The hon, member is
sufficient advertisement for that padt of
the State.

Mr. PRICE: It was only fair that
when people were doing so much for
themselves, they should receive a little
consideration from the Goverrnent. It
might be urged that they had ceased from
advertising in the journals in which they
previously advertised. That was not
exactly correct because only recently
sums of money were paid for advertise-
ments at a time -when the representative
of the Government, the manager of the
Tourist Department, was writing to
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Albany asking the people to supply fre
to the Government their publication con-
taining several pages of matter in con-
nection with the Lands and other depart-
ments. Yet, although these were sup-
plied and over a thousand copies of the
publication were handed to the depart-
merit, they refused to assist in any way
in the publication of it.

The Premieri What benefit wvill we
derive from it?

Mr. PRICE: The State must derive
benefit from it. The greater the number
of people who wvent there, the greater
must be the benefit to the State.

The Premier: Local residents princi-
pally obtain the benefit. At Rottiest the
place is owned by the Government.

Mr. PRICE: Attention was beirng di-
rected by him to the advertising of the
South-West which wvas contilually going
on.

lion. W. C. Angwiu (Honorary -Mini-
ster) : The caves are the only place worth
going to.

Mr. PRICE: Thire were huge pla-
cards and publications, and every effort
was made to induce I he puzblic to go
there.

The Premier: The p)ublic alone bene-
fit; it is a State institulion.

Mr. PRICE: The hostel at Yallingup
was the only place, but the pulic bene-
filed in many cases more so) than the
Government.

The Premier: No; we have our own
motor cars.

Mr. PRICE: Some consideration
should be shown to those sections of the
State which assisted themselves. The
Government should not, as they had done
in the past, take everything and give no-
thing.

Item, State hotels, £25,300:
Hon. FRANK WILSON: What struck

one about the Estimates was that the Gov-
ernament were not getting a proper return
from the hotels. It was rather difficult
for hon. members to understand the true
position. The Treasury figures were pub-
lished, but certain other offices were in-
cluded, and the actual operations of the
hotels were not disclosed. For the four
months to the 31st October the revenue

had been £7,477, and the expenditure
£7,166, leaving a profit of approximately
£C300. The expenditure on the inspection
of liquors was included, which would tend
to show the hotels in a worse aspect than
they really were, but even making allow-
ante for that expenditure the position
did not seem to be satisfactory.

Ron. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster) : The tourist bureau is included also.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The whole
of the tourist expenditure could hardly
be under that heading, because the esti-
mate for the tourist bureau was £10,000.
It looked as though the hotels were not
heing carefully administered, and the re-
venue one ought to expect was not being
derived from them. On the Estimates
there was provided an expenditure of
£25,300, and the revenue was estimated
at £:32,900, showing a profit of between
£6,000 and £E7,000. That did not seem to
be an exorbitant profit for three State
hotels. If he remembered correctly, the
State hotel at Gwalia had returned a pro-
fit of £7,000 in one year. The estimated
profit this year did not cover rent, in-
going, interest or depreciation on the
property. There was something wvrong,
and members wanted to know -what was
happening. If one hotel earned £6,000,
and the price of liquor had not been re-
duced there should be more profit from
three hotels.

The PREMIER: The hon. member
would appreciate the fact that the Govern-
ment were making provision for the
maintenance during portion of the year
of three unw hotels which were being
erected.

Mr. Allen: Where?
The PREMIER: One at Wongan Hills,

one at Bruce Rock, and the other at
Kwollyin.

Mr. Allen: Are they going to be sub-
mitted to a local option poll

The PREMIER: No, certainly not. We
had licenses for them except in the case
of Wongan Hills. A license had been ob-
tained at Wongain Hills, but he had not
been prepared to go on with the expendi-
ture entailed for the likely turnover, and
after numerous requests from the pro-
gress association new plans had been sub-
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nutted, and it depended on whether the
licensing bench was prepared to grant a
license for the new plans as to whether the
work was proceeded with. There would
be ir certain amount of initial expenditure
to provide out of revenue for the opening
up of the hotels and at the same time prac-
tically no revenue would be received. But
so far as the hotels were concerned, not
including Yallingup, which was now a
State hotel, Owalia and Dweliingup were
paying handsomely.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What about, the
balance sheets on Lbem1

The PREMIER: There were one or
two matters that had to he fixed up. Pro-
vision had to be made for the keeping of
hooks under the Trading Concerns Act,
which were not previously required. The
capital value of these places had to be
fixed, also the depreciation, and it re-
quired a lot of thinking out, but once a
basis had been fixed upon there would be
no difficulty in coming years. The hon.
member knew that the Trading Concerns
Aet had not been put into operation until
the close of the last financial year. Dwel-
lingup was really the only new hotel, and
already it had paid in profits the whole of
the capital expenditure entailed in its
purchase- He could give the bon. mew-
her any items, takings from the State
hotels generally, inspection of liquors,
and tourist bureau. They were kept
separate, but he did not think it was de-
sirable at this stage to give them in de-
tail for each hotel;, they were doing as
well as they ever did.

Mr. MONGER: A couple of months
ago there was an advertisement in the
Press calling for applications for the
position of manager of the State hotel at
Rottnest; would the Premier say what
had been done in connection with these
applications?

The Premier: We hare not got the hotel
yet.

.r. MlONGEbR: Why had the appli-
cants not beae, notified accordingly? For
some time after the applications had been
sent in those who had applied naturally
thought they had some fair and reason-
able prospect of obtaining the position.
Since then there had been no advertise-

ment in the paper, but it was certainly
the duty of the Government to give some
notification that the applications wohid
be held over until a certain event took
place.

The Premier: What we have advertised
for wvas manager of the State hotel at
Rottuiest, but it was not certain whether
a license would be obtained.

Mr. Allen: Of course, you will not get
a license.

The PREMIER: The hon, member pro-
bably knew the feelings of his friends
in another place, as they decided these
matters in cauicus. He was not prepared
to make the appointment of a hotel man-
ager until he knew whether there was
going to be an hotel. No appointment
had been made and therefore no appoint-
ment could be announced.

Vote put and passed.
Progress reported.

House adjoitrned at 11.37 p.m.

legislative Ctouncil,
Wednesday. 5th November, 1913.
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COMPANIES ACT AMAENDMENT
BILL SELECT COMMITTEE.

Report presented.

Hon. W. KINOSMILL (Metro poli-
tan) brought up the report of the select
committee appointed to inquire into Ihe
Companies Act Amendment Bill.
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