[25 Maren, 1943.]

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEY SECRETARY: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn 1il}
2.15 p.m. tomorrow.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 5.52 pa.

Legislative Council.
Thursduy, 25th March, 1943,

PAGE

jons: Argentine ant .. 2087

QuﬁﬁTaxl-cabs,mm to pumbers llcensed, fuel, ete. ... 2057

Bill: Commonwealth Powers, 2B. ... e 2057
Motlon; Youthful delinquents, detention conditions, N
Select Committee appolnt c. 2971

Adjournment, Spectal ... e 2075

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 2.15
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2).
ARGENTINE ANT.

Hon. A. THOMSON asked the Chief See-
retary: 1, Has the Government’s attention
been drawn fo a letter appearing in “The
Albany Adveriiser,” dated the 18th March,
19438, under the heading of “A Worse Pest,”
and dealing with the spread of what is
known as the Argentine ant? (This pest, if
it reaches our orchards, will play havoe with
our fruit industry and become & greater
menace than the fruit fly.) 2, Has the Gov-
ernment made any attempt to exterminate
this pest? 3, If not, will it realise the
serious menace to rural industry if this pest
beeomes firmly established in this State, and
take immediate steps to exterminate the Ar-
gentine ant which is apparently establishing
itself in portions of Albany?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
Yes. 2, Yes. The Argentine ant was first
recorded in Western Australia from Albany
in April, 1941. A comprehensive survey
was immediately earried out in the Albany
distriet and the metropolitan aren. As a
result regulations have heen gazetted for
the eontrol of the pest. 3, Answered by
No. 2.

TAXI-CABS.
A3 to Numbers Licensed, Fuel, Ete.

Hon, H. L. RQCHE asked the Chief See-
retary: 1, How many taxis were registerad
in the metropolitan area as at the 12t
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AMareh, 1943—{a) by companies; (b) by in-
dividuals? 2, For what number of those
taxis has the Liguid Fuel Control Board
issued petrol licenses? 3, Are the remaining
vehieles, if any, fitted with producer-gas? 4,
If s0, who issued the permits for fitting the
producer-gas units in such cases, and on what
authority !

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
171 livenses issued as  follows:—(a) 41
vehicles owned by companies; (b) 130 owned
by individuals. 2, Information in this re-
gard should he obtained from the Liquid
Fuel Board which is a Commonwealth in-
stitution. 3, 110 fitted with gns producers.
4, The Liquid Fuel Board.

BILL—COMMONWEALTH POWERS.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed fromn the previous day,

HON H. S. W. PARKER (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [2.22]: So far as 1 can judge the
ostensible object of this Bill is to help in
the bringing sbout of a so-called new order
——a new economic and socinl order that is
to be ushered in after the war, I should
like to quote from the remarks of the Pre-
mier and the Hon. A. R. G. Hawke con-
tained in the report of the Seleet Commnit-
tee of another place to which the Bill was
referred. In Paragraph 2 (b) the following
appears :—

The people of Australia have been led to be-
lieve that n new economie and social order is
likely fo he ushered in in the years immediately
after the war. No satisfactory new order of
the nature suggested could possibly be estab-
lished and maintained without a considervable
measure of control or dircetion in respect of
industry being available to. n strorgly consti-
tuted public authority sueh as the Common-
wealth Parliament | . .

It is nlso asked in the Bill that we hand thesa
powers over for a limited period of five
vears. Now, assume that the new economic
order is brought in! Then I cannot under-
stand why we need to assume that the States
cannot govern as they have done. I am wun-
able to understand that the Parliament of
Western = Australia eanuvot be as strongly
constituted a& public authority as the Cori-
monwealth Parliament. Why are we not a
strongly constituted public authority? Or
why are we going to cease to be o strongly
constituted public authovity as soon as the
war is over and for five vears after? Aye
we then, after the five years, to rome back
and beeome a strongly eonstituted publie
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authority? I am onc of those who still be-
lieve that the State Parliament ean, and
will be able to, govern the people of Western
Australia; and I believe that this Parliament
will do it in a far better manner than any
Commonwealth Government ever wilt he
able to. The reason for my saying that is
that we have had the experience recently—
in fact, ever since Federation—in that we
cannot get anything done in any Federal de-
partmeat without the matter heing referred
to Canberra; it does not matter what it may
be. It is not the Ministers, nor the heads
of departments, that deal with these mat-
ters; and so we are dependent on sowe clerk,
doubtless a senior elerk, in a Federal de-
partment to say whether a telephone can
.be shifted from one room to another.

People arve always far better governed by
amen close to them than by men far away.
So long as we have this State Parliament,
the people of Western Australia ean bring
their troubles to it; and various tronbles
can be rectified far more casily, rapidly and
satisfactorily here while we have a State
Parliament, than by any Commonwealth Par-
linment. Of eourse, this is all for a new
order. 1 do not know what the new oxrder
is, but later on I shall endeavour to deal
with what is suggested. Section 51 of the
Lommonwealth Constitution Act sets out the
powers of the Commonwealth Parliament,
and it scems to be forgotten that those
powers were given by the various States. At
present the idea seems to be getting about
that the Commonwealth is the sovereign
power. It requires to be made known that
the States are the sovereign power, and that
the States will give the Commonwealth such
powers as they think can be better handled
by the Commonwealth—such powers as, ob-
viously, defence, which is a unational con-
cern. Bui I fail to see why we should go
handing out all sorts of powers to the Com-
monwealth for after the war because we are
at war. The Prime Minister has definitely
stated that the Commonwealth Government
has all the powers it needs so far as the war
is coneerned. Not only has the Common-
wealth Government all the powers it re-
quires, but it is exercising them far in ex-
eess of the requirements of the war.

There is a great argument that the Bill
is to give the Commonwealth more powers
so that it may implement the Atlantie Char-
ter. I do not know why this Parliament
cannot implement the Atlantic Charter, so
far as Western Australia is concerned, as
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well as can the Commonwealth Parliament,
If the argument is that we cannot, may I
ask whether the Commonwealth Parliament
can implement the Atlantic Charter to the
fuill extent that the Parliament of Great Bri-
tain can? If the argument is good from
the Commonwealth Parliament to the State
Parliament, survely it is equally good from
the Imperial Parliament to the (‘ommon-
wealth Parlinment! And thevefore the logi-
cal argument is that the various Dominions
should authorise the Imperial Parliament to
pass all necessary legislation to implement
the Atlantic Charter. When all is said and
done, the Atlantic Charter, whatever our
individual views with regard to it may be,
has to be brought in. Let us sec, then, whe-
ther it is necessary from that aspeet to
give powers to the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment as proposed by the Bill. That meas-
ure provides for a period of five years, and
I ask members to look through the various
items meutioned in it and point out one of
those which can be dealt with in five years.
There is the reinstatement and advance-
ment of members of the Fighting Foreces. 1t
took a great many years to reinstate mem-
bers of the Fighting Forces from the last
war; in faet, I doubt if it was completed
hefore the present war started.

Reinstatement of members of the Fighting
Forces from this war will take many years,
and therefore it is absurd to talk about this
Bill being for a period of five years. And
members must uwnderstand that whatever
powers they give to the Commonwealth by
the Bill are going to be everlasting. It is no
use talking about or haggling over whether
the period will he five years or whether the
legal interpretation is, or is not, five years.
It does not matter two straws what the legal
aspect is. What matters is the practical as-
pect. And the practical aspect is this: Sup-
pose we give the Commonwealth Parliament
power to deal with unifortnity of railway
gauges, how on earth could that matter be
completed in five years? It would be five
vears bhefore the matter was proceeded with.

Hon. J. Cornell: The Commonweaith Gov-
erminent would not start then.

Hon. H. 8. W, PARKER : It might start
after 414 vears. It might have its plans
verdy then, and at the end of five years
what will happen? Immediately o referen-
dum will be held and the Commonwealth
Giovernment will say, “Look how much
trouble vou are going to cause if vou do
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uot give us this power, We have everything
ready and have spent millions of money on
it.” The people will then be forced to vote
“ves” on the referendum. They mnst do
50, Whatever power is granted to the Com-
monwealth Parliament by this Bill must be
granted eventually for all time. That is
the object of the Bill. I will have more to
say about the draftsmanship of this Bill
luter in my remarks; but I ask members
(o hear in mind that there is not the slightest
shadow of doubt that whatever power is
granted by it will be everlasting.

Hon, L. Craig: You have no authority
for saying that.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: I have author-
ity and will endeavour to show it.

Hon. J. Cornell: It is all assumption.

Hon, H. 8. W. PARKER: Take employ-
ment and nnemployment; how ean that be
dealt with in a period of five years? The
same remark applies to organised market-
ing of commeodities and uniform company
legislation. What will happen if the Bill
passes?  Of comse, the powers will have
to be continued. Can the powers with
respeet to trusts and combines and profiteer-
ing and prices be given for five years only?
These powers must be granted permanently.
What is the use of giving the Commonwealth
power to deal with air transport and repal-
viation, family allowanees and the people of
the aboriginal race for only five years? Some
hon. members may he offended at what I
have said, but T am afraid they will be still
more offended when they hear my remarks
upen the way in which this Bill is drawn.
Members have had masses of literature sent
to them dealing with post-war reconstruec-
tion. Tt has all been jettisoned. The Prime
‘Minister said at the eonvenfion—

But how can any nation-wide Australian plan

for reconstruction be made unlesa we are
assured that nation-wide Australian authority
will be available to put the national plan into
execution? You might as well draw elaborate
plans for a new city, withont information as
to whether it will be possible to go on with
the building of it.
Is not that exactly what T have said? An
elaborate plan 1s proposed to be drawn up
for five years and we do not know whether
jt will be proceeded with. Yet that is what
this Bill proposes. The Prime Minister goes
on to say--—

This development of the past and the dan-
gers of the present combine to make it im-
portant that the National Parliament of Aus-
tralia shall be competent to carry out the will
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of the people, to whom alone fealty is due—
not the people of 40 years ago, but the people
of today.

Are we not paying fealty io the people who
lived in biblical times when we adopt the
laws that are laid down in the Bible, laws
whieh provide for punishment of offenders?
Is it right to say, because the framers of
the Constitution drew it up 30 years ago,
that therefore it is no good? They were
long-headed statesmen, who foresaw what is
happening today. They realised and appre-
ciafed that some States would remain
powerful while others would perhaps become
weaker and they said, *We must nof allow
the powerful States to rule the weaker
Bates.” This Bill s framed for the one aml
only purpose of allowing the powerful States
to rule the weaker States. It is designed
for that purpose and for thai purpose alone,
As I say, the framers of the Comimonweslth
Constitution were statesmen of no meany
order and we would do well to follow in their
footsteps. On 18 oceasions the people of
Anstralia weve asked to agres to an amend-
ment of the Commonwealth Constitution, bug
only on three did they consent to an altera-
tion. Is that not proof that the framers
of the Commonwealth Constitution were
long-headed men? The way in whieh the
Bill is drawn makes one feel rather dis-
gusted. Did the framers think that any body
of intelligent men could possibly believe that
the objeets of the Bill eould be attained
within a period of five years after the war?
I venture {o say that the framers of the Bill,
or the prineipal draftsman, knew full well
that that was impossible, and the Bill was
only framed in this way to hoodwink the
people into passing it on the basis that the
powers would be transferred for five years
only.

No matter how legally binding this measurs
may be in fixing the period for five years, in
practice the powers will be transferred for
ever. At the end of four years, a referendum
may be held or the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment may ask for an extension of time.
While some specious argnments may be nd-
vanced, solid, sound argument, which cannot
be vefuted, will be put forward to induce the
people to vote for an extension of time.
Post-war reeonstruction cannot be carried ont
in a peried of five years after the war; it
will take decades to achieve that. The easiest
of those years will be the first five, because
then the people will have plenty of money
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and a tremendous amount of work will have
to be done. The first five years will not pre-
sent any great difficulty; it is after that time
that ditfteulties will arise. Why should we
suy that the States will not be able to govern
during the first five years? Why should we
snggest that the Commonwealth Parliament
= much more able to deal with these matters?

Make no mistake! If we pass this
Bill as it stands, it will be the end of
this State Parliament. It is complete
and absolute unification. I say the Bill
is a deep-laid plan to foree unification on
the people by first transferring these powers
for five years, after which the people will be
forced to agree to a complete transfer.
The people will have coxpervience of the
measure for five vears and will think it is
all right, but later they will find out what
it means. I will endeavour to show that the
Bill is brought forward for the ereation of
a new economic social order, but that it is
designed to bring about a different state of
affairs from that which appears at first
sieht. The Bill is intended to result in unifi-
cation and socialisation for the benefit of a
section of the community only. 1 shall refer
to the remarks of a responsible Federal Min-
ister. I have always understood that in a
democratie eountry, if a responsible Minister
makes a statement with which his colleagues
do not agree, either he relinquishes his posi-
tion or the Ministry resigns. As neither of
those things has happened the Federal Min-
i-try must be responsible for all that this
partieular Minister kas said. In “The West
Australian” of the 22nd Mareh appeared the
following :(—

AMelbourne, March 21,—The Minister for
Labour, Mr. Ward, said at a Labour Day
Social at the Trades Hall last night that he
believed there was no substitute for socialism,
despite all the palliatives suggested for the
present out-moded system. ‘‘Tt is no good
fooling the people. We must tell them bluntly
that under capitalism wars are inevitable,’’
he said, ‘‘and only under socialism can we
pet real peace instead of another wuneasy
wrmistice of the 1918 pattern.’’

I honestly believe there is not a man, woman
or child in Australin who would not do his
or her utmost to avoid wars, The Common-
wealth Government's idea of avoiding wars
ix complete xovialism, ax was stated by the
Foderal Minister for Lahour. Nothing has
been said about those remarks. The Prime
Alinister has not objeeted to Mr. Ward's
«tatement nor has any other Federal Min-
ister. This Bill points entively towards that
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ontconte, What an extraordinary state of
affairs it is that there should he proposed a
new order of reconstruction for one section
of the community only! We have had an ex-
ample of the start the Commonweslth Gov-
ernment has made with reeonstruction legis-
lation, when it objected to preference being
given to the finest of the manhood of Aus-
tralia, men who were prepared to risk their
lives and all they had for the sake of their
country. The Commonwealth Government
says, “No, we will not give you preference,
but we will give preference to those who
stayed at home, to those who made the
smmunition for you who risked your lives to
fight with it.”” And we are asked to give
further powers to a Government that will
do things of that sort!

The Chief Seeretary: What ground have
you for making that statement?

Hon, H. 8. W. PARKER: The ground I
have is that we are told that the Senate,
voting on a party basis, included in the Re-
patviation Bill a clause providing for pre-
ference to rveturned soldiers, which was
oppesed hy the Government,

Hon. J. Cornell: The Senate’s proposal is
opposed by the R.8.L., too.

Hon. H. 8. W. PARKER: I do not eare
whether it is or not; I am telling the House
what the Senate did. The Government would
not give preference to returned spldiers.

The Chief Secretary: I am afraid the hon,
member does not know what he is talking
about.

Hon. H. S. W. PAREKER: I shall be
delighted if the Chief Secretary will assure
me that the Commonwealth Government will
give preference in all Govermment contraets
to returned soldiers over and above the
unions. I will be delighied and only too
pleased then to withdraw my remarks. Here
is a strange thing: We are asked to give
these powers to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and the Prime Minister is reported to
have said at the recent Convention—

I am firmly of opinion that the best form
of government for modern Australia, having
regard to all the circumstanees, is one in
which all major national questions are dealt
with by the Xational Parliament and that
matters of miner importance, as well as
administration of national laws, should be
left to the States.

The Prime Minister wants the State Parlia-
ments to he some sort of body to administer
laws" made by the Conmmonwealth Parlia-
ment.  He wants a new constitulion to be
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brought in, not only for the Commonwealth,
but for the States as well. In another part
of his speech he pointed out how cssential
it was that the States should continue to
administer affairs under the Commonwealth.
He said—

We have come to the conclunsion that we
should make a great effort to obtain unanimity
in achieving tho main objective of the Bill,
which ig to give sufficient authority to the
Commonwealith FParliament to assume pri-
mary, though not exclusive, responsibility for
the problem of post-war reconstruction. Inm
this spirit, the Attorney General has re-
examined all the objections which have been
raised and has endeavoured to meet the most
important of them, Therefore, he will sng-
gest amendments o the Bill, and T now ask
him to announce them.

Sc this Bill is primarily though not ex-
clusively the responsibility of the Cominon-
wealth Government.,  Again, if [ might be
rermitted to quote, Dr. Evait said—

Tt is desirable to emphasise that, althongh
we propose to agk the pegale to confer important
additional powers upen the Commonwealth Par-
linment, these powers will noi hecome the
exelugive concern of the Commenwealth Par-
liament. The States will retain all their exist-
ing powers of legislation in relation to all the
topies | have mentioned. Tn other words, the
powers of the Commonwealth Parliament and
the State Parlinnients over these topies will
become voncurrent—which means that if, and
only if, there is a couflict hetween Common-
wealth legislation and State legislation on the
topic. the Commonwealth law prevails by vir-
tue of Section 109 of the Constitution.

What an extraordinary Bill we are asked to
pass! We are going to let the Common-
wealth and the States toss up ax to which
shall «lo certain things. Dr. Evatt con-
tinned—

This brings me te the last point, It has
be=en emphasised and illustrated in the book
prepared hy the Commonwealth for the Con-
vention. We agree that national planning for
post-war reeonstruction and the carrying out
of such plans will be o task requiring both
Commouwealth Jeadership and State co-opera-
tion. The Commonwealth will requirec much
the same assistance from the States during
the period of post-war reeconstruction as has
heen found neeessary to carry ont the na-
tional planning necessary to achieve guccess in
war. Therefore, in order to facilitate and en-
sure such co-operation from States and local
governing bodies, a special elawse has been in-
serted in the Bill which empowers the Com-
monwealth Parlinment to make laws authoris-
ing auny State or any State Minister, officer or
instrumentality, or amy local government
authority to assist in the execution of any power
conferred on the Commonwealth Parliament by
Section 60A. This T regard as 2 key pro-
vision.

His answer is
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What does this mean? It means that the
Commonwealth wiil pass a law and then
calmly ask the Premier to make regulations
under it, as was the e¢ase in connection with
the liquor gnestion.  This Parliament would
have no power to deal with it, and if we ob-
Jjeeted we would have only five members in
the House of Representatives and six in the
Senate to vote for the disallowance of the
regulations, What earthly chance has West-
ern Australia under that suggestion? None
whatever!  Dust i being thrown in onr eyes.
We are asked to pass this Bill giving the
Commanwealth complete power for five years,
hut the Prime Minister says, “Do not forget
that you States will have to help.” At the
prosent time, and prior to the war, the States
helped the Commonweslth in every way and
the various Governments of the Common-
wealth endeavoured to help the States. T
cannot see why that should not continue for
the future. A wonderful volume entitled
“Post-war Reconsiruetion™ has been issued.
Ii it the Attorney General asks himself ques-
tions and answers them. 1 have never yet
heard of n human being that wonld ask him-
self such awkward guestions that he could
not answer. I will not attempt to vead all
these questions and answers, bat a few of
them are interesting. He asked himself—
Can g ])1:1_“ for post-war reconstruction give
evervene a joh?
T bave a vivid recolleetion of a Premier say-
ing—"Work for all!” I was one who suffered
as a result. The Attorney General made the
following reply to the above question:—
Yes. So long as consumers want more food
to eat, more clothes to wear, more houses to
live in—and so long as the community wants
more voads and bridges built, more factories
and machines bailt—we can go on employing
men. Tt needs only Govermmnent initiative to
set unemployed men to work to produce these
geods and scrviees.
It all hinges on the word #if"
plenty of work if the work is there.
auestion No. 76 15 as follows:
Tut whnt guarantee is there that the Com-
monwealth  Parliament will not abuse the
power !

We have
His

Whit guarantee is there that a State may
nat almse its existing powers, which are un-
defined 30 far as subject-matter is concerned?
The hest guarantee against abuse of power is
the control of the legistator by the people.
The people here have far better eontrol over
the members of this House, and those of the
Assembly, than they have over the members
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of the Commonwealth Parliament. We ean
take Dr. Evatt’s answers as being very much
in favour of throwing out this Bill. Again,
I point this out: If a Bill was presented to
this Chamber and some member asked the
Chief Secretary what a particular clanse or
subelause meant and the Chief Secretary re-
plied, “The Government drafisman has in-
formed me that the court will have to inter-
pret it,” some extremely rude remarks would
hc made about the Government, and I ven-
ture to say that the senior legal officer of
the Crown would not be asked to draft an-
other Bill. He certainly would get a wigging
from someone—probahly from the Minister
concerned. This Bill was drafied by a man
whom the Prime Minister describes in this
way— S

But the Government is fortunate in having
the henefit of the Attorney General’s unique
experience as a econstitutional jurist whose
reputation extends far beyond our own country.
That is the gentleman who, with the aid of
two others employed by the Crown, drafted
this Bill. After it had heen drafted and
re-drafted, ete., Mr. Watts, Leader of the
Opposition in the Western Australian Par-
liament, asked the Attorney (General a simple
question, mention of which appears in the
yeport of the Select Committee, as follows:—

Dr, Evatt was asked whether the power
‘“Employment and Unemployment’’ would be
limited to the relief of unemployment or would
extend to the control of wages and the condi-
tions of employment, Dr. Evatt’s reply was
as follows:—

I regard it as a very great power, It
is difficult, especially at the beginning, to
assign precise limits, Ity more obvious
meaning is not only the relief but also
the prevention of unemployment by the
provision of employment. Whether it gaea
turther than that I should not like to say.

He is asking us to give him a blank cheque.
The report of the Select Committee con-
tinues—

When asked by Mr. Watts whether this power
would he likely to extend the power already
possessed by the Commonwealth Parliament in
regard to conciliation and arbitration, Dr.
Evatt replied:—

I should not carc to make a dogmatic
statement or even to express a personal
opinion: it is a broad power ... If a
legal dispute arose as to the meaning of
the words, that meaning would be a matter
for decision hy the High Court.

It disgusts me to think that a man holding
such a high and honourable pesition should
calmly ask this Legislature to pass, as a
Bill, something of which he himself, who
has been deseribed hy the Prime Minister
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ags a world renowned jurist, does not know
the meaning. Is there anything move dis-
graceful than that? As I said earlier, this
Bill is only dust in our eyes. It is not
bronght down with the real intention of
assisting in pest-war reconstruetion, as such.
1t is not quite the harmless and nice little
document that it appears on the face to he.
The highest legal aunthorities in the land
cannot decide on the meanings of all the
powers sought. Had the Commonwealth in-
tended to assist in a democratic way in ve-
gard to post-war reconstruction it would
have brought forward a very simple Bill
and asked that the powers it has used for
many years, dealing with repatriation, should
be conferred on it and continned. It would
not have come along in this stupid way and
asked us to give powers in regard to the
repatriation of the members of the Fighting
Forces for five years. Who is included in
the term “Pighting Forees”? I do not
know. It might include anyone. It is mot
much use arguing what it might or might
not inelude. I am in favour of settiing the
question of whether the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment has the power to repatriate people
by giving it those powers, not for five years
but indefinitely. I think every State Parlia-
ment thinks the same. I am ashamed of the
tacties adopted in this matter, hut I will do
my utmost to assist, when the Bill reaches
the Committee stage, in giving certain limited
powers to the Commeonwealth indefinitely.
For that reason I will support the sceond
reading. ~

HON. L. CRATG (South-West): My re-
marks will be brief. = What perturbs me
about the consideration that has been given
to this question and the Bill in partienlar is
the suspicion that members of this Chamber
and of another place have displayed regard-
ing everything that is done by the Federal
authorities. I do not refer to the present
Government only, but to previous Common-
wealth Governments as well. It would almost
seem as if the people governed by the Com-
monwealth Administration are different
from those whose destinies are controlled
by State Governments. I think the Com-
monwealth Government is just as honest in
its intentions and quite as much above sus-
picion as is any State Government. If we
are to instil into the minds of the people
generally suspicion of everything their
elected Federal members do, we in Aus-
tralia are in for a very bad time. The stage
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has heen reached when we should display
some frust in our elected representatives.

Hon, C. F. Baxter: Have not those who
have had experience the right to adopt that
attitnde in view of what has happened in
the past?

Hon. L. CRAIG: I do not disagree with
most things that have been said by previous
speakers, but is it vegarded as essential to
relate the history of misdoings of previous
Commonwealth Governments?

Hon. A. Thomson: Are we not justified in
raising our ohjeetions?

Hon. L. CRAIG: I do not take exception
to that, but now we are at the cross-roads.
The Chief Secretary, during the course of
his speech, made a statement that impressed
me, He remarked that Australia is now a
nation, that we have heen recognised as a
nation in war and we shall expect to speak
as a nation at the Peace Conference and at
the international conferences that will fol-
low. That being the position, surely our
representatives ‘who will attend those con-
ference must be armed with authority on
behalf of the nation. I would like to ask
members what the position will be if we
are to chop the Bill to bhits. Apparently
we cannot be in agreement with any other
State, for each State seems to hold a dif-
ferent opinion. There must undoubtedly he
someone armed with authority to speak for
Australia as a whole, and the Stiates ecer-
tainly ecannot do that. I put this to the
House: What is the alternative? What are
members to do about it? It is useless going
back a hundred years for instances of mis-
deeds. History does not help us.

Hon. V. Hamersley: History is a good
gnide.

Hon. L. CRAIG: It is, but in this in-
stance & responsibility has been thrust upon
ns. What are we to do? Pontius Pilate
washed his hands when the issne before him
became too big for him to handle. That is the
attitude some members are adopting. They
say that beeause they do not like the Bill,
and because its provisions will interefere
with their little coteries and the beliefs they
have buil up, they will wash their hands
of the responsibility.

Hon. A. Thomson: Are we not justified
in seeking to protect the interests of the
State?

Hon, L. CRAIG: We have an even greater
vesponsibility then that, and we must
shoulder it even if we dislike doing so. We
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have the responsibility thrust npon us to
see that 1,500,000 people are returned to
industry, That in itself is a momentous
consideration. I do not like the Bill any
more than do other members, for I believe
we cannot interpret the far-reaching effects
of its provisions. No one can do so. One
has only to read clause after clause, ask
one’s-self just how far they go and then con-
sider the Bill as a whole, to recognise that
huge powers are being handed over to the
Commonwealth. The measure was framed
originally with the object of transferring,
those powers for all time but, as a result
of the discussions at the Convention, a term
of five years was fixed, the effect of which
has been to make some of the clauses anoma-
lous.

For instance, those dealing with the
aborigines and company legislation ob-
viously cannot terminate at the end of five

vears. I take it that the comparatively
short term that has been placed on
the life of the Bill means that the

powers to be referred will, in most in-
stances, revert to the States. There will
he some that will remain with the Common-
wealth, but the passing of the Bill will not
tean that everything will cease at the end
of the five-year period. The States will not
desire the legislation to cease.  The main
thing is that we must accept our responsibi-
lities; and how are we to shoulder them?%
Are we to wash our hands of the whole
thing and let someone else deal with it, and
yet not give that other authority the neces-
sary power to deal with the issues involved ¥
Are we not penniless? Members know that
we are dependent, and will be for some con-
siderable time, upon the Commonwezlth Gov-
ernment for our financial arrangements.

Hon. V. Hamersley: And the Common-
wealth is dependent npon us.

Hon. L. CRAIG: We are the same people.
I ask the House not to brush the Bill aside
and say, “We do not like it, we will throw
it out.” Qur soldiers will not be very pleased
about this, nor will be the people who must.
be returned to civil employment. The exer-
cise of extensive powers will be required for
years to come. The primary producers have
been asking for organised marketing for a
long time and only now have they obtained
controlled marketing, which has proved very
suecessful. We should not forget that when
the war is ended our main market will have
gone. The Prime Minister of England, Mr,
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Churchill, said quite recently, that never
again would British agrienltwre revert to
what it bad been in the past, and that Britain
must continue to grow greater guantities of
foodstuffs than in former days, The fact
is that the British agrieulturists are doing
that now.

Therefore MAustralia must find other mar-
kets for her commodities, seeing that her
main outlet has already gone.  We shall
have to make international trade ngreements
for the exchange of goods. That is inevit-
able, and we must do that through some
authority. There can be only one authority
for that insk—the Commonwealth Govern-
ment. Unless that is done, our primary pro-
duction will he in a chaotic state, partica-
larly if some form of controlled marketing
is not inavgurated. As members are aware,
1 hold strony views regarding agricultural
matters. I go so far as to say to the powers-
that-be, “You find the markets for our com-
modities and you need not bother ahout the
aprienltural industry, nor need you worry
about sponding meney on the development
of the arricultural aveas of Western Aus-
fralin.”  Obviously we must have markets,
but T do not say that we must expeet exees-
sive prices. Wheat must be sold at a reason-
able price, sav, 4s. or 5s. a bushel; meat
must be dispused of at about the prices that
rule now, and so on regarding other com-
moditics. If we ean have the industry estab-
lished on that basis, we need not bother about
horrowing millions of pounds for expendi-
ture on the development of agriculture, The
industry will Jook after itself. It was a sad
day for Western Australia when we horrowed
millions for the development of the agri-
caltural industry and proceeded to do that
by putting round pegs in square holes.

Had we not adopted that policy, we would
not be confronted with the tragedy that is
apparent today, The greatest tragedy was
precipitated hy the placing of incxperienced
prople on the land, I have not much more
to say exeept again to ask members what
they are zoing to do. T am not prepared
to ~ay that somcone else can have the job
and evade the responuibility that is ours.
We should not take up the stand that the
Commonwealth Government has already the
necessary powers, when we know in our
liearts that that is not so. We must view
this matter on an international basis and
unless we pass the Bill in some form or
other—

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. H, S. W. Parker: There is nothing
international about this matter!

Hon. L. CRAIG: The whole thing is inter-
national. The whole problem of post-war
reconstruction is infernational.

Hon, E. H. H. Hall: Do you say that
the Commonwealth Government has full
power to deal with repatriation matters?

Hon. L. CRAIG: No, for repatriation is
linked up with controlled marketing. What
is the good of putting men on the land to
grow wheat if there is no market for their
ontput? Should not there be some Australia-
wide control in that direetion?

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: The Commonwealth
hag it now. ’

Ilon. L. CRAIG: The Commonwealth has
not. All it has is 2 wartime power that will
vease when the war ends,

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: You try to sell some
of your produeé and you will soon find out.

ITon. T.. CRAIG: But that power is exer-
cisable only during the war. The hon. mem-
ber is well aware of that faect.

Hon, F. H, H. Hall: What about butter
control and marketing?

1on. L. CRALG: In that indusiyy we have
a gentlemen’s agreement, and luckity there
are gentlemen in the industry or the arrange-
ment would be broken deown immediately.
The control of butter marketing in peace-
time i% a voluntary arvangement that any.
body eonld break dvwn if he so desired.

lIon. E. H. H. IIall: Brought about by the
Commonwealth Government.

The PRESIDEXNT : Order!

on. L. CRAT(: The James case proved
that the Commonwealth had not the power.
It is necessary that some authority should
be vested with the power to eontro] markets
of that sert after the war.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: We are not dispntinz
that.

Hon. L. CRATIG: We have to give
aunthority for that to he done.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: There has been no
objection to it i this House,

Hon. .. CRAIG: T think strong objection
has heen raised to giving that power.

Hon, (. F. Baxter: Not in vespect to ex-
port commodities.

Hon. L. CRATG: [ cannot see how it will
e possible to diseriminate and determine
whether we are giving enough power or tao
much power. Obviously we must give som:
power hevond that which the Commonwealth
has at present. T intend to support the
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second rveading, and if sound argument is
advanced in favour of amending cervtain
paragraphs, I am prepared to give my help.
We have 1o take the responsibility of ensur-
ing that some authority will be able to speak
for this country as a nation, and that it
will have power to restore to industry thosa
people who have been engaged in the Fight.
ing Forees and have been working in war
industries.

HON. SIR HAL COLEBATCH (Metro-
politan) : Mr. Craig stated that after the
war Australia would have to be able to speak
as a nation. After the 1914-18 war Ans-
tralia spoke as a nation, and afier the ‘pre-
sent war Australia will speak as a nation,
irrespective of whether this legislation is
passed to confer additional powers on the
Commonwealth, The hon, moember asked
what we were going to do, whether we were
going to shounlder our responsibility. 1 am
prepared to shoulder my responsibility by
taking the course which I consider best in
the interests of Western Australia as well as
of the Commonwealth. As regards matters
that may arise in connection with the market-
ing of products, they ean be arranged after
the war by co-operation hetween the States
and the Commonwealth far better than by
anticipating certain things which might prove
to be very different from what we expeet.

In his introductory remarks, the Chief
Seerctary said that the Canberra Convention
was the first of its kind in the history of
Australia. T express but one hope and it is
that it will be the last. I cannot imagine
any man with the most rudimentary ideas
of fair play summoning and earrying through
a Convention as Dr. Evatt did. He started
off by circnlating an enormons quantity of
printed matter dealing with eertain proposals
which, he said, represented the least he would
aceept. When he found that those proposals
were not acceptable, he summoned & confer-
ence of the Premiers and Leaders of the
Opposttion of the various States, but before
the conference met Dr. Evatt had abandoned
his proposals and submitted others, modified
to some extent but still wnaeceptable.

Dr. Evatt having done that, what hap-
pened? He appointed the peopie to draw up
the provisions of the Bill. He did not ask
the Convention to do it. No; he loaded the
dice against the States and in favour of his
own party, because a majority of the Pre-
miers are not only members of his party,
whe had been instructed by the then verv
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recont Labour Conference to support even
his ariginal proposals, but alsa men whom he
knew were bound to comply with the instrue-
tiong of the Labour Conference, although
they were Premiers of States. Then, as if
to fend some air of fanrness to the designs,
he invited a member of the National Party,
Mr. W, M. Hughes, to take part in the
drafting of the Bill, knowing full well that
Mr. Hughes 1s the most professed unifica-
tionist in the whole of Australia. Then, after
the Bill was drafted, there was a discussion,
in the course of which Dr. Evatt admitted
that he was unable to explain the meaning of
this or that term contained in the measare,
ot which doubt had been expressed by mem-
bers of the Convention. This Bill is the
result.

1t was asserted by the Chief Secretary
that it was impossible to get a eclear
definition  suitable to all parties. Let
me ask this guestion: To which party
is it suited? Which party is sunited by
the fact of these powers heing so in-
definite? The answer to that question is to
be found in the obvious motives behind the
Bill. There are two motives; the one is
unification and the other is the socialisation
of industry. Who is suited by the indefinite
character of those powers? Obviously the
people who want unifieation and the socigl-
isation of industry, but who are not inclined
to tell the people of Australia by definite
paragraphs that this s what they are after.
So I say there are people who are sunited hy
the indefinitencss of the proposals.

The Chief Secretary: That phrase had no
reference at all to political parties,

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I do not
lnow what it had reference to. The Chief
Secretary said that it was impossible to get
& elear definition suitable to all parties. T
do not know whether that is intended to
apply to politieal parties or to whom it is
intended to apply, but I do know that the
indefiniteness of the proposals iz suitable
to the people who wish to use these powers
for purposes other than those thev have de-
clared to the pablie. Both unifieation and the
socialisation of industry have long heen
planks in the Labour platform, and both of
them received emphasis at the Labowr Con-
ference held a few weeks before the Federal
Convention. Tn fact, the Labour Govern-
ment was ecomplimented on what it had dene
during the war towards sceuring the social-
i=ation of industry and was impres:zrd with
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the neceszity for pushing on with the good
work. How then ean we disguise the faef
that this i= the poliey behind the Bili?

Now I come to the guestion of the five
vears' limitation. 1 agree entively with other
speakers, that the powers, once given, ean
never be recovercd. First of all, why a period
of five years! Mr, Parker has dealt elearly
with that matter. I do not think anybody is
wise enough to he able to tell what condi-
tions will prevail after the war hut, if we
are to judge by history, we know that so
far as victor countiries are concerned, it has
not been the first period of five vears after
the war that has presenfed the difficulties.
During the years immediately sueceeding the
Naj.oleconic wars the position in England and
victor countries was one of great prosperity
and everyone thought the halevon days would
countinue for ever. Only after a considerable
number of years had elapsed did those coun-
tries experience a depression such as has
not been known in modern history. After
the 1914-18 war, the first five years were a
period of prosperity, when everyone had
plenty of money, and it was not until ten
years after the war that we struck trouble.

Referving again to the five years lumita-
tien T ask, can it bhe effective? Is there any
reasen whatever for the inelusion in the Bill
of a duration of five years for paragraph
(a)? The Commonwealth Government has
been exercising repatriation powers ever
since 1he 1914-18 war, and if there is any
doubt as to its powers in that maiter bemg
limited, what sense is there in giving the
Commonwealth extended power for a mere
matter of five years? Then we have the
question of nniform company legislation. I
do not believe it is wise to transfer com-
pany legislation to the Cemmonwealth; but
to transfer it for a period of five years
would simply be stupid. On the power over
aircraft transport there might well be some
limitation that would prevent the Common-
wealth Government from nationalising the
whoele of air fransport. “Family allowances”
is already a power exercised by the Com-
monwealth Government, and a power it
should have; but again, what is the use of
transferring it for five years? The same may
be said regarding the transfer of people of
the aboriginal race.

Of the 14 powers proposed to be referred,
there are at least five of whieh it must be
said that if transferred at all they should be
transferred permanently. Then take (b) em-

[COUNCIL.]

ployment and unemployment, {¢) organised
marketing of commodities, (e) trusts, com-
hines and monopolies, (g) produetion, (1)
national health—I say that each of these
powers con be used, and I assert deliberately
that it is the intention of the Commonwealth
Government, that there ean be no other in-
tention in view of the Labour Party’s policy,
except to use all these powers for the
nationalisation of industry., Now, that hav-
ing been done, industry having heen social-
ised in all directions during the conrse of the
five years, is it not supremely ridienlous to
suggest that those powers can be resumed,
that what will have been done during the
five years can be undone? One cannot un-
scramble eggs, There are only four powers
of which it might be said that there was a
possibility of reecovering them—the powers
over uniformity of railway gauges, national
works, organised marketing of commodities,
national health.

Before proceeding to discuss these powers
separately, L should like to make this sug-
gestion—that if the second reading of the
Bill is passed, and I hope it will not be, and
the House agrees to transfer certain powers,
any power of which we know that if trans-
ferred at ali it must be transferred per-
manently should be so expressed in the Bill
as to give the measure some semblance of
commonsense. That ean be done by insert-
ing in Clause 4, at the end of the third line
of paragraph (a), the words “This Act shall
not be eonstrued as referring any matters
permanently to the Parliament of the Com-
monwealth excepting matters such as repat-
riation and family allowances.” The amend-
ment wounld at least put some commonsense
into the Bill, which it lacks at the present
time,

But there is another feature of this time
limitation. The Bill is to come into operation
when assented to. That, we may assume,
will be very shortly after it has been passed.
It would come into operation during the war.
Already the Commonwealth Government has
used the wartime powers it possesses to a
very large extent in the implementing of
its policy; but there are certnin direefions
in which it cannot go at present. It cannot
use the defence powers beyond the require-
ments of defence, But the moment this Bill
is passed and assented to, then all the powers
it contains ean be used at once by the Com-
monwealth Parliament, and there will be
nothing, no obstacle at all, in the way of
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their use towards carrying out the Govern-
ment’s poliey of the socialisation of industry,

When introducing the Bill the Chief Sec-
retary said that Australia was bound by its
commitments to its Allies to provide for its
people eertain economic standards! I think
those were approximately the words used
by the Chief Seccretary. 1t was noticeable
iv me thai he omiited any reference to
obligations east upon Australia by the
Atlantie Charter and the Lease-Lend Agree-
ments to provide equality of treatment to
the people of other countries by cutting
down excessive tarviffs and probibitions. I
note no references in his speech fo those
things. Oh ves, we are committed to other
nations to do certain things for our own
people, but there has been no reference to
the faet that we are definitely committed to
other nations to do all in our power to pro-
vide hetter standards of living for the people
of those other nations, to admit their pro-
ducts, to see that they have free access to
raw materialzs as far as we ean do jt.

There was in the Chief Seevetary’s speech
no reference to obligations we owe to other
countries, hut simply a reference to the obli-
gations we owe to our own people. I pre-
sume the Chief Secvetary had in mind the
Four Freedoms, [ propose to refer to only
one of them—fireedom of speech. How is
freedom of speech jnterpreted? To my mind,
freedom of speech is valueless exeept it
casts npon every man an obligation to say
what he believes to be right: not when it
casts upon him an obligation to say what
some party conference has told him to say,
even though it is diametrically opposed to
what he said before and to what he said the
people of his country want. It is a most
extraordinary thing that members of the
Government of a State should be dictated
to by the Labour Conference in Melhourne!

Now to turn to eonsideration of the mat-
ters item by item. Tf there is any doubt
about repatriation—I do not think theve is
—then that doubt should he removed and the
power of the Commonwealth emphasised.
Take (b), employment and unemployment!
Another place in this connection has made
an smendment, to my mind an impertinent
amendment, an amendment giving to trade
unions the right to choose hetween decisions
of the Commoniwealth and those of the State
Arbitration Court. Surely it is an insolent
1:rovision to insert in an Act of Parliament
that one section—not the employers, but one
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section—should be allowed Lo choose between
Commonwealth determinations and  Stale
Arbitration Court deeisions. To my mind
the reference of this power with respect lo
employment and unemployment is based on
the entirely fal:e assumption that Govern-
went activities are going to restore Austra-
lia. How is the power to be used? Where
i3 the money going to be spent? We have
present illastrations.

Every week there are complaints that
goods manufactured in the other States arve
Leing sent to Western Australia notwith-
slanding the restrictions on shipping and rail
transport. For what purpose? Obviensly
te advanee manufactures in the hig States
on the eastern seaboard! [f members will
lnok ot page 5 of the latest available issue
of the “Statistical Abstraet” they will find
that sinee the commenecment of the war
depavtures from Western Australia  have
exceeded arvivals by 10,278, Of these up-
wards of 7,000 were males.  The fzures
refer only to eivilians. They do not take
into aceount soldiers, Now, we know that
enlistments in Western Australia have been
on a higher pereentage than enlistments in
any othey State, and that Western Austra-
lian enlistments have been relied upon, in
many eases, to make up the numbers in
other States. So that straight away a greater
pereentage of our manpower hag heen taken
from Western Australia as soldiers; and in
addition to that we have actunlly lost
10,278 of our population by excess of de-
partures over arrivals since the outhreak of
the war.

Hon. L. B. Bolton: Tn what period?

Hon, Sir HAL COLEBATCH : Since the
outhreak of war until the latest statistical
abstract. We know very well the result.
We know the extent to which our industries
have been hampered. I do not think it
necessary to go inte that matter frrther,
beeause it is the sort of thing we eannot
help in wartime. 1t is, however, an indica-
tion of how this State would fare either
under unifieation or under the transfer of
these powers, particularly the power of em-
plovment and unemployment. We cannot
get away from the fact that political power
lies with the big eities on the eastern seu-
front, where the votes are and where the
money will be spent.

1T now come to the next reference, “Or-
panised marketing of commeodities.” The
word “commodities”™ makes that power all-
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embracing. It implies a very wide exten-
ston of bureaueratic control and of govern-
ment by regulation, nor is there any guav-
antee of ity suecess. .After the 191418 war
the marketing of wool was organised, but
lurgely under a co-operative scheme in which
the growers had a very big say. It was not
4 ere Government undertaking. We have
had instances of Governments trying to
regulate and organise marketing, thinking
that they can put the law of supply and de-
mand out of office. It will be remembered
that shortly after the last war wheat reached
the high price of 7s. a bushel. There were
indications that that price would not he
maintained, but the Governments of the
United States and of Canada put their heads
together and satd, “Yes, we will maintain the
price. Europe is obliged to have our wheat
and Euavope will have to pay 7s. a bushel
for it.”

What was the result? Encouragement was
given to people to produce more and more
wheat, while on the other hand consumption
of wheat throughout the Continent was cut
down to the barest possible necessities. In
Italy white bread was prohibited;
France and Italy gave their wheatgrowers
snbsidies which enabled them to grow wheat
on land entirely unsuited for the purpose,
and for which wheat the growers were paid
as much as 15s. a bushel, The result was
that the Ameriean and Canadian scheme eol-
lzpsed completely, and that was the first
step in the depression which overtook the
whole world in 1929. That depression wes
a direet result of organised marketing. I
helieve that when it comes to searching for
markets, private enterprise—which has been
acenstomed fo handling this business—wwil]
miake a far hetter job of it than ecan any
CGlovernment hy a et and dried scheme, hav-
ing as its hasis the idea that the law of sup-
ply and demand can be put on one side.
Taking thig parvagraph in eonjunetion with
paragraph (g), “Production,” the Common-
wealth Government will be given complete
authority to implement its policy for the
socialisation of ail industry.

With regard to uniform ecompany
legislation, if this power is to be
transferred at all, it should be restricted
to the passiog of a Companies Adf,
and not deal with details of company legis-
lation; and, if it is given, it should bhe given
permanently.  We all know what happened

[COUNCIL.}

when the Commonwealth Government, after
long vears of delay, deeided to exercise a
power that has been in the Constitution
sinee its inception. 1 refer to the passing of
uniform bankruptey law. 1 have not heard
a single opinion expressed on that law which
was complimentary to the Commonwealth
Government. Kvery opinion I have heard
expressed with regavd te it has been that ik
has imposed additional cost and injustice
upon both the creditor and the debtor,

The next two paragraphs deal with trusts,
combines 2nd monopolies, and profiteering
and prices. These may be linked together.
No one knows better than I that Australia
has been bled over a long period of years by
combines and monopolies. What is their
origin and what is their strength? Tariffs
and prohibitions, fer which the Lahour
Party has heen chiefly responsible, aithough
the other parties have followed very closely!
Dauring the four years I was a member
of the Senate, there was more than
one opportunity of eancelling the pro-
hibition of the importation of sugar. What
happened? The Labour members to a man
rushed to the support of the Colonial Sugar
Refining Company. So it hag been through-
ont. Who was responsible in 1929 for the
defeat of the then Prime Minister, Mr. Bruce,
without exeeption the finest man that post-
war Australia has produced? Who wag re-
sponsible? The combination between the
manufacturers and the Labour Party, be-
cause Mr. Bruce had expressed his intention
of bringing down the tariffs! It was they
and the American picture show companies
who were responsible. I know as a matter
of fact that a large proportion of the ex-
penses of the Labour Party in that campaign
was provided by Sydpey manufacturers, I
know as a faet that when Mr. Theodore
over-ran the constable to the extent of £5,000
or £6,000, he knew exaetly where to go in
order to get it.

Hon. ¢. B. Williams:
know?

Hon, Sir HAL COLEBATCH : And after
AMr. Theodore got it, the manufacturers
wrote their own ticket as far as the tariff
was concerned. All that was in the past. Is
there any indication that there is to be a
change in the future? A little while ago
Dr. Evatt made a world tour by aeroplane.
Whom did he take with him as his technical
adviser?

Do they not all
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Hon. L. B. Bolton: Whom?

Hon, Sir HAL COLEBATCH: Mr. W.
5. Robinson, the head of big business in
Australin. I venture o say that had Mr.
Menzies or Mr. Fadden gone on a tour and
tuken Mr. W. S, Robinson as technieal ad-
viser, Australia would never have heard the
last of it. Dr. Evatt is going for another
touy. I do not know whether he is taking
the samg capable adviser with him again,
hut T feel very strongly that the tall poppies
in Australian big business will not worry
at the prospect of these two powers being
handed over to the Commonwealth. I have
already referred to the items of production
and distribution. The paragraph is worded
in close accord with Labour policy, and its
ohject cannot be disguised in view of the
tesolutions passed at the last Labour con-
ference.

With regard to the control of oversea
exchange and oversea investment, 1 think
the Commonwealth Government has exer-
vised control over oversea exchange, and I
daresay it will be proper for it to continue
to do so, although I do not think it needs
this power to be transferred to if. The re-
maining portion of that paragraph to my
mind can have no effect other than to dis-
courage investment of capital in Anstralia.
We have heard talk in Labour circles of
the determination to increase Australia’s
population after the war. If it is to be in-
creased—and it is a dire necessity—it will
have to be done by the development of
industries, and for this purpose eapital
will be required. If we pass legislation of
this kind and tell the world that the Gov-
ernment in power has, as its motive, the
socialisation of secondary industries, is it
likely that capital for investment will be at-
tracted to Awustralia? And unless we can
attract capital, what is our chance of in-
creasing  Australia’s population and pro-
viding employment? To my mind, the chance
is very remote indeed.

I have already spoker on the subject of
air transport. So far as uniformity of rail-
way panges is concerned, I think it would
be foolish to spend a great deal of money
in that direetion. TUniformity of railway
gauges may be considered a military neces-
sitv; if so, well and good; otherwise it
seems fo me that railways will have a very
limited usefulness in the future. They may
be required for long-distance traffic of low
freight goods; these may be carried cheaper
by railway than by any other method, But
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if we spend money on railways and main-
tain them by prohibiting the use of roads
for the earriage of goods by more modern
transport, we shall place the country at a
great disadvantage, as it wiil have to com-
pete against the rest of the world, We can-
not afford to do it.

In Western Australia for a long time an
attempt has been made to bolster up our
railways by prohibiting more modern,
cheaper and hetter means of transport. It is
a false policy, o policy that eannot help and
that cannot ake for the prosperity of the
country. DPavagraph (1) refers to Nationa!
health in eo-operation with the State. I do
not think there is any lack of c¢o-operation
at present, What is the purpose? Is it the
nationalisation of the medieal profession on
the New Zealand plan? To my mind that
is a step of cxtremely doubtful wisdom
though 1 suppose there is a good deal to be
said in favour of it, I remember that 20
Years ago when [ was in Caleutéa it was
published in the Press and confirmed, so
far as these things ean be confirmed, that
there were something like 1,500 fully quali-
{ied Indian doctors in Caleutta alone without
any work to do.

It was also pointed ount that there was
ample work waiting for them in the country,
but that they would not go there for the
simple reason that, if they did, their earn-
ings would not be above £2 a month. Having
spent a good deal of money in acquiring the
necessary knowledge they were not willing
te go into the country, That same position
does not exist here, but relatively to the
diffevent commaunities it does exist, It may
well be said—T am speaking of peacetime—
that therve are too many doctors in the eity
amd too few in the conntry. That might
Be used as an argument for the nationalisa-
tion of the profession and the compelling of
doctors to go out into the counéry. But I
think that the arpuments on the other side,
which T do not propose to advance now, will
cutweigh that argument in favour of the
nationalisation of the medical profession.

I come to family allowanees, That is a
power already cxereised by the Common-
wealth Government. I do not wish to he
understood as approving the manner in which
the power is exercised. I have said that I
regard it as dishonest for any Government
{0 provide any form of soctal service to meet
which it was not prepared to take money
from the community. For any socinl services
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that are provided, the community should be
compelled to find the money by divect taxa-
tion. What is the case at present? We are
told that £30,000,000 out of the present taxa-
tion is to be set aside for the purpose of social
services after the war, We know quite well
that any money raised by taxation, sup-
plemented by loans, will be insufficient for
war purposes and therefore the whole of the
money raised by taxation and by loans will
have to bhe devoted to such purposes and
reliance will have to be placed on the Com-
monwealth Bank credit to make up the
differenee. If the war lasts for five vears and
if in each of those five years £30,000,000 out
of taxation is set apart for social services,
we know that when the war is over not one
penny of that money will be available. The
position will be no different from what it
would be if the Commonwealth printed 150
million notes and said, “We are going to pro-
vide social services with that.” It is a fraud
—-a vote-sceking fraud—but it cannot be long
before the general public realises the position
and understands that the £30,000,000 a year
will have no real existence.

So far as the people of the aboriginal race
are concerned, I am inelined to think they
will be better off under the State than wnder
the Commonwealth, provided that the Com-
monwealth dees as it should and contributes
money to the States which have to look after
the aborigines. As a member of the Royal
Commission on the Constitution, I remember
that a great many persons interested in the
ahorigines urged that power to control the
aborigines should be transferred to the Com-
monwealth and always when asked why they
gave the same answer, namely, “Because the
Commonwealth has the wmoney.,”  Other
evidence given indicated that aborigines
under State control were better treated than
were those under Commonwealth control.

I repeat that there are two motives behind
this Bill. One is unifieation, I think we
have had suflicient experience of the raw
treatment this State has received from the
Commonwealth to stand four-square against
any departure in that direetion. For my own
part T opposed, against the majority of my
party, the Financial Agreement, and T am
convinced that the agreement has worked to
the detriment of this State and to the advan-
tage of the politically powerful State of
New South Wales. I opposed uniform
taxation and I am sure that is working in
the same direction, greatly to the advantage
of the State where the votes are. The sec-
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ond motive is the nationalisation of indus-
tries. There we have the real eonflict be-
tween those who think post-war reconstrue-
tion can be carried out and post-war tronbles
met by the State, and those who helieve
these things can best be done by giving the
greatest freedom and encouragement to pri-
vate enterprise and initiative. I take it that
every member has read the speech delivered
a few days ago by the Prime Minister of
England, Mr. Winston Churehill, on Bri-
tain’s policy after vietory. Let me com-
mend to members four features of that
speech that do not square with the policy
of the Commonwealth Government now in
power, the Government that desires to have
this Bill passed. I shall quote the Prime
Minister’s words:—

1. A National Government either represent.
ing the three parties in the State or comprising
the best men of all parties who are willing to
serve.

2. Insurance for social seeurity on the

widest possible scale and on a contributory
basgis.

3. The revival of village life as the only
means of gustaining the race.
Great PBritain is 2 small country with a
population of 40,000,000 people, and yet
responsible individuals recognise that the
British race cannot continue unless there is
a reasonable surplus of births over deaths
and recognise also that that can be achieved
only by restoring rural life, The same argu-
ments apply to an even greater extent to
Australia which has only 7,000,000 people
and in which the natural inerease of popu-
lation has fallen below that necessary to
maintain, let alone increase the population.
It is not without significance that the only
State which just balances, which just shows
sufficient surplus of births over deaths to
maintain the population, is Western Ans-
tralia. Why? Because here to a greater ex-
tent than in any other State we have a rural
population. Always in all ages it has been
the country which has sustained and renewed
the nation, and the need in England for a
restoration of village life is not nearly so
great as the need in Australia for the re-
storation of the couniry. There has never
been a country that has enjoyed either eco-
nomie or political stability unless the man
on the land has had a sense of rcasonahle
welfare. The last of Mr. Churchill’s state-
ments, which I shall quote word for word
was as follows——

There is a broadening field for State owner-
ship and enterprise especially in relation to
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all kinds of monopolies, but all the more vital
is the earliest possible revival of widespread
heaithy and vigorous private emterprise,
There we have an expression of the need
for the fifth freedom, economic freedom,
which is contemplated by the Atlantiec Char-
ter, and which it is intended hy this Bill
to destroy. Because it is a dishonest Bill
intended to do things entirvely different from
what appears on the face of it, I shall vote
against the second reading.

On motion by Hon. G. B. Wood, debate
adjourned.

MOTION—YOUTHFUL DELINQUENTS,
DETENTION CONDITIONS,

To Inquire by Select Committee.

Debate resumed from the previous day on
the following motion (as amended) by Hon.
E. H. H. Hall:—

That a Select Committee be appointed to in-
quire into and report upon—

(a) what provision should be made by the
State for the care and reform of
youthfu! delinquents;

{h} the conditions of Barton’s Mill prison
as a place of detention for male
youthfu) delinquents, and of York
or elsewhere for females, and whe-
ther improvements can be effected
at such places for such purpose;

(¢) the problem of juvenile delinquency
generally.

HON. G. W. MILES (North) [4.32]: 1
want to say just a few words in support
ot the metion, and the suggestion made by
the Honorary Minister and my late col-
league, Mr. Angelo, that a training ship
should be supplied for delinquent youths.
I have been told that we have not a sufficient
munher to man a training ship but, if such
4 secheme could be brought about, it would
be a splendid thing for the State. These
hoyx would be trained to a seafaring life.
We have as much mavine wealth around our
coast as we have wealth on the land. These
youths wauld not be able to escape so easily
{rom a training ship as they do nowadays
from the prisons. Mr. Parker said that
40 vears ago we had a reformatory for these
youth=. I do not know why we have not
one today. 1f we caunot get a training ship,
it would not he a bad scheme, as My, Angelo
suggested, to train them in the seafaring
life on an island like Carnae.

Hon. G. B. Wood: You would not want
to train them to swim!

Ton. G. W. MILES: They would be
trnined to swim, too. Instead of these boys
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mixing with eriminals, as we are led to be-
lieve they do now, they would be trained to
become useful citizens.

HON. F. BE. GIBSON (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban): Some little time ago I had the
privilege of introducing a deputation, repre-
senting the whole of the loecal governing
bodies of the metropolitan area, to the
Minister controlling child welfare, for the
purpose of discussing this question, It was
made quite clear to the Minister at the time
that we were not finding any fault with the
conditions obtaining in the denominational
institutions, We realised the vemarkably
fine work being carrvied out by those organi-
sations. But some concern was expressed
by members of the deputation because of the
apparent increase in child delingueney in the
metropolitan area. We went to the Minis-
ter to diseuss with him the causes of the
increase and the steps to be taken to mini-
mise it. The special magistrate, Mr.
Schroeder, was present at the deputation.
The Minister was particularly sympathetie
in his reception, and pointed out the steps
the Government had hoped to take, but
which it bad been prevented from taking
because of the present war. The speeial
magistrate also addressed the deputation and
pointed out one or two things that he thought
would help and which would not invelve the
Government in any great expense. The Min-
ister said that these requirements would pos-
gibly bhe pnt inte operation shortly.

The special magistrate required some ex-
tension to he made to the mental home at
Heathcote for the purpose of having any
of these particutarly bad youths so placed
that the magistrate could have the advant-
age of trained medieal knowledge to advise
him as to what treatment should be given.
He also suggested that a compound should
be made available in the hills near Barton’s
Ailt, and fitted so that those cases not amen-
able to probationary treatment conld be con-
fined and taught a trade. The deputation
retired with the impression that the Minis-
ter was fully seized of the facts, and was
anxious that all that could possibly be done
to meet the wishes of the depufation would
he done. Personally I am of opinion that
the conditions existing have been greatly
exaggerated. We have it from the speeial
magistrate that the number of hard cases
does not exceed ten, and of course, that is
too many, Buat from the publicity given to
the question veeently one would helicve that
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the whole of the metropolitai: area was over-
tun with these erring youngsters. Such is
not the case. I think that the great concern
shown at present is due to the more frequent
cases of delinquency in young girls, that is
definitely a major problem.

In his speech, Dr. Hislop told us that the
conclnsions he had reached, after giving the
question muech thought, had later to be re-
vised. This is ecommon to all who think
scrionsly about the matier. 1revention, of
colirse, is the hest cure, but what about those
cases which need treatment now? Through
the courtesy of the hon. member I have had
aceess Lo a book published in England less
ihan two years ago dealing with this prob-
lem as it applies to the City of Liverpool,
There cither the offenders ave plaeed on pro-
bation, the ease is dismissed, they are sent
to an approved school, or they are fined.
Those =ent to an approved school are the
niore serionus cases. The vexed question of
whipping is discussed. It is stated fhat, in
spite of influential advocacy of this punish-
ment, public opinion has foreed its ahandon-
ment, and but for the war, it would have
heen removed from the powers of the court.
When a juvenile is brought to the court, a
report from the school medical officer, giving
details of his physieal condition, is available,
and a report is asked for, from the head-
master of the school attended hy him, as to
I'is mental condition. This is somewhat
simi'ar to the practice adopted here.

To secure an accurate knowledge of the
treatment of delinquents under our metheds
i* 15 neeessary that a study of the subsequent
history of each ease should be made. Such
a study would take into account the offence
committed, details of the delinquent’s
home, environment. individual eharacteristies,
mental and physieal condition, ete., the
treatment prescribed and its effect, and would
try to assess reasons for cither suceess or
failure. From such an inquiry would gradu-
ally omerge a hasis for treatment whieh at
prezent is lacking and which is the most
direci need in our court today. I do not
know the percentage of second offenders
coming before our eourt, but in Liverpool
it is belween 30 per cent. and 40 per cenf.
T# it is as bad in this State, surely no effort
shonld be spaved to reduce the figure. With-
ont knowledge, however, of all aspects of the
subject, the problem cannot he tackled on
the best lines. An inquiry of the kind sug-
gested would help to furnish that knowledge.

2 [COUNCIL.)

The Mayor of Midland Junetion, m the
cowrse of his vemarks at the deputation to
the Minister, expressed the view that lack of
parental contrel was vesponsible for the
greater mmnber of cases.  This opinion 5
borne out by Dr. C. Burt, who, in his hook
“The Young Delinguent” says—

Of all envirenmental conditions, indeed of
all the conditions whatsoever, that find n place
in my list of causes, the grouwp showing the
closest connection with ¢rime consists of those
that niay be summed up under the head of
“*Defective Discipline’”  Sueh  features are
encountered five times as often  with delin-
quents as with uon-delinguent children.

Investigations made go to show that it is the
influence of enviromnent that hrings most
delinquent children inte court. Juvenile de-
Hinueney is not widely spread in the meivo-
politan avea. [ helieve it will be found 1o
he greater in those areas where the less for-
tunate of our citizens reside, although that
view does not eoincide with the position in-
dicated in the figures produced hy the
Tionorary Minister. While efforts will he
nade to lessen the ineidence of this disease
of society, it is evident that progress to-
wards its total elimination will be diffienlt,
if not impassible, without the solution of our
various social problems,

Inercase of juvenile delinqueney durin::
wartime is a well-marked feature of this new
evil, and the pereentage increase during the
first two years of the present war is ahnest
identical with (hat experienced during the cor-
rexponding period of the 1914-18 war. Thi-
may be accounted for by the absenee of the
father from the home with the consequent
weakening of parental control. The Honor-
ary Minister, during the course of his ve-
marks, suggested that the shoeking housing
conditions that existed in Perth and Fre-
mantle were responsible to a great exienf
for child delinguency in those aveas. T think
he greatly exaggerated the position. All are
agreed that poor housing is a eontributory
rause that should be removed. The Honorary
Minister took the local anthoritieg to tasi
far their neglect to rmprove those conditions<,
and suggested that medical officers and hea th
itspeciors were prevented from doing their
duty by those local anthorities, who had acted
in the iulevests of landlords. 1 can speak
for the loeal anthority at Fremantle—I he-
lieve T ean speak for all local authorities—
when T say that no such interference has
over faken place. Of ennrse, the Honorarv
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Minister has been a member of a local
atthority for many years.

Hon. C. B. Williams: Perhaps he spoke
in the light of his own experience.

Hon. F. E. GIBSON: Yes, possibly he can
speak with more intimate knowledge of that
particular body than I ean. We all desire
that ecach home shall be chavacterised by
decent living conditions. If the proposed
Select Committee i appointed, this par-
ticular phase could receive some considera-
tion., During the course of his speech the
Chief Secretary devoted considerable atten-
tion to Barton’s Mill. Some time after the
transfer of prisoners to Fremantle from
Barton’s Mill, I aceepted an invitation lo
visit the latter institution and I was agree-
ably impressed by what I saw there. 1 he-
lieve it reflected great ercdit on the depart-
ment responsible for handling such a diffi-
cult position in so short a time. I know the
ideals the Minister has in mind, and if they
can be realised the conditions at Barton's
Mill will represent a great improvement
upon those that obtained at Fremantle. [
sincerely trust that whatever happens, none
of the prisoners at Barton’s Jill will ever
be returned to Fremantle.

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central—in re-
ply): In moving the motion originally, I was
careful not to convey the impression that I
wag out to eondemn Barton’s Mill, 1 think
I succeeded in establishing that in the minds
of a majority of the members, and thev have
given me credit aceordingly. I ask to he ex-
cused if I azain refer to the letter I wrote
fo “The West Australian” expressing my
approval of what T saw at Barton’s Mill
It will be recognised that my object is not
to effect general prison vyeform or to con-
demp the Prisons Department vrespeeting
what has been done at Barton’s Mill. On
the contrary, I have commended the depart-
ment regarding many phases of the acti-
vities at that institution. Consequently, I
do not desire unduly to weary the House in
replying to the debate. T sball be as brief as
possible. The Chief Secretary made two
fairly lengthy speeches on the motion, and
the Honorary Minister also spoke in oppo-
sition to the appointment of the Select Com-
mittee, Both Ministers failed to submif any
sound reasons why an inquiry should not
be held to enable an impartial finding to be
reached regarding the many very diseredit-
able reporis that have appeared for some
considerable time past in the city Press.
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In the course of his remarks the Chiet
Secretary said that I had not submiited
much to justify the appointment of a
Seleet Committee. T refuse to repeat the
damaging reports that [ referred to pre-
viously. What is required is an inquiry so
that, if possible, the statements appearing in
those reports can be refuted before an im-
partial body, The Chief Secretary mentioned
the frequent eseapes from Barton’s Mill. If
members read the speech I delivered in mov-
ing the motion, they will find that T did not
once mention those unfortunate episodes.
That surely should convince the House that
my intention is not to condemn the Govern-
ment. While on that point I ecrtainly do
think, and I believe the majority of mem-
bers will agree with me, that those episodes
are not very creditable to the institution.
They arve allogether too frequent. 1 think
we should take into consideration the cost
that is invelved with regard to the Police
Force and the anxiety oceasioned the vesi-
dents of the hills distvicts, many of whom
are women whose husbands are in the Avimed
Forees. The Chief Secretary admitted my
commendatory remarks regarding the de-
pariment’s efforts at Barton’s Mill, and I
believe that supporis my elaim that the
launching of the motion was not in a
spirit of hostility to the administration, but
with a desire to improve matters. The Chief
Secretary in the course of his remarks said—

We were given 12 days in which to prepare

our plans to leave Fremantle.
Quite justifiahly, the Minister claimed a
grent deal of evedit for himself personally
and for his oflicers regarding what bas been
done at Barton’s Mill. But had the order
to evacuate the Fremantle prison nct been
issued, we can take it that the change to
Barton’s Mill would not have been made, and
prisoners would still have had to put up
with the eonditions that obtain at Fremantle.
Consequently, any credit due to the Chief
Secretary and his oflicers arose not through
their own initiative but because the move
was foreed wpon them. The Chief Secretary
referred to the stafl at Barton's Mitl, but
did not claim any credit for what had been
done for them or for their wives and
families.  Although it might be outside the
seopr of the inguiry, if agreed to, I believe
that the housing of the staff at Barton's
AMill eould be considerably improved, especi-
ally when we remember that the department
hag plenty of land avaitable for what I have
in mind.
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I do not think anything further is re.
quired from me in order {0 indvee members
to favour the appointment of a Seleet Com-
ittee than to remind them of the frequent
atterances made by the magistrate of the
Children’s Court, and also the statement by
Mr. MeMillan, 8.M., as reported in “The
West Australian” of the 27th Febrnary,
when he said he regretfed it was not pos-
gible to make the punishment ft the crime
until the Government provided a proper in-
stitution to which juvenile offenders could
be sent. How can we any louger continue
to refuse to take notice of men in official
positions such ag those T have mentioned?
Local governing authoritics have also taken
action to bring this matter hefore the noties
oi the Government. Let this Hounse now set
as is proposed by the motion and so justify
itzelf in ihe eyes of the people.

Can any member who listened to the Chief
Seeretary relating the cases of vouthful
offenders not feel convinced that action is
lemg overdue to make a chiange in dealing
with these delinquent=? Here ave some of
the eases he mentioned—one youth 16 years
of age had no fewer than 38 charges against
him; another of the same age had 15 chargea
against him; another who had 26 charges
against him was said to be likely to develon
into a dangerous erimina'; another was likely
to become a gentleman crook. We have often
been told that prevention is better than cura
and I ask, “Is it not {ime something was
done?!

In 1937, a couple of vears hefore the
onthreak of the war, a deputation waited on
the Minister controlling the Child Welfare
Departuent on the matter of juvenile delin-
queney, and the Minister informed the depu-
tation, not that action would he taken, hut
that for 12 months the Government had heen
@iviny serions thought to the matter. Two
Minmisters are affected; the Hon. A. R, G.
Hawke controls the Child Welfare Depart-
went  and  the Chief  Seeretary controls
the Prisons Department. Yesterday one
metnber wanted fo know why Barton's
Mill was mentioned in the motion. As
T stated in my intrvoductory speech, I
cannol  separate  the  two atters, es-
pecially  when the magistrate who has
been specially appointed to preside over the
Children's Court has so frequently eatled
upon the Government publiely to do some-
thing in the direction of providing some
Pace other than Bavton's Milj for the ve-
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eeption and treatment of juvenile offenders.
I+ uny member now in doubt as to why T
have coupled Barton's Mill with juvenile
delinquency? I have been glaneing through
the Child Welfare Act and have wondered
how many members are aware of the pro-
vision in Section 104, which reads—

(1) A written license authorising a child
of or over the age of twelve years to cngage,
within preserilved hours and subject to the re-
gulations, in a specified description of strect
trading, may be issued hy the department.
This means that a boy of 12 may sell papers
in the street until any hour of the night or
early morning. Since I tabled my motion,
a school teacher has informed me that he
has in lis elass a hoy of a little over 12
vears who is out in the streats till all hours
of the night selling newspapers with the
result that at school the lad is only half
awake.

What ig the use of our having a law lo
eompel parents to send their boys and girls
to school until they reach the age of 14, and
giving serionsg thought to extending that age
te 16, unless we amend the provision in the
Child Welfare Aet to make the age 14 years?
What is the use of requiring children to
attend #chool until they reach the age of 14
and then, by another Act, permitting them
at the age of 12 to sell papers or engage in
other work that keeps them out at all hours
of the night? On that alone we stand con-
demned, Tt ig neither ome thing nor the
other. Members who have childreen studyinzy
for the Junior examination know that in the
large majovity of eases it is absolutely
necessavy for them o do at least one hour
of study each cvening. 1In faet, the head-
master of the High Sehool at Geraldton told
me that a child ought to do two lhours of
evehing study. 1do not we wang every hoy
and girl who possibly can to pass that
examination? Ave we not spending a large
sum of money on our edueation system? Or
is the system intended for a select few only?

It is time these matters were veviewed.
The two departments onght to be brought
more into co-ordination and ep-operation, T
am not taking so mueh notice of what has
appeared in the Press—with one exeeption—
but I am taking notice of the repeated ve-
quests from the gentleman who presides over
the Children’s Court for a better place in
which fo treat juvenile offenders than by
senting them to a general prison such #s
exists at Barton’s Mill, zood though that
may be in many respeets.
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Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. 16

Noes . .. .. 4

Majority for e 12
AvEa

Hon. C. F. Baxter
Hon. L. B. Bolton
Hon, Sir Hai Uolabatcn

Hon, V. Homersley
Hon. J. G. Hislop
Hon. Q. W._ Miles

Hon. U. K. Curnish Hoan, H. S. W. Parker
Hon. L. Cralg Hon. A. ‘I'homson
Hon. J. A. Dimmitg Hon. F. R. Welsh
Hon. F. &, dibson Hon. G. B. Wood

Hon. H. Seddon
( Teller.)

Hon. E. H. H. Hall

NoES8,
Hon. W. H. Kitaon

Hon. C. B, Williams
(Teller.)

Hon. J. Cornelt
Hon. E, H, Gray

PAIRS.

AYES. NoEs,
Hon. H. L. Roche Hon. W, R. Hall
Hon. H. Tuckey Hon. E. M, Heenan

Question thus passed; the motion, as
amended, agreed to,

Select Committee Appointed.

HON. E. H H. HALL (Central): I
move—

That a Select Committee be appointed con-
sisting of five members, Sir Hal Colebatch——

Hon. C. B. WILLIAMS: On a point of
order! I ask for a ballot without any names
being mentioned previously.

The PRESIDENT : Perbaps it is better
io have the ballot first, and then the motion.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I submit that the
mover was perfectly right, under the Stand-
ing Orders, in first naming the members of
the Select Committee. Then if any member
raises objeetion, a ballot must he taken.
Standing Order 270 reads— '

Members to serve on o Select Committee
shall be nominated by the mover; but if onc
member so demand, they shall be selected by
ballot.

Hon. C. B. Williams : It is understood that
1 have asked for a ballot.
Hon. E. H. H. HALL: I move—

That a Select Committee be appointed con-
gisting of five members.

Question put and passed; ballot taken.

The PRESIDENT: A ballot has been
taken, and there have heen six informal
votes in consequence of the name “Hall”
being mentioned without the initials. There
are twa “Halls” who are members of the
Council, Mr. E. H. H. Hall and Mr. W. R.
Hall. In the ecircumstances, the fairest
course to adopt would be to bave a fresh
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ballot. I ask members who vote for either
Mr. E. H H. Hall or Mr. W. R. Hall to
prefix the initials of those members. Fresh
ballot papers must be distributed.

Further ballot vesulted as follows:—Hon,
Sir Hal Colebateh, Hon, C. R. Cornish, Hon.
E. H. H. Hall, Hon. C. B. Williams, and
Hon. G. B. Wood.

On motion by Hon. E. H. H, Hall re-
solved: That the Select Committee have
power to call for persons, papers and
records, and to adjourn from place to place,
that three members form a gquorum, and
that the Committee sit on days over which
the House stands adjourned; to report on
Tuesday, the 13th April.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY: T move—

That the Houase at its rising adjourn till
2.15 p.m. on Tuesday, the 30th March.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 4.50 p.m.

Legislative Council.

Tuesduy, 30th March, 1843,
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 2.15
p-m., and read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILL.

Message from the Lieut.-Governor
ceived and read notifying asseni to
Business Names Bill.

re-
the

QUESTIONS (2).
INCOME TAX.
As to Lag in Collection,
Hon. G. W. MILES asked the Chief Sec-
retary: In the interests of the taxpayers of
Western Australia, ean the Government as-

certain whether the statement published in
the Sydney ‘‘Bulletin’! on the 24th Febru-



