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there will not be any opposition to the
passage of the Bill because 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 Geraldton. I hope
hon. members will realise that the Bill
is in the best interests of Oeraldton, and
that it is a 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--

Thtat the Bil be now read a second
time.

Mr. Bath:- I understand that it is a
Private Bil.

Mr. SPEAKER: No. 258 of our
Standing Orders provides-

Every Bill for the paving, -lighting,
draining, cleansing, or otherwise im-
proving anyr city, town or district,
or for supplying the same with water,
promoted by the Municipal or District
authorities 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 precaution to conrsult
the Crown Law Department and I have
their authority 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 quoted
as having occurred in New South Wales,
where they have a Standing Order deal-
ing with similar Bills which is on all
fours with ours.

Mr. Taylor: This Bill provides for the
raising of a loan and consequently
taxation.

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

The Attorney General: A private mem-
ber introducing a Government Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

House maurned at 9-30 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30)
p.ma., and read prayers.

QUESTION-RAILWVAY LOCO. DE]-
POT, REMOVAL.

Mr. SWAN (for Mr. Horan) asked the,
Minister for Railways: Dloes the Rail-
way Department contemplate the remo-
v'al of the West Perth loco. depot to East
Perth or other -suburban station?

The 11MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: The extension of the Perth
goods yards for futuire requirements is
under consideration, but no determina-
tion has been arrived at.

QUESTION - STATE MIN-ING EN-
GINEER, LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
31r., SWAN (for.Mr. Horan) asked the-

Minister for MXines: Is he satisfied that
the present backward state of the geo-
logical survey of Western Australia war-
rants the granting of four months' ]eave
of absence to the State Mining- Engineer?

The MINTISTER FOR MINES re-
plied: The fact of the State Mining
Engineer taking the leave due to bim
uinder C~e provisions of the Public Ser-
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vice Act will not affect the state of the
geologiceal survey of Western Australia.

QUESTION--PUBLIC SERVANTS'
INCREMENTS.

Air. DRAPER asked the Premier:
Will the Government bring in a Bill this
session to amend "The Public Service
Act, 1904," with respect to-i, The pay-
ment of annual increments within a class
up to the classified value of the position;
2, The reconstruction of the appeal
board ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The neces-
sity for amending the Public Service Act
on this point is not apparent. The Go-
ernment rec~ognise, as does the Public
Service Commissioner, that an officer's
maximuim salary-that is, the salary to
which lie may attain without waiting for
promotion to a higher position-will, if
be shows himself worthy of this con-
sideration, he reached by increments pro-
vided from year to year on the Estimates.
The Government aie not prepared
to favour any amendment of the
A-ct which would render these in-
creases automatic, since to do so
woold, in their opinion, take away
tl'at incentive to energy which is neces-
sary to anl efficient service. 2, Should the
condition of business allow, it is the in-
tention of the Government to amend cer-
tamn provisions of the Act this session.
Their views in regard to the constitution
of the appeal board have already been
given to the House.

QUESTION-SUPERANNUATION
ALLOWANCES.

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

The PREMIER replied; 1 and 2, The
answer to the questions asked by the bo.
*member for West Perth in regard to the
superannuation of officers would entail
an exhaustive examnination of hundreds

of files, seeing that practically every offi-
cer retired from the senvice considers
that, oil sonie ground or 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 without pensions would not, in my
opinion, be to the public interest. Again,
as the hion, member doubtless knows, Par-
liament has, uinder the terms of the Act,
left, and left very wisely, I think, the de-
cision of these questions absolutely to the
Exetcutive Council. Information in re-
g-ard to any particular case will, if pos-
sible, be furnished, provided public in-
terests are not prejudiced by so doing.

BILL--BREAD ACT AMENDMUENT.
Introduced by Mr. Bath, and read a

flirst time.

PEIVILEGE--SUMdMONSES SERVED
ON MEMBERS.

Mr. SCALDDAN (Ivanhoe) : Before
the Orders of the flay are called on I
would again ask what has been done in
connection wvith the matter of privilege
being inquired into by the Standing Or-
ders Committee?

The PREMIER (Sir Newton J.
Moore) : Perhaps Mr. Speaker, as
chairman of the committee, could best
answer the question.

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

BIFLL-LICENSING.
Second Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Ron.
J1. L. Nanson) in moving the second read-
ing said: I may intimate to bon. mem-
bers that I do not intend on this occasion
to occ-upy the attention of the House for
any length of time. As hon. members
will recollect, last session the Govern-
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mnent introduced a Licensing Bill, and I
then dealt very fully with both the policy
mid the details of that measure. The
Bill we are niow introducing is, in all re-
spaets, identical with that introduced last
sessioni.

Mr. Walker: As it left the House?
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not

entirely as it left the House. TIhe hon.
member will recollect that the Licensing
Bill of ]as( session got into Committee
where. when the appointment of the li-
censin iz benches was being considered, an
amendment was carried providing for
elective instead of nominated benches.
The Bill as introduced this session is, as
I hanve already pointed out, identical with
the Bill as introduced last session, and
we provide in this Bill for nominated
licensing benches. When the Bill reaches
Committee members will have an oppor-
tunity of go~ing into that matter, and the
arguments both for and against the two
systems can then be advanced.

Mr. Bolton: The House has already
carried it.

The ATTORNEY GEN&RAL: it
often happens that the Committee make
an amendment, and on re-committal a
different decision is ar-ived at. There is
certainly no reason why, in introducing
this Bill, we should not avail ourselves of
the opportunity of re-inserting the clause
as it originally stood.

Mr. Bolton; You are not seeking to de-
feat the measure?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No:
certainly not.

Mr. Swant: Nor to waste time?~
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not

at all; if the hon. member would interject
less, less time would he wasted. I may
say in regard to the delay last session
that the rejection of the clause dealing
with the constitution of the licensing
benches had nothiing in itself to do with
the decision not to ad viace the Bill fur-
ther. Ham members will remember that
the session was very fully occupied. A
large number of amendments to 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 through the

(Commnittee stage without occupying a
great deal of tinie and entailin - much
necessary discussion. The Government
were faced with this position: there ws
a probability that, having got half-way
through the Bill, we should have found
that. owving to our desire to secure the
adjournmient 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
in one session. that we should not pro
ceed further with the committee stage.
But [lic fact that au amendment was
muade in regard to the constitution of the
licensing benches certainly had nothing
to do with the delay in proceeding fur-
flier with the Bill.

Mr. Taylor: Is the Bill to-day in the
same form at is was last sewsion I

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Pre-
cisely. except that there are a few minor
alterations in regard to matters of ma-
chinery. of administration. For instance,
in Clause 26 we have some small altera-
tions ii' regard to railway restaurant car
licenses, and we have some alterations
in regard to thne transmission of licenses
iii certain events, such as the demise,
bankruptey, or insanity of the licensee.
There are alterations in regard to the
continuance of licenses if for some reason
licensees become incapable 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 purely machinery matters. Hon.
members will rememuber that the princilple,
of the Bill was, firstly, it established im-
mediate local 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 that there should 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 abolishted they should receive no
form of compensation either in money
or time or 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 compensation. As for abo-
lition during the ten years period hon.
members wvill remember provision was
malde-and the same is in the present
measure-for compensation to be raised
by a levy onl existing- licenses. I do not
think I need occupy the time of bon.
members longer. My own wish is that
the Hill should get into Committee as
soon as possible, because I recognise it
is a highly controversial measure, as any
Bill dealing with this question must be,
and that it must necessarily occupy a
large portion of the time of the House
this session. I take it there is oin both
sides of the House only one desire, that
is, that we shiah this session get the Bill
through Committee and, if possible,
carried not only in this House bilt in
another place. It will be indeed 'lisap-
Pointing if as one of the legislative
achievements of the present session we
cannot pass the Licensing Bill which,
while it will not give either side or school
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 Ithe State.

Mr. Bolton: floes not the M3inister
think it would save time if it were intro-
liueed as amended?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not
necessarily. At anly rate there are con-
siderations other than the saving of time;
and thinking, as I do, that the particular
amendment referred to was certainly not
a step in the right direction, I am anx-
ious to again test the feeling of the
House in revrard to the constitution of
livensing, boards.

IMr. TBolton : Do von still provide in the
Bill that no. one i nterested in the trade
shall have representation onl the board?

The ATTOR'NEY GENERAL: That
is still in the Bill.

Mr. Gill: Why is the first local op-
tion poll fixed for so late as 1912?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL; Last
year 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

not a matter of principle. I content my-
self with moving pro forma-

7lhat flee Bill be now read a &eCONd
ti,,,c.

Mr. Bath: Why pro forma?
The ATTORNEY GENER]AL: I

look upon this debate as a matter of
form until we get into Committee.

Mr. SCA1)DAN (Ivanhoe): The bell.
member call rest assured that Opposi-
tion members will not unduly delay the
passagoe of this Bill in Committee; hut at
the same time I wish to say that I regret
very touch thme Attorney General has, in
11e Bill now introduced, practically
flouted a decision previously arrived at by
this very Parliament. I could very well
understand if the Attorney General had
introduced this Bill in another Parlia-
mient that lie should ask a new Parlia-
muent to reverse a previous decision; but
on this occasion the House is constituted
just as it was when the Bill was pre-
viously dealt with, with the exception of
the new members for Beverley and Fre-
mantle. But even with that difference,
judging by the division list onl this ques-
tion of nominee or elective liceusing benl-
ches, on the previous occasion, those two
lion. members, even by supporting the
Government, cannot alter the decision
previously arrived at. That beingso
would it not have been preferable for the
Attorney General to make provision in
the present Bill so that it could pass the
second-reading stage and progress in
Committee until we reach that point at
which the Bill was previously droppedfi
The Attoiney General says he is not
satisfied with the decision previously ar-
rived at, and he thinks we adopted a
wrongl course-that may he so; I believe
the hon. member is in earnest 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 on the question of nominee or
elective licensing benches dropped the
measure.

The Attorney General: That is not so.
Mr. SCADDAN: The bon. member

may say that now, but he has said this
afternoon that he was of opinion we ad-
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opted the wrong course and that he would
endeavour to get the House to take lip a
different attitude. Judging from what
happened after that division, the Gor-
,rninent dropped the measure because they
suffered a reverse on this question. I
hope the Government will be prepared
to accept inanI v defeats on this Bill be-
fore the measure passes through the
whole of the Committee stage.

The Attorney general: That is quite
possible.

Mr. SCADI)AN: Hut judging from
the previous attitude of the Government,
I am afraid that the local option question
in this State is far front approaching
consummation. However, what I want
to point ount pa rticulnrl 'v is thnat the
Bill we aire to consider now is a
consolidating measure dealing with the
whole of the liquor traffic, while the
main point tile public are desirous of
having settled is the question of local
option. I consider it would have
been preferable to have a measure
dealin- purel ' with local option and,
later on, another measure consolidating
the liquor laws or dealing- with all other
questions, so that we shiall not have the
question of local option set back for a
number of years, notwithstandin g tine
fact that a great 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 I view it. I amn afraid local
option is very manny years ahead of us
yet.

The Attorney General: We provide for
it.

Mr. SCAI)DAN: I understand that;
but if the Government are to be defeated
onl some of (lhe elements in the Bill before
us, as they were last year onl the matter
of licensing benches, and they drop the
measure, where is local option? There is
no doubt the whole of the public are de-
manding local option. yet we cloud the
issue in a consolidating measure, and the
possibility is, if the Government adopt
the attitude adopted last session, wre will
not get it for a number of years.

The Attorney General: Pass this Bill
and you will 2et it.

Mr. SCADDAN: Will the Attorney
General assure us that, despite what
amendments are made in the Bill, lie
will go0 through with it, if the provisions
concerning local option are carried by
the Housei What happened last session
may happen this session with the re~,,lt
that the Bill will be dropped again be-
eause the Government are not prepared
to suffer defeat in connection with other
matters in the Bill, that is, other than
the local option provisions. I do not
desire to delay this measure going into
Committee, and I am prepared to see thle
second reading passed this evening. We
discussed 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-
cause then we could have~ saved a good
deal of discussion which, jud-ing from
the tone of the House onl that oceaSio'i,
w-ill be exactlyv the same this session.
That hemy so, what possible benefit is
there in re-iuihoducing thle Bill as it was
previously' introduced? I hope that if
this Bill iN lo be drr~pped oin account of-
any amiendmnent being made as on a pre-
vious occasion, the Government will take
the earliest opportunity of introducing
a Bill dealing with local option. The'
people desire it and they should he g iven
local option at the earliest possible oip.
portitiity.

Mr. BOLJTON (North Fremantle):
The idea of introducinT the Bill as intro-
duced this afternoon by the Attorney'
General is farcical in the extreme. Tile
argument of the Attorney General as to
whyv the Bill did not pasg through l:igt
seqsion is that there was not suifficient
time, that certain amendments having'
been made it was found impossible to
complete the Bill: but in the some br-eath
the lion, gentleman explains that this, Pill1
now introduced is exactly similar in form
to that introduced last segsion, go tlhat
tlere is exacetly the same arround to zo
over. this session and it will he a reason-
able excuse for the Gove rnment to ad-
vane-and T make hold to cay they will
avince it--if thie Bill doeq not pass this
seoiion. The Hoirse lagt gession adopteJ'
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the principle of elective benches, and is
it to be supposed by the Attorney Gen-
eral tllat we are going to allow that to go
by the board this session? IDoes it hot
follow that the amendment passed last
session will be again introduced 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 farcical to pacs a certain
amendment and then to Ilave the Bill re-
introduced and not give effect to one
single amendment already passed by us.

Air. Foulkes: There was only one.
Mr. BOLTON: The amendment passed

by us practically defeated the Bill. Tt
was put into the waste-paper basket
afterwvards.

The Attorney General: No.
Mr. BOLTION: Whether that was the

reason or not, we are bound to form our
own conclusions. Aline is that the
amendment was so drastic as viewed by
the Government that they decided theyv
would not proceed. What will happen
this year? The same amendment will be
carried, and the Government will say
there is not sufficient time to deal with
the Bill. With few exceptions members
are in favour of local option, aod they'
know the people are asking for it. They
must realise the people are as far off
getting it as ever; alid seeing that thle
Government have l-e-introduced the Bill
without the amendment passed last ses-
sion, the people will still be waitingr for
local optionl at the end of this session.

Mr. T L (Balkatta) T Lke those whlo
have spoken, I think the Govrnmnent
would have been well advised if they ]-ad
adopted the amendment passed last ses-
sion and embodied it in this Bill and byv
that means saved a good deal ,f time.
Certainly there need lie no long- discns-
sion on the second readin, but whenl we
get into Committee the same old area-
mins will be uped and the same fight will
have to be punt lj againi iu conniection
with those matters fought out 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 oil by the Attorney General.
Last session lie dealt very exhaustively

with the Bill and assured us that the
Government intended to make the whole
of the Bill all oIpen question. Seeing
the attitude they have adopted now with
regard to an amndment the House de-
cided on, I would like to know it, during
the p~resenit session, it is the intention of
the Government to allow the Bill to be
ain openl question and to give members
a free hand to do wvith it as they desire,
or if the Bill is to be made a party mea-
sure. if it is to be open to members to
vote as they think fit then proper con-
sideration eati be given to the Bill. There-
tore, it will be well to have an assurance
from the Attorney General on the ques-
tion.

The Attorney General: A reasonable
latitude will be allowed.

Mr. FOUJLKES (Claremont) : I am
quite sure this Bill will not be treated by
the Government as a party question. It
should not be.

IMr. Price: The Attorney General says
it will be a party questionl.

AMr. FOULEES: He has not said that.
I do not agree with the arguments of the
member for North Fremantle with regard
to [lie Bill being practically the same as
that introduced lost session. It must not
be forgotten that it is open to us to bring
forward alnendlncnt4 oin ally clause we
thinik fit. A large nimber of important
amendments in tile way of proposed new
clauses were introduced last session but
it is highly probable that had they been
brought forward they would not have
been adopted without still farther amend-
ment. All that I am concernled with is
to see that anr amending Bill is brought
forward, then we can suggest any amend-
menits we like. I do not attach much
imuportanee to what clauses are now ill-
eluded in thle Bill, for we can amend
them. As a matter of fact, I would not
mind if there were blank pages for we
could fill them uip quite easily. I join
with other members in hoping that if the
Government find the majority of memi-
bers are against certain clauses they will
not allow the Bill to be dropped. I do
not think they will. I have been watch-
ifg very closely, and was glad to see that

in the Ordens of the Dlay for to-day the
Licensing Bill occupied first place, and
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I bape it will ho!d that 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. I 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 are you going to
do it?

Mr. FOULKES: 1 am sure the Attor-
ney General recognises that there i's -i
strong desire on the part of the majority
of members that this Bill should be conl-
sidered as one of the first Bills of the
session, and that he will be only too glad
favourably to consider the views of Ruem-
bers.

Mr. Scaddan: It was to 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
s the Fremantle dock.

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

Mir. Bolton: The Government do not
seem to be so.

Mr. FOL'LKES: If they are not they
will gradually learn to be so. I believ'e
the Attorney General realises that the
majority of members are most anxious
for the Bill to be dealt with. There will
be many contentious clauses in the Bill,
and wre must recognise that it is impos-
sible for us all to have the clauses carried
in the way we should like; there will have
to be a good deal of give and take. For
instance, take the clause dealing with the
constitution of the licensing benches. I
remember that last year I voted for the
principle that licensing magistrates should
he elected. There are many other clauses,
however, which I consider to be of far
greater importance than that one. and I
would be prepared, if I could ensure the
passage of the clauses I consider of

greater importance, to sacrifice the one
dealing with the appointment of the
benches.

Mr. Bolton: Here is the explanation
why the Bill is introduced in its present
form.

Mr. FOUJLKES: I am not responsible
for that provision being left out of the
Bill. Had 1 been responsible for the
measure there would have been many
alterations. I am vecry glad to see that
the Attorney General and the leader of
the Opposition agree that the second read-
ing of the Bill should be carried this
afternoon. There will be many opportu-
nities later on for us to discuss the vai-
ous clauses.

Mr. ANO\VIN (East Fremantle) :I
was rather surprised to hear the member
for Claremont say that he will be willing
to forego a certain clause because he
thinks he can get something else.

Mr. Foulkes: Something of more iM-
portance.

Mr. A NGWJN: Seeing that the clause
relating to the appointment of licensing
benches is almost the first contentious one
in the Bill, how will it be possible for
the hon. memaber to receive a guarantee
that hie will get sonietliing else later on?
T was very much surprised to see the Bill
re-introdluced without there being in-
cluded the provision decided upon last
year with regard to the election of the
bencese. No matter wvhat members have
entered the House since then, it will be
impossible if members vote as previously
to defeat the clause agreed to last session,
seeing that the Speaker will not have an
opportunity of giving a casting vote
either in favour of or against the clause
which was carried by an absolute inajo-

rt.The country have a perfect right
texpect tamebrshudexhibit a

certain amount of stability of opinions%
and should not change their diews on a
question like this every time the wind
blows in the opposite direction. The At-
torney General said there is very little
alteration to the Bill. I find, however. on
referring to the numbers of the clauses
to which amendments were made last
year that they do not correspond with
the numbers in the present measure,
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showing thereby that there have been
alterations, It will be necessary for
every member to look carefully through
the mneasure and~ see what alteration has
been made to clauses and what clauses
have been omitted. It would be mnad-
visble to rush through this measure too
hurriedly. The principles of the Bill
mighnt be the some as last session, but the
details are different, It is not my inten-
tion to discuss the question now, as there
was a full debate last session. No doubt
next week the Bill will reach the' Coiii-
mittee stage and by then I shalt have
hnked carefully through it. I am sure
there will be lust as large an array of
amendments on the Notice Paper con-
oerning the measure this session as there
was last.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
The Bill is no stranger to this Parlia-
ment, for it passed its secoiid reading
and reached a certain stage in Committee
last session. Some members adopted a
certain attitude in Committee last session
-in my opinion an attitude highly justi-
fled-by altering the constitution of the
licensing beaches, making them elective
instead of nominative. It was anything
but refreshing to hear the member f or
Claremont just now shifting his ground
on that question. Last session that mein-
her was strong in his advocacy in quaking
the Bill a workable measure, so that it
should deal with the liquor-traffic in the
most efficient manner possible; hut to-
day we find that he is foregoing one of
the principles which this Parliameiit es-
tabtished last session, namely. elective
benches. He has pointed out to-day that
lie will he perfectly satisfied to let that
go for something else. I did not hecar
the lion. member say what that sometliinzr
else was.

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

Mr. TAYLOR:- I 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.
M1r. TAYLOR: Then let the hon. mem-

her be fair to the Chamber and to those

who supported him last session, and tell
us what that clause is.

Afr, Bolton: Tlicre is no other clawc.
.1r. TAYLOR: He should do this so

that members would be able, perhaps, to.
make their opinions on this measure
equally as elastic as his.

31r. Foulkes: I will do that when we
are in Committee.

Mr. TAYLOR: It is when a member
speaks to the second reading of a Bitt,
that he should intimate the line of action
hie is going to pursue during the Corn-
init tee stage. It is indeed refreshing
for a Mfinister 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 pin-
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 indication should be given
on the second reading. I am sorry the
member for Claremont was over-anxious
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. Foulkes: I shiould like to have

the opportunity of correcting the lion.
member. What I said was that there
are many clauses in the Bill of a varying
degree of importance. Some were of
greater value with regard to the views.
which I held on this matter than other
clauses, and, as an instance, I said I
would be prepared to give way with re-
uLaTd to the third clause in the Bill which
provides for the election of licensing
magistrates if I could secure the passage
of a clause of greater importance later
on. The hoii, member for Mount Mar-
garet stated--

Mr. Murphy: On a point of order; I
understood that no hion. member was en-
titled to interrupt an hion. member who
was speaking, except on a point 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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Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Fremantle is correct, but, when the mew-
her 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 House, 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 discussion
taking place. The explanation by the
member for Claremont, however, seemed
to be inore like another second reading
speech. I listened to it with some pati-
en-ce, recognising the anxiety of the hon.
member to enlighten the House; but he
failed to enlighten us one iota. The
hon. mnember has not yet indicated what
those clauses of gr-eater importance are
likely toP be, and I am justified therefore
in pointing out that he has gone back
on the principles which he advocated
lat session. Neither has he indi-
cated what hie expects to get in ex-
change. The hon. member has stated
thait there are to be clauses of greater
importance which he desires to have car-
ried, and he is going to sacrifice his
principles to have those carried, but he
has failed to even indicate what they are
to be. If I took tip a position of that
character, the first thin,- I would try to
-do before changing front would be to
give reasons, for doing so. The hon.
member was veryv anxious to let us know
that hie was nt 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 licensing magi-
strates. The lprinlciple is worth fiting
for. I shall stand with those who fought
for the elective principle last year, 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 supportingo it this
session. I have seen no reason during
the recess to alter my views. It is a
fundamental principle, and my opinion
-with regard to it will hold good for all
time, namaely, that a bench of this char-
acter shall he elective and not nomina-
tive.

Mr. %Muvphy: Why not apply that
ptineiple to the Arbitration Court?

Mr. TAYLOR: We do elet our repre-
sentatives tiiere, and the employers elect
theirs.

Mr. 'Murphy: Not the general public.
Mr. TAYLOR: They have no repre-

sentation.
Mr. Murphy: You might apply it to

tihe Supreme Court. too.
.r. TAYLOR: I like the member for

Fremantle making a comparison between
the Supreme Court and the licensing
bench.

Mr. Bath: That is his idea of errying-
out local option.
*Mr. TAYLOR: 1 ami leading up to
that. We ha~e later on in the Bill to
deal with the principle of local option,
the question of allowing the people to
indicate to the licensing bench whether
they desire hotels in their areas. Then
-why should they not have a say in the
appointment of thie bench? I say that
it is a fair attituide to take uip, and, us
far as I am concerned, I will fight for
that principle. I believe in local option,
and I believe that the people in a dis-
trict should be the best judges as to
whether they require a hotel in their
ares or not. They are mnore capable of
jndging, than a handful of people who

snareuisition got up by some enter-
prising individual, perhaps in many in-
stances supported by a brewery or a
wine and spirit merchant, to influence
the bench that a hotel is required. This
mnere handful of people may be the imt-
mlediate fiends oif the individual who,
perhaps, as I have stated, is in the
clutches of a breweryv, or a wine and
spirit merchant, and they sign the re-
quisition that a license is necessary in
their area when the whole thing ought
to be decided on a wide franchise.

The Attorney General: We provide for
that uinder this Act.

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Clare-
mont indicated that as far as local op-
tion was concerned, he had something of
greater importance which he was going
to place before the Chamber. I would
lie to see the Bill in Committee in order
to hear this very imuportant clause
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drop from the boa. memher's lips like

a1 rocket-stiik from the sky. I hope
the lion, member will not go back
on his last year's attitude, but will sup-
port local option and gret his assistance
towar-ds waking the measure a workable
one, As the Attorney General has
stated, there is no necessity at this stage
for lung- spetches. I desire, however, to
compliment the Attorney General on the
masterly uay in which he introduced the
Bill last session. He marshalled all his
facts. aid made the principles of the
Bill as clear as it was possible to do.
One has only to peruse Hlansard to
hind (Jit exactly what the position is, but
I musqt say this, while complimenting the
hon. member for the clear and lucid man-
ner iLi which he explained the provisions
of the Bill last sessimn, I cannot conmpli-
ment him for g-oing hack to the nominee
proposals on which hie was defeated,
At least lie should -have accepted
the decision of the House and de-
chired that his desire was to piss the
measitre, and that the anxiety of the
Government with which hie was asso-
Miated was so girat in that direction that
they would accept the direction ol! Par-
liament and give what Parliament had
asked for. There was not any change in
the Parliament which would justify the
alteration. The deision of the House
should have been accepted, and the- At-
torieyv General should have declared that
he would do so in order to facilitate
watterN and to get the Bill on the statute
beetk.

The Attorney General:- There is no-
thing to prevent amendments being wnade.

Mr. TAYLOR: But it is only ploug-h-
tug and harrowing, and ploughing and
harrowing again.

11r. Gordon: If you are fighting a
principle, do yout give ip?

Mr. TAYLOR: I have fought prin-.
ciples. 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 autain that their de-
sire was, to deal with the liquor traffic.
and they failed last year in doing so.
They have emphiasised that they are
willing to pas;s the legislation this ses,-
sion. and. that heinz so. thje Gloverment

should have adopted the easiest course-
to carry out that promise, and that
would have been by introducing the Bil
this session in the form in which it left
the Committee stage last session.

The Attorney General: If I have not
done so, some other hon. member may
d o so.

Mr. TAYLOR: If the Bill had been
introduced in the manner in which I have
suggested, fault would not be found wvith
it in the same forcible nmnner as is now
likely to be the case. The opposition in
this House wvill be so strong that nluess
an alteration is made, I am afraid the
Bill will not get along very well for a
few weeks,

Mr. F'oulkes-, We will pushI it on.
Mr. TAYLOR: Well. you ean palmn

a lot of things on to me, and J recognise
that I am a hit credulous at times, but,
when the hon. member tells me that he
will push things on, I find it difficult of
belief. I gave him a patent safety match-
box the other night and he could not push
the slide off that, yet he talks about
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 sincerity with regard
to this measure. If there he anything to
prove conclusively' that the Government
were insincere last year, it is the very
fact of the measuare coming before the,
present session in the form. in which we
find it.

The Attorney General: We are sincere,
but unconverted.

Mr. TAYLOR: There may be some
force in that argument. I have seen the
Attorney General converted on several
occasions. I know the hon. gentleman
meets everything with an open mind, but
I want to say that that in itself convinces
me of the insincerity of the Government
at this stage. I have no desire to say
more. T have helped, as far as I am able
to do, to make this a, workable measure,
and I shall continue to do so. I have
certain obligations in connection with the
movement with which I am associated,
and there are certain fixed principles in
connection with that movement which r
will endeavour to have embodied in the
measuire. There are many other things
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in. connection with the Bill which hon.
members will be able to deal with as they
think fit. The liqoaor traffic has been dis-
cussed, not only in this Chamber, but in
the country, and we have decided upon
following certain lines. We are strongly
in favour, and have every reason for our
beliefs, that the liquor traffic should be
eontrolled by the State. There can be nio
fault found with people who believe that
certain principles are the best for the
economic working of the affairs of State,
and they are justified in pressing them,
and that can only be done by educating
the people from -the plabform. We
have done so, and we are fixed
in thle conviction that the liquor
traffic should be nationalised. However,
although the Attorney General says hie
is 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 chance of get-
ting the Bill through before Christmas.
1 ram going to give my support to those
clauses which I believe are desirable; hut
there are others which -will meet with my
opposition in Committee. I have no oh-
.jection to the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. OSBORN (floeboane) : I am
pleased indeed to see that the clause deal-
ing with the constitution of the licensing
benches has beau reinserted. I certainly
did oppose it last session, and I amn going
to vote against it this session. I amn very
glad it has been reinstated, because this
time I will have an opportunity of plac-
ing my amendment before the Committee
in timne for it to be discussed. Last ses-
sion I had no idea that the elective prin-
ciple had a chance of being carried, and
it was not until the last moment thait I
endeavoured to have discussed an amuend-
ment on the amendment moved by the
member for Brown Hill. The object or
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 certain we
would have nothing to fear from the ele-
tion of the other two members. An elec-
tive board would he elected by the people
in the district in -which the board would
sit. I am not quite clear as to whether

that is right, or whether the board would
serve in other parts of the State; but
whichever way it may be, a hoard wholly
elective could not he satisfactory to the
people of the State generally.

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

Mr. OSBO RN: So they could, and I
repeat it again. Moreover, a benchi
elected to -deal with the question of li-
censes would consist of fanatics, one way
or the other; some would side with the
publicans while others allied thuemselvcN
to the teetotallers. Surely that would he
undesirable. We do not want on the
benches persons with biased minds; we
want there persons capable of judging-
for themselves without holding fast lt
any partisan line of thought which would
do injury to the State and to tile people
generally. All elected members would he
elected on certain principles-principles
-which they would be hound to carry out.
They would pledge themselves to the eler-
tons-a condition of affairs -which would
be very dangerons 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 section should predomi-
nate on the benches. For myself, al-
though a total abstainer, I entertain no
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, I think, much better off. I
hope to be in time this session with miy
amendment, and to endeavour also, as I
indicated in speaking to the Address-in-
Reply, to make some alteration in respect
to the supervision of clubs. I simncrly
believe that all clubs where drink is sold
and consumed should he open to inspec-
tion by the authorities. If a club he con-
ducting 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 wide-
sirables?

Mr. OSBORN: I am not going to name
any, hut certainly they exist, and I say it
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is time we provided a clause in the
Bill dealing with such clubs. 1 have tn
reason for speaking any further on the
second reading. I am pleased to think
I shall have another opportunity of op-
posing the principle of elective benches.

MNr. 1)AGLISH (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
object is really to improve our licensing
law, atid to secure on the statute-book the
adoption of the principle of local option.
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
secur-e the adoption of the principle of
local option; but at the close of each
succeeding 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 fruitless fashion as
its predecessors. I desire to refrain
from discussing the point that has pin-
cipally occupied members this evening.
I shall, of course, have no opportunity of
discussing it in Committee. M1y opinions
on it are pretty well known; they were
embodied in the Bill I 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 incl ined 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 district over which
the bench adjudicates; and it can only
be so if the electors themselves have the
opportunity of appointing that bench.
But if it s hould happen that the opinion
I hold on this question is not acceptable
to the House I am certainly not go~ing to
sacrifice the larger question of local op-
tion to that fact alone. I should be pre-
pared to accept the local option principle,
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 nominated benches the House

should decide against the (Jovernment, in
the same way it should be recognised by
'Ministers that the main point of this
nmeasure is to improve the administration
of our licensing law and secure the local
option priniciple; and that other details,
even details of importance in the admnin-
istration, must he sacrificed to that main
issue. I contend that in putting forward
that view I am in no way sacrificing any
principle or any opinion I 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
intclude the principle of elective benches-

Mr. Scaddan: Nobody suggested that.
Mr. T)AGLISH: At all events, that

was the inference I drew. I do
not wish to press the point; but I
wvish to say that if the member for
Claremont be justified in sacrificing the
Bill because defeated on the principle of
elective benches, then in the same way it
must be admitted that the clause consti-
tuting the licensing bench is of such im-
portance that the Attorney General might
claim justification for dropping the Bill
if he be defeated in f avour of the elec-
tiv e principle.

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

Ur. DAGLISH: I am saying we re-
quire on both sides-and mny remarks are
directed as much at the gentleman in
charge of the Bill as at his critics-we
must recognise that our primary duty is
to give the public con trol over the liquor
traffic. And while I believe that control
will not be absolutely complete until we
have elective benches, it is better to give
it in an incomplete form than to give no
control at all. I hope there will not be
what hon. members seem to anticipate,
namely, a waste of time on this question.
T hope there will be -reasonable discussion
of important noints in respect to the
measure, but I hope there will. not be
mnore than that. I do not know whether
the Attorney Greneral has any new reasons
to urg asin~~st the opinions expressed last
session in favour of elective licensing
benches; if he has, or if he thinks that
that by his eloquence he can convince
hon. members -whom, last session, he
failed to convince, I contend he is Justi-
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tied in asking the House to reconsider its
decision. To that extent it is not alto-
gether reasonable that lie should be at-
-tacked for asking the House to reconsider
such decision. It has been done ii' pre-
vious Parliaments. In the 'Ministry with
which I was connected it was done in re-
gard to the municipal law, when the
House was asked, in regard to voting at
municipal elections, to reconsider in 1005
a decision arrived at in 1004. And any
Mlinistry, 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. Bit
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 clause demand. I aim
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. I contend
there is 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. I
do not think that difference even appreci-
ably approaches towards the difference in
value of the trade monopoly granted to
the two different classes of houses. I do
not know whether the rental value of a
house is the best way of assessing the
license fee, but I think that the city
house should pay proportionately a much
larger license fee than that embodied in
this particular measure. I hope the Gov-
ernment will do, as bon. 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 country 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 fulfil
the task they have undertaken. There-
fore I hope on this, perhaps the lowest
of rounds, the Bill will be pushed for-

ward through 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 a 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 temporarily drunk on the ques-
tion of drinking water as it is to get tern-
porarily drunk oxi 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
digest, it leads one to think that this is a
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 a 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 jusat 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 otter matters
to be considered. I must say that it
is neither the temperance man nor the
intemperate man in liquor or language
gets his own way. Those who manage
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to succeed 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 que~tion will refrain from
interfering in Parliamentary elections
mid paddling their own little oar, no
matter what the 1bigger issues of the State
are. As far as the Bill is concerned,
it was circulated last night. It is supposed
to be an exact copy, or as near as possible
a copy, of the Bill of last session, but
a considerable amount of time and work
has intervened between last session and
to-day, and I san free to confess that my
mind is practically a blank as; to what
the Bill of last session wals except 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 ordinary men, not gifted with ab-
normal memories, and only allowed 24
hours in the day.

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

Mr. OEORGE: The hon. member
knows the value 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 criticism, and
I am not going to add to the information
of the House on that subject. I think
mn view of the other legislation that we
know is comiing 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: It would have been
caried last 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. I hope this Bill will plass 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

I would like, to sacrifice some of my views
for the purpose of getting: the Bill through.

Mr. Angwin : You ighdt have to sacni-
fire thle lot.

Mr. GEORGE: I do not think go.
Bad as the Government are ---and we
know they must he bad after the char-
acter they were given the other nisrht -
I do not think they would ask uA to
sacrifice aU our opinionp. At anly atoe,
if they did. I would have in thatix-spect,
just as much freedom as; the member fur
East Fremantle. I want to see thle Bill
through, but on minor mnatters I am pre-
pared to subordinate any views in order
to get the Bill through, because I know
that if the Bill is foumnd 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 painstakivz as
I hope we are.

Mr. MURPHY (Fremantle) : No matter
what our opinions are in regard to the
principles of this Hill, I think we are all
desirous that it shall not be delayed.
I was anxious to move the adjournment
of the debate, but realising what has been
said and that an adjournment of the
debate from the present sitting until
Tuesday might prevent our advancing
the measure one stage, I have no wish
now to do so. No matter what other
members may have said asl regards
having thrashed out this subject thor-
oughly last session, two, if not three, of
us have come into the House this session,
and some further explanation might
have been made for us as 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
HansoM of last session and from that gain
the opinions of hen, members, not only
regarding the advisabiflity 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 tokl
"We decided last year; if you want our
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reasons go to Hansord and 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
geaerally 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.

Air. 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 mec to
give notice of the amendments I intend
to move, but I do not intend to give notice
because I do not know what the Bill
really is. It has bcen placed in my hands
to-night, so far as being a member of
the House 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
session, no doubt many amendments
could be moved that would make the
Bill very much better.

M/r. 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 mnem-
hers. of this House in a previous session.
They must, therefore, be well versed
in the principles of the Bill ? If it would
advance this measure in any way by secur-
ing the adjourm-uent 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 measure,
consequently I do not want to delay the
Bill -now. T 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 fafr dealing
with the general community of the State.
goe far as the principle of an elective

hoard is concerned I will not say any-
thing more than this: It seems to mue
that if there is an elective board appointed
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 district.

Mr. Blolton : The licensed victualleres
Mr. MURPHY: No, the temperance

party.
31r. Scaddan: I have a list of amend-

ments desired by the trade.
Mr. MURPHY : So have I. It seems

rather unfortunate thet in connection
with this question of liquor reform, if
one wants intemperate language, extreme
views, and biassed opinions, all1 three are
confined to the temperance party -of
Western Australia-the Western Aus-
tralian Alliance.

Mr. B~olton: And the licensed vict uallers.
of Fremantle.

Mr. MURPHY: Yes, they also;, be-
cause they happened to upsbt the calcu-
latiions of the bon. member.

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

Mr. MURPHY:- I admit it because it
stops an argument with the hon. member.
The Attorney Gefteral has taken up a
fair attitude on this Bill on the present
occasion. It was introduced last session1
and contained a provisiod that the
licensing boards should be of a nominee
character. TZhe 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.

Mt. Bolton: Do you agree with that
system

Mr. )LURPHY: Not only that, but
I challenge the hon. member to show mns
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 at the Attorney General for
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having disobeyed the wishes of the House.
The Bill was introduced last session as
a Government measure, the House alter-
ed one important principle of that
measure, and for same 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 ?

Air. Bolton: As amended last session.
Mr. MURPHY : o: it should be in-

troduced in the form in which it was
originally brought down. No Govern-
ment with any sort of self respect would
adopt any' other course. If the Bill is
again ala-red in the same respect as last
session it remains with the Government
to say whether it shall be gone on with
or not. I have seen a much less impor-
tant principle than this altered by the
House, and resulting in th& Government
dropping the Bill altogether.

Mr. Hudson :Or they can consider
their position.

Mr. MURPHY : There is no reason why
members who voted last session that the
board should be elective should charge
the Government with discourtesy be-
cause they have introduced the Bill this
session in exactly thesame form as it
was originally introduced last session. I
hope that wisdom and age, and further
consider-ation will show members oppo-
site that when they voted for anl elective
board they voted for something which
was entirely wrong. It is not in keeping
with the best interests of liquor 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 w.ill see that the control is not
placed in the hands of those who are
nothing less than faddists on the liquor
question.

M1r.1,HOLMAK4- (M1urehson): I move-

That tht debate br adjourned.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : I have
no very strong objection to the adjourn-
went of the debate for the Committee
stage could not well be proceeded with
before Thursday nest. It is very neces-
sary that before the Bill goes into Comn-
mittee the numerous amendments which

will be moved to it should be placed on
the Notice Paper. I do not sup pose mem-
bers will be ready with their amendments
until next Tlmrsdav. It will be useless
going into Committee onl the Bill next
Tuesday unless the amendments are on
the Notice Paper then. A nieasure of
this kind cannot be pr-oper]l'v dealt with
in Comnmittee unless we have the amend-
mnents on the Notice Paper. I am only
anxious in this matter to consult the con-
yen ience of members. I want to get
on with the Bill as quickly as possible,
but in solne eirctintaa(-- the rdiltke
of more haste les-' ltedl epli If~ we
go into Committee on Tuesday without
members being ready with their amend-
ments, but little progres.s wvill be made,
It would be well if members agreed tW
put the second reading through to-night,
and the Committee stage could be fixed
for 'Thursday next. However, if mem-
beirs 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 ArrORNEY (;ENERAL: We
should go into Committee on the Bill
not later than Thursdlay next,

Mir. SIPEAKER :Does the hon. mem-
ber press his motion?

Mr. HOLMAN: No.
Motion withdrawn.
Question put and passed. Bill read

a second time.

'Afessoge-
Message from the Governor received

and read, recommendling the Bill.

BILL-AGRICULTURAL BANK
ACT AMENDMENT.

Message.

Message from the Gov-ernor received
and read, reconmmending the Bill.

(Sitting aspentld from 6-15 to 7-30
P.Mn.)

lULL-HEALTH.
*S "mand If noiing.

The MINISTER FOR MIXES (lIon.
H. Gregory) in moving the second read-
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leg said: I think I have more claim for
consideration in movink the second read-
ig of the Health Bill and urging that

the -measnre should reach the Committee
stage as soon as Fossible than my col-
league who moved the second reading of
the Licensing Bill. The Bill which he in-
troduced is claimed by many members to
be of the first importance this session,
and I think it can he admitted that while
that measure deals with many important
matters relating to the liquor traffic, the
Health Bill not only protects those who
drink whisky and other spirits, but also
intr-oduces that form of legilation
-which wvill deal with food supplies, the
protection of health, the sanitation of
-districts, and all matters pertaining to
the health of the comnmnnity. More than
that, I think the Licensing Bill was in-
troduced in 1904, yet the Health Silt has
been more often before the Parliament
of this State since period. In 1904
we had a Bill introduced into this House,
and it wats exhaustively dealt with by a
select committee. In 1907 a Bill was
introduced into the Legislative Council,
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
Heath, and an exhaustive amount of
work was done, the resnlt of which to a
great extent appears in the Bill Dow be-
fore the House. Again, last year the Bill
went through all its stages in the Legis-
lative Conncil, and was brought to this
House for the second reading. Unfor-
tunately, however, we did not go any
further upon that occasion owing to the
impossibility of dealing with it on ac-
,count of the termination of the session.
However, I feel quite satisfied that hon.
members will do all they possibly can .o
enable the measure now before them to
reaeh the Comm ittee stage, and that they
will endeavour in every -way to make the
Bill a good one. It is one which, I think,
will he dealt with by both sides of the
House 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-

in- to health matters. We have not had
a consolidating measure since 1898, and
in the interval there have been a fewv
small amending Acts 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 fact
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 rood supplies have
been introduced to enable the Minister
to appoint an advisory board for the pur-
pose of making regulations dealing with
the standardisation of our food- sup-
plies. That hoard is to consist of
the president of the Central Board
of Health, the Government Analyst, a
bacteriologist, and two gentlemen 'who
will be acquainted with ordinary trade re-
quirements. These gentlemen will frame
regulations for the Minister, and, if ap-
proved, the regulations will give special
powers to the central board with regard
to our food supplies. The authorities;
will be able to make special examiniations
of food and drugs, and present a report
'with regard to them, and, if afterwards
approved by Minister;, the report of the
board in connection with any food ex-
posed for sale in Western Anstralia may
be furnished to the public and no redress
will be possible.

Mr. Heitmaun: Arc you giving them
power to set up standards

The MINISTER FOR N1NES: They
would have full power, and the hon.
member will see that clearly 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 principal matter in the Bill.
It does not necessarily follow be-
cause you give stringent powers to a
local authority 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 occasion. A Bill of this sort, if
approved by Parliament, must be admin-
istered with a great deal of tact, but ex-
tensive powers are absolutely necessary
because one never knows when we may
be visited by an epidemic or a plague, or
anything which may need stringent and
miole eoneerted action for the purpose of
overcoming any such outbreak. Criti-
ci and discussion, to my mind, will
centre around the administrative clauses.
That is to say, to whom shall be
given the control of health admin-
istration. For a number of years
jost we have had a Central Board of
Health, the members of which have been
nominated by the Governor. In past
debates in connection with health admin-
istration, some have expressed their be-
lief iii Ministerial control, while others
have not favoured Ministerial interfcr-
ee 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. I think
it would be wise to point out to the
House 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
wiith health matters. In Newv South
Wales they have a central board consist.
i'- of from seven to ten members n1oun-
nated -by the Government. The local ad-
ninuistration is b 'y the municipalities, and
outside the municipalities by the police
and the police alone. In Victoria they
have a central hoard of health consisting
of a chairman and a medical inspector
appointed by the Government, and seven
members elected by various grouips of

town, borough, and shire councils. The
local administration is by towns, bor-
oughsg, and shires. In South Australia
th-ey have a central board of Health con-
sisting of at chairman and four raters,
all of whoau are elected, the others being
appointed bt'y the Governor. The elective
memibers are elected one by the city and
subwb~an lora] bodies, and the others by
conutiy boards. The local administration
is by municipal councils in the first in-
stance, and in the second by district
council&. In Queensland there is a com-
missioner who is assisted by a nominated

central board wvhose funetio.is arc purely
advisory. fIn Tasmania they have a de-
partment of public health. presided over
by a chief health officer, and thle adminis-
tration is by local bodies and the muni-
cipal councils appointed by' tile Governor.
In New Zealand there is a department of
public huealthu presided over a chief
health ofliver, atad local matters are dealt
with by- the district health. officers who
are appointed and paid by th Govern-
mnat. lin this pi 'v we have various pro
jpositions made, and as I have Pointed out
we have at tin' present time a central
hoard, the members of which am- nomnin-
atedl. Locally we have the municipal
councils. and health bodies appointed by
the G~overnor. Under the existing Act
the miunicipal councils are health bodies,
hut the roads boards are not. in the
Bill before the House we propose that
the municipal authorities sliaD continue
to be health bodies, and we also propose
to create the various roads boards into
boards of health.

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

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Many
of the roads board districts are so large
that the administration throughout the
whole of the area might not, in the
opiion of the Government, be complete;
and it is provided that they can appor-
tion portions of the roads board area
to such nominee health boards which may
be created. In so far as the central board
board is concerned at present, we have
the president, who is the Principal medi-
cal Officer, and four me nbers nominated
by the Government.. With a view of
giving effect to the d&sircs 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 all matters
pertainiug- to sewaerage; gentlemen who
might well be described as technical ad-
visers to the board. We desire to give
representation to the local bodies and,
with that end in view, to apportion the
State into two districts, each nominat-
ing one representative. So there will be
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upon the board two gentlemen repre-
senting the various local bodies through-
out th State. That should satisfy the
local authorities that their interests will
be looked after in all matters brought
before the hoard. I think it is essential,
in the first place, there should be snifi-
ejent technical knowledge amongst the
members of the board to assure that the
work of the board wvill he carried out on
the basis prescribed by Parliament in
the Health Act. On the other hand, if
it be felt that the central board is en-
croaching too much upon the duties and
functions of the local authorities, the
local authorities will have the consola-
tion of knowing that on the board they
have two practical representatives who
will be able to place before their col-
leagues the fulil merits of the case as
they appeal 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 authority
is dissatisfied with any instructions issued
by the central board to the local board,
that board may appeal to the Minister,
and the 'Minister may intervene and give
counter-instructions, or confirm the ac-
tions of the central board. So 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 can be desired, and at the
same time we give that authority to the
central board which must he essential
to the proper workinigof the Bill. As I
pointed out at first, in framing a mea-
sure like this we have, possibly, to give
powers which in the ordinary course of
events wye would think too drastic to
be given to any authority. 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-
stances have there been any friction be-
tween the central board and the local
authorities. However, occasions are
bound to arise when the very strongest
powers will be found necessary, and it
will be found that the drastic conditions
whith mar be objected to by some mem-
bers in connection with this measure are
absolutely essential to the proper eon-

trol of the health of the people of the
State. The clauses dealing with taxation
a~re very similar to those which were in
our previous Bill, with the exception that
in r'egard to rating powers the local au-
thority- may tax on the unimproved value,
or, on the other hand, on the annual as-
sessment. Many of our roads boards
have utilised this first-named system,
and their books have been prepared for
taxation on the unimproved values.
Therefore we are placing elauses in the
Bill uinder 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 ac-
cording to their present system. Un6der
the Roads Board Act they have the power
to tax on the unimproved value, and this
will enable them to continue that systemn
when rating under the Health Act.
We also make a provision which will en-
able the health boards to borrow money.
Special flowers are given for that pur-
pose. Instances could be quoted where
this has been found to be necessary. The
sanitary systems in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder wero at one time conducted by
private enterprise. The local municipal
councils desired to secure the control of
these, but under their constitution they
had no power to borrow money for the
purpose.

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

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Not
for health purposes.

Mr. Anigwin: Yes; fox sanitary par-
poses.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I was
not aware of it. I know the Kalgoorlie
and Boulder councils had to make special
arrangement&. If I remember rightly,
they borrowed money from the Govern-
ment under special 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 to say, any
health board may borrow money for this
purpose, subject to certain conditions.
and the approval of the central board
and the Minister.
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Mr. Daglish: Why should the central
board have to approve of this expendituret

The MINISTER FOR M1INES: Natur-
ally they would advise the Minister. I
do not see how the Minister could be
expected to familiarise himself with the
merits of such cases; he would have tn
go to the lboard for advice.

Mr. Daglish: The 'Under Trepsirer
would be the better adviser.

The IlWNISTER FOR MI NES: The
central board will have special know-
ledge, and I think they will be the very
best advisers to the 'Minister. But, on the
other hand. if the local authority can
show good reasons to the Minister, I pre-
sme lie -would be justified in ignoring
the adversc advice of the central board
and giving the necessary approval. I
do not suJpose. unless good reasons could
be shown. the Mlinister would ignore
the central board; because, as I say, by
virtue of their special knowledge of all
matters pertaining to the Act. they
would be the best advisers. However, as
I pointed out, we have made special pro-
vision to enable any local authority to
appeal directly to the Minister, who will
bare full authority in all such matters.
But in the Bill there are dealt with many'
matters, other than that of finance. There
are the questions; of sewerage, and of
drains. Provision is made that as the
sewerage sys9temu of the metropolitan area
conies into beingi the legislation dealing
with that work will take precedence over
all the clauses in this Bill dealing with
sewerage and drains within the area con-
trolled by the first named Act. We go very
fully into tile question of the disposal
of sewage. That is a matter over which
the metropolitan board can hanve no con-
trol1 and it will have to be dealt with in
the Bill. In regard to dwellings, some im-
portant amendments have been made on
the Bill of last year. Under that Bill no
power was given for the ordering of the
immediate demolition of houses declared
to be unfit for human habitation. That
power is provided tinder this Bill, and
where it shall have been found necessary-
to condemnn houtses, the board will be em-
powered to order the demolition of these
condemned ' ouses which, standing vacant,
often become the resort of bad char-

actors. As I say, the central board will
have authority to order the demolition.
of these houses within a certain period.
Provision i:, made for appeal against the
instructions of the board, and wve provide
powers that we have not uinder the pre-
sent legislation. In regard to boarding
and lodging houses,. it is recognised that
such houses require a certain amount of
sitpervision. I may state that lodging
houses will have to be registered, and be
open to periodical examination by the
ispectors. Many provisions are made

for the proper order aud cleanliness of
these houses. The only houses classed as,
boarding houses are those where more
than six persons are usually, week by
week, accepted as boarders; where there.
are more than six such boarders the
houses will require to be registered. T
think that where people make provision
for accepting lodgers it is incumbent on
the State to see that their houses are
kept in proper order. Nuisances and
offensive trades are controlled uinder
the Bill, and where permission is refused
by the local authority for the carrying
on of an offensive trade, power
is given to appeal to the ceatral
board or the Minister. We have had
many instances of local authorities re-
fusing to allow ail offensive trade to be
carried on within their district, even
though the carrying on of that trade may
not constitute a nuisance or be offensive-

sofar as health is concerned. In (lie
past the local authorities have had power
to refuse to allow suich trades to be car-
ried on; but, as I say, under the Bill pro-
vision is made for appeal to the central
board or the Mlinister. In respect to-
food supplies the Bill is rezy complete,
dealing with the inisperion 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
board is to consist of the Principal Mledi-
cal Officer, the (loveranment Analyst, the
Government Bacteriologist, and two.
gentlemen connected with trade. It i-.
essential I think that we should have on
thle board pelsifls Lused to trade matters-
so that when any action has to be takenr
the central board will not frame regula-
tins which will be prejudicial to ordi-
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nary trade matters. Then we haove a
bacteriologist so that in regard to formna-
]is and standards we will have the ad-
vantage of the knowledge of that gentle-
manl, and in the same direction I think
it will be advisable to have the advice of
the Government Analyst; and in addi-
lion we have the Principal Mledical GOlli-
vet. These gentlemen are to have very
large powers tinder the Bill, more espci-
ally with regard 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
certain medicines, drugs and appliances
shall not be allowed to be sold in the
State. They can make special examnina-
tions of food, and publish full reports of
their examinations. They will be able
to deal with various matters in connection
with food supplies ajid the labelling of
foods. An officer of the department has
pointed out to me that the paper onl
which 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. Provision is made for all these
matters in regard to the selling of food,
and also in regard to the delivery of
bread and meat. The board will have
power to prohibit the killing of cattle
supposed to be suffering from tubercu-
losis, thus protecting the people in this
direction. Following that, they have
power to deal with all matters pertaining
to infectious diseases. If cattle or other
animals are being imported and are found
to be suffering from infectious diseases,
or if the board have reason to think they
-ae, the board can order their slaughter
or can issue instructions that the cattle
shall be merely retained for slaughter and
not for breeding purposes. Strong
powers are also given to the board in aill
matters iPelating to persons suffering
felom consumption. All such cases nave
to be notified to the central board; and iS
the patient removes from one district to
another, his removal mnust be notified to
the central board and the local authori-
ties concerned. Assig'taiicg is giveni to
these patients in many wars to aid them
ioud to htelp) themn combat the disease. Tt

will be found that all matters dealing
with infectious diseases are very comtplete
in the Bill. If it is found that any per-
son suffering from anl infectious diseasle
is engaged in any industry connected with
the manufacture or disposal of our food
supplies it is anl offence against the Act.
The clauses dealing with hospitals are
similar to what we have at present. hut
there is something new in the prwlisiofls
dealing with the protection of life. There
provision is made for the registration of
nurses, midwifery and general nurses. I
think the clause dealing with those wv'o
follow the calling of midwifoy will be
found to be carefully dhawvn til so as to
do no injustice to those who have li.en
following this calI' . Any persorn wh
has been practisin x a midwife for the
past two years cailec registered without
examination if sh 'an show she hans had
sufficient practice Ed if she is of cleanly
and sober habits; lt after next yeor no
persons will be' al~jWed to practise unless
they are registired and pass exand'na*
tions; that is, with the exception I hvue
just mentioned. Provision is made for
midwifery nurses in outback districts,
but we do not allow theni to practise.
Although they may attend cases they canl-
not practise the calling. If a ease occuris
five miles from -A doctor or where ltere is
no doctor or certificated midwife avail-
able, any person canl attend the case. Iro-
vision is also made for the registration of
general nurses. It is not compulsory that
every nurse should have a certificate; bilt
we make provision for the oertilicatiorr
and registration of nurses. Sonme may
probably desire that all nurses should
be compelled to have certificates be-
fore they practise, biut I do not agree
with that We should be relry
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 praetisng
as a nurse to be certificated. But no
person will be allowed to advertise or to
put upl a board notifying that she is a1
certificated nurse unless she hits received
her certificate.

Mr. Taylor: The provisions of this Bill
do0 not meet the requirements of the
IluiNes in Perth.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: I
think so. All they ask now is that tlr'y
should have a representative on the board
which is to frame the regulations under
whichl nurses are to be certificated, and
I am given to understand that the object
',hey have in view is to have different
stanrils. Certain of the nurses hav-e
ver% high qualifications.

Mri. Taylor: They want to keep oi, the
standard

The )UNISTER FOR -MINES:- Yes,
hid I understand they desire to be able to
give first, second, and third-class degre-es.
T should iu(A like power to be given to a
hoard to make tie certificate of sutch a
high gralde that Wte would have 110 nurses
of a medium or lovb grade.

Mr. Taylor: The Sler standard would
probably carry higli fees.

The M1INISTER 3R MINES: That
uiay be so, and it mn it give those nurses
the greatest amountYf custom. Rut we
do not want to altogether stop those who
have been practising tor years as nurses
but may not be sufficienthv qualified to
take advantage of a Neryv high class of
eertificate.

Mr. Collier: That is a Ias that woold
meet tile needs of a larre setion of the
popi ulation. because a large section of t he
p~opuilation cannot pay high fee-.

Mr. Heilmann: Then triy to bring the
large section up to the stanidard of bheing
in a position to pay high fees.

Mr. Collier; That is all very well.
-The 'MINISTER FOR MENES: Hlow-
ever, this is -a matter we can deal
with more exhaustively in (Commuittee. I
did not want to see a board1 appcointed to
make the standard of efficienoy so high
that it would make it difficult for many
,,t the nurses in this community to ob-_
taiti certificates. I think lte clauses will
be found fairly complete, but whet, we
Pre in Committee we mich, make pro-
vision wvhji would enable grades to be
cestablishied; because, so f-ar as J tunder-
stand, the board will only have power to
nz;ake provision for one standlard of effi-
ciency They might be given the power
to make regulations by which one or more
standards of efficiency could be estab-
lished for the certification of nurses tin-

der the Health Act. In any event we
should be careful that regulations will
not be framed that would limit the num-
ber of nurses available.

M1 r. Taylor: If three grades can be
framed [ think it would meet the wishes
of the nurses.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I did
not propose when introducing the Bill1
to go so much into detail. As this one-
sure has been so often before Parlia-
ment, I thought it only necessary to deal
with the administration clauses; but at
the request of lion. members I have gone
fairly fully into matters except in regard
to details which, of course, we will ade-
quately thrash out in Committee. We
have tried to make health matter., some-
what of a chain from the individuals to
the local authorities, then to the central
hoard, and then to the Minister and Pat--
liament. I think the Bill is now as com-
plete as it'is possible to briuv- one before
the House. We have bad the advantage
of recommendations made by various
select committees, not only of this House
but of the Legislative Council. I think
the Bill has passed through all stages in
14 Legislative Council on two oceasiotls

xviI I the exception of those provisions
relating to finances.

MIt. Underwood: H. m far do Pati
think you will get this time?

The MINISTOtE FOR NAINS: With
the assistance of lion. members [ am
going straight on with the Bill. I ame

'itre lion. metmbers will admit that there
cati he no parties in regard to a Bill of
this sort. I hope all member; sill vote
it. thluc like, and that they will push ott
with the Bill. It has been specially' pre-
par'ed by the Health Department, the
officers of which have had the ex-
perience of the desires of Parliament
for many years past; and there has
been a special desire to meet the v-iews
of all members. As I have pointed
out, we will have a central board in which
we will have, not only technical advisers
to the Miaisters, but also to mem-
bers nominated by the local authori-
ties, thus bringing the local authori-
ties into touch with the central
board. They wvill he able to put the
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claims and aspirations of the local bodies
before the central board; and if the local
bodies are not satisfied witht the treat-
moent they receive from the central board
they will have the right to appeal to the
Minister, just as if there were Ministerial
eoittrol.

Mr. Taylor: Is that the only time the
Xliniister controls-whcn 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 thle local authority can do. But
:ander the Bill he will have power to din
hat which the local board can do. If an

individual feels he has cause for griev-
ance he can, in certain circumstances,
appeal to the local court; but under every
circumstance, if be desires, to do so, he
can appeal to the central board or to the
Minister. While endeavonring to show
there is right of appeal to -the Minister,
we are trying to create a board which the
Minister should consider a body whose
advice should be followed on almost all
occasions. It is a board capable of ad-
vising technically, and a board in sym-
pathy with local bodies. It stands to
reason, therefore, that on almost every
occasion the Minister will follow the ad-
vice of, -what may be termed, the advisory
hoard-the central board. He would use
his powers ver-y carefully, and would
never hasten to do anything against
which the central board advised. I
would urge members to look to this point
carefully, for we should do all we can to
recognise the importance of the advisory
or central board. The Minister, having
a board that can advise him on all these
waters, should he careful before decid-
ing against them. The board will be -A
very great 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 a nominee board.
Under the Bill, however, there will
be three members of the board nomi-
nated by the Crown-the Principal

iMedical Officer, and two technical
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 touch and in sympathy with the
local authorities. I will not delay mem-
hers longer, except to urge them to en-
deavour to get through the second rend-
ing at once, so that the measure can reach
the Committee stage. I am eager for the
Bill to go into Committee, but I will not
press members if they want time to de-
bate the second reading. What I am
desirous is that we should make sure of
getting the measuire through this year.

Mr. Underwood: Who delayed it last
year?

The MIf]NISTER FOR MINDS: I
would not like to suggest that it might
have been delayed by long speeches made
by members opposite on various occasions
and questions, and on points of order.

Mr. Walker: That is not correct.

The MINISTER FOR MlIXES: 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 memabers on this side; but
wihat I am sure of now is that we have
ample time to consider the Bill and put
it through this session. I am sure wye all
desire to give the Bill fair consideration.
I am siatisfied 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 continually being ad-
vised by the health officers an administra-
tive matters. I expect consideration from
members on that account. With their
assistancke 1 amn satisfied we shall get
placed on the statute-book a Bill which
will be satisfactory from a health point
4f view and satisfactory to the people.

Mr. George: Will the Minister, before
sitting down, tell the House in what par-
ticolar this Bill differs from or contliets
with the Sewerage Act we pass.!( la.st
session.
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The MINISTER FOR M1INES: So
far as the sewerage proposals in this Bill
are concerned, 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
non-existent.

Mr. George: Where is that provided?
The MINISTER FOR MIN-ES: I will

show the member in Committee. I can
assure him that is the ease. The present
Bill consists of 300 clauses and, from
memory, I cannot tell him the number of
the exact clause. When we reach Comn-
mittee I shall have the secretery to the
central board alongside me, so that I can
be prompted by him in regard to these
matters. I can assure the hon. me,er,
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 clauses in
this Hill relating to the question, am,
which will then become non-existent. I
beg to move-

That the Bill be tiow read a second
lime.

M r. 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 object
of passing the Hill as speedily as possible
we are prepared to advance the second
reading debate to a certain extent to-
night. While some members may prob-
ably desire an adjournment of the second
rending I am willing now to speak to it
so as to take it to a certain stage this
evening. The Minister has referred at
some length to the administrative clauses,
and to the measures which have been pre-
viously submitted by the Present Govern-
ment, and by those who preceded them,
but the whole question of the effective-
ness of public health legislation depends
almost entirely upon the machinery which
we shall devise in the measure before us.
The Bill for the protection of public
health differs almost entirely from other
measures of legislation. When we are
dealing with the question of licensing
law, or- with various measures of inus-

trial legislation, the whole controversy
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
instance, in discussing the Licensing Bill
the question as to) wbether local option
is desirable crops up, and if we once
agree as to the particular action we
should take, if we agree, for instance, on
local option, or on other Bills that arbi-
tration or workers' compensation is neces-
sary, we find very little difficulty in pro-
viding and carrying through the maci-
nery in order to give effect to our inten-
tions; but with a measure for the pre-
servation of public health we have c-
tirely the reverse. Every member knows
that medical men, hygienic and sanitary
inspectors, and the general public i re
agreed as to the necessity for certain
measures. We agree as to the necessity
for well-ventilated houses and drainage
and that there must be a rigid inspection
of factories, and that numerous pre~cau-
tions must be taken, and on these ques-
dions, 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. I have stated previously in this
House, when we have been dealing with
the question of local government, that my
preference is for local government, for
decentralising, as far as possible, the gov-
ernment of affairs, and if it were possible
in Western Australia, if our local govern-
ing machinery and those who have con-
trol of it, we re able to rise to the occa-
sion, I would be ready to entrust them
with administration over matters relating,
to the preservation of health; but, un-
fortunately in all discussions and in evi-
dence given in regard to this measure we
have had practically a unanimous 01 )ifliof
that the local authorities are unequal to
the occasion. 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 hoard, medical officers; of
local boards 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 of health in their part 'en-
tar districts.

M r. Heitmanno: Private interests so
often clash.

M1r. 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 con-
cerned, local governing bodies find no
difficulty whatever in administering
health affairs. In fact, they have reached
a high standard of excellence, and there
must he some reason for the difference
between the administration, say, in large
areas like Glasgow, London. or Birming-
ham, or other great centres where muni-
cipal government has readied a high de-
gree of excellence, and the administra-
tion of health affairs by the local authori-
ties in Australia. The reason for the
failure in Australia is, to my mind, the
undemocratic franchise. It is a franchise
which gives to those affected by health
administration an undue 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
local influence affecting particular dis-
tricts; local districts. Say there are
on the local governing bodies some re-
presentatives whose properties the in-
spector might have to condemn? That
is as regards administration ?-Yes?-
I see it all the time wherever I go. If I
may quote one instance without mien-
tioning names or places I can show you
how the whole thing works. In all the
outlying districts of this State, almost
without exception, it is the same. In
my travels during the last six months
I have inspected from a public health
point of view every place I have
visited, and in one particular town I
saw a specially grievous nuisance. I
drew the attention of the local inspec-
tor to it and asked him why be had dis-
obeyed the provisions of the Health
Act, which required him to make ant

order for its abatement, and gave himn
power to prosecute without consulting
the board, if it were not abated. I
said to him, "W~hat is the use of your
being inspector if you permit such
things? The board might as ivell save
your salary. Why do you not have the
thing abated q" He said, "Do you
know whom the premises belong to?"
1 said, "No, and I do not care." He
said, "-One of mny bosses, a member of!
the board. What can I do?" I quote
that as one instance of many huindretI6
that have-come under mny notice, and I
can assure your committee that is what
is happening all over the State at this
mninute; and that is why local public:
health administration is so bad.-

I have also come across instances where
men have been not orpy on the local gov-
ernment bodies, that is municipal coun-
cils or roads hoards, but they have been
actually on the local board of health, and
yet have been prosecuted themselves for
acts which were not in conformity with
the Health Act. If this condition of
affairs exists, how can we expect that
there is going- to he adequate and effec-
tive representation in the district.

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

Mr. BATH: That does not affect pub--
lie health to the same extent. I have
always been in favour of local adminis-
tration, but ivhen -we have that condition
of affairs one is compelled to say that as
long as our loc~I government is in such
a. condition, as long as it is on such 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.
It has been effective in New Zealand, and
was adopted there as an alternative to the
systemn which had been adopted in this
State. that is the Central B3oard of'
Health. It has been adopted in Queens-
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laid also, and in New South Wales al-
though they have a board of health whose
powers are purely advisory. I believe
this is the best system to be adopted in
Western Australia because it will obviate
any chance of those local 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 get anything
like effective local administration even
for the limited powers directed under the
Act. If we had administration through
a department of health we could combine
the duties of medical officer of health feor
such districts with other very necessary
duties such as the provision of medical
attention for the purpose of those areas,
and so with a combination of the two w~e
could give to these people not only effec-
tive administration but what is even more
necessary, and that is medical attendance
whore it is very. ifficult at the present
time, and expensive as well, to obtain.

The Minister for Mines: You would
take away Ministerial control alto-,eth'r?

Mr. BATH: I would have straight-out
Ministerial control and I believe we
could have all the advantages contem-
plated under this measure, because in the
officers appointed we would have in the
principal medical officer, and those with
him, experts in the different depart-
ments, because we need biological and
bacteriological experts, and these officers,
while their assistance would be necessary
for the administration of the Health De.-
partment, would be directly responsible
to the Minister controlling the depart-
ment, and in my opinion it would not be
so cumbersome as the nominee central
board proposed under this measure.
Dealing with the constitution of local.
authorities. 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 councils, and to road boards where
the districts are not too big, but whene
we propose to constitute local boards
within a local board district I am strongly

in favour of the elective system. I am
speaking from 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 course means
nomination by the Central Hoard of
Hlealth.

The Minister for -Mines: I think the
difficulty would be to get people to
nominate.

Mr . BATH: I do not think so. I find
in goldfields areas, and especially in dis-
tricts where these boards would be estab-
lished, that there is a deep interest in the
constitution of a progress committee.
You wvill find the people there taking a
great interest in the election, and in the
welfare of the district 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 cultivate too much among the
people an interest in public affairs, and
it is only by giving them the right to dis-
play it that we can hope to awaken them
in the future. 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 distinct from the owner. Power
for instance is taken under this Act to
compel an occupier to fill up land, or to
fill up 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 upon 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-
spection of the milk supply, I am
much afraid that even the clause
which we have in this Act will
prove to be inadequate. Where the
supply is coming from so many peo-
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ple, it is difficult to have anything like
adequate inspection and provide adequate
protection for the public, but as the milk
supply concerns to such a great extent
our infants who are the future popular
tion, I have come to the conclusion that
we will never be able to deal with the
question effectively, and to ensure a pro-
per safeguard for the consumers, until
we have something in the shape of mnii
cipal milk depots. This would not in-7
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 he done as is
now the case in several cities 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 country. As far as the
milk depot in the United Kingdom is con-
ceerned, it is controlled by municipal offi-
cers, and there is no inducement to ulse
the pump.

Mr. Gordon: How is it distributed ?
Mr. BATH: It is a municipal distribu-

tion. They practically act as retail dis-
tributers of the milki, and by thaC7 means
they can absolutely guarantee by the
inethods pursued that the milk will be
pure and up to the proper standard. I
am pleased to see the provisions which
we have in the measure for the preven-
tion of adulteration of foods and drugs,
and I am rather sorry that the member
for Wellington is not here, because 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 glad of the fact that that hon.
miemyber has gone so far through life and
remnained entirely innocent of the fact
that adulteration goes on. While per-
haps he is not aware of the great extent
to which it does take place, I can agree
with his remarks to this extent, that very
often those who retail adulterated goods
-are quite innocent in the matter. Theyv
merely retail what is supplied by the
agent or the manufacturer, although they
are not held guiltless under this mnen-
sure. The MNinis;ter points out that pro-

[20]

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 department in Western Aus-
tralia mill adopt the standard which was
agreed upon at the conference of medical
officers held during this year, and which
resolved to adopt the Victorian standard
which received so much commendation 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 Victorian 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 tbe standard wvhich has been
eulogised and accepted by the represent a-
tives, of the medical profession through-
out the civilized world. The difficulty I
findl 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 really de-
frauded, either by incorrec t description or
by adulterated articles, until T put in
sonic time on the land this vent' and had
to indulge in tinned foods of various des-
criptions. One realise~s there to what ex-
tent people have been defrauded by im-
pure articles or by articles which are
not up to Uie descriptions given. For
instance, for years and years people
have been tinder the impression that
when they bought the larger sized
tins of jama they bought two pounds
of jam, that when they bought a
tin of condensed milk they were getting
a pound of milk, and that when they
bought white pepper they were gettinsr
pepper. But we find the so-called
2-pound tins of jam contain 28 ounces
instead of 32 ounves:. the tin of milk 14
ounces instead of 16 ounces; and that
pepper of the ordinary brands is never
sold, unless it is adulterated with ground
ripe. And as proved by those who have
made investigations, we know that that
rice is refuse, is merely the scrapings of
ship holds, bought up by these people.
-round. and worked in with the pepper.
Of course. ninee the Commerce Act was
li asd these people have to purt the net
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weight onl the packages, with the result
that we find we have been actually de-
frauded for manfy 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 particular brand of must-
ard, but I am not going to repeat it here.
He said-

I suppose you are nder tile impres-
sion that it is mustard pure and
simple. As a fact it consists of ground
mustard seed, wheaten flour, and tu-
meric, 'which is a colouring matter to
make the flour of the same colour as
Lhc 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 inconspiculous place.
"This is sold as a mixture of mustard
and other substances"; and then fol-
lows the number of the Act in accord-
ance with which the statement is
made.

I hope pr.)'ision will be made for
the description to be put in plain
language so that it will be plain to the
buyevr. Again, we certainly 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: But I would lie to see

the provision go farther, and prevent the
sale of medicines which, although harm-
less so far as the actual contents are con-
cerned, are misrepresented in respect to
their effect. A- a mutter of fact. I would
like-'

The Mlinister for Mines: it is there.
We have power to examine and relport onl
any drug or food presented for sale to
the public, and to make the report public.

Mr. BATH: But there is power only
to prohibit when the ingredients are in-
jurious. What I want to prevent is
what really amounts to quackery. a com-
bination of browni soap and epsom salts
guaranteedI to cure any- ailmuent under
the sun. I may say this power has bee-n
taken in New Zealand. bec anse it was
found essential over and ablove the pro-
vision tinder which they allow the sale,

namely, lie Food Act which is ill exist-
ence in t1hat Dominion. There is another-
matter which I think should be dealt with
in the clauses providing for the protec-
tion Of infant life. We are continually
expressing- regrets, which are circulated
the world over, at the decline in the
birthrate, but there is ver~y often con-
siderably less attention given to the very
important question of protecting and
saving the Tives of those infants which
arc born; and there is room for a great
deal of reform in this direction. I think
it is time Parliament gave attention to the
question of suppressing those objection-
able advertisements which appear regu-
larl-v in the newspapers. and which are
part of the campaign for what might be
termed the illicit suppression of the birth-
rate in this and other communities. We-
find in their editorial columns the news-
papers throughout Australia very often
shedding tears of sorrow over the declin-
ing birthrate; and in thle same newspaper
you will find dozens of these advertise-
mnents which are of a most objectionable,
and, indeed, Cliuinial character. Not only
should'there be legislation dealing with
that, but there shouild be some standard
of hionour on the part of those conduct-
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
thlat 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 to be a
positire danger rather than a protection.
If we cannot aissure the people that that
certificate is an absolute guarantee of
efficiency and skill, then that certificate-
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-
crimination in this between the provi-
sions for the registration of midwives
who will be midwives alone, and] the re-
gtistration of those who will be genteral
nlurses. We call it the reg-istration of
nurses, whereas in 'New Zealand and New
South Wales they make this discrinmina-
tion:. they have provision for the registra-
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tion of idwives, and a separate certifi-
cate for thle 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 two
different certificates 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-
quat~ly equipped, under their 'Medical
Department. Therefore they can guarn-
tee that those who receive their training
in these hospitals -are thoroughly com-
petent and, -in consequence, the certificate
is an absolute guarantee which may be
safely accepted by the people. We should
have in Western Australia a provision of
that kind. We need to follow thle ex-
ample of New Zealand in that respect;
because after all there is no direction
in which money can 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-
tification of nurses and midwives shall
not apply to any person attending any
lying-in woman who does niot reside with-
in five miles of the residence of any
legally qualified medical practitioner or

miwf.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 re-
gard to the person attending th case:
because, after all, she is under the super-
vision of the medical officer. But where
:a person is sent to attend onl a wolman
who is away from thle medical officer, and
to whom the services of that medical 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 you going
to do?

Mr. BATH: That is the point We
omrht to provide the district nurses; be-

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 protec-
tion in this regard. I believe we should
not wait for the bosh nursing scheme,
for the people in this State can find
money sufficient to ensure protection and
the services of duly qualified midwives for
the women in the outside districts- away
from a medical officer. I have no inten-
tion of dealing- with the measure at any
greater length. T have no doubt that
members on both sides of the House 'will.
have amendments to submit. But I can
again assure the Minister that we are all1
desirous of passing an adequate measure;
and, above all,. after we wim the measure
wve shall be earnestly desirous that that
measure should he administered. Be-
rouse it is useless to pass these measures
for the protection of public healthL and
then allow them to go without adminis-
tration. T could point to provisions in
the Bill-for instance, those dealiug with
the proper cleansing of lodging- houses-
which are more frequently honloured in
the breach than in the observance. and I
say that without administration the Bill
will be useless. We can pass Bill after
Bill, yet without, effective admnistration
and control through the Minister and offi-
cers of the department, our public health
legislation. will be altogether useless.

O(hi olion by 31r. Scaddan% debate ad-
jouryned.

PRIVILEGE - COMMENTS ON
1JfM'BERS' CONDUCT.

Mr. HOLMIAN (Murchison) : On a
question of privilege I call the attention
of the House to certain remarks that ap-
pear in to-day's W~est Australian. I w~gs
always uinder the impression that when
members of the House spoke on a ques-
tion afftecting 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
ruiles of the House there was only one
cPonstituted body having control ove r
thlem. But in this morning's West Aus-
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tralian I notice that an individual named
Moxon and another named Johnson have
made some damaging statements against
members of this Chamber.

Member: Who is Meson?
M1r. HOLMAN: I do not know who

Mason is. It appears to me hie is a gen-
tleman who would rather trade in flesh
and blood for his own interests than look
after the interests of the State.

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

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

Tuesday's debate in Parliament.
Commercial men's criticism. -Caustic
references were made at last night's
annual meeting of the Fremantle
Chamber of Commerce to the observ-
ance accorded the provisions of the
Arbitration Act, and more particularly
to the attitude of certain members of
Parliament. In referring, to the mat-
ter, the president of the Chamber (M1r.
W. E. Moxon) said that they, as a com-
merci-al body, viewed with regret the
scandal existing in Perth to-day. "We
see the Arbitration Court," he said,
"practically 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
an expensive court is provided to deal
with, and we see members of Parlia-
ment advocating sedition, and indulg-
ing in laiigusqge calculated to promote
a breach of the peace. What a spec-
tacle for the darker skin ned races
about whose general inferiority some
folks at time so glibly prate. Trade
and commerce 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
iii the House yesterday and recent
event,. too nakedly showed. We rely
upon the Government to goven, that
is to administer the laws of the land
without feat' or favour, but we fear
that no Arbitration Act has yet been

evolved that can make a man do what
he is disinclined to do, always subject
to tihe Qtreat laws of right and wrong.
T hope I have the suplport of the mem-
bers in these remarks, even if they are
couched in somewhat strong- terms.
Personally I do not think it is a matter
we can speak too strongly about. The
nonsense which was talked in thie-
House on Tuesday night, and the waste
of time entailed by the discussion, was
a scandal to the name of Parliamcnt."'
Dealing with the sa-ne subject, Mr.
Johnson, the president of the Perth
Chamber of Commerce, said that they,
as a commercial community. should
take som6 steps to' impress upon the
Government of the State that it was
high time the Arbitration Act was
either amended or removed altogether
from the statute-hook. Tt seemed to.
him that the people hiad to pay for the
upkeep of the Arhitration Court when
its decisions were being openly flouted
by the very people for whom the legis-
lation was enacted. It was high time
that this blot, as he regarded it, was
removed. The scene in Parliament on
Tuesday night was a disgr-ace to the
community. When they read what men
who were supposed to be our law-mak-
ers-(Mfr. Moxot -: Law-breakers) -
said in Parliament, their utterances
stamped them as law-breakers, which
was indeed most regrettable. The re-
marks of both presiklents were punetui-
ated by applause from the members of
the Chamber.

I maintain that this is a gross insult to.
the whole of the members of the House.
If maembers on either side overstep the
bounds in their speeches there is a body
which has a perfect right to deal with
them, and that body alone has the righIt.
According to precedent and practice
and even according to law we are pro-
tected against any debate in this House
being questioned by another body or by
any person, and the time has arrived
when this conutry should he governed,
not by men of the Masxon stamp. as has
Ion often been the ease in the past. not
by the Chamber of Commerce. but by
the, people elected for the purpose. If we
n ra to be prompted by a maon whose past
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is anything but a credit to him, anda if
we cannot govern the State by this Par-
liament, then it is time we gave place to
others. I have brought this forward, not
because I cure twopence for what MAsoon
or Johnson, or anyonle 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.

M1r. George: Bring them before the
Bar of the House.

Mr. HOLMAX:NI I am going to move
that before I am finished. I am satisfied
if we are to jprotect ourselves and not be
put down as law-breakers because we
tried to protect the interests of certain
people and because doing so does not
agee with 'Mosoit's ideas, we should call
these gentlemen in here and let them
poinot out the inenabers of the House who
are lawv-breakers; and I think we would
find that those who are breaking the laws
most severely are Mloxon and Johnson
themselves.

Air. George: There are the newspapers
also.

Mr- HOLMAN: I do not know about
the newspapers, but I amn of opinion that
Mr. Speaker should take this matter up
and protect members of the House. It
is laid down in May's Parli~amentary
Practice tiat members of the House of
Commons have spoken against the King
himself when the rights of the people are
at stake. They have a perfect right to
say what they desire in the House, and
the only persons; who can take them to
task are the members of the House. It
is stated in May on page 96 in the
chapter dealing with Privilege of Fr!e-
dana of Speech-

This important privilege has been
recognised and confirmed as part of
the law of the land.
The Attorney General: You object to

freedom of sqpeeh outside.
Mr. HOLMAN: I object to men like

Mason referring to nmnmbers of this
Chamber as seditionists and law-breakers
when they are trying to protect the in-
terests of a certain number of the people
of the State. Tf we were wrong- in our
remarks in this House it was Mfr.
Speaker's; pl-tce, and Mfr. Speaker's place
only, to call us to order; but wre are

called to order by a man like Mason who,
iu the past, has had too much power, too
much control at Fremantle, and has re-
ceived too much favouritism from the
(lovernent. If we are to be taken to
task hy him and prevented from saying
what is our rigiht as mlemnbers of Parlia-
ment and representatives of the people,
the sooner 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 interests of'the people regardless of
the Mloxons and Johusons and other
blouidsuckers in the laud.

The AttorneyV General: What do you
suggest we should do?

Mr. HOLMAN: I am asking members
to protect their rights and privileges. If
they fail to do so they fail to do their
dutky to this Parliament and to the in-
terests of the State. May goes on to
say-

According to Elsynge, the "'Corn-
mrons did oftentimes, under Edward
Ill., discuss and debate among them-
selves many things concerning the
King's prerogative, and agreed upon
petitions for laws to be made directly
against his prerogative, as may appear
hr divers of the said petitions;, yet
they were never interrup ted in their
consultations, nor received cheek for
the same, as may appear also by the
anstwers to the said petitions.". ..
Asg the proceedings which had already
taken place againLst Strode were de-
clared to be void, it is evident that
fredom of speech was then admitted to
be a privilege of Parliament, and was
not at first enacted; and that the sta-
tnte was intended to have a general
operation in future, and to protect all
members, of either House, from any
question on account of their speeche s
or votes in Parcliament.

This lay' s it down clearly that we must
be protected on account of our speeches
or votes in the Chiamber. If 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 rvights and privileges to be in-
tcrfe-ed with by men of the Moxon or
John son calibre. May goes on to say
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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, Air. Ed-
ward Coke, in 1593, the Lord Keeper
said, ''Liberty of speech is ranted
yon, but YOU must know what privilege
you have; not to speak every one what
he listeth, or what conieth in his brain
to uitter; but 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 concerning any Bill,
speaking, reasoning, or declaring of
any matter or matters toucliing the
Parliament or Parliament business.

That showvs clearly that in this place a
am can utilise his speech in any direc-
tion he likes until he is called to order
from the Chair, and if he oversteps his
bounds 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 carry 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 cause 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 trouble in
the Eastern States, and had I not kept
entire control of myself I would not
have been responsible for wvhat I would
have done. I would have either shot or

broken dowvn the horsemen who tramp-
led people under their feet. Again we
have in May this extract-

This would have been a suffcient
recognition by law of the privilege of
freedom of speech; but a further and
lmwt confirmation was reserved for the
Revolution of 1688. By the 9th Ar-
title of the Bill of Rights it was de-
elared. ''That the freedom of speech,
aud debates or proceedings in Parlia-
nient ought not to be impeached or
questioned in any court or place out
Of Parliament.

The Attorney General: No criticism
of Parliament?

Mr. HOLMAN: You can have as much
criticism as you like. I am one of the
last in the world to object to fair criti-
cism, but f strongly object to be called
a seditionist or a law-breaker by Mloxon
or his colleague 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 have used the whole of their posi-
tion and power and, oftentimes, money
to defeat the rights of the people.

Mr. George: Did Mr. Moron 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 precincts of this Chamber and
tried to preach sedition, because if we
have men of that calibre in this Chamn-
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 in authority in this Chamber. Again
May says-

But, although by the ancient cus-
tomn of Parliament, as well as by law,
a mnember may not be questioned out
of Parliament, he is liable to censure
and punishment by the House itself,
of which he is a member. The cases
in which members; have been called
to account and punished for offensive
words spoken before the House, are
Ioo niuterts to mention.
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-Then it goes on to say what baa hap-
pened to them and says further-

If a member should say nothing
disrespectful to the House or Chair,
or personally opprobrious to other
wembers, or in vriolation of other rules
of the House, 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
Mtoxon have overstepped their bounds
when they referred to members of this
Chamber as seditionists and law-break-
ers, and I intend to move that both these
gentlemen be called before the House
to give such information to the House to
show who these member were and to
make iheir charge before the Bar of the
House so that members so accused will
have the opportunity of protecting them-
selves.

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

Any mnember complaining to the
House of a statement in a newspaper
as a breach of privilege, shall produce
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.
.M. HOIJNiAN: I have a copy of the

paper here, which is printed for the
West Australian Newspaper Company,
Limited, by James Gibbusy, at the West
_Iuatralian office, St. George's-terrace,
Perth. This paper contains the remarks
I have just read.

Mr. SPEAI(R: If the hon. member
moves in the manner prescribed -we can
p~roceed.

Mr. HOLMAN: I am not accusing 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 Ear of the House.
Further than that, I would refer to See-

tion 359 of the Criminal Code, which
says-

Any person who, not being a member
of either House of Parliament, unlaw-
fully puiblishes any false or scandalous
defamatory matter touching the con-
duct of any member or members of
either House of Parliament as such
member or members, is guilty of a mnis-
demeanour. 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 mat-
ter tip and deal with it it) a proper way,
I desire to move in the matter in accord-
ance with the Standing Orders.

Mr. -SCADDAN: I would point out
that there is no 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 Australian.

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

Mr. SOADDAN: 'Then the gentlemen
named can say so when they come along.
The complaint is that the statements
made arc 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."

Thx. PRICE: I would draw attention
to Section 14 of the Parliamentary Priv-
ileges Act, 'which says--

The publishing- of any false or scan-
dalous libel of any member touching
his conduct 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 court of ally such misdernea-

miour shall be liable to imprisonment
for any period not exceeding two years,
or to a fine not exceeding one hundred
jpouinds, or to both such punishments.

31r. Jacoby: No namnes were men-
tioned in the speech.

523



524 ASSEMB3LY.]

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 enter 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 Mount
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-
inent to disorder were made plain to
the public.

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

Mr. Jacoby: Have you a motion be-
fore the house?

-Mr. Holman: Yes; that those men be
brouight to the Bar of the House.

Mr. PRICE: The statement was first
mnade by the Attorney General, and that
certainly led, I take. it, Mr. Moxoa and
Mr. Johnson to make the remarks they
did. Had the Attorney General been
sufficiently courteous, or had he confined
himself strictly to the facts, and spoken
Oitily those things which were facts, I
hardly think we should have had gentle-
mn outside accusing members of this
Chbomber of sedition and of being law-
breakers. The accusation was first made
by the Attorney General and he refused
to withdraw it. He charged the members
for Mount Margaret, Murchison, and
Albanyv with being lawbreakers. That is
the direct charge made by him, and in
the circumstances one ran hardly wonder
thiat gentlemen such us. -,%r. Moson and
11r. JIohnfson should repeat it outside. 1
resented the statement when it was
made; I equally strongly resent its being
relpeated outside. I am; hardly prepared
to go to the extent suggested by the mem-
ber for 31Mureliison, I only desire to raise
a- protes;t aganst it, and I trust that ill

future the Attorney General will onlyV
titter in this Chamber those things thait
are facts, and not deliherately mislead
the public as to what has transpired.
'When charged -with having made these

statements the Attorney General quib-
bled and wriggled and worked his way
out of' it, after the words had been re-
corded. Itf the Attorney General is pre-
pared to say he did not intend to accuse
certain members of being lawbreakers,
wrhich undoubtedly lie did according to
the Press report, if he says the report is
wrong. then it is different. How can we
eximeet the Attorney General to take pro-

ceigs against men wvho only repeated
what hie had said in this Chamber?
Would it he fair to a4k him to do so 'I
If Ihe Attorney General would say the
report in the Press is true, and I have
read it as it appears in the Press, all Mr.

Moo and Mr. Johnson have been guilty
of is a repetition of the libel east upon
nietuers, by the Attorney General him-
self.

Mr. SPEAKER: Before anything
further is done, I rule that the member
for -Murchison can proceed if hie com-
pilies with Standing Order 139. The
couirse to be folowed afterwards is that,
if contempt is, proved, other proceedings
are taken. At present we are not
aware whether Mr. M1oxon and Mr.
Johnson are the persons referred to or
anyone else. We mn-4 first prove that
the contempt has been committed, and
then there is provision for followinig up
that with a charge of contemapt. At this
stage I think the newspaper ('an be dealt
with.

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

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

Mr. HOLMAN: In deference to your
ruling, and as you inform the House
proceedings cannot be taken under the
section of the Criminal Code, or under
Section 14 of the Parliamentary Privil-
eg"es Act. I will move in the way you
indicate.

Mr. WALKER: May I say. with all
due deference, that the ruling of il'
Speaker seems to be wrong. The object
"1r the H14ii* is not to bring the paper
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before themi. The paper committed no
offence for it is protected by law'.
People who publish a fair arid just re-
port of public proceedings are, to that
extent, privileged.

Mr-. George; Suppose they did not
publish the exact words, are we to cou-
demen men on an inaccurate report?

IIr. 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
accurate, that it is a fair report of what
took place, and in such circumstances it
is a privileged report to that extent and
there is no offence committed by the
paper. Bat the person who has been re-
ported has committed aii offence against
the House, and this House cannot be so
stultified as to say it has only power to
reach a newspaper and no power to reach
any individual.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not say that.
Mr. WALKER: It is to reach those

wvho have offended that the lion, member
desires to direct his motion. I would sug-
gest, if this House is inclined to take a
strong course, that instead of bringing
Mr. Moxon and Mr. Johnson before the
House, we do what the Parliamentary
Privileges Act enables us to do,
namely, direct the Attorney General to
institute proceedings. That, I submit,
is the proper and dignffied course to take.

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

Mr. WALKER: Then we have the
Attorney Gleneral, for if lie 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
member for- Murchison that hie should

*Wor-d his motion in this wvay, "That this
House directs the Attor-ney General to
take proceedings against '.%r. Moxon and
Mr. Johnson for contempt 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
Attorney General giv-es us an expression
of opinion on the point.

Mr. WALKER: I do not think he is
mutch of an authority.

Mr. SPEAKER: So far as my read-
ing, is concerned, it seems to me to be
commonsense to follow the practice laid
down iii the Standing Orders.

Mr. DACLISH : On a point of order,
I desire to say it appears to mne that
Standing Order 189 is intended to refer
to the statement of a newspaper pub-
lished by a newspaper, and not to a re-
port. I understand that the member
for Murchison has couched his remarks
in rather an ambiguous fashion, because
he began by calling attention to some-
thing which appeared in the West Aw-
tralian newspaper. As a matter of fact
what lie 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 Australian was a 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 a news-
paper has published something because
a 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 opinion, bona fide,
in publishing a statement merely in
order that afterwards hie might bring
up certain persons at whom in fact his
action was aimed. There is nothing
in the Standing Orders which need
conflict with the action the hon. member
desires to take Y At the same time 1
wish clearly to remark that I am in no
way comnmitting myself at the present
moment to anything more than a state-
ment as to what seems, to me to be the
rules of the House on this question.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
J. L. Nanson) : It is perfectly clear that
if a member of the public commnents
in terms which reflect upon the conduct
of a 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 to the Bar of the
House, be brought there by the
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Sergeant-at-Arms, and punished for con-
tempt of Parliament. There is no doubt
whatever as to the well established
law and custom 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 ouit that there
are other cases in which both houses
of the English Parliamuent--the House
of Lords, and the House of Commons,
have acted with what T might call almost
savage ferocity against members of the
pubiib who have dared to commit the
uin-speakable offence of commenting upon
the action of members. One unfor-
tunate gentleman who in the year 1623,
commented upon the aiction 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 their to
Fremantle Gaol by a warrant of the
Speaker.

Trhe ATTORNEY GENERAL: No
doubt we can send people who libel
hon, members to Fremantle Gaol, bult,
while there may be no question as to the
well established law and customi of
Parliament with regard to these matters,
that law and custom is, I submit, to be
interpreted with common-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
worse th-an the laughing 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 a point of order, and I
invited the Attorney General to express
his views.

Mr. Walker -But he is debating the
whole question.

The A4TTORNEY GENERAL: I am
nat debating the question in the slightest
degree. I was explaining that as far as
the law and custom of Parliament is
concerned there is ample warrant for
the action the member for Mfurchison is
taking ; but I want to debate the general
question.

31r. SPEAfI:P. The member for
Kanowns, has raised a point of order
as to whether other proceedings earl be
taken now.

The ATTORN-EY GEhNE RAL : 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. HTOLMAN! I shaTl move a motion
in accordance with section 14 of the Par-
liamentary Privileges Act which reads--

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

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 riot committing ainy 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 may be implicated, I trust
they wvill give him the opportunity of
proving tha t he was innocent. I beg to
mnove,-I

That this House directs the Attorney
Gencral to take proceedings against
.Alessrs. Mforon and Johnson, presi-
dents of the Fremantle and Perth
Chambers of Commerce respectively,
for their contempt of this House
as reported in the W~est Australian
new-spa per of 2.5th August.

Mr. SPEAKER: I find on looking up
authorities that some years ago there
was a parallel case, and that being so, I
feel justified in accepting the motion
moved by the hon. member.
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The ATTfORNEY GENERAL: There
is a manifest inconvenience in lion.
members springing a 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 vecry much difficulty in
comning 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 Parliament, 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 hion. 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 description, lan-
guage, which, in my opinion-an opinion
formed at the time and which I see no
reason to alter-language which in my
sober and earnest opinion was of the
naturre of a direct incitement to law-
lessness.

Mr. Seaddan: Would 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 amn
speaking of the opinion that I 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 lion. members being
very strong and vehement, would be
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 lawlessness.

It would be read by them as a defence-
and an incitement to lawlessness. That
opinion may be right or it may, be wrong;
it may be justified or it may be un-
justifiable.

Mr. Price: Speak the truth.
Mir. SPEAKER: That must be with-

drawn.
Mr. Price: Am I to ask the lion. mem-

ber to speak untruths 7
Mr. SPEAKER: The lion. member-

knows perfectly well that what I demand
is within the strict orders of the House.

Mr. Price: I have sat here and heard
the Attorney General wake accusations.
against me.

Mr. Gordon: Oh, withdraw.
Mir. Price: Why should I do what

you tell me ; Mr. Speaker is in charge,
not you. I sat patiently here to-night
listening to the Attorney General making
what I can only call a cowardly attack
upon myself. He deliberately miscon-
strued my statements, and whien I ask
him now to point to a 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: Is the Attorney General:
in order in stating that members in
speaking in the House were inciting to
lawlessness ?

Mr. SPEAKER: I did not hea" him.
say it, but if he said it, it must be with-
drawn.

iMr. 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 hion. member
said w'hat you say hie did, he must with-
draw, whoever he may be.

The Attorney General : No, sir, I-
Mr Price: The Attorney General!

denies it. He distinctly aid-and you
must hiave heard him say it-that the
speeches of the members for Murchison,
for Albany, and for Mount Margaret
were direct incitements to lawlessness.
That is word for word what hie said..
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Now he denies~it. How~!an you trust
him?9

MrW SPEARER: If the Attorney
General said any such thing, he must
withdraw it. For my part I was reading
up this other case. This is & most ins-
portant matter and has been sprung on
the House. I mnay say that in my 20
-odd years of public life, up here and
down in the old House, under the late
Sir .Tames 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 lion. members, but
which I never get ; these cases are in-
variably sprung uipen me.

The Attorney General: I hiope yu
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 entitled
to express my opinion.

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

Mr. Bath : The leader of the Opposition
took exception to a statement which
I 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
hin.

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 I
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 was that the speeches of
those hon. members might he construed
by people outside-I

r.Price:- No; he did not.

The Attorney General: I did not deny
having said it.

The Premier : It 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.

-r. Troy: Your whip admitted it.
The Premier:- If the bon. member did

say that, I1 have no doubt he will with-
draw. If lion. members are under the
impression that he said it I have no
doubt be will withdraw. The iripres-
sion on my mind was that lie said the
people outside reading those speeches
might construe them into an incitement
to lawlessnessl.

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 much respect, should have for-
gotten himself to the extent of making
use of the expression that fell from him.

Mr. Bath:; I 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 lie said it. To-night I ask
any lion, member in the House, anyone
who wishes to speak honestly, whether
the Attorney Genera] 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
a member may desire to conform to the
rules of the House, that sort of thing
disgusts one.

The Attorney GXeneral: I most emphat-
ically deny that I used the words attribut-
ed to me by the member for Brown Hill.

Mr. Underwood: I emphatically assert
he did use them. Hie 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. Scaddan:. What is our remedy
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 canl show him to-night that he
did say it and he still denies ;what peo-
tection have we?

M*r. SPEAKER : The Standing Orders
provides thAt if a member makes a
.statement and another member contra-
diets him, if he denies it, I have to accept
his word.

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

Mr. SPEAKER: T have the report
here.

Mr. Walker :Let us have it read.
Mr. Daglish: On a 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
has 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 lion, gentleman
denies having said it.

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

The Attorney General: The position
is made unnecessarily difficult, because
lion. members opposite, immediately
I get up to speak, rise to points of order.
I appeal to [ion. members opposite to
preserve some degree of calmness and
not to bring this House into ridicule.

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

Mr. Price: Oil a point of order. A
moment ago T forgot myself and made a
remark which I was sufficiently manly
to withdraw when you asked me to do
SO.

Mr. SPEAKER: You did not deny it.
Mr. Price: You asked for a with-

drawal of a certain statement. Am I to
understand ti-at no matter what may have

been said, if I said I did not say it it is
sufficient ?

M*r. SPEAKER: Yes.
3fr. Scaddan: Before the Attorney

General proceeds further you should
read out the exact words used by the
Attorney 'General, a&nd if necessary,
call upon him to withdraw.

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

Members : Chair ! Chair
Mrl. SPEAKER : I will read the state-

ment from Hansard if the hon. member
will allow me.

The Attorney General: T ask-
Mlembers: Sit down. Chair! Chair!
'Mr. SPEAKER: This is the report

from Hansard showing what the Attorney
General said-

We know that dluring the debate on
Tuesday night when the conduct of
the police was discussed, that members
opposite, I refer more particularly to
the member for Murchison, the member
for Albanly, 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 I see
no reason to alter-language which in
my sober and earnest opinion was of
the nature of a direct incitement to
lawlessness.
The Attorney General : Now, sir, I

may perhaps be allowed 'to eontinue.
Members: No ; withdraw.
The Attorney General : 'May I not

make a personal explanation
Mir. Taylor: Is the lion. member in

order in proceeding when you have
called upon him to withdraw ;I say it
is a direct insult to the Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER:; The lion, member
must withdraw.

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

Members: No ;to-night.
The Attorney General : I submit-
M1r. Holman: Is the hon. member in

order in saying you are out of order in
calling upon Hansard for a report ?
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Mr. SPEAKER: I think I have adopt-
ed the, proper course.

Mir. Taylor: Well, enforce your ruling.
Mr. SPEAKER: I am going to do so;

I am going to asqk the hion. maember to
withdraw.

The Attorney General: Are you re-
ter-ring to words used to-night)

Air. SPE~AKER: Yes. Here are the
words. " Words which in my opinion,
an opinion formed at the time, language
which in my sober and earnest opinion
was of the nature of a direct incitement
to lawlessness." I must ask the hion.
member to withdraw them.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I
apologise to you. I was under the im-
pression that the slip handed to me was
an extract fromt my speech on Tuesday
night. I understand that I was iii 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.

'Xr. Scaddan: Hear, hear, and with-
draw your reflection on this side.

M-r. Taylor: Apologise to Mr. Speaker.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There

is no difficulty whlatever on this side of
the House in securing ready obedience
to the orders of the Chair. But to pro-
ceedl, although I am not allowed to use
those words which I have just with-
drann, I presume I am iii order in say-
ing- that the remarks of those members
on Tuesday evening were of a highly
objectionable ebiaracter and not in the
interests of the public. and were not re-
marks such as should be made in this
House.

Mr. Holman: I ask that those words
be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think they
are objectionable.

11r. Holman: I demand that they be
withdrawn. My remarks were not ob-
jectionale.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is nothing in
the rules, to compel me to ask the lion.
mrember to withdraw these words.

Mr. Price: I do not think the lion.
memnber is in order in saying that I used
objectionable statements and that my
statements Were not in the public in-

terest. Am I in order in saying that the
tion. member is--well, a cad?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: We
have the extraordinary position that
lion. members opposite, particularly the
member for Albany, wbnld actually like
me to be called to order for saying that
remarks used in the House are objec-
tionable, or in other words, open to ob-
jection. Could childishness go further?
Hon. members opposite indulge in lan-
guage of the most extravagant descrip-
tion. If I were in order all that would
be necessary would be for me to obtain
the reports of the debate on Tuesday
evening last and read from Hansard the
language the members indulged in as to
the conduct of the police and as to my-
self and] as to other lion. members.

Mfr. Price: I ask you to do it.
The ATTORNEY GIENERAL: 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 scurrilous abuse from hon. members,
opposite-

Mr. Holman: Skunk!
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: And

never show any indignation?~ I ventuire
to say that tinder provocation that had
never before exceeded in ithis House I have
during several hours on Tuesday even-
ing and for a considerable time this
evening shown oin account of self-control
that I could wish were emulated by hion.
members opposite. But to return to the
subject of the motion which, after all, is
the important question and not what I
have said and what I did not say-

Mr. Troy: Which you denied saving,
you know.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
The ATTORNEY GIENER AL: Hon,

members who are themselves accustomed
to criticise actions, not only of public
men, but of officials, with a consider-
able amount of freedom, should allow
somec liberty of criticism, some degree
of freedom to members of the publie
outside to criticise their own actions.
As it is, suppose members opposite had
full control in this country, suppose they
were in an enormous majority, and that
those who were opposite to them were in
ant insig-nificant minority, and suppose
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that same member of that minority, sup-
pose for instance that I had the misfor-
tune to be. in the minority and used the
language that has been taken exception
to to-Inight,. what would those members
not do if they felt they were strong
ezinugh to do it.? No doubt they would
]ike to revivo the pillory.

Air. Walker: What did you do to the
woman who was banged and never had
legzal proof against her?

Mlember: Be fair.
Mr. Walker: That woman would have

-been saved if it had not been for his
-advice.

The ATTORNHY GENERAL: The ex-
traordinary venom displayed by the
member for Kanawna, is the best proof
of how ill-fitted he is to he entrusted
with resiponsibility. I feel sure I canl
appeal with confidence to members to
refuse to endorse the motion brought
forward by the member for Murchison
ordering me to institute a prosecution
-gainiat certain tpersons outside the
House who may have indulged in lang-
uage possibly not altogether justified.
That, however, is; a matter of opinion-
Mly opinion on the point has already
given so much annoyance to some mem-
bhers that T do not propose to repeat it.
Bunt, admitting for the sake of argument
flint these two gentlemen, Mr. Moxon
oud Ir. .Julmnson, have somewhat trans-
pressed the line betwen. fa-ir and unfair
comment. is it not continually done with
rgard to public mattersl Is there any

mnember of the House who has not -at
sr'zne time or another in a moment of ex-
citement said a little more than he would
vare to do at other times? And are we
to set the law in motion, are we to
create a wvave of laughter or indignation
throughout the State by instituting pro-
ceedin ' s simply becaus-e some members
of the outside publice venture to criticise
putblic utterances of members of Parlia-
ment? ' I feel sure the majority of mem-
bers, of this House will negative this
mnotion and] show by that means that
they rezard it as one which should never
have been brought forward.

Mr. BATH: I hope the member for
Murebison will withdraw the motion he
has moved, because in my opinion it is

not wvise to invest gentlemen 'who make
statements of that kind with the notoriety
which they are probably seeking. As a
matter ocf fact, if hon. member§, many oif
them, were to invoke the assistance of
the House onl what are probably breaiches
of privilege in scurrilous, malignant and
slanderous statements made on every oc-
casion they would keel) tie House busily
eng-aged all the year round. The regret-
table thing about the matter to which the
member for Mnrclhison has drawn atten-
tion is that it was directly invited by the
remarks made by the Attorney General
on Tuesday night when inflamned with
ipassion. The Attorney GCeneral hai re-
ferred to-night to incitement which he
had received to make this statement. but
as a matte, of fact hon. members on both
sides of the House must realise that the
Attorney General frequently and deliber-
ately sets out to aceompluishi what he ac-
complished to-night. and the statement
which he made on Tuesday night, which
was a gross reflection on hon. members;,
was a direct invitation to people outside
to make these statements. I 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 Murehison
to-night.

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

Mr. BATHI: I canl tell the Premier that
I remember a previous incident when for
five weeks the Attorney General studied
out and deliberately wrote down one o!
the most objectionable statements ever
makde in the House-that is the incident
familiar to the House and known in the
annals of Parliament as the "skuank irici-
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. If that sort

of thing is pur-sued by the Attorney Gen-
eral it will undoubtedly lead to warm
scees such as to-night's. T do not think
the House should vote for the motion and
give to these gentlemen. Mr. Moxon and
Mr. JTohnson, the notoriety they seek. If
one were annvous to point out to those
gentlemen that those who live in glass
housqes should not throw stones. T could
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indubitably prove here to-night that 1%r.
Moxon himself might not be so free fromn
the charge of law-breaking that he is so
free in hurling at others. It is well that
members of the House who talk about
law-breaking should look at their own
coniduct and see whether they can be free
from the charge. T do not think there
is any member of the House bitt will,
when hie examnines himself, admit that he
is a law-breaker. When the Premier
goes to a race meeting he breaks the lawv
when lie puts a pound on the favourite.

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

Mr. BATH: Undoubtedly the speech
made by the Attorney General the other
night was cue-I admit hon. members
were warm onl the Opposition side be-
cause they were resenting what we should
always resent. In the administration of
the law and the preservation of peace
there should always he anl attempt on the
part of the authorities rather to prevent
any breach than to invite it by their con-
duet, and I hope that will be borne in
mind by those in charge of the adminis-
tration of the law in 'Western Australia.
T have hesitation inl supporting a motion
asking the Attorney Oeneral to institute
proceedings agrainst these gentlemen, be-
cause T think it will much better meet the
opinion of the House and its prestige to
dismiss the matter and not pander to
these gentlemen's vanity or their noto-
riety-seekinig instincts.

Mr. TAYLOR: As one of the three
members of the House, who have been,
perhaps, the cause of this motion, and as
the remarks T muade on Tuesday evening
inl defence of a section of the tramway
employees have caused so much annoy-
ance and have penetrated my opponents
so deeply that they have thoug ht it neces-
sary' to mention at their very highest
tribunal, the Chamber of Commerce, T
san pleased they have that effect. But,
so far as r am personally concerned, in
this; motion, T offer no defence. The only
thing I am sorry that I am implicated in
any way is that it Ilas; bronelht about a
breach of the privilegusg of the House.
Tt is not a matter to consider what mem-
bers of the House hare been spoken of
in that lane'nage by the gentlemen men-

tioned, but it is a question. of the privi-
leges of the House, and this precludes-
me from baring much to say with refer-
ence to the motion. I will make some
remarks dealingt with that portion of the
motion moved by the member for Mur-
ehison so far as, members, on this side of
the House are concerned and the refer-
ence made to them as, law-breakers. I
know Mr. Speaker too well, and know his
duties as a Speaker too well, to think for
a moment that he would allow me or any
other member to make any seditious
spbeechi, or any speech that would pro-
voke lawlessness or disorder- The
Speaker would absolutely prevent me
fronm making such a speech. hut he cannot
prevent me from making- a speech that
will show the Government that they are
not administering the lairs of this coun-
try as they should. T shonldi never be
permitted to make a seditious speech, or
one calculated to make people outside
this Chamber commit a breach of the
law.

The Premier: What about the people
inside tis% Chamber?

Mr. TAYLOR: I venture to assert
they are always breaking the law. When
we have a Minister of th Crown defying
the Speaker of this Assembly to such an
extent as has been the case-and the re-
cords of Parliament have to be read to
convince him that hie uttered such words
-ten there are those here who are pre-
ptared 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 thoser
gentlemen of Perth and Fremantle, is
read, I question whether the Attorney
General can put his finger on a sentence
or passage of it. as it stands recorded in
Hanscrd-nd it was recorded in the
ordinary way speeches are in this- Hous~e,
namely, in the first person on a question
of this kind-which he can say would in-
cite people to break the law.

The Premier: It might 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-
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Mr. TAYLOR: When the Attorney
General speaks he reminds me of a six-
foot white serpent that has its back
hrokeii about eight inchtes from its tail,
and is doing- its best to stand up and hiss.
The Attorney General made a most
venomous attack, and yet he flattens 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 in such a justified
positiou as the tramway men are, I can-
not help speaking- with warmth. I sub-
mit, however, I have not spoken words
that have any tendencey to provoke 'a
breach of the law, and I challenge the
Attorney General to read my remarks, or
anyone who heard my remarks in Wel-
lington-street before one of the largest
crowds that I have ever seen at ai meeting
here, and say that there was any ten-
dency on my part to provoke a breach of
the law. I have not done so in this
House; I know I have not done so be-
cause Mr. Speaker would not have
allowed me to do so. So far as what Air.
Moxon might say, I am one of those, as
a democrat, who believes in freedom of
speech. I say that every man should be
free to express bis thoughts as be thinks
fit. I believe, as, every true democrat
does, that freedom of speech and thought
and nobility of purpose will make a coun-
try, ajid that men should have the right
to exereise those privileges. However, in
this case 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- action. 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 g-ive Mr. M1oxon and Mr. John-
son any more kudos than they have ob-
tained at present. This country is full
of kudos-mongers, and I am not too
pleased to be shedding limelight on them
any more than is necessary. Uf this tram-
way trouble lasts much longer there is no
doubt that there will he public meeting,
and] if those tramway people require me

to address meetings, either in the open
streets of Perth, with the permission of
the mayor, or in public hal;s I will do so
and I will be able to address those meet-
ings, anad be able to place the views of
the tramway employees before the public,
in language that will safeguard me from
the charges made by the Attoraey 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 rie the other night; but
he would drop dead if he heard a man
speaking with warmth.

The Attorney General: I always said
your bark was -worse thanil your bite.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Attorney 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 handiwork. Let the Attorney
General take that into consideration and
tryv to overcome it. and treat members
with the respect due to them. Every time
the Attorney General crosses swords with
me while I am in this House he will come
o!i or the encounter in the future as hie
has done in the past. that is with his
fea thers ruffled.

The Attorney General: Oh, no, your
feathers seem to be ruffled.

M1r. Gordon: You flatter yourself too
much.

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

Me. WALKER: Mfay I say that now
that the purpose has been served I hope
the member for Murehison wvill. withdraw
the motion.

The Attorney General: Pull the
knocker and then run away.
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Mr. WALKER:- If that is defiance, we
can test it.

M1r. Taylor: If you want fight you will
get it.

Mr. WALKER: This is the point.
The Attorney General and his officers
are prosecuting 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 specially selected
for that purpose and the privileges of
this House are being broken. 'That is
done from the Attorney General's office.

'.%r. Holman: That is the kind, gentle-
manly spirit the Attorney Genera! exhi-
bits.

Mr. WALKER: But the momient this
House, the whole 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 this 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 country. That is the object of it.
The purpose, however, is now served,
for the public know the hypocrisy, if I
may use the term, of his department. We
can leave it at that- In those circeum-
stances I wouid suggest that the member
for '[urcbison should withdraw his mo-
tion.

Mr. SCADDAN: I do not know
whether it is desirable that the member
should withdrawv his motion now. I
thought, Moo. with the member for Ka-
nowna, that it would be advisable to do
so, hut when the Attorney General be-
gins to make statements such as he did
.just now, it is as wvell to show him that
we are not here to play, nor even to
itpull the knocker and run away." Let
him make no mistake about that. Tf
the Attorney General takes up a position
of defiance hie 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-

wient made by Mr. M1oxon was that he
charged members with doint something
in the nature of sedition.

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

Mr. SUADDAN: The organiser
for the National League can find
that out for himself. It is remarkable
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 streets 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
Mr . M1oxon and his col league of the
Chamber of Commerce-an institution
which hacks up the Government on every
occasion-charged members of Parlia-
ment with advocating sedition, charged
members of Parliament with degrading
their position, and yet no action is taken
by the department. We are called law-
breakers and men who advocate sedition,
and MVr. Johnson says of us "M3en sup-
posed to be law-makers sit in Parliament
and their utterances stamp them as law-
breakers.' Yet the Attorney General is
ready to defend those men. How does
that compare with his attitude in connec-
tion with tile charges -brought against the
members for M1ount 'Magnet and Forrest?
In that case he brings the whole Crown
Law Department against them. Does the
Attorney General deny that the Crown
Prosecutor is prosecuting in those cases I

The Attorney General: Certainly not.
M1r. SCADDAN: Because he cannot.

The whole office of the Crown Law De-
partment is brought to bear on members
in this case, and yet the remarks of the
meni, which have been referred to here
to-night, are defended by the Attorney
General in this Honse. I do not think
the member for Murchison bad the slight-
est intention, when he started on this
question, to call those people to the bar,
or to call upon the Attorney General to
take action. But he insisted as a member
of the House to claim his rig-ht of free-
dom of speech, and T contend lie has
adopted the right attitude and he has
shown that the word of the Attorney
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General in this Chamber is worth nothing
unless 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 that when
I get hold of the handle of the knocker
in future I will remnaini there.

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 measure,
curbing 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 curb that freedom of speech
of those who are our masters. With re-
gard to this particular motion about
bringing Messrs. Moxon and Johnson to
the Bar of the Chamber--

Air. Collier: That is not the motion.
AirT. Holman: To take them to the

Supreme Court.
Mr. GEORGE: I amn not very particu-

lar where they are to be taken, but these
gentlemen will be lifted into notoriety be-
yond their wildest hopes by the debate
this evening. I am not 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.

'Ar. Walker: It is the House that has
been libelled. No names have been men-
tioned.

)1r. GEORGE: Then how does the
member for Murchison know that lie 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. I have not listened to evenv mem-
ber on the opposite side of the House;
I have kept quiet and I have refrained
in the interests of peace and order from
directing your attention, Mr. Speaker, to
the fact that you had a most flagrant

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 must have beard 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 accurate.

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.

Mr. Price: I did say that.
Mr. GEORGE: When a man has made

the amende necessary after having made
a mistake, I would not throw it up into
his face.

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

Mr. GEORGE: As far as the debate
on Tuesday night is concerned, we sat
for nine hours listening to what members
on the opposite side bad to say. I beard
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 motion is con-
cerned, whatever we get we have two
gentlemen, who in spite of anything that
may have been said against 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 much
as hon. members on this or the other side
of the House. We have a report in the
West Australian, a newspaper which I
know is absolutely accurate in whatever
it says, especially about myself. I am
familiar enough 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.

31r. Scaddan: They use the word "sedi-
tion" there.

Mr. GEORGE: This I know, that ak-
though in that newspaper, Mfessrs. Moxon.
and! 3ohnson are reported as having said
this thing, I am satisfied from the re-
marks made to me in Perth yesterday and
to-day, that there are many people who
are saying- and thinkingr exactly the same
thing.

Mr. Holman: Some of your owvu kid-
ney.

-Mr. GEORGE: My kidneys are all
right. I do not know whether the hion.
geCntlenman's are.

Mr. Collier: Because they say that do
you agree with them!

Mr. GEORGE: I must say that the de-
bate in my opinion wvas not in the best
interests of the men whom lion. miembers
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
is necessary to talk about sympathising
with the tramway company. If it were
possible for me to end this trouble I
would willingly try to do so. When the
member for Guidford spoke to me about
it I told him I was willing, to (10 my best
in the matter without fee or reward. As
far as this motion is concerned, and even
if techinically the member for Murchison
has sonc right in bringing the inatter be-
fore its, if we were to pass it, we would
make ourselves the laughig stuck of the
State, and I think the people would ask
themselves wvhat we were doing. They
would say- that they are paying- the legis-
lators £200 a Year. and what for? I do
not knowv whether t he word ''pilie' is
parliamentary or not, but it expresses my
opi1inil of motions of this sort.

Mr. Troy: It expresses your language.
Mr. Holman: And Your character.
Mr-. (IRORGE: M1y character does not

depend upon the member for Muichison
or ally other hon. member, and the best
proof of my character is the fact that
in connection with this tramway trouble
I was spoken to and requested to take a

hand iii the matter by the men them-
selves. Why!I Not because I am the
Liberal League organiser, not because I
have managed to get a little bit of some-
thing for my old age by self-denial, but
because they knew that I would give
them a just deal whichever way it wvent.
Arid they cannot deny it. Why should
hon. members talk about iny character?
I have been 20 years in the State, and
wvhere is the man who (lare suggest a
single slur against my character? There
is not ine member on that side of the
House, not one in the State can point to
any action of mine which a mnin should
iiot do. Why, because a man speaks
feelingly in this Chamber, should he be
exposed 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,
I. 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. GEORGE: No; it is not a reflee-
tion on the Speaker; I have known him
too long to think of attempting to reflect
Upon him. -

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

Mr. Troy: Oii a point of order. The
hion. member said the speeches made
here on Tuesday furnished language
wiche would not be used in a pot-house.
That is a direct reflection on the Chair,
because, I am sure, you would not allowv
any, lan~guage of that character in the
Chamber. If you did so I would be
amazed. The statement is not correct;
it is unworthy of the lion, member and
a reflection on the Chair.

Mr-. SPEAKER; I am here to carry
out the Standing Orders, and I did so.

Mr. GEORGE: There were words used
by lion, 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 to hon. mem-
bers, if they think any section of the
community is being badly treated-I
have no objection to their stating the
ease in this House and trying to win
our sympathies; but I do object 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 ques-
tion before the Chair)

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

M1r. Collier: In dealing with the con-
dition of the workers?

Mir. SPEAKER: He is perfectly in
order.

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

Mr- SPEAKER: I say the bon. mem-
ber is perfectly in order.

Mr. 3E ORGE: The hot- member's re-
marks would cause people to believe the
,condition of the workers is only to be
considered by hon. members; on that side
of the House. I wish to say those hon.
members have no right to claim 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,
is best expressed by the feeling
the workers have towards me. I know
-what that feeling is, and so do hon.
members. They know that even when
I occupied the position of Commissioner
-of Rlailway.s, although strict with the
men I was just to them. And if hon.
members had been fig.hting moneybags as
long as I have been they would have
some occasion to talk about character
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

to withdraw his motion, I, at any rate,
hope the motion will not be withdrawn,
for I should like the people of the Stats
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 casuistry it can be wade 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 to learn
what the English language means, We
spent nine solid hours in this Chamber
on Tuesday night listening to attacks
which, if I could only find words to ex-
press my opinion and the opinion other
people have of them I should be pulled
tip on points of order so numerouis as to
make you go grey before your time.

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

Mr. GEORGE: The bon. member does
not know the ABC of the bite the mem-
ber for MN~nwray has when he starts. I do
hope, if Providence spares me for a few
years, the hon. member wvill have a closer
knowledge of tile modes and methods
of the muemher for 'Murray than he has
at the present time.

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

Mr. GEORGE; The bun, member has
been in the State for about five minutes;
how much employment has he found for
the workers out of his ow.n pocket?
Like others, he can talk very glibly as
to what lie is doing for the workers.
What has he done for the workers?

Air. Holman: He has done more than
you have.

Mr. GEORGE : Now we have the
member for M1urchison, who has forced
himself into a position in connection
'with the timber trade. If he would go
among those timber workers he would
not find a single one of the old hands
who would say a word ag-ainst me.

Mr. Collier: You had better put this
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 p~rofiting by the work of those who
worked and slaved and built the Country
up before ever they came here. How-
ever, it is of no use going into these
things. I can see that instead of amus-
ing the lion, gentlemen I am only rais-
ing their dander which, of course, is a
dangerous thing- to do. I wish to say in
conclusion that I trust the member for
Murchison will not withdraw his motion;
because if lie does it will show he has
put tip a cock that does not fight, and
I should like to see him, once he has
entered the ring and bared his arms,
and time is called, ight to a finish.

Mr. MeIJOWALL: In rising to speak
to this subject I may say I feel quite
convinced it is impossible to say anything
out of order. The member for Murray
has spoken about the time of this House
being occupied for nine hours in discus-
sing a great industrial struggle of vast
importance to this community; he, on
the other hand, has treated us to a disser-
tation in respect 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 criti-
cising the member for Murray or any-
thing of the kind. I desire when I rise
to speak to tit least express what I mean
and to do it as concisely as possible. I
sincerely trust the member for Murchi-
son will withdraw his motion. It is all
very well talking- about putting this to
a division, but I do 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 forvard. I
would let these people talk as much as
they' like, while I claim to have the right
of speech as mutch as I like in this As-
sembly' or at any public meeting.

Mr. Scaddan: You dare not do it in
Hay" -street when the tramway trouble is
on1.

Mr. MeflOWALL: I shiall be pleased
to speak in Hay-street at any time I am
requested in respect to the tramway
trouble or any* other trouble with which
I am connected.

Mr. Underwood: Not to use your voice
to thle fullest extent.

Mr. McDOWALL~: Yes, to the fullest
extent of my voice if it would reach them-
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 occasion to sling off as far as
that is concerned. To come back to the
subject, let me again repeat I trust the
member for Nfurehison will not -be
prompted by the injudicious renmrks if

lie Attorney General to push this motion.
We are tol by the 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 usages until Hansard
was actually brought into operation and
quoted against him. That was most
flagrant. We are told ty time Attorney
General that he desires to pacify things,
that lie desires to conduct the business of
the House with decency and decorum, yet
when wye are speaking modestly and de-
cently on this side of the House lie inter-
jects "get htold of the knocker and then
run away." Is that conductive to con-
dueting a debate of this kind with har-
mon ' and decency? If there be any-
thing that would make me vote for the
member for Murchison it is the statement
of the Attorney General to that effect.
But I do not think the question is of
sufficient importance. I do not think
that Mr. Moxon or Mr. Johnson 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 I shiall be corn-
pelled to vote against it because it is not
in accordance with what I call sound
common sense. I sincerely trust the
member for 'Mureliison will not be egged
on by the interjections from the other
side.

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

Mr. 'McDOWALL: I ain sorry if the
hon. member is pushing it.

Mr. Holman: You look after yourself.
Mr. McDOWALL: The hon. member

is entitled to do what he likes, and T am
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perfectly 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 perfect right to express my opinion in
that direction, and it is my intention to
oppose the motion.

Mr. PRICE: I have no desire to in
any way aid in taking action which will
prevent free discnssjon or comment on
any action of mine as a member of this
Chamber. 1 wish it to be distinctly
understood that as I criticise so I ex-
pect to be criticised. It is unfortunate
that we are not all of that cold, clammy,
fish-like nature which can stand insult
without the hot blood rushing to a man's
armi giving it the desire to strike. I
unfortunately or fortunately have been
tutored in a school where a man) resents
an insult with a blow. I do not belong
to that more, shall I say refined-it
claims to be relined-class which can
hurl forth its shafts of cheap sneers and
resents the blow .that should follow. I
am not of that kind- I have tv-night
and' previously on Tuesday night had
barbs of sneers hurled at me by the At-
torney General tipped with all the poi -
sonous venom which he is capable of
spitting forth, and I am expected to take
them calmly. I say at once I am not of
that kind. On Tuesday night I chal-
lenged the Attorney General with mak-
ing a certain statement. Had 'Mr.
Speaker asked for the reeords of Pearlia-
meat then as he did to-night the unfortu-
nate occurrence which has taken place
this evening would not have arisen. be-
cause the records would show that what
took, place to-night is exactly similar
to that which took place on Tuesday
night. Denial was made on Tuesday
nicht: hut unfortunately for the credit
of the House and unfortunately for the
action of the Attorney General, the re-
cordls were not called for. Had they
been it would have been found that wvhat
-was said to-nighit was exactly the same
word for word as that which was said
on Ttiesday night, and which I asked to
be withdrawn. The statement was then
denied by the Attorney Gleneral.

The Attorney General: I do not think
you will find it was denied.-

31r. PRICE: On Tuesday night the
Attorney General said-

The Premier: That has all been
cleared up; a. 'withdrawal has -been made.

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

Mr. Seeddan: Which -he denied.
Mr. PRICE: They have only repeated

what the Attorney General said. I have
said alreedy that the fair criticism of
these people or any other people I wit-
tingly accept. On the floor of this
House where I have been always ready
to bow to the rules of Parliament I shall
never be found denying statements so as
to save mny face and get out -of an awk-
ward corner. We ha ve had that spec-
tacke from a Mfinister of the Crown; can
we respect hirn9

The Attorney General: On a point of
order. Is the bon. member in order in
saying that? I certainly deny it.

M, fr. SPEAKER: What is the state-
ment ?

The Attorney General: The hon. mem-
ber will, perha ps, repeat what he says.

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

Mr. SPEAKER: 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: He asked me to repeat
something. In that cold, clammy, way
of his, he tries to get me to say some-
thing whicht he will clutch at and then
uirge that it is a breach of the laws of
this House and that I must withdraw.
II have said nothing of an objectionable
character, otherwise the Attorney Gene-
ral would have heard it.

The Attorney General: On a point of
order. WThile I am unable to quote the
exact words used by the hon. member,
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the general effect was to accuse me of
falsehood. He skated that I made a cer-
tain statement, then denied having made
it, and had been compelled to admit that
what I denied was untrue. 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, according to the
statement taken down by the Hansard
reporter, I said that the speeches of cer-
tain members were a direct incentive to
lawlessness, and you, -Mr. Speaker.
speaking from your recollection of the
circumstances, said you understood me
to say that what I said was that the-
speeches of the bon. members had a ten-
dency to incite lawlessness. I was uinder
the impression when you said that at
the time that it was the effect of tie
words I used.

MA1r. 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 apeaker, 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 a little better.

?&. Scaddean: I take the strongest
exception to those remarks.

Mr. SPEAKER:, I am continually
appealing for order.

Mr. Scaddan: I am not prepared to
sit 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. Seddan:. And he will do so, too.
Mfr. SPEAKER : The member is

perfectly at liberty to do so, but I will
insist on having order.

MJr. Seaddan:- You may insist, hut
I will not be insulted by anyone. It
is an absolute insult to make a statement
of that kind.

M1r. SPEAKER : The member can
take wliot action he likes.

Mr. Scaddan : It was a most insulting
remark to come from the Chsoir.

Mr. SPEAKELR: If the member pro-
ceeds in that way I shall name him.

Mr. Scaddan:- I have no objection,
you can do so.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the member does
not sit down I shall do so. The Attorney
General is in order in going on speaking.

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

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

M,%r. Price: Am, I to be allowed to
proceed

Mr. SPEAKER : The nicinber 2sat
down. The rules provide that when a
speaker is in possession of the floor,
he can remain so:. and if a person
rises to make am 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 General
rose while I was speaking. He rose
to a point of order, and I attempted
to stop him, but you sat me down.

Mfr. SPEAKER: You sat down
yourself.

Mr. PRICE: The Attorney General
demanded that I should repeat some-
thing, I declined to repeat anything for
his information. The Attorney Oleneral
will not find me quite as simple as that.
What I was pointing out 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. Wh-y ? Be-
cause I stated the Attorney General had
made a certain statenment. Again I say
he made it. He denied it and Ur.
Speaker called for the records. It was
proved hie 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 momenta
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ago, we found a Minister of the Crown
making a statement " calmly and de-
liberately in my calm moments," and
immediately afterwards, when challenged.
he denied having made it, not denied
it once, but like that man, that individual,
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 cit.

curnstances that occurred to-night hasp-
pened on Tuesday night. I would like
to know wvhether the Attorney General
is prepared to rise in this House and
may that the W est Australian published
a false report of what he said. We find
that on Tuesday exactly the same thing
occurred as to-night. 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
Genteral, that men such am Mr. Moxon
and r.Johnson have been encouraged
to make the slanderous comments they
made upon members as appear in the
report of the West A ustralian. I may
say at once that I do not de~ire to
give any more notoriety to 'Mr. M.Noxn
or Mr. Johnson ; they have had quite
sufficient. They can comment ripen 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 can in any way
be calculated to incite a breach of the
peace. I 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 depart-
ment which the Attorney General 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 uip those insults which have
been huirled across this; Chamber by the
Attorney ( ;enernI. i, -IhIl whirl' only
the privileges of thi., House protect a

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 am 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-
wise. 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 John~on
will not be given any more notoriety.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: With
your permission, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to nake a personal explanation.
It was objected to on Tuesday night that
I had accused certain hon. members of
using language which was a direct in.
centive to lawlessness. You, Sir, stated
that while you considered those words
were out of order, the words I used
were "that the language of certain
members had a tendency to incite the
public to lawlessness.- I was under the
impression at that time that your recollec-
tion as to the actual words used wa.s the
correct one. To.-lay on readingz the
Hansard report of mny remarks on Tuesday
I found that 1 was reported as having
used the words as first mentioned by
me, " that the language of certain heon.
members was a direct incentive to
lawlessness." I accepted the report of
Hoao as 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. mnembers wasi a direct
incentive to lawlessness or whether I 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
"Tweedledinn and Tweedledee." It is
ridiculous, and would be foolish if I
allowed myself to be indignant at charges
of falsehood levelled against me when
the only question at issue is whether
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I used thle 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 1 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
hion. members onl this side of the Home,
I should not allow an imputation of
that kind to lie against me without
making what I feel sure by all fair-
minded men will be regarded as an en-
tirely satisfactory explanation.

Mr. DAGLISH: I do not intend
to speak at any length on this question.
I rise merely to express the hope that
the mnotion 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 fat- as they are necessary to enable
us to discuss public affairs. I myself
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 an, 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 Royalty has ever

suffered from attacks made at various
public gatherings 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
lion. member for Murch~ison has drawn
attention 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 hion. members is it worth while to
take that position ? With regard to
any breach of privilege. if it represented
an attack 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 care which
section it is, whether it is the section
I belong to or any other, I should always
regard them as so much idle 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 will 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 anl
appeal to lion, members that it ought
to be possible for us to discuss 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 bitterness.
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 lion, 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:- I shall make but
Personal references, because I do not
want to follow the lead set by the At-
torney Ge0neral in that direction. In
regard to his explanation, the most extra.
ordinary I have ever heard, I can only
say T offer him my deepest sympathy.
In the predicament in which he finds him-
self, a 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 action. And I can also
sympathise with his colleagues, because
the whole transaction must leave in their
breasts feelings of the most painful
,character. Tn 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 hint 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 lay doth protest too much,
methinks." Particularly does this apply
-when the member refers at great length
to his own fine character, his 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
opinion that the report is not an accurate
-one. I will admit it is quite possible
for a newspaper report to be inaccurate ;
but there is no inaccuracy mn regard to
the very expressions used. There may
-be an inaccuracy in regard to the whole
speech, but when we have statements
so clear and definite as these, there can
be no doubt about their accuracy.

Mr. Brown:- The statements were too
-mild altogether.

31r. 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 themn.

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

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

Mr. TROY:- Well, he did have one.
Mr. Brown:- I ask for a withdrawal.
Mr. TROY: I withdraw. I did not

want to make any personal references
whatever.

Mr. Brown: BeLt 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: I apologise.
Mr. Underwood : I protest. The mem-

ber for Perth used the expression " abso-
lute lie." He should be made to with.
draw.I?/II

IMr, SPEAKER: He has withdrawn,
and apologised.

Mr. TIROY: Rarely do I address a
remark to the member for 'Perth, because
there are in the Chamber others much
more worthy of attention. With regard
to Mioxon, I agree with the mrember for
Brown Hill that we would be giving this
man, a notoriety hunter, a great deal
too much publicity. Who is Moxon ?
He brought the blacklegs to Albany to
fight the Jumpers. 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 a man of that
character ? I ask the member for Swan,
an intelligaent member with humanitarian
instincts, what respect can we have for
Moxon ?

Mr. .Tacohy: He is a very fine man.
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Mr. TROY: A man who trieg to bring
down the workers by the use of blacklegs.
I say we would be 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 I hope
the motion will' be withdrawn. When
they want to say something in particular
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 mnan, and he
always did his utmost to keepi the workers
in subjection. The Mfinister for Works
knows that, because he, too, has ap-
peared before him in the Arbitration
court.

The Minister for Works: Hle 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 ms one who
always tries to get a fair deal for the
workers I 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 mue
say again the words in this report are
very definite, hut at the sme time,
knowing that this man is nothing but a
notoriety hunter-I 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 cap fitting
because it is worn. I think Mr. Moxon

was moost generous in his criticism of the,
speeches on Tuesday night. I would
like the member for Murchison, whom the
cap evidently fitted so well, to give the
same speech outside that lie made on
Tuesday in the House. He would pro.
bably be up for prosecution.

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

Air. BROWN : It is a scandal for a
man like the member for Murchison-

Mir. Holman: I will pull your nose
quick and lively.

Mr. BROWN: It is scandalous for
the lion, 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 hion. member calls the police
" white-livered ours," and is it not
provoking a breach of the peace for an
hion. member to say that if hie received
a summons he would tear it up and
throw it in the face of the Attorney
General?

Mir. Holman: So I would.
Mir. BROWN: Is it not committing a

breach of the peace 2 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 certain member
of this House a "tapeworm?" Is that
gentlemanly ? Some members laugh at
that, but let them go to their constitutents-
and their organisations and tell them
the lovely language of "tapewormis"
and " white-ivered 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 a head ?
I am certain also that if it had not been
for the Fremantle model parliament
citing Air. 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. UNDERWOOD: After the heat
that has been displayed in this dis-
cussion it would perhaps be well for some6
member to calmly and judiciously sum
up the case. I do not agree with asking
the member for Murchison to withdraw
his motion; he can please himself in
regard to that:. but I think,. when we
consider it calmly, we must come to the
conclusion that it was mistake in ever in-
troducing it. I hold that we are giving
too much limelight to Mr. Moxon, and
we know there is not such a 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 Mir. Moxon was a " canting,
snuffling hypocrite." I did not take tfhe
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. Mason should
be allowed to utter his thoughts no
matter how idiotic they may be. I 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 advantage to public interests if
the hon. member would put that in
book form and we could read it at home.
It certaily is to an extent a little bit
of waste of the public time for him to be
continually telling us about the member
for Murray. 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

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 hie likes that sort of thing
I can assure him for myself and, I think,
for almost every member of this side
that we will mneet him half way, and
any time lie feels inclined for a little
bit of a dust-up we will be inclined to
go over as far as the Table. I have little
further to say except that I trust the
House will now drop this question of
Mfoxon as he has already had con-
siderably more limelight than lie 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 disgraceful 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
commotion 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-
cution ; it is persecution. But we
have seen it on previous occasions-
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
a crime, even to killing a man, they
allow him to go scot free. We had this
in two instances. recently. We had one
man absolutely '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: T am only quoting
this to show that on every occasion work-
ers and members of the House are per-
scuted 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 example, we heard a report
read in the House the other night which
was deliberately and wilfully untrue,
as can be proved.

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

Mr. HOLMAN: I was referring to a
report, not a 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. Any Attorney General who coun-
tenances anything like that, in a case
which on ordinary occasions is always
conducted by the sergeant of police, is
misusing his position. I am always
prepared to take the responsibility of
anything I do. No one can take harder
knocks than T for I fear no criticism and
it is immaterial to me. If I 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. I have always done my best to
protect those interests. I have brought
this matter forward to show up those
gentlemen who pride themselves on
being the elite of the land, who egg the
Government on at every possible chance
so 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
bad an example of his conduct in Albany

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 gentleman
and have worked as hard and harder.
Why does not the member for Murray
give us 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 Governmnent, 'and how, after that
fight, when the House got into recess,
he was made Commissioner of Railways.

Mr. George: On a point of order. 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. HOLMALN; r say the hon. member
was conducting the foundry which, at
that time, was known, as the "Black
Goose " foundry.

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

Mr. HOLMAN: Then I mentioned
scrapiron, which question was dealt
with considerably at the time a certain
Commission sat.III

IMr. George: What is 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
pulled up by the Chair. I will do as I
please.

Mtr. George : So far as I am concerned
the hon. member 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 away, say what he has to
say about the " Black Goose " or Black
Swan foundry and scrapiron.
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Air. HOLMAN: I will s ay what I like
and will quote from Mansard if I like.

Mr. Ueorge: I will not allow this to
pass in this way. The member made a
further statement to the effect that I
had to fight the Kingsmifl and Leake
party across the House and, in conse-
quence, was made Commissioner of
Railways.

Mr. HOLMANK: I said I had heard the
hon. member fighting against the IKings-
mill-Leake Government and that after
the fight, when the House got into recess,
he was made Commissioner of Railways.
I stated facts. , ,III II

Mr. George: What does the hon. rnem-
her 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 himuself.

Mr, HOLMAN: If I thought that I
would say it in a moment.

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

Mr. HOLMAN ± May I be allowed to
proceed, or am I to be subjected to this
continual interruption. So far 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 to 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 be 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 statements ?

Mr. HOLMAN: To get the Crown
Solicitor to go to the police court and
prosecute in a ease like that of to-day is
showing what steps the Government
will take to bring about the downfall,
if they can, even of members of this

House, without any reason. Then we
had the member for Perth speaking.
We know- well thie tactics he has adopted
ever since he has been in the House and
even before that. On every occasion
when an opportunity occurs to put a
nai into the coffin of any workier in
Western Australia, he takes the earliest
chance to do 80. He referred to men
who occupy the positions of secretaries
of unions asif they are parasites. The
secretary of a roads board is a greater
parasite than any secretary of a uon.
The men we pay to be secretaries of the
unions have 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, all
their endeavours are devoted to crush 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 occasion the Chamber of Mines
and the Chamber of Commerce obtain
greater power over the Government of
Western Australia 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
any 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 summoned for doing ab-
solutely nothing. That will be proved
before the cases are finished. The state-
ments made to the House were ab-
solutely misleading, and members will
bear me out that the sergeant of police
who made the report was parading up
and down the street on his hiors for
a foonsiderable time. The statement
he made that hie did not knock anyone
down wag an absolute lie ; I know that
lie 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.

Mfr. George : So would anyone else.
Mr. HIOLMAN: I defy anyone to

state that I spoke one word which was
disrespectful, or even hooted at any
time on that Thursday.

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

Mr. HOLMAN: 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 Houme. 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: Wes have never had a

sorrier spectacle than the member for
York, and I 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

who should be in the position that be
occupies. If he takes such action am 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 f eel-
ings of the leader of the Opposition
when I 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 aking
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,
although, I am sorry to say, it must
be admitted by hon. members that at
all times interjections are too numerous
in this House. I am sure members will
agee 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 I am called upon to fill.
I desire to add further that I want above
everything, to be fair to all members.

.Mr. SCADDAX: T may say at once, Mr.
Speaker, that I apprcziate your state-
ment. Undoubtedly I did feel hutrt at your
remarks, and had I occupied 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 a 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 understood 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.

Hous adoure4 t 1-55P.M.

leizlative tlszemlp,
Tuesday, 30th August, 1910.
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Obiftary: Ron. G. ThrosseD.................soy

'The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m-, and read prayers.

OBITUARY-HON. G. TIIROSSELL
,,The PREMIER (Sir Newton J.
MNoore): 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 er-Minister. To-
day it is my sad duty to ask hon. mem-
bers to similarly extend to the relatives
,of one who, for Diy years, was a pro-
minent member of this branch of the
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 Thirossell,
C.M.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 ego, 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 public matters in connec-tion
with the advancement of that district.
At that time educational facilities were
practically non-existent, and the first pub-
lic work Mr. Tirossell undertook was the
establisbment of a public library. Soon
afterwards hie became the prime mover
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in securing a State school for the dis-
trict, and later on he took an active part
in having Northam declared a munici-
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 constituency
until 1904, 'when he retired owing to ill-
health. He was Minister for Lands from
1897 to 1901. During that period be
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 Treasurer for a
short time. His health ha-ving 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 rememhered as having 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 lire long in the memory
of his fellow citizens. I beg to mnov-

That this House desires to place an
record its appreciation of the public
services rendered to the State by the
lion. George Throssell, and to express
its deepest sympathy with his family
in the irreparable loss which they have
sustained by his decease. That Mr.
Speaker be requested to forward the
foregoig resolution to the refatfies of
the deceased gentleman,

;%r. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe):- On behalf
of the members on this side of the House
I desire to second the motion. I desire,
also, that our regret, too, may be ex-
terded to the relatives of the Hon. George
Throssell in the great toss 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
thnt his one ob~ect in political life was
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