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again, but we should fortify it with suach
arguments as may be provided by means of
inquiry by a Select Committee and send on
that information with the Bill.

The Chief Seerctary: This is an entirely
different Bill.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: It is quite
different, but the prineciple is the same. It
is desirable that we have evidence to satisfy
ourselves that the particular amendment pro-
posed in the Bill is the one best calculated
to enable the anthorities to cnforce the law.
I do net think that even Mr. Williams ean
dispute me when I say it is the duty of Par-
liament to make it possible for the anthori-
ties to ensure that the law is carried out and
that offenders against the law are punished.
There might even be argument in favour of
amending the law in order to make S.P.
bookmaking legal. We have heard no argu-
ment of that kind. However, we have to
face the position that some of the laws on
our statute-book are being flouted. It is all
very well for svme people to argue that the
poor man should be allowed facilities to have
his bet, but I venture to say that the poor
man needs protection against those who so
successfully prey upon the simple-minded.

It is all very well to say that men want
their bets and their drinks and things of
that sort. I would be the last to suggest that
they should be denied such pleasures, but
I feel sure that very often on Sunday and
Monday they are regretful at the way their
money has gone and their holiday has been
spent, I do not believe that we can en-
tirely suppress gambling. 1 do not know
that it would be desirable to do s0. No vice
ean be entirely suppressed, but I think it is
the will of our law to make it as difficult
as possible for individuals to prey on the vices
of the community. Those arguments should
be sufficient to justify investigation of the
matter so that this Bill may be amended, if
amendment is necessary, in order to carry
out its purpose and so that it may go to
another place backed by the evidence re-
ceived and the report made by the Select
Commitiee.

On motion by the Chief Secretary, debate
adjourned.

Hounse adjourned at 4.13 p.m.
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The SPEAKER tock the Chair at 215
p.m., and read prayers.

MOTION—URGENCY.
Grasshopper Menace.
My, SPEAKER.: I have received the fol-
lowing letter from the member for Avon:—
In view of the parlous condition to which
farmers are being reduced in the eastern wheat-
belt, owing to the ravages of grasshoppers, I
mtend with your permission, to move the ad-
Jourument of the House at today’s sitting., The
matter is one of extreme urgency, as hundreds
of farm crops are now being destroyed and
many hundreds more mennced. TUnless reme-
dial measures are undertaken by the Govern-
ment immediately, farmers’ crops and sheep
feed will be irretrievably lost. (Signed) I. G.
Boyle.
It will be necessary for seven members to
rise in their places to suppoxt the hon. mem-
ber's proposal.

Seven members having risen in their
places,

MR. BOYLE (Avon) [218]: I move—

That the House do now adjourn,
In submitting that motion to the House, I
am concerned with two faets. The first is
the destruction hy grasshoppers that is now
going on in defined areas of the eastern
wheatbelt, and the seecond is the ever-
increasing western encroachment by the pest,
which will before long reach the central ag-
ricultural distriets. In view of what is hap-
pening, the rabbits, by comparison with the
grasshoppers, will constitute comparative
nonentities. In tke Encyclopaedia Brit-
annica, eleventh edition, Volume 12, page
377, there is information that provides me
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with a text on which to base my references
to the extent of the destructive capacity of
the grasshopper pest. The Eneyclopaedia
says—

The grasshoppera are all vegetable feeders.

Their destructive powers are continucus from
the moment of emergence until death,
To witness what the pest is doing, as some
of us did within the last week, is the only
way really to appreciate its destructive pro-
pensities. In faet, it is bard to believe what
is being done unless the actual destruetion
accomplished by the grasshoppers is seen
in the eastern confines of the onter wheat-
belt. On the recent trip members of the
Country Party made to the affected areas,
before any farmer would state his case or
mention his other worries his first question
was: “What is the good if grasshoppers are
going to get the lot!” The pest has en-
gendered amongst farmers a feeling of ntter
hopelessness rezarding their future in view
of what the grasshopper in perhaps the three
months of its brief existence can accomplish,
The standing erops in the distriets to which
I allude would be really excellent vielders
but for the fact that they are systematically
suecumbing to the ravages of the grasshop-
pers, From Bencubbin to Mukinbudin on
the north-eastern fringe of the wheathelt, a
distance of 25 miles, the disastrous effects
on the crops were markedly appareni. I
witnessed the arvival of a goods train at
Mukinbudin and ascertained that it had
taken nine hours to do the trip from Bencub-
bin, on account of the grasshoppers on the
rails delaying progress.

Those of us who know the eastern wheat
districts realise that the grasshopper is really
indigenous to that part of the State, where
its presence has been apparent to my
knowledge for many years. My first eon-
tact with the distriet was about 23 years
ago. Members must realise that the grass-
hoppers I refer to are not the oxdinary
species that we see in the metropolitan avea.
The type seems to be peculiar to the wheat
districts. They have not the long legs that
we see on grasshoppers here and for their
saltatory efforis—I find that the Encyelo-
paedia Britannica's reference in that respect
alludes to the pest’s jumping powers—they
depend more on their wings in flight than
the use of their legs in jumping. The pest
has 2 radius of 15 miles from its breeding
spot and within that area is able to carry
out its destructive work. The disastrous
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effects of the pest, as I mentioned to the
House before, must really be seen to be be-
lieved.

We have efficient officers in the Agrieul-
tural Department who have devoted their
efforts from time to time to grappling with
the grasshopper pest, but an unsystematic
and unsustained campaign is really useless.
It is successful up to a point in any given
vear but, if the pest does not appear to be
engaged in particularly destractive work,
the departinental officials seem to slacken
their effortz regarding the grasshoppers.
Perhaps their work is really governed by
the amount of money available and I urge
the Government to set the measure of ulti-
mate destruction against the present cost of
dealing with the pest——which ean be dealt
with. In my opinion that can only be
achteved by a complete breaking up of areas
in the affected distriets. The position has
heen aggravated by the abandonment of
farms, The grasshopper is a diseriminating
pest; he goes for the best of everything.
He is a vegetable feeder, and therefore
only the most luscions erops and other forms
of green feed are those he seeks out.
In one place we saw where the grasshopper
had even invaded a gavden in n township;
but, unfortunately for himself, he struek the
larkspar, and with fatal vesnlts, We saw
grasshoppers in heaps around the larkspurs
upon which they had alighted, and which in
turn killed them. Unfortunately the grass-
hopper is a pest that needs eontinuous watch-
ing. The period of life would not be more
than three or four mouths, from ahout July
to November; bat it is the ezgs in the ground
that are the trouble. I have studied them on
the spot. It appears that the grasshoppers
select hard ground, forest country for pre-
ferenee, and that they sink into that ground
to a depth of two or three inches, and that
from eight to 14 eggs ave laid in each nest.
A wonderful provision of natare, however,
is that the grasshoppers seat those nests
against any possibility of water entering
them. Thus they reinain for eight or nine
months, until the time comes for the grass-
hoppers to emerge from the egas; and then
they emerge by millions, and, as the Eneyelo-
paedia Britanniea savs, “from the period of
their emergence to the period of their death
they wreak destruetion.”

The Government can even now make efforts
to deal with the pest. T have searched
through the veports of the Agrienltural
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Bank and of institutions vitally concerned
in this matter, for I daresay 90 per cent. of
the securities affected are held by the bank
in trust for the State. There are, I will not
say hundreds of thousands of pounds, but a
total running into the millions, of State
money involved. But not only is it a ques-
tion merely of the millions involved in the
particular areas that T have in mind; I am as
confident as I stand here that, if the pest is
not dealt with, the grasshoppers will come
into the central areas of the State, and we
may see the whole of the Government moneys
invested in those areas seriously menaced.
Angther feature is that the grasshoppers
destroy not only the standing erops but also
the feed. The distriets concerned are, in my
apinion rightly, being turned by the Govern-
ment largely into stock-earrying properties.
Unless there is feed for the stock in those
marginal areas, there will be no stock on
them, Farmers today are seriously conecrned
about the matter. I remember the time when
the rabbits came into fhe eastern districts
and when the No. 1 and 2 rabhit-proof fences
were erected. We were then told, “Oh, the
rabbits will never get to the West or the
South-West.” There are more rabbits today
west of the rabbit-proof fences than there
are to the east of the fences. Morcover, the
rabht is a living entity. It is possible to
deal with him at all times. But when the
grasshopper pest disappears into, let me say,
the earth, it is highly difficult to deal with.
The grasshopper has to he dealt with be-
fore it cmerges into its destruetive stage.
Examining the Agricultural Bank report for
1942, T was greatly disappointed to see that
the Commissioners dealt with the grasshop-
per pest in about six lines. Paragraph 41
of that report reads—

Rabbits and foxes are reported to be plenti-
ful in the Bunbury Agricultural Bank district,
and are reported to be increasing in the Man-
jimup distriet, the position in the matter of
pests being normal in other areas. Red-legged
mite i3 reported to be bad in certain areas of
the Manjimup Agrievltural Bank district.

If the Agricultural Bank considered the posi-
tion regarding the grasshopper pest to be
normal in other districts, the institution must
have eome to regard the pest as part of the
normal condition of affairs. T can hardly
imagine the Agriemltural Bank officials do-
ing so. I have noticed, likewise with regret,
that the reports of Agricultural Bank
branch managers have been eliminated from
the 142 yeport. Going back to the 1941
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report, I find it stated on page 1 that the
branch managers reported from their dis-
tricts on the subject. On page 9 of the
1941 report I find the Bruce Rock man-
ager stating—

Rabbits are slightly on the increase, Foxes

are numercus and deing a good deal of damage
in certain parta of the district. Locusts are
now well under comtrol in this distriet, Fmus
are still a serions meunace in the eastern por-
tion of the distriet.
I presume the Bruce Rock manager when
speaking of locusts means grasshoppers. As
a matter of fact 1 believe the grasshopper is
not a locust. The Minister for Agriculture,
who delivered an excellent speeck on the
grasshopper pest in this Chamber some years
ago, may he able to make the matter clear.
I acknowledge that the Agricultural Bank
reports are only up to the 30th June, when
the grasshoppers would not he in the stage
of emergence. However, there are other
vears to go by. My own observation has
shown me that grasshoppers have become
not a smaller but a worse menace. On pago
12 of the 1941 report the manager for the
Kunonunoppin district, which is now merged
in the Merredin district, = shown as stat-
ing —

Conditions were most suitable to the propa-

gution of the prasshopper, Breeding grounds
were charted in large areas of vacant coun-
try, and action is being taken by the Depart-
ment of Agrieulture through the Agrienltural
Bank to ensure that the areas worst affected
and adjacent to occupied farms arc hroken up
by ploughing,
All T can say is that the action taken bas
been utterly ineffectnal. Tt has, in faet,
proved a complete failure a~ regards keep-
ing out the grasshoppers, though it is ad-
mitted that in the Mukinbudin distriet con-
ditions were most suitable to the propaga-
tion of the pest. That being the case, 1 re-
gret that se little effort was made to eradi-
cate it. As regards the Merredin distriet,
the branch manager reports—

Chief of these (pests) are blowilies, foxes,
emus, and praashoppers. Blowflies are inereas-
ing. Foxecs have been bad this year. Emua
are prevalent in different places. Grasshoppers
last year were plentiful, the season favouring
the hatching, This pest seems to have reached
its peak, and although bad in the outer dis-
tricts, a serious sprend elsewhere has not been
noticed. Rabbits are not sertous at the present
time.

Those reports from branch managers were
in before the 30tk June; and, as I men-
tioned before, it is about July the grass-
hoppers make their presence felt. But it



686

appears that all these things are dismissed
by Agrienltural Bank officials as mevely in-
cidental, as a seasonal effect which can be
controlled. The effect I foresee is that be-
fore long the Government will be seriously
concerned as to invoads heing made into
valuable portions of the wheathelt. Most
of the wheathelt is today earrying millions
of sheep, and the number will be greater
as the years go on; and the sheep will not
be able to exist if the grasshopper pest
takes their means of subsistence. Another
fact that harvdly reflects credit on those con-
corned is that when the Governmeni de-
cided to break up those arcas by ploughing,
it leased the ploughed-up ground and
charged, if my memory serves me, 1V
bushels per uacre. The Government endea-
voured to turn the destruction of a pest
into a commercial concern. However, we
eannot have it both ways. If the breeding
of the pest is to be made impossible by
breaking up the country, what the Govern-
ment gets off that country should not be the
tirst consideration. I know one man who
took over 6,000 acres of this ploughed-up
land sown with wheat, and made a disas-

trous loss. One cannot get farmers
to take on destruction of the grass
hopper pest as a business speentation.

It must be tackled by the Government as a
profective measure. We must have a
ploughed-up belt drawn right through those
areas, and that ean only be done by Gov-
ernmental power and finance.

This State is facing a very serious posi-
tion. In any movement made to enhance
the values of products in this State we have
to consider the position of the pig. We
found that 75 to 80 per cent. of the farmers
in the Mukinbudin area were carrying pigs
on their properties, and from Mukinbudin
station last year £10,000 worth of pigs was
railed. The grasshoppers should not be per-
mitted to take away the means of feeding
those animals. I would sooner have a pig
than a grasshopper. He would be much
more sueculent! The difficulty is to keep the
Government up to one continuous, unending
and unrelenting effort against this pest.
Spasmodic efforts are worse than useless.
Perhaps there is a year when the incidence
of the pest is less than in other years, but
the only way the fight will be won is for us
to be consistently and relentlessly in pursuait
of the grasshopper. The menace is so evi-
dent to people in the distriets affected that
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they are mystified that continued cfforts are
not being made. I would like the Minister
in his reply to state the Government’s in-
tentions in this vegard. I can assure him
that he will receive the co-operation of mem-
bers for the distriets concerned.

MR. WATTS (Katanning): I remember
that six years ago this matter was dealt with
in a manner similar to that in which it is
being approached today. At that time a
number of interesting assurances and a large
amount of interesting information were given
by the Minister for Agriculture. One
point the Minister made was that he looked
forward to two or three inches of rain fall-
ing to help in the disposal of the grass-
hopper pest which was then assoming con-
siderable proportions. He had assured the
House in the course of his remarks that the
grasshopper pest was essentially a produect
of dry arveas. It was therefore with rather
considerable surprise, in view of the season
through which we have just passed, that 1
heard comparatively recently that the grass.
hoppers were in evidence in large numbers
and, more recently, that their depredations
were likely to be a serious menace to the
districts coneerned, not only from the point
of view of wheatgrowing—which might pos-
sibly be locked upon with more equanimity
in those marginal areas—but also from the
point of view of pastures, which is likely to
spoil or render abortive all the efforts which
have been and are to be made hy the Gov-
ernment—]I hope on a successful basis—to
restore this country or a large part of it
from the point of view of stock-carrying as
against ¢crop growing. Also in the course of
his remarks at that time—the 15th Septem-
ber, 1936—the Minister for Agriculture
said—

There is no other pest which has had such
a devagtating effeet upen human beings and
there are eases on record where people have
starved owing to the depredations of this pest.
I quote that as evidence to members of this
House that the fears expressed by the mem-
ber for Avon are not held by him alone,
They are obviously fears that must be
shared by everyone who knows anything
ghout the depredations of this pest, and
they were put to this House six vears ago
by the Minister for Agrienlture whe has
control of the department which is con-
cerned, or should he concerned, so far as is
practicable, in its destruetion. I want mem-
bers to realise that the member for Avon
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has not brought this matter forward simply
because there is some element that might do
& little damage o the community, part of
which he represents but because it is a fact,
as the Minister at that time said, that the
pest is likely to create devastation which is
almost unbelievable. At the end of his ob-
servations at that time the hon. gentleman
said—

I have shown how we anticipated this inva-

ston and endeavoured to cope with it in every
particular. I ask members opposite to do as
they submit they wish to do, namely, to be
helpful. Let them not, by destructive eriticism
and by laying emphasis on the darker side,
cause to be obliterated what might prove to
be helpful and tangible facts, I hope that
the two or three inches of rain, which would
be necessary even now to assist in combating
the pest, might speedily fall.
The hon. gentleman on  that oceasion said
that his department had anticipated the
invasion and had taken steps to deal with
it. Maybe it has been cqually anticipated
on this occasion, but there is as yet no evi-
dence that any anticipation has taken place
or that a distriet-wide effert has heen made
to cope with the grasshopper pest this sea-
son.

The Minister for Agriculture: That is as
far as you know.

Mr, WATTS: I said there was no evi-
dence as yet; and that must mean as far
as this House is concerned. As no pub-
licity has been given to the effort which
presumably, from his interjection, the Min-
ister for Agrieulture would wish us to know
has been made, I think we are entitled to
come hefore this House with this motion so
that we may get from the Government the
clearest exposition of what it has done, what
it is doing and what it intends to do. T rose
to support my colleague not because I an-
ticipated that there will be any grasshoppers
in the Katanning district this year, but be-
cause | want everyone here to understand
that the member for Avon was fully justi-
fied, as far as I ean see, in ventilating this
matter in this way. It is a matter of urgency.
The Minister has admitted that and will, T
have no doubt, adwmit it again. It should be
given the fullest publicity and the remedies
being put into operation shounld be made
known throughont the State.

Reforring to the Katanning distriet, I re-
member that I took the opportunity to sub-
mit certain examples of grasshoppers which
mizht or might not have had some relation-

687

ship to the dangerous fellows we find in the
eastern districts at the present time. I was
assured they were not of the same type and
that we need have no coneern about them,
bat a5 they are common in dry areas we may
yet have to meet with them in parts of the
eastern districts of the Great Southern. [
assurc the House I do not want that to
happen. Consequently I have a personal in-
terest in knowing what steps are being taken
to eradicate or at least to minimise this pest.

MR, SEWARD (Pingelly): The revela-
tions made by the member for Avon this
afternoon as the resuit of a towr made by
the members of the Country Party a few
weeks ago have been of a most serious
nature. I had been lulled into feeling that
the grasshopper was becoming extinet in
those distriets but to my amazement I find
that far from their becoming extinet the
position is as bad as, if not worse than, it
was previously. What struck me most fore-
ibly was that a few days ago I read in “The
West Australian” a statement made by the
chairman of the Agrieultural Bank Cem-
missioners to the R.S.L. Congress that his
institution was the best managed in the
State and that when anvbody, ineluding the
Commonwealth authorities, reuired to know
anything about Western Australian agricnl-
tural matters the Agrieultural Bank was
consulted. As the member for Avon has
pointed out, the Apgrieultural Bank is, to a
large extent, though not exclusively, en-
gaged in operations in the verv district
where this plague has beeome such a serious
menace. I showld have thought that in eon-
sideration of the eonditions which we have
been told today exist—and I have no veason
to helieve that they do not exist—the Auri-
cultural Bank would have broadeast this in-
formation amongst the settlers and taken
the most strennous steps to combat  the
plague. I de not say it has done nothing.
but I do not think it ean claim great evedit
in view of the faets brought forward this
afternoon by the member for Avon, T think
the Agricuttural Bank might have kept
quiet on the adulatory parts of the chair-
man’s remarks, and probably waruned {ihe
settlers agninst a possible inerease of this
pest,

This matter is far removed from my dis-
trict, as it is from that of the member for
Katanning, but I am seriously eoncerned
hecause, when moving about my eleetorate
in the last few weeks, I have heen p:leased to
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see a big increase in clovers this year. It
is remarkable to see, in districts where not
much elover has been grown in the last few
years, the amount grown this year; and,
with the late rains, it will grow more ex-
tensively. So I view with great apprehen-
sion the arrival of a plague of grasshoppers
amongst these pastures.

The Premier: Is that east or west of the
Great Sonthern?

Mr. SEWARD: It can be seen when

travelling down the Great Southern line,
mostly on the western side, but in places
on the eastern side. That has been brought
about by the vrestriction on wheatgrow-
ing. To all who have studied the wheat-
growing (uestion, it is obvious that we
must get something beside wheatgrowing,
and the result is that farmers are attempt-
ing to promote the growth of these pas-
tures in districts with a heavier rainfall.
I do not overlook the faet that this year
ihe late rains ave favourable to promoting
the growth of pastures, and we will get
better results than in a dry year. But pro-
gress is being nade in that direction and it
would be a calamity if, when the grasshop-
pers have finished the greem feed in the
areas where they are operating at the pre-
sent time, they should then attack the clover
fields, still in a greem stage and forming
a luscious feed for them.
-Unfortunately, this trouble catches ps at
a time of war when manpower is difficult
to get to tackle the problem, but T do hope
the Minister will take cognisance of the
situation, and also make some endeavour to
see that manpower, whether it be the farmers
themselves or others whe come along to help,
is made available. In view of the facts
elicited todav, I am euntitled to say that we
can regard poisoning as not very satisfae-
tory. T understand it has been tried exten-
sively, but it has been proved ineffective.
We have to find other means to deal with
the pest. I support the member for Avon,
and congratulate bim and the others who
went out with him and discovered this mat-
ter, and brought it to the light of public
knowledge.

THE MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
T can quite understand the concern of mem-
bers opposite over the severity of the
grasshopper pest, and the widespread nature
of its incidence. But the last remark of the
member for Pingelly would seem to suggest
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that the members who accompanied the
memher for Avon in a recent tour discovered
something that was not known. In that eon-
nection I intend to reply fully to the state-
ments made by the member for Avon, some
of which are not uite in sccordance with
fact. Members opposite who have spoken
have referred to a speech delivered in this
Chamber on this subjeet in 1936. When,
a little while ago, I learned of the intention
to move this motion, I referred to that
speeel, which was made on the 15th Sep-
tember, 1936, when a somewhat similar mo-
tion was moved by the member for Mt. Mar-
shall. At that time & complete review, not
mervely of the incidence of the pest within
the State but the cxtreme importanee of it
economically in many countries of the world,
was made in this House. It was shown how
serious had been its vavages in South Africa,
and the measures taken to cope with it, and
also the extreme measures taken in such
countries as Russia, because of the dire
necessity to eope with a very serious sitna-
tion. When the position was being fully re-
viewed at that time the House was told that
in South Afriea, where tremendous sums had
heen spent in eoping with the pest, these
sums had been collected by way of a
special tax on all rural lands; and to a large
extent the same circumsiances and condi-
tions applied in Russia.

There is no foundation at all for the eon-
tention of members who have spoken that
the efforts of the Government have been
spasmodi¢c and not continuous. I want at
onee to disabuse their minds, the minds of
other members and the minds of the general
public who may read that statement. That
assertion has no foundation in fact. Since
the meotion was last moved in this Chamber
on the subject of grasshoppers nearly £37,000
have heen spent by the Government in bait-
ing and other methods to cope with the pest.
As distinet from the point endeavoured to
be made by the member for Avon, that we
are facing a considerable encroachment of
this pest towards the coast, I am advised by
the entomologists that there has been no en-
eroachment westward since 1937, which is
the year in which was recorded the furthest
westward incidence of the grasshopper, in
plague form, in this State.

Mr. Seward: Where was that point?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
It was in the vicinity of Moora; to the
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North, and a little westward of Kellerberrin.
Each year, wherever it has been reported
in plague form, either by the Agrieultural
Department or Agricultural Bank officials,
it has been mapped and investigated at least
twice a year, even after the eggs have been
laid, to ascertain where the depositories have
been, so that every effort could be made, not
merely to hait the grasshoppers when they
emerged from the eggs, but to break up those
lands where the menace was potential. The
remedies that have been used in this State
are not isolated. They are the best known
to entomologists, in a world-wide sense.
Cases have been referved te in South Afriea
where green sereens have been put up and
beating parties have chased grasshoppers
into ditches. Yorld-wide authorities, in-
cluding the C.S.IR. English expert who
came here and investigated the problem in
this State some years ago, agree that the
practices adopted in the field of poison-hait-
ing are the best known to science. There
has not been a case where an applieation for
bait, free to the farmer, or to the road board,
and supplemented by free supplies of petrol
to farmers who could not afford transport,
allowance for mixing the bait and even cost
of labour entailed in spreading the bait, has
not been granted. I challenge members op-
posite to produce one case where a road
board or.a farmer has suggested that it or
he is likely to be invaded by grasshoppers
in a distriet in which an outhreak is antici-
pated, where every possible step has not
been taken to meet the situation within the
circumstances of manpower available,

Mzr. Boyle: It has proved very ineffective.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Thousands of acres of crop in the last ten
vears have been saved to farmers hecause of
the effective measures taken. It will be re-
membered by those who follow closely aetivi-
ties of this nature that in 1938 the grass-
hoppers were declared vermin to give the
Governmenf an opportunity to insist upon
the actual requirements being carried out in
coping with the pest, and so that it eould take
action against road boards and farmers whe
would not do their doty in that regard.

In a general sense most road hoards have
been very helpful.  There have hcen in-
stances where they have found it a little
irksome to do their utmost, but in the main
there bas been co-operation wherever it has
been shown that there is the least likelihood
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of an outbreak. Every possible help has
been vendered them in the supply of baiting
materials free of charge, This is the only
State in Australia which has nndertaken the
job in that way. South Anstralia has an
exactly similar kind of grasshopper and, in
addition, another type known, I think, as
the black-winged hopper which can fiy 100
miles at least. But what is done in that
State? The road boards have the responsi-
bility of dealing with the situation except
for some small subsidies that have at times
been given by the Government. In 1937,
which was the worst year in this State, the
districts affected were Narembeen, Moora,
Mingenew, Carnamah and others, and since
hetter seaseons have obtained they have not
suffered a serious outbreak. In the Mingenew
distriet alone in 1937 thounsands of sacres
were threatened by this pest. This year that
distriet, so far as we know—and it has been
visited recently by the entomologist—has ne
serious outbreak of the hopper. 1In the
York district large areas were seriously
affected in 1937 and 1938, but by the
measures which the member for Avon is
pleased to call “ineffective,” absolute control
has been effected. There is no report this
vear from properties, which were seriously
affected at that time, of any encroachment
of the grasshopper; nor is there any appear-
ance of it in plague form.

1t is important, too, to know that the only
prospect of handling this pest by means of
poison bait, is before it reaches the winged
stage. Onee the grasshoppers are on the
wing it is a praetical impossibility to cope
with them by poisoning, or any other means.
Hundreds of miles ean be affected by grass-
hoppers which would emerge, perhaps, from
an area in its fotality, although not con-
tignous, of not more than 1,000 acres. Road
gides, railway embankments and even open
forest country, if of a suitable type, are
splendid breeding grounds for this pest, in
addition to the areas that have been farmed,
some of which are occupied, on which the
grasshopper breeds. Onece the pest reaches
the winged stage, there is no prospect of
coping with it. Regarding the mis-siatement
by the member for Avon to the effect that
we have let up on the matter and only treated
it spasmodically, I point out that during the
last two years when there was a likelihood
of a shortage of bran and other baiting
materials, we were in months before there
was any prospect of a request for these
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materials and bad secored them. The Rail-
way Depariment was the first entity this
year to request material for poison baiting.

My, Boyle: Was any ploughing done last
year?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Some was done. In connection with plough-
ing, it is interesting to note that 103,000
acres were ploughed in the one season five
years ago. A sum of £13,000 was spent by
the Agricultural Bank and recouped by the
Department of Agriculture on ploughing
contraets in that one year, and this year
every possible inducement has been given by
inspectors of the Agricultural Bank to get
farmers, if they would not take on a
bushelage basis, to plough their land and re-
ceive 4s. per acre for doing it. I have a
report in that connection which was recently
submitted to me. The localities to be
ploughed are not confined to marginal areas,
but embrace any distriet where the grass-
hopper has heen known to exist in plague
form. Branch managers of the bank were
vequested to get ploughing undertaken
wherever possible if there was likely to be a
threat to erops this year. Al railway
emhankments, any hard ground at a]l that
will not falt in—these are the discriminating
factors. Sandy soil offers no threat at all
as regards a plague of grasshoppers. When
the female is ready to deposit her eggs, she
must have hard soil into which to deposit
the ecgs, a place where the soil will not
fall in. Road sides, railway embankments
and hard claypans in open forest country
are ideal spots, as well as abandoned areas.

The hon. member suggested that the Gov-
ernment should have maintained a continuing
effort and that it was necessary for him to
keep unrelentingly at the Government in
order to get it to attend {o this problem. It
is easy to spin words in that way and make
extravagant statements, but the facts are
that during the past seven years a sum of
£36,000 has been spent by the Government
in providing bait free to farmers likely to
be affected. The pest in this State is mostly
confined to our ten-inch rainfall areas, and
when some of gur inner districts experience
two or three had seasons in succession, there
is an opportunity for the pest to spread, al-
though seasonal conditions do not whelly
contro! the situation. There is very litfle
douhbt that there will be no intrmsion or in-
vasion of the clover paddocks in the Pingelly
disirict hecause, so far as we know, there
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i1s no grasshopper in plague form within 15
miles of that district and, as the member
for Avon pointed out, that is the maximum
distance this type of grasshopper travels,
It fiies spasmodically; it follows no set
direction. Its flight is governed by natural
conditions, by obstructions and by wind. It
can go anywhere, and its maximum distance
from the point of hatching is usually about
15 miles.

Mr. Boyle: And it will go back to that
spot, too.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes. When the life evcle of the inseet is
about to end, it will move to suitable spots
to deposit its eggs, The Government eould
wish it were possible to get a continuing in-
terest in this matter amongst other sections
of the community. I can guite understand
that farmers who have experienced a bad
time seasonally and in regard to prices are
inclined to think that this might be a vear
when added effort is not necescary, but that
has not been the attitude of the department
or the Government. We are eontinuing the
policy we hegan in an endeavour to cope
with the pest, and the hon. member may rest
assured that so far as ingpiration and en-
deavour are concerned, the farmers will re-
ceive all possible assistance. At least twice
a year the Government Entomologist visits
the road board secretaries in districts where
the pest is known to exist. He watches the
progress to ascertain whether there is any
fungus, any parasite, any natural enemy,
and makes recommendations aceordingly.

Mr. Watts: Is he doing that now?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, continuously. I have a report dated the
Tth September stating that the entomologist
had visited, in company with a prominent
meniber of the C.S.1.R., several districts
where the pest was about to emerge. Close
eontact is maintained continnously with the
authovities of the Waite Institute and with
world-wide authorities in an endeavour to
ensure that every measure of practical value
is employed fo control the pest.

Mr. Watts: Does he consider there will
be a plague this vear?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE:
Yes, and has made recommendations ac-
cordingly. 1t will be found on investiza-
tion that the districts affected this vear are
fortunately much fewer than those affected
at the time of the maximum plagune. In
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1937 a very large arvea, extending as neax
to the coast as 100 miles, was seriously af-
fected by the ravages of this insect. Con-
trol measures were advocated and put into
effect with very successful results but, in
districts where there are millions of acres of
poteniial breeding grounds, the magnitude
of the task can be appreciated. In the mar-
ginal areas it would entail the breaking-up
of at least a miilion acres a year before we
could say that the egg pods of the grass-
hopper in that area had been destroyed. In
addition, there are many thousands of aeres
along road sides that cannot be dealt with in
the same manner.

The Government is anxious to do its best”

in this eonneection, and if the hon. member
cares to read a file of the reports submitted
by the Government Entomologist over the
years, he will find that there has been a con-
tinning effort. These reports were distri-
buted amongst a number of files, but for con-
venience copies have been placed on one file
so that they may be readily seen. If the hon.
member perused those reports, I think he
would be fair enough to admit that there
has been not a spasmodie effort, but a con-
tinning effort, and all we hope is thai the
detrimental effect of the pest could be so
impressed upon the farmers that they would
maintain interest &)l the time. It is very
diffienlt for them, in view of the present
manpower situation, to meet the needs re-
garding labour, but it is too late now to take
action. There are no known means of cop-
ing with the pest now that it is on the wing.
It must take its eourse. Nothing practical
can be suggested. Until the insects alight en
masse to deposit their eggs in suitable hatch-
ing grounds, we cannot deal with them. So
the remedy lies in all farmers and all road
boards giving the Government the utmost
co-operation in the endeavéur to extermin-
ate this pest.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 14
Noeg .. 22
Majority against 8
¥ AYES.
Mr. Bovle Mr. Bampson
Mra. Cardell-Oliver Mr. Saward
Mr. Hill Mr. Shearn
Mr, Hughes Mr. Thorn
Mr, Mann Mr. Watta
Mr. North Mr. Willmott
Mr., Patrick Mr. Doney
{Peller.)
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Nogs.

My. Berry Mr. Marshall
Mr. Coverley Mr, McDonald
Mr. Crosy Mr. Millinglon
Mr. Fox Mr. Needham
Mr. Hawhke Mr, Nulsen
Mr. J. Heguney Mr. Tonkin
Mr, W, Hegney Mr. Triat
Mr. Johnsen Mr. Willeock
Mr. Keepan Mr. Wise
Mr. Kelly Mr, Withers
Mr. Leahy Mr. Wilson

{Teller.)

Question thus negatived,

QUESTIONS (6).
COMPANIES BILL

As tn Reinstalement.

Myr. SEWARD asked the Premier: When
commending the Companies Bill to the As-
sembly last year, the Minister for Justice
stated that it was the most modern and efli-
cient piece of company legislation in Aus-
tralin: In view of the small amount of
business on the notice paper: 1, Is it the
intention of the Government to abandon
the Companies Bill? 2, If not, when will it
he hrought forward? 3, Will adequate time
be given for consideration of the Bill by
both Houses this session?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2, It
will be put on the notiec paper at an early
date. 3, Yes, consistent with the impor-
tance of other business before Parliament.

NATIONAL SECURITY ACT.

Lighting of Motor Vehicles.

Mr. SEWARD asked the Premier: 1,
Has a reply been reccived from the Prime
Minister to the letter written to him some
three weeks ago asking for the relazing of
lighting regulations, particularly lighting
of motor vehicles? 2, If so, what is the
nature of that reply? 3, If no reply has
yet heen received, how long does he intend
to wait before taking action? 4, If a reply
has been. received, and it is unfavourable
to the State Government’s request, does not
the authority which gave the Premier the
power to issme the regulatious also em-
power him to amend or ecancel them? 5, If
so, will he ecancel the regulations and
thereby compel the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment or the military authorities to enter
into negotiations with the State Govern-
ment with a view to adopting regula-
tions that will prove more acceptable to all
concerned? 6, If not, why not?

The PREMIER replied: 1 to 6, the
Prime Minister has acknowledged our eom-
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munication and additional information has
been sought from us. This has been sup-
plied and advice from the Commonweslth
authorities, both by telegram and telephone,
was to the effect that furiher consideration
was to be given to the matter early this
week. As it is confidently expected that all
the information regarding the intentions of
the Commonwealth will be available within
s few days, the matter will be deferred
until then. Failing action on the part of
the Commonwealth Government, this Gov-
ernment proposes to deal with the matter
expeditionsly on the lines indicated in the
Deputy Premier's letter to the Prime Min-
ister, which was published in the Press at
the time.

FIRE BRIGADE EMPLOYEES.
Compensation for War Injuries.

Mr. CROSS asked the Minister for the
North-West: 1, Is he aware that firemen are
not covered by the ordinary worker’s com-
pensation provisions when injured on duty,
if such jnjury is due to enemy action? 2,
Can he say whether any definite arrange-
ments have heen made to compensate firemen
in the event of death or injury due to enemy
nction? 3, If so, what compensation will be
paid to firemen and/or their dependants in
the following eircumstances if killed or in-
jured— (a) Between the “warning” and the
“all elear” signal? (b) After the siren has
sounded the alarm, when off duty and on his
way to report for duty? (c) When injured
by either bomb, gas or gunfire? (d) If by
delayed-action bomb after the “all-clear”
has sounded? (e} By falling walls and
debris at a fire caused by the enemy, but
after the “all-elear” has sounded?

The MINISTER replied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes.
Commonwealth National Security Regula-
tions relating o Civil Defence workers were
recently amended to provide eompensation
for essential services personnel for war in-
Juries received whilst continuing to perform
their ordinary duties or standing in readi-
ness to perform those duties during a period
of estemy action, i.e., between the sounding
of the “action warning” and the “raiders
passed” on the sivens, or during a period
immediately following the period of enemy
action as approved by the Minister for Home
Security. The W.A. Fire Brigades have been
clas~ed as an essential service. 3, The rates
of compensation and the cireumstances affect-
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ing same appear in the Commonwealth Na-
tional Secority (Civil Defence Volunteer
Compensation} Regulation No. 288 of 1941,
and amending Regulations Nos. 53 of 1942,
and 325 of 1942,

GAS PRODUCERS.

{s) As to Importations.

Mr, SEWARD asked the Minister for In-
dustrial Development: 1, Is it a fact that a
second consignment of gas producers has ar-
rived, or is due to arrive, in this State from
the Eastern States? 2, If so, who is respon-
sible for their being zent here? 3, As there
are country manufacturvers of gas producers
who have been nnable to aceept orders, ow-
ing to their inability to obtain the material
necessary for the making of gas producers,
will he have the consignment sent baek to the
Enstern States? 4, In view of the fact that
he announced the appointment of a Priorities
Committee, approved by the Commonwealth
(iovernment, to control such matters, how is
it that this second consignment was permitted
to be sent here!

The MINISTER veplied: 1, The question

gives mo means of identifying the
consignment of gas producers to which
it refers. No gas producers can now

be shipped to Western Australia. Several
were recently brought from South Aus-
tralia by rail. Aetion has since heen
taken to prevent any repetition of that prae-
tire. 2, It is understood General Motors-
Holdeits of South Auwstralia, who manuofae-
ture the “Naseo" gas producer, consigned the
producers to agents in Western Australia.
3, This suggestion is impracticable as the
producers are the legal property of the loeal
agents. 4, As far ag iy known the consign-
ment in question was not brought to Western
Australia by sed.

(b)) As to Supply to Furmers.

Mr. BERRY asked the Minister for Agri-
culture: As it is an injunction of the Liquid
Fuel Control Board to fit gas producers to
agricultural vehicles and machinery, does
the Government intend to take steps neces-
sary to supply these gas producers at the
lowest rates possible and on easy extended
terms to farmers unable financially fo instal
stich producers otherwise?

The MINISTER replied: It would be
diffieult for the Government to intervena
where farmers ave clients of private institn-
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tions, but every consideration in this con-
nection is given to farmers who are clients
of the Agricultural Bank.

{c¢} As to Travelling Permits for
Parmers,

Mr. BERRY asked the Minister for
Agriculiure: Does he intend to grant per-
mission to farmers who have fitted pro-
ducer gas units to their ftrucks to visit
Perth twice annually by road, thus enabling
them to attend to matters which cannot ho
done in the country or by correspondence?

The MINISTER replied: Sueh permis-
sion does not eome within my jurisdiction
but in any case appears unnecessary 4s no
restriction exists under the State Transport
Co-ordination Act. )

FEDERAL SENATE VACANCY.

Parliumentary Joint Sitting.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 desire to announee
that, in furtherance of the resolution of the
House, I consulted the President of the
Legislative Council and we have fixed
Thnrsday, the Sth October, at 2.30 p.m., in
the Legislative Council Chammber, for the
joint sitting of Parliament to eleet a Sena-
tor.

BILLS (2)—-RETUVRNED,
1, Minipg Tenements {War Time Exemp-
tions).
2, Road Distriets Act Amendment.
Without amendment.

BILL—LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT
(No. 2).

Introduced by Hon. N. Keenan and read
a first time.

BILL—PUBLIC AUTHORITIES (POST-
PONEMENT OF ELECTIONS).

Report of Committee adopted.

MOTION—LIQUOR LICENSES AND
8.P. BETTING.

To Inquire by Royal Commission.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly) [3.20]: 1
move—

That this House is of opinion that the state-
ments of the member for East Perth, made in
Parliament on the 16th September, 1942, with
reference to liquor license abuses and starting-
price betting business, a3 well as a failure to
proscente for offences against the betting laws,
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are 80 serious as to be linble to undermine the
standing of Parlinment in the opinion of the
public.

And further, that this House demands an
immediate investigntion of these charges by
the Chief Justice sitting as a Royal Commis-
sion, and that the terms of reference inelude
the following:—

The terms of reference to inelnde:—

{1) Has the administration of our betting,
gaming, and/er liquor laws corrupted
or tended to corrupt—

{(2) any of the Police Force of the
State;

(b) any Miaisters of the Crown of
this State;
and if so,
affected ?

{2) Have any instructions been given to the
Police Force, or any member thereof,
to refrain from enforeing the law
against betting shops and/or gaming
houses cxcept at long intervals? 1f
s0, have thesc instructions been given—

{a) by senidr officers of the Forca
without Government intervention; or

(b) by tke State Government or
any Ministers thereof; or

(c} Dby other persons, and if so, what
persons?

(3) Ts there any evidenee that any betting
shop or gaming house or any number
of betting shops or gaming houses are
or have been actueally, or in effect,
exempted from law enforcementf? If
s0, to what cxteat, and by whose
instructions hns such total or partial
exemption become applicable?

(4) Ia there any, and if se, what evidence to
support a statement that such periodi-
cal enforcement or such total or par-
tial exemption or either, is part of
Government policy?

{5) When taking proceedings against betting
shops, is there any, and if so, what
evidence to support the allegation that
either all or some of the members of
the Police Force acting therein know
or have reansons to believe that the
person arrested by them as the keeper
of the premises is not the keeper of
the premiscs and in consequence that
members of the Police Force so acting
can be considered to be conspiring to-
gether to thwart the ends of justice?

(6) Is theve any evidence to support the
belief that a minimum term of impri-
sonment without the option of o fine,
to be imposed on both keepers and
users of betting shops, would have the
effect of minimising or eradicating
offences against Seetion 211 of the
Criminal Code?

{7) Is any Justice of the Peace in the met-
ropolitan area—

{a) the owner of the premises in
which illegal betting is conducted?

(b) the owner, either alone or in
conjunction with any other person or
persons of any betting shop business,

who are the persons so
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or entitled to participate in the pro-
fits to be derived from auch business,
and if so, what Justices of the Peace
are so interested, and to what extent’

¢8) Is any Minister of the Crown or any
other person holding high place in the
Government of this State the owner of
or interested in any sueh premises or
business of the Jike kind to those men-
tioned in paragraph (7), and if so,
the name of suneh Minister and per-
song, and what is their interest?

(8) Have any, and if so which, Justices of
the Peace at Fremantle received any
sums of money or other consideration
as an inducement to exercise theiv
judicial authority te minimise the
penalty imposed upon keepers and/or
users of betting shops, and if so, who
are these justices?

I do not intend to speak at any great length
upon or unduly to labour this question, as
I think the member for East Perth has al-
ready done that. Membhers will veadily re-
call that he spoke calmly and deliberately
and, speaking generally, weighed his words.
As a matter of fact, I think that, with only
one exception, it can be said that he par-
tienlarly emphasised the words of which he
made use, In some eases he repeated state-
ments that have been made in this House on
previous occasions. His statement must be
given the weight that should be attached to
statemenfs made by a member of Pariia-
ment speaking from his seat in the House.
He represcnts an important city electorate,
and has represented it for a number of years
against the stoutest opposition. I have no
hesitation in saying that on one occasion he
sccured the seat against the full weight and
debating power of the Government. Con-
sequently, his statements must be taken as
those of a responsible man oecupying an imn-
portant public position. At the outset, I
desire to say that I do not associate my-
gelf with the statements of the hon. mem-
her. Whether they are true or untrue I am
not_in a position to sav; bhut they are so
serions as not to be possibly passed over by
any body such as this Parliament, hecause
unquestionably they reflect not only upon the
Government but npon every member of Par-
liament. I mention that beeanse I heard a
question asked the other night by way of
interjection to the following effect:—*Did
anyonc think that the statements were made
by a responsible person or came from a
respousible quarter?” T maintain that they
did come from a responsible quarter, and
therefore they should be investigated in
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order to aseertain whether or not ihey are
true,

It must be remembered that on the mora-
ing following the day on which the state-
ments were made they were reported in ounr
principal daily paper, “The West Austra-
lian”  The report appeared on the main
page, under heavy-type headlines to the fol-
lowing effect :—“Gaming Laws. Motion for
Repeal. Hypoerisy and Cant.” The report
occupied more than threc-quarters of a
column. The paper bas a large cireulation
throughout the State and is read from one
end of the State to the other. Consequently
there was a certain re-action hy the publie
to those statements. Some of my electors have
met me since and asked, “What ahout the
charges made in Pariament by the
member for East Perth? Are these things
that Mr. Flughes stated true?’ 1 could only
reply that the statements were made by the
member for East Perth and that T had no
means of ascertaining whether they were
true or not. My constitvents immediately
asked, “Well, do you not think they should
he proved? Is it right that a man shonld
make charges against the Executive of the
State if there is not some truth in them9”’
I could only reply, “That is the position.”
I was then at once told, “If they are true,
they rebound on you as a member of Parlia-
ment, Are you content to sit in Parliament
and hear such statements made against the
Executive of the State, public men holding
highly responsible positions?' I replied, “I
am not." Tt is for that reason that I placed
on the notice paper the motion standing in
my name.

The motion will, if carried, give timely
opportunity for an investigation to be
made, beeause I want to say straight here
that the member for East Perth is by no
means the only person I have heard mak-
ing those statements, and spreading such
rumours and insinuations. I have heard
them made in the city of Perth and in the
country. T have heard people say, ‘‘Why
is suech a thingy tolerated and allowed to
zo on?'’ My desire is to be in a position
to say that such statements are not true,
and I am sure every member ofi this Par-
liament wants to be in the same position.
If the statements are not proved to be un-
true, it simply means that our public life
wil] be undermined. People will not, as
they ought to do, look up to the publie life
of this State; thev will simply deride if.
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The unfortunate position today is that
the tone of public life is deteriorating,
with the result that ‘‘isms’’ are bred, such
as Communism and Faseism, and other
forms of ‘‘isms,’’ as & substitute for our
present form of government. We have a
duty to the people of this State to preserve
the standing of Parliament; it is our duty
to contradict insinuations of this deseription.
I am not referring to the small tittle-tattle
that one hears, but to statements made in
this House by a member in a responsible
posiiion. Suech statements receive more
notice than do statements made outside Par-
liament.

Unfortunately, the rules of the House
preclude me from quoting from the speech
made by the member for East Perth; but
members will he gble fo read it in “Han-
sard” if they were not present on the oecca-
sion. They can ascertain for themselves
exactly what staiements were made. I de-
sire to draw attention to the terms of refer-
ence, of which I gave notice yesterday, as
possibly some members may mot have had
time thoroughly to consider them. I desired
these terms of reference to be included be-
canse they are probably the prevailing re-
ports or insinuafions that one may hear any
day in Perth and throughout the State. The
first term 18 as follows:—

(1) Has the administration of our betting,
gaming, and/or liguor Jaws corrupted or tended
to eorrupt—

(a) any of the Police Force of the Siate;

(b) any Ministers of the Crown of this

State;

and, if so, who are the persons so affected?
I have heard that statement made on various
oceasions. It has been said that the ad-
ministration of our laws to-day has been
brought ahout because certain people oceu-
pying extremely responsible positions either
in the Police Force or in the Government
of the State have become corrupted. That
is a most serioug statement to make, and con-
sequently I have included it in the terms of
reference so that, should the inquiry be
held, the statement will be investigated and
dispesed of once and for all if the members
of the Police Force and of the Ministry are
not corrupt. Should it be established, how-
ever, that either members of the Police Foree
or the Ministry are involved, them it he-
hoves wg to have the matter eleared up. The
next term is as follows:—

(2) Have any instructions been given to the
Police Force, or any member thereof, to refrain
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from enforcing the law against betting shops
and/er gaming houses except at long intervals?
If so, have these instructions been given—
(a) by semnior officers of the Force without
Government intervention; or
(b) by the State Government or any Minis-
ters thereof; or
(¢) by other persons, and if so, what per-
sons$
That is another statement I have heard. It
has been said that members of the Police
Foree have received instructions not to en-
force the law against certain people, but to
enforce it against certain other people,
thereby insinuating that favouritism exists.
Certain people are permitted to violate the
law, while other people less favourably
situated, and perhaps unable to bring in-
fluence to bear on their behalf, are not free
to violate the law. That is a statement which,
it proved ecorrect, would undermine the
whole of our adminisiration of the law. If
people hecome possessed of the idea that
certain persons can bring influence to bear
on their behalf and so avoid the force of law
it means this kind of thing will spread. A
few years ago the ruestion of gold stealing
was brought up. T have heard it stated that
that was not stealing in the zenerally ac-
cepted meaning of the word, but I venture
to say that the erime of stealing gold has
spread to other things such as pilfering and
so forth, That is the sort of thing we have
to contend with. People may become pos-
sessed of the idea that the owners of gaming
houses ean interview certain persons and
have influenece brought to bear on their be-
half so that prosecutions may be avoided.
The whole of our adininistrative and social
life is thus likely to become contaminated.
The same thing might occur with onr State
administration if it is was thought that Min-
isters could intervene and direct the police
not to do certain things.

Then there is the serious statement I have
frequently heard that, whether as the result
of graft or some other influence, public
prosecutions could be avoided. T would he
very sorry to think that such a thing could
enter into our police foree. I have no hesi-
tation in saying that during my 25 years’
residence in this State 1 have always looked
upon the police foree as being equal if not
superior to any other police forece in Aus-
tralia. I do not think any serious crime has
heen commitied in this State where the
police force have not brought home to jus-
tice the guilty parties. T view with grave
concern the necessity for maintaining the
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reputation of our police foree. These arve
the reasons why I have included in my
motion this particular term of reference.
The next paragraphs arve as follows:—

Is there any evidence that any betting shop
or gaming house or any number of bhelting
shops or gaming houses are or have been aetu-
ally, or in effect, exempted from law cuforce-
ment? If so, to what extent and by whose
instructions has such total or partial exemption
become applicable?

Is there any, and if so, what evidence to
support a statemeat that such periodical en-
forcement or such total or partial exemption,
or either, is part of Government policy!
‘Whilst one might view with serious misgiv-
ings the faet that the police force would of
its own initiative undertake not to enforee
the law, whether through graft or anything
else, one would view the matter even more
gravely if that were done as part of Gov-
ernment policy. I have heard it stated that
immunity from prosecution in several cases
has been brought about becanse that has
been the policy of the Government. That
point has been raised, and my attention has
been called to the fines that are regularly
recorded in either Monday’'s or Tuesday's
paper for offences against gaming laws.
These fines have amounted to thousands of
pounds in a few years. People are asking
why the fines are inflicted, and of what use
it is to impose fines up to £75, for instance,
week after week if the offences for which
the fines are impesed arc allowed to con-
tinpe.

The Premier: You might as well ask of
what use it is to put a burglar in prison
every time he commits an offence.

Mr. SEWARD: Of what use is it to infléct
fines when this sort of thing is allowed to
go on? Is it the policy of the Government
to allow it? I cannot imagine that it would
be the policy of the Government but the
statement is bheing made, and so that the
matter may be clarified I have included that
point in my motion. The next paragraph
is as follows:—

When taking proceedings against Dbetting
shops, is there amy, and if so, what evidence
to support the allegation that either all or some
members of the Police Force acting therein
know or have reasons to believe that the person
arrested by them as the keeper of the premises
i8 not the keeper of the premises and in com-
sequence that memhers of the Police Force so

acting can he considered to be conspiring to-

gether to thwart the ends of justice?
That is another very serious statement I
have heard. The question here is whether a
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police officer does arrest a person as being
the keeper of a gaming house although
the officer knows he is not the keeper. I
do not think that statement, or rnmonr,
should be allowed to remain eurrent without
a proper investigation. It undermines the
confidence the publie have in our police
force. Another statement I have heard,
when my attention bhas been drawn to the
fines published in the paper, is that a term
of imprisonment should he imposed upon
the offenders. If fines do not accomplish the
desired end, it is suggested that & term of
imprisonment would soon put a stop to these
offences. I do not know whether that would
he so or not. It a Royval Commission is
appeinted I hope that particular aspeet of
the matter will be inquired inte. I think the
magistrates whose duty it is to try these
cases would he able to gather helpful assis-
tanee from the Commissioner on that point.
He would be able to say whether the im-
position of a term of imprisonment without
the option of a fine would have a more de-
finite effect against the nuisances that ave
in cvidenee today.

I am not talking against betting in par-
ticular, for people will always bet. My prin-
cipal objection is to having in our Criminal
Code a section stafing that these offences
may not be committed without a penalty
being imposed, and then to having the law
ignored. That is the feature to which I ob-
jeet. I have also heard it stated that jus-
tices of the peace, or persons holding even
higher positions in the metropolitan area,
are the owners of some of these gaming
houses, or arc part owners or are interested
in them. Tf that is so it would tend to bol-
ster up the belief that preference is given
to certain people when cases of breaches of
the law are brought before the hench. If a
Justice of the peace was inferested in a mat-
ter in any way that would be a very scrious
offence, because he would be direcetly con-
cerned in the verdict that was to be given
and would see that his own position was
rafepuarded. If there is any evidence te
show that any member of the judiciary is in-
terested in any way in these particular pre-
mises, or interested in the business apper-
taining thereto in any way, the faet should
be exposed and the person concerned should
be yelieved of the opportunity to adjudicate
upon sinch eases. It is stated that in eer-
tain parts of the metropolitan area, where
the fines inflicted have not heen very heavy,
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some magistrates may even receive mone-
tavy considerstion for inflicting a minor fin-
ancial penalfy,  That peint, too, should he
investignted. If such o charge were proved
it would mean that the persons holding these
poritions were not fit to adjudicate in sueh
Cases,

Thes: ave the terms of refercuee I should
like to see given to a Royal Commission so
that we may ascertain what truth there is,
if any, in the matters referred to. I fully
appreciate that a Roval Commission eannot
do itz work witheat expenditure, and that
the Government does not desire to make
undne inroads npon its income at present,
I have no hesitation in moving this motion
although it must entail a certain amonni of
expenditure-—1 hope not mueh. Even if it
does mean expenditire I point out that the
reputation of the State Government is at
stake, and such expenditure would be fully
Jjustified. T hope, however, that (he expense
will be kept down to a minimum consistent
with the public duty a Royal Commissioner
wouid he called upon to perform. In my
motion T have asked that the Chief Justice
be appointed as Royal Commissioner. The
very highest authorvity in the land should
condurt an inquiry of this nature.

We should have a Royal Commissioner
who holds the publie confidence, and I know
of no one more fitted to 811 that role than
is the Chief Justicee. He may be a busy
man and find it difficnlt to spare the time
neeessary for the work, He is, hawever, the
highest of our judicial officinls. The charges
he will he ealled upon to inguire into involve
the Execentive of the State. We require n
man of ripe experience, a2 man who does not
hold his position simply as a result of hook
learning hut one who hus mixed with his fel-
low-men, knows their temptations and weak-
nesses, and wounld therefore be able {o in-
vestigate these matters from the point of
view of a man sbout town, and yet from the
point of view of a man who possesses ex-
tensive legal knowledge and is able to sift
the ehail from the grain in the evidenee that
is put hefore him. The Chief Justice is a
man who will hol? the confidence of every
person in the Statr For tho-e reasons I
have mentioned him asz the man I would like
to see make the investigntion.

Finally, T would like to sce the inquiry
made soon. Unfortunately fhese ramours
have been going about the State for at least
the last two or three years, and it is time
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they were seotehed onee and for all. T view
with misgivings the present state of our
public life. Unfortunately, in the other
States we have seen somewhat similar oceur-
rences which have tended to veflect anything
but eredit npon men holding high publie
positions, Within (he last tow weeks a Roval
Commisston was appointed in Vietorin. We
have not had its report yet, but the summing
up of the legal assistant to the Comniissioner
was such as to lead us to helieve that un-
fortunafely the report may not prove to he
very good reading.

All that tends to omphasise the faet that
the proposed ingniry should he held im-
mediately. I do not want to se¢ anyone
proved guilty; that is not my desire. T hope
the Covernment will e exonerated from all
these eharges. T have no doubt, toe, that the
hon. memher who made them had good
ground for <o doing. The inquiry wounld
give him an opportunity to prove the
charwes. Tt the Government is found guilty
in anv way, ot any individual Minister is
found guilty, ne doubt that wilt he the end
of the palitical caveer of both the Govern-
ment and the Minister concerned. It may
mean the end of the Government if Ministers
are found ruilty of the charges levelled
against them. Thoere is also the possibility
that the member for East Perth cannot sub-
stantiate hi= charges: and if that should be
the position, he must aceept full respon-
sibility for whatever the result of the in-
quiry may be. That is no concern of mine.
What T am coneerned about is the fair name
of men who hold the highest positions in
this State. That is what has impelled me
to move the motion.

THE PREMIER: Mr. Speaker,

Mr, SPEAKER : Is the Premier seconding
the motion? ’

The PREMIER: Yes, 1 second the mo-
tion. T have no objection to its terms. So
for as T am personally eoncerned—and I
can speak for the other members of the
Government as well—I, with them, welcome
the opportunity to have the charges referred
to by the memher for Pingelly investigated
by an impartial tribunal, such as the Chief
Justice would constitute if he is able to
aecept the position which, it the motion is
agreed to, the House will ask him to fill.
The charges nve based on statements that
have heen made in this Chamber by the
member for East Perth. [ ean say that the
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charges against the Government made by
that hon, member are eompletely unjustified.
I think the member for East Perth was de-
finitely irresponsible, and even reckless, re-
specting the statements he made, During
the course of his speech I said that spon-
tancously by way of interjection, but it is
also my considered opinion respecting the
general make-up of the member for East
Perth. Five or six years ago he made an-
other series of charges in this House. 1
think they totalled nineteen. Every one of
those charges was subsequently proved to
be unfounded.

Mr. Hughes: Do not bhe so silly. You
cannot gilence a dead man. ‘

The PREMIER: The charges were de-
clared o be unfounded after an impartial
inquiry had been conducted by an impartial
Commissioner.

Mr. Hughes: A fraudulent Commissivn.

The PREMIER: The Commissioner said,
and that is all we can take notice of, that
the charges were unfounded.

Mr. Hughes: Where did you get him?%

The PREMIER : Never mind where we got
him. The hon. member made 19 specific
charges, and every one was proved untrue.

Mr. Hughes: Every one was proved true.

The PREMIER : That is a silly lie.
Mr. Hughes: Yon ecannot substantiate
that.

The PREMIER: That is what the Com-
mission=r found.

Mr. Hughes: That wag just telling lies.

The PREMIER: The member for East
Perth cannot put me off my balance by in-
terjections of that deseription. I have heen
in this House too long to he upset by anv-
thing of that sort.

Mr. Hughes: Nor ean you upset me,

The PREMIER : The hon. member ean say
what he likes and go as far as the Speaker
will allow him, hut that does not affect me.

Mr. ITughes: It does not affect me either,

The PREMIER: [ have somcthing to
say and irrespeetive of the hon. member’s
interjections I intend to say what is in my
mind. If anyone wishes to ascertain what
I think of the member for East Perth, I
shall not reiterate remarks T formerly made,
for they ean be read in “Hansard” for tha
vear 1937. T made that speech after the
nember for East Perth had delivered an-
other attack against the Government. I
have not altered wy opinion regarding that
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member sinee I made that speech. MMy
opinion is the same now as members will
find expressed in “Hansard.” T still hold
that opinian of a man who will bring charges
of this type forward, and then, even after
they have heen refuted—or at least after
all those which were made at the fime of
the inquiry had been definitely refuted—
to go on repeating them—well, I can only
reiterate he is qumite irresponsible. He
bhas no appreciation of the responsihilities
attaching to his position as a member of
Parliament. That is evident from the fact
that he ean get up and repeat charges blandly
and blissfully, although they have already
been refuted. He has repeated his charges
over and over again.

That type of action would not be resorted
to by anyone who could he characterised as
a responsible member of the community, let
alone a responsible member of this Chamber.
The member for East Perth is irresponsible
in the persistency he has displayed in launch-
ing his attacks. Mere repetition of such
charges does not make them more worthy
of notiee, yet he repeats them over and over
again. It is said that when mud is thrown
about, some will stick. From the point of
view of the Government, a public and im-
partial inguiry should demonstrate whether
any mud that has been thrown about as a
resuli of the hon. member’s charges wiil
stick to any members of the Government.
Although, in the opinion of the Government
the charges emanated from a source that is
irresponsible to an extent that it is dis
eredited, at the same time the allegations
bhave been extensively canvassed, as the mem-
her for Pingelly remarked. Particulars of
them have been published in the columns of
the leading newspaper in Western Australia,
and in such circumstances one must take
some nhotice of the charges. If they had
been made only by the hon. member himself,
perhaps people would not he so keen to
take cognisance of what he had said; but
when the charges have been published in the
Press and other members of the House have
expressed some concern ahout them, as the
member for Pingelly did, then the Govern-
ment thinks, with that hon. memher, that
charges of such a type made at such a time
as the present should be either proved or
disproved, Consequently, secing that an
opportunity has arisen for them to be Te-
ferred to an impartial Royal Commission,
neither I nor other members of the Gov-
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ernment have any objection to the motion
submitted by the member for Pingelly.

It is desirable that the confidence of the
people in their Parliamentary institution and
their Parliamentary represeniatives should
be vindicated, and the Government has no
objection to the inguivy proposed. Ever
sinee the member for Enast Perth was elected
to this Chamber six or seven years ago, he
has kept up a tirade of abuse and levelled
a series of unsustained charges against all
and sundry, and particularly against mem-
bers of the Qovernment, Six vears ago he
made charges which led to the appointment
of & Royal Commission, to which subjeet 1
shall not refer further at this stage, One
would have thought that even if he had
considered the charges were true, he would
have learnt his Jesson and would in futnre
be particularly careful to see that he was in
a position to prove any statements he might
make. On the contrary he has continued to
indulge in the practice, and three or four
times sinee then he has advaneed other
charges.  He has not troubled to ensure
that he was able to prove the truth of his
allegations before proceeding irresponsibly
to launch a series of unsustained charges
before Parliament, which is a responsible
body. Instead of making sure of his grounds,
almost every scssion some inference, some
innuendo, some wild unsupported charge is
made.

If there were any trath in the allegations,
as the member for Pingelly has suggested,
the standing of Parliament would be seri-
ously condemned in the eyes of the com-
munity.  Since his original attack on the
Government in 1936, the member for Eas
Perth has moved two no-confidence motions
and the notfice paper today econtains yet
ancther in his name. During his attack on
the Government when speaking to his no-
confidence motion in 1937, the membher for
East Perth accused the Royal Commissioner,
Mr. Hart, a barrvister-at-law of Queensland,
who had condueted the inquiry inte his pre-
vious charges, Sir Walter James, My, Keall
and alse Mr. Wolff, who is now a member
of the Judiciary, of conspiring together to
defeat the ends of justice. After that out-
rageous charge against the gentlemen I have
mentioned, the House refused to regard his
motion scriously; neither did the hon. mem-
ber himself regard it seriously hecause he
did not cven divide the House on his no-
confidence motion. Two vears ago he moved
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another no-confidence motion regarding the
Government, and on that oeccasion it was
probably the most farcical of its type ever
tabled in a Parliament in the British Empire.
The member for East Perth did not even
hother to speak in suppert of the mation.
ITe did not have a sceonder for it, and even
then he did not have the deeeney to with-
deaw it. He simply moved it and let it go
at that.  This session the same course is
adopted, In his first speeeh this year,
aceording to a report in “The West Austra-
lian,” he said—

He knew a hotelkeeper who brought police

to his plaece after midnight on a Saturday to
quell a disturbance so that a party, whieh in-
ctuded several girls under 16 years of age,
coutd go on drinking in peace.
That statement was made publie through the
report published in the paper, and the Chief
Secretary, as Minister for Police, in his
official eapacity natnrally wished to look into
the matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier is not in
order in alluding fo a debate that took place
cavlier in the session,

The PREMIER: I am referring lo some-
thing that appeared in “The West Austra-
lian.”

Mr. Hughes: And the statrment was true.

The PREMIER : 1n view of the statement
published in the newspaper the Minister for
Police wrote to the member for East Perth,
beeause he was concerned about the faects.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Premier is
not in order in reading n veport of a speech
delivered in Parliament this session.

The PREMIER: Am I not? T om quoting
exactly what was published in “The Wext
Australian.” T shall vead the Minister's let-
ter to the hon. memher, which will bear out
my contention. The Minister for Police
wrote as follows under date the 27th Aug-
ust:—

““The West Australian’’ of today’s date, in

reporting your remarks on the Address-in-reply
yesterday, states as follows:—

He knew a  hotelkeeper whe hrought
police to his place after midnight on a
Saturday to quell a disturbance so that a
party, which included several girls under
16 years of nge, could go on drinking in
peace.

I have referred this to the Commissioner of
Police who advises that he has no knowledge
of anv such incident. In the circumsatances,
will you be good enough to supply me with
further particulars so that same might be in-
vestigated?
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order! 1 understand
that refers to a speech made in the House
this session and reported in the newspaper.

The PREMIER: I am dealing only with
the report in the newspaper.

Myr. SPEAKER: 1 refer the Premier to
Standing Order 127, which sets out that no
member shall read from a printed news-
paper or hook the report of any speech made
in Parliament during the same session. If
the letter hinges on a debate reported in
the paper, the Premier will not he in order
in discussing it.

The PREMIER : Semething that appeared
in the paper which also happened in the
House, would not disqualify me from re-
ferring to the matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: If it is not referring
to a report of a debate in this House this
session——

The PREMIER : It may do so, but T know
that this statement was made by “The West
Australian.” Anvhow, it contains some facts
regarding a hotel to which the member for
East Perth had also referved. The Minister
for Poliee received a courteous reply from
the hon. memher under date the 2Sth Aung-
ust, in the following terms—

I have to acknowledge receipt of your com-
munication of the 27th inst. concerning the
extraet published in *‘The West Australian'’
newapaper from some remarks made by me on
the Address-in-reply. The Commissioner of
Police was not present at the ineident referred
to by me. I do nat propose to supply you with
further particulars that might be used detri-
mentally to the police officers concerned who
were merely carrying out Government policy.
I do not know how the member for East
Perth knows what was Government poliey.
The Minister did not know it was a matter
of Government policy hecause he wanted to
find out something ahout it in order to ascer-
tain whether the allegation had any founda-
tion in fact. Tt is ecrtainly not a matter of
Tovernment policy, nor vet that of the police
force, that officers =hould go to a hotel to
yuell a disturbanee =o that girls under 16
vears of age could continue drinking in
peace on licensed premises. Perhaps that
particular allegation could be added to those
that are to be the subjeet of inquiry. T am
quite satisfied {o accept what the member
for Pingelly has snhmiited as the basis for
that inguiry without adding to, subtraeting
from, or in any way altering the gronnds
set out. T do not want it said that the Gox-
ernment formulated the charges that will
he referred to the Roval Commission, 1
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would prefer Parliament to carry a motion
getting out the various charges and not one
embodying charges formulated by the Gov-
ernment. I think the motion submitted by
the member for Pingelly represents a rea-
sonable interpretation of the charges made
by the member for East Perth and, in the
circumstances, I have no desire to alter them
in the slightest degree, An analvsis of the
second speech made by the hon. menmber,
when moving the second reading of the Bill
to amend the Criminal Code, shows that in
turn the member for Enst Perth attacks the
Government, attacks Parliament, and atiacks
the police.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid the Dre-
micr has got back on to another question.,
Standing Order 126 provides—

No member shall allude to any debate of
the same session, upon a question or Bill not
being then under discussion, exeept by the im-
dulgence of the Housc for personal explana-
tions,

The PREMIER : This motion, Mr. Speaker,
T contend refers to charges made against the
Government in this session. Surely it is not
contended that we are not permitted to deal
in the same session with charges which have
been made. The motion deals with aspeects
of the speech made by the hon. inember.
Therefore anything we have to say connected
with the motion is in order.

My, SPEAKER: Order! The Standing
Order is plain cnongh and in clear English,
and I am here only to earry out the Stand-
ing Orders. The member for Pingelly in
moving the motion said that he was not
allowed to mention other things, and that
otherwise he could say a good deal more.

The PREMIER: His motion repceats ex-
iracts from the speech wade by the member
for East Perth.

My, SPEAKER : The member for Pingelly
distinetly said he realised he eould not touch
on matters raised hy the menmber for East
Perth on another question,

The PREMIER : He said he did not want
to read the speech, or to have much more to
say about it. I am referving to the speech
of the member for East Perth on the mntion
moved. The motion deals with racing pro-
prictaries, insurance companies, justices of
the peace, magistrates and the judiciary—ap-
parently cvervhody is out of step except one
man. The question arises, why are these
charges and assertions heing made? TPos-
sibly the answer lics in a Press statement of
ahout a week ago, wherein the member for
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East Perth said he was willing to have a
show-down, to face the electors with a view
to getting a mandate on the question in-
volved. With the possible imminence of elec-
tions, he wishes to revive propaganda that
has been dormant for some time. Lies and
slanders against (Government employees, but
nothing against the Government aceomplish
nothing for the electors. The hon. member
thinks these things will go down at election
fime. Or is it that the legal practice of the
hon. member needs a fresh spate of free

advertisement? The hon. member may be
willing to face the electors on these
charges, but the Government does not

think the proper way to deal with sueh
charges is to make them bhefore a public
meeting in an election campaign. The Gov-
ernment thinks the proper place to deal
with sneh charges is in the quietness of a
judicial inquiry held by eompetent persons,
where witnesses may be compelled to come
aud give evidence. That is the proper way
to deal with such charges. For that reason
I am nuite prepared to support the motion.

After a judicial inquiry a finding will he
given based on the evidence submitted, not
based on the effect which perhaps a clever
speaker may have on the mob psychology of
the crowd he chances to be addressine, The
hon. member may he able to impress gullible
people, but sensible people will nat give
credence to statements made by him. I
repeat that [ agree with the motion. T do
50 in the hope that the allezations made may
he inquired into, and that if they are refuted
the last will be heard of them. If eontinu-
ously heard, they heeome a reflection on the
intelligenee of the House. I find it hard to
realise that for four or five consecutive ses-
sions a series of nnwarranted eharges should
be made and disproved, and I consider that
the House would not be justified in taking
seriously anvthing that might be =aid in
future by the partienlar individval making
those charges. T hope that oneec the charges
have been inquivred into by an impartiai
judicial anthority, we shall hear no morve of
them. I trust that will be the end of
attempts which would have the effect of dis-
crediting and lowering the prestige of this
Parliament as an institution. I support the
motion.

MR, HUGHES (BEast Perth): The Pre-
mier cvidently thinks he can make answer
to evrtuin things—proved hy sworn testi-

‘making it should be thr acid test.
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mony—by indulging in a tirade of ahuse
against me. As for his cheap statement that
my legal practice needs a fillip, it is entirely
WrOngE.

The Premier: But you are always saying
that T am wrong!

Mr. HUGHES: I say the Iremier is
wrong on this occasion. If new cvidence was
required of the irresponsibility of a person,
surely by that statement alone the Premier
has proved that he has no scnse of respon-
sibility whatsoever. If is well known—and
probably known to the Premicr—that my
legal practice does not need a fillip. In fact
my diffieulty is to cope with the work 1 get.
Surely, however, the Premier, in making that
suggestion, goes to an extraordinary length
in trying to answer aecusations made in this
Chamber. I sobmit that no person whatever,
much less a person holding the position of
Premier, would resort to such tacties if he
had the slightest notion of the meaning of
the word ‘*responsibility.” I do not know
whether he iries to be humorous or not when
he referzs to the infamous Hmt Commis-
sion,

The Premier: On a point of order! Ig
the hon. member in order in referring to the
honourable gentleman who came over here to
conduet a Royal Commission as “infamons” 2

Ar, SPEAKER: I do not know that there
is anything to prevent the hon. member from
doing so.

My. HUGHES: I will show how the
statement is a proper one to make. The
gentleman referred to condueted a Royal
Commission and positively refused to accept
evidence that would have proved the allega-
tions made hy me. To give one illustration
of how he stifled evidence that would hava
proved my assertions—

The Premier: You aceused him of con-
spiraey with Sir Walter James.

Mr. HUGHES: T said that if there was
any justice in this countrv. those gentlemen
would he indieted for conspiraey. I say that
aguin, and for this reason, hecause the siate-
ment should eount for me whether T made
it or anyone else made it. The grounds for
Every-
thing I said in this Chamher I had said
previously in publie, without the cover of
Parliamentary privilege. I did not say any.
thing whatever here that T had not said in
publie. Withont entering into a mass of
detail about the Royal Commission econ-
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ducted by Mr., Perey Ilart, K.C., from
Queensland, T point out that the Premier
passed over all the eminent havristers here
and in Melhourne—szome of them of world-
wide reputation—

The Premier: We tried every Government,

My, HUGHES: Why did not the Premier
choose a barrister practising in Melhourne
or—

The Premicr: My, Hart was chosen be-
ceuuse he had been an acting judge.

Mr. HUGHES: The man was the nominee
of eertain people. That is why the Premier
wanted him. Why aid not the Premier pick
A man out of the lega! profession in Sydney?
Why did he not go to Adelaide? Why did he
o right up to the extreme north of Austra-
lia to get Mr. Percy Hart? And how did
Mr. Hart conduet the Commission? I will
give just one or two illustrations of what
he regarded as being the meothod to obtain
evidence. One of the essential questions of
the Commission was whether Mr, MeCallum
and My, Collier were in partnership with the
late E. B. Johnsion in hotel properties.

The Premicr: That was never wmentioned.

Mr. HUGHES: We shall see.

The Premier: Never mentioned!

Mr. HUGHES: T do not get angry when
the Premier eontradiets me, saving “That is
a lie” T will verify my statements hy re-
ferenee to official records. I had Mr. Col-
lier ealled as a witness, and he was put in
the witness chair and was asked hy me “Have
vou an¥ interest in hotels?’ That is what
the inquiry was about, whether Mr. Collier
had any interest in  hotels. Mr. Collier
fenced with the qunestion. I said to him, “I
will put it to vou this way, Mr. Collier,
straicht.” T am now speaking from memory,
but am repeating the substance of what is
in the officinl record. Undoubtedly what I
am saving can be verified. I asked Mr. Col-
lier.then, “Are vou in partnership with E.
B. Johnston in any hotel?” Mr. Collier
said, “I do mnot think that is a fair
question,” and Mr. Perey WHart, act-
ing judge, said, “Neither do I. You
need not answer, Mr. Collier™  That
was the very thing we set out to in-
quire inta, whether Myr. Collier was inter-
ested in hotels with E. B. Johnston. So, Mr.
Collier was one of the two men at that time
in the world who could say whether he, Mr.
Collier, was inferested as I siated. He was
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the witness on the stand. I appreciated Mr.
Collier’s position. I fully appreciated his
saying that it was not a fair question to ask.
If he did not want to disclose to the world
that he was in partnership with the late E.
B. Johnston, he was quitc entitled to en-
deavour not to answer the question. But
the Royal Commissioner was not entitled to
support him. Tf he was an honest, straight-
forward Commissioner, anxious to get at the
truth, he would have said, “I am sorry, Mr.
Collier, but you will have to answer.”

The Premicr: Has that anything to do
with this motion or thiz Government?

My. HUGHES: T hope, Mr. Speaker, you
will allow me now, whether this has any-
thing to do with the motion or not, to answer
what the Premier raised.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for East
Perth may proeeed. I will stop him when
he is wrong.

Mr. HUGHES: Thank you, Sir! Was not
that a dishonest action on the part of the
Royal Commissioner? Was it not a shock-
ing thing for the Commissioner to say to
the very man who had the evidence that was
wanted, “You need not answer”? And so,
after all the trouble, Mr. Collier was ab-
solved from answering. Other witnesses were
put in the box, and Mr. Hart, when they
objected to answering a question, absolved
them from answering. Surely that was the
conduet of a dishonest Commissioner!
Should he not have said to those witnesses,
when the question was material, “I am sorry,
but my duoty compels me to ask you to
answer, and therefore you must answer the
question whether you are interested or not.”
That is one of the reasons why I have re-
ferred to Mr. Hart in disparaging terms.
With the Premier, I think that if I, as a
member of this House, referred in disparag-
ing terms to a Royal Commissioner, and did
not have justifieation for doing so, of course
I would deserve the utmost censure,

I go further than the Premier and say
that if I veferred in disparaging terms to
him, under eover of privileze of this House,
and was not prepared to repeat what I said
where I am not protected by the House, I
would be deserving of censure. But I make
allowance for this: As one of the parties
concerned I may perhaps bhe a little pre-
judiced against Mr, Hart, heeause, after alil,
no one is a good jodZe in his own cause.
But I do not think I am. What I have said
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about the question that was asked of M.
Collier and his refusal to answer is ensconeed
in the records of this House. No member is
obliged to accept my version of what took
place; he can get the official records of the
House and see the question and the absalu-
tion from answering. Therefore, Mr.
Speaker, after the lapse of time, and having
had ample opportnnity to think it over, I
make this statement ealmly—I hope—and
with full responsibility. T see no reason for
withdrawing what I said concerning M.
Hart’s conduect.

The Premier: And the other statements?

Mr. HUGHES: I will come to them
directly. If I, in the heat of the moment,
have spoken disparagingly of Mr. Hart
without just eause, I hope I have enough
cournge to withdraw publiely what I said
publicly. 1 spoke disparagingly of Sir
Walter James.

The Premier: No. You said he was in the
conspiraey.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes. That was very dis-
paraging.
The Premier: Yes, more than disparaging.

Mr. HUGHES: I may tell the Premier
why I said that of Sir Walter James. I did
this, too: I did something which I feel per-
bhaps might have been a little vindietive.
When Sir Walter James was tendered a
little social effort by the members of the
legal profession on the 72nd anniversary of
his hirthday, I refused to attend. T vefused
to attend and drink Sir Walter James’s
health on his birthday. I sometimes feel
that that was a very hard thing to have
done; but, in the light of events, and on
thinking the matter over ealmly, I think I
was justified in going even to that extreme.
May I make the reason clear why this Com-
mission was held? Mr. Hart had hardly
got his thousand pounds in his pocket—he
got nearly £1,000 ocut of this State’s tax-
payers’ money—after he had found that
there was no justification at all for the
charges that I made against certain people,
when the late Mr. MeCallum died and his
widow immediately sued the late Senator E.
B. Johnston for £10,000, being a half-share
in the Captain Stirling Hotel. She issued a
writ,

The Premier: You did not ask Mr. Me-
Callum whether be was mixed np with E, B,
Johnston, amd you never charged him.
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Mr. HUGHES: I do not think Mr. Me-
Callum was on the witness stand. Tf the
Premier will remember, I withdrew from
the proceedings as a protest against the Com-
missioner’s repeated efforts to stifie evidence.
The Premier will remember that I withdrew.
I think I withdrew before Senator John-
ston wag on the witness stand, because it was
no good going on frying to get the trath if
the witnesses would not tell it. However, 2
writ was issued claiming £10,000, and the
parties decided to go to arbitration and thus
avoid a public court case. They appointed
the member for West Perth, in his legal
capacity I think, as arbitrator. He sat in
arbitration and I think awarded the widow
£6,000, I think he came to the conclusion that
My, MeCallum was a partner in the Captain
Stirling Hotel, and he awarded Mrs. Me-
Callum £6,000, although McCallum did not
put one shilling-piece into the venture. 1
hope when we have an inguiry that arbitra-
tor will appear on the witness stand, and tell
the learned Chief Justice what he found out
during that arbitration. I hope that arbi-
trator will tell us what was in the documents
that passed between the parties. There were
two witnesses who could not be suppressed;
one was death and the other was greed. Death
gave the widow £6,000 and greed pursued
her for the £10,000. I am thankful for
death and greed vindieating me—two good,
solid, silent witnesses. That was all right-
That was No. 1.

The next episode was when Mr. Collier
aued Mr, Johnston for a share in the Pem-
herton Hotel. A writ was issued in respect
of that. Before Mr. Collier had issved the
writ, the late Senator Johnston sent for me
and showed me certain secret agreements
that had been made between him and his
pariners. Those agreements were drawn up
by Sir Walter James—some of them. There-
fore I learnt that Sir Walter James knew
all about the transactions between Johnston
and Collier and MeCallum.

My. Watts: Were the agreements made
prior to the Hart Commission?

Mr. HUGHES: Yes. They were old
agreements. Sir Walter James, if he did
not know everything sbout the maiter, knew
a -lot about it. He knew there was a
business transaction. As a legal practitioner
he was bound to secrecy. He had no right
to go before the commission and disclose his
client’s husiness. Bat he went to the com-
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mission. I would remind the House of what
took place at the commission. We had a
commissioner definitely anxious to stifle evi-
dence and definitely rejecting questions. We
had Mr. Keall, a legal practitioner, assisting
the commissioner, We had Sir Walter James
representing somehody at the commission.
We had the Crown Solicitor and another
solicitor, We lhiad those people on one side,
and I was playing a lone hand, with not even
2 elerk to help me to prepare and present
my cage. I was plaving a lone hand against
the whole of that barrage of legal talent.

Sir Walter James went to the commission
nnd blackguarded me. He said there was not
a hit of truth in the allegations I made
ahout these hotels and abused me thoroughly
before the commission. Yet Sir Walter
James knew from his own personal know-
ledge that what T said was true, that there
were business arrangements between those
peeple and that they had reference to hotels.
Therefore I sax that Sir Walter James was
part of the conspiracy to keep the truth out.
I do not say that Sir Walter James should
have gone along and betrayed his client’s
husiness, That would have been improper.
But what he should have done, as a member
of an honourable profession is this: When
he was offered the brief, he should have said,
“How ecan I zo anil contest the statements
that Hughes is making ahout these hotels
when I know personally that they ave true?
How can I go and blackguard this man and
accuse him of telling lies when I know per-
foatly well that what he says is brue? T
am sorry, gentlemen, but vou will have to
got another comnsel.”  In my opinion, what
he did was a terrible thing for a legal prac-
titioner to do.

Tf T might draw a parallel, there was a
man in Sydnev named Richard Meagher. He
was a brilliant barrister who defended a mun
named Dean and got him off. Tn a moment
of vouthful cxuberance he boasted that his
elient was guiltv. He was struck off the
rolls, and was disharred for 30 years. He
later heeame Lord Mayor and finally in his
old age was rvinstated by Act of Parlia-
ment. That was the penalty Diek Meagher
paid.  That is why T speak disparagingly
of Sir Walter James and refused to drink
his health on his 72nd birthday. If what T
have said is not true, if Sir Walter James
cnn show that those documents never eame
jnto his possession, that he knew nothing
about the matter, I will be the first one to
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offer him a public apology. ‘There is noth-
ing very irresponsible in my condemning a
legal practitioner who knew a person was
telling the truth but went before a commis-
sion and hlackguarded him and said he was
not telling the truth. I think I wouid be
Iacking a sense of responsibility if I allowed
that to go unchallenged.

I also referred to Albert Wolff, another
legal practioner. I exeused CLIF Gibson and
other ¢ivil servants heeause fhey were in a
different position from 8ir Walter James.
They wepre Government sevvants and more
or less folt it their duty, I suppose, to stand
by the Government. Ile, bowever, was in
a diffevent position and had complete inde-
pendence. After T had withdrawn from the
commission, as a protest against the refusal
of the commissioner to aceept evidence, Al-
bert Wolll put on a great show. He was
going to make me give evidence. He had
the audacity to send me a subpoena to ap-
pear before the tribunal. He was going to
make me give cvidence. Well, he did net,
because he knew very well that he was only
blufling. Before the commission he said he
was going to make me tell this and tell that,
but he found that the commissioner ruled in
my favour. It was the one ruling given in
my favour: That Albert Wolff had no power
to make me give evidence. It was the one
isolated ruling in my favour. I think Al-
bert Wolff overstepped the hounds of his
duty when he took upon himself—knowing
as he must have known, because he knows
the law hetter than I do, that he was doing
something that he was not entitled to do—
to try to hMuff me, relyving, I suppose, on my
nervous and easily embarrassed disposition,
On that oceasion our friend Perey Hart
stuck to mo and raled accordingly.

I think Albert Wolff overstepped the
bounds when he interfered with the electoral
officer and instructed him not €0 return my
deposit after I had won an election. But
that is another issue. All T had to say to
Albert Wolff on that oeeasion T said te him.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. mem-
ber i3 getting away from the motion now.

My. HUGHES: Yes. Even now, with the
Iatest liberal dose of abuse from the Pre-
mifr——

The Premier: Not too liberal.

Mr. HUGHES: It was given willingly.

The Premier: It was not as much as I
could say by a long way.
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Mr. HUGHES: Coming back to the sub-
stance of whether the charges T made were
proved or not, he said that not one charge
out of the 19 was proved. I shounld say that
if all that I said was forgotten and that only
the sworn testimony of the late Senator E.
B. Johnston and the late Mr. McCallum and
the living Mr. Collier was taken into ae-
eount, it is hard to believe how anyone could
say that the charges were not proved. In
the Supreme Court twe or three weeks ago
sworn testimony was given that Mr. Collier
was, in faet, half-owner of the Pemberton
hotel, in econjunction with the late Senator
E. B. Johnston.

The Premier: When?

Mr. HUGHES: From the very inception
of the license being granted. It is known
what happened about the license. There
were contenders for the license and John-
ston’s nominee won. Sworn testimony was
given in the court two or three weeks ago
that Mr. Coilier’s half-share of the profits
for the first year—1930, I think—was
£3,000. So his fellew workers at Pemberton
paud pretty dear for their liquor! The pro-
fits on the half-share amounted to £3,000.
That is not my statement, but is the sworn
testimony first of the late Senator FE, B.
Johnston

The Premier: Surely that has nothing fo
do with this motion!

Mr. HUGHES: It is an answer to the
Premier’s statement that none of the charges
was proved. 1 hope that the Chief Justice
will not shut this evidence out when we have
the inguiry. T hope there will he no more
shutting out, but I will deal with that point
later. That was the sworn testimony of E.
B. Johnston and the taxation officials, The
only difference was as to the amount of
profit. Senator Johnston fixed a one-eighth
share at £785 13s. 9d.,, in sworn testimony
before the eommission. The Taxation Te-
partment fixed a half-share for the year at
£3,153 3s. Which figure is eorrect, of conrse,
was never finally determined. How, Mr.
Speaker, in the face of that ean the Pre-
mier say that not sne of my allegations was
proved?

The Premier: They were not at the time.

Mr. HUGHES: The Premier did not say
“At the time.”

The Premier: T say it now. I was talking
about the inqguiry and said that none of
themn was proved at the inguiry,
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Mr. HUGHES : The Fremier also attacked
me and said I had ne tight to refer to Mr.
Hart as an infamous Royal Commissioner.

The Premier: It was an interjection which
the Speaker did not uphold.

Mr. HUGHES: And that I did not have
the right to criticise adversely Sir Walter
James or Albert Wolff.

The Premier: T said you had no right to
accuse them of being in a conspiracy.

Mr. HUGHES: 1 am now giving the
House the grounds on whick I based my
statement when I said they should be
charged with conspiracy, Surely the Pre-
mier does not contend that, if Sir Walter
James knew from acting for these clients
that what I said was trne, Sir Walter’s ac-
tion in coming to the commission and not
only contesting what I said as being untrue
but blackguarding me for making the state-
ments, was justified?

The Premier: I objected to your saying
that he conspired with two other K.Cs.

My, BUGHES: I repeat that, in view of
what I subsequently found out, Sir Walter
knew. I am afraid I have still to admit
that T think Sir Walter and the Commis-
sioner should be indicted for econspiracy.
Many men have gone to gaol on conspiracy
charges on much less evidence and much
flimsier grounds. Take another aspeet, the
amount that T eriticised. What have sub-
sequent events proved in that direction? At
present theve is a eclaim hefore the High
Court in England against De Bernales and
his group and other people engaged in
mining, involving £4,500,000. What I said
at that Commission about mining transae-
tions was amply demonstrated there and has
been since, when an investigation showed that
of £8,000,000 subscribed by British share-
holders £4,500,000 had been lost; and these
shareholders were taken down hy very ques-
tionable methods which so damaged the name
of Western Australia that a London stock-
hroker told me by letter—“It is no use men-
tioning a mining venture in Western Ans-
tralia as, unfortunately, your State is in
such had odour over recent mining transac-
tions.” ’ ’

The Premier: That has nothing to do with
this motion, nor did I mention it.

Mr. HUGHES : The Premier did. He said
nothing was proved. Ewvents have proved,
not only that I had a sense of responsibility,
but that I do not make statements unless 1
have grounds for doing so. 1t is the Pre-
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mier who lacks a true sense of responsihility,
when he thinks so hadly of me.

The Premier: That is the only thing we
agree on,

Mr. HUGHES : T am sorry that we do not,
because I do not think balf as badly of the
Premier as he does of me. I am sorry we
cannot agree on that, but I do think some
kind friend should give him a dictionary so
that he can look up the word “responsi-
hility”. 1 want to see an inguiry beeaunse I
think that the affairs of the State are such
that the most searching inquiry is necessary.
When I mgke statements in this House I do
so as a result of what I see. When I sit
in the Police Court on Monday morning and
see a shabbily dressed and obviously poor
person alleged to be the keeper of a certain
gaming house fined £75 without turning a
bhair I know he is not the keeper. And I
know that the police know he is not the
keeper; and I know that every member of
the Government knows he is not the keeper
and that every member of Parliament knows
he is not the real keeper.

I venture to say this, that if the whole 50
members of this Chamber were put on oath
—and T hope to have the pleasure of put-
ting them on oath--and asked, “Do you be-
lieve that these people fined are the real
kecpers?” each would have to say, “No, 1
think he is a dummy.”

The Prenver : Most members would not say
anything at all. They ate not interested.

Mr. HUGHES: T think they are interested,
beecause if there is one subject which has been
discussed more than any other in this Par-
Jiament during the last six vears it is S.P,
betting. I would be surprised if one memher
of this House wounld say on oath, “I do not
think they are dummies; I think they are
the real keepers.” And if he said he did not
know I do not think anybody would believe
him. Therefore it is necessary to have an
inquiry, and it is neeessary, too, that there
shall be no ham-stringing at the inquiry;
that there shall be no question ahout whether
this or that is going to be admitted. We do
not want an inguiry that is going to
be a perennial wrangle as to whether
certain evidence is to he admitted or not.
I think the terms of reference suggested by
the member for Pingelly would be apt to
limit the inquiry. They are designed to en-
deavour to throw the whole responsibility
on to the poliee instead of making the Gov-
ernment take responsibility for the adminis-
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tration of the law. Paragraph 5 of the
terms of reference reads:—

When taking proceedings againat betting
shops, is there any, and if se, what evidence
to support the allegation that either all or
some of the members of the police force acting
therein know or have reasons to believe that
the person arrested by them as the keeper of
the premises is not the keeper of the premises
and in consequence that members of the police
force so acting can be considered to be con-
spiring together to thwart the ends of justice?
In my view that is not sufficient, It would
limit the Chief Justice from saying that not
only do the police officers know, but that
also Parliament and Cabinet Ministers
know. Why does the member for Pingelly
want to exclude a finding against members of
Parliament and Cabinet Ministers? Why
try {0 make it an issue with the Commis-
sioner of Police and his officers? We might
get a finding one way or the other. Suppose
we got & finding, “Yes, eertain police officers
do know." Then the Chief Justice would
not be sble to say within the terms of his
commission whether members of the Cabinet
knew. Thus we would have all the work of
the inguiry without getting what we want,
namely, who knew. I suggest that if mem-
bers of the Cabinet know, they must shoulder
the responsibility. They cannot pass it on
to some junior policeman. We are asked fo
start by placing a limitation on the inquiry
and then we are to have a wrangle as to
whether this or that shall be admitted as
evidence. Paragraph 7 of the terms of refer-
ence reads—

Is any justice of the peace in the matropoli-

tan area—

(a) the owner of the premises in which ille-
gal betting is conducted?

{b) the owner, cither alone or in econjunction
with any other person or persons of
any betting shop business, or entitled
to participate in the profits to be de-
rived from such husiness, and if so,
what justices of the peace are go in-
terested, and to what extent?

Why limit it to the metropolitan area? Why
not inelude the country and goldfelds dis-
tricts? I have been informed that there are
two such premises in the Premier's electorate
and I want to know whether that is true. Is
it not just as important to ascertain whether
there are premises owned by justices in Ger-
aldton as it is to know whether there are such
premises in Hast Perth or Perth? If we
are going ta have an inquiry, why not make
a job of it?
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The Premier: You would have the thing
going on for months and months.

Mr. HUGHES: BEven if it did go on for
months and months, would it not be better
to have a full and complete inquiry
and he done with it rather than have an in-
guiry that will get only half the truth? I
would not want to prolong the inguiry be-
caunse I would have to do the work for my-
self. There will not be £1,500 to assist me
in presenting my case. I daresay there will
be, as in the inquiry conducted by Percy
Hart, an arrav of legal practitioners pro-
vided by the Crown, but I venture te say
that the Crown will not provide me with the
services of even a elerk. Therefore it would
not he in my interests to prolong the inguiry.
If we are going to do the job, let us do it
properly. Do not let us have it said after-
wards that the job was only half done.

T am not suggesting that the member for
Pingelly desires to limit the inguiry. I am
wondering whether he considered the point
and realised how he would be hamstringing
the inquiry. I waut to know what happened
to the fund subscribed by the S.P. book-
makers and disfributed before the last elec-
tion. There is not 8 word in the motion
about that. T moved in this House for an
inquiry into that motter. I want to know
what happened to that £2,000,

The Premier: It was £330 when you got
before the Royval Commission.

Mr, SPEAKER: It is not in the motion
and the hon. member is not in order in dis-
cussing it now,

Mr. HUGHES: The £350 referved to he-
fore the Hart Commission was c¢ollected by
two S.P. bookmakers for election funds for
the eleetion hefore last. At the last election
they had a more substantial fund. It was
put on an organised basis; 8.P. bookmakers
had been paving into the fund for some time
and some of the subscribers have not heen
able to obtain from the pecople who received
the money a statement of how it was dis-
tributed.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! What portion of
the motion is the hon. member discussing
now?

Mr. HUGHES: There is ground upon
which I hope to justify this discussion, The
early part of the motion refers to statements
made by me in this House, One of my
statements was that a fund of £2,000 had
been collected and no account had heen ren-
dered as to how the money was distributed.
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It would be a tragedy to have a Royal Com-
mission appointed and preclude it from in-
quiring into that matter. I submit that I
am in order in referring to the absence from
this motion of any mention of the £2,000.
1t is covering up something that I consider
is very important. If.the fund was sub-
seribed and dislribated just before the elee-
tion, I think it is very important to know
who participated and how the money was
spent. It would be a master sfroke if proof
could be produced that £1,000 of it was
spent to secure my refurn.

The Premier: Or the return of the mem-
ber for Subiaco, for instance,

Myr. HUGHES: Yes. Still, as the Premier
has deseribed me as a reckless fellow, I am
prepared to ehance that. Unfortunately, the
motion of the member for Pingelly makes no
referenee to that matter.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The motion eould
be amended.

Mr. HUGHES: I also peint out that it
would be very desirable to have some inde-
pendent party to settle the issues. If I were
allowed to settle the issmes, that would be
very unfair to the people I have criticised.
If the other side is allowed to settle the
issues, that would be very unfair to me.
Therefore T suggest that an independent per-
son settle the issues. The Chief Justice is
going to conduct the inquiry. Let him settle
the issues. To that cnd I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 13 after the word ‘‘reference,’?
the words ‘‘be settled by His Honour the Chief
Justice after hearing the mover of the motion,
the Hon. the Premier, and Mr. T. J. Hughes*’
be ingerted.

Later I shall move a further amendment to
strike out all the succeeding words of the
motion,

The Premier: I am not going to make
speeches to the Chief Justice!

My, HUGHES: If the Premier does not
want to be present at settlement of the issues,
well and good.

The Premier: Let the House settle the
issues. Why bring in anybody else to settle
them?

Mr. HUGHES: I want the issues settled
independently and comprehensively,

The Minister for Works: Yon do not al-
ways get what you want.

Mr. HUGHES: I rarely get what T want;
and, perhaps luekily, sometimes I do not get
what I deserve.
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The Minister for Works: That is true.
[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. HUGHES : Of whom in this Chamber
is it not true? T wish to ensure that there
shall be no humbug as to what we can in-
quire into and what not. Could anything be
fairer than allowing some disinterested per-
son to settle the issues? My amendment will
allow a fair opportunity to every one of
the interested parties. The member for Pin-
gelly as mover of the motion, I take it, wants
a comprehensive inquiry, with no difficul-
ties about whether certain evidence ean he
got in and whether certain things can be in-
quired into or not. The position then will
be that the people concerned will set out
what they want to prove, will state their
standpoint to the Chief Justice with a view
to securing fthe right issues. They would
give their reasons and lei the Chief Justice
settle the issnes. We would point out to the
Chief Justice that we wished the inquiry to
be exhaustive and comprehensive, and such
that no one could afterwards complain that
evidence was excluded which ought to have
been admitted. In the light of those things,
I presume, the Chief Justice would settle
the issues, and nobody would bave eause for
complaint.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly—on amend-
ment): I oppose the insertion of the words.
As I pointed ont when moving the motion,
I personally am not involved in the matter
in any way other than as to the effect that
the charges levelled by the member for East
Perth have on every member of this Cham-
ber. I also pointed out that the terms of
reference inclnded in the motion were in-
¢luded at my suggestion. If any member
wishes to add to those terms of reference,
he has a perfect right to do so by way of
amendment. T have no desire to restrict the
inquiry. In reply to the question of the
memher for East Perth why the metropoli-
tan area was ineluded, I included it

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I draw the
attention of the member for Pingelly to the
fact that he, as mover of the motion, closes
the debate.

Mr. SEWARD: But I am speaking only
to the amendment.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon,
member can speak to the amendment, but
I want him to refrain from dealing with
matters outside the amendment, To those
matters he ean refer when replying.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. SEWARD: Thank you, Sir, I op-
pose the amendment. I am not making the
charges; consequently the Chief Justice
could not learn anything from me. I pre-
fer the suggestion of the Premier, that the
terms of reference be made by this House.
If members consider my terms too limited
they ean add to them, with the consent of
the Chamber. But as regards myself and
others going along to put up a case to the
Chief Justice, I refuse to do so.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth—on
amendment) : I have some sympathy with the
member for East Perth as regards the terms
of the commission. Members feel that in
the time at our disposal there has been
bardly any opportunity to examine carefully
the ferms of the commission as set out in
detail in the motion of the memher for Pin-
gelly. I feel, myself, that they are limited
in their nature and may prove to be unsatis-
factory to all parties concerned. I would,
therefore, favour the adoption of some means
by which provision could be made to ensure
that any essential evidence which might be
tendered by either side should, if relevant,
he admitted by the Royal Commissioner. I
offer that suggestion with some slight diffi-
dence. It might be a better aiternative if
the issues were settled by a small committee,
say two or three members, of the House.
After all, the purpose of the motion is te
have an inquiry by a Royal Commissioner
into the statements made by the member for
East Perth in the eourse of the speech re-
corded—all the statements, I take it—or any
statements material to the issnes. Like the
member for Pingelly and the member for
East Perth, I have the feeling that as at
present drawn those statements would afford
but a limited type of inquiry, which might
be answered in a very few words but would
not cover the full ramifications of the ques-
tion of the administration of the law with
regard to people who are charged as keepers

of starting-price betting shops. 1 consider
that the terms of the motion should he
re-drawn.

HON. W. D. JOHNSON (Guildford-

Alidland—on amendment) : I hope the House
will take this matter very seriously and
realise that, while the memher for Pingelly
has drafted the motion, once it ix passed the
references will he the refevenees of this
Chamber. T have looked through them and
think they are unduly wrongz. T am always
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afraid of anything that has a lot of words
in it. I like to read a letter that gets to
the point in as few words as possible, be-
canse then there is seldom any misapprehen-
sion. When there is a multiplicity of words,
one does not realise what one is writing or
reading. Therefore I am afraid—absolutely
afraid—that we are going to appear ridien-
lous in the eyes of the public when the whole
matter is being reviewed by the proposed
Royal Commissioner. We must realise that
it is not an individual that is submitting
these references; it is Parliament, and con-
sequently we all must share the responsibility
of submitting references in such a way that
we cannot be accused of ineapacity, or of
not having viewed the question seriously
enough to ensure that Parliament did reflech
in the roference exactly what DParliament
wanted.

On the face of it, the member for Pingelly
went through the specch of the member for
East Perth point by point and tried to cover
everything; hut one thing that has caused
me concern is the statement made by the
member for East Perth in reference to a
sum of £2,000. That does not appear in the
reference, and it immediately caused me very
grave eoncern hecause, if we do not deal
with that statement, it will be said that Par-
liament considers it is not worth inguiring
into. We would be asked to aceept the
responsibility for its exclusion. That would
not be fair to ourselves or to the clectors
whom we vepresent. In my opinion the
amendment is very erude. There is, how-
ever, much merit in the suggestion of the
member for West Perth, the Leader of the
National Party, that Parliament, having de-
culed by resolution fo have this inquiry,
should make certain that the terms of the
reference truly refleet the accusations and
charges made hy the member for East Perth.
If we appoint a commission, that eommission
must act within definite Jimits. Therefore,
we must not cxelnde any of the statements
made. If we do, we shall be suhjected to a
Fair amount of public eriticism.

I do not know exactly how to frame the
reference; that is a difficult legal matter. We
should adopt the suggestion of the member
for West Perth to appoint a committee of
the House to go into the matter and frame
the terms of the reference, so that if the mat-
ter goes before the Chief Justice he and
the public will realise that Parliament has
given proper consideration to the matters
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to be inquired into, and that the terms of
the reference cover the whole of the sub-
ject-matter of the charges made by the mem-
ber for East Perth. I personally want a
complete inquiry. The Premier wants a com-
plete inquiry. Do not let it be said that we
are not making it complete, and that we ac-
cept, willy-nilly, the drafting of the mem-
ber for Pingelly. He may have obtained
legal adviee; I do not think he did, becanse
the wording of the motion does not convey
that to me. The member for Pingelly has
done an excellent job for a layman; but
nevertheless the motion is simply the opinion
of a lay member of the House, and we ought
not to adopt it without analysing it. I, for
one, am not capable of analysing it from a
legal point of view. I do not want to vote
tor the amendment. If the House does not
do something in the matter I submit there
will be gross misrepresentation. We should
not pass the motion in the form in which it
stands.

HON. N. EKEENAN (Nedlands—on
amendment): On reading this motion mem-
bers will see that it is based entirely on the
statemenis made by the member for East
Perth in a speech which he delivered in this
House on the 16th September last. The
motion purports to ask for an inquiry into
thosze statements, but when it sets up—~-after
the opening paragraph, which is in the
direetion I have just told the House—an
inquiry into all the charges made in that
speech, it then particularises. It is guite
true to say that in the course of that par-
ticnlarising it does leave out very serious
matter that was definitely in the speech. In-
deed, it leaves out the very gist. I have
just refreshed my memory hy reading the
speech of the member for East Perth, and
it is perfectly elear that the hon. member did
not wish to bring charges against speeific
police officers, but to emphasise the point
that the Government must have known of
those events happening and it mnst there-
fore have been its poliey to allow them to
happen. That is the very gist of the speech.

Mr. Seward: That is-dealt with in the
reference.

[The Speaker vesumed the Chair.)

Hon. N. KEENAN: No. As the member
for East Perth pointed out, it would be an
inquiry into the aetions of police officers.
The matter is important from the point of
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view of the member for East Perth, whether
Junior police officers did this or that, or
carried out prosecutions in sueh a way as to
make the law an utter faree, because men
they prosccuted were men whom they knew
and everyone knows, so the member for East
Porth says, were not the real eulprits, but
merely dummies. But that whieh is the verv
essence of the charge would not he covered
by these references. Therefore T hope the
House will agree to what has been suggested
hy the member for West Perth, that a com-
nmittee be appeinted to draw up a reference
based on the speech of the member for East
Perth. Of course, that committee would have
the member for East Perth before it to peint
out in which way he wishes the referenee to
be drawn, subject of eourse to the approval
of the committee. On the other hand, if
there is a person opposing the matter, he
conld appear before the commitice. As at
present drawn, there is no possible doubt
that the inquiry would be limited to these
specific heads of reference. That wounld ex-
elude, among other things, an inquiry into the
fund of £2,000,

The Premier: There is no ohjection to an
amendment.

Mr. Seward: Have not people like that
the right to raise money to defend their in-
terests? There is no charge against the Gov-
ernment in that respect.

Hon. X, KEENAN: As T understand it,
the charge is where the money goes amd the
inference to be drawn from where the monev
went. If eertain things are alleged to he in
existence, great dilficulty may be experienced
in aseertaining why they are in existence.
It may simplify the matter if it is found that
a fund raised by these individnals is going
to a certain quarter. That is undoubtedly
the reason why the member for East Perth
referred to that fund. The gentleinen who
contributed the money could have spent it
in any way they chose. They could have
thrown it info the Swan River if that
amused them and that would have heen no
concern of anvhody else, but if that fund was
used for a specifie puarpose and if eertain
things happened with which that purpose was
associated, then it becomes important. T do
not know that the member for West Perth
actually moved an amendment, but if he
does move it T hope the Honse will agree
and appoint a ecommittee of this House to
framne the references, and that those refer-

[ASSEMBLY.]

ences will inelude everything dealt with in
the speech of the member for East Perth
deliveted on the 16th September,

MR. WATTS (Katanning—on amend-
ment): I am opposed to the amendment in
its present form. I would not like us to he
in the position that the Premier should help
to scttle these terms of reference, We have
heard expressed the attitude of the mem-
ber Tor Pingelly.

Mr. Hughes: He eannot sguib it that
way. He brought it up.

Mr. WATTS: The matter of settling the
terms of referenee is nof his econcern, he said,
hecanse he is only acting on what was said
by the member for East Perth. I listened
very attentively to the member for Pingelly
when he moved the motion, and it was quite
clear from his remarks that he wanted to
make sure that the Government and publie
officinlg of this State were or were not guilty
of certain malpractices. There is a refer-
ence in the speech of the membher for East
Perth to a sun of £2,000 but I defy him or
any member to find in that reference any
charee against the Government. So T sym-
pathise with the member for Pingelly in
omitting it. He hased his argument on the
fact that he wanted to clear the publie life
of this State and Parliament in general of
the charges that were made, charges that must
directly or indireetly refleet upen the Par-
liament of this State. I think if the member
for East Perth will think back over his
specch he will realise that with this one
exception the member for Pingelly did his
utmost to piek ount the things that were
said which might directly or indirectly ap-
pear to indicate that the Covernment, or
those under it or those for whom it is re.
sponsible, have been doing something that
is not right.  When he mot that far he
stopped. That seemis to me o be the posi-
tion.

T have elear recollections of the hon,
member’s speech and, like the memher forv
Nedlands, T have refreshed my memory sev-
eral times on this matter and T say there
iz nothing in it concerning the sumn of £2.000
to indieate that the member for Fast Perth
thought that any memher of the Government
had anything to do with that. If that is
the hon. member's impression now, 1 have
not the «lightest objection to its heing in-
cluded in the terms of reference. TIf that
was indicated jn the remarks to which T have
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referred, made earlier this year, I will have
no hesitation in saying that it should be in-
cluded. But let not the House lose sight of
the faet that this inquiry is an inquiry to
diseover whether or not the public adminis-
tration of this State is in error, and not an
inquiry to ascertain whether a bookmakers’
union or whatever they may care to call it
is raising money and spending it for some
purpose for which it should not be spent.
The member for Pingelly has made it per-
fectly plain that only the question of the
State Executive and those attached to it and
their reputation or lack of reputation dis-
turbs him. I believe that is tle reason lie
left this matter ont. I wish to make it clear
that if it will give the memlcr for Tast
Perth or any other member of this House
any satisfaction to inelude this matier in the
terms of reference, I would be pleased to sup-
port an amendment of that character. But
T do not think we should aceept the present
amendment, which places the onus of this
matter npon three persons.

There should be something in the sugges-
tion made that a committee of the House
should deal with the matter but I venture
to suggest that the member for Pingelly,
in asking the House to agree to include
these items in the terms of reference, was
anxious to get the matter cleared up in the
near future. We want to know where we
are and not to have the matter hanging fire
for an indefinite period. T think that was
the opinion of the member for Pingelly.
He did not want the possibility of time be-
ing wasted. Members will notice that the
motion states that the terms of reference
should include certain things. It does not
state that they should be the only things in-
¢luded. In fairmess to the member for Pin-
gelly the House should remember that. The
terms of referenee of the motion are not all
that could be inquired into, but with one
exception they are the only matters in the
speech of the member for East Perth on
which an inquiry could be held.

THE MINISTER TOR LANDS (on
amendment) : T have listened attentively to
the speeches made and the views of the
member for Pingelly regarding the amend-
ment by the member for East Perth. One
specific statement in the speech of the mem-
ber for KEast Perth does appear to he
omitted from the terms of reference sug-
gested in the motion. That relates to the
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collection and disbursement of a sum of
£2,000. I propose therefore to move a fur-
ther amendment,

Mr. SPEAKER: We must deal with this
amendment first,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I shall
move it at a later stage, and it will have
specific reference to the collection and dis-
bursement of the £2,000,

Hon. W. D. Johnson: On a point of
order, Mr. Speaker! Does the amendment
we are aboul to vole on refer to striking
out the words “ineluding the following” in
the second paragraph of the motion?

Mr SPEAKER: The amendment is to
insert after the word “reference” the words
“be settled by His Honour the Chief Justice
after hearing the mover of the motion, the
Hon. the Premier and Mr. T. J. Hughes.”

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison—on
amendment) : May T also point out that the
mover of that particular amendment indi-
cated that he proposed, if the amendment
were carried, to delete the other two words
following.

Mr. Seward: The whole of them.

Mr., MARSHALL: The idea was to get
these other words included. Then the mem-
ber for East Perth gave the House to under-
stand he proposed to move a further amend-
ment to complete the job.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Avyes - . .. 3
Nocs .. . .. 3
Majority against .. 32
AYES,
Mre. Cardell-QOlive: | Mr. Hugbes
Mr. McDonald {Tellsr.)
NoEs.

Mr. Berry Mr. Nulsen

Mr. Borle Mr. Potrick

Mr. Coverley Mr. Sampeon

Mr. Doney Mr. Seward

Mr, Fox Mr, Shearn

Mr. Hawke Mr. J. H. Smith

Mr. J. Hegney - - Mr, Thomn

Mr. W, Hegney Mr. Tankin

Mr. Hil Mr. Triat

Mr, Johnson Mr, Warner

Mr. Kecnan Mr. Watir

Mr. Kelly Mr. Wlilcock

Mr. Leahy Mr. Willmott

Mr. Mann Mr. Wilson

Mr. Marshall Mr. Wise

WMr, Millington Mr. Withers

Mr. Needham Mr. Cross

Mr, North (Teller,)

Amendment thus pegatived.
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HON. W. D. JOHNSON ({Guildford-
Midland) : I desire to move an amendment.

The Minister for Lands: I gave notice of
a further amendment,

Hon. V. D. JOHNSON: 1 am inelined
to think the Minister will get in beyond
where T propose to insert my amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: We will hear where the
Minister wants to place his amendment.

The Minister for Lands: I propose fo
move that a further paragraph 10 be added
to the terms of the reference.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON : I have an amend-
ment before we reach that stage. Before
the Minister for Lands moves his amend-
ment T desire to move that after the word
“reference” in line 13 the words “be
drawn up from the sohject-matter of the
satd member’s speech by a eommittee of this
House consisting of two members nominated
by the Premier and two members nominated
by the Leader of the Opposition,” be in-
serted. The responsible leaders of the
Honse will then protect the House and mem-
bers against any acensation which can be
made that the subject-matter of the speech
was not fully submitted, and consequently
not fully inquired into. If we start geing
through all the paragraphs submitted by the
member for Pingelly in his speech I am fear-
ful that we will not be able to frame it in
such a2 way that it will reflect eredit on
this Chamber, This is a serions matter he-
eanse it is going before the Chief Justice.
Parliament is submitting it to the Chief
Justice. Parliament surely wants to he
serupulons to see that the subjeet-matter of
the speech is presented in such a way to the
Royal Commission that the Royal Commis-
sioner will not be cirewmnscribed or author-
ised to go bevond the speech, but will have
to keep within it to allow full seope to make
a searching investigation. If the Premier
and the Leader of the Opposition, two of
the responsible leaders of this Chamber, are
ealled upon to go through the speech and to
draw up the references, then we would all be
satisfied that it will he done in a proper way
and Parliament ean with confidenee believe
that the whole thing will be thoroughly in-
vestigated. T move an amendment—

That in line 13, after the word ‘‘referenee,”’
the following words be inserted, ‘‘be drawn
up from the subject-matter of the snid
member’s speech by a committee of this House
consgisting of two members nominated by the

Premier and two members nominated hy the
Lender of the Opposition,”?

[ASSEMBLY.]

THE PREMIER: I do not propose to
support the amendment, I want the House
to take the responsibility. I do not want
people to say that the Premier bludgeoned
this through the eommittee. Let it be done
in the open. I do not want to be making
bargains or arrangements, or to do anything
behind the back of the House in regard to
this matter. Let the whole House say what
it wants to say. If the hon. member's terms
of reference are not sufficiently emhracing,
the member for Guildford-Midland can
move in the same manner as is intended hy
the amendment, notice of which has heen
given by the Minister for Lands. Let it be
decided on the floor of the House rather
than behind the doors of a committee room
between two or three people who might make
arrangements between themselves,

Hon. W. ). Johnson: If that were done, it
would not he a creditable doecument,

The Minister for Works: A morve credit-
able one than yon would draw up.

The PREMIER: This matter should be
settled in the House, so that everybody may
know the opinions of those who speak to ii.
It should not be settled behind the doors
of a eommittee room, because no one would
know what had been said in justification of
this item or that item. Further, bargaining
might occur between members of the commit-
tec on the basis that “if I put this in will
vou leave that out”? If members desive
that some other aspeet should he included,
the House can express a decision on the mat-
ter, Therefore I am not prepared to sup-
port the amendment. Any member may
move an amendment to include something
aclditional to what is set out in the motion.

MR. HUGHES (East Perth-—on amend-
ment) - I support the amendment in lieu of
something Letter. I defy anyone to make a
satisfactory list of references out of what is
set down on the notice paper. If we are
zoing to move amendments piecemeal, where
shall we end?

The Minister for Labour: You would have
the same trouble if the matter was referred
to a committee.

Mr. HUGHES : No.

The Minister for Labour: Of course you
wouhd.

Mr. HUGHES: The committee wonld
prohably  simplify the issue, and vefrain
from evowding it, by recommending that the
Chief Justice inguirve into and report upon
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the matters containe@ in the speeeh. This
is all that would be necessary. [f the Chief
Justice was instructed to inquire into and
veport upon the matters contained in the
said speech, he would have a freec hand, He
eould go through the speech and would know
exacily what was nceessary,

Mr, Needham: Why de you want a com-
mittee?

My. HUGHES: The hoi. member will
probably appreciate how dilfienlt it is to
make satistactory amendments to this long
motion. | wish to be surc that there will he
no keeping out of evidence. I wunt the job
done tully, so that when evidence is sub-
witted, it will not be cast aside. It would he
simple o instruct the Chief Justice to in-
quire into and report upon the matters eon-
tained in the speech. The alternative is to
accept all these limiting paragraphs con-
tained 1n the proposed terms of reference,
and they would preclude a  determination
being made as to whether the CGovernment
knew these dummies were being used, That
is the whole gist of the speech—whether
these things are being dene and whether the
jovernment knows. That is the major issue
—the very essence of the speech—and that
will he excluded.

The Premier: [ do not think anyone is
worrying about that aspeet of it.

Mr. HUGHES: That is the issue.

The Premier: No, the issue is corrnption.

Mr. HUGHES: Would it not be corrup-
tion if the Government knew that a dumnyy,
was heing put in for a man charged with a
crime and the Government allowed it?

The Minister for Works: Who is going to
decide whether there is dummying? Would
not the magistrate?

Mr. HUGHES: No.

The Minister for Works: Why not?

Mr. HUGIIES: The magistrate has na
choice in the matter beeause the man charged
with the offence pleads guilty, and so the
magistrate has to aceept him as the person
guilty of the offence. The dquestion is
whether the Government is aware of that.
Ministers vead the newspapers and know
what is happening. The question is that of
a man heing found guilty of an offence he
did not commit.

Mr., SPEAKER: We are discussing the
amendment moved by the member for Guild-
ford-Midland.

Myr. HUGHES: If a committee was ap-
pninted, it could consider the matter of the
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terms of veferenee, but the dillicnlty of mov-
ing amendinents in the Howse is very great.
In the absence of anything better, I shall
support the amendment, though I should like
to sec the Chiet Justice himsclf settle the
issues.

Amendment put and negatived,

Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that the
motion he ngreed too. I understand that the
Minister for Lands has an amendment.

Mr. HUGHES: Before the Minister pro-
ceeds, I should like to move an amendment,

Mr. BSPEARKER: The hon. member cannot
do that, though he could speak to an amend-
ment moved by another member.

Mr. HUGHES: Cannot I move an amend-
ment?

Mr. SPEAKER: No. The question is that
the motion he agreed to, and as the hon.
member has already spoken to the motion,
he cannot cateh my eye.

Mr, HUGHES: Do you understand what
T am asking, Mr. Speaker? I want to move
an amendnent. -

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is nof
in order in moving an amendment now. If
some other memhber moves an amendment, the
hon. memher may speak to it, I am put
ting the question on which the hon. membex
has alveady spoken, and he eannot speak
again.

My, MebDonald: T rise to move an amend-
ment.

Mr. HUGHES: How ean the member for
Wost Perth, who has alrendy spoken, move
an amendment ¢

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member ha¢
only spoken to an amendment, not to the
motion.

Mr.
rling.

Mr. SPEAKXER: T ask the hon. membe
to withdraw that statement. 1t is not ar
extraordinary ruling.

Mr. HUGHES: I withdraw. If that i
the sort of hole-and-corner inqoiry that i
going to be held—

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon
member to withdraw that statement.

Mr. HUGHTES: I withdraw..

Mr, SPEAKER: Now the hon, membe
will resume his seat, and the member fo
Woest TPerth mav proceed.

HUGHES: It is an extraordinary

Point of Order.
Hon. W. D. Jobnson: I rise to a point o
order. A motion was submitted, to which th
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member for East Perth moved an amend-
ment to be inserted in line 13. That amend-
ment was defeated. The hon. member now
desires to move another amendment further
on. I submit that he shonld have the right
to do so.

Mr. Speaker: T am rather surprised that
the member for Guildford-Midland, above
anyone else, shonld raise that point of order.
The member for East Perth has spoken to
the motion and I am now putting the ques-
tion that the motion be agreed to. Tt is im-
possible for the member for East Perth to
caich my eye unless to speak on an amend-
ment moved by some other member.

Hon. W, D, Johnson: I understood that
the hon. member moved an amendment, and
spoke to it.

My. Speaker: The member for East Perth
spoke to the motion at some length, and
cannof speak again exeept on another amend-
ment.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: He moved the
amendment that was defeated on a division.

Mr, Speaker: I do not know who moved
that amendment, nor do I care, The member
for East Perth speke to the motion, and he
cannot he heard again unless as to some
other member’s amendment.

[Debate Resumed.]

MR, McDONALD (West Perth): T move
an amendment—

That in line 5 of paragrapb 5 after the
word ‘‘therein’’ the worda ‘‘or any members
of the Government?’ be inserted.

I presume that wiil meet the situation men-
tioned with regard to the limiting effect of
paragraph 5.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. MeDONALD: I move an amend-
ment—

That in line 7 of paragraph 5 the words
“‘by them’’ be struck out.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: I am afraid we
shall have—

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the member for
Guildford-Midland has spoken to the
notion.

Hon. W. D. JOHUNSON: I am now speak-
‘ng to the paragraph which has just been
imended.

Mr. SPEAKER: The paragraph is not
sefore the House. The motion is hefore the
House.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: The paragraph
15 now amended will not read eorreetly.

[ASSEMBLY.)

MRS. CARDELL-OLIVER (Subiaco):
I move an amendment—

That in paragraph 7 the words “‘Is any
Justice of the Peace in the metropolitan area,’’
be struek out, and the words ‘‘The names of
those in this State who are the owners of
premises in which illegal betting is earried
on’’ inserted in lieu,

Amendment put and negatived.

"THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: I move
an amendment-—

That the following words be inserted to stand
as paragraph 10:—‘Was the sum of £2,000
alleged to be collected from S.P. bookmakers
subscribed by them and whe received this money

for the purpose of assisting eandidates at the
election?’’

Amendment put and passed.

MR. J. HEGNEY (Middle Swan): I
move an amendment—

That the following be inserted to stand as
paragraph 11:—‘‘To inquire into and report
on any charges not included in the foregoing
references but included in the said statement,’’
The motion refers to the statement of the
member for East Perth. If the amendment
is carried, any other matter mentioned in
that statement can be inguired into by the
Chief Justice.

MR. HUGHES {East Perth): I had in
mind something similar that would give the
Chief Justice some seope. I move—

That the amendment be amended by adding
the following words, ‘‘or reasonably inciden-
tal thereto.’’

Several members interjeeted.

Mr. HUGHES: Do not members want a
full inquiry? Why do members want to
stifle an inquiry? What are they afraid of ?

Amendment on amendment put and a
division taken with the following result:—

Ayes - .. .. .. 9
Noes . . .. .. 25
Majority against .. 18
AYES.

Mr. Berry Mr. McDonald

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver Mr. North

Mr. Hughes Mr. Sheacn

Mr. Keenan Mr. Sampson

Mr, Kelly {Teller,)

NoES,

Mtr, Boyle Mr. Needham

Mr. Coverley Mr. Nulsen

Mr. Oross Mr. Patrick

Mr. Doney Mr. Seward

Mr, Fox Mr. J. H. Smith

Mr. Hawka Mr. Tonkin

Mr. J. Hegney Mr. Triat

Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Walts

Mr. Hill Mr. Willeock

Mr. Johnsgon Mr. Wise

My, Leahy Mr. Withers

Mr, Marghall Mr. Wilso

Mr. Millington (Teller.)
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Amendment on amendment thus negatived.
Amendinent put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. ‘e . o220
Noes .. . . .14

Majority for .. .. G

AYES,

Mr. Berry Mr, Marshall

Mr. Boyie Mr. McDooald

Mrs. Cardell-Oliver Mr, North

Mr. J. Hegney Mr. Pairick

Mr. W. Hegney Mr. Sawmpson

Mr. Hil} Mr, Seward

Mr. Hughes Mr. Shearn

Mr. Jobnsou Mr. J, H. 8mith

Mr. Keenan Mr. Watta

Mr. Kelly Mr. Doney

Teller,)

NoEs.

Mr. Coverley Mr, Nulsen

Mr, Cross Mr, Tonkin

Mr, Fox Mr. Triat

Mr. Haowke My, Willeoek

Mr, Leshy Mr. Wise

Mr. Milington Mr, Withers

Mr. Needham Mr. Wilson

{Teller.)

Amendment thus passed.
Question put and passed; the meotion, as
amended, agreed to.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Hon (. G. Latham and York Seat.

HON. C. G. LATHAM (York) [6.3]: X
ask leave of the House to make a personal
explanation.

Leave given.

Hon. C. G. LATHAM: I desire to inform
the House that at the conclusion of the
present sitting I propose to tender my re-
signation as member for York, which seat
earries with it the Leadership of the Opposi-
tion. Mr. Watts has heen appointed
Leader of the Country Party by my
Party, and he will suceeed me as Leader
of the Opposition. I do not propose
to antieipate what may happen to-
morrow, but T take this opportunity to ex-
press to you, Sir, and to every other mem-
ber of this House, my very best thanks. I
shall carry away with me extremely happy
recollections of nearly 22  vears’ service.
When I came to the House in Mareh, 1921, T
was asked to second the motion for the
adoption of the Address-in-reply, and I was
then told that I was joining & House in
which T eould feel exactly the same ag if 1
were in my own home. I have often thought
of that, because it seems to me to he sueh
very sonnd advice. Ever since then I have
felt that no matter what viewpoint I have

expressed in this House it has been taken it
a very fing spirit.  When I bhecame Leader
of the Opposition a little over ten years ag:
I tried to emulate the two leaders of ths
Opposition who had preceded me—Mr. Col
liecv and Sir James Mitchell, who is now Hi:
Excellency ihe Lieut-Governor. At times .
feel that [ have not given all satisfaction i
members supporting me because I was no
aggressive enough, but I do not know tha
members of the llouse—or others—get ver:
far heeause they are aggressive in nature
After all, one ean get a good deal more b
saying what onc has to say and saying i
with a bunch of flowers. I shall leave th
Chamber with a certain amount of regret
I have made very great personal friends, no
only on this side of the House, but als
amongst members on the other side of th
House,

Mr. J. Hegney:
Charlie!

Hon. C. G. LATHAM : My severance frox
the House will he a severe one. In my capa
city as a member of the National Parlia
ment—if I reach Canberrn, as I hope
shall—my serviees to this State will be th
best T ¢an give. No man can say more tha!
that. T have gained experience and know
ledge here that should fit me to represent no
only one section, bnt all sections of thi
State. Western Austrnlia has a wonderfu
future. We are very isolated; we need rep
rescntation in the National Parliament, W
require more representation than we haw
at present and representation that will brin
hefore people in the Eastern States th
potentialities and possibilities of Wester:
Australia.

I desire to tender to you, Mr. Speaker, m;
very hest thanks for the kindness, considera
tion and guidance you have given me in m
capacity as Leader of the Opposition. T de
sire also to tender thanks/to the Clerk o
the House and members of his staff. No on
could have served anyone better than I hav
heen served by them. To the Chicf “Hansard
Reporter and his staff, including the ladie
I desive to cxpress my appreciation, an
also to the Controller and his staff. I ean
not remcmber one angry word I have ha
with any of them. I have had no reason t
find fault with any of them, and going awa
after close on 22 years memhbership of th
House, I think it would be unreasonable fo
me not to acknowledge that they have serve
me cxccedingly well and T am grateful,

We shall miss you
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offer my thanks also to the Press of this
State, In common with others I have made
a great many mistakes. In reporting my
remarks the Press have been very generous
and considerate, and I take this opportunity
of publicly saying to the Press that I thank
them very much for their consideration in
the past. I hope I shall be treated guite as
liberally by the Press in future. I will now
say au revoir to you, Mr, Speaker, and to
members of this House.

THE PREMIER: It is with very great
regret that I hear of the hon. member's deci-
sion to resign his position as Leader of the
Opposition and member for York. With so
rmuch regret do I receive the news that to-
morrow I shall take action to eircumvent his
desire so that we shall be able to retain his
services. I know he has been held in such
estcem and respect by members of his own
Party that should he come back to the House
he will again occupy the position of Leader
of the Opposition, in which office he has ren-
dered such excellent serviee to his party and
the people he represents. He bas been a
member of this House for quite a long time
—about 22 years. He has an honourable
record as & member of the Government for
three vears and has been Leader of his party
for ten years. When & man, after succes-
sive elections—we have had three or four—
retains his position as Leader of his party,
it is a great compliment to himself and means
that he has carried out his duties in a way
that commends itself to his party and to
people outside. He has built up a great
reputation for sincerity and diligenee sinee
he has been here, and the fair-minded atti-
tude he has adupted towards legislation,
motions and the aections of members gener-
ally has endeared him to members of the
House,

1 think we can all say without any excep-
tion that Mr. Latham has earned the respect
and esteem of every single member of the
House who is here present, and of all those
who bave served in the House during the
time he has been a member. I have had
some experience and I consider that the con-
luet of this House compares very favour-
ibly with that of any other House of Par-
iament in Australia. There has been cor-
liality betweer members of both sides of the
House. There has been exemplary conduct,
'ar hetter, I should say, than has prevailed
n most Houses of Parliament, and an ab-
ience of that heat and bad feeling which
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have been allowed to oceur in some other
Parliaments. That pleasant state of affairs
is engendered by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion and the head of the Government. A
tradition has been built up in this House over
the last 20 years that quarrelling shall be
confined to political prineiples rather than
personal issues, That line of conduet can
be encouraged or discouraged to 2 very great
extent by the man ocecupying the office of
Leader of the Opposition. That we have
had that line of conduct for so many years
is a tribuie to the presemt Leader of the
Opposition and those who preceded him. I
would have liked the Leadcr of the Opposi-
tion to occupy that office for many years.

My, Needham: His suceessor wilt!

The PREMIER: Joking apart, it is with
sincere regret that all the members of each
side of the House, including the cross-
henches, will say au revoir and farewell to
the Leader of the Opposition. 1 congratu-
late the new Leader of the Opposition, He
will have a very high ideal to live up to in
following the footsteps of so capable a man
as Mr. Latham has proved himself to he.

Mr. Marshall: We will bring him back to
carth very smartly.

The PREMIER: He follows a line of
people who oceupied the position with dis-
tinet credit to themselves and to Parliament.
I hope the relationship between Government
members of the House and the Opposition
will continue on the same friendly lines. We
have all been out, I think, to do the best
we can for the State of Western Australia.
We have all been consistently strong sup-
porters of the principles we were elected to
maintain, but we have been able, in addition,
to follow a line of conduct which has pre-
vented a lot of disturbance and disorderli-
ness such as exist in some places elsewhere.
I eongratulate the new Leader of the Opposi-
tion and hope he will have a very long and
suecessful term of office.

MR. McDONALD (\West Perth): I con-
gratnlate the new Leader of the Opposition,
and wish him every success in the respon-
sible duties he has to fulfil, and which T am
sure his youth and capacity will aid him
in discharging. As for our old friend, the
member for York, by which title I ean refer
to him for the last time, we feel great regret
at his impending departure. He has been
(this sounds like giving him a reference, but
T must sav it) most conseientious in the dis-
charge of his dutiess. He has been a real
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hard worker and scrupulously fair. He has
rendered honest and sineere serviee to his
constituents, to his party and to the whole
State. Above all that, he has engaging quali-
ties, which we do not all have, but which he
possesses so eminently. We, therefore, feel
regret at seeing him go, and wish him every
snpeeess in his new sphere. We can say of
him, to adapt the words of Daniel Wehster,
—*“Parliament has honoured him, and he has
honoured Parliament.”

MR. J. H. SMITH {Nelson): I was one
of those who entered Parliament at the same
period as the member for York. I wish to
say how much I have appreciated his friend-
ship during those years. I regret that he is
leaving State politiecs for the Federal arena,
but at the same time I hope he will be suc.
cessfol tomorrow. I am sorry that he has
never reached his ambition, which was to be
Premier of this country. Perhaps he would
have, had he stayed a little longer. I hope
that in the Nationatl Parliament to which he
is going he will become Leader of the Senate.
I wish him Godspeed from Western Austra-
lia. We know that we will tomorrow have
one member in the National Parliament who
will look after Western Australia’s interests,
and that is what we require in our isolated
State. I congratulate the member for Katan-
ning on hecoming Leader of the Opposition,
T feel sure he will make a good job of it.
He will have at least my wholehearted sup-
port.

MR. PATRICK (Greenough): 1 would
bike to express my regret at the departure
of the Leader of the Opposition from this
Hounse. Not ounly these henches, but the
whole House, will be the poorer for his going.
I do not know whether this will start a land-
slide from State Parliaments. ‘We know the
member for York will worthily represent
this State in the Federal Parliament. He
has an idea that he has put up a record as
Leader of the Opposition, bot that record is
held in the House of Commons, where
Charles James Fox, of whom Edmund
RBourke, no mean jndge, said that he was
the greatest debater the world ever saw, sat
in Opposition for 20 years—in Opposition
to Pitt. The Leader of the Opposition has
a long way to go to equal that record. The
House will be poorer for his going, and I
very much regret his departure. He will
worthily represent Western Australia, with
his great knowledge of the State. I have
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already congratulated the new Leader of the
Opposition, and I take the opportunity now
of doing so again.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan}: I join with
other members in expressing sincere regret
at the decision of the member for York.
I realise that there are perhaps greater op-
portunities in the Senate, but this Hounse will
not he the same without the Hon. C. G.
Latham. He has proved to be a man pos-
sessing a very equable temperament. He has
acted fairly, without reference to party. We
have heen through difficult times, but he has
always acted with discretion. The mem-
her for York will carry with him the
best wishes not only of members but of very
many people thronghout the Siate. I hope
he finds life in Canberra to be happy, and
that he will find opportunities for service,
because if he does not he will not long re-
main content. I was eleeted to this House
doring the same election that he was, but
it was a few weeks after he took his seat
that I came here, because T had to face a
gerious illness. To an old leader I wish
Godspeed and good fortune, and may the
future provide all that he would wish,

ME, WILLMOTT (Sussex): I eannot
let this occasion pass without saying a
few words. I have, perhaps, known the
member for York as long as has anybody in
this Chamber. We first met in camp at
Blackboy in 1916 during the last war. He
was then a corporal in a platoon of which T
was & member, and he was a good leader
then, and always has been. All I regret is
that I have not been behind & Government of
which he was the leader. I am sure that
in the position, which we hope he will at-
tain after tomorrow, as member in the Senate
for Western Australia, he will undoubtedly
do his utmost for this State.

MR. DONEY (Williams-Narrogin): As
secretary to the Country Party for a good
many years, and therefore as one who has
had a eclose association with the leader of
the party, I might be permitied to say a
word. I draw attention to the fact that
the hon. member is going over East as a pro-
nounced and enthusiastic “State’s righter,”
and he must live up to his reputation. There
will be vastly greater scope in the future
than in the past for him to assist the State.
Nothing would disappeint me more than to
find that after being in Canberra for a while



718

the hon. member descended to the level of
others who have been there for some time, and
forgotten their duties to their home State.
A member referred to Mr. Latham's having
been Leader of the Opposition for whet, so
far as he knew, is a record length of time.
I offer him this solace—that Leaders of the
Opposition in the other States have, dating
from the commencement of the depression,
been in the same position as he has here, It
is not only in Western Australia that the
position has been held by the same party for
ten years. That position obtained in Vie-
toria and also in New South Wales until
MeKell broke the hoodoeo, and also in South
Australia and, of course, Tasmania. T do
not pretend that my sentiments are nol
tinged with a little disappointment, but if
some one other than my eclose friend on my
left or T had to get the position, I am
satisfied that that other should be the mem-
ber for Katanning. With other members
who have spoken, I hope Mr. Watts will, as
Leader of the Opposition, have as snceessful
and happy a time as Mr. Latham who, as
“Charlie Latham,” has heeome more of an
institution in this Chamber than has any
other member I can think of.  Certainly
there is no one who has gained greater popu-
larity than bhe has. T wish Mr. Latham in
his new sphere of activity a period of very
great suecess and such measure of happiness
as can possibly come to a public man.

MR. WATTS (Katanning): I wish to
thank the Premier and other members who
have offered me their congratulations. I re-
gret that we are losing Mr. Latham. In the
seven or eipht years I have known him, and
in the seven years I have been a member of
this House, he has been of great assistance
to me, and I have never regretted sitting be-
hind him as a member of this party and
hacking him up whenever I thought it conld
he done. T hope he will be elected to the
Senate vacaney and, if he is, T believe he
will do much good for Western Australia.
I wish him all possible suecess. For my own
part I feel some pleasure, tinged with a eon-
siderable sense of responsibility, and I will
do my best in the position and trust by the
forbearance of other members to get away
with it moderately suceessfully. If I do as
well as my predecessors have done, I shall
have no regrets.

House adjourned at 6.87 p.m.
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JOINT SITTING.
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FEDERAL SENATE VACANCY,

In accordance with the Standing Ovders
passed by both Houses of Parliament and
approved by Executive Couneil, the mem-
bers of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly met in joint sitting in
the Legislative Council Chamber, to fill the
vacancy in the representation of Western
Australia in the Senate of the Federal Par-
liament cansed by the death of Senator Ed-
ward Bertram Johnston.

The PRESIDENT of the Legislative
Council {Hon. Sir John Kirwan) took the
Chair at 2.30 p.n.,, in accordance with the
Standing Orders. He was accompanied by
the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly
(Hon. J. B, Sleeman).

Election.

The PRESIDENT : This joint sitting of
both Houses is held in order to fll 2 vacaney
in the representation of Western Australia
in the Federal Senate. I am now prepared
to reecive nominations.

THE PREMIER (Hon. J. C. Willcock—
Geraldton}: 1 propose—

That Mr. William Wauhop, clerk, of 48
Duke-street, East Fremantle, he elected to fill
the vacaney in the Federal Senate due to the
death of Senator Edward Bertram Johnston.
I have Mr. Wauhop's assurance that, if
elected, he is prepared to act.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. W. H.
Kitson—West): I seeond the nomirnation
of AMr. William Waunhop.

MR. WATTS (MI.A., Kataoning): I
propose—

That Mr. Charles George Latham, farmer,
of Narembeen, lie elected to fill the vacancy in
the Federal Senate due to the death of Senator
Edward Bertram Johnston.

I have Mr. Latham’s assuranee that, if
elected, he is prepared to act.



