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there will not be any opposition to the
passage of the Bill becanse the contract
has to be completed and the money
raised before the end of the present year.
I do not think it is necessary for me
to refer to the Bill in detail. The first
three clauses give the municipality power
to purchase and carry on the works and
the other clause gives power to raise
money for the purchase. In the Schedule
we have the agreement between the
Colonial Gas Association, Limited, and
the municipality of Ceraldton. I hope
hon. members will realise that the Bill
is in the best interests of Geraldton, and
that it is & good proposition. Knowing
that hon. members will recognise it is
in the interests of the State that muni-
cipalities should own the lighting systems
I feel sure there will not be any objection
to the passage of the Bill. I move—
That the Bl be now read a second
time.
Mr. Bath: I understand that it is a
Private Bill. -
Mr. SPEAKER: No.
Standing Orders provides—
Every Bill for the paving, lighting,
draining, cleansing, or otherwise im-
proving any city, town or district,
or for supplying the same with water,
promoted by the Municipal or District
asuthorities of such city, town, or
district, shall be deemed to be a
Public Bill.

I thought the question might be raised
and I took the precantion to consult
the Crown Law Department and I have
their anthority for declaring this to be
a Public Bill. It states that the Bill
comes within the category mentioned in
the Standing Orders, and a case is guoted
as having ocecurred in New South Wales,
where they have a Standing Order deal-
ing with similar Bills which is on all
fours with ours.
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Mr. Taylor : This Bill provides for the
raising of o loan and consequently
taxation.

Mr. Bath : T am perfectly satisfied. I
understood the hon. member was intro-
ducing it as a Private Bill.

The Attorney General : A private mem-
ber imtroducing a Government Bill.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

House adjourned at 9:30 p.m. ,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and read prayers.

QUESTTION—RATILWAY LOCO. DE—
POT, REMOVAL.

Mr. SWAN (for Mr. Horan) asked the
Minister for Railways: Does the Rail-
way Department eontemplate the remo-
val of the West Ierth loco. depot to East
Perth or other suburban station?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: The extension of the Perth
goods yards for future requirements is
under consideration, but no determina-
tion has bheen arrived at.

QUESTION — STATE MINING EN-
GINEER, LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
Mz, STYWAN (for Mr. Horan} asked the

Minister for Mines: Is he satisfied that

the present backward state of the geo-

logical survey of Western Australia war-
rants the granting of four months’ leave
of absence to the State Mining Engineer?

The MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied: The fact of the State Mining

Engineer toking the leave due to him

under (¢ provisions ¢f the Iublic Ser-
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viee Act will not affect the state of the
geological survey of Western Australia.

QUESTION—-PUBLIC SERVANTS’
INCREMENTS.

Mr. DRAPER asked the Premier:
Will the Government bring in a Bili this
session to amend “The Public Service
JAct, 1904,” with respect to—1, The pay-
ment of annual inerements within a elass
up to the elassified value of the position;
2, The reconsiruetion of the appeal
board ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The neces-
sity for amending the Public Service Act
on this point is net apparent. The Gov-
ernment recognise, ns does the Publie
Service Commissioner, that an officer’s
maximum salary—that is, the salary to
which he may attain without waiting for
promotion to a higher position—will, if
he shows himself worthy of this con-
sideration, be reached by increments pro-
vided from year to year on the Estimates.
The Governmeut are not prepared
to favour any amendment of the
Ae¢t whieh would render these in-
‘ereases automatie, sinee to do so
wonld, in their opinion, take away
thal ineentive to energy which is neces-
sary to an efficient service. 2, Should the
condition of business allow, it is the in-
tention of the Government to amend cer-
tain provisions of the Aet this session,
Their views in vegard to the constitution
of the appeal board have already been
given to the House.

QUESTION—SUTPERANNUATION
ALLOWANCES.

Mr. DRAPER asked the Premier: 1,
Have the Governmeut refused to grant
pensions under the Superannuation Act
to any persons for any reason other than
misconduet? 2, And, if so, under what
anthority, and what are the names of the
persons so refused?

The PREMIER replied: 1 and 2, The
answer to the questions asked by the hoa,
-member for West Perth in regard to the
snperannuation of officers would entail
an exhaustive examination of hundreds
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of files, seeing that practieally every offi-
cer retired from the service considers
that, on some ground ur other, he is en-
titled to a pension. Further, the making
available of the information asked for in
regard to the whole body of officers re-
tired withoonl pensions would not, in my
opinion, be to the public interest. Again,
as the hon. member doubtless knows, Par-
liament has, under the terms of the Act,
left, and left very wisely, I think, the de-
cision of these questions absolutely to the
Exeeutive Couneil. Information in re-
gard to any partienlar ease will, if pos-
sible, be furnished, provided public in-
terests are not prejudiced by so doing.

BILL—BREAD ACT AMENDMENT.

Introduced by Mr. Bath, and read a
first time.

PRIVILEGE--SUMMONSES SERVED
ON MEMBERS.

Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): Before
the Orders of the Day are ealled on T
would again ask what has been done in
counection with the matter of privilege
being inguired into by the Standing Or-
ders Committee?

The PREMIER (Sir Newton J.
Moore}: Perhaps Mr. Speaker, as
chairiman of the commitiee, could best
answer the question.

Mr. SPEAKER: I will be pleased io
do so. All the information there is to
give is that the commiftes have been sit-
ting up till the last moment before com-
ing into the House, and have had to fur-
ther adjourn for more evidence which it
is desired to take. The commitiee have
adjourned till to-morrow at three o’clock.

BILI—LICENSING.
Second Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hen.
J. L. Nanson) in moving the second read-
ing said: I may intimate to hon. mem-
bers that T do not intend on this oceasion
to occupy the attention of the House for
any length of time. As hon. members
will Tecollect, last session the QGovern-
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ment introduced a Licensing Bill, and I
then dealt very fully with both the poliey
and the details of that measure. The
Bill we are now introducing is, in all re-
spects, identien] with that iatroduced last
session.

Mr. Walker: As it left the House?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not
enfirely as it left the House. The hon.
member will recolleet that the Licensingy
Bill of last session got into Committee
where. when the appointment of the li-
censing henclies was being considered, an
amendment was carried providing for
elective instead of nominated benches.
The Bill as introduced this session is, ns
I have already pointed ont, identical with
the Bill as introduced last session, and
we provide in this Bill for nominated
licensing henches. When the Bill reaches
Committee members will have an oppor-
tunity of guing into that maiter, and the
arguments buth for and against the two
systems can then be advanced.

Mr. Bolton: The House has already
carried it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It
often happens that the Committee make
an amendment, and on re.committal a
different decision is arrvived at. There is
certainly no reason why, in introdueing
this Bill, we should not avail ourselves of
the opportunity of re-inserting the clanse
as it originally stood.

Mi. Bolton: Yon are not seeking to de-
feat the measure?

The ATTORNEY
certginly not.

Mr, Swan: Nor to waste timme?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not
at all; if the hon. member wounld interject
less, less time would be wasted. 1 may
gay in regard io the delay last session
that the rejection of the clause dealing
with the constitution of the licensing
benches had pothing in itself to do with
the decision not to advance the Bill fur-
ther. Hon. members will remember that
the session was very fully occupied. A
large number of amendments ta the Bill
appeared on the Notice Paper after the
second reading, and it beeame perfectly
clear, even if it had not been so before,
that the Bill could not get throagh the

GENERAL: No:
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Comniittee siage withont oceupying 2
great deal of time and entailing - much
necessary  diseussion. The Government
were faced with this position: there was
a probability that, having got half-way
through the Bill, we should have found
that, owing to our desire to secure the
adjournment by Christmas, we could not
proceed further; and it was thought bet-
ter, therefore, as there seemed to be next
to no hope of getting the Bill through
iu one session, that we should not pro-
ceed further with ihe Committee stage,
But Lhe fart that an  amendment was
made in regard to the constitution of the
licensing Dbenches certainly had nothing
to do with the delay in proceeding fur-
ther with the Bill.

My, Taylor: Is the Bill to-day in the
same form at is was last session?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Pre-
cisely. exeept that there are a few minor
alteralions in vegard to matiers of ma-
elinery. of administration. For instance,
in Clanse 26 we have some small altera-
fions in regard to railway restanrant car
licenses, and we have some alterations
in rerard to the transmission of licenses
in certain events, such as the demise,
bhankruptey, or insanity of the licensee.
There arve alterations in regard to the
continnance of licenses if for some reason
licensees become ineapable of holding
them. There are also some minor altera-
tions with regard to the adulteration of
liquor. The alterations are all with re-
gard to pacely machinery matters. Hon.
memhers will remember that the principle
of the Bill was, firstly, it established im-
mediate loeal option, secondly, it sup-
plied means of compensation in regard
to the abolition of licenses in existence
before the measure becomes law, pro-
vided such abolition was in obedience to
a local option poll. The measure also
provided ihat there shonld be no granting
of new licenses except in obedience to a
local option poll; furthermore that after
the passing of the Bill if new licenses
were abolished they should receive no
form of compensation either in money
or time ar in any way whatsoever, So
far as existing licenses it was provided
that after a lapse of ten years they also
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on abolition should be in no sense en-
titled to compensalion. As for abo-
lition during the ten years period hon.
members will remember provision was
made—and the same 15 in the present
measare—for compensation to be raised
by a levy on existing licenses. I do not
think I need oeenpy the time of hon.
members longer. My own wish is that
the Bill should get into Cummiitee us
soon as possible, because 1 recognise it
is a highly controversial measure, as any
Bill dealing with this question must be,
and that it most necessarily oerupy a
large portion of the time of the House
thix session. I take it there is ou hoth
sides of the House only one desire, that
ig, that we shall this session wet the Bill
through Comuniittee and, if possible,
carried not only in this House but in
another place. Tt will be indeed disap-
puinting if as one of the legislative
achievements of the present session we
caunot pass the Licensing Bill whieh,
while it will not give either side or schovl
of opinion all it wants, will in its main
provisions give what we regard are the
demands of the larger portion of the
public of (lie State.

Mr. Bolton: 1Does not the Minister
think it would save time if it were intro-
ditced as amended 7

The ATTORNEY GEXERAL: Not
necessarily. At any rate there arve coun-
siderations other than the saving of time;
and thinking, as I do, that tlie particular
amendment referred to was certainly not
a step in the ripht direetion, I am anx-
ious to again test the feeling of the
House in rerard to the eonstitution of
livensing boards.

Mr. Bolton: Do you still provide in the
BRill that no one interested in the trade
shall have representation on the board?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
js stiil in the Bill.

Mr. Gill: Why is the first loeal op-
tion poll fixed tor so late as 19122

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Laost
vyear we provided for the poll to be taken
in 1911. This year it is made for 1912.
However, that is a matter of detail that
can be dealt with in Committee. It is
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not a matter of principle. I content my-
self with moving pro forma—
That the Bill be now read a second
time.

My. Bath: Why pro formaf

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1
look npon this debate as a matter of
form wntil we get into Committee.

Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): The hon.
meniber can rest assured {bhat Opposi-
tivn members will not unduly delay the
passage of this Bill in Curmmittee; but at
the same time I wish to say that I regret
very much the Attorney General has, in
ithe Bill now introduced, practieally
flonted a decision previvusly arrived at by
this very Parliament. I could very well
understand if the Attorney General had
introduced this Bill in aunether I’arlia-
ment that he should ask a new Parlin-
meut to reverse a previous decision; but
on this oceasion the House is constituted
just as it was when the Bill was pre-
viously dealt with, with the exeeption of
the new members for Beverley and Fre-
mantle. But even with that difference,
judging by the division list on this gues-
tion of nominee or elective licensing ben-
ches on the previous oocasion, those two
hou. members, even by supporting the
Governmenl, eannot alter the decision
previously arrived at. That being 5o,
would it not have been preferable for the
Attorney General to make provision in
the present Bill so that it ecould pass the
seeond-reading stage and progress in .
Cowmmittee until we reach that point at
which the Bill was previously dropped?
The Attorney (leneral says he is not
satisfied with the decision previously ar-
rived ai, and he thinks we adopted a
wrong course—that may be so; I believe
the hon. member is in eamest in making
that statement—but it only goes to prove
that what had been said previously in
regard to the Bill is absolutely correct,
namely, that the Government when de-
feated om the question of nominee or
elective licensing benches dropped the
measure.

The Attormey General: That is not so.

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member
may say that now, but he has said this
afternoon that he was of opimion we ad-
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opted the wrong eourse and that he would
endeavour to get the House to take up a
differen! attitude. Judging from what
happened after that division, the Gov-
:rnment dropped the measure because thev
suffered a reverse on this question. I
hope the Government will be prepaeed
to accept wmany «defeats on this Bill be-
fore the measure passes through the
whole of the Committee stage.

The Attorney General: That is guite
possible.

Mr. SCADDAXN: But judging from
the previous attitude of the Government,
T am afraid that the lecal option ¢nestion
in this State is far from approaching

consummation. However, what | want
to point oui  particularly is that the
Bill we are to consider now is a

consolidating measure dealing with the
whole of the liyuor {iraffie, while the
main  point the public are desirous of
having settled is the question of local
option. I consider it would have
been prefersble to have a measure
dealing purely with loeal option and,
later on, another measure eonsolidating
the linuor laws or dealing with all other
questions, so that we shall not have the
question of local option set hack for a
number of years, notwithstandine the
faet that o greal majority of members
are in favour of local option, simply be-
cause the Government are not prepared
to accept defeats in other directions.
That is how T view it. T am afraid loeal
option is very many years ahead of us
vet.

The Attorney General: We provide for
it.

Mr. SCADDAN: I understand that;
hut if the Government are to be defeated
on some of the elements in the Bill before
us, as they were last year on the matter
of leensing benches, and they drop the
measure, where is loeal option? There is
no donbt tlie whole of the publie are de-
manding loral option. vet we cloud the
issue in a consolidating measure. and the
possibility is, if the Government adopt
the attitude adopted lost session, we will
not get it for o number of vears.

The Attorney General: Pass this Bill
and you will et it,

. General is farcieal in the extreme.
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Mr. SCADDAN: Will the Attorney
General onssure us that, despite what
amendmeuts are made in the RBill, he
will go throngh with it, if the provisions
concerning loeal option are earvied by
the Honse? What happened last session
may happen this session with the result
that the Bill will be dropped again be-
eause the Government are not prepared
to suffer defeat in connection with otler
matters in the Bill, that is, other than
the local option provisions. I do not
desire to delay this measure going into
Committee, and T am prepared to see the
second reading passed this evening. We
disenssed the Bill previously on the see-
ond reading and proceeded to some ex-
tent in Committee, and it would have-
been better had the Attorney General
accepted the Bill as it stood when it left
our hands in Committee last session, be-
eause then we eould have saved a good
deal of disenssion whiel, judzing from
the tone of the House on that oceasion,
will be exaetly the some this sessiow.
That heinw sn, what possible benefit is
there in re-introduring the Bill as it was
previously introdnced? T hope that if
flis Rill is 1o he dropped on aceount of
any amendment being made as on a pre-
vinus oeeasion. the Government will take
the earliest opportunity of introducing
a Rill dealing with local option.  The
people desire it and they should he ziven
local option at the earliest possible op-
portunity.

Mr. BOLTON (North Fremantle):
The idea of introdicing the Bill as intro-
dueed this afterncon by the Attorney
The-
areument of the Attorney (teneval as to
why the Bill did not pass through Inst
zession is that there was not sofficient
time. that ecertain amendments having
been made it was found impossible to
complete the Bill: but tn the same breath

" the hon. zentleman explains that this Bill

now introduced is exaetly similar in form
ta that introduced last session, so that
there is exactly the same eround to 2o
nver this sesrion and it will be a reason-
able exense for the Government to ad-
vance—and T make bold to say thev will
advanee it-—if the Rill does not pase this
se=sion. The Hovse lasf soscinn adopted
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the principle of elective bencies, and is
it to be supposed by the Attorney Gen-
eral that we are going to allow that to go
by the board this session? Does it nel
folow that the amendment passed last
session will be again iniroduced and
passed this session? Is it not reasonable
to think that the same time will be taken
up to get the Bill through to the same
stage that it reached last session? I
think it is farcieal to pass a certain
amendment and then to have the Bill ve-
introdneed and not give effect to one
single amendment already passed by us.

Mr. Founlkes: There was only one.

Mr. BOLTON: The amendment passed
by us practically defeated the Bill. It
was put into the waste-paper basket
afterwards,

The Attorney General: No.

Mr. BOLTON: Whether that was the
reason or not, we are bound to form our
own conclusions, Mine is that the
amendment was so drastic as viewed by
the Government that they deeided thev
would not proceed. What will happen
this year? The same amendment will he
carried, and the Government will say
there is not sufficient time to deal with
the Bill. With few exceptions members
are in favour of loeal option, and they
know the people are asking for it. They
must realise the people are as far off
getting it as ever; and seeing that the
Government have re-introduced the Bill
without the amendment passed last ses-
sion, the people will still he waiting for
loeal option at the end of this session.

Mr, GILL {Balkatta): Tike those who
have spoken, I think the Government
would have heen well advized if they 1ad
adopted the amendment passed last ses-
sion and enthodied it in this Bill and hy
that means saved a good deal of time.
Certainly there need he no long diseus-
siont on the second readingz, but when we
get into Cotmittee the same old argu-
ments will be used and the same fizht will
bave to he put up again in connection
with those matters fought ount last ses-
sion, so that there will he a good deal of
time wasted. But the aspect that appeals
to me more than anything else is one not
touched on by the Attorney Geueral.
Last session he dealt very exhaustively
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with the Bill and assured us that the
Government intended to make the whole
of the Bill an open question, Seeing
the attitude they have adopted now with
regard to an amendment the House de-
cided ou, [ would like to kuow if, during
the present session, it is the intention of
the Government to allow the Bill to be
an open question and to give members
a free hand to do with it as they desire,
or if the Bill is to he made a party mea-
sare. If it is to be open to members to
vote as they think fit then proper con-
sideration ean be given to the Bill. There-
fare, it will be well to have an assarance
from the Attorney General on the ques-
tion.

The Attorney General: A
latitude will be allowed.

Mr. FOULKES (Claremont): I am
quite sure this Bill will not be treated by
the Government as a parly question. It
shonld not be.

Mr, Price: The Attorney General says
it will be a party question.

Mr. FOULKES: He has not said that.
T do not agree with the arguments of the
mewmber for North Fremantle with regard
to tlie Bill heing practically the same as
that introduced last session. It must not
be forgotten that it is open te us to bring
torward amendments on any clause we
think fit. .\ large number of important
amendments in the way of propused new
clauses were introduced last session but
it is highly probable that had they been
brought forward they would not lave
been adopied without still further amend-
ment, All that T am eoncerned with is
to see that an amending Bill is brought
Lorward, then we can suggest any amend-
ments we like. 1 do not attach muoch
importance to what eclanses are now in-
cluded in the Bill, for we ecan amend
them. As a maiter of faet, I would not
mind if there were blank pages for we
could fll them uap quite easily. I join
with other members in hoping that if the
Government find the majority of mem-
bers are against eertain clauses they will
not allow the Bill to be dropped. I do
not think they will. T have been wateh-
ing very closely, and was glad to see that
in the Orders of the Day for to-day the
Licensing Bill occupied first place, and

reasonahle
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1 bope it will hold thai position until it
is passed. Last session I noticed that
after the Bill had reached the Committee
stage it was gradually dropped to the
bottom of the list. T will do my utmost
this session to keep it well up, perhaps
not first on the Notice Paper, but among
the first three Bills.

Mr. Bolton: How arve you zoing to
do jt?

Mr. FOULEES: I am sure the Attor-
ney General recognises that there is o
strong desire on the part of the majority
of membhers that this Bill should be con-
sidered as one of the first Bills of the
session, and that he will be only too glad
favourably to consider the views of mem-
bers.

Mr. Scaddan: It was io have been one
of the first of this Parliament.

Mr. FOULKES: Anyhow it is the first
on the list to-day. Many members on
this side of the House agree with me
in considering this Bill to be the leading
one of the session,

Mr. Bolton: It will last as many years
as the Fremanile dock.

Mr. FOULKES: I do not think so.
There is no doubt that the great majority
of members are most anxions that a new
Licensing Bill, including provision for
loeal option, should be put into effect as
soon as possible.

Mr. Bolton: The Covernment do not
seem to be so.

Mr. FOULKES: If they are not they
will gradually learn to be so. I believe
the Attorney General realises that ihe
majority of members are most anxious
for the Bill to be dealt with. There will
bhe many contentions elanses in the Bill,
and we must recognise that it is impos-
sible for us all to have the clauses earried
in the way we should like; there will have
to be a good deal of give and take. For
instance, take the clanse dealing with the
constitution of the licensing benches. T
remember that last year I voted for the
principle that licensing magistrates should
be elected. There are many other clauses,
bowever, which I consider to be of far
greater importance than that one. and I
wounld be prepared, if I could ensnre the
passage of the clauses I consider of
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greater importaunce, (o sacrifice the one
dealing with the appointment of the
benches,

Mr. Bolton: Here is the explabation
why the Bill is introduced in its presemt
form.

Mr. FOULKES: I am not responsible
for that provision being left out of the
Bill, Had I been responsible for the
measwre there would have been many
aiterations. I am very glad to see that
the Attarney General and the leader of
the Opposition agree that the second read-
ing of the Bill should be carried this
afterncon. There will be many opportu-
nities later on for us to diseuss the vari-
ous elauses.

Mr. ANGWIN (East Fremantle): I
was rather surprised to hear the member
for Claremont say that he will be willing
to forego a certain clause becanse he
thinks he ean get something else. ‘

Mr. Foulkes: Something of more im-
portance,

My, ANGYVIN: Seeing that the clause
relating lo the appointment of licensing
betiches is almost the first contentions one
in the Bill, how will it he possible for
the hon, memher to veceive a guarantee
that he will get something else later on?
T was very mueh surprised to see the Bill
re-introduced without there being in-
eluded the provision decided upon last
year with regard to the election of the
henches. No matter what members have
entered the House sinee then, it will be
impossible if members vote as previously
to defeat the clanse agreed to last session,
seeing that the Speaker will not have an
opportunity of giving a casting vote
either in favour of or azainst the clause
which was carried by an absolute majo-
rity. The country have a perfeet right
to expect that members should exhibit a
certain amount of stability of opinians,
and should not change their views on a
question like this every time the wind
blows in the opposite direction. The Al-
torney General said there is very little
alteration to the Bili. I find, however, on
referring to the numbers of the clauses
to which amendments were made last
year that they do not eorrespond with
the wvombers in the present wmeasure,
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showing thereby that there have been
alterations. 1t will be neecessary for
every member to look carvefully through
the measure and see what alteration has
heen made to clauses and what clauses
have heen omitted. It would be inad-
visable to msh through this measure too
hurriedly. The prineciples of the Bill
might he the same as last session, but the
details are different. It is not my inten-
tion to discuss the guestion now, as there
was a full debate last session. No donbt
next week the Bill will reach the Cow-
miftee stage and by then I shall have
lonked earefully through it. I am sure
there will be just as large an array of
amendments on the Notiee Paper eon-
eerning the measure this session as there
was last.

My, TAYLOR {(Mount Margaret):
The Bill is vne stranger to this Parlia-
ment, for it passed its second reading
and reached a certain stage in Committee
last session. Some members adopted a
certain attitnde in Committee last session
—in my opinion an attitnde highly justi-
fied—by altering the constitution of the
licensing benches, making them elective
instead of nominative. It was anything
but refreshing to hear the member for
Claremont just now shifting his ground
on that question. Last session that mem-
ber was strong in his advocacy in making
the Bill a workable measure, so that it
shonld deal with the liquor traflic in the
most efficient manner pessible: but to-
day we find that he is foregoing one of
ibe principles which this Parliament es-
tablished last session. namely. elective
benches. He has pointed out to-day that
he will he perfectly satisfied to let that
go for something else. 1 did not hear
the hon. member say what that something
else was.

Mr. Foulkes: To secure the passaze of
another clause of greater importance.

Mr. TAYLOR: T did not hear what
that clause was. How do we know that
that “clause of greater importance™ does
not rest only in the imagination of the
hon. member,

Mr. Foulkes. No. it does not.

Mr. TAYLOR : Then let the hon. mem-
ber he fair to the Chamber and to those
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whe supported him last session, and tell
us what that clause is.

Mr. Belton: There is no other elausc.

Mr. TAYLOR: He should do this so
that members wonld be able, perhaps, to:
make their opinions on this measure
equally as elastic as his.

Me. Foulkes: 1 will do that when we
are in Committee.

Mr, TAYLOR: It is when a member
speaks to the second reading of a Bill
that he should intimate the line of action
he is going to pursue during the Com-
mitlee stage. Tt is indeed refreshing
for a Minister in charge of a Bill to
know, by their second reading speeches,
how members on both sides of the House
are going to treat the Bill when it reaches
Committee, If there are any big prin-
ciples in the Bill which are going to be
materially altered, or if there is a divi-
sion of opinion in the Chamber as to the
principles, an indieation should be given
on the second reading. T am sorry the
member for Claremont was over-anzious
to indicate that he had changed his prin-
ciples on a vital question in order to sup-
port something which was unknown to
the Chamber,

Mr. Bolton: And unknown to himself.

Mr. ¥Fonlkes: I sbould like to have
the opportunity of ecorreeting the hon.
member. What I said was that there
are many clauses in the Bill of a varying
degree of importance. Some were of
greater valne with regard to the views
which T held on this matter than other
clanses, and, as an instance, I said T
would be prepared to give way with re-
eard to the third clause in the Bill which
provides for the election of licensing
magistrates if T could secure the passage
of a clause of preater importance later
on. The hon. member for Mount Mar-
earet stated——

Mr. Murphy: On a point of order; T
understood that no hon. member was en-
titled to interrupt an hon. member who
was speaking, except on a peint of order.
A personal explanation, such as that
which the member for Claremont is
making, should come after the member
for Mount Margaret has finished his
speech.
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. My, SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Fremantle is correct, but. when the mem-
ber for Claremont rose the member for
Mount Margaret sat down, and I allowed
the member for Claremont to continue.

" Mr. TAYLOR: At all times during a
.debate in the Hounse, if another hon.
member has risen to make an explana-
tion, I have resumed my seat, because
an explanation at such a stage might
prevent some unnecessary diseussion
taking place. The explanation by the
member for Claremont, however, seemed
to be wore like another seeond reading
speech. T listened to it with some pati-
ence; recognising the anxiety of the hon,
metoher to eulighten the House; but he
failed to enlighten us one iota. The
hon. member has not yet indicated whal
those clauses of greater importance are
likely to be, and 1 am justified therefore
in pointing out that he has gone back
on the prineiples which he advocated
last session. Neither has he indi-
cated what he expeets to get in ex-
change, The hon. memher has stated
that there are to be clanses of greater
importance which he desires to have car-
ried, and he is going Lo sacrifice his
principles to have those carried, but he
has failed to even indieate what they ave
to be. It I took up a position of that
eharacter, the first thinz T wounld try to
do before changing front would be to
give reasous for doing so. The hon.
member was very anxious to let vs know
that be wus not going to vote in the way
that he did last session for a big prin-
ciple in this measure, namely, the ques-
tion of appointing Jlicensing magi-
strates. The prineiple is worth fighting
for. 1 shall stand with Lthose who fought
for the elective prineiple last vear, and
I will be found fighting for it again this
session, and I hope that all those mem-
bers who voted that way last session
will again be found supporting it this
session. I have seem no reason during
the recess to alter my views, If is a
fundamental principle, and my opinion
with regard to it will hold good for all
time, namely, that a bench of this char-
acter shall he elective and not nomina-
tive
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Mre. Murphy: Why uot apply that
ptinciple to the Arbitration Court?

Mr. TAYLOR: We do eleet our repre-
senlatives tnere, and the employers elect
theirs. .

Mr. Murphy: Not the general publie,

Mr. TAYLOR: They have no repre-
sentation.

Mr. Murphy: You might apply it to
the Supremwe Court, Loe.

Mr. TAYLOR: [ like the member for
Fremantle making a eomparison between
the Suprewme Court and the licensing
hench.

Mr. Bath: That is lis idea of cavrying
out local eplion.

My, TAYIOR: 1 am leading up fo
that. Ye have later on in the Bill to
deal with the prineiple of loeal option,
the nuestion of allowing the people to
indicate to ile liecensing bench whether
thex desive hotels in their aveas. Then
why should they not have a say in the
appointment of {lie beneh? T say that
it is a fair attitude to take up, and, as
far as I am concerned, T will fight for
that prineiple. T believe in loeal option,
and T believe that the people in a dis-
triet should be the hest judges as to
wlether they require a hotel in their
area or not. They are more capable of
judging than a handful of people who
sign a requisition got up by some enter-
prising individual, perhaps in many in-
slances supported by a brewery or a
wine and spirit merchant, to influence
the hench that a hotel is required. This
mere handful of people may be the im-
mediale friends of the individual who,
perhaps, as T huve stated, is in the
clutehes of a brewerv, or a wine and
spirit merchant. and they sign the re-
quisition that a license is necessary in
their avea when the whole thing ought
to be decided on a wide franchise,

The Attorney General: We provide for
that nnder Lhis Aet,

Mr. TAYLOR: The mewmber for Clare-
mont indicated that as far as local op-
tion was concerned, he had something of
greater importanee which he was going
to place before the Chamber. I would
like to see the Bill in Committee in order
to hear this very important clause
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dvop from the bon, member’s lips like
a rocket-siick from the sky. I hope
the hon. member will not go back
on his last year’s attitude, but will sup-
pori local option and give his assistance
towards making the measure a workable
one, As the Attorney General has
stated, there is no necessity at this stage
for long specches. I desire, however, to
compliment the Atloruey General on the
masterly way in which he introduced the
Bill last session. He marshalled all his
facts, and made the principles of the
Bill as ¢lear as it was possible to do.
One has ounly 1o peruse fansard to
find out exactly what the position is, but
T must say this, while complimenting the
hon, member for the elear and lucid man-
ner i which be explained the provisions
of the Bill Jast session, I eannot eompli-
ment him for poing back to the nominee
proposals on which he was defeated.
At least he should -have accepted
the decision of the Honse and de-
elaved that his desire was 1o pass the
measure, aod ihat the anxiely of the
Government with which he was asso-
cialed was so great in Lhat direetion that
they would aceept the direclion of Par-
liament and give what Parliament had
asked for. There was nol avy change in
the Parliament which would justify the
alteration. The deeision of the House
shonld have bheen aceepted, and the At-
torney General should have deelared that
he would do so in order to facilitate
matters and to et the Bill on the statute
baok,

The Attorney CGeneral: There is no-
thing to prevent amendments being made.

Mr. TAYLOR: But it is only plough-
ing and harrowing, and ploughing and
harrowing again.

Mr. Gordon: If you are
principle, do you give up?

Mr. TAYLOR: I bave fought prin-
¢iples. and won them, and fought others
and lost them, but the Minister and the
Government have told the people of this
State time and time awain that their de-
sire was to dead with the liquor traffie.
and thev failed lust year in doiog so.
Ther have emphasised that they are
willing to pass the legislation this ses
sion, and. that being so. the Government

fighling a
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should have adopted the easiest course
to carry out that promise, and that
would bave beon by introdueing the Bill
this session in the form in which it left
the Comunittee stage last session.

The Attorney General: If I have not
done so, seme other bon. member may
do so.

Mr. TAYLOR: If the Bill had Deen
introdueed in the manner in which I bave
suggested, fault would not be found with
it in the same foreible manner as is now
likely to be the case. The opposition in
this House will be so strong that unless
an alteration is made, I am atraid the
Bill will oot get along very well for a

, few weeks,

Mr. Youlkes: We will push it on.

Mr. TAYLOR: Well. you can palm
a Jot of things on to me, and I recognise
that T am a hit crednlous at times, bat,
when the hon, member tells me that he
will push things on, I find it diffieuit of
belief. I gave himn a patent safety match-
box the other might and he could not push
the slide off that, yet he talks abont
pushing things in this Chamber. Another
thing I want to point out is the necessity
for the Government to justify in the eyes
of the people their sineerity with regard
to this measure. If there be anything to
prove conclusively that the Government
were insineere last year, it is the very
fact of the measure coming before the
present session in the form in which we
find it. .

The Attorney General: We are sincere,
bat unconverted,

Mr. TAYLOR: There may he somae
force in that argument. I have seen the
Attorney General converted on several
oceasions. I know the hon. genileman
meets everything with an open mind, but
T want to say that that in itself convinees
me of the ivsineerity of the (lovernment
at this stage. 1 have no desire to say
more. I bhave helped, as far as I am able
to do, to make this a workable measure,
and I shall continue to do so. I have
eertain obligations in ¢onnection with the
movement with which T am assoeiated,
and there are eertain fixed prineciples in
connection with that movement which T
will endeavour to bave embodied in the
measure. There are many other things
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in- connection with the Bill wbich hon.
members will be able to deal with as they
think fit. The liqoor traffic has been dis-
cussed, not only in this Chamber, but in
the ¢ountry, and we have decidéd upon
following certain lines, We are strongly
in favour, and have every reason for our
beliefs, that the liquor traffic shounld he
controlled by the State. There can be no
fault found with people who believe that
certain prineiples are the best for the
economie working of the affaivs of State,
and they are justified in pressing them,
and that can only be done by educating

the people from the platform. We
have done so, and we are fixed
in the econviction that the liguor

traffic should be nationalised. However,
although the Attormey General says he
s open to conversion I am not going to
undertake the task of converting him to
the principle of nationalisation. If 1 did
there would be no possible chanee of get-
ting the Bill through before Christomas.
I-am going to give my support to those
clauses which I believe are desirable; bnt
there are others which will meet with my
opposition in Committee. I have no ob-
Jjection to the second reading of the Bill

Mr. OSBORN (Roehomrne): I am
pleased indeed to see that the clanse deal-
ing with the constitution of the licensing
henches has been reinseried. I cerlainly
did oppose it last session, and T am going
to vote against it this session. I am very
glad it has been reinstated, beeause this
time 1 will have an opportunity of plac-
ing my amendment before the Committee
in time for it to be discussed. Last ses-
sion I had no idea that the elective prin-
ciple had a chance of being cariied, and
it was not until the last moment that I
endeavoured to have disenssed an amend-
ment on the amendment moved by the
member for Brown Hill. The object ol
my amendment was that the chairman of
the bench should be nominated, while his
two colleagues should he elected. That
is my opinion to-day. If we had the
chairman nominated, I am eertain we
wonld have nothing to fear from the elec-
tion of the other two members. An elec-
tive board would be eleeted by the people
in the distriet in which the board wonld
sit. I am not quite clear as to whether
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that is right, or whether the board would
serve in other parts of the State; but
whichever way it may be, & board wholly
elective could not be satisfactory to the
people of the State generally.

Mr. Seaddan: Your reason for holding
that view last session was that elective
members could be bribed.

Mr. OSBORN: So they could, and [
repeat it again. Moreover, a hench
elected to deal with the question of H-
censes wounld consist of fanatics, one way
or the other; some wonld side with the
publicans while others allied themselves
to the teetotallers. Surely that would be
undesirable.  We do not want on the
benches persons with biased minds; we
want there persens capable of judging
for themselves without holding fast io
any partisan line of thonght which would
do injury to the State and to the people
generally. All elected members would he
elected on certain principles—principles
which they would be bound to carry onl.
They would pledge themselves to the eler-
tors—a condition of affairs which wonid
be very dangerous indeed. It is quite
certain that these elected members would
be either pledged to the hotelkeepers or
nominees of the teetotal party. I do
not think either seetion should predomi-
nate on the benches. For myself, al-
thongh a total abstainer, I entertain nn
disregard for those who take alcohol in
moderation, while I pity those who take
it in excess. Those who do not take it
at all are, T think, much better off. I
hope to be in time this session with my
amendment, and to endeavour also, as I
indicated in speaking to the Address-in-
Reply, to make some alieration in respeect
to the supervision of clubs, I sincerely
believe that all elubs where drink i sold
and consumed should be open to inspec-
tion by the aunthorities. If a ¢lub be con-
duoeting itself in such a way that it is not
offensive to anybody, no hardship will be
inflicted; but there are certain clubs which
require supervision, and unless the power
be given to supervise all, then the unde-
sirables cannot be inspected.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Which are the unde-
sirables?

" Mr. OSBORN: I am not going to name
any, but certainly they exist, and I say it
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is time we provided a clanse in the
Biil dealing with such clubs. I have no
reason for speaking any further on the
second veading. T am pleased to think
I shall have another opportunity of op-
posing the principle of elective benchies.
Mr. DAGLISH (Subiaco): In sup-
porting the second reading of the Bill I
desire mainly to urge both sides of the
House to bear in mind that our primary
ohject is really to improve onr licensing
law, and to secure on the statute-bovk the
adoption of the principle of loeal vption,
Personally, I am willing to make sacri-
fices in regard to some clauses rather
than fail in that main object. The
House, or at all events certain members,
have for six years past been trying to
secure the adoption of the principle of
local option; but at the close of each
sneceeding session we have been just as
far off the attainment of that object as
when the session began. I hope that a
spirit of give and take, manifested on
both sides, will prevent this session from
ending in the same froitless fashion as
its predecessors. I desire to refrain
from diseussing the point that has prin-
cipally occupied members this evening,
I shall, of coarse, have no opportunity of
discussing it in Committee. My opinions
vn it are prefty well known; they were
embodied in the Bill T had the honour of
presenting to the House some years ago,
and again I dealt with the question on the
second reading of the Bill of last session.
I am still inelined to believe that, as far
as possible, the opinion of the licensing
bench should he a reflex of the opinion
of the electors of the distriet over which
the beneh adjudicates; and it can only
be so if the electors themselves have the
opportunity of appointing that bench.
But if it should happen that the opinion
I hold on this question is not aceeptahble
to the House I am certainly not going to
sacrifice the larger question of local op-
tion to that faet alone. T should be pre-
pared to accept the local option prineiple,
and fight for the other at any and every
subsequent opportunity. On the same
grounds I contend that the House is en-
titled to demand of the Attorney General,
and the Government, that if on the ques-

tion of nowinated benches the House
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should devide against the Government, in
the same way it shonld be recognised by
Ministers that the main point of this
measure is to improve the administration
of our licensing law and secure the local
aption principle; and that other details,
cven details of importance in the admin-
istration, must be sacrificed to that main
issne. I contend that in putting forward
that view I am in no way saerificing any
prineiple or any opinion 1 have held, or
advocated. But, in fact, if the plea be
urged that the member for Claremont
must not support the Bill if it do not
inelude the principle of elective benches—

Mr. Scaddan: Nobody suggested that.

Mr. DAGLISH: At all events, that
was the inference 1 drew. I do
not wish to press the point; but I
wish to say that if the member for
Claremont be justified in sacrificing the
Bill beeause defeated on the prineiple of
eleetive henehes, then in the same way it
must be admitted that the clanse consti-
tuting the licensing beuneh is of such im-
portance that the Attarney General might
claim justification for dropping the Bill
if he be defeated in favour of the elee-
tive prineiple.

Mr. Angwin: Not if it be in accord-
ance with the wishes of members.

Mr, DAGLISH: I am saying we re-
quire on both sides—and my remarks are
directed as much at the gentleman in
charge of the Bill as at his eritiecs—we
must recognise that our primary daty is
to give the public control over the liguor
traffic. And while T believe that control
will not be absolutely complete until we
have elective benches, it is hetter to give
it in an ineomplete form than to give no
control at all. T hope there will not be
what hon. members seem to anticipate,
namely, a waste of time on this nuestion.
T hope there will be reasonable discussion
of important vpoints in respeet to the
measure, hut T hope there will not be
more than that. I do not kmow whether
the Attorney (eneral has any new reasons
to nrge acainst the opinions expressed last
session in favour of elective licensing
benches; if he has, or if he thinks that
that by his eloquence he ean econvince
hon. members whom, last session. he
failed to convinee, I contend he is jnsti-
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fied in asking the House to reconsider its
decision. To that extent it is not alto-
gether reasonable that he should be at-
tacked for asking the House to reconsider
sueh decision. It has been done in pre-
vious Parliaments. In the Ministry with
which I was connected it was done in re-
gard to the muanigipal Jaw, when the
House was asked, in regard to voting at
munigipal eleetions, to reconsider in 1905
a decision arrived at in 1904. And any
Ministry, if they regard as important
any particular provision in a Bill which
has been opposed by the House one ses-
sion, are entitled to, at any time, ask the
House to reconsider the decision. But
while it may perhaps lead to a certain
amount of discussion, I hope that dis-
cussion will not be more prolonged than
the merits of the clanse demand. I am
not altogether satisfied in regard to one
point in the Bill, apart from this pro-
vision for nominated benches, that is, in
regard to the license fee. T contend
there iz not sufficient margin between the
small country hotel and the large metro-
politan house. In regard to the license
fee, the lowest is £40, the highest £100. T
do not think that difference even appreei-
ably approaches towards the difference in
value of the trade monopoly granted to
the two different classes of hounses. I do
not know whether the rental value of a
house is the besi way of assessing the
license fee, but I think that the ecity
house should pay proportionately a much
larger license fee than that embodied in
this particular measure. I hope the Gov-
ernment will do, as hon. members have
urged them to do from both sides, that is
keep this Bill in the forefront until it
gets through the House, because it must
go at a comparatively early stage in the
session to another place if there is to be
a chance of its finding a place on the
Statutes this year. The Government
should recognise that the eountry demands
that this measure should be passed this
session, and they will run a considerable
risk of forfeiting to some extent their
place in popular regard unless they fulfl
the task they have undertaken. There-
fore 1 hope on this, perhaps the lowest
of grounds, the Bill will be pushed for-

503

ward throogh all its stages with the
greatest expedition,

Mr. GEORGE (Murray}: I quite agree
with the remarks of the last speaker
that it is desirable that different mem-
bers should give way on minor points
in connection with the Bill, but this
Bill has such a wide scope that it is
desirable there should be no appearance
of hurrying it any more than there should
be any appearance of delaying it with
the idea of defeating it, or of delaying
it in such a way that perhaps defeat
would be more preferable. Unfortunate-
ly, in & matter of this sort it is a question
that appeals greatly to extremists on
both sides. There are people who ob-
ject to interference with their liberty
to get drunk, while there are others who
object to others getting drunk and take
very good care they do not themselves
get drunk. I think it is as dangerous
to get temporsrily drunk on the gues-
tion of drinking water as it is to get tem-
porarily drunk on whisky. When one
gets pestered by extremists on both sides
with literature which the ordinary day
of one’s life will not allow one time to
digesat, it leads one to think that this is &
question that calls for moderate people
to deal with. I hold no brief for the
temperance people, nor for the licensed
victuallers, nor do I intend to, but I
protest strongly against the fact that,
while we are asked to get this Bill through
in the interests of temperance, these
people do not give in their dealings the
same amount of temperance as they ask
us to give in listening to their views.
When the next election comes on we shall
find that all prospective candidates are
troubled with & schedule of various wants
with, Are you in favour of this or
that,” in connection with the temperance
question, and at the bottom usually the
addendum, “ No reply will be taken as
the negative.” We are just as likely to
be parochial in connection with the tem.
perance question as with other matters,
and to forget the big issues, fighting
elections as if there were no other matters
to be considered. I must say that it
is neither the tempsrance man nor the
intemperate man in liquor or language
gets his own way. Those who menage
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to suececd in this life, whether in per-
suading or governing men or in making
money or otherwise, are those who can
give and take, and I hope those on both
sides of this question will refrain from
intecfering in Parlismentary elections
and paddling their own little oar, no
matter what the bigger issues of the State
are. s far ay the Bill is concerned,
it was circulated last night. It is supposed
to be an exact copy, or as near as possible
4 copy, of the Bill of last session, but
& considerable amount of time and work
has intervened between last session and
to-day, and [ am free to zonfess that my
mind is practically & blank us to what
the Bill of last session was sxcept that
my efforts were directed towards obtain-
ing anything that would alleviate intem-
perate conditions in this State. To jump
a Bill on us in five minutes like this
because it was brought before the House
last session and expect us to grasp it,
is asking more than I can swallow, We
are ordinery men, not gifted with ab-
normeal memories, and only allowed 24
hours in the day.

The Attorney General: It was announced
in the Governor's Speech.

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member
knows the wvalue and purpose of the
Governor’s Speech, what it is supposed
to do and what it does do. It has raised
a considerable amount of eriticism, and
I am not going to add to the information
of the House on that subject. I think
in view of the other legislation that we
know is coming forward, unless we are
prepared to pass this Bill this session,
we might just as well take a vote on it
now and pass it out and so not waste

time. Personally, I hope the Bill will
be carried.
Mr. Scaddan: 1t would have been

carried Jast year if the Government
desired it.

+Mr. GEORGE: I do not believe in
raking up the dead leaves of former
Autumns to fertilise for the coming
Spring. T hope this Bill will pass and
that alterations can be made in Com-
mittee. There are several points on
which I feel very strongly, but I feel it
my duty—and I hope I will not be singu-
lar in that respect—if I cannot get all
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I would like, to sacrifice some of my views
for the purpose of getting the Bill through.

Mr. Angwin : You misht have to sacri-
fice the lot.

Mr. GEORGE: I do not think se.
Bad as the (Government are--and we
know they must he bad after the char-
acter they were given the other nizht -
1 do pot think they would ask wns to
sacrifice all our opinions. At any rate,
if they did, I would have in that respect
just as much freedom as the member for
East Fremantle. [ want to see the Bill
through, but on minor matters [ am pre-
pared to subordinate my views in order
to get the Bill through, because I know
that if the Bill ix found not to work as
it should do, there will be amending
measures brought forward in other Par-
liaments, and I have no reason to doubt
that the men of future Parliaments will
be quite as sensible and painstaking as
I hope we are.

Mr. MURPHY (Fremantle) : No matter
what our opinions are in regard to the
principles of this Bill, I think we are all
desirous that it shall not be delayed.
I was anxious to move the adjournment
of the debate, but reslising what has been
said and that an adjournment of the
debate from the present sitting until
Tuesday might prevent our edvancing
the measure one stage, I have no wish
now to do so. No matter what other
members may have sgaid as regards
having thrashed out this subject thor-
oughly la3t session, two, if not three, of
us have come into the House this session,
and some further explanation might
have been made for us &3 regards the
main principles of the Bill beyond what
we have had this evening. Surely it is
not expected of the member for Beverley
and myself, both of whom I venture to
say have very decided opinions on this
question, that we are to wade through
Hansard of 1ast session and from that gain
the opinions of hon. members, not only
regarding the advisability of the main
principles of local option or regulating
the liquor traffic, but also in regard to
the question of nominee or elective
licensing boards. The member for Bever-
ley and myself have simply been told,
“We decided last year ; if you want our
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reasons go to Hanserd snd find them " ;
and that treatment has come from the
Government. side of the House as much
as from the Opposition. However, I
recognise second reading speeches are
generally speeches on main principles,
that very seldom have any dealing with
the ultimate fate of a Bill, Whatever
attitudes and whatever opinions I may
have with regard to any clause of the
Bill, have to be settled in Committee.
I have many amendments to move upon
this Bill.

Mr, Scaddan: You have not received
them yet.

Mr. MURPHY : No, I am keeping them
up my sleeve. I do not know whether
the rules of the House compel me to
give notice of the amendments T intend
to move, but I do not intend to give notice
because I do not know what the Bill
really is. It has been placed in my hands
to-night, so far as being a member of
the Houge is concerned, and T have not
had the opportunity to go through it. If
it is in any way a copy of the Bill of last
gession, no doubt many atnendents
could be moved that would make the
Bill very much better.

Mr. Angwin : Why not assist the Minis-
ter by giving notice of your amendments?

The Premier : It has been on the Notice
Paper for a week.

Mr. MURPHY : Whether we have had
notice of it a week or a month or a day,
it seems to me it does not make much
difference, especially as the Bill has
been discussed by the majority of mem-
bers of this House in a previous session.
They must, therefore, be well versed
in the principles of the Bill ? 1If it would
advance this measure in any way by secur-
ing the adjournment of the debate until
next week, I would have been prepared
to move the adjournment, but it appears
to me that it is not necessary. Evidently
most members have made up their minds
upon the main principles of the messure,
consequently I do not want to delay the
Bill now. I-will fight as hard as I can
in Committee in order to get inserted
those amendments I think are necessary
for a good Act, and to ensure fair dealing
with the general community of the State.
80 far as the principle of an elective
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board is concerned 1 will not say any-
thing move than this: It seems to me
that if there is an elective board appeinted
for any district it will not be a reflex of
the opinions of the people of the district
but will reflect the opinions of one sec-
tion, which is the only organised section
in that digtrict.

Mr. Bolton : The licensed victuallera ?

Mr. MURPHY : No, the temperance
party. :

Mr. Scaddan : T have a list of amend-
ments desired by the trade.

Mr. MURPHY : 80 have I. It seems
rather unfortunste that in connection
with this question of liquor reform, if
one wants intemperate language, extreme
views, and hiasssed opinions, all three are
confined to the temperance party -of
Western Australis—the Western Aus-
tralian Allisnce.

Mr. Bolton : And the licensed victuallers
of Fremantle.

Mr. MURPHY : Yes, they also; be-
cause they happened to upset the calcu-
lations of the hon. member.

Mr. Hudson : I am glad to hear that
admission.

Mr. MURPHY : I admit it because it
stops en argument with the hon. member,
The Attorney General has taken up a
fair attitude on this Bill on the present
oceasion. It was introduced last session,
and contained a provision that the
licensing boards should be of a nomines
character. The majority of the House
last session altered it so as to provide
for an elective board, and now members
get up and charge the Attorney General
with having done something he should
not have done, because he introduced a
Bill in the form in which it originally
appeared last session.

Mr. Bolton : Do you agree with that
system *?

Mr. MURPHY : Not only that, but
I challenge the hon. member to show me
a single instance in any - Parliament

where a similar course has not been
adopted.

Mr. George: That does not make it
right. :

Mr. MURPHY : It does not make it
wrong ; and yet all sorts of statements
are hurled et the Attorney Genoral for
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having disobeyed the wishes of the House.
The Bill was introduced last session as
8 Government measure, the House alter-
ad one important principle of that
measure, and for some reason or other
of which I know nothing, the Bill was
dropped. This session the Bill is again
introduced. In what form should it be
introduced ?

Mr. Bolton : As amended last session.

Mr. MURPHY : No: it should be in-
troduced in the form in which it was
originally brought down. XNo Govern-
ment with any sort of self respect would
adopt any other course. If the Bill is
again altered in the same respect as last
sesgion it remains with the (iovernment
to say whether it shall be gone on with
or not. 1 have seen a much less impor-
tant principle than this altered by the
House, and resulting in the” Government
dropping the Bill altogether.

Mr. Hudson: Or they can consider
their position.

Mr. MUBRPHY : There is no reason why
members who voted last session that the
board should he elective should charge
the Covernment with discourtesy be-
cause they have introduced the Bill this
Bession in exactly the.same form as it
wasg originally introduced last session. 1
hope that wisdom and age, and further
consideration will show members oppe-
site that when they voted for an elective
board they voted for something which
was entirely wrong. Tt is not in keeping
with the best interests of liguor reform
or of the great principle of local option.
I hope that when the principle of the con-
stitution of the board comes up again
for consideration the majority of mem-
bers will see that the control is not
placed in the hands of those who are
nothing less than faddists on the liquor
question.

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison): I move—

Thot the debate b adjourned.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : I have
no very strong ohjection to the adjourn-
ment of the debate for the Committee
stage could not well be proceeded with
before Thursday next. It is very neces-
sary that before the Bill goes into Com-
mittee the numerous amendments which
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will be moved to it should be placed on
the Notice Paper. I do not suppose mem-
bers wilt be ready with their amendments
until next Tharsday. It wil e useless
going into Comunittee on the Bill next
Tuesday unless the amendments are on
the Notice Paper then. A measure of
this kind cannot be properly dealt with
in Committee unless we huve the amend-
ments on the Notice Paper. I am only
anxious in this matter to consuit the con-
venience of members. I want to get
on with the Bill as quickly as possible,
Lut in some ciremnstaness the misteke
of more haste less spced epplies.  1f we
go into Committee on Tuesday without
members being reacdy with their amend-
ments, but little progress will be made.
It would be well if members agreed to
put the second reading through to-night,
and the Committee stage could be fixed
for Thursday next. However. if mem-
bers desire the debate to be adjourned,
I will raise no objection.

Mr, Collier: The longer the second
reading is delayed the longer members
will be in putting their amendments.
on the Notice Paper,

The ATTORNEY (GENERAL: We
should go intoc Committee on the Bill
not later than Thursduy next.

Mr. SPEAKER : Does the hon. mem-
ber press his motion ¥ -

Me. HOLMAX : No.

» Motion withdrawn.

Question put and passed.
a second time.

Bill read

Message.

Message from the (Governor received
and read, recommending the Bill.

BILL—AGRICULTURAL BANK
ACT AMENDMENT.
Message.
Message from the Governor received
and read, recommending the Bill

{Sitting suspended from 6-15 to 730
p.m.)
BILL—HPEALTH.

Sorond Rrading.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Tlon.
H. Gregory) in moving the seeond read-
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ing said: I think I have more claim for
consideration in moving the second iead-
ing of the Health Bill and urging that
the ‘measure should reach the Committee
stage as soon as possible than my eol-
league who moved the second reading of
the Licensing Bill. The Bill which he in-
troduced is claimed by many membeérs to
be of the first importance this session,
and I think it can be admitted that while
that measure deals with many important
matters relating to the lignor traffie, the
Health Bill not only protects those who
drink whisky and other spirits, but also
introdaces that form of legislation
which will deal with food supplies, the
protection of health, the sanitation of
distriets, and all matters pertaining lo
the health of the eommunity. More than
that, I think ihe Licensing Bill was in-
troduced in 1904, yet the Health Bill has
been more often before the Parliament
of this State since period In 1904
we had a Bill introduced into this House,
and it was exbaustively dealt with by a
select committee. In 1907 a Bill was
introduced into the Legislative Couneil,
and a select committee of that Chamber
was appointed, consisting of a couple of
Ministers who had previously had deal-
ings with the Health Department, and
also a member of the Central Board of
Health, and an exhawstive amount of
work was done, the result of which to a
great extent appears in the Bill now be-
fore the House. Again, last year the Bill
went through all its stages in the Legis-
lative Council, and was brought to this
House for the second reading. TUnfor-
tunately, however, we did not go aay
further upon that oceasion owing to the
jropossibility of dealing with it on ae-
count of the termination of the session.
However, I feel quite satisfied that hon.
members will do all they pessibly can .o
enable the measure now before them to
reach the Committee stage, and that they
will endeavour in every way to make the
Bill a good one. It is one which, I think,
will be dealt with by both sides of the
Hounse with the desire to make it as per-
feet as possible, and to try and have it
placed upon the statute-book of the

State, thus consolidating the laws relat-
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ing to health matters. We have not had
a consolidating measure since 1898, and
in the interval there have been a few
small amending Aects passed by various
Parliaments. The necessity for this Bill
has been apparent for the past' six years.
The Bill which is before members at the
present time is almost similar to that
which was introduced last year, in faect
I may say that with the exception of those
clauses dealing with the food supplies
the Bill is nearly identical with that pre-
sented last year. The new provisions in
connection with the food supplies have
been introduced to enable the Minister
to appoint an advisory board for the pur-
pose of making regulations dealing with

the standardisatien of our foods sup-
phies.  That board is to consist of
the president of the Central Board

of Health, the Government Analyst, a
bacteriologist, and fwo gentlemen who
wiil be aequainted with ordinary trade re-
quirements. These gentlemen will frame
regulations for the Minister, and, if ap-
proved, the regulations will give speeial
powers to the central board with regard
to our food supplies. The authorities
will be able to make special examinations
of food and drugs, and present a report
with regard to them, and, if afterwards
approved by Ministers, the report of the
board in cennection with any food ex-
posed for sale in Western Australia may
be furnished to the public and no redress
will be possible.

Mr. Heitmann: Are you giving them
power to set np standards?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: They
would have full power, and the hon.
member will see that elearly shown in
the clauses dealing with the food supplies.
Members generally have declared that it
is advisable that the Government should
have very strong powers with regard to
health administration, and this to my
mind is the prineipal matter in the Bill.
It does not necessarily follow be-
cause you give stringent powers to a
local anthority or to the Central Board
of Health, or to the Minister, that these
powers will be exercised upon all and
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every oceasion. A Bill of this sort, if
approved by Parliament, must be admin-
istered with a great deal of tact, but ex-
tensive powers are absolately necessary
because one never knows when we may
be visited by an epidemie or a plague, or
anything which may need stringent and
movre concerted action for the purpose of
overcoming any such outbreak, Criti-
cism and diseussion, to my mind, wilt
centre around the administrative clanses.

That is to say, to whom shall be
piven the control of health admin-
istration, For a number of years

post we lhave had a Central Board of
Health, the members of which have heen
nominated by the Governor. In past
debates in connection with health admin-
istration, some have expressed their be-
lief in Ministerial control. while others
have not favoured Ministerial interfer-
ence in any form and have urged that the
control should be vested in a board, and
while some believe in a nominative board
others favour an elective board. T think
it would be wise to point out to the
Hounse the methods of administration in
the Eastern States, so that members may
compare for themselves the kind of ad-
ministration that exists elsewhere to deal
with health matters. In New South
Wales they have a eentral board eonsisl-
ing of from sevey to ten members nowi-
nated by the Government, The local ad-
ministration is by the municipalities, and
outside the municipalities by the police
and the police alone. In Vietoria they
have a central hoard of health consisting
of a chairman and a medieal inspector
appointed by the Government, and seven
members elected by various groups of
town, horough, and shire councils. The
lscal administration is by towns, bor-
onghs, and shires. In South Australia
they have a central board of Health con-
sisting of a chairman and four wemters,
all of whom are elected, the others being
appointed Ly the Governor. The elective
members aie elected one by the rity and
snbuwrban local bodies, and the others by
conntty boards. The loeal admiaistration
is hy municipal couneils in the firsl in-
stance, and in the seeond by district
coupcils. In Queensland there is a com-
missioner who is assisted by a nominated
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central board whose functivas are purely
advisory, In Tasmania they have a de-
partment of publie health, presided over
by & chiet health oflicer, and the adminis-
tration is by loeal bodies and the muni-
eipal connetls appointed by the Governor.
In New Zealand there i a department of
public health presided over by a chief
health ofliver, aud loeal watters are dealt
with by the distriet healll. officers who
are appointed and paid hy the Govern-
ment. 1 this eity we have vavious pro-
positions made. and as I have pomnted out
we have nt the present time a ceniral
hoard, the members of which are nomin-
ated. Loeally we have the wmunieipal
councils, and health bodies appointed by
the GGovernor. Under the existing Aect
the munieipal couneils are health bodies,
but the runds boards are not. In the
Bili before the House we propose that
the muonivipal authorities shall eontinae
to be health bodies, and we also propose
io create the various roads boards into
boards of health.

Mr. Bath: You already have that
power. Under the existing Act they can
be constituted boards of health.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Many
of the roads board districts are so large
that the adwinistration throughont the
whole of the area might not, in the
vpinion of the (Government, be complete;
and il is provided thal they can appor-
tion portions of the roads board area
to such numinee heaith boards which may
be created. In so far as the central board
board is coucerned at present, we lave
the president, who is the Principal medi-
cal QOfficer, and four me ubers nominated
by the Government. With a view of
giving effeet to the desires of members
generally, it is now provided that in
addition to the president, there shall be
a board, two of whom shall be nominated
by the Government- These two will be
gentlemen able to advise on health and
architectural matters, and on atl matters
pertaining to sewerage; pentlemen who
might well be described as technical ad-
visers to the board. We desire to give
representation to the loesl bodies and,
with that end in view, to apportion the
State inlo two distriets, each nominat-
ing one representative. So there will be
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upon the board two gentlemen vepre-
senting the various lveal bodies through-
out the State, That should satisfy the
local authorities that their interests will
be looked after in all matters brought
before the hoard. 1 think it is esseniial,
in the first plaece, there should be snffi-
cient teehnical knowledge amongst the
members of the buard to assure that the
work of the hoard wiil be carried out on
the basis prescribed by Parliament in
the Health Aet. On the other hand, if
it be felt that the central board is en-
croaching too much upon the dubies and
funections of the loeal authorities, the
local authorities will have the consola-
tion of knowing that on the board they
have two practical representatives whe
will be able to place before their col-
leagues the full merits of the case as
they appenl to the local authorities. Then
we have the right of direct appeal to the
Minister, We give Ministerial control
to this extent: that if any local anthority
is dissatisfed with any instructions issued
by the central board to the loeal beard,
that board may appeal to the Minister,
and ihe Minister may intervene and give
counter-insiructions, or confirm the ae-
tions of the ceniral board. 8o it will be
found we give under this Bill the very
fullest right of appeal to the Minister;
we give, I think, the fullest Ministerial
control that ean be desirved, and at the
same time we give that authority to the
central board which must be essential
to the proper working of the Bill. As ]
pointed out at first, in framing a mea-
sure like this we have, possibly, to give
powers which in the ordinary course of
events we wonld think too drastie to
be given to any aathority. But I would
remind hon. members that so far back
as 1898 most of these powers were given
to the local authorities and the central
board, and in only a few isolated in-
stanees have there been any friction be-
tween the central board and the loeal
auathorities. However, occasions are
bound to arisc when the very strongest
powers will be found necessary, and it
will be found that the drastic eonditions
which may be objected to by some mem-
bers in connection with this measure are
absolutely essential to the proper con-
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trol of the health of the people of the
State. The clanses dealing with taxation
are vory similar to those which were in
our previous Bill, with the exception that
in regard to rating powers the iocal au-
thority may tax on the nnimproved value,
or, on the other hand, on the annnal as-
sessment. Many of our roads boards
have nutilised this firsi-named system,
and their bocks have been prepared for
taxation on the unimproved values,
Therefore we are placing elanses in the
Bill under which, should a roads board
be constituted a health board, their pre-
sent books will be available for their
work, and they will be able to tax ae-
cording to their present system. TUnder
the Roads Board Act they have the power
to tax on the animproved value, and this
will enable them to continue that system
when rating under the Health Aet,
We also make a provision whieh will en-
able the Lealth boards to borrow money.
Special nowers are given for that por-
pose. Instances could be quoted where
this has been found to be necessary. The
sanitary systems in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder were at one time condueted by
private enterprise. 'The loeal municipal
eouneils desired to secure the control of
these, but under their constitulion they
had no power to borrow money for the
purpose.

Mr. Angwin: Such power is given in
the Municipal Aet.

The MINISTER FOR MINES:
for health purposes.

Mr, Apgwin: Yes; for sanitary pnre-
poses.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I was
not aware of it. I know the Kalgoorlie
and Boulder councils had to make special
arrangements,  If I remember rightly,
they borrowed money from the Govern-
ment under speecial conditions to enable
them to take over the contractors’ plant
and do the work themselves. Anyhow,
provision is made in the Bill which will
enable the health boards to borrow money
for the purpose; that is fo say, any
health board may borrow money for this
purpose, subject to certain eonditions,
and the approval of the central board
and the Minister.

Not
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Mr. Daglish: Why should the central
board have toapprove of this expenditure?
The MINISTER FOR MINES: Natur-
ally they would advise the Minister. ¥
do not see how the Minister eould be
expecied to familiarise himself with the
merits of such cases; he would have {n
o to the board for advice.
Mr- Daglish: The Under
would be the better adviser.
The MINISTER FOR MINES: The
cenfral board will have speeial kuow-
ledge, and I think they will be the very
best advisers to the Minister. But, on the
other hand. if the local authority ean
show good reasons to the Minister, I pre-
sume he would be justified in ignoring
the adverse advice of the eentral board
and giving Lhe necessary approval. I
do not suppose. unless good reasons could
be shown, the Minister would ignore
the central board; because, as I say, by
virtne of their special knowledge of all
martters pertaining to the Aect, they
would be the best advisers. However, as
I pointed out, we have made special pro-
vision to enable any loeal authority to
appeal directly to the Minister, who will
have full authority in all sueh matfers.
But in the Bill there are dealt with many
matters other than tliat of finance. There
are the questions of sewerage, and of
draing. Provizion ir made that as the
sewerage system of the metropolitan area
conmes into being, the legislation dealing
with that work will iake precedence over
all the clanses in this Bill dealing with
sewerage and drains within the area con-
frolled by the first named Act. We go very
fully into the question of the disposal
of sewage. That iz a matter over which
the metropolitan board ean have no econ-
trol, and it will have to be dealt with in
the Bill. In regard io dwellings, some im-
portant amendments have heen made on
the Bill of last vear. Under that Bill no
power was given for the avdering of the
immediate demolition of houses declared
to be unfit for human habitation. That
power is provided under this Bill. and
where it shall have been found necessary
to condemn houses, the hoard will be em-
powered to order the demolition of these
condemmed ' ouses which, standing vacant,
often become the resort of bad char-

Trensurer

[ASSEMBLY.]

acters, As I say, the central board will
have aunthority 1o order the demolition
of these houses within a certain period.
Provision i» made for appeal against the
instructions of the board, and we provide
powers that we have wot under the pre-
sent legislalion. In regard to boarding
and lodging houses, it is recognised thai
sueh liouses require a eertain amount of
supervision. T may state that lodging
houses will have 1o be registered, and be
open to periodical examination by the
inspectors. Many provisions are made
for the proper orvder and cleanliness of
these houses. The only houses classed as
boarding houses are those where more
than six persons are usunally, week by
week, aceepted as boarders; where there-
are more than six such boarders the
houses will require to be rvegistered. T
think that where people make provision
for aceepting lodgers it is incumbent on
the Stafe to see that their hounses are
kept in proper order. Nuisances and
offensive trades are econtrolled under
the Bill. and where permission is refused
by the lncal authority for the carrying

on of an offensive trade, power
is given to appeal to the central
board ov the Minister. We have had

many instances of loeal authorities re-
fusing to allow an offensive trade to be
carried on within their district, even
though the carrving on of that trade may
not constitute a nuisance or be offensiver
so far as health is concerned. In the
past the loeal anthorities have bad power
to refuse to allow such trades to be ear-
ried on; but, as ¥ say, ander the Bill pro-
vision is made for appeal to the central
hoard or the Minister. In vespect fo-
food supplies the Bill is very complete,
dealing with the inspeetion of all foods.
milk, and dairy produce, and the sale of
drugs. A special board is to be appointed
for the standardisation of foods. That
hoard is to eonsist of the Principal Medi-
cal Officer, the Qovernment Analyst, the
Government Bacteriologist, and two
gentlemen eonnected with trade. 1t i~
essential T think that we shonld have on
the board persons used to trade matters
5o that when any aetion has to be taken
the central board will not frame recula-
tions whieh will be prejudicial to urdi-
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nary trade matters. Then we hove a
bacteriologist so that in regard to formu-
las and standards we will have tle ad-
vantage of the knowledge of that gentle-
man, and in the same direction I think
it will he advisable to have the advice of
the Government Analyst; and in addi-
{ion we have the Principal Medical OUli-
ver. These gentlemen are to have very
large powers under the Bill, more espeei-
ally with vegard to foods and drugs. They
will be able to examine medicines; they
will be able to advise and, if the Minister
approves, will be able to provide that
eertain medieines, drugs and appliances
shall not be allowed to be sold in the
State. They can make special examina-
tions of food, and publish full reports of
their examinations. They will be able
to deal with various matters in connection
with food supplies and the labelling of
foods. An officer of the department has
pointed out to me that the paper on
whieh the ingredients of the mixture are
printed sometimes shows one of the in-
gredients in large type and the other in-
gredients in small type not very readily
legible to the person buying the com-
pound. DProvision is made for all Lhese
matters in regard to the selling of food,
and also in vegard to the delivery of
bread and meat. The board will have
power to prohibit the killing of eattle
supposed to be suffering from tuberen-
losis, thus protecting the people in this
direction. Following that, they have
power to deal with all matters pertaining
to infectious diseases. If eattle or other
animals are being imported and are found
to be snffering from infections diseases,
or if the hoard have reason to think they
are, the board ean order their slanghter
or can issue instruetions that the catile
shall be merely retained for slanghter and
not for Dreeding purposes. Strong
powers are alse given to the board in all
matters telating to persons suffering
fiom consumption. All such eases nave
to bhe notified to the eentral board; and if
the patient removes from one district to
another, his removal must he notified to
the central hoard and the loecal aulhori-
ties concerned. Assistalee is given to
these patients in many ways to aid them
aud to lelp them eombat the disemse. Tt
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will be found that all matters dealing
with infections diseases are very coruplete
in the Bill. 1f it is found that any per-
son suffering from an infectious dicease
is engnged in any industry connccted with
the manufacture or dispesal of our food
supplies it i8 an offence against the Act.
The clauses dealing with lospitals are
similar to what we have at present, but
there is somelhing new in the protisions
dealing with the protection of life. There
provision is made for the registration of
nurses, midwifery and general nurses. T
think the clanse dealing with those wlo
follow the ealling of midwifay will be
found to be carefully drawn up so ns to
do ne injustice to those who have haen
following this callige. Any person who
has been practisingihs a midwife for the
past two years cn:fibe registered without
examination if shefllan show she has lLad
sufficient practice $ld if she is of cleanly
and soher habits; @t afier next yeor no
persons will be' al'Swed to practise nnless
they are registered and pass exun:ina-
tions; that is, with the exception I hue
just mentioned. Provision is made for
midwifery nurses in outback distriets,
but we do not allow them to practise,
Although they may attend cases they can-
nat practise the calling. If a case veeurs
five miles from a doctor or where there is
no doetor or certificated midwife avail-
able, any person can attend the case, ’ro-
vision is also made for the registration of
general norses, It is not compulsory that
every nurse should have a certitiente; but
we make provision for the certilicatiorr
and registration of nurses, Some nuny
probably desire that all nurses shauld
be compelled to have certificates he-
fore they practise, but I do not agree
with  that. We should be very
very cautious indeed to see how the pre-
sent Bill making provision for the certifi-
cation of nurses acts before we make it
compulsory for every person practising
as a nurse to be certificated. But no
person will be allowed to advertise or to
put np a board netifying that she is a
certificated nurse unless she has veceived
her certificate. ‘

My, Taylor: The provisions of this 13l
do not meet the requivements of the
nurses in Perth.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: T
think so. Al they ask now is that thry
should have a representative on the board
wliieh is to frame the regulations under
which nurses are to be certifirated, and
I am given to understand that the object

" they have in view is to have different
stardands. Certain of the nurses have
very ligh qualifieations.

Mr. Taylor: They want to keep up the
standard

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes,
hut [ understand they desire to he able to
give first. seeond, and third-class desrces.
T should net like power to be given to a
hoard to make the certificate of sueh a
high prade that we would have no nurses

of o medium or lovjw prade.
Mr, Taylor: The fr-her standard would
probably carry highit fees.

The MINTSTER R MINES: That
may be so, and it mPit give those nurses
the preatest amount ®f cusiom, Ruat we
do not want to altogether stop those who
have been practising tor years as nurses
but may not be sufficient!s qunlified to
take advantage of a very high elass of
certiflcate.

Mr. Collier: That is a 2laxs thar wonld
meet the needs of a larre seetion of the
population, becanse a large section of the
popalation eannot pay high fees,

Me. Heitmann: Then try to bring the
large section up to the standard of being
in a position to pay high fees.

Mr. Collier; That ia all very well

~ The MINTSTER FOR MENES: [Hown-
ever, this is a matter we ecan deal

with more exhaustively in Cowmniittee. [
did not want to see a board apponted lo
make the standard of effieieney so high
that it would make it diffizult for many
»f the nurses in this commuuity to ob-
tain certifieates, 1 think the claunses will
be foundd fairly complete, but when we
rre in Commiltee we migh! make pro-
vision which wounld enable geades to be
established ; beeause, so far as I undee-
stand, the board will only bave puwer to
.make provision for one stundard of elli-
cdeney They might he givenr the power
to malke vegulations by which one or more
standards of efliciency could be estab-
lished for the certification of nurses un-
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der the Health Aet. In any event we
should be eareful that regulations will
not be framed that would limit the num-
her of nurses available,

Mvr. Taylor: I three grades can be
framed [ think it would meet the wishes
of the nurses.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: T did
not propose when introdncing the Bill
to go so moch into detail. As this wea-
sure has been so often befere Tarha-
ment, I thonght it only necessary to deal
with fhe administration elanses; but at
the request of hon. members I have gone
fairly fully into matters exeept in regard
to deiails which, of course, we will ade-
qualely thrash out in Committee. We
have tried to make health matters some-
what of a chain from the individuals to
the local authorities, then to the central
toard, and then to the Mmister and Par-
liament. I think the Bill is now as com-
nlete as it'is possible to brinz one before
the House. We have had the advantage
of recommendations wmade by varions
select committees, not only of this House
but of the Legislative Council. 1 think
the Bill has passed through all srazes in
the Legislative Couneil on twn ogeasions
with the exception of those provisions
relating to tinances.

Mr. Underwood:  HHow
think you will get this time?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: With
the assistance of hon. members T am
going straight on with the Bill. [ an
sure lton. members will admit that there
ean be no parties in regard to a Bill of
this sort. I hope all members will vote
as (liey like, and that they will push on
with the Bill. It has been sperially pre-
pared by the Health TDepaviment, the
officers of which have had the ex-
perience of the desires of Parliament
for many veuars past; aud there has
been a special desire to meet the views
of all membhers. As I have pointed
out, we will have a central board in which
we will have, not only technical advisers
to the Ministers, bat also to mem-
bers nominated by the loeal authori-
ties. thus bringing the loeal authori-
ties into toueh with the eentral
hoard. They will he able te put the

far do veu
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claims and aspirations of the locai bodies
hefore the central board; and if the loeal
hodies are not satisfied with the treat-
ment {hey receive from the central hoard
they will have the right to appeal to the
Minister, just as if there were Ministerial
control.

Mr. Taylor: Is that the only time the
Mipister controls—when there is an ap-
peal ¢

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There
is right of appeal to the Minister at any
time. The Minister will have larger pow-
ers under the Bill than he possesses now,
for, at present, he has no power to do
what the loeal authority ean do. But
ander the Bill he will have power to do
that which the local board can do. If an
individual feels he has eanse for griev-
ance he ean, in eertain ecircumstanees,
appeal to the local eourt; but uoder every
circumstance, if he desires to do so, he
can appeal to the central board or to the
Minister. While endeavouring to show
there is right of appeal to the Minister,
we are trying to create & board which the
Minister should consider a body whose
advice should be followed on almost all
oeeasions. It is a board capable of ad-
vising technically, and a board in sym-
pathy with loeal bodies. It stands to
reason, therefore, that on almost every
oceasion the Minister will follow the ad-
vice of, what may be termed, the advisory
hoard—the central board. He would use
his powers very carefully, and would
never hasten to  do  anything against
whieh the central board advised. I
wonld urge members to look to this point
carefully, for we should do all we can to
recognise the importance of the advisory
or eentral board. The Minister, having
o board that can advise him on all these
mafters, should be eareful before deeid-
ing against them. The board will be »f
very greal use to the Minister, and of
much service in connection with the ad-
ministration of the Act. We have en-
deavoured to create a board entirely
different from the one existing at the
present time, which is B nominee board.
Under the Bill, however, there will
be three members of the board nomi-
nated by the Crown—the Principal
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Medical Ofticer, and two technmical
advisers —and two other members
nominated by the local bodies. These

latter should be able to advise on all
local matters, and keep the central board
in close toueh and in symmathy with the
local authorities. I will not delay mem-
bers longer, except to urge them to en-
deavour to get through the second read-
ing at onee, so that the measure can reach
the Committee stage. I am eager for the
Bill to go into Committee, but T will not
press members if they want time to de-
bate the second reading. What T am
desirous is that we should make sure of
getting the measure through this year.

Mr. Underwood: Who delayed it last
vear?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
wonld not like to suggest that it might
have been delayed by long speeches made
hy members opposite on various oceasions
and questions, and on points of order.

Myr. Walker: That is not corveet.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do
not think we should recriminate about
this now. The hon. member can say the
reason it did not go through last year was
the fault of members on this side; but
what T am sure of now is that we have
ample Hime to consider the Bill and put
it through this session. I am sure we all
desire to give the Bill fair consideration.
I am satisfied that, in placing the measure
before members, I shall receive every con-
sideration, as I am dealing with a ques-
tion administered by another Minister,
and I shall, therefore, not have that
knowledge which one expects from a
Minister controlling the Health Depart-
ment and who is continnally being ad-
vised by the health ofticers on administra-~
tive matiers. I expect consideration from
members on that acecount. With their
assistance 1 am satisfied we shall get
placed on the statute-book a Bill which
will be satisfactory from a health point
of view and satisfactory to the people.

Mr. George: Will the Minister, before
sitting down, tell the House in what par-
tienlar this Bill differs frem or contliets
with the Sewerage Act we passed las!
session,
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: Seo
far as the sewerage proposals in this Bill
are conecerned, as soon as the provisions
passed last year dealing with the sewer-
age apply, clauses relating to those mat-
ters in the present measure will become
nen-existent.

Mr. George: Where is that provided?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I will
show the member in Committee. T ecan
assare him that 15 the case. The present
Bill consists of 300 elanses and, from
memwory, I cannot tell him the number of
the exact clause. When we reach Com-
mittee I shall have the seeretery to the
central heard alongside me, so thal | can
be prompted by him in regard to these
matters. I can assure the hon. mewher,
however, that provision is made whereby
as soon as the provisions passed last year
dealing with sewerage apply they will
take precedence over all the elauses in
this Bill relating to the guestion, and
which will then become non-existen(. I
bex to move—

That the Bill be riow read a second
{ime.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): I can as-
sure the Minister for Mines, who is in
charge of this Bill, that members on this
side are just as anxious as he is to have
a Health Bill passed which will be ade-
quate for the purpose. With the objeet
of passing the Bill as speedily as possible
we are prepared to advance the second
reading debate to a certain extent to-
night. While sume members may prob-
ahly desire an adjournment of the second
reading I am willing now to speak to it
s0 as to take it te a certain stage thiz
evening. The Minister has referred at
some leugth to the administrative clauses,
and to the measures which have been pre-
viously subwitted by the present Guvern-
ment, and by those who preceded them,
baot the whole question of the effective-
ness of publie health legislation depends
almost entirely upon the machinery which
we shall devise in the measure bhefore us.
The Bill for the protection of publie
health differs almost entirely from other
measures of legislation, When we are
dealing with the question of licensing
Iaw, or with various measures of indus-
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trial legislation, the whole eontroversy
hinges upon the question of what we are
going to do, what particular steps we are
going to take. Members probably differ
in their opinions as to such steps. For
instanece. in discussing the Licensing Bill
the question as 1o whether local option
is desirable crops up, and if we once
agree as to the particular action we
shonld take, if we agree, for instance, on
loeal option, or on other Bills that arbi-
tration or workers' compensation is neces-
sary, we find very litile diffienlty in pro-
viding and earrying through the machi-
nery in order to give effect to owr inten-
tions; but with a measure for the pre-
servation of public health we have en-
tirely the reverse. Every member knows
that medical men, bygienic and sanitary
inspectors, and the general punblic are
agreed as to the necessity for certain
measures. We agree as (o the necessity
for well-ventilated houses and drainage
and that there must be a rigid inspection
of factories, and that numerous precau-
tions must be taken, and on these ques-
tions, all those who have given any con-
sideration to the matter are entirely
agreed; but when it is a question of how
these matters are to be carried into effect,
then we have a very great difference of
opinion. T lhave stated previously in this
House, when we have been dealing with
the question of local government, that my
preference is for loecal government, for
decentralising, as far as possible, the gov-
ernment of affairs, and if it were possible
in Wesiern Australia, if ovr local govern-
ing machinery and those who have con-
troi of it, were able to rise to the ocea-
sion, I would be ready to entrust them
with adwinistration over matters relating
to the preservation of health; but, un-
fortunately in all discossions and in evi-
dence given in regard to this measure we
have had practically a unanimous opinion
that the loeal awthorities are unequal to
the oceasion. I have only to refer to the
evidence given by the select committee
appointed in 1904, to show that nearly
every witness, whether a member of the
then central board, medical officers of
local Doards of health, inspectors. and
others, agreed in the opinion that' the
local authorities should not be entrusted
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with anything like full powers for the
administration ef health in their particu-
lar districts,

Mr. Heitmann:
often clash.

Mr. BATH : That is true. As pointed
out in the evidence private interests do
clash. So far as the United Kingdom
and some continental countries are cou-
cerned, loeal poverning bodies find no
difficulty whatever in administering
health affairs. In faet, they have reached
a high standard of excellence, and there
must be some reason for the difference
between the administration, say, in Iarge
areas like Glasgow, London, or Birming-
ham, or other great centres where muni-
cipal government has reached a high de-
gree of excellence, and the adminisira-
tion of health affairs by the local authori-
ties in Australia. The reason for the
failure in Australia is, to my mind, the
nndemoeratic franchise. It is a franchise
which gives to those affected by health
administration an wundue influence in
local governing affairs, and, therefore, in
the appointment of those who will be
called upon to administer health matters.
This was pointed out by Dr. Black in
1904, when he was giving evidence on
this matter. I may state that nearly
every other witness also agreed on the
question, Dr. Black was asked— -

Do you think there is any danger of
loeal influence affecting particnlar dis-
tricts; local distriets. Say there are
on the loeal governing bodies some re-
presentatives whose properties the in-
spector might have to condemn? That
is as regards administration 3-—Yes¥—
T see it all the time wherever T go, If T
may quote one instance withont men-
tioning names or plaees I ean show you
how the whole thing works. In all the
outlying districts of this State, almost
without exeception, it is the same. In
my travels during the last six months
I have inspeeted from a public healih
point of view every place T have
visited. and in one particular town I
saw a specially grievous nuisance, I
drew the attention of the loeal inspee-
tor to it and asked him why he had dis-
obeyed the provisions of the Health
Aect, which required him to make an

Private interests so
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order for its abatement, and gave him

power to prosecute without eonsulting

the hoard, if it were not abated. I

said to him, “What is the use of your

being inspeetor if you permit such
things? The board might as well save
your salary. Why do you not have the
thing abated?” He said, “Do you
kuow whom the premises belong to?”’

1 said, “No, and | do not care”” He

said, “One of my bosses, a member of

tltie board. What can I do?” I quote
that as one instance of many hundreds

that have-come under my notice, and 1

ean assure your committee that is whai

is bappening all over the State at this

minute; and that is why loeal poblic

health administration is so bad.:
I have also come across instances where
men litave heen not only on the loeal gov-
ernment bodies, that is munieipal coun-
cils or rvads boards, but they have been
actually on the local board of health, and
yet have been prosecuted themselves for
acts which were not i conformity with
the Health Act. If this condition of
affairs exists, how ecan we expeet that
there is going to be adequate and effee-
tive representation in the district.

Mr. Brown: They are allowing places
to be opened which have not yet been
licensed.

Mr. BATH: That does not affect pub-
lic health to the same extent. I have
always been in favour of loecal adminis-
tration, but when we have that eondition
of affairs one is compelled to say that as
long as our loegl government is in such
a condition, as long as it is on soch an
undemocratic basis,” giving to vested in-
terests that power which enables them to
defeat health legislation, then we must
come to the opinion that there must be
effective and powerful central control,
Having this evidence and experience and
knowledge one must ask what is the best
form of administration, and I emphati-
cally say I believe that the constitution
of a department of health to be the best
that we can adopt in Western Australia.
Ti has been effective in New Zealand, and
was adopted there as an alternative to the
svstem which had been adopted in this
State. that is the Central Board of
FHealth. It has been adopted in Queens-
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land also, and in New Sounth Wales al-
though they have a board of health whose
powers are parely advisory, I believe
this is the best system to be adopted in
‘Western Australia becanse it will obviate
any chance of those loecal instances of
vested interests defeating the intention
and the effective administration of the
measure.  For another reason I believe
it would be advantageous in Western
Australia, and that is because of our
scattered districts and the large areas
which are sparsely populated and where
we cannot possibly hope to zet anything
like effective local administration even
for tbe limited powers directed under the
Act. If we had administration through
a department of health we eould eombine
the duties of medical officer of health for
sueh districts with other very necessary
daties such as the provision of medieal
attention for the purpose of Lhose areas,
and so with a combination of the twn we
could give to these people not only effec-
tive administration but what is even more
necessary, and that is medical altendance
where it is very diffienlt at the present
time, and expensive as well, to obtain,
The Minister for Mines: You wnuld
take away Ministerial control altozethor?
Mr. BATH: I would have straight-out
Ministertal econtrol and I believe we
eonld have all the advantages conlem-
plated under this measure, becauss in the
officers appointed we would have in the
principal medieal officer, and thase with
him, experts in the different depart-
ments, because we need biologieal and
bacteriologieal experts, and these officers,
while their assistance would be necessary
for the administration of the Health The-
partment, would be direetly responsible
to the Minister contrelling the depart-
ment, and in my opinion it would not he
so cumbersome as the nowminee central
board proposed under this measure.
Dealing with the counstitution of loeal
aunthorities, I agree of course that as far
as the powers which are proposed to be
given under this Bill are concerned, that
we can safely entrust them to the muni-
cipal couneils, and to road boards where
the districts are not too big, but where
we propose to constitute local boards
within a local board distriet I am strongly

| ASSEMBLY.]

in favour of the elective system. I am
speaking frow experience on the gold-
fields, but knowing the deep interest they
take in the election for instance of a
progress committee, I believe we could
safely entrust them with the election of a
local board of health rather than have,
as is proposed in this Bill, nomination by
the Government, which of <ourse means
nomination by the Central Board of
Health.

The Minister for Mines: I think the
diftieulty would be to gmet people to
nominate.

Mr. BATH: I do not think so. I find
in mroldfields areas, and especially in dis-
triets where these boards would be estab-
lished, that there is a deep interest in the
constitntion of a progress commiitee.
You will find the people there taking a
great interest in the election, and in the
welfare of the distriet generally, and I
believe they would be just as ready to
take the same interest in health adminis-
tration, that is, if we display the same
interest on our part and give them the
right to elect representatives. At least,
I would like to see the experiment made.
‘We cannot eultivate too much among the
people an interest in publie affairs, and
it is only by giving them the vight to dis-
play it that we can hepe to awaken them
in the futore. One objection that I have
to the measure, in the provisions dealing
with administration, is that altogether too
great an obligation is laid upon the oc-
cupier as distinet from the owner. Power
for instance is taken under this Act to
compel an ocenpier to fill up land, or to
fill vp a cellar, and other things which
really amount to an improvement of the
property of the owner. In my opinion
the owner is the person who should be
called upon to do that work, and while I
draw attention to it, I do not want to
dilate vpon it at any length, because I
will take the opportunity of remedying
some of these matters when the measure
is in Committee. In connection with the
provision for the protection of and in-
gpection of the milk supply, I am
much afraid that even the clanse
which we have in this Aet will
prove to be inadegnate. Where the
supply is coming from so many peo-
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ple, it is difficult to bave anything like
-adequate inspection and provide adequate
protection for the public, but as the milk
supply concerns to such a pgreat extent
our infants who are the future popula-
tion, T have come io the eonclusion that
we will never be able to deal with the
question effeetively, and to ensure a pro-
per safeguard for the consumers, until
we have something in the shape of muni-
cipal milk depots. This weunld not in-
volve anything detrimental to the inter-
ests of the dairymen as the producers of
milk, but it would mean that the retailing
of the milk would have to be done as is
now the case in several eities of the old
country where there are municipal milk
depots, and where there would be a pro-
per opportunity too for protecting the
interests of the eountry. As far as the
milk depot in the Tnited Kingdom is con-
<¢erned, it is controlled by munieipal offi-
eers, and there is no indneement to nse
the pump.

Mr, Gordon: How is it distributed?

Mr, BATH: It is a munieipal distribn-
tion. They practically act as retail dis-
tributers of the milk, and by that means
they ean absolutely gunarantee by the
methods pursued that the milk will be
pure and up to the proper standard. T
am pleased to see the provisions which
we have in the measnre for the preven-
tion of adulteration of foods and drugs,
and I am rather sorry that the member
for Wellington is not here, becanse the
provisions which we have in this Bill
are a very emphatic answer to the state-
ment he made in reply to a remark of
mine on the Licensing Bill last session
that there was no adulteration in West-
ern Australia. In a way one can be
rather olad of the faet that that hon.
member has gone so far through life and
remained entirely innocent of the fact
that adulteration goes on. While per-
haps he is pot awave of the great extent
to which 1t does take place, I can agree
with his remarks to this extent, that very
often those who retail adulterated goods
ave quite innoeent in the matter. They
merely retail what is supplied by the
agent or the manufacturer, although ther
are not held guiltiess under this mea-
sure. The Minister points out that pre-

[20]

517

vision is made for standards to be fixed
by the central board. I would like the
Minister in Committee to let us know
whether the departwent in Western Aus-
tralia will adopt the standard which was
agreed upon at the confererce of mediecal
officers held during this year, and which
resolved to adopt the Vietorian standard
which received so much eommendation at
the World’s Conference held in England,
or in some part of Europe, during the
present year, and at which Sir John
Taverner, the Vietorian Agent General,
was present, It was stated in the report
that Western Australia was not repre-
sented, but it was anticipated the State
would fall in with the other States in
adopting the standard which has been
eulogised and aceepted by the representa-
tives of the medical profession through-
ont the ecivilized world. The diffientty I
find in the provisions dealing with the
inspection of food and drugs is that
there is no provision whatever for get-
ting at the manufacturer. And I never
realised to what extent we are veally de-
frauded, either by incorrect description or
by adnlterated articles, until T put in
some time on the land this vear and had
to induolge in tinned foods of various des-
criptions. One realises there to what ex-
tent people have been defranded by im-
pure articles or by articles which are
not up to the deseriptions given. For
instanee. for years and vears people
have been under the impression that
when they bought the larger sized
tins of jam (hey bought twe pounds
of jam, that when they bought a
tin of condensed milk thev were getting
a pound of milk, and that when they
bought white pepper thev were getting
pepper. But we find the so-called
2-ponnd tins of jam contain 28 ounces
instead of 32 ounces: the tin of milk 14
ounces instead of 16 ounnces; and that
pepper of the ordinary brands is never
sold. unless it is adnlterated with ground
rire. And as proved by those who have
made investigations, we know that that
rive is refuse, is merely the serapings of
ship holds, bought up by these people.
eronnd. and worked in with the pepper.
0f course. since the Commerce Act was
pa=ged these people bave to put the net
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weight on the packages, with the resalt
that we find we bave been actually de-
franded for many years; by false des-
criptions, misrepresentation and adultera-
tion the people have been defrauded day
after day. Here is an instance given by
Dr. Black in regard to mustard. He
mentioned the particnlar brand of must-
ard, but I am not going to vepeat it here,
He said—

I suppose vou are ander the impres-
sion that it is mustard pure and
simple. As a fact it consists of gronnd
mustard seed, wheaten flour, and tu-
merie, whieh i1s a ceolouring matter to
make the flour of the same colour as
the mustard. If you take a mustard
tin and spend about five minutes look-
ing for it you will find the statement
on the very edge of the label, at the
side, in a most inconspicuous place.
#This is sold as a mixture of mustard
and othier substances’’; and then fol-
lows the number of the Ae¢t in aceord-

anee with which the statement is
made.

I hope provision will be made for
the deseription to be put in plain

langunage so that it will be plain to the
bunyer. Again, we eertainly should take
power under the Bill to prohibit the sale
of patent medicines if the contents are
found to be injurious.

The Minister for Mines: We do.

Mr. BATH: Bai I would like fo see
the provision go farther, and prevent the
sale of medicines which, although harm-
less so far as {be actual contents are con-
cerned, are misrepresented in respect to
their effect. As a matter of fact. I would
like——

The Minister for Mines: It is there.
We have power te examine and report on
any dmg or food presented for sale to
the public, and to make the report publie.

Mr. BATH: But there is power only
to prohibit when the ingredients are in-
jurious. What T want to prevent is
what really amonnts to quackery. a com-
bination of brown seap and epsom salts
guaranteed te cure any ailment ander
the sun. I may sax this power has been
taken in New Zealand. becanse it was
found essential over and sbove the pro-
vision under which thev allow the sale,
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namely. the Food Aet which is in exist-
ence in that Dominion. There is another
matter which I think should be dealt with
in the clavses providing for the protee-
tion of infant life. We are continunally
expressing regrets, which are circulated
the world over, at the decline in the
birthrate, bul there is very often con-
siderably less altention given to the very
important yuestion of protecting and
saving the Tives of those infants which
are horn; and there is room for a great
deal of veform in tbis dirveetion. I think
it is time ’arliament gave attention to the
question of suppressing those objection~
able advertisements whicll appear regu-
larly in the newspapers, and which are
part of the eampaign for what might be
termed the illieit suppression of the bhirth-
rate in this and other communities, We
find in their editorial columns the news-
papers throughout Anstralia very often
shedding teavs of sorrow over the deelin-
ing birthrate; and in the same newspaper
you will find dozens of these advertise-
ments wlieh are of a most objectionable,
and, indeed, erimival character. Not only
should’ there he legislation dealing with
that, but there should be some standard
of honour on the part of those conduet-
ing these newspapers, wealthy news-
papers, which would lead them to refuse
advertisements of the kind. In regard
to the provision dealing with the registra-
tion of nurses, T must express the opinion
that it is totally inadequate. Rather than
see a provision dealing with a registra-
tion which is inadequate, I would prefer
to see no registration at all; because a
certificate of that-kind is going (o be a
positive danger rather than a proteetion.
If we eannot assure the people that that
certificate is an ahsolute guarantee of
efficiency and skill, then that eertificate
is going to prove a menace and a danger
to those who may be led to attach a great
deal of weight to it. There is not the dis-
erimination in this between the provi-
sions for the regisiration of midwives
who will be midwives alone, and the re-
gistration of those who will be general
nurses. We call it the repistration of
nurses, whereas in New Zealand and New
South Wales they make this discrimina-
tion : they have provision for the reyisira-
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tion of midwives, and a separate certifi-
cate for the registration of nurses.

The Minister for Mines: We have it
here.

Mr. BATH: No; it is all in the one
provision.

The Minister for Mines: But
different certifieates are provided for.

Mr. BATH: There is also this fact to
be borne in mind. In New Zealand,
where this legislation was initiated, they
assure adequate training, because the
State provides maternity hospitals, ade-
quaiély equipped, unnder their Medical
Department. Therefore they can gnaran-
tee that those who receive their training
in these hospitals - are thoroughly ecom-
petent and, in consequence, the certificate
is an absolute guarantee whiech may be
safely accepted by the people. We should
have in 'Western Australia a provision of
that kind. We need to follow the ex-
ample of New Zealand in that respect;
becanse after all there is no direction
in which money ean be more wisely ex-
pended than in providing every conveni-
ence, every resource of safety and pro-
tection for what are really the sacred
duties of motherhood. The Minister
pointed to Clause 257 as though it were
an excellent provision. He stated that
the provision for the registration and cer-
tifieation of nurses and midwives shall
not apply to any person aftending any
lying-in woman who does not reside with-
in five miles of the residence of any
legally qualified medical practitioner or
midwife. That is precisely the ease this
provision ought to meet. Where the ser-
vices of a medical man are available there
is not the same need for security in Te-
gard to the person attending the case:
because, after all, she is under the super-
vision of the medieal officer. But where
a person is sent to attend on a woman
whe is away from the medieal oificer, and
to whom the services of that medieal offi-
cer are not available, there is all the more
need for guarantee of skill on the part
of the nurse.

The Minister for Mines: If the medical
officer is not there, what are yon going
to do?

Mr. BATH: That is the point. We
oneht to provide the distriet nurses; be-
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cause, after all, when we ask people to
settle these areas, we are asking them to
undertake the disadvantages of going out
into the remote districts where they are
called upon to suffer certain inconveni-
ences. We ought to secure them protee-
tion in this regard. T believe we should
not wait for the bush nursing scheme,
for the people in this State can find
money sufficient to ensure protection and
the services of duly gualified midwives for
the women in the outside distriets away
from a medical officer. T bave no inten-
tion of dealing with the measure at any
creater length. T have no doubt that
nmembers on both sides of the House will
bave amendments to snbmit. But I ean
again assure the Minister that we are all
desirons of passing an adequate measore;
and. above all, after we pass the measure
we shall be earnestly desivons that that
measure shonld be administered. Be-
canse 1t is unseless to pass these measures
for the protection of public health and
then allow them to go without adminis-
tration. T conld point to provisions in
the Bill—for instance, those dealing with
the proper cleansing of lodging houses—
which are more frequently honoured in
ibe breach than in the observance, and 1
say that without administration the Bill
will be useless. We can pass Bill after
Bill, yet without effective administration
and control through the Minister and offi-
cers of the department, our public health
legislation will be altogether useless,

On motion by Mr. Scaddan, debate ad-
Jonrned.

PRIVILEGE — COMMENTS ON
MEMBERS’ CONDUCT.

My. HOLMAN (Murchison): On =a
«uestion of privilege I call the attention
of the House to eertain remarks that ap-
pear in to-day’s TWest Australian. T was
always under the impression that when
reembers of the House spoke on a ques-
tion affecting the welfare and interests
of the country they were allowed free-
dom of speech, and that if they over-
stepped the bounds of decorum and the
rules of the House there was only one
constitated body having control over
them. Bui in this morning's Wast Aus-



520

tralian I notice that an individual named
Moxon and another named Johnson have
made some damaging statements against
wembers of this Chamber.

Member: Who is Moxon?

Mr. HOLMAN: I do not know who
Mozon is. It appears to me he is a gen-
tleman who would rather trade in flesh
and blood for his own interests than look
after the inlerests of the State.

Mr. George: He was a member of the
Arbitration Court.

Mr. HOLMAN: That may be so, but
that onght to put lum in a better position
to enable him to control his tongue. This
is what appeared in the West Austra-
lign—

Tuesday’s debate in Parliament.
Commercial men’s eriticism. —Caustie
references were wade at last night’s
annual meeting of the Fremantle
Chamber of Commerce to the observ-
ance aceorded the provisions of the
Avrbitration Aet, and more partieularly
to the attitude of certain members of
Parliament. In referring to the mat-
ter, the president of the Chamber {Mr.
W. E. Moxon) said that they, as a com-
mercial body, viewed with regret the
scandal existing in Perth to-day. “We
see the Arbitration Court,” he said,
“practieally ridiculed, ignored, and
flouted by the very class that clam-
oured for its creation. We also see
the sorry spectacle of Parliament wast-
ing valuable time in arguing over what
sn expensive court is provided to deal
with, and we see members of Parlia-
ment advoeating sedition. and indulg-
ing in language calculated to promote
a breach of the peace. What a spee-
tacle for the darker skinned races
ahout whose general inferiority some
folks at time so glibly prate. Trade
and eommeree cannot be conducted in
security if the laws of the land are to
be disobeyed, and if members of Par-
liament degrade their position as up-
holders of the law, which the-debate
in the House yesterday and recent
events too nakedlr showed. We rely
upon the Government to govern, that
is to administer the laws of the land
withont fear or favour, but we fear
that no Arbitration Act has yet heen
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evolved that can make a mau do what
ke is disiticlined to do, always subject
to the ¢reat laws of richt and wrong.
T hope I bave the support of the mem-
bers in these remarks, even if they are
conched in somewhat strong terms.
Personaily I do not think it is a matter
we ean speak too strongly about. The
nonsense which was talked in the
House on Tnesday night, and the waste
of time entailed by the discussion, was
a seandal to the name of Parliament.”
Dealing with the same subject, Mr.
Johnson, the president of the Perth
Chamber of Commerce, said that they,
as a commercial community, should
take somé steps to-impress upon the
Government of the State that it was
high time the Arbitration Aet was
either amended or removed altogether
from the statute-book. Tt seemed to
him that the people had to pay for the
npkeep of the Arbitration Court when
its decisions were being openly fonted
by the very people for whom the legis-
lation was enaeted. If wns high tHime
that this blot, as he regarded it, was
removed. The scene in Parliament on
Tunesday night was a disgrace to the
community, When they read what men
who were supposed to be onr law-mak-
ers—(Mr. Moxon : Law-breakers)—
said in Parliament, their utterances
stamped them as law-breakers, which
was indeed most regrettable, The re-
marks of both presidents were punctu-
ated by applause from the members of
the Chamber.
T maintain that this is a gross insult to
the whole of the members of the House.
If members on either side overstep the
bounds in their speeches there is a bodyv
which has a perfect right to deal with
them, and that body alone has the right.
According to precedent and practice
and even aceording to law we are pro-
tected against any debate in this House
heing questioned by anqther body or by
any person, and the time has arrived
when this country should he governed,
not by men of the Moxon stamp. as has
ton often been the ease in the past, not
by the Chamber of Commerce, but by
the peaple elected for the purpnse. If we
are to be prompted by 2 man whose past
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is anything but a eredit to him, and if
we eannot govern the State by this Par-
liament, then it is time we gave place to
others. I have brenght this forward, not
because I care twopence for what Moxzon
or Johnson, or anyvne else, says against
this House, but because I maintain that

if we are to uphold the name of Parlia-

ment we should protect our interests,

Mr. George: Bring them before the
Bar of the House.

Mr. HOLMAN: I am going to move
that before I am finished. I am satisfied
if we are to prolect ourselves and net be
put down as law-breakers because we
tried to protect the interests of certain
people and beeause doing so does not
agree with Moxon’s ideas, we should call
these geutlemen in here and let them
point out the nembers of the Honse who
are law-breakers; and I think we would
find that those who are breaking the laws
most severely are Moxon and Johnson
themselves

Mr. George: There arve the newspapers
also.
Mr- HOLMAN: I do not know about

the newspapers, but I am of opinion that
Mr. Speaker shounld take this matter up
and protect members of the House. Ii
is lald down in May's Parliamentary
Practice that members of the House of
Commons have spoken against the King
himself when the rights of the people are
at stake, They have a perfeet right to
say what they desire in the House, and
the only persons who can take them to
task are the members of the Hounse. It
is stated n May on page 96 in the
chapter dealing with Privilege of Frae-
dom of Speech—

This important privilere has been
recognised and confirmed as part of
the law of the land.

The Attornev (eneral: You objeet to
freedom of speeeh outside.

Mr. HOLMAN: T object to men like
Moxon referring to members of this
Chamber as seditionists and law-breakers
when they are trying to protect the in-
terests of a eertain number of the people
of the Siate. Tf we were wrong in our
remarks in this House it was Mr,
Speaker’s plaee, and Mr. Speaker’s place
only. to eall us to ovder; but we are
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called to urder by a man like Moxon who,
in the past, has lad too much power, too
much control at Fremnautle, and has re.
eceived too much favouritism from the
Government. If we are to be taken to
task by him and prevented from saying
what is our right as members of Parlia-
ment and representatives of the people,
the svoner Parliament is done away with
in Western Australia and our affairs are
thrown into the Federal Parliament the
better. They would be able to protect
the intevesits of the people regardless of
the Moxons and Johnsons and other
blondsuckers in the land.

The Attorney General:
suggest we should do?

Mre. HOLMAX: I am asking members
to protect their rights and privileges. If
they fail to do so they fail to do their
doty to this Parlinment and fo the in-
terests of the State. May goes on to
say—

According to Elsynge, the ‘‘Com-
mons did oftentimes, under Edward
TI1., diseunss and debate among them-
selves many things concerning the
King’s prerogative, and agreed wupon
petitions for laws to be made directly
against his prerogative, as may appear
by divers of the said petitions; yet
they were never interrupted in their
consultations, nor received check for
the same, as may appear also bv the
answers to the said petitions.”’ .
As the proceedings which had alreadv
taken place against Strode were de-
clared to be void, it is evident that
fredom of speechk was then admitted to
be a privilege of Parliament, and was
not at first enacted; and that the sta-
tute was intended to have a general
operation in future, and to protect all
members. of either House, from any
question on aecount of their speeches
or votes in Parliament.

This lays it down clearly that we must
be protected on aecount of cur speeches
or votes in the Chamber. Tf our speeches
are against the laws of the land or the
rules of the Chamber, this Parliament
should deal with them, but we should not
allow our rights und privileges to be in-
terfered with by men of the Moxon or
Johnson ealibre. DMay goes on to say

What do you
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under the heading of Interpretation of
the Privilege— ‘

But notwithstanding the repeated re-
cognition of this privilege, the Crown
and the Commons were not always
agreed upon its limit, In reply to the
usual petition of the Speaker, Mr. Ed-
ward Coke, in 1593, the Lord Keeper
said, ‘‘Liberty of speeech is granted
you, but you must know what privilege
you have; not to speak every one what
he listeth, or what eometh in his brain
to utter; bat your privilege is ‘aye’ or
‘no.” ’* In 1621, the Commons, in their

-protestation, defined their privilege
more consistently with its present
limits, They affirmed ‘‘that every

member hath freedom from all im.
peachment, imprisonment, or molesta-
tion, other than by censure of the
House itself, for or coneerning any Bill,
speaking, reasoning, or declaring of
any matter or matters touching the
Parliament or Parliament business.
That shows elearly that in this place a
man ean utilise his speech in any diree-
tion he likes until he is called to order
from the Chair, and if he oversteps his
beunds and privileges the members of
the Chamber should deal with him, but
we should not allow men of the calibre
of these men to interfere. In the past,
however, the representatives in this
Chamber have always had to ecarry a
big handicap from people of that class,
and now when members in the interests
of those down-trodden by troopers’
horses in Perth say anything in Parlia-
ment for the protection of the people
of the State, they should not be put

down as seditionists and law-breakers. -

I do not admit we were wrong, but even
if it were wrong, it was far more justi-
fiable to protect the wrongs of the
people on the floor of this House than
for us to take the law into our own
hands in the street and eause what
might be a riot. If I had studied my
own feelings on Thursday last, as one
who has been through great troubles in
this State and through times of tronble in
the Eastern States, and had I not kept
entire control of myself I would not
have been responsible for what I would
have done. I would have either shot or
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broken down the horsemen who tramp-
led people under their feet. Again we
have in Mgy this extract—

This would have been a sufficient
recognition by law of the privilege of
Freedom of speeeh; but a further and
last eonfirmation was reserved for the

* Revolulion of 1688. By the 9th Ar-
ticle of the Bill of Rights it was de-
elared, ‘‘That the freedom of speech,
and debates or proeceedings in Parlia-
ment ought not to he impeached or
questioned in any court or place out
of Parliament.

The Attorney Genmeral: No criticism
of Parliament?

Mr. HOLMAN: You can have as much
eriticism as yon like. I am one of the
last in the world to objeet to fair eriti-
cisme, but [ strongly object to be ealled
a seditionist or a law-breaker by Moxon
or his eolleague or men of that calibre
whose sole interest is to bleed, and get
all they possibly can out of, the people
of the State on every opportunity, and
who bave used the whele of their posi-
tion and power and, oftentimes, money
to defeat Llhe rights of the people.

Mr. George: Did Mr. Moxon give any
names?

Mr. HOLMAN: No, I am going to ask
that these names be mentioned here at
the Bar. Let us know the seditionists
and law-breakers who dared to come
into the precinets of this Chamber and
tried to preach sedition, because if we
have men of that calibre in this Cham-
ber, Mr. Speaker’s position in the Chair
is not free from danger, because the
first seditionists try to attack are those
in high authority, and I would be sorry
to see an attack by any member on any-
one ip authority in this Chamber. Again
May says—

But, although by the ancient cus-
tom of Parliament, as well as by law,
a member may not be questioned out
of Parliament, he is liable to censure
and punishment by the House itself,
of which he iz a member. The cases
in which members have been called
to account and punished for offensive
words spoken hefore the House, are
{ro nwmerous to mention.
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‘Then it goes on to say what has hap-
pened to them and says further-—

If a member should say nothing
disrespectful to the House or Chair,
or persopally opprobrious to other
members, or in violation of other rules
of the Hounse, he may state whatever
he thinks fit in debate, however offen-
sive it may be to the feelings, or in-
jurious to the character of individ-
uals.

I have shown clearly that Johnson and
Moxon have overstepped their bounds
when they referred to members of this
Chamber as seditionists and law-hreak-
ers, and I intend to move that both these
gentlernen he called before the Hounse
to give such information to the House {o
show who these members were and to
make their eharge before the Bar of the
Honse so that members so accused will
have the opportunity of protecting them-
selves.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 desire to draw the
attention of the hon. member to Standing
Order No. 139, which says—

Any member complaining to the
House of a statement in a newspaper
as a breach of privilege, shall produee
a copy of the paper containing the
statement in question, and be pre-
pared to give the name of the printer
or publisher, and also submit a sub-
stantive motion declaring the person in
question to have been guilty of con-
tempt.

That is the method of procedure.

Mr. HOUMAN: T have a copy of the
paper here, which is printed for the
West Australian Newspaper Company,
Limited, by James Gibbney, at the TWes?
Australian office, BSt. George’s-terrace,
Perth. This paper contains the remarks
I have just read.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member
moves in the manner presceribed ave can
proeeed.

Mr. HOLMAN: T am not acensing the
paper, but the gentlemen who made these
statements as published in the West Aus-
tralian. They are the gentlemen I wish
brought before the Bar of the House.
Further than that, I wonld refer to Sec-
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tion 359 of the
says—

Any person who, not being a member
of either House of Parliament, unlaw-
fully publishes any false or scandalous
defamatory matter touching the con-
duet of any member or members of
either House of Parliament as such
member or members, is goilty of a mis-
demeancur, and is liable to imprison-
ment with hard labour for two years,
and to a fine of five hundred pounds,

1 hope the authorities will take the maf-
ter up and deal with it in a proper way.
I desire to move in the matter in accord-
anee with the Standing Orders.

Mr. SCADDAN: I would point out
that there is ne complaint against the
newspaper. The Standing Order only
applies when a member desires to lodge
a complaint against a newspaper. We
do not claim contempt on the part of the
TWest ustralian.

Mr. George: They might not have re-
ported them properly.

Mr. SCADDAN: Then the gentlemen
named can say so when they come along.
The complaint is that the statements
made are a breach of privilege of mem-
bers of this House. I find in May, on
page 89, “It is the present practice, when
a complaint is made, to order the person
complained of to attend the House.”

Mr. PRICE: I would draw attention
to Section 14 of the Parliamentary Priv-
ileges Act, swhich says—

The publishing of any false or sean-
dalous libel of any member touching
his conduet as a member by any person
other than a member is hereby declared
to be a misdemeanour. And it shall
be lawful for either House to direct
the Attorney General to prosecute be-
fore the Supreme Court any such per-
son committing any such misdemeanour.
And any such person convicted before
the said eourt of any such misdemea-
aour shall be lisble to imprisonment
for any period not exceeding two years,
or to a fine not exceeding one hundred
pounds, or to both such punishments,

Mr. Jacoby: XNo names were men-—
tioned in the speech.

Criminal Code, which



524

Mr. PRICE: The libel is against the
whole House. I would like to take excep-
tion to the remarks made by Mr. Moxon.
I have no complaint to lay against the
paper, but T enier my protest as one of
those who was referred to by the Attor-
ney General the other night. The Min-
ister charged the members for Mounnt
Margaret, Murehison, and Albany with
being lawbreakers, and the published re-
port of his remarks in the paper is as
follows:—

If every line of their direct incite-
ment to disorder were made plain to
the publie.

That has been the canse of this unfor-
tunate libel, for, undoubtedly, it is a
libel uttered by Mr, Moxon and Mr.
Johnson against members of this House.

My Jacoby: Have yon a mofion be-
fore the House?

Aly. Holman: Yes; that those men be
brought to the Bar of the House.

Me. PRICE: The statement was first
made by the Attorney General, and that
certainly led, I take it, Mr. Moxon and
AMr. Johnson to make the remarks they
did. Had the Attorney General been
sufficiently courteous, or had he eonfined
himself strietly to the faets, and spoken
ouly those things which were faets, I
hardly think we should have had gentle-
men vutside aecusing members of this
Chamher of sedition and of being law-
breakers. The aceusation was first made
by the Attorney General and he refused
to withdraw it. He charged the members
for Mount Margaret, Mnrchison, and
Albany with being lawbreakers. That is
the diveet charge made by him, gnd in
the cireumstances one can hardly wonder
that rentlemen such as Mr. Moson and
Mr. Jehnson should repeat it outside. 1
resented the statement when it was
made; I equally strongly resent ils being
vepeated outside. 1 am hardly prepared
to go to the extent suggested by the mem-
ber fur Murchison, I only desire to raise
a protest against i, and I trust that in
futnre the Attorney General will only
utter in this Chamber those thines that
are facts, and not deliberately mislead
the public a= to what has transpired.
When charged with having made these
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statements the Attorney General quib-
bled and wriggled and worked his way
oul of it, after the words had been ve-
corded, If the Attorney General is pre-
pared to say he did not intend to accuse
certain members of heing lawbreakers,
whith undonbtedly he did aceording to
tlie Press report, if he says the report is
wrong, then it is different, How can we
expect the Attorney General to take pro-
ceedings against men who only repeated
wlrat he had said in this C(Chamber?
Wounld it bhe fair to ask him to dv so
I the Attorney (eneral would say the
report in the Press is true, and I have
read it as it appears in the Press, all Mr.
Moxon and Mr. Johimson have been gnilty
of is a repetition of the libel east upon
members by the Attorney General him-
self,

Mr. SPEAKER: Before anything
further is done, I rule that the member
for Murchison can proceed if he com-
plies with Standing Order 133.  The
conrse lo be followed afierwards is that,
if contempt is proved. other proceedings
are taken. At present we are not
aware whether JMr. Moxon and Mr.
Johnson are the persons referred to or
anyone else. We must first prove that
the contempt has been ¢ommitied, and
then there is provision for following up
that with g charge of eonterapt. At this
stage I think the newspaper can be dealt
with.

Mr. Price: That does not dispose of
the question of privilege I have brought
up.

Mr. SPEAKER: Only one such gques-
tion can be dealt with at a time. The
member for Murehison can move his
motion in accordance with this Standinz
Order.

Mr. HOLMAN: In deference to your
ruling, and as you inform the House
proceedings eannot be taken under the
section of the Criminal Code, or under
Section 14 of the Parliamentary Privil-
eges Aet. I will move inp the way von
indieate.

Mr. WALEKER: May I say. with all
due deference, that the ruling of ibe
Speaker svems to be wronz. The object
of the Honze is not to bring the paper
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before them. The paper commitied no
offence for it iz protected by law.
People who publish a fair and just re-
port of public proceedings are, to that
extent, privileged.

Mr. George: Suppose they did net
publish the exaet words, are we to con-
demn men on an inaccurate report?

Mr. WALKER: The point is this; for
the purpose of the hon. member who has
drawn attention to the breach of
privilege, it is assumed that that report is
aceurate, that it is a fair report of what
took place, and in soch circumstances it
is a privileged report to that extent and
there is no offence committed by the
paper. But the person who has been re-
ported has committed an offence against
the House, and this House eannot be so
stultified as to say it has only power to
reach a newspaper and ne power to reach
any individual,

Mr. SPEARER: I do not say that.

Mr. WALKER: It is to reach those
who have offended that the hon, member
desires to direet his motion. I wonld sug-
gest, if this House is inclined to take a
strong conrse, that instead of bringing
Mr. AMoxon and Mr, Jolnson before the
House, we do what the Parliamentary
Privileges Aet enables us to do,
namely, direct the Attorney General to
institute proceedings. That, I submit,
1s the proper and dignified course to take.

Mr. Scaddan: It would be a friendly
aection, I am afraid.

Mr. WALKER: Then we have the
Attorney (leneral, for if he makes a
breach of the privileges of the House and
is false to this House, we shall know how
to deal with him. I would suggest to the
rmeember for dMurchison that lie should
‘word his motion in this way, “That this
Hounse directs the Attorney General to
take proceedings against Mr. Moxon and
Mr. Johnson for econtempt of this House.”

Mr. George: What about the news-
paper; we would not have known of it
if a report had not been published?

Mr. SPEAKER: I suggest that the
Aftorney General gives us an espression
of opinion on the point.

Mr. WALKER: 1 do not think he is
much of an aunthority.
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Mr. SPEAKER: So far as my read-
ing is concerned, it seems to me to be
commonsense to follow the practice laid
down in the Standing Orders.

Mr. DAGLISH : On a point of order,
I desire to say it appears to me that
Stending Order 139 is intended to refer
to the statement of a newspaper pub-
lished by & newspaper, and not t¢ a re-
port. I understand that the member
for Murchison has couched his remarks
in rather an smbiguous fashion, because
he began by calling attention to some-
thing which appeared in the West Aus-
tralian newspaper. As a matter of fact
what he intended to do was to call atten-
tion to something he believed had been
said by certain persons, and the publica-
tion in the West Awstralian was & mere
incident of secondary importance. I
think that if the West Australian
published as part of its ordinary matter
the statement the hon. member com-
plained of, then the hon. member’s
motion must come within the terms of
Standing Order 139, but when the hon.
member complains not because & news-
paper has published something because
& person or persons have said some-
thing, it would be an absurdity if he were
required to bring up a person who, in
his opinion, was innocent, and who
acted, likewise in his apinion, bona fide,
in publishing a statement merely in
order that afterwards he might bring
up certain persons at whom in fact his
action was aimed. There is nothing
in the Stending Orders which need
conflict with the action the hon. member
desires to take ! At the same time I
wish clearly to remark that T am in no
way committing myself at the present
moment to anything more than a state-
ment 8s to what seems to me to be the
rules of the House on this question.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
J. L. Nanson) : Tt is perfectly clear that
if a member of the public comments
in terms which reflect upon the conduct
of & member in this House, it is com-
petent for the House to take notice of
the language. and if members are satis-
fied that such language was used, the
person may be called tothe Bar of the
House, be brought there by the
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Sergeant.at-Ams, and punished for con-
tempt of Parliement. There is no doubt
whatever as to the well established
lew and ocustom of Parliament in
these matters, and the member for
Murchison in the course of his remarks
cited several instances where the action
he desired to take had been taken. I
might go further and point out that there
are other cases in which both houses
of the English Parliament—the House
of Lords, and the House of Commons,
have acted with what I might call almost
savage ferocity ngainst members of the
public who have dared to commit the
unspeakable offence of commenting upon
the action of members. One unfor-
tunate gentleman who in the year 1623,
commented upon the action of the House
of Lords was not only fined £1,000, but
was sent to the pillory and imprison.
ed. We have not a pillory in Western
Australia, or, at any rate, not in the
form in which it was used in those days.
Neither am I aware whether we have
within' the precincts of the House a
Chamber fitted up as a dungeon for
offending members of the public.

Mr. Walker : You can send them to
Fremantle Gaol by a warrant of the
Speaker.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No
doubt we can send people who libel
hon. members to Fremantle (facl, hut,
while there may be no question as to the
well established law and custom of
Parliament with regard to these matters,
that law and custom is, I submit, to be
interpreted with conunon-sense, and I
venture to say that if in the exercise of
our undoubted powers we were to
call Messrs. Moxon and Johnson to the
Bar of this House we should make
ourselves the laughing stock or even
worge then the launghing stock of the
whole State.

Mr. Holman : My motion has not been
received by the House, and there is
nothing before the House. I am waiting
for my point of order to be determined.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for
Kanowna raised & point of order, and I
invited the Attorney General to express
his views.
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Mr, Walker : But he is debating the
whole question. ‘ '

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
not debating the question in the slightest
degree. I was explaining that as far as
the law and ocustom of Parliament is
concerned there is ample warrant for
the action the member for Murchison is
taking ; but I want to debate the general
question.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for
Kanowna has raised a point of order
a8 to whether other proceedings can be
taken now.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Hon.
members may take any of the actions
suggested by the member for Kanowna.
I think it would be advisable for the
motion to be moved and then we shall
have an opportunity of discussing the
matter.

Mr. HOLMAX : T shall move a motion
in accordance with section 14 of the Pax-
liamentary Privileges Act which reads—

The publishing of any false or scan-
dalous libel of any member touching
his conduct as & member by any per-
son other than a member is hereby
declared to be a misdemeanour.

We have very recently seen where des-
perate attempts have been made, and I
must say too where people have run
over themselves to prosecute innocent
individuals for standing in the streets,
and not committing sny breach of the
law at all. On this occasion I sincerely
trust that the Government will take
some stand, and, although one of their
own class mey be implicated, I trust
they will give him the opportunity of
proving that he was innocent. I beg to
move— i

That this House directs the Attorney
General to take proceedings against
Messra. Moxon and Johnson, presi-

dents of the Fremantle and Perth
Chambers of Commerce respeclively,
for their contempt of this House

es reported in the West Australian

newspaper of 23th August.

Mr. SPEAKER : I find on looking up
authorities that some years ago there
was a parallel case, and that being so, T
feel justified in accepting the motion
moved by the hon. member.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL : There
is a manifest inconvenience in hon.
members springing & surprise such as
this in the middle of the debate and
absolutely without notice of any kind,
but in this case I do not think that mem-
bers will have very much diffienity in
coming to a decision as to what is the
right course to adopt. As I said when
I was speaking before, there is no doubt
that even apart from statute law under
which it is now proposed we should
work there is tremendous power vested
in Perliament, but whether that power
dates from common law or custom of
the country, or whether it is to be found
in the statute law, it was never intended
to be used without discretion. What
is the position that hon. members have
to consider? We know that during
the debate on Tuesday night when the
conduct of the police was discussed that
members opposite, I refer more par-
ticularly to the member for Murchison,
"the member for Albany, and the member
for Mount Margaret, indulged in language
of the most vehement deseription, lan-
guage, which, in my opinion—an opinion
formed at the time and which I see no
reagon to alter—language which in my
sober and earnest opinion was of the
nature of a direct incitement to law-
lessness.

Mr. Scaddan : Wounld you call it sedi-
tion ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Sedi-
tion, the hon. member is no doubt aware,
is an exceedingly wide offence. The
language was of the kind that had a
tendency to incite people to lawlessness.

Mr. Price : Do you say that I used that
language * Give me one instance, and
do not talk in generalities.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
speaking of the opinion that T formed
in this House after hearing those speeches,
and I was not excited at the time.

Mr. Bath: You were.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
language of those hon. members being
very strong and vehement, would hbe
read by members of the outside pub-
lic, whose feelings were more or less in-
flamed with regard to this unfortunate
trouble, as an incitement to lawlessnesa,
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It would be read by them as a defence
and an incitement to lawlessness. That
opinion may be right or it may he wrong ;
it may be justified or it may be un-
justifiable.

Mr. Price: Speak the truth.

Mr. SPEAKER : That must be with-
dravwn. .

Mr. Price : Am I to ask the hon. mem-
ber to speak untruths ?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member-
knows perfectly well that what I demand
is within the strict orders of the House.

Mer. Price: I have sat here and heard
the Attorney Cleneral make accusations.
against me.

Mr. Gordon: Oh, withdraw.

Mr. Price: Why should T do what
you tell me : Mr. Speaker is in charge,
not you. I sat patiently here to-night
listening to the Attorney Genersl making
what I can only call a cowardly attack
upon myself. He deliberately miscon-
strued my statements, and when I ask
him now to point to & single utterance
of mine which may be said to have been
an incitement to lawlessness the Attor-
ney General] cannot do so. However,
I will withdraw.

Mr. Scaddan : 1s the Attorney General:
in order in stating that members in
speaking in the House were inciting to
lawlessness ?

3Mr. SPEARER: T did not hear him
say it, but if he said it, it must be with-
drawn.

Mr. Scaddan: The Attorney General
did say it, and the ruling should apply
to him as well as to others,

Mr. ,SPEAKER : That is a reflection
on the Chair,

Mr. Scaddan: I did not mean it that
WaY.

Mr. SPEAKER : If the hon. member
said what vou say he did, he must with.
draw, whoever he may be.

The Attorney General : No, sir, T—

Mr Price: The Attorney General:
denies it. He distinetly said—and you
must have heard him say it—that the
speeches of the members for Murchison,
for Albany, and for Mount Maergaret
were direet incitements to lawlessness.
That is word for word what he said.
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Now he denies”it. How¥can you trust
him ?

Mr. SPEAKER: If the Attorney
General said any auch thing, he must
withdraw it. For my part I was reading
up this other case. This is & most im-
portant matter and has been sprung on
the House. I may say that in my 20
odd years of public life, up here and
down in the old House, under the late
Sir James Lee Steere, if a member had
any such thing to bring before the
House, in every case he went to the
Speaker and consulted him beforehand.
It is only a matter of courtesy which T
also expect from hon. members, but
which 1 never get ; these cases are in-
variably sprung upon me.

The Attorney General: T hope you
will acquit me. sir, of any desire to
embarass you in the discharge of your
duties. I do not wish for a moment
to say anything contrary to the rules
of the House, but I submit I am eatitled
to express my opinion.

Mr. Scaddan : The Attorney General
should withdraw the statement.

Mr. Bath : The leader of the Qpposition
took exception to a statermnent which
T am confident every member in the House
heard. The Attorney General said that
the speeches of the members for Albany,
Murchison, and Mount Margaret were
a direct incitement to lawlessness.

Mr. Gordon : In his opinion.

Mr. Bath: No. The leader of the
Opposition took exception to that and
asked you, Sir, whether the Minister was
in order. You said you had not heard
him,

Mr. SPEAKER : No; 1 was reading
up this other case.

Mr. Bath : You said you had not heard
him, but that if the Attorney General
did say it, he must withdraw. What T
would like to know before the Attorney
General is allowed to proceed is whether
he admits having said that.

The Premier : I heard the hon. member
speaking, and so far as my memory goes,
what he said way that the speeches of
those hon. members might be construed
by people outside— ’

Mr. Price : No ; he did not.
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The Attorney General: I did not deny
having said it.

The Premier : Tt was to that effect, and
moreover—  Oh ! for goodness sake don’t
all talk at once.

Mr. Bath: Never mind about your
colleague, Mr. Premier, tell the truth.

Mr. Troy : Your whip admitted it.

The Premier : If the hon. member did
say that, T have no doubt he will with-
draw. If hon. members are under the
impression that he said it I have no
doubt he will withdraw. The impres-
gion on my mind was that he said the
people outside reading those speeches
might construze them into an incitement
to lawlessness.

Mr. Walker : Mr. Premier, he himself
said that.

Mr. SPEAKER : In that case the hon.
member must withdraw. And I am sorry
that the member for Brown Hill, whom
we all so musch respeet, should have for-
gotten himself to the extent of making
use of the expression that fell irom him.

Mr. Bath : T may have forgotten my-
self ; but if you will remember, last
night the Attorney General made a
statement. which was reported here,
and which, when you asked him about
it, he denied. As a matter of fact, this
proves that he said it. To-night I ask
any hon. member in the House, anyone
who wishes to speak honestly, whether
the Attorney Genersl again did not say
what the leader of the Opposition ac-
cuses him of ; and again the Attorney
General denies it. No matter how much
& member may desire to conform to the
rules of the House, that sort of thing
disgusts one.

The Attorney (ieneral : I most emphat-
ically deny that T used the words attribut-
ed to me by the member for Brown Hill,

Mr. Underwood : I emphatically assert
he did use them. He said it would lead
any person outside to believe that, and
he said in his opinion, and in the opinion
of the outside public, it was an incite-
ment to lawlessness ; and he had pre-
viously told us that he was cool.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
denies having used the words.

Mr. Secadden: What is our cemedy
when we show, as we can to-night—
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when we told him he made a certain
statement last night and he denied it,
and we can show him to-night that he
did say it and he still denies ; what pco-
tection have we ?

Mr. SPEAKER : The Standing Orders
provides that if a member makes a
atatement and another member contra-
diets him, if he denies it, I have to accept
his word.

Mr. Troy : May I respectiully suggest
that in order to prove who is right you
should get the minutes from Hansard.
Then we could see whether or not we
-can take the Attorney General's word.

Mr. SPEARKER: T have the report
here.

Mr. Walker : Let us have it read.

Mr. Daglish: On & point of order. I
was under the impression that you had
called on the Attorney General to with-
draw a statement, and that since there
haa been a certain amount of discussion
but no withdrawal. T think that, as a
matter of respect to the Chair, the
Minister should withdraw.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. gentleman
denies having said it.

Mr. Walker: I submit that before we
proceed we should know what he did
say. Tt is all on this side of the House,
apparently, that the remarks were heard ;
but if the Minister can truthfuily deny
having made those remarks, then besides
him there is not a truthful man in this
Assembly.

The Attorney Ceneral: The position
is made unnecessarily difficult, because
hon. members opposite, immediately
T get up to speak, rise to points of order.
T appeal to hon. members opposite to
preserve some degres of calmnesz and
not to bring this House into ridicule.

Mr. Holman : Is the hon, member in
order in accusing us of bringing the House
into ridicule ?

Mr. Price: On & point of order. A
moment ago T forgot myself and made a
remark which I was sufficiently menly
to withdraw when you asked me to do
20,
Mr, SPEAKER : You did not deny it.
Mr. Price: You asked for a with.
draweal of a certain statement. Am I to
understand that no matter what may have
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been said, if I said T did not say it it is
sufficient ? :

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes.

Mr. Scaddan: Before the Attorney
General proceeds further you should
read out the exact words used by the
Attorney (eneral, .and if necessary,
call upon him to withdraw.

The Attorney General: I ask to be
permitted to make. a personal statement.
It is the only way in which I can deal
with the matter.

Members : Chair! Chair!

Mr. SPEAKER : T will read the state-
ment from Hansard if the hon. member
will atlow me. -

The Attorney General : T ask

Members : Sit down. Chair! Chair!

Mr. SPEAKER : Thiz is the rcport
from Hanserd showing what the Attorney
General satd—

We know that during the debate on
Tuesday night when the conduct of
the police was discussed, that members
oppasite, I refer more particularly to
the member for Murchison, the member
for Albany, and the member for Mount
Margaret. indulged in language of the
most vehement description, language
which in my opinion—an opinion
formed at the time, and which 1 see
no reason to alter—language which in
my sober and earnest opinion was of
the nature of & direct incitement to
lawlessness.

The Attorney General: Now, sir, T
may perhaps be allowed to continue.

Members : No; withdraw.

The Attorney General: May I not
make & personal explanation ?

Mr. Taylor: Is the hon. member in
order in proceeding when you have
called upon him to withdraw ; I say it
is & direct insult to the Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must withdraw.

The Attorney General: Those are the
remarks T am reported to have used on
Tuesday night in the Chamber.

Members : No ; to-night.

The Attorney General: I submit——

Mr. Holman : Is the hon. member in
arder in saying yvou are out of order in
calling wpon Hansard for a report ?
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Mr. SPEAKER : I think I have adopt-
ed the- proper course.

Mr. Taylor : Well, enforce your ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER : I am going to do so ;
I am going to ask the hon. member to
withdraw,

The Attorney General: Are you re~
ferring tu words used to-night?

Me. SPEAKER: Yes. Here are the
words, ‘‘Words which in my opinivn,
an vpinion formed at the time, language
which in my sober and earnest opinion
was of the nature of a direect incitement
to lawlessness.” I must ask the hon,
wnember to withdraw them.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I
apologise to you. I was under the im-
pression that the slip handed to me was
an extraet from my speech on Tuesday
night. T understand that I was in error
and that you ask me to withdraw these
words now, and as I always obey the
ruling of the Chair, I unhesitatingly
withdraw them.

Mr. Scaddan: Hear, hear, and with-
draw your reftection on this side.

Mr. Taylor: Apologise to Mr. Speaker.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is no diffieulty whatever on this side of
the House in seeuring ready obedience
to the orders of the Chair. But to pro-
ceed, althongh I am not allowed to use
those words whieh I have just with-
drawn, I presume I am in order in say-
ing that the remarks of those members
on Tuesday evening were of a highly
objectionable charaecter and not in the
interests of the publie, and weve not re-
marks such as should be made in this
House.

Mr. Holman: T ask that those words
be withdvawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: T do not think they
are objeetionable.

Mr. Holman: I demand that they be
withdrawn. My remarks were not ob-
jectionable,

Mr. SPEAEKER: There is nothing in
the rules to compel me to ask the hon.
member to withdraw these words.

My, Price: I do not think the hon.
member is in order in saying that T used
objectionable statements and that my
statements were not in the public in-
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terest. Am I in order in saying that the
hon. member is—well, a cad?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
have the extraordinary position that
hon. members opposite, particularly the
member for Albany, would actually like
me to be ealled to order for saying that
remarks used in the House are objec-
tionable, or in other words, open lo ob-
jeetion. Could childishness go further?
Hon. members opposite indunlge in lan-
guage of the most extravagant deserip-
tion. If I were in order all that would
be necessary would be for me to obiain
the reporis of the debate on Tuesday
evening last and read from Hansard the
language the members indulged in as to
tlse eonduct of the police and as to my-
self and as to other hon. members.

My, Price: I ask vou to deo it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Is all
the patience to he on this side of the
House? Are we to sit here night after
night and hear virulent, I might almost
say scurrilons abuse from hon. members
opposite

Mr. Holman: Skunk!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: And
never show any indignation? ¥ veniure
to say that under provoeation that had
never before exceeded in ¢his House I have
during several hours on Tuesday even-
ing and for a eonsiderable time this
evening shown on aceount of self-control
that T ¢ould wish were emulated by hon.
members opposite. But to return to the
subjeet of the motion which, after all, is
the important question and not what I
have said and what 1 did not say

Mr. Troy: Which youn denied saying,
you know.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Hon.
members who are themselves accustomed
to criticise agtions, not only of publie
men, but of officials, with a consider-
able amonnt of freedom, should allow
some liberty of eriticism, some degree
of freedom to members of the public
outside to criticise their own aetions.
As it is, suppose members opposite had
full control in this eountry, suppose they
were in an enormous majority, and that
those who were opposite to them were in
an insignificant minority, and suppose
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that some member of {hat minority, sup-
pose for instance that I had the misfor-
tone fo be in the minority and used the
language that has been taken exception
te to-night, what would those members
not do if they felt they were strong
enoviugh to do it? No doubt they would
like to revive the pillory.

Mr. Walker: What did you do to the
woman who was hanged and never had
legal proof against her?

Member: Be fair.

AMr. Walker: That woman would have
been saved if it had not been for his
advice.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The ex-
traordinary venom displayed by the
member for Kanowna is the best proof
of how ill-fitted he is to be entrusted
with responsibility. 1 feel sure I ean
appeal with confidence to members to
refuse to endorse the motion brenght
forward by the member for Murchison
ordering me to institute a proseention
against  certain  persons outside the
House who may have indulged in lang-
nage possibly not altogether justified.
That, however, is a matter of opinion.
My opinion on the point has already
wiven so much annoyance to some mem-
. bers that I do not propose fo repeat it.
Rut, admitting for the sake of argnment
that these two gentlemen, Mr. Moxon
and Mr. Julmson, have somewhat trans-
oressed the line betwen fair and unfair
comment, is it not continually done with
regard to publie matters? Is there any
member of the House who has nof at
snme time or another in a moment of ex-
citement said a little more than he would
care to do at other times? And are we
to set the law in motion, are we to
create a wave of laughter or indignation
thronghout the State by instituting pro-
ceedines simply because some members
of the ontside publie venture to eriticise
public untterances of members of Parlia-
ment? T feel sure the majority of mem-
bers of this Honse will negative this
motion and show by that means that
thex regard it as one which should never
have heen brought forward.

Mr. BATH: I hope the member for
Murchison will withdraw the motion he
has moved, becaunse in my opinion it is
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not wise to invest gentlamen who make
statements of that kind with the notoriety
which they are probably seeking. As a
matter of fact, if hon. members, many of
them, were to invoke the assistance of
the House on what are probably breaches
of privilege in senrrilous, malignant and
slanderons statements made on every oc-
easion they would keep the House busily
engaged all the year round. The regrei-
table thing about the matter to which the
mernber for Murehison has drawn atten-
tion is that it was direetiy invited by the
remarks made by the Attorney General
on Tuesday night when inflamed with
passion. The Attorney Geveral has: re-
ferred to-might to incitement which he
had received to make this statement. but
as a matter of faet hon. memhers on both
sides of the House must realise that the
Attorney General frequently and delibex-
ately sets out to aceompluish what he ae-
complished to-night, and the statement
whieh he made on Tuesday night, which
was a gross reflection on hon. members,
was a direet invitation to people ouiside
to make these statements. T would rather
see a motion to ask the Attorney General
to exercise something in the nature of
self-control than the motion which has
been moved by the member for Murchison
to-night.

The Premier: Would youn add any
other names to it?

Mr. BATTI: T ean tell the Premier that
T remember a previous ineident when for
five weeks the Attorney General studied
ont and deliberaiely wrote down one of
the most ohjectionable staterments ever
made in the Honse—that is the ineident
familiar to the House and known in the

‘annals of Parliament as the “skunk inei-

dent”—when the hon. member referred
to the then Premier. Mr. Leake. Tt was
deliberately written down; it was not
on the spur of the moment. Tf that sort
of thing is pursned by the Attomey Gen-
eral it will undonbtedly lead to warm
scenes sneh as to-night’s. T do not think
the House shonld vote for the motion and
mive to these gentlemen, Mr. Moxon and
Mr. Johnson, the notoriety they seek. If
one were anxions to point out to those
zentlernen that those who live in glass
honses shonld not throw stones. T could
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indubitably prove here to-night that Mr,
Mozon himself might not be so free from
the charge of law-breaking that he is so
free in hurling at others. [t is well that
members of the House who talk about
law-breaking should look at their own
condiet and see whether they ean be free
from the charge. T do not think there
is any member of the House but will,
when he examines himself, admit that he
is a law-breaker. When the Premier
goes to a race meeting he breaks the law
when he puts a pound on the favourite.

The Premier: No. I put it on the
totalisator,

Mr. BATH: TUndoubtedly the speech
made hy the Attorney General the other
night was one—I admit hon. members
were warm on the Opposition side be-
cause they were resenting what we shonld
always resent. In the administration of
the law and the preservation of peace
there should always be an attempt on the
part of the authorities rather to prevent
any breaech than to iavite it by their eon-
duet, and I hope that will be borne in
mind by those in charge of the adminis-
tration of the law in Western Anstralia.
T have hesitation in supporting a motion
asking the Attorney General to institute
proceedings avamst these gentlemen, be-
cause T think it will mueh better meet the
opinien of the House and its prestize to
dismiss the matter and not pander to
these gentiemen’s vanity or their noto-
riety-seeking instinets.

Mr. TAYLOR: As one of the three
members of the House who have been,
perhaps, the eause of this motion, and as
the remarks T made on Tuesday evening
in defence of a section of the tramway

employees have caused so much annoy- -~

ance and have penetrated my opponents
so deeply that they have thousht it neces-
saty to mention at their very hirhest
tribunal, the Chamber of Commerce, T
am pleased they have that effect. But,
so far as I am personally eoncerned, in
this motion, T offer no defenee. The only
thingz I am sorry that T am implieated in
any way is that it has bronght abont z
breach of the privilezces of the Honse.
It i= not a matter to ronsider what mem-
hers of the House have been spoken of
in that lanenage by the genflemen men-
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tioned, but it is a question of the privi-
leges of the House, and this precludes.
me from baving much fc say with refer-
ence to the motipn, I will make some
remarks dealing with that portion of the
motion moved by the member for Mur-
ehison so far as members on this side of
the Honse are concerned, and the refer-
ence made to them as law-breakers. 1
know Mr. Speaker too well, and know his
duties as a Speaker too well, to think for
a moment that he wonld aliew me or any
other member to make any seditious
speech, or any speech that would pre-
voke lawlessness or disorder. The
Speaker would absolutely prevent me
from maling sueh a speecl, but he cannot
prevent me from making a speech that
will show the Government that they are
not administering the laws of this coun-
try as they should. T should never be
permitted to make a seditious speech, or
one calentated to make people outside
this Chamber eommit a hreach of the
law,

The Premier: What abont the people
inside this Chamber?

Mr, TAYLOR: [ venture {o assert
they are always breaking the law. When
we have a Minister of the Crown defying
the Speaker of this Assembly fo such an
extent as has been the case—and the re-
cords of Parliament have to be read to
convinee him that he uttered such words
—then there are those here who are pre-
pared to break the rules of this House.
When the speech T delivered on Tuesday
night, and which has been complained of
by the Attorney General. and by those
gentlemen of Perth and Fremantle, is
read, I question whether the Attorney
General can put his finger on a sentenee
or passage of it. as it stands recorded in
Hansard—and it was recorded in the
ordinary way speeches are in this House,
namely, in the first person on a question
of this kind—which he ean say would in-
cite people to hreak the law.

The Premier: It mizht incite him.

Mr. TAYLOR: It incites the hon. mem-
ber.

The Premier: The term ‘* political tape-
worm’’ is certainly not a term of endear-
ment-



[25 Avavst, 1910.]

Mr. TAYLOR: When the Attorney
(General speaks he reminds me of a six-
foot white serpent that Dlas its back
broken about eight inches from its tail,
and is doing its best to stand up and hiss.
The Attorney General made a most
venomous attack, and yet be flatters him-
self on his evenness of temper and
coolness. While I have to stand a lecture
from him for speaking with some warmth
I can explain that I readily recognise,
when I have something to say in favour
of a body of workmen inr such a justified
position as the tramway men are, I can-
not help speaking with warmth, I snb-
mit, however, I have not spoken words
that have any tendeney to proveke ‘a
breach of the law, and I challenge the
Attorney General to read my remarks, or
anyone who heard my remarks in Wel-
lington-sirect before one of the largest
crowds that T have ever seen at o meeting
bere, and say thai there was any ten-
deney on my part to provoke a bhreach of
the law. I have not done so in this
House; T know I have not done so be-
cause Mr. Speaker would not have
allowed me to do so. So far as what Mr.
Moxon might say, I am one of these, as
a democrat, who believes in freedom of
speech- T say that every man should he
free to express his thoughis as he thinks
fit. T believe, as every trne demoecrat
does, that freedom of speech and thought
and nobility of purpose will make a coun-
try, and that men should have the right
o exercise those privileges. However, in
this ease the privileges of the House are
at stake. I am not in question, and if
members think those privileges have been
infringed upon they are justified in tak-
ing aetion. I hope. however, that the
member for Murchison will withdraw the
motion- I feel sure that now the ques-
tion has been debated he will do so. I
do not think he or any other member de-
sires to give Mr. Moxon and Mr. John-
son any more kudos than they have ob-
tained at present. This country is full
of kudos-mongers, and I am npot too
pleased to be shedding limelight on them
any more than is necessary. If this tram-
way trouble lasts much longer there is no
doubt that there will be public meetings,
and if those tramway people require me

533

to address meetings, either in the open
streets of Perth, with the permission of
the mayor, or in publie halls, I will do so
and I will be able to address those meet-
ings, and be able to place the views of
the tramway employees before the publie,
in language that will safeguard me from
the charges made by the Attorney Gene-
ral, or by Mr. Moxon or Mr. Johnson,
and that then I will not be deviating one
iota from the remarks I made in this
Chamber. Inciting to rebellion, inciting
people to break the law! I would like
the Attorney General to hear me when I
am out on the warpath inciting people to
break the law. He said he was almost ill
with listening to me the other night; but
he would dvop dead if be heard a man
speaking with warmth.

The Attorney General: I always said
your bark was worse than vour bite,

Mr. TAYLOR : The Atlorney General’s
sneer is worse than his bite. His biting
capacity is very little. But I would
sooner have a knock-down blow with an
axe from the Premier than be sneezed on
by the Attorney General. That is the
feeling of the Chamber from one side to
the other. However. he cannot help it;
it is the Deity’s fault and I will not ques-
tion His bandiwork. Let the Attorney
Geuneral taie thal into consideration and
try to overeome it. and treat members
with the respeet due to them. Every time
the Attormey General crosses swords with
me while T am in this House he will come
oul of the encounter in the futnre as he
has done in the past. that is with his
feathers ruffled.

The Attorney General: Oh, no, your
feathers seem to he ruffied.

Mr. Gordon: You flatter vourself too
much.

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Can-
ning is not of sufficient importance for
people to take any notice of. I hope the
member for Murchison will withdraw his
motion,

Mr. WALKER: May 1 say that now
that the purpose has been served I hope
the member for Murchison will withdraw
the motion.

The Attorney General:
knocker and then run away.

Pull the
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Mr. WALKER: If that is defiance, we
can test it.

Ar. Taylor: 1f you want fight you will
get it.

Mr. WALKER: This is the poini.
The Attorney General and his officers
are proseenting men for standing in the
streets in defence of men who are fight-
ing for their wives and - families, for
their bread and butter, and Mr. Barker,
the Crown Prosecutor, has been engaged
to prosecute members on this side of the
House. He has been speecially selected
for that purpose and the privileges of
this House are being broken. 'That is
done from the Attorney General’s office.

Mr. Holman: That is the kind, gentle-
manly spirit the Attorney General exhi-
bits.

Mr. WALKER: But the moment this
House, the wlole of this House is
abused and treated with contempt, the
Attorney General apologises for those
who treat this House with contempt. It
is for that reason Llhis debate has pro-
ceeded. It is to show the honesty of
those who are administering in the At-
torney General’s Department the affairs
of the comntry. That is the object of if.
The purpose, however, is nmow served,
for the public know the hypoerisy, if T
may use the term, of his department. We
can leave it at that. In those eireum-
stances T would suggest that the member
for Murchison should withdraw his mo-
tion,

Mr. SCADDAN: T do wnot know
whether it is desirable that the member
should withdraw his motion now. I
thought, too. with the member for Ka-
_nowna, that it would be advisable to do
so, but when the .\ttorney General be-
oins to make statements such as he did
just now, it is as well to show him that
we are not here to play. nor even to
“pull the knocker and run away.” Let
him make no mistake abont that. Tf
the Attorney General takes up a position
of defiance he will find members here
ready at their post whenever required.

The Premier: That does not affect the
merits of the case.

Mr. SCADDAN: It does so in a great
measure. The worst feature of the state-

- [ASSEMBLY.]

ment made by Mr. Moxon was that he
charged members with doing something
in the nature of sedition. :

Mr. George: Do yon know that is a
verbatim report?

My, SCADDAN: The  organiser
for the XNational League can find

that out for himself. It is remarkahle
the attitude that gentleman has adopted
this session as compared with his actions
in previous sessions. The remarks made
by Mr. Moxon, if made by members of
this House in the public sireets last
Thursday, would have led to their being
arrested. On that day we did not dare
pass the time of day to a policeman. But
Myr. Moxon and his colleagne of the
Chamber of Commerce—an institution
which backs np the Government on every
occasion—charged members of Parlia-
ment with advocating sedition, charged
members of Parlinment with degrading
their position, and yet no action is taken
by the department. We are called law-
breakers and men who advoecate sedition,
and Mr. Jobnson says of us “Men sup-
posed to be law-makers sit in Parliament
and their utterances stamp them as Jaw-
breakers.” Yet the Attorney General is
ready to defend those men. How does
that compare with his attitnde in connee-
tion with the charges brought against the
members for Mount Magnet and Forrest?
In that case he brings the whole Crown
Law Department against them. Does the
Attorney General deny that the Crownp
Proseeutor is proseeuting in those cases?

The Attorney General; Certainly not.

Mr. SCADDAN: Because he cannot.
The whole office of the Crown Law De-
partment is brought to hear on members
in this ease, and yet the remarks of the
men, which have been referred to here
to-night, are defended by the Attorney
General in this House. I do not think
the member for Murchison had the slight-
est intentiom, when he started on this
question, to ecall those people to the har,
or to call upon the Attorney General to .
take action. But he insisted as u member
of the House to elaim his richt of free-
dom of speech, and T contend he has
adopted the right attitude and he has
shown that the word of the Attorney
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Generai in this Chamber is worth nothing
witless we have it in black and white. 1
will support the motion if the hon. mem-
ber will put it to a division, and let me
inform the Attorney General thint when
1 get hold of the handls of the kuocker
in foture I will remain therve.

Mr. GEORGE: The leader of the Op-
position and other members, I cannot re-
member them all, there have been so
many of them, have spoken about what
was reported to have been said by Messrs,
Moxon and Johnson, as in a easnure,
eurbing their freedom of speech. Al-
though we enjoy the exalted position of
members of this Legislature we are
simply the mouthpiece of the people who
vote and send us here, and if we claim
freedom of speech for ourselves we have
no right to carb that freedom of speech
of those who are our masters. With re-
gard to this particular motion about
bringing Messrs. Moxzon and Johnson to
the Bar of the Chamber——

Mzy. Collier: That is not the motion.

Mr. Holman: To take them to the
Supreme Court.

Mr. GEORGE: I am not very partien-
lar where they are to 'be taken, but these
gentlemen will he lifted into notoriety be-
yond thelr wildest hopes by the debate
this evening. I am neot concerned where
we take them, but I would like to suggest
to the member for Murchison that there
is open to him, as there is to every citizen
in the State, a remedy which he could
take without bringing the matter up be-
fore the House in the manner he has done
if he thinks he has been libelled.

Mr. Walker: Tt is the House that has
been libelled. No names have been men-
tioned,

Mr. GEORGE: Then how does the
member for Murchison know that he is
the person referred to?

Mr. Holman: I do not know that I am,

Mr. GEORGE: Then I have misunder-
stood the hon. member’s speech very
much. T have not listened to everv mem-
ber on the opposite side of the House;
I have kept guiet and I have refrained
in the interests of peace and order from
directing vour attention, Mr. Speaker, to
the fact that you bad a most flagrant
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insult hurled at you by the member for
Albany. You said that you did not hear
the words of the Attorney General, and
the member for Albany rose after you
made that statement and said he heard
the Attorney General make a certain re-
mark, and that you mnst have heard it.
I know it was unwittingly done on the
hon. member's part, because he would be
the last man in the Chamber to cast such
a reflection on the Chair, and I know
that in the heat of debate it is possible
for members to make statements which
are not entirely aceurate.

Mr. Scaddan: He could deny it.

Mr. Price: I am not going to deny it.

Mr. GEORGE: The member for Al-
bany is man enough to stick to anything
he says. I understood him to say that.

Mvr, Price: I did say that.

Mr, GEQORGE: When a man has made
the amende necessary after having made
a mistake, T would not throw it up into
his face.

Mr. Collier: Are we diseussing you, or
are we diseussing the motion?

Mr, GEORGE: As far as the debats
on Tuesday night is concerned, we sat
for nine hours listening to what members
on the opposite side had to say. I heard
a lot of things that pained me, and a lot
of things which I am satisfied in my mind
did not advance the good of the cause
those gentlemen have at heart.

Mr. Swan: We are the best judges.

Mr. GEORGE : That is so, but we also
have the right to express our opinion. At
any rate as far as this mofion is eon-
cerned, whatever we get we have two
gentlemen, who in spite of anything that
may have been said agasinst them in the
heat of debate, are well known and res-
pected in the State and hold the positions
they occupy by virtue of merit and the
work that they have done, and they are
entitled to respect for that just as mueh
as hon. members on this or the other side
of the House. We have a report in the
West Australian, a newspaper whieh I
know is absolutely accurate in whatever
it says, especially abount myself. I am
familiar enongh with newspaper work to
know that when a speech is reported it is
not always reported verbatim; they con-
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dense the report and they do it as fairly
and impartially as they can.

Mr. Scaddan: They use the word “sedi-
tion” there,

Mr. GEORGE: This I know, that al-
thengh in that newspaper, Messrs, Moxon
and Jolwsen are reported as having said
this thing, I am satisfied from the re-
marks made to me in ’erth yesterday and
to-day, that there are many people who
are saying and thinking exactly the same
thing,.

Mr. Holman: Some of ycur own kid-
ney.
Mr. GEORGE: My kidneys are all
right. I do not know whether the hon.
ventleman’s are.

Mr. Coliier: Because they say that do
you agree with them?

Mr, GEORGE: I must say that the de-
bate in my opinion was not in the hest
interests of the men whom hon. members
opposite are trying to serve,

Mr. Taylor: The people who made
those remarks to you 1 suppose are sym-
pathisers of the tramway company.

‘Mr. GEORGE: I do not know that it
15 necessary to falk about sympathising
with the tramway eompany. If it were
possible for me to end this trouble I
would willingly try to do so. When the
member for Guildford spoke to me abont
it I told him T was willing to do my best
in the matter without fee or reward. As
far as this motion is concerned, and even
if technieally the member for Murchison
has some right in bringing the matter be-
fore ns, if we were to pass it, we would
make ourselves the laughing stoek of the
State, and I think the people would ask
themselves what we were doing, They
would say that they are paying the legis-
lators £200 a year. and what for? I do
not know whether the word *pifile” is
parliamentary or not, but it expresses my
opinton of motions of this sort.

Mr. Troy: It expresses your language.

Mr. Holman: And your charaeter.

Mr. GEQORGE: My character does not
depend upon the member for Murchison
or any other hon. metnber, and the best
proof of my character is the faet that
in connection with this iramway trouble
I was spoken to and requesied to take a
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hand in the matter by the men them-
selves. Why? Noi because I am the
Liberal Leagne organiser, nut because I
have managed to get a little bit of some-
thing for my old age by self-denial, but
becaunse they knew that I would give
them a jost deal whichever way it went.
And they cannot deny it. Why should
hon, members talk about myv character?
I have been 20 years in the State, and
where s the man who dare suggest a
single slur against my character? There
is not one member on that side of the
House, not one in the State ean point to
any action of mine which a man should
not de.  Why. beeause a man speaks
Teelingly in this Chamber, should he be
cxposed to the attacks of these hon.
members, to such epithets as ‘‘kidney’’
and that sort of thing., The language
used in this Chamber on Tuesday night,
1 say, would be a disgrace to a low pot-
house in the slums of Liverpool.

Mr, Taylor: On a point of order. I
take that as a reflection on the Chair.

Mr. GEQRGE: No; it is not a reflec-
tion on the Speaker; I have known him
too long to think of attempting to reflect
upon him. -

Mr., SPEAKER: The hon. member
referred to what took place on Tuesday
night; he said the language used was a
disgrace. 1 am not prepared to say he
is out of order in saying that., Certainly
no member infringed the rules of the
House, although all possible liberty was
given,

Mr. Troy: On a point of order. The
hon. member said the speeches made
here on Tuesday furnished language
which would not be used in a pot-house.
That is a direet reflection on the Chair,
because, I am sure, you would not allow
any languape of that character in the
Chawmber. If vou did so I would be
amazed. The statement is not correct;
it is unworthy of the hon. member and
a reflection on the Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am here to carry
ont the Standing Orders, and I did so.

Mr. GEORGE: There were words used
by hon. members on that side, words
such as “contemptible tripe.”’ I do not
know much about language of that sort,
but as I understand it the phrase is
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about as filthy as could be said to any
man. I have no objection te hop. mem-
bers, if they think any seetion of the
community is being badly treated—I
have no objection to their stating the
ease in this House and frying te win
onr sympathies; but I do objeet to hon.
members being accused of being unfeel-
ing, and of having no interest in the
workers of the State.

Mr. Collier: On a point of order. Is
the hon. member speaking to the gues-
tion before the Chair? -

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
perfectly in order.

Mr. Collier: In dealing with the con-
dition of the workers?

Mr. SPEAEER: He is perfectily in
order.

Mr. Collier: I sobmit the motion is
that certain men be prosecuted in the
Supreme Court; whereas the member
for Murray is wandering away to his
attifude towards the condition of the
workers of the State. I submit, there-
fore, he is entirely out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER: I say the hou. mem-
ber is perfeetly in order.

Mr. GEORGE: The hon. member’s re-
marks wonld cause people to believe the
condition of the workers is only to be
considered by hen. members on that side
of the House, I wish to say those hon.
members have no right io eclaim any
monopoly of endeavours to ameliorate
the condition of the people of the State,
whether workers or otherwise. My char-
acter has been referred to. My character,
as far as the workers are concerned,
i3 best expressed by the feeling
the workers have towards me. I know
what that feeling is, and so do hom.
members. They know that even when
I occupied the position of Commissioner
of Railways, although striet with the
men I was just to them. And if hon.
members bad been fighting moneybags as
long as [ have been they would have
some occasion to talk aboui charaeter
and stability of motives. So far as this
particular question is concerned they
are not a happy family on that side, be-
cause member after member has risen
to counsel the member for Murchison
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to withdraw his motion, J, at any rate,
hope the motion will not be withdrawn,
for I should like the people of the State
to see how far Parliament is carrying
out its duty, namely, to make wise laws
for the governing of the people and to
serve their interests in the best possible
way. And if.by any stretch of imagina-
tion or caswistry it ean be made out
that the debate on Tuesday night, and
again this evening, conduces to the best
interests of the State, then members on
both sides of the House have t¢ learn
what the English language means, We
spent nine solid hours 'in this Chamber
on Toesday night listening to attacks
whicl, if T could only find words to ex-
press my opinion and the opinion other
people have of them I should be pulled
up on peints of order so nomerons as to
wake vou go grey before your time.

Mr. Taylor: It is pleasant to know we
ean make you bite.

My, GEORGE: The hen. member does
not know the ABC of the bite the mem-
ber for Murray has when he starts. I do
hope, if Providenee spares me for a few
years, the hon. member will have a closer
knowledge of the modes and methods
of the member for Murray than he has
at the present time,

Mr. Collier: You should put that in
book form.

Mr, GEORGE: The hon, member has
been in the State for aboul five minutes;
how muech employment has he found for
the workers out of his own poeket?
Like others, he ean talk very glibly as
to what he is doing for the workers.
What has he done for the workers?

Mr. Holman: He has done more than
yon have.

Mr. GEQRGE: Now we have the
member for Murchison, who has forced
himself into a position in connection
with the timber trade. If he would go
among those fimber workers he would
not find a single one of the old hands
who wonld say a word against me,

Mr. Collier: You had better put ihis
in book form.

Mr. GEORGE: We have to educate
hon. members when they stray over the
fence. when they do not know what they
are talking about. These are the gentle-
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men profiting by the work of those who
wurked and slaved and buili the eountry
up before ever they came here. How-
ever, it is of no use going into these
things. I ean see that instead of amus-
ing the hon. genilemen I am only rais-
ing their dander which, of course, is a
dangerous thing to do. I wish to say in
conclusion that [ trust the member for
Murchison will not withdraw his motion;
becanse if he dees it will show he has
mut up a cock that does not fight, and
I should like to see him, once he has
entered ihe ring and bared his arms,
and time is called, tight to a finish.

Mr. MeDOWALL: In rising to speak
to this subject I may say 1 feel quite
convineed it iz impossible to say anything
out of order. The member for Murray
has spoken about the time of this House
being oecupied for nine hours in discus-
sing & great industrial struggle of vasl
importance te this eommunity; he, on
the other hand, has treated us to a disser-
tation in respeect to the merits of his own
character for the last half-hour. Now is
that as important as endeavouring to
settle an industrial trouble that is inter-
fering with the whole community? I
have not risen for the purpose of eriti-
cising the member for Murray or any-
thing of the kind. I desire when I rise
to speak to at least express what T mean
and to do it as concisely as possible, I
sincerely trust the member for Murehi-
son will withdraw his motion. It is all
very well talking about putting this to
a division, but I dno not think Mr. Moxon
or Mr. Johnson are deserving of the
notoriety or publicity this motion is
likely to give them. I am sincerely sorry
the matter was ever brought forward. I
would let these people talk as much ns
they like, while I elaim to have the right
of speech as much as I like in this As-
sembly or at any public meeting.

Mr. Scaddan: You dare net do it in
Hay-streef when the tramway trouble is
on,

Mr, Me¢DOWALL: T shall be pleased
to speak in Hay-street at any time I am
requested in  tespect to the tramway
trouble or any other frouble with which
I am connected.
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Mr. Underwood: Not to use your voice
te the fullest extent. )

Mr. MeDOWALL: Yes, to the fullest
extent of my voice if it would reach thon-
sands of persons. It is not commensurate
with the importance of settling this
tramway difficulty, but if the organ I
possess were capable of doing good in
that direction it would be available, so’
there is no oceasion to sling off as far as
that iz coneerned. To eome back to the
subjeet, let me again repeat I frust the
member for Murchison will not be
prempted by the injudicious remarks »f
the Attorney General to push this motiot.
We are told hy Lhe Attorney General
that he desires to conform to the usages
of the House. We have had an instance
this evening where we could not get him
to conform to those usaces until Hansard
was actually brought into operation and
quoted against him.  That was most
flagrant. We are told by the Attorney
General that he desires to pacify things,
that he desires to conduct the business of
the House with decency and decorum, yet
when we are speaking modestly and de-
cently on this side of the House he inter-
jeets “wet hold of the knocker and then
ran away.” Is that conductive to con-
ducting a debate of this kind with har-
mony and deeeney?  Tf there be any-
thing that wonld make me vote for the
member for Murehison if is the statement
of the Attorney General to that effect.
But T do not think the question is of
safficient importanece. T do not think
that Mr. Moxon or Mr. Johmnson should
be honoured, or that the time of this
country should be wasted on a debate
that is not warranted. So if the motion
is pushed to a division T shall he eom-
pelled to vote against it becaunse it is not
in accordance with what T eall sound
common sense. T sincerely trust the
member for Murchizon will not be egged
on by the interjections from the other
side.

Mr. Holman: T know what I am going
to do; do not worry about me.

Mr. McDOWALL: T am sorry if the
hon. member is pushing it.

Mr. Holman: You look after yourself.

Mr. MeDOWALL: The hon. member
is entitled to do what he likes, and T am



[26 Avaeust, 1910.]

perfoctly entitled to do what I think
proper. In my opinion the motion is an
improper one and can do no earthly
good and is one that will give importance
to people who do not deserve it. I have
a perfeet right to express my opinion in
that direction, and it is my intention to
oppose the motion.

_Mr. PRICE: I have na desire to in

any way aid in faking action which will
prevent free discussion or comment on
any aetion of mine as a member of this
Chamber. 1 wish it to be distinetly
understood that as I eriticise so 1 ex-
pect to be eriticised. It is unfortunate
that we are not all of that cold, clammy,
fish-like nature which ecan stand insulé
without, the hol blood rushing to a man’s
arm giving it the desire to strike. I
unfortunately or fortunately have been
tatored in a school where a man resents
an insult with a blow. I do pot belong
to that more, shall I say refined—it
elaims {o be refined—class which can
hurl forth its shafts of cheap sneers and
resents the blow .that should follow. I
am not of that kind. 1 have to-night
and previously on Tuesday night bad
barbs of sneers hurled at me by the At-
torney (eneral tipped with all the poi-
sonous venom whiech he is capable of
spitting forth, and T am expeeted to take
them calmly. T say at once I am not of
that kind. On Tuesday night I chal-
lenged the Attornev General with mak-
ing a certain statement. Had Mr.
Speaker asked for the reeords of Parlia-
ment then as he did to-night the anfortu-
nate oceurrence which has taken place
this evening would not have arisen, be-
cause the records would show that what
tonk place to-night is exactly similar
to that which took place on Tuesday
night. Denial was made on Tuesday
night ; but unfortnnately for the eredit
of the Honse and unfortunately for the
action of the Attorney General, the re-
eords were not called for. Had they
been it wonrld have been found that what
was said to-night was exactly the same
word for word as that which was said
on Tvesday nirht, and which I asked to
be withdrawn. The statement was then
denied hy the Attorney fieneral.
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The Attorney General: I do not think
you will find it was denied.

Mr. PRICE: On Tuesday night the
Attorney General said——

The Premier: That has all been
eleared up; a withdrawal bas been made.

Mr. PRICE: It has not been cleared
up. I am speaking of Tuesday night at
the start of this nnfortunate occurrence,
Whatever may have been said by Mr.
Johnson or Mr, Moxon I say that they
were encouraged to do it hy the remarks
of the Attorney General here on Tuesday
night.

Mr. Seaddan: Which he denied.

Mr. PRICE: They have only repeated
what the Attorney General said. I have
said already that the fair criticism of
these people or any other people I wil-
lingly accept. On the floor of this
House where T have been always ready
to bow to the rules of Parliament ¥ shall
never be found denving statements so as
to save my face and get out of an awk-
ward corner. We have had that spec-
tacle from a Minister of the Crown; can
we respect him?

The Attorney (eneral: On a point of
order. Is the hon. member in order in
saying that? 1 certainly deny it.

Mr. SPEAKER: What is the state-
ment?

The Attorney (General: The hon, mem-
ber will, perhaps, repeat what he says.

Mr. PRICE: Here we find that cold,
elammy, deliberate attempt on the part
of the Attorney General to incite a mem-
her.

Mr. SPEARKER: All the Atorney
General is asking is that the hon. mem-
ber shall repeat what he said; personally
I do not know what he said.

Mr. PRICE: Ile asked me to repeat
something. In that cold, clammy, way
of his, he iries to get me to say some-
thing which he will eluteb at and then
urge that it is a breach of the laws of
this House and that T must withdraw.
I have said nothing of an objectionable
character, otherwise the Attorney Gene-
ral would have licard it.

The Attornev Ceneral: On a point of
order. While T am unable to quote the
exact words used by the hon. member,
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the general effeet was to accuse me of
falsehood. He stated that I made a cer-
tain statement, then denied having made
it, and had been compelled to admit that
what I denied was natrue. Unquestion-
ably the charge against me is one of
falsehood. If I may be allowed at this
stage to explain. The whole point of
difference in regard to the words I used
either on Tuesday night or to-night is
this. Apparently, aecording to the
statement taken down by the Hansard
reporter, I said that the speeches of cer-
tain members were a direet incentive to
lawlessness, and you, Mr. Speaker,
gpeaking from your recollection of the
circumstances, said you understood me
to say that what I said was that the
speeches of the hon. members had a ten-
deney to incile lawlessness, I was under
the impression when you said that at
the time that it was the effect of the
words I wsed.

Mr. Troy : Is that a point of order ?

Mr. SPEAKER : I wish the member
on my left would behave himself ; if
he does not I will name him. I cannot
hear the spesker, and I am sure that the
Hansard reporters cannot hear him
either, on account of these continual
interjections from that side of the
House; we do not hear them from
the other side of the House. I hope
the leader of the Opposition will try
and control his party o little better.

Mr. Scaddan: I take the strongest
exception to those remarks.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am continuslly
appealing for order.

Mr. Scaddan: I em not prepared to
git here and be abused in that fashion.
It is nothing more than abuse, and I
take the strongest exception to it.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
can take what steps he likes.

Mr. Scaddan : And he will do so, too.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member is
perfectly at liberty to do so, but I will
insist on having order.

Mr. Seaddan: You may inzist, but
I will not be insulted by anyone. It
is an absolute insult to make a statement
of that kind.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member can
take what action he likes.
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Mr. Scaddan : It was a most insulting
remark to come from the Cheir.

Mr. SPEAKER : If the member pro-
ceeds in that way I ehall name him,

Mr. Scaddan: I have no objection,
you can do so.
Mr. SPEAKER : If the member does

not fit down I shall do so. The Attorney
General is in order in going on speaking.

Mr. Collier: Any one is in order on
thet side.

The Premier: I would say at this
juncture that we are beating air. .

Mr. Price: Am T to be aliowed to
proceed ¥

Mr. SPEAKER: The mcmber sat
daown. The rules provide that when a
speaker is in possession of the foor,
he can remain so: and if a person
rises to make an explanation he must
do so when the speaker has finished.
The hon. member sat down and allowed
the Attorney General to go on with
a point of order, then followed an ex-
planation from him. I am bound to
hear him.

Mr. Price: The Attorney Ceneral
rose while I was speaking. He rose
to a point of order, and 1 attempted
to stop him, but you sat me down. .

Mr. SPEAKER: You sat down
yourself,

Mr. PRICE: The Attorney Genmeral
demanded that I should repeat some-
thing, I declined to repeat anything for
his information. The Attorney General
will not find me quite as simple as that.
What I was pointing ocut was this: that
his cheap sneers, his poisonous venom
hurled across the Chamber, which an
ordinary hot-blooded individual can not
stand, is the real cause of the unfortunate
proceedings both on Tuesday and to-night.
I know those sneers were, at one stage,
directed personally at me. Why ! Be-
cause I stated the Attorney General had
made a certain statement. Again I say
he made it. He denied it and Mr.
Speaker called for the records. It was
proved he had made that statement,
although he had denied it. It was
proved in black and white, and we
must be pleased that we have some
independent officer making these records.
Coming to what I said a few moments
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ago, we found a Minister of the Crown
making a statement “ calmly and de-
liberately in my calm moments,” and
immedistely afterwards, when challenged.
he denied having made it, not denied
it once, but like that man, that individnal,
who had, at all events, the pluck to go
out and hang himself, denied it thrice.

The Premier : That was not the chap.

Mr. Holman: You are out in your
Scripture.
Mr. PRICE: The same set of ecir-

cumstances that occurred to-night hap-
pened on Tuesday night. I would like
to know whether the Attorney General
is prepared to rise in this House and
say that the West Australian published
a false report of what he said. We find
that on Tuesday exactly the same thing
occurred a&s to-might. It is because
of these cheap sneers because—well,
I will not go on with it, but because of
the taunts hurled at members, the
unjust taunts hurled by the Attorney
General, that men such as Mr. Moxon
and Mr. Johnson have been encouraged
to make the slanderous comments they
made upon members as appear in the
report of the West Australian. T may
say at once that I do not decire to
give any more notoriety to Mr. Moxon
or Mr. Johnson ; they have had guite
sufficient. They can comment upon my
statements as much as they like, But
I desire to take this opportunity of
challenging the Attorney General to
point to one word, one utterance, one
statement in my speech delivered here
-on Tuesday night which ecan in any way
be calculated to incite a breach of the
peace. 1 was particularly careful to
only express those things which I had
seen, and I expressed them without
comment, and because I did that, because
I spoke about certain officers in a depact.-
ment which the Attorney (leneral took
under his wing that night. I am to be
accused of inciting people to lawlessness
and disorder. I shall never do that.
What I say I say quickly. I can never
sit down, brood quietly and deliberately,
and build up those insults which have
been hurled aeross this Chamber hy the
Attorney  General, in-ults which only
the privilezes of this House protect a
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man in making. It has been said that
some men criticise others, and that
they are always doing it. I admit I do,
and I am prepared to take criticism
like a man as long as it is just, fair, and
reasonable ; but insults I shall never
take from any man, and it is because
I have been insulted that I forgot
myself and made use of an expression
in your presence, Mr. Speaker, that I
should certainly not have made other-.
wigse. I hope now that this matter has
been thrashed out, and it has been proved
that the responsibility party for all
this feeling is a Minister of the Crown,
the matter will be allowed to drop,
and that Messrs. Moxon and Johneon
will not be given any more notoriety.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: With
your permission, Mr. Speaker, 1 wonld
like to make a personal explanation.
It was objected to on Tuesday night that
I had accused certain hon. members of
using language which was & direet in-
centive to lawlessness. You, Sir, stated
that while you considered those words
were oui of order. the words 1 used
were ‘' that the language of certain
members had a tendency to incite the
public to lawlessness.”” 1 was under the
impression at that time that your recollec-
tion as to the sctual words used was the
correct one. ‘To-day on reading the
Hansard report of my remarks on Tuesday
I found that I was reported as having
used the words as first mentioned by
me, * that the language of certain hen,
members was & direct incentive to
lawlessness.” I accepted the report of
Hansard a3 a correct one, and made no
alteration in that report. The sole
difference between hon. members who
are accusing me of falsehood and myself
is whether I said that the language
of certain hon, members was a direct
incentive to lawlessness or whether 1 said
that the language of certain members
had a tendency to incite the public
to lawlessness, and with all due respect
I submit the difference is as between
* Tweedledum and Tweedledee.” It is
ridiculous, and would be foolish if I
allowed myself to be indignant at charges
of faliehood levelled against e when
the only question at issue is whether
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I used the word “tendency ™ or did not
use it. When it was shown this even-
ing on the evidence of impartial re-
porters that I did not use the word
“ tendency " or words to that effect,
you ruled me out of order, and I un-
hesitatingly withdrew those words, obey-
ing as I hope I shall always obey, the
ruling of the Chair. I should not have
made this explanation but it has again
and again been imputed to me in the
course of this debate from the opposite
side of the House that I have been guilty
of falsehood, and although coming from
the quarter which it does, the accusa-
tion does not weigh very much with
me, I feel that in justice to the colleagues
with whom I am associated, and to
hon. members on this side of the House,
I should not allow an imputation of
that kind to lie agsinst me without
making what I feel sure by all fair-
minded men will be regarded as sn en-
tirely satisfactory explanation.

Mr. DAGLISH: 1 do not intend
to spesk at any length on this guestion.
I rise merely to express the hope that
the motion will be withdrawn. Per-
sonally, I do not think that Parliament
has suffered any injury by the remarks
made, and which are reported in to-day’s
paper. I do not think Parliament can
ever suffer an injury in the estimation
of the public by any remarks that may
be hurled at it, and I think therefore it is
quite unnecessary for us to vindicate
the conduct of Parliament by using
what in my opinion are the undoubted
privileges that Parliament possesses.
With regard to freedom of speech, I do
not know whether it is right that we
should have powers in this House greater
than those possessed outside, except
in so far as they are necessary to enable
us to discuss public affairs. I myseli
always felt inclined to use the fullest
freedom of speech long before 1 was in
Parliament in talking of Parliaments and
politicians, and always shall be inclined
to do so whether I am inside Parliament
or outside of it in the future. I always
think that nothing but good can result
from freedom of speech unless it develops
into absolute and dangerous license,
I do not know that Royslty has ever
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suffered from attacks made at various
public gstherings in every monarchy
of the world. I am absolutely certain
that in no British country has Parliament _
ever suffered from any of the attacks
which have been levelled against it.
Holding that Parliament has no need of
defence against remarks such as the
hon. member for Murchison has drawn
sttention to, I think if we adopted the
motion we should be pursuing an un-
necessary course, and should be im-
plying that the welfare and standing
of Parliament had been affected by the
comments that have been read out.
I ask hon. members is it worth while to
take that position ? With regard to
any breach of privilege, if it represented
an sttack upon the dignity of Parliament
in its capacity as representing the people,
I would be the first to protest, but. with
regard to the words directed against
Parliament as a Parliament, or the
members of Parliament collectively, or
any section of them, I do not eare which
section it is, whether it 13 the section
I belong to or any other, I should always
regard them as so much idie wind which
I respect not, and I hope the House
in spite of any feeling that may have
arisen in the course of this debate will
deal with this question purely and
simply *on its merits. I hope that
Parliament wilt deal with it in a fashion
that will best conserve the interests
and dignity of Parliament; and I do
not think the dignity of Parliament
would be served by putting the two
gentlemen named in the motion before
a court to answer for the words they
have uttered. May I conclude with an
appeal to hon. members that it ought
to be possible for us to diseuss these
matters without any very serious
differences. There may be wide differ-
ences of opinion—I hope there always
will be—but I do not think it necessary
that the differences of opinion should be
allowed to engender personal hitterness.
I have risen in the hope that we shall
be able to terminate this debate a little
more happily than we have been able to
carry it on at certain of its stages. I
would urge the hon. member to withdraw
the motion, seeing that he has achieved
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his purpose and has replied to the
remarks made, so far as he thought it
it necessary to reply.

Mr. TROY: T shall make but
personal references, because I do not
want to follow the lead set by the At
torney (General in thet direction. In
regard to his explanation, the most extra-
ordinary I have ever heard, I can only
say I offer him my deepest sympathy.
In the predicarment in which he finds him-
self, 8 predicament that would overwhelm
anyone else with shame, the Attorney
General is endeavouring to remove some
of the humiliation which is the result
of his own actionn. And I can also
sympathise with his colleagues, because
the whole transaction must leave in their
breasts feelings of the most painful
character. In regard to the member
for Murray, who is given to preaching
in a fatherly fashion, we accept his
biblical texts, the quotation and verse
from the Bible which he always gives
us ; but let me at least remind him that
there are other quotations. One which
I have in my mind is not from the Bible
but from a well-known writer. The mem-
ber for Murray should lay it to heart.
It runs, ** The lady doth protest too much,
methinks.”” Particularly does this apply
when the member refers at great length
to his own fine character, hig noble bear-
ing, his sympathy for the workers,
and his strong humanitarian feelings.
In regard to the question before the House
the member for Murray expressed the
opibion that the report is not an accurate
one. 1 will admit it is quite possible
for & newspaper report to be inacourate ;
but there is no inaccuracy in regard to
the very expressions used. There may
be an inaccuracy in regard to the whole
speech, but when we have statements
50 clear and definite as these, there can
be no doubt about their accuracy.

Mr. Brown : The statemenis were too
mild altogether.

Mr. TROY : It may be so. I can imagine
that the hon. gentleman would have a
fellow feeling for these people who are
the chambermaids of the general boodling
concerns in the State.

Mr. Brown : You would not exist but
for them.
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Mr. TROY : These people could not
exist without the workers. The hon.
gentleman himself is s living example of
those who exist merely because the
workers produce that which they exist
upon. The hon. zentleman comes into
this House with a free pass from the
tramway company.

Mr. Brown: I ask for s withdrawal ;
that is absolutely untrue.

Mr. TROY : Well, he did have one.

Mr. Brown : I ask for a withdrawal.

Mr. TROY : T withdraw. I did not
want to make any personal references
whatever.

Mr. Brown : Bet you have made per-
sonal references ; you said I had a pass
from the tramway company. That is
an absolute lie. '

Mr. SPEAKER : You must not use
that expression.

Mr. Brown: Well, the hon. member
will not withdraw.

Mr. SPEAKER : He has withdrawn.

Mr. Brown : 1 apologise.

Mr. Underwood : T protest. The mem-
ber for Perth used the expression “ abso-
lute lie.” He should be made to with-
draw, IR BV I
- Mr. SPEAKER : He has withdrawn,
and apologised.

Mr. TROY : Rarely do I eddress a
remark to the member for Perth, because
there are in the Chamber others much
more worthy of attention. With regard
to Moxon, I agree with the membher for
Brown Hill that we would be giving this
man, & notoriety hunter, & great deal
too much publicity. Who is Moxon ?
He brought the blacklegs to Albany to
fight the lumpers. By way of showing
his deep sympathy with the workers he
brought those blacklegs from the East to
try to beat down the workers to degre-
dation and poverty. This is the great
commercial man who complains about
commerce being dislocated. He claims
to be a citizen of the State ; what sort
of respect can we have for & man of that
character ? I ask the member for Swan,
an intelligent member with humanitarian
instincets, what respect can we have for
Moxon ?

Mr. Jacohy : He is a very fine man.
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Mr. TROY : A man who tries to bring
down the workers by the use of blacklegs.
I say we would boe giving him too much
attention altogether if we bestowed upon
him the especial notice contemplated
by this motion. I am not going to give
him any such consideration, and T hope
the motion will be withdrawn. When
they want to say something in particalar
these men always go to places where
they are among their own kidney, and
where they can make all sorts of state-
ments. If they go to a banquet they
never allow another man to reply to them.
They call themselves the makers of the
State. As a matter of fact, what are
they ¥ Moxon, if he liked, could go out
of the State to-morrow without incon-
venience, What has been his career !
From bringing blacklegs to Albany he
went on to the Arbitration Court. I had
to appear before him, I remember. He
is a long, gaunt, bowelless man, and he
always did his utmost to keep the workers
in subjection. The Minister for Works
knows that, hecause he, too, has ap-
peared before him in the Arbitration
Court.

The Minister for Works : He is a very
fair man.

Mr. TROY : I agree that, according
to the light of the Minister for Works,
Moxon is a fair man ; but as one who
always tries to get a fair deal for the
workers T hold that Moxon is not fair—
he is unfair. You can always judge a
man by his appearance. For instance,
the Minister for Works is a portly, good-
natured fellow, while Moxon is a long,
gaunt, hungry-looking man.

Mr. Monger : What about yourself ?

Mr. TROY : We could not be compared
in the same category either. Let me
say again the words in this report are
very definite, but at the same time,
knowing that this man is nothing but a
notoriety hunter—T do not know John-
son, I know Moxon—knowing his char-
acter, I think it would be unwise to give
him the distinction this motion if passed
would give him.

Mr. BROWN : With regard to the
newspaper report we are discussing,
evidently it is a case of the eap fitting
because it is worn. T think Mr. Moxon
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was most generous in his criticism of the
speeches on Tuesday night. T would
like the member for Murchison, whom the
cap evidently fitted so well, to give the
same speech outside that he made on
Tuesday in the House. He would pro-
bably be up for prosecation.

Mr. Holman: T will go anywhere
you like and say it.

Mr. BROWX: It is a scandsl for &
man like the member for Murchison

Mr. Holman: I will pull your nose
quick and lively.
Mr. BROWN: It is scandalous for

the hon, member to call an unfortunate
sergeant of police a * white-livered
cur * when the sergeant had no chance
of reply. Can a man sink lower than
that ? Is it Parliamentary language
when an hon. member calls the police
“ white-livered curs,”” and is it not
provoking a breach of the peace for an
hon. member to say that if he received
a summons he would tear it up and
throw it in the face of the Attorney
General ?

Mr. Holman : So I would.

Mr. BROWN : Is it not committing &
breach of the peace ? Here is a so-called
democrat who knows full well that he
can come here and slander sergeants of
police and policemen when they have
no chance of retaliation. Can anything
be worse than calling a certein member
of this House a * tapeworm?’ Is that
gentlemanly ¥ Some members laugh at
that, but let them gn to their constitutents.
and their organisations and tell them
the lovely language of * tapeworms’™
and °‘ white.livered curs” they have
been using in this House. Is it any
wonder that gentlemen outside the
House criticise actions and language such
as this? Is it not inciting a breach
of the peace when we find the leader
of the Opposition going to a public
meeting where a woman advocated
using weapons to bring things to & head *
I am certain also that if it had not been
for the Fremantle model parliament
citing Mr. Moxon to attend before them
we would not have heard anything about
this. I hope seriously after the absolute
waste of time, not only on Tuesday night
but to-night, we will force this matter
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to a division and put certain gentlemen
in the position where they ought to be.

Mr. UNDERWQOD : After the heat
that has been displayed in this dis-
cussion it would perhaps be well for some’
member to calmly and judiciously sam
up the case. I do not agree with asking
the member for Murchison to withdraw
bis motion ; he can please himself in
regard to that: but I think., when we
consider it calmly, we must come to the
conclnsion that it was miatake in ever in-
troducing it. I hold that we are giving
too much limelight to Mr. Moxon, and
we know there is not such & deal of
limelight that we can afford to give
it away., I would like to inform the
member for Perth that on a public
platform, and not under the privilege
of this House, I have expressed the
opinion that Mr. Moxon was a ‘‘ canting,
snuffling hypocrite.” I did not take the
privilege of expressing that in the
House. I did it on a public platform.
I hold further that we should give every
liberty of speech so long as there is no
harm in it, and I think Mr. Moxon should
be allowed to utter his thoughts no
matter how idiotic they may be. 1 also
wish to say, just shortly, that we have
one or two advantages from the fact that
this motion has been brought forward.
We have had for instance another of
those many opportunities of hearing
what a marvellous phenomonen the
member for Murray is. The hon. member
takes every possible occasion that comes
before the House to tell the country
and members of the House what an
absolute marvel he is. Perhaps it would
be of adventage to public interests if
the hon. member would put that in
book form and we could read it at home.
It ecertainly is to an extent a little bit
of waste of the public time for him to be
continually telling us about the member
for Mwrray. In regard to the Attorney
General, I would just like to say that
the hon. gentleman feels hurt at the way
he is spoken to from this side of the
House, but after all the Attorney General
must bear this in mind that it is all his
own fault. Members on this side of
the House deal with those on the other
side as they deal with us, and if the
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Attorney General desires to fight, and
desires to sneer, bounce, and bully, we
will resent it. We are not going to
cringe to the Attorney General. We
are not going to show the white feather
to him. If he likes that sort of thing
1 can assure him for myself and, I think,
for almost every member of this side
that we will meet him half way, and
any time he feels inclined for a little
bit of a dust-up we will be inclined to
go over as far as the Table. T have little
further to say except that I trust the
House will now drop this gquestion of
Moxon as he has already had con-

siderably more limelight than he is
entitled to.
Mr. HOLMAN (in reply): I have no

intention of withdrawing my motion.
When I take a step I am perfectly willing
to stand by it. The main object I had
in bringing the motion forward was
to show the disgraceiul tactics of the
Government in connection with this
trouble now upon us. Take for instance
the position of certain members of this
Chamber. Members of the Parliamentary
Labour Party were standing in Barrack-
street and can produce proof that they
were taking no part whatever in any
cornmotion in the street, yet we find
the Attorney General has sent the
Crown Solicitor to the police court
to prosecute them. It is not prose-
eution ; it is persecution. But we
have seen it on previous oceasions.
On every possibly opportunity the Gov-
ernment in any part of the State have
taken advantage of the whole of their
officers to try to bring the workers
down. On the other hand, when anyone
who is a friend of Ministers commits
& crime, even to killing a man, they
allow him to go scot free. We had this
in two instances recently. We had one
men shbsolutely ‘robbing the Mines De.
partment, proved beyond a shade of
doubt to be doing so, but no action
was taken against him. The Attorney
General was in office at the time. An-
other person shot a man; that man
died ; but this person was aided to get
out of the country.

The Minister for Works: What has
that to do with Mr. Moxon ?
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Mr. HOLMAN: 1 am only quoting
this to show that on every occasion work-
ers and members of the House are per-
secuted and not treated fairly, and
that the Government have prostituted
their power and done absolutely what
was wrong.

The Attorney General: And some
of your unions act in the same way.

Mr. HOLMAN : From the example
of the Attorney General what can we
expect from the department he controls ?
After the Attorney General's denial
to-night, what can we expect from the
police ¥ For exarnple, we heard a report
read in the House the other night which
waoa deliberately and wilfully untrue,
a8 can be proved.

. Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must withdraw that remark.

Mr. HOLMAN : T was referring to a
report, not & statement by the Attorney
General, a report which can be proved
to be untrue by thousands of people.
It was the report sent in by the police.
We know well when the Crown Solicitor
is sent down to take action in a petty
police court case the Attorney General
is dragging the office down to a very low
state. Anyv Attorney General who coun-
tenances anything like that, in a case
which on ordinary occasions is always
conducted by the sergeant of police, is
misuging his position. I am slways
prepared to take the responsibility oi
anything 1 do. XNo one can take harder
knocks than T for 1 fear no criticism and
it is immsaterial to me. If T do wrong
I am satisfied to bear to the full the
results of it. 1 am not going to run
away from the results of any attempt
I make to protect the interests of the
men. 1 have always done my best to
protect those interests.
this matter forward to show wup those
gentlemen who pride themselves on
being the elite of the land, who egg the
Government on at every possible chance
80 as to bring about trouble in industrial
matters. They pose as commercial men.
Mr. Moxon! What was his career in
Queensland before he came here ! Those
who know his career will say he is not a
desirable man to have in this State. We
had an example of his conduct in Albany

I have brought
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when he flooded the town with blacklegs
and scabs, and took away the living of
the men there. We have heard a speech
from the member for Murray in which re-
ference was made to what Mr. Moxon had
done in Western Australia. Others have
been here just as long as that gentlemen
and have worked as hard and harder.
Why does not the member for Murray
give ua the history of the ** Black Goose
or Black Swan foundry ; all about the
scrapiron and things of that kind. . I
remember the reference to them in the
old Chamber, and the fights the hon.
member put up against the Kingsmill-
Leake Government, und how, after that
fight, when the House got into recess,
he was made Commissioner of Railways.

Mr. George : On & point of erder. The
hon. member is making some charge
against me in connection with the busi-
ness I conducted here some eight or ten
years ago. Let him state what he means.

Mr. HOLMAN : I say the hon. member
was conducting the foundry which, at
that time, was known as the ‘‘ Black
Goose ”’ foundry.

Mr. George : Tt was nothing of the sort.
It was the Black S8wan foundry, and there
was no geese except those people who
did not deal with it. :

Mr. HOLMAN : Then I menticned
gerapiron, which question was dealt
with considerably st the time a certain
Commission sat. PPN

Mr. George: What i3 this scrapiron
reference * Let the hon. member say
what he has to say instead of drawing
on his imagination.

Mr. HOLMAN : I will look it up.

Mr. George: Let him say what he has
to say.

Mr. HOLMAN : I am justified in saying
what I like, and I intend to do so until
pulted up by the Chair. I will do as I
please.

Mr. George : So far as I am concerned
the hon. rnember will not do as he pleases,
I claim the protection of the Chair, which
I have the right to claim. Let the hon.
member instead of making cheap sneers
and running awey, say what he has to
say sbout the * Black Goose'' or Black
Swan foundry and serapiron. :
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Mr. HOLMAN : I will say what I like
and will quote from Hansard if I like.

Mr. George: I will not ellow this to
pass in this way. The member made &
further statement to the effect that I
had to fight the Iingsmill and ILeake
party across the House and, in conse-
quence, was made Commissioner of
Railways.

Mr. HOLMAN : I said I had heard the
hon. member fighting against the Kings-
mill-Leake Government and that after
the fight, when the House got into recess,
he was made Commissioner of Railways.
1 stated facts. . . . . . /4 ¢

Mr. George : What does the hon. mem-
ber mean ? Does he mean that I was
bribed with the position of Commissioner
of Railways ? Let him be a man and
say what he means and not try and
shelter hirnself.

Mr. HOLMAN ; If I thought that I
would say it in & moment. . . ., .

Mr. George: Why do you not say it
then, instead of insinuating 7. . . .

Mr. HOLMAN : May I be allowed to
proceed, or am I to be subjected to this
continual interruption. So fer as I am
personally concerned I do not object to
the greatest freedom of speech either
inside or outside of the House ; but I do
object to a man of the Moxon type, who
introduces blacklegs, trying to bring
about reductions in wages. When I
have an opportunity of exposing such
men I intend to do so in order o let the
people know those who are trying to
govern the country and who have the
Government behind them. We have
heard remarks from the Attorney General.
I would ask him whether he is connected
with the firm of Lukin and Nanson.

The Attorney General: There is no
such firm.

Mr. HOLMAN : I was informed there
is, and I am sorry to have made a mis-
take.

The Attorney General : Why does not
the hon. member verify his statemenis ?

Mr. HOLMAN: To get the Crown
Solicitor to go to the police court and
prosecute in a case like that of to-day is
showing what steps the Governuent
will take to bring about the downiali,
if they can, even of memabers of this
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House, without any reason. Then we
had the member for Perth speaking.
We know well the tactics he has adopted
ever since he has been in the House and
even before that. On every occasion
when an opportunity oceurs to put a
nail into the coffin of any worker in
‘Western Australia, he takes the earliest
chance to do so. He referred to men
who occupy the positions of secretaries
of unions ayif they are parasites. The
secretary of a roads board is a greater
perasite than any secretary of a union.
The men we pay to be secretaries of the
unions heve done magnificent work
for the men in the State, for they have
compelled the employers to give an
increased rate of wages. The increases
we have secured during the last three
years amount to £50,000, all of which
sum went into the pockets of the workers.
We hear members prate of the good work
they have done, but always, instead
of working for or assisting others, sll
their endeavours are devoted to ¢rush the
workers and try to bring them into a
lower position, to degrade them. I have
been accused of treating the Chair with
disrespect by not having given the
Speaker notice of the motion I am
bringing forward. So long as the Stand-
ing Orders give me the privilege of
bringing in a motion in the way I did
I am justified in doing it. When I read
in the papers of the statements made
by these men I determined to bring
the matter up at once, as I did not like
to let it go over until Tuesday. I only
brought it up in order to show what
action the Government are taking, what
they are prepared to do, and what
class of men they are supporting. On
every oceasion the Chamber of Mines
and the Chamber of Commerce obtain
greater power over the Government of
Western Australis than they should.
When the interests of the men are
concerned we hear no one on the Govern-
ment side speaking up for them, but
when the Chamber of Commerce, or
the Chamber of Mines are affected in
sny way the matter is brought up at
once, and one always sees representatives
of those bodies seated in the Speaker's
gallery, and sending in instructions to
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the Government as to what course should
be adopted. With regard to the action
of the police last Thursday, I may say
that I never saw more disgraceful conduct
than that on the part of the police then.
It was that which caused all the trouble
in Perth last Thursday ; men were
arrested or summeoned for doing ab.
solutely nothing. That will be proved
before the cases are finished. The state.
ments made to the House were ab-
golutely misleading, and members wili
bear me out that the sergeant of police
who made the report was parading up
and down the street on his horse for
a Peonsiderable time. The stalement
he made that he did not knock anyone
down was an absolute lie ; 1 know that
he did. And had I been there, even
at the risk of getting. two years, I would
have taken action to defend my wife
when he jostled' her from the footpath
with his horse.

Mr. George: So would anyone else.

Mr. HOLMAN: T defy anyone to
state that I spoke one word which was
disrespectful, or even hcoted at any
tine on that Thursday.

Myr. Brown: Do you think it is fair
for you friend Mr. Driver to sit on the
bench when these cases were being heard ?

Mr. HOLMAXN : I am not Mr. Driver's
keeper, and I think Mr. Driver is able
to look after himself. We have heard
of intemperate language being used
on this side of the House, but what more
intemperate language can be imagined
than that used by the member for
Murray, who spoke to-night of * pot-
house piffle” emanating from this side
of the House. Because some people
have succeeded in getting together a few
paltry pounds they look upon the ordinary
working man with scorn. This is the
kind of thing we have to put up with.

Mr. Monger : Go on.

Mr. HOLMAN : We have never had a
sorrier spectacle than the member for
York, and T am sorry that I have stopped
to take any notice of his interjection.
It is not my intention to speak further
on the motion, and it is not my intention
to withdraw it. I have attained the
object I had in view, and have proved
that the Attorney General is not the man
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who should be in the position that he
occupies. If he takes such action as he
has done what can we expect from those
policemen who will be called upon to
report in the near future.

Question put and negatived on the
voices.

An Explanation.

Mr. SPEAKER : Before we separate
I desire to make a brief explanation.
Inadvertently I may have hurt the feel-
ings of the leader of the Opposition
when T said to him earler in the evening
that he might better control the party
on his side of the House, and prevent
them from making so many interjections,
Perhaps I may say at once I was not
justified in saying that, or in asking
him to control his party in that respect.
What I meant to convey was that I
hoped he would assist me during a heated
debate to keep order and maintain the
dignity of the Chamber. Certainly the
interjections were more than usual,
althongh, I am sorry to say, it must
be admitted by hon. members that af
all times interjections are too numerous
in this House. T am sure members will
agree with me that this is so, and that
they come from one particular quarter.
I have endeavoured to keep order as far
as possible, and I do sincerely hope that
the hon. member will not accept the
remarks I made, or construe them into
meaning that he has no control over his
party. I trust that the hon. member
being leader of the Opposition, will do
his utmost to assist me in the arduous
position that T am called upon to Sl
I desire to add further that I want above
everything, to be fair to all members.

Mr. SCADDAN: T may say at once, Mr.
Speaker, that I appreciate your state-
ment. Undoubtedly I did feel hurt at your
remarks, and had 1 oceupied this posi-
tion for 12 months instead of only a few-
weeks, I would not have taken so much
notice. But under the circumstances,
seeing that I have been leader of the
Opposition for such & short time, it was
hardly likely to expect me to attempt to
show a high hand over members on this
side. I am and always have been, pre-
pared to support you, Mr. Speaker, in
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your rulings, and 1 do not desire it to
be wunderstood that I will be found
wanting at any time in assisting you to
carry out your duties. I am very grate-
ful for the statement you have made.

House _ciél;‘oymed at 11-55 p.m.

Pegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, 30th August, 1910,

Obitnary : Bon, G. Throssell ...

Paox

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and Tead prayers,

OBITUARY-HON. . THROSSELL.
+ The PREMIER (Sir Newton J.
Moore): It was only a few weeks ago
that from my place in the House I moved
that a message of condolence be for-
warded to the relatives of a late member
of the House and an ex-Minister. To-
day it is my sad duaty to ask hon. mem-
bers to similarly extend to the relatives
of one who, for many years, was a pro-
minent member of this branch of ihe
Legislature and who was also an ex-
Premier, an expression of regret and
. sympathy on the death of the head of
their family, the Hon. George Throssell,
CM.G. Mr, Throssell, who has been for
so many years a leading figure in the
public life of this State was born in
Fermoy, Ireland. He arrived in the
State some 62 years ago, at the age of
eight years, He etablished himself in
the town of Northam at the early age of
21 years, and immediately took an active
part in all publie matters in connestion
with the advancement of that distriet.
At that time edueational faciliies were
practically non-existent, and the first pub.
" lic work Mr. Throssell nndertook was the
establishment of a publie library. Soon
afterwards he became the prime mover
213
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in securing a State school for the dis-
triet, and later on he took an active part
in having Northam declared a muniei-
pality. He became its first mayor, and
for nine years occupied the chief magis-
terial position in that important munici-
pality. On the introduction of Respon-
sible Government in 1890, he was re-
turned unopposed as member for the dis-
trict, and represented that eonstitueney
until 1804, when he retired owing to ill-
health. He was Minister for Lands from
1897 to 1901. During that period he
initiated a progressive land development
policy, and has left on our statute-book
evidence of his work in that direction.
On the retirement of Sir John Forrest
he became Premier and Treasarer for a
short time. His health having improved
in 1907 he secured a seat in the Legisla-
tive Council, of which Chamber he was
a member up to the time of his death.
To-morrow it will be our sad privilege to
pay the last honours to one whose name
will ever he remembered as baving been
associated with Western Australia during
some of the most momentous periods of
its history, and whose services, dis-
tinguished as they were by patriotism
and loyalty, will live long in the memory
of his fellow ecitizens. I hep to move—
That this House desires to place on
record its appreciation of the public
services rendered to the Siate by the
Hon. George Throssell, and to express
its deepest sympathy with his family
in the irreparable loss which they have
sustained by his deceass. That Mr,
Speaker be requested to forward the
foregoing resolution to the relatives of
the deceased gentleman,

Mr., SCADDAN (Ivanhee): On behalf
of the members on this side of the House
T desire to second the motion. I desire,
also, that our regref, too, may be ex-
tended to the relatives of the Hon. George
Throssell in the great loss they have sus-
tained. I may briefly say that although
members on this side of the House have
frequently held political views in opposi-
tion to those of the late Mr. Throssell,
still we have always recognised that he
was genuine and earnest in his views and
that his one object in political life was

B



