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Mr. GREEN: I withdraw and apologise.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon, member re-
peats the statement I assure him that I will
not continue to act leniently towards him.

Mr, GREEN: Why the obvions prepara-
tion?

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [10.48]: 1
would like to say a few words—

Mr., SPEAKER: The hon, member has
spoken to the guestion and cannot speak
again,

Mr. LAMBERT: I contend that I have
not spoken to the motion.

Mr, SPEAKER: Standing Order 118
provides that no member may speak twice
to the question before the House, except
in explanation or reply; or in Committee
of the whole House. The hon. member has
spoken to the question and I rule that he
cannot speak again.

Mr. LAMBERT: I was looking al an-
other Standing Order.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have given my ruling.

Mr, LAMBERT: You will permit me to
quote the Standing Order under which I
consider I am entitled to speak. Under
Standing Order 117 a member may speak
to any question before the House or upon a
guestion or amendment to be proposed by
himself, You will recollect that you did
not permit me to move that amendment,
but ruled it out of order. I was not per-
mitted to either move the amendment or
speak to it, and therefore, I contend that I
still have a right to speak to the motion
before the Chair. I hope you, Sir, will not
eonstrue so harshly the Standing Order
you have quoted, but will permit me to
speak to the motion. I do not think it is
the intention of Standing Order 118 that
when an amendment is ruled out of order
the hon. member who moved it should for-
feit his right to speak to the gubstantive
motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: The standing order is
perfeetly clear. The hon. member has
spoken to the guestion before the House, and
I have no power under the Standing Order
to permit him to speak again. I rule that
the hon. member is out of order.

Mr. LAMBERT: But, Mr. Speaker—-

Mr. SPEARKER: The bon, member can-
not po on questioning my ruling, exeept in
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the proper way provided by the Standing
Orders,

Mr., LAMBERT: I have no wish to do
that. Does not your interpretation of the
Standing Order appear to be harsh?

My, SPEAKER: T am not here {o be
questioned. The hon. member will resume
his seat.

On motion by Hon. P, Collier debate ad-
journed,

House adjourned at 10.52 p.n.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m., and.read prayers.

THE SPEAKER'S ELECTION.

Notice of Motion withkeld from Notice
Paper.

Mr. SPEAKER: I wish to make a state-
rent to the House in regard to the notice
of motion given by the member for Ian-
owna (Hon. T. Walker) yesterday, 1 desire
to make it clear that I am not giving a ruling
but that T am stating to the House the action
I have taken under Standing Order 108, and



[22 FeBrUARY, 1917.]

the powers vested in me for the protection
of the privileges of the House. Under these
powers 1 have directed that the Clerk was
not to place the motion of the member for
Kanowna upon the Notice Paper for the
reasons that I will give. In 3May, page 278,
it is pointed out that certain matters cannot
be debated save on a substantive molion or
by a distinet vote of the House. This motion
inchirdes an attack upon the Sovereign, the
Heir to the Throne, the Viceroy, the Gov-
ernor General of India, the Lord Lieuntenaut
of Ireland, the Speaker and members of
either Flouse of Parliament, and Judges. 1t
is further laid down in May, page 293, that
the eonduet of the holders of the high offices
mentioned, ineluding the Speaker, can only
he debated in a motion embodying therein
& specific charge. The House will, therefore,
seg that it i5 eclearly established that the
motion at this time must contain a specific
charge against the Speaker, Judge, or other
person to whom it applies. The present
motion s tabled after 1 have ocecupied the
Chair for only eight days. and obviously
makes no specifie charge at all. As far as
I am personally coneerned, I am prepared
to let the fiercest search-lizht of publie erifi-
cism play npon my every public and private
action, as desired by this motion, if such
action were permissible. I am certain that
the same vindieation of my character
and actions would take place as has oceurred
in the various hotly eontested elections
in my electorate where the whole page of my
life has been open to the ecriticism and
review of the people. Further, whilst oc-
cupying this Chair I am the eustodian of
the rights, privileges and liberties of Par-
liament and of the members of this Honse
of Parliament, and it is not my intention
to permit them {o be whittled away by an
unprecedented motion in this House. The
moetion is a direet violation of the rules of
Parliamentary procedure as laid down in
May, which is based on the ordinary rules of
justice, namely that any aceusation or charge
mnst be specifically formulated against the
defendant. 1 would be failing in my duty
to the House in laying down a precedent
which would aitack the present privileges of
every member of the House, privileges which
every member of Parliament in British coun-
tries has always enjoyed, if I permitted this
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motion to be placed on the Notice Paper.
If this notice of motion were permissible it
would be fully permnissible for a motion io
be tabled, on the eleetion or appointment
of any person as a member of Parliament
or for lbe other positions T have named, to
the effest that the person so elected or ap-
pointed was not a fit and proper person to
oceupy sneh position, with a view to attack-
ing his public and private character in gen-
eral ferms. Sueh action is opposed to all
Parliamentary procedure or precedent. T
have for this reason ordered the Clerk to re-
move the motion from the Notice Paper.

Article in the West Australian.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brownhill-Ivanhoe)
[4.35]: T desire to ask the Premier a ques-
tion without notice. How does he propose
to treat the exposures contained in the arti-
cle in the West Australian this morning,
which reflect seriously upon the conducl of
this Chamber?

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [4.36]: I have already given an
interview to the Press stating my views on
the procedure as set forth in that article.

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brownhill-Ivanhoe)
[4.37]: On a matter of privilege, Sir. This
is a question affecting every member of the
Chamber and affecling the public as well.

Mr. SPEAKER.: Order! There is no ques-
tion of privilege which can be brought in
here.

Mr. Underwood: He can get privilege.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: 1 will ask the House
for the privilege of submitting a question
to the Premier for the purpose of getting
information. I think I am entitled to do
that, and T am going to insist on the right.

Hon. P. Collier: Any member can rise on
the question of privilege.

Mr. SPEAKER: The leader of the Op-
position will have the opportunity, on a
motion for the adjournment of the House
which has been bhanded io the Speaker hy
one of his supporters, of reviewing the ques-
tion that he has mentioned.

Hon. J. SCADDAN: That is not the
point at all. In any case, the question of a
motion which may be tabled by another hon.
member subsequent to my asking for the
privilege of the House bhas nothing to do
with my position on the question of privi-
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lege. 1 ¢laim that 1 bave the right, if you
are lere Lo uphold the rights of members,
of asking the House for the privilege of
making a sltnlement with the cbjeet of get-
ting information. If we cannot do that we
might as well close up Parliament. Under
Standing Order 137 any member may rise
to speak “to order,” or upon a matter of
privilege snddenly arising. This is a matter
suddenly arising. I want to know from ile
Premier, the leader of the House, what he
proposes to do in econnection with the dis-
elosures made in the newspaper article re-
ferred to, and which refleets upon the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: I rule that the hon.
member 18 out of order in view of the notiee
of motion that has been given,

Houn. J. SCADDAN: T am going to move
that your ruling be disagreed with. The
motion you refer to is not hefore the House.

The Minister for Railways: You do not
want to diseuss it twice.

Hon, J. SCADDAN: I am not suggesting
a discussion upon the matter. T ask the
Premier what he proposes to do with regard
to these disclosures?

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson- -
Sussex) [4.407: I have answered the leader
of the Opposiiion. T have already made my
statement to the Press.

Mr. Underwood: What abont making it fo
nsf

The PREMIER: If the hon, gentleman
thinks T am here to answer any avlicle
which is written in the Press, he is mistaken.
He did not take up that attitude when he
was in office, and I do not propose to do
go either. The leader of the Opposilion has
asked me a question and 1 have nnswered it
to the best of my ability. T am not goinz
to tell him what I propose to do.

Mr. Hudson: You will not tell the Honse
what you Lave told the Press. _

The PREMIER: T decline to make a
gtatement in the House upon a Press article
written hy¥ one man.

The Minister for Works: And promplel
by whom?

The PREMIER : Yes, whe was the avtiele
prompted by§ I have made - sstement
in the matter.

Mr. Folev: That comes wel’
Minister for Works,

fron  fhe
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Mr. Munsie: We have bad experience of
this kind of prompting.

N1, Foley: The Press had the run of the
files on many things.

The PREMIER: I am prepared at any
time to make an ancouncement in the House
upon oceurrences which happen in the
House, hut not with regard to arlieles which
appear in the public Press. It has never
been done.

Mr. Hudson: Who is to protect the pri-
vileves of the House?

Tlhie PREMIER: There are articles in the
Press every day, but whoever dreamt of
asking the then Premier to make a statement
in the House in rveply to some article which
I have seen this morning for the first time?

Hon. J. SCADDAN (Brownhill-Tvanhae)
[442]: T do not suggest that the Premier
shoulil reply to articles reflecting upon the
administration of the Government, but whon
it is a matter reflecting upon the honour
and integrity of all members of this Clian-
her, as leader of the House, I think he is
bouns to make a statement to the House as to
how he proposes to proceed, Surely he can-
not allow that article to go without some
aclion being teken. It is not merely a mat-
ter ol an interview, but a matter of action
being taken in order to protect the privi-
leges of this Chamber. * He is entitled to tell

.us what he proposes to do to meet the posi-

fion.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—-
Sussev) [4.43]: I am not prepared at the
present stage to say what I propose to do.
The matter will receive cdue consideration.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
AMr, Carpenter and Mr. 8. Slubbs.

AMr, CARPENTER {F¥remantle} [4.44]:
I desire to make a personal explanalion,
When st-eaking on the motion before the
House last night I referred to an incident
which had oceurred some nights previously,
when the memher for Wagin (Mr. 8.
Stobhs) had received a note from the Pre-
mier—the hon. member was then acting as
Chairman of Committees—after receipt of
which he immediately sent for me to take
his place in the Chair. T informed the
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House 1hat in my opinion the note contained
a request from the Premier that the mewm-
ber for Wagin should leave the Chair ia
order that his vote might be given when the
approaching division eame on, so that the
Government should not be shorn of his vote
in the division. In the report of my re-
marks in the Press io-day I am apparently
made to say that I saw the note affer I had
taken the Chair. The report, of course, is
an abridgement of my remarks, and the in-
terpretation put upon the report, as it ap-
pears in the Press, might convey Lhe impres-
sion either that the member for Wagin hail
shown me the note or that he had left it on
the Table, and that I had afterwards read it.
I wish to correet any such impression. All
that T said to the House was that [ saw the
note passed from the Premier to ihe menber
for Wagin, who then sat in the Chair.

QUESTION — ENEMY SUBJECTS IN
GOVERNMENT EMPLOY.

Mr. HEITMANN (without notice) askeil
the Premier: In view of the poliey of the
present Government to dispense with the
services of ali persons of enemy origin, and
in view of the knowledge of the Qovernment
that this policy has not been fully earried
out, what does the Premier intend te do in
the matter?

The PREMIER replied: So far as
I know, the instructions of the Government
have been carried out. I am not aware that
the case to which some hon, member drew
my attention by question, is an officer under
the direetion of the Government. I be-
lieve the officer referred to is under the
direction of the House.

Mr. Heitmann: Do you intend the policy
to apply in all eases?

- The PREMIER: To all enemy horn sub-
Jjects, yes, most decidedly.

Mr. Heitmaaon: T think it is up to yon to
see that the policy is carried ont, There are
several enemy horn subjects sfill in the ser-
vice; and I good positions, too.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Up to very recently, at
all events, there was an Austrian, of some
such name as Patich, employed by the Gov-
ernment electrieian.
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The PREMIER: I shall be glad to have

‘particulars of sueh cases.

Mr, Heitmann: In reply to mny question
on Tuesday, you admitted thai vou knew
there was one such officer still in the Govern-
ment service, and not dismissed.

The PREMIER: I do pot know 1o what
reply the hon. member refers.

Mr. Heitmann: You sard you referred the
matter to the Speaker on the 18th January.
That was the reply to my question.

The PREMIER: Yes, of course.

Mr. Heilmann: Why did von refer the
Inatter to the Speaker?

The PREMIER: I do not
ofticers of this House.

Mr. Heitmann: You are the Treasurer.

The PREMIER: That matter is under
the immediate control of the Speaker. The
late Speaker was written to on the 1Sth
January regarding the matter. I have not
received his reply yet.

Mr. Heitmann: Do not you think it is
your duty, as leader of the Government, to
see that these men are eleared out?

The PREMIER: I eannot stand here to
be cross-cxamined by the hon, member, If
he will assist me by giving the names of any
enemy horn subjects in the service, T will
1ssue instruetions,

control the

Mr. Heitmann: You have one now report-
ing the proceedings of this House,

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter) : The member for Geraldton previously
was complaining about the dismissal of
these men.

Hon. J. Scaddan: If the policy is good
enongh for the 8s. a day man, it is good
enough for the man geiting five hundred a
year,

Mr. TROY: With the permission of the
House, T should like to make g statement
regarding the matter which has been raised
by the member for Geraldton, and regarding
which the Premier said he was unable to
take any aetion. The Premier did write to
the Speaker of the House on or about the
18th of last month Tespecting the matter
The House was not then sifting, and the'
Speaker does not decide these matters with-
out the concurrence of the Printing Com.
mittee. In accordance with the Premijer’s
request, a meeting of the Printing Commit-
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tee was called for Wednesday last; but, ow-
ing to my bhaving resigned on the pre-
vious Tuesday, the meeting had to be aban-
doned. The matter is now before the present
Speaker, and will be decided by the Printing
Committee in due eourse.

|! .! \ + .

' L L‘ t

NOTICE OF QUESTION — TRADING
CONCERNS AND GOVERNMENT
ABSISTANCE.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I desire to give
notice that, at the next meeting of the House
I shall ask the Premier the following ues-
tion:—1, Did the Minister for Agriculinre
make an error in Stating, in reply to a ques-
tion ssked by the member for Novth Parth
{Mr. Smith) on Tuesday last, that the Gov-
ernment have advanced, by way of loan, the
sum of £2,500 towards the formation of a
eo-operafive fruit canning and drying com-
rany® 2, If nol, is it the custom of Minis-
ters individually to grant such loans without
making the Treasurer aware of same? 3, Tf
so, bow is it possible for the Treasurer to
control the finances?

The PREMIER: Tn view of the nofice of
question just given by the member for
North-East Fremauntle, I wish to explain that
an error was made in replying to the pre-
vions question. That question congisted of
six paragraphs; and I replied that T was not
aware of granting, or promising to grant,
anv subsidy or loan te anyone sinece July
last, The Under Treasurer unwittingly
furnished me with the erroneous reply that
no such subsidies or loans had been made
or promised. T gave that information lo the
Houze. My colleague, the Minister for Ag-
riculture, now informs me that an advanee
has been arranged to be made to the As-
sociated TFruitgrowers, Limited, ibat the
amount is £2 500, that the loan is repayable
in 10 annual instalments, with interest al
the rate of 6% per cent per annum, and
that the first instalment is due on the 31st
Necember, 1919. The reply to paragraph
(5) of the question is that there are similar
business underfakings. or trading concerns,
alreadyv established within this State. The
re- ly to paragraph (6} of the guesiion is
that such assistance is not given for the
purpose of competing with persons already

[ASSEMBLY.]

engaged iu sach Dusiness undertakings or
trading concerns. 1 did not give this ex-
planation immediately, hecause I wanied to
see the hon. memher concerned, and to ex-
plain the matter to him. Morcover, I
wanted io make further inquiries, because, a
mistake having been made in one instance, I
wished to be sure that this amonnt was the
sum total. Tle advance had the approval of
Cabinet.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: 1n view of the in-
formation by the Premier, 1 withdraw my
notiee of question.

-
A "
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Itesignation of the Speakership.

Mr, TROY (Mt Magnet) [4.55]: With
the consent of the House, I desire to make
a4 personal explanation referring to an
article which appeared in the West Aus-
tralian of this morning. T shall restrict
my remarks to essentials, becavse T want to
place the true position hefore this House.
[ think it is due to hon. members to know
the exact eircumstances of my resignation
from the Speaker's Chair. In to-day's West
Australian appears a leader referring to the
appointment of the Speaker and demanding
2 searching investigation. The artiele
states that there has been trafficking in eon-
nection with the recent appointment, and
usks this House to appoint a select commititee
to investigate the matter. Tn a further article,
headed “The Speaker’s Appointment—As-
tonishing  Allegations—Reported Extraor-
dinary Intriguing,” considerable reference is
made to myself as the former Speaker; and,
in inquiring why T resigned, the article said
there were certain allegations which, if true,
mighl constrain the publie to a certain con-
clusion. So far as my resignation is con-
cerned, the statement I gave to the West
Australian on the day I submitted my re-
siznation fo the House, that my resignation
was purely a voluntary maiter and that no
pressure whatever had been brought fo hear
on me by my own party or any other partv,
is correct in every particular. 1 propo<e
now to give the House the details. My own
party were not at any time in favour of my
resigning the Speakership. Let that be dis-
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wlich discussed the propesal tu move a mo-
tion of want of confidence, 1 understand, it
was agreed that 1 should not leave the
Chair. The chairman of thai meeting, Mr.
Munsie, conveyed that intimation to me
later in wy room. 1 stated at the meeling
that, no matter what the partx might de-
cide, the question was one I would have to
decide for myself, and then adopt the course
wineh, in my opinion, wonld be the right
awd proper one. The leader of the Opposi-
lion, 1 understand, gave the Premicr nolice
of his intention to move a want of confi-
dence motion. The Premier then saw me in
the Clerk’s room. He asked me what I pro-
posed to do, because I had already informed
him that when I did intend to resign the
Speakership, I wounld give him fair and
adequate natice.

The Premier: That is correct.

Mr. TROY: XNaturally. the Tremier
asked wme what I proposed to do. I said it
was a matter which 1 had not yet taken into
consideration properly. I did take the matter
inte consideration then; and on Friday, the
next dav. T notified Mr. Munsie. the chair-
man of the Labowr party, and Mr. 0'Logh-
len. the Whip, that, in the eirecumstances. I
had decided to resign. T stated that I did
hot think T could decently hold the position
in the peenliar cireumstances, and that I
would be adopting the proper course by
handing in my resignation. May T sax that
I also discussed the matter with the memher
for Bonlder {Hon. P. Collier) amid the late
Calonial Seeretary (Hon. J. M. Drew). who
are personal friends of mine? These genile-
men endeavoured to dissnade me from my
purpose. 1 had told ¥Mr. Wilgon that 1
would give him netice of mxy infention on
the next Saturday. T desired. however, to
sec the leader of {he Opposition before T
took the step. T was unable to consnlt all
the members of the party, but T desired to
consult as many as 1 possibly eonld, hefore
I took the step of resigning: becanse the
party were well aware of my intention. I
rang up the leader of the Opposition on
Saturday morning. and asked him 3if he
could see me at Parliament House. He told
me to come along. However, althongh I
waited here nntil nearly midday. Mr, Sead-
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dan did wot put in an appearance. He
zuw me on Menday, and then told me that
on the Saturday he had gone to Fremantle
to see the hon. Mr. Yerran off by the
steamer, and that the time had been too
short 1o permic of his calling at Parliament
House, I saw Mr. Wilson on Saturday at
noon, and I told him then that I had not
consulted Mr. Seaddan.

The Premier: You said you had not de-
cided.

Mr. TROY: 1 iold the ’remier that [ was
inclined to resign bot that in any case
wonld give him 24 hours’ notice of my in-
tention to dv so.

The Preiier: That is correct.

Mr, TROY: On Menday worning My,
Scaddan called ot Parliament House, and [
tofd him that | had determined to resign.
Mr. Seatdan, in the conrse of bis remarks.
sand, “Of evurse it rests with yvouwrself” On
that aflernoun beiween four and five o'clock,
I saw the Premier—— .

The Premier: It was between 5 amd 5.50
o'cloek.

Mr. TROY: And 1 informed him that I
intended to vesitm next «day, Tt has been
inferred in the newspaper ardele that T
learnt of certain matters regarding the pre-
sent Speaker.  May | say that I had noe
consultation with. nor Jdid 1 see, the present
Speaker from the day on which the House
rose—the Thursday when notice of the no-
confiderce motion was given—until the time
of his election as Speaker. T bhad no eon-
versation whatever with him, and T had no
kuowledge as to the course he propesed to
take. On the Tuesday, the day after I had
nolified the Premier of my intention to re-
sign, the member for Kaizoorlie (Ar.
Creen) and the member for Forvest (Mr,
(VLozhlen) told me that thex had been
assured by Mr. E. B. Johnston, the present
Speaker, that he proposed to vote with the
Opposition on the mno-confidence motion.
My, Green told me that Mr, Johnston had
asked him to seeond the amendment which
he intended to move, and Mr. ("Loghlen
told me alse on the previons night that he
had been in association with the present
Speaker for several hours. and that that
oentleman had assured him he was prepared
.fo vote with the QOpposition on ihe no-confi-
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dence motion, I had no knowledge of any
proposed aciion on the part of Mr. E. B.
Jolmston wihen T handed in mny resignation,
and it was not until the Tuesday when my
resignation  was in that 1 heard of Mr.
Johnston's proposed action. | make this
statement because it has been inferred that
1 have been intriguing, 1 do not think, how-
ever, that any member will say that any ae-
tion of inime was in the natwre of an in-
trizug. 1 ask the House fo accept the es-
planation beeaunse it is the truth, and ecan
Lie borne vut by the members to whom I have
spoken and by the Premier himself.

URGENCY MOTION: THE SPEARKER'S
ELECTTON,

Mr. SPEAKER: [ have received a
notice under Standing Order 47 from the
hon. member for Mt. Mareavei (Mr. Tay-
lor) to the effect that he desires fto move
the adjournment of the House on a matter
off urgency for the purpose of deawing at-
tention to the publie distrust in recent
ocenvrences in this House as shown in an
article appearing in this morning’s  West
Anustralias. 1 notice that the Btanding
Order savs—

A member wishing to move “*that the
House do now adjourn®’ shall first sub-
mii a written statement of (he subject
proposed 1o be diseussed to the Speaker,
who, if he thinks it 10 order, shall read it
to the Housze; whereupon if seven mem-
hers rse in their places to support it,
the motion shall he proceeded with.

I vegrei to say thai the notice the lon,
member gave me was very short, and 1
have only had an opportunity of looking
into the question of whether it was in
order or pot during the last few wminutes
while this disenssion has been going on.
The wording of the motion eertainly ap-
pears (o me to be out of ovder. T have tried
hard to find a way fo give the hon. member
an oppertunity to disenss this question if it
was the wish of the House, bui T have here a
manual of procednre——

[Oppasiiion members laughed.]

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! If hon. mem-
bers are not prepared to listen in silence
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as preseribed by the Standing Orders, |
shall have 1o take notice of their conduet..
The motion of the hon, member fur Mt..
Margarel, in my opinion, is out of order.
Tie manual [ have before me distinetly
points ont that on a motion for ad-
jonrnment. a  member cannot revive a
dlisenssion on a matter which has alveady
been discussed in the same session, He
cannob raise a guestion  of  privilege, and
this newspaper article is clearly a question
of privilege and should be so dealt with. The
discussion on the motion must not raise-
any question whieh, aceording to the rules.
of the House, can only be debaied on a de-
fintte motion after nofice. It is absolutely
clear that eharges as to the conduct of
mernhers can anly he debated on a motion of
which distinet notice has been =2iven, and
it iz clearly Inid  down in Mgy that
the conduet of members eannot be at-
tacked on o motion for adjournment. In
those cirenwmstances amd sinee it is elear
to me that the motion is out of order, I do
not prapose to rewd the motfion to the Honse
under this Standing Cvder.

Mre, TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [5.10] -
In submitting to you, Mr. Speaker, the
motion for adjommment, T did so in writing
in aceordance with fhe Standing Orders. T
endeaveured to meet the requirements of
the Standing Orders by couching the mo-
tion in languagze which would not he offen-
sive, Standing Ovder 47a reads—

A member wishing to move *‘that the
Houge do now adjourn’! shall frst sub-
mil a written statement of the subject
propused to be discussed to the Speaker
who, if e thinks it in order, shall read
it to the House, whercupon if seven
members rise in their places to support
it, the motion shall be proceeded with.

T have complied with Lhat Standing Order,
and se have vou, Sir. You have read my
motion te the House, and nothing remains
now It for the seven members fo rise in
their places.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! T said T would
not read the hon. membher’s motion,

Opposition memhers: You did read it.

Mr, TAYLOR: You read my motion to
the House at the beginning. You said, “‘T
have received written notice of motion from
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the hon. member for Mt. Margaret’® and
then you went on to read it.

Mr. SPEAKER: I did not read if; I will
refer Lo IHansard.

[Hansard report obtained by the Speaker.]

Mr, SPEAKER: The member for Mt
Margarel {Mr, Taylor) stated that I had
read his motion to the House, a statemeni
which I knew to be incorrect; but since Han-
sard was here to confirm me, or otherwise,
and since the hon. member occupies a prom-
inent position in the House, I decided to get
the Iauwsard rveport of the proceedings.
From this T notice that I read the Standing
Order and then went on to point out that it
was clear to me that, although T would have
liked to give opportunity for discussion of
the subjeet, ithe motion was in my opinion ont
of order. I said, “In"these eircumstances, and
sinee it is clear fo me that the motion is out
of order, [ do not propose to read the motion
to the House under the Standing Ovder.”

Hon. J. Seaddan: You require to get more
of the Hansard report.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for M.
Margaret will withdraw the erroneons state-
ment he made, namely, that I had read the
maotion.

Mr. TAYLOR : T withdraw the statement.
Will you permit me now to say that the ve-
port vou have received from Heansard is troe
in every particular, ag far as it goes, but
that you read my motion at an earlier stage,
a stage before that covered by (he report
which you have.

Mr. Green: We all heard it.

Mr. Hudson: Everybody heard it.

Mr. TAYLOR: 1 will draw youor atten-
tion, Sir, to this point. After the reading of
my motion there was some little space, and
you were going to proceed to do something,
when the memnber for Guildford rose and re-
marked, “What about notices?’ After that
the member for Pilbara and also ihe member
for Norih-East Fremantle submitted notices.
It is from that point that you arve reported
m fhe seclion of Hansard handed to you,
and not from the first stage.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
entirely mistaken. 1 am certain that my
memory and the official records of the Honge
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could not both be at faull in this one par-
tienlar,

Mr. Underwood: I will baek my memory
against yours, and T say vou did read the
motion.

Mr. TAYLOR : Will you he aoud enough,
Siv, to ask Hansard to produce a record of
alt the proceedings of this afterncon?

Mr. Troy: Will you, 8ir, hand o the mem-
ber for Mt. Margaret the veport Hansard
has given you, so that the member for Mit,
NMavgaret may satisfy himself that the state-
ment you are making is correci ? T think that
wonld setile the whoele matter.

My, SPEAKER: I will do s0.

Mr. Underwood: | am absolutely certain
vou read it T Hansard has noi got it then
Hansard is wrong, or is under the domina-
tion, like the rest.

Al TAYLOR: 1 find from this Heuserd
report that it is exaetly as T have said. This
report deals with the proceedings since the
members for Pilbara, for Guildford, and
North-East Fremantle gave notiees of ques-
tions. You read my motion before that stage.
Then there was an inferregnum. and all this
took place afferwards. Tf vou call for the
report of the whole of the proceedings you
will find that there¢ was no necessity to
make me withdraw, Of cowrse T have done
s0, but T do not like to be subjecied Lo com-
pulsion under the rules of {he House when
1 am absolutely correet. Will vou ask for the
report of the whole of ihe proceedings?

Mr, SPEAKER: Certainly.

The PREMIER: My reecollection of the
proceedings is that you, Sir. mentioneld a
notice of motion whieh you had received
from the member for Mt. Margaret who, you
intimaled, desired to move the adjournment
of the House. I do noi remember the read-
ing of the motion. Even if the Speaker did
read the motion, it has not been read under
the Standing Order.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have reccived from
Hansard a further section of the record of
procedings. This record shows that I siated
as Tollows—*I beg to inform the House that
I have received a notice of motion from 1he
member for Mt. Margaret under Standing
Order 47.” Then the member fur Cluiidford
rose and asked, “What ahout notices of
fuestions ¥’
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Mr. TAYLOR: This is what Hausard
shows—

I have received a notice of motion under
Standing Order 47 from lhe member for
Mt. Margarel to the effect that he desires
to move the adjonrnwent of the House on
a matter of urgeney for the purpose of
drawing aitention {o lhe public distrust in
recent oceurrences in tlus House as
shown in an article appearing in ihis
morning’s West Ausiralian,

Mr. SPEAKER: Please pass that up fo
me.

My, TAYLOR: It is marked; you marked
it vourself.

The Premier: How fair yvou are!

Mr. SPEAKER:
not read thiz correctly.
follows—

I have received a notice of motion un-
der Standing Order 47 from the member
for Mt. Margarel to (he effect Lhat he de-
sires to move fhe adjournment of the
House on a matler of nrgency for the pur-
pose of drawing atlention io the publie
distrusl in reeent oceurrences in  this
House as shown in an arlicle appear-
ing in this morning's West Australian.

Ay, Taylor:

The hon. member did
My words are as

That is all my motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: T was letting the House
know the efiect of the motion. T was not
reading it under the Standing Orders.

Hon. P. Collier: This is absolulely shoek-
mg!

Mr. Foley: Do I understand, Sir, that
vou rule the motion out of order?

Alr. SPEAKER: In my opinien it is out
of order under that Standing Order.

My. TAYLOR : Tn defence of the athitude
T have taken ap, lel me say that where osur
Standing Orders wmake provision for ihe
conduct of the business of the House, yon
ecannot aceept any other authority bub our
own Standing Orders. Standing Orders 47
and 47a make provision for a molion of
this charaeter, and you have eomplied with
those Standing Orders to the length of
reading my motion. Under the Standing
Orders it is my duty to make the language
of my molion clear and not offensive. The
urgency 15 then justified by seven members
rising in fheir places.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minisier for Works: They did not
rise.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Speaker gave them
no chanee to vise. Your authority, Sir, al-
though you did noi quote it is, I think, Zi-
bert, May, lbert, and all those authorities
come in only wher our own Standing Or-
ders are silent. For the edification of your-
self and others, let me read our first Stand-
ing Order, which is as follows:—

In all cases not provided for herein-
aller, or by sessional or other orders, re-
sort shall be lad to the rules, forms, and
practice of the Commons House of the
Imperial Parliament of Great Britain
and Treland, whieh shall be followed as
far as they can be applied fo the pro-
ceedings of this House.

Now our own Slanding Orders have made
ample provision for my motion. T bave
complied with them, and.yon have complied
wilh them to the extent of reading that
motion, and there is now nothing left to be
done except for seven members to rise in
their places. I do not desire to be offensive,
but I must remind you lhat when the leader
of the Opposition was asking a question you
indieated to him that he would have an op-
portunity of diseussing that question under
my motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: That was before I had
had an opportunity of deciding whether the
mofion was in order.

Mr. TAYLOR: I gave you my notice of
motion at 20 minutes past four. When my
leader sat down I snggested to him not to
press his question as he would have an op-
portunity of disecussing the matter, Mr.
Speaker having said so. Tf your ruling is
hased on TIbert T must ohject, hecanse I
claim my motion to be in order under our
own Standing Order 47a.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Permit me
to say a few words on this question.

Mr. Carpenter: You whale oo
Standing Orders.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I think
members might ftake the trouble to read
Standing Order 47a and if they do so they
will see at once that it has not been com-
plied with. A wmember wishing to move
that the House do adjourn under Section
47 shall Arst submit notice of same to Mr.

are A
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Speaker, who it he thinks it in order shall
read it (o the House.

Mr. Taylor: He read it to the House.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mr.
Speaker I =ubmit merely read the motion
ineidentally, and without expressing any
optnion that it was in ovder.

Member: Thal is verv weak.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I listenad
to the member for Mi. Margaret, as T al-
ways um preparved to listen Lo any hon,
member who has any vemarks to make to
the House, and I trust a similar privilege
will be extended o me. 1 say that if Mr.
Speaker did read the motion or vefer to if,
he did so incidentally only. for the purpose
of indieating what he had received. 1 sub-
mit, Sir, you did not read it to the Honse
after yon bad formed a judgment as to
whelher or not it was in order. Tf you lLad
done that you would have deliberately read
the motion to the Hounse and put it to the
House. Standing Order 47a proceeds—

Whereupon if seven members rise in
their places 1o support it the molion
shall be proceeded will.

" That was not done. Our Sianding Ovders
are purely formal and are intended to con-
tral the formal business of thix House. This
is 2 nosl formal malter, and T submit the
Standing Orders should be earried out in
their entirety. Thev were nol so earried
out. You, Sir, did not express a view as to
whether you thought the motion was in
order or net. When that stage liad been
reached it wquld he necessary that a certain
number of members should rice in  their
places to support it.

Mr, Taylor: Mr, Speaker never pmt it
to the House.

The ATTORNEY GENERAMAL: And he
never having formally read the motion to
the House there is no possibility of the
matfer being further discussed.

Hon. T. Walker: That is Mr. Speaker’s
fault.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I appeal
to members to please allow me to proceed.
This is an important matter upon which the
public want to know what is done.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Thev do.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: But if
memhbers persistently interject in this insane
fashion the public cannot possibly know,
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it is merely obsiruction of busivess. I sub-
mit, this being a formal matter, the rules
of the House have to be complied with to
tle highest degree; and if yon, Sir, do not
think the motion is in order, and say so,
it proceeds no further. The fact of your
having ineidentally mentioned it, or having
rend it as n nofice received from the mem-
ber for Mt. Margaret, is not a formal ruling
permitting the Fouse to resort to Section
474a.

My, SPEAKER: There is no motion be-
fore the Chair.

Mr, TAYLOR: I would point out, Sir,
tf you persist in vour ruling, that I have
alrendy moved that the House dissent from
thal ruling. .\t the moment T do not know
whether you do persist in your .ruling. Our
Standing Orders fo my mind are clear; and
I azk vou now for a defintle vuling under
Standine Orvder 47a.

Mre. SPEAKER: As T said before, I haid
not then had an opportunily of perusing
the motion. Ifaving now dene so, it is ah-
soluiely elear to me that the motion is not
in order.

Mr. TAYLOR: What part of the motion
is offensive or is ont of order. Tn what
way is it oul of order?

Mr. SPEAKER:  *Revenl occurrences
in this House as shawn in the artiele ap-
pearing in the Test Australian.”

Mr. Holman: Apparently ihe rights and
privileges of the Touse cannot be safe-
gnarded.

Mr. SPEARTR: T hinve read the article
referred to in the motion. and having read
it. it is clear to me that ithe motion is not
in order. Holding that view, it would have
heen impossihle for me to have =said that T
cousidered the mofion tn be in order under

Sec, 47a. T rule the motion is out of order.
Mr. Holman: Try Standing Order 139
now,

Hon. T. WALKER: T wish to have vour
decision, Sir, on a question of privileme.
T had desired (o move in this matlor
of privilege earlier, and 1 wish to know
now if this matter he taken that von will
not rule me out of order heeaunse I have
permitted other business to be {aken. I de-
sire to rise on a matter of privilege and
desire to know if I do so rise I shall not
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be interrupting the debate now proceed-
ing, I simply rise on a matter of privilege.

Mr, SPEAKER: It will depend upon
the Standing Orders of the House. I am
not prepared to give the member for Kan-
owna any Ppromise.

Hon, T. WALKER: But we must bave
a roling from the Chair. I know that one
question is as much a matter of privilege
of the House as the other.

Mr, Holman: Take the vote on this first,
and afterwards introduce the other.

Hon. T. WALKER: I think this matier
ought to be setiled. It is one equally af-
fecting the privileges of the House and the
right of Free speeeh within the House, It
was for this reason that [ permitied this
matter of privilege to remain in abevance
pending a scitlement on the oiher question.

Mr. TAYLOR: T have alveady moved,
Mr. Speaker, to disseni from your ruling,
that is your ruling of my motion out of
order and guoting as vour authority some
foreign authority. My notion is to dissent
from Mr. Speaker’s ruling.

Tlhe Premier: Does anylbody second it?

My, TAYLOR: That is not my business.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber wishes to move a motion. Has le sent
it up in writing?

Mr. TAYLOR: T did that at the last
sitting of 'he House and yon said it was
not neeessary. T knew it was, but you
ruled that it was not.

My, SPEAKER: Order! I did not rule
anything of the kind. Tn any case, the hon.
member would he out of order in referring
to anything which oceurred previously,
necessarily in different eireumstances.

Mr. Carpenter: What are we coming to?

Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that
my ruling be disagreed with on the ground
that it is against the Standing Ovders of
the House. In order that there may be no
misunderstanding, my ruling is that I do
not consider the molion is in order under
Standing Order 47a.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling.
AMr. Taylor: I move—

That the Speaker’'s ruling be dissented
from.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Tn  dissenting from your ruling, M.
Speaker, 1 hold iy own opinions which are
supported by our Standing OQrders. The
authority you now quote for ruling my
motion ont of order is nol the awthovity
vou gave when yon ruled my motion out.
You have shifted from [llert to our own
Standing Ordervs, after I had drawn atten-
tion to the fuct that the proceedings of this
House are ruverned by our vwn Standing
Ovders in all eases in whieh provizion is
made therein.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
is out of order. 1 distinctly read the Stand-
ing Order to the House in the enurse of my
remarks.

Mr, Taylor: You quoied Jibert as vour
anthority first when you vuled me out. I
then on a personal explunation poinied out
that under our own Standing Orders my
motion was in order.  So that no dilficulty
of this characler might crop up. 1 was eave-
Eul to see thal Rule 47a provided the neces-
sary authority. It was then yonr funetion
under our Standing Orders. and cvapeeially
under Standing Orvder 47a i zatisty vour-
seif as o fhe wording,  Standing Order
+7a was deafted many vears aco.  afier
Standing Orvder 47 had heen in existence
fer many vears. The House tound that
Standing Ovder 47 did not provide a sofb-
cient safeguard, that Mr. Speaker. the
House. or private memhers. or the Gov-
ernment could get oniside of Sranding Order
47. Therefore the Standing Orders Com-
mittee, on the advice of the House, drew
up Standing Ovder 47a some five or six
years ago, in ovder that the funrfions of
Mr. Speaker might be removed so far as
urgency was concerned. The only function
of Mr. Speaker in the matter is to see that
the langnage of the meotion is in order,
that it iz not offensive and that it conforms
to the rules of the House. There is noth-
ing in my motion offensive to the House,
and there has heen nothing disenssed in the
House antecedent to this motion which the
Standing Orders in our own volume wonld
have made it difficult for me to zet over
T may tell the House I looked up all the
aunthorities on this subject I eould find. I
was incensed when I vead the article this
morning. T felt that as a member of ihis
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House, by my presence in this House, I
lelped the Honse to do an act which was
not @ credit to the Honse, that reflected dis-
hononr upen myself and upon the House.

Mr. Speaker: Qrder! The hon. member
mnst not reflect upon the House. He must
withdraw.

Mr. Taylor: I am reflecting upon myself,

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must
withdraw.

Mr. Taylor: | withdraw, Retlections were
cast upon me, as a member of (his House,
by the negwspaper for some aet [ commitied
in the House, and this paper bad a week he-
Tore published a guardedly eulogistic Jeading
article nupon the actions of this House. 1
Iave known ol this journal for the last 2
veurs, | bave been in Parlinnent for 16 or
17 years in this State, amd have =at here for
the longest eontinuous period of any other
hon. merpber, [ have also watclhed closely
the atiitnde of the PPress on the procedure of
the House. Fight days after this guardedly
eulogistic leading urticle appeaved, the paper
in question became possessed of knowledge
which it did nol pogsess when it wrote ils
artiele Lor the counfry to real as the expres-
sion of ihe opinion of the 'resg, and it feli
that. it was mcumbent upon it to—-

Mr, Speaker: Opder! The hon. member
must diseuss fhe motion and not the news-
paper article.

Mr. Taylor: 1 inusi give my reasons for
wy mofion, and wust justify the necessity
for it on a question of uegency under Rule
47va.  The urgeney of my motion lies in the
fael that the public are disgusted with the
atritude of this Honse within the last few
weeks, and that feeling of distrust is grow-
ing with such rapidity that the Fresz which
defended us, and did so wille all their great
powers as & paper, now find, on further en-
lizhtenment, ihat it was necessary for them,
not alone to tell the public that thiz Honse
had committed something which it should
never have gommitted, but that it was neces-
ziry for them to write a little leading artiele
apologiging for what they hed said a week
ngo, heeanse their eyes were not then
opened.

Mr. Speaker: Orderi The hon. zentleman
must not proceed to diseuss the newspaper
artiele.
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Mr. Taxlor: [ am not discugsing the merits
or demeriis of the article,

Mz, Speaker: Order! The hon. gentleman
said he had leooked up a number of prece-
dents which would show that the motion was
in order, and my ruling wrong. If he gave
these precedenis, he would enlighten the
House. I am not going to permit him to
discuss the article under the motion now be-
fore the House, ’

Mr. Taylor: I am not diseussiny the ar-
ticle, neither am 1 quoting it. [ have no
paper before me. 1 am discussing the im-
pression whicll that srticle left upon my
mirtl as a cilizen of Western Austrelia. I
Teel that lumdreds and thounsands of other
people have t(he same impression. I have
to remember that T am associated with Par-
lhnent. The urgeney of the mattter is this:
that to-day it came wnder my notice that
something had been done which should not
have been done, and if I do not tell Parlin-
ment that it has made an error, I am not
doing what T am ealled upon to do. Par-
tinment should he allowed to rectify a
wrong, and this afiermoon is the firsi op-
portunity afforded for doing so. Are we
goiny to let "Parlinment continue to stand
disgraced in the eyes of the public, when
we have sn clearly this opportunity of de-
fending it?

Mre. Speaker: Order!

Mr. Tavlor: We now have the oppor-
lunify ——

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
must stop speaking when T call order.

Mr. Taylor: I have no desire io be dis-
respeetful ; I eannot hear you.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
will withdraw the remark to the eifect that
Parlinment was disgraced,

Mr. Taylor: 1 did not say ihat.

Mr, Speaker: The hon, member will with-
draw the remark to which I have taken ex-
ception.

Mr. Taxlor: I withdraw. T hope you will
not take it as oftensive, Sir, when I say that
if any man or woman does something wrong
upon evidenee or knowledge that they have
before them, and if then they believe that
they did the right thing and could hold up
their heads and walk through the streets
without a Dblemich »n their character, but
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sume weeks afterwards find that the aetion
ihey took, they took upon unrelinble inforin-
ation, and which c¢ame frow an unveliable
souree, if that man o wowan did not take
the first opportonity to reetify that wrong,
they would be gwilty of a wrongtul act. This
House has been accused of doing something
which it ougiit not to have done, and it this
House will not rectify that wrong it must

stand condemned in the eyves of the people.

Parliament has heen made dear to its people
For eenturies in the old land, and {his en-
dearment has Deen earried across the sea
thousands of miles fo Anstralia, where our
achiaments Lave become endeaved to our
people, Po-day that feeling is irembling in
the balance, the reverence of the people Lor
their Pacliament is waning, \m L not justi-
fied, therefuve, in asking Parliament fo re-
move {hat stigma which is Jikely Lo, or has
any pretension to, make the people distrust
it? Am L not justified in putiing wp that
statement ! The  Standing Orders  wake
ample provision for me, or any other memn-
ber of the House, to do this. You, Sir, on
vour ruling, have heen the onlv stumbling
block. Your vuling is wrong. It is wrongz
as a ruling. and it is wrong as one would
apyly ordinary common sense to Rule 47a. 1
cannot refrain from dissenting from it. May
I say that when my leader was pressing o
question upon the Premier, and you were
trying to prevent lum from puttimg  his
qnestion, you told me he would have an op-
portunity on my motion later on of discus-
sing that question. You imposed upon my
eredulity. You had convinced me

My, Speaker: Ovder! The hon. member
must not reflect upon the Chair.

Mr. Taylor: Tf yon say I have done so,
I will withdraw, You so salisfied me, at all
events, that you were going to-——

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. genlleman
knows that T explained the shortness of the
notice that he had gziven to me.

Mr. Taylor: All the explanafions that can
be made in a gagged Parliament like this
will never justify a cuiescent attitude on
this point in the eves of the public of West-
ern Australia. We can be hoodwinked and
shuffled as moch as we like but cannot pro-
tect ourselves. We could not protect our-
selves if we had an ashestos suit on. Publie
opinion is so hot that it would burn threugh

[ASSEMBLY.}

i and would consume us, even if we were
wrapped and lapped in it. We are not al-
lowed to diseuss the mafter. The only pro-
per vourse to be taken is for Parliament to
be told the truth this afiernoon. 1lon. mem-
Lers arve here why can speak for themselves
and speak the fruth, and clear the reputa-
tion of this hen. Chamber, and lion. members
who are not at all implicated. I know that
[ am nol veicing the opinion of numbers of
mewhers of the llouse when T say that L
hold myself responsible for ihe action of
Parlinment last Toesday. I helped that ac-
tion along beeause lhere was no ehanee of
my offering any resistance.  Resistanee
would have been hopeless, I had no oppor-
tunity ; Lhere was no diseunssion, no division,
and no vote. This is the time o take action.
To-day is the day on which the mafter lirst
enme wrler my potice ind nmder the nolice
of the publie. I have taken the lirst oppor-
tunity of letting in the light of day upen i,
and leiting hon. members justify them-
selves, remove the stigma  from those
who are mentioned, and alse exonerate those
who are absolafely innocent of any atiempt
to dezrade this Chamber. One would think
that, in a free enlightened country like this,
the hon. centleman who wields the power
that the Speaker wields would. if it were
necessary, onder these exienuating eirenm-
stances, relax or sireteh onr Standing Orders
in the defenee of our T'arliament. in order
that we might vindicate our Parliament, the
people’s Parliament! T do not think I am
alone in this Chamber in my expression of
opinion. I believe Lhat every man and woman
of the age of 21 in Western Australia to-
day. if 1 told them that Parliament was chal-
lenged and charged. and 1 said T could not
defend it heeanse lhat book of roles was ac-
cepted as the authority, would say “Burn
vour rules and defend the honeur of your
Parliament and vour people” I am blocked
in doing that on such flimsy grounds. and
that being so, am I not justified in speaking
with some warmth? Is there anything in the
world that a man would defend more than
his eounfry with lhe snme warmth than he
would defend the people’s Parliament? [t
has stood high in the estimation and in the
trust of the people. Tt has passed laws which
have pressed heavilv npon the people, but
its people have respect for it and bow to its
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laws.  Onee establish discespect for Pavlin-
ment and tlere is nothing leit. Governmmeni
will beeome unbenrable, [f the motion is not
discussed, aned if my imaiion of dissent is not
carried, what will follow ? fi will be bronghi
home io the minds ol the people thal party
poltties are yunning so high. that those n
power have so much to cover up that they
will oot allow free discussion. Thatl is the
pozition beyond a doubt. I 1hink 1 have
made it abuudanily clear that. under Rule
47a, my wnotion is in order, and that no other
autherity ean override our Standing Orders.
Other authoritics only eome in when onv
Standing Ovders are silent. As 1 have said,
we lave made ample provisten for this, It
was not (houghi by (he Standing Orders
Committee that things econld oceur whieh
have oceurred this afterncon. There were
contingeneies whiegh the Standing Orders
Commiilee never thought would arise, and
that is the reason why they did not make
speecifie provision. If they had known that
these conifingencies which have arisen wounld
have done so, they would have made another
Standing Oriler. They did not see six years
ahead. It is abundantly clear that my mo-
tion is in order, and that vour ruling, Siv, is
out of order. If Lhe ruling is going to be
carried and justified on the votes, then what
iz the good of our Standing Orders?

The Minister for Works: Why do you not
state your facts?

Mr. Taylor: 1 am speaking facls. The
Standing Orders say that a member can
move “That the House do now adjourn” un-
der certain conditions, and I hold that these
conditions are eomplied with.

The Minister for Waorks:
shown them vyet.

You have nof

Me. Taylor: Sianding Ovder 472 says—

A member, wishing to move “That the
House do now adjourn,” under No. 47
shall first subinit & written statement of
the subject proposed to be discussed lo the
Speaker, wha, if he thinks it in omler,
shall read it Lo the House: wherenpon
if seven members rise in their place to sup-
port it the motien shall he proeeeded wilh.

Now let me read the notice of motion—

T desire to move the adjournmment of the
House on o matier of vreenev, lar he
purpose of drawing altention ta the pub-
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lie diztrust in recent cirenmsinnees in this
Tluuse. as shown in an article appearing
in (his morning's West Adustralia,

How is the langunge of that metion om of
order? Where is the language of that motion
offenzgive? Wihen o newspaper article im-
pugns the imegrity and the honour of this
House, am 1 not justified in bringing for-
ward arguments o as to ventilale (he mat-
ter and to exonviate the House? And you
will not let e, Siv. Your aciion of this after-
noon on ihis motion, instead of bheing in
keeping with the hizh oflice you hold and
with ihe teaditions handed down through the
centuries to protect the rights and privileges
of Parliament, is beyond a shadow of doubt
a stiffing and 2 gagging of Pmlianent, pre-
venting Parliament from jusiifying ilself,
prevenling usz from leting in the light of
day on eertain transactions, shady transae-
tions, in (his House.

Mr. Speaker:
will withdraw.

My, Taylor: I withdraw.
draw onee or (wice?

Mr. Speaker: Oxler!

Mr. Hudson: T support the molion of the
member for M. Margaret that your ruling
be disagreed with, Mr. Speaker. T do so for
no ather renson than that vou have made a
mistake in (he interpretation of {he Stand-
ing Orders and of yvounr duty in this eonnec-
tion. 1 wish to point ouié to you that the
anthority which you quoted is outside the
seape of our Sfanding Ovders, is o itself
aneient history, amd has no application to
this malter.

Mr. Speaker: Ovder! I am sure the hon.
member desives to be fair. 'Will he pardon
my saying that T rend the Standing Order
fiest ?

Ay, Hudson: | da not intend to dispute
hecanse of any (rivial mailer of that kind.
T hope that when T am ealled to order it will
he for somethine of a serions nature. My
point is that during the 1900 session of this
Parlinment it was found that Standing Or-
der 47. as then existing, was not sufficiently
tiberal to enahle members of the House to
exercise the privilege, which they then
thought ihev enjoved, of moving the ad-
journment eof the House on matters of ur-
geney.  The question was bronelit up by

Ovder! The hon, member

Shall I with-
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Mr. T. H. Balh, whom Hansard it 1906,
page 1053. reports as moving—

That in the opinion of this House it is
desirable that the Standing Orders velat-
ing to a member’s privilege of 'moving the
adjournment of the House on a maiter of
urgency should he amended so as to more
definitely prescribe the procedure.

In speuking to the motion Mr. Bath pointed
oul that the praectice of the House of ('om-
mons, whieh required 40 members to rise in
their places in order to enable a member to
move the adjournment of the House, was
unworkable in o House ecomprising only 50
members,  Both AMr., Bath, who was speak-
ing from the Opposition side, and Sir New-
ion (then Mr.) Moore, the Premier of ,the
day, admitted that it was not within the pro-
vinee of the Speaker to determine whetler a
malter was urgent or not, whether a mem-
her should proceed with his motion. They
ngreed that this was enfively a question for
the Houge itself. Then, the gnestion being
one for the House itself, the next point was
liow many members of this House should be
ragiirerd fo rise in their plaees to support
the urgency of a motion and enable il to be
debated, The only duty east upon the
Speaker was Lo see that the form of the mo-
tioh complied with the Standing Orders. In
the present instance il i3 not suggested that
the form of the motion is out of order. In
moving his motion Mr. Bath said—

In the House of Cammaons of Gireat
Britain the number of members is 670,
and the number who would have to rise is
40, or a proportion of one in 15. Tn ve-
gard to the practice adopted in Great
Britain, in Blackmore’s “Speaker’s De-
risions” — decisions given hetween 1854
and 1895—the decision of the then
Speaker, the HMonourable Alr. Peel, is
given on this question of what constitutes
a matier of urgent public importance.
He ygives this decision: “The question
whether a matter is one of urgenl publie
importance is within the diseretion of
members, who may choose to support the
proposal of the member moving the ad-
journment.”

Fven hefore the adoption of our present
Standing Order on this point a Speaker of
the House of Commons whose decisions are
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respected, ruled that it was within the dis-
cretion of members who might chocse to
support tlte proposal of the nember moving
the adjourmment. And that is really all we
have in our Standing Order to-day, that so
long as the form of the motion is in order
and the member moving it is supported by
seven mewhers, that memher is entitled to
proceed with his moktion. | will quote a
little more of Mr. Ruth’s specch, becanse
his contentions were not in any way ques-
tioned from either side of the House. In-
decd, when this Standing Order came before
the House for disenssion, it was saupported
without dissent, except as to the number of
members vequived to suppert a motion—
whether the nomber should Le four or
seven, 1t was evenfually fixed ai seven.
Mr. Bath said——

Tt is the fact of members vising in (heir
places to snpport the member who desires
to move which practically decides the ur-
geney of the question. In regard te this
subject, as 1 gaid hefore, | think it is
unsatisfoctory that any Government wma-
jority for the time being should he able
to make a party ruaestion of the motter,
and should he able {o say 1hat a wemher
shonld nat be heard; heeause, ufler all, I
want to impress on members who ave new
te the Huuse that the guestion of rising
fo miove the adjournment c¢an in no sense
he o vote of eensure on the liovernmunt.

Sir Newton Moore, who was then DPremier,
said—-

T do not intend to offer any objeclion
to the motion, but T am prepared to move
an amendment to give effect to the desive
the hon. member has expressed. T think
the object he has in view would be met by
the amendment T now move—*That the
following words be added to the motion:
‘and that the Standing Orders Committec
be requested to draft a new Standing
Order accordingly for submission to the
Hounse, and further that the Committee o
submit any additional amendments o the
Standing Orders as to them may seem de-
sirable.””

Sir Newton Moore further said—

Apparently the rule has been in this
House, where a matter has been brought
forward by a member as a question of
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wreeney, that the decision has heen left to
the Speaker; but latterly the practice
has been for the Speoker to place the
responsibility on the House to decide
whether a mailer is argent or not. On
one ovcaston I asked and obtained the
permission of the Speaker to move a mo-
tion on a question of nrgeney.
These are the words of Sir Newfon Moore,
who was then Premier, and who was sup-
ported by Mr. Frank Wilson and by a few
vilier genilemen still in this House.
At the same time [ agree with the
leader of the Opposition that it is advis-
alle that a question of this kind should
not be made a party question, and I con-
stider it preferable that the Speaker should
take it into his hands to give the decision,
rather than leave it to the decision of the
Honse. Very oflen to leave it to the
House has the effect of making it a party
fuestion
The Premier: Whom are you quoting
now?

Mr. Hudson: I am still quoting Sir New-
ton Moore.

The Premier: T think von have read a
litite too far.

My, Hudson: Noj; these arve the words of
the Premier of that day.

—-and ag we have a Standing Orders Com-

mitiee that has had very little to do dur-

ing the last session or two, I think it could

be very well employved in considering the

proposal brought forward.
The report of the Standing Orders Com-
mittee in this connection was considered by
the House on the 19tLh September, 1906;
and the Honse decided that it was for the
Speaker to decide as to the form in which
the motion was drafted, and for the House
io decide as to the question of urgeney. I
submit that the motion drafted by the mem-
ber for Mt. Margaret complies with the
Standing Orders, and that he has carried
out all necessary steps up to the point of
scven members rising fo support bim. I
take it seven members will support him. If
they do, then, I take it, the hon. member is
entitled to go on, and your decision, Mr.
Speaker, is absolutely wrong.

Mr., Holman: I support the motion
that the Speaker’s ruling be disagreed with.
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I have read the debate on the motion moved
by Mr. Bath in 1906, and T bave also
read the report of the Standing Orders
Commitiee dealing with the matter, If was
long considered by our Parliament that in
conneciion with motions of urgeney there
was an injustice.  In suppori of this I
desire to refer to an auathorily that every
menther of the community, nol only memn-
bers of this Chamber, must rvespect—the
laie Sir James Lee Steere. ‘I'he report of
the Standing Orders Commitlee, dated the
11th September. 1906, caniains the follow-
ing:—

The eompilers of owr Standing Orders,
in adepting the procedure, omilted to pro-
vide specially for the quesiion of urgeney,
which was therefore left, with the others,
to the Speaker. For more than 10 years
this course was followed without any
difficulty arising, though there is reason to
believe that permission {o move was more
than once refused. But in 1903 the late
Sir James Lee Sleere linself felt the
destrahility of iransferrving to the House
the responsibility of deeiding the question
of urgencey, and on fle 19th August of
that session put the question, “That the
hon, member for Mt. Margaret have
leave to move Lhe adjournment of the
House for the purpose of bLringing this
maiter (previously submiited to the Spea-
ker 1n writing) before it.” The precedent
thus estalilished has been followed ever
since.

The only guestion Mr. Spenker has to decide
at the present time is whether the language
of the motion is in order: the question of
urgency is Teft to the decision™of hon. mem-
bers. High as the authority of any Speaker
may be, he has no right to eurtail the pri-
vileges of members of the Assembly.

Hon. J. Scaddan: He is here for the pur-
pose of protecting their rights and privi-
leges.

Mr. Holman: In view of the example set
by Sir James Lee Steere, it ill becomes any
person following him in that bigh office to
endeavour to msurp the privileges of the
House.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): Buat Standing Order 47a was not
in existence then.
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Mr, Holman: No. That Standing Ovder
was adopted at the instance of Mr. Bath,
then leader of the Opposition.

Hon. J. D. Connolly {Honorary Minis-
ter) : But you were quoting frum Sir James
FLee Steere’s Ltime.

Mr. Holman: Yes. Despite the Stand-
ing Orders, Sir James Lee Steere refused
to exercise his right to decide the guestion
of urgency, and left it to bu decided by
members themselves. In 1906 the Stand-
ing Orders were amended in order to pro-
tect the privileges of hon, members; and
to-day ne Speaker has the right to say
whether or not a matter of urgeney shall
be debated. The Speaker’s only right is to
decide whether the form of an urgeney
motion is in order or not. Tt would tll be-
cone members of this Flouse to allow sueh
an attack as appeared in the Press to-day.
to allow Parlinment to he prostituted and
then not permitted to protect itself—

Hon. P. Collier: Are members opposite
ashamed of it, or afraid of it. or what?

The Alinister for Works: We
ashamed of vouw.

Mr., Holman: Bvery member of this
House should rise to demand the hringing
to ook of thuse who are vesponsible if
the stalements in that arlicle are Lrue,
or, if' the statements are untrue, to demand
that the persons responsible should be made
to suffer. I have no desire to lraverse the
yround covered by the member for Yilgorn.
J. shall now 1read further fromm the report
of the Standing Orders Commitlee of 1906
to show beyond the shadow of a doubt that
the effect of their amendments was to take
away from the Speaker the decision on the
ruestion of urgeney, and transter it to hon,
members,

are

Sitting suspended from 6,15 to 7.30 nan.

Mr, Holman: We were dealing wiih the
quesiion of disagreeing with vour rulinz. T
have shown that previously lhere had been
some disagreement as to the methods, and
T recoliect ihe eirenmstances of an ineidenl
which toole plave in the old Houte when My
Tudson, ihe membher for Yilgurn, quotel
ralher fully from Mr. Bath’s remarks, and
algo those of a furmer Premier, 8ir Newtan
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Moore,  On the 19th August; 1903, the vhen
Speaker, the Iate Sir Tames Lee Sicere,
ruled as follows:— ‘

The hon. member for Mt. Margnret has
handed me a request, that he may be al-
lowed to move the adjournment of the
House for the purpose of calling aitention
to the uflerances of the DMinister for
Works at a meeting held in support of
one of the candidates for the extraordin-
ary vacancy ecaused Ly the resignation of
the memner for North Fremantle. Some
members will recollect ihat last session I
laid down a ruling, which T intended to
abide by in the future, that I would not
inke the respousibility on myself of say-
ing whetler an hon. member who desired
to move the adjourmment of the House
for calling aftention 1o a malter of ur-
weney shounld he allowed to do so. but T
would follow what T asecrtained was the
Parliamenlary  practice of asking the
Touse whether it would give the hon.
member leave 10 move, and that it was for
the House Lo say whether lenve should be
viven te move the adjonrnment for ealling
attention to a matter of urweney. The
question is now that the wember for Mt
Margavei shall have leave lo wmoese (he
adjournment of the House for the pur-
pose of bringing this matter hefore it.

That shows that it i« only within the pro-
vineg of the House to say whether a matfer
of urgency should be dealt wilh or not.
When we come {o eonsider the importanee
of the two malters, the remarks of the Minis-
ter during an eleclion speech and the arlicle
in this morning’s newspaper. under the
headlines, ““The Speaker’s Appointient—
Astonishing  Allezations——Reported  Extra-
ordinary Iniriguing,” and ibat the artiele,
if it means anyihing, means that an in-
sinuation is heing casl against the honesty
of hon. meinhers and the proper earrying
oni of the business of Parliament, then I
claim that the subjeels are matiers of ur-
venev,  On another oceasion an effurt was
warde o move the adiournment of the House
an a question of urgency, bul the Speaker
ruled it ont under Slanding Order 47. The
malier was then debated in the Chamber a
fortnight or =o laler, and  the ontcome

was Lhat 1he Standing Orders Commitlee
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was  delegated 1w endeavour 1o hring
in  a  further Sianding Order to
provide that 1nembers themselves should

have the pewer of deiermining whether a
matfer should bhe debated v the House,
That Standing Orders (ommittee presented
a report to the Legislative Assembly on the
11th Seplember. 1906, and in lhe course of
that report it was set out—

Tu reporting on the (uesticn submitled
lo them, your commitlee think it advisable
to review ihe cireumstances of the ense,
though, doubtless already familiar to hon.
members. The practice of diseussing mai-
ters of urgency under cover of a motion
for the adjournment of the House is one
of the methods adopted by the House of
(Commons lo give opportunity for the
ventilafion of public questions, apart
from financial and legislative business of
the House.

There is no doubl about this being a publie

quesiion, and an imporiant public qnestion

too,
The right to initiate such discussion 15 by
no means without reslrictions, The mat-
ter must be definite and of urgent public
importanee: it must not deal with pri-
vilege or the conduet of certain officials,
nor anticipate debate on matiers alrendy
set down for discussion. The question
whether the matter be definile and free
from olher disqualifiealions is  decided,
like other questions of order, by the
Speaker; but the question of wrgency,
being necessarily a maiter of opinion and
dependent on time and circumstance, is
submitled to the Iouse, ilie sapport of
40 1members heing necessary hefore the
diseussion can proceed. The compilers of
our Slanding Orders in adopting this pro-
cedure omilted fo provide specially for a
auesiion of urgeney, which was (herefore
left, with the others. to the Speaker. For
more than 1) vears this course was Fol-
lowed without anv diffienlty arising,
though there is reasen to believe that per-
misston to move was more than once re-
fused.  Dul in 1903 the late Sir James
l.ee Sieere himself felt the desirability of
transferring to the House 1he responsi-
hikity of deciding the question. of urzency.
andd on the 19th Aucust that vear put the

1899

question, *“*That the hon. member for Mi.
Margaret have lenve to move the adjourn-
ment of the Hounse for the purpose of
bringing this matter (previously sub-
mitted to the Speaker in writing) before
it.”  The precedent thus estnblished has
heen followed cver sinee.

And on no ocecasion since that time has the

Speaker had the temerity to rule any sueh

question ont of order.

By the resolution referred to  your
commitiee, Ihe House has decided that
the procedure should be more definitely
preseribed. and has direeted that a mew
Standing Ovder he drafted aceordinglv.
In thus Adelining the procedure, your eom-
mitiee cousider that an amendment by
which leave may be given on the support
of a smaller number of members than o
majority of those present may safely be
made, provided that the restrictions on
the nature of the subjeet to be disenssed
he strietly maintained.

Then the report quoles Stauding Order 47
and recommends the adilition of Standing
Order 47n, which has ulready been read to
the Honse {o-day. The committee conelude
iheir report hy slating that during the ses-
sion it wounld he impossible for them to give
consideralion te other waiters referret to
them. When we refer back and read the
attilude of the Iate Sir James Lee Stecre.
a senileman of great experience and high
intesritv, who was respected by everybody,
when we find (he example that be set, I do
not think it is possible for any other
Speaker to depart from the precedent he
established by ruling a molion for the ad-
jouarnment of the House on a question of
urgency ont of order. [ do not think the
present Speaker has the power to do such
a thing. 11 he did possess the power it
wonld not be possible to hring before ihis
Assembly any matler of urgency heean<e
the Speaker wonll <implv deelare it o bhe
out of vrder. Then where are we? Abso-
lutely gagged. Tt is a disgraceful thing that
members should  allow  themselves io he
zazred and bound down in sueh a manner.
That kind of thinz will reflect diseredit on
the A=zembly. Where are we if we eannot
freely and openly discuss matlers of publie
imporiance whieh demand immeliate aften-
tion. [ would rather be ont of fhe Cham-
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her for good if that kind of thing prevailed;
it would be a standing disgrace to be a
member of such a Parhament where free
speech was blocked. Free speech is the only
protection we have. A Speaker who might
he most unserupulons—1 am not referring
fo the present Speaker, but I am trying to
illustrate what would happen if we had an
unserupwlons  Speaker—eonld  prevent al-
must anvthing from heing ventilated in the
House and the whole of the traditions of
Pavliminent would be seattered to the winds.

The Atlorney General: That is a reflec-
tien on this House becanse this Honse would
nol appuint such a person as Speaker.,

My, Holman: What grealer reflection on
the Honse ean fhere be than the present ac-
tion?  Ti is beneath the dignity of the Pre-
mier and Speaker that they did not take
up the guestion of the publication of the
article to which we have referred.

Mr. Taylor: Tt shonld nol bave heen left
for me to do.

Mr. Hohman: Certaiuly not.  The matter
should have been taken up by those in Par-
linment helding responsible positions, which
positions  slronld  command  rvespeet.  Who
can respeet them if statemenis such as that
which appeared in {his morning’s newspaper
are allowed to go unchallenged, and if we
permit the Speaker to declare that a motion
for the adjournment of the House on a ques-
fiun of urgency such as this is out of order,
and cammot be diseussed. T maintain that
when the Hansard report of the earlier part
of the proceedings was read to this Assem-
bly to-day, that part whieh was marked in
blue shonld have been read o members from
ilie Chair, and it shonid not have been left
to a private member to read it.

Mr. Taylor: Mr. Speaker said it was not
there.

Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. member
for Murchison must not refleet on the Chair.

Mr, Holman: I desire to treat the Chair
with all that respect which my five years’
experience 95 Chairman enables me to ap-
preciate is due to it. This is one of the most
important questions that has ever come be-
fore this Asrembly. A reflection has heen cast
on each and every one of us here, and ave
we now going to allow the statements which
have heen published to go unchallenged, or
shall we stand up as men and protect our
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interests, and show that we did not induige
in intriguing or resort to those practices
referred to in the article. What we have
to bear in mind is this: the vote that will
he given on this guesiion may be set down
as a precedent for all time. We must re-
member, oo, the Government now in occu-
pation of the Treasury bench may not al-
ways he in power, and that at some future
time they may be lashed with their own
cord. T do not think members are so lost
to sense of honour that they will vote to
gag themselves and establish a precedent
which will he nothing but a disgrace to a
Parliament of the British Empire.

AMr. Carpenter: A few evenings ago we
were disenssing the disputation of your rul-
ing on anothier subject. 1| veniured then, in
ali vespeet. o remind you, Sir, that for the
time leing vou were the custodian of the
rights of members.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. membey is not in
arder in referving to a previous debate of
this session.

Mr. Carpenter: T was not diseugsing if.
I merely remarked that ¥ had reminded yon
that vou were the custodian of the rights of
memnbers, and of those whom ihey represent.
One of the most sacred righls of this and
every Parliament is the right to bring any
question before the Flouse as a matter of ur-
geney in accordance with the Standing Or-
ders, This praclice is in vogue in every
Parliament, and if hon. members will take
the trouble to ascertan how similar motions
are treated in other Parliaments, they will
come to the conclusion that in this Parlia-
ment the right of moving the adjournment of
the House to discuss a ¢uestion of urgency
is hedged about with limifations that do not
apply in other Australian Parliaments. In
the South Australian Parliament a member,
at any time during questions and notices of
metion, may move the adjournment of the
House himself, without a seconder, and with-
out asking anyone to rise in support of his
motion.  And he way disenss any matter
which he thinks is a question of urgency.
The Speaker’s opinion is not asked or re-
quired under the Standing Orders, Tn New
South Wales they have the same right, with
the exception that five members in a House:
of, I think, 90, are required to rise in sup-
port of the member who moves the adjourn-
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ment. In that case the Speaker’s opinion is
‘not, asked at all, and it is leff to the member
himself fo decide whether it is a matter
-which should be brought before the House.
In our national Parliament the same rule
obtains. Members there claim and exercise
the right lo discuss any quesiion on a mo-
tion for adjournment, and wheress at one
time they had a rule that seven members
must rise to support the motion, they them-
selves have removed even that limitation,
and the member himgelf may now move the
adjonrnment of the House without consult-
.ing the Speaker if he thinks the question of
sufficient importance. May I also remind
vou, Sir, that on one occasion rovalty at-
{acked the privileges of the British touse of
Commons, and the gentleman who oceupied
a similar position to yours resisted that at-
tnck when he replied to King Charles, “I
.have neither eyes to see not tongue to speak
-except as this Honse direets me, whose ser-
vant I am.” I want to emphasise those last
words “whose servant T am.” We put one
0f our own number in the Speaker’s Chair,
not to be our master, not to say that we
shall not exercise ihe rights which have al-
ways been exercised by every Parliament,
not to say that, because he does net wish a
question discussed, it is out of order; we
put him there to conirol the debate in ae-
cordance with our Standing Orders, and he
has no right to read into them anything they
do not conlain. The Standing Order under
whieh you have ruled the motion out of or-
fler has been quoted several times, but I
wish Lo quote it again. Tt is as follows—

A member wishing to move “That the
House do now adjeurn” under Standing
Order 47 shall first submit a written state-
ment of the subjeet proposed to be dis-
cussed to the Speaker, who if he thinks
it in order shall read it to the Iouse ;
wherenpon, if seven members rise in their
places to support it, the motion shall be
proceeded with.

"There is only one possible interpretation of
those words “if he thinks it in order,”
namely if it does mot conlain anything of-
fensive; if it is in aceordance with the rules
of debate, and if it is not proposed to dis-
-cuss anything which should not be discussed
unled rulings given in accordance with May
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or other authorities. If those words had
never been inserted in that Standing Order
there would have been no doubt whatever as
to the member’s right fo move the motion;
and I make bold to say that when those
words were inserted it was wot done with
the intention of giving the Speaker power
to bring any personal or parly feeling into
the matfer, or fo give him as an individual
the right to say whether or not he wished to
have a certain question disenssed. The words
were intended to be read in their ordinary
broad sense, and since you have put a var-
row interpretation upon them, I hope the
House will disagree with your ruling. It
would be a sorry day for the House and the
State if the suspicion were allowed to creep
in that ihe Speaker, for any purpose other
than that of debale, was allowed to rule
against an hon. member who wished to dis-
cuss a matter of public importanse; as for
instance, because he as an individual occu-
pring the Speaker’s Chair for the time
being, thought it inadvisable to have that
question discossed. The Standing Order was
never intended to give the Speaker thar
power. He is there to assist every member
of the Flouse lo exereise the fullest liberty
of dcbate. But ilie ruling we are objecting
to has departed from that practice and has<
put a gag upon members, which I hope and
helieve the House will not aceept. 1 join
with the member Lor Murehigson (Mr. Hol-
man) in appealing to members on the other
side to realise that this is something greater
than a party question. Tt may be that those
who were responsible for the election of the
present occupant of the Speaker's Chair
may desire, perhaps unconsciously, to fall
in with bis ruling. T.et me remind them that
there are considerations far more important
in connection with questions of this kind.
and that it may be their turn bye-and-byve
to find themselves on this side, in & similar
position to us, resenting an attempt to pre-
vent them from discussing something which
is in the mouth of every man in the street.
whieh is disenssed on the trams in language
more forcetul than polite. A sligma resis
on the House. and ihe suspicion is that the
(iovernment have something they wish (o
hide, and that the Speaker, perbaps ancon-
sciously, is assisting in the hushing poliev.
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That is being Jiscussed in the street to-day.
¥or the sake of political deceney, for the
sake of the honowr of 1his Honse and Par-
linment generally, I appeal to those on the
(overnment side to support us in asserting
the vights and privileges of mewbers.

The Premer: 1 deprecaie the beat
which has been inported into the debate.
Except in an extreme ease it is the duoty
ol members {0 maintain the ruling of the
Speaker.

Mre, Taylor: This is an extrene ease.

The Premier: No. Unless it is a very
extreme case members of the House should
snpport the vuling of the Speaker. Not-
withstanding all the arguments that have
been put forward by members opposife, 1
maintain that in the present instanee you,
Sir, have exeveised the powers that are con-
ferred upon yon by the Standing Orders.
The Standing Order in question has been
quoted over and over agnin by member’s
opposite to show that you had no power
to do as you did. But the language is
plain and coavineing to everyone who
wishes to read the Standing Order with an
apen mind, Tt reads as follows—

A member wishing to move that the
House do now adjourn under Standing
Ovder 47 shall first submit a written
statement of the subject proposed to
be discussed to the Speaker, who, if he
thinks it is in order, shall read it fo
the Honse, whereupon, if seven members
vise in lheir places to support if, the
motion shall he proceeded witlh.

Hon, members Lave referred al some great
length to a previous period, in 1906, when
this matter was debated. The ontcome of
that debaté was the Standing Ovder under
which you ruled this afternoon. Tt is per-
fecily true that the Sianding Orders were
not explieit prior to this question being
snbmitled to the Standing OQrders Commit-
tee. In Aungust, 1906, the then Premier,
Sir Newton Moore, moved the addition of
certain words to a notion in order that
this matter might be taken into eonsidera-
tion by the Standing Orders Committee.
And in moving the addilion of those words,
admitting that they were required to amend
our Standing Orders. he made the following
remarks—
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[ agree with the leader ot the Opposi-
tion that il is advisnble that a question
of this kind should not be made a party
question. [ consider it preferable that
the Speaker should lake it into his hands
to uvive the decision vather than leave
H to the decision of the House. Very
“often the leaving of it to the House has
ihe effect of making it a party question.

It was on the earrving of that motion,
moved by the then Premier and supported
by the remarks | have quoted. that this
Standing Order was draffed. And the
Standing Order leaves it undoubtedly in
the discretion of Mr. Speaker to with-
bold a motion for the adjournment of the
House if he thinks such motion is not in
order. 'That is the position in a nutshell,
The Speaker must decide, and yon, Sir,
have decided this afterncon that the mo-
tion iz nol in order. Therefore, you refnse
to submit it. You gave some reasons why
this molion i& not in order. You referred
to the Manual of the House of (Commons
in connection with publie husiness. and you
quoted from page 55—

Motions for the adjournment of the
Housge for the purpose of diseussing a
definite matter of urgent publie import-
ance Aavre subjeet to the following re-
strictions ;—That not more than onesuch
motion e¢an he made at the same sitting,
not more than one matter can he dis-
cussed on lhe same motion.

That is the section you referred to, Sir—

That the motion shall not provoke dis-
cussion of 2 matter whieh has been dis-
cussed in the same session.

Then you went on again to quote No, 6—

The disenssion on a motion must not
raise any question which, aceording to
the rules of the House, can only be de-
hated on a distinef motion after notiee.
That was the seetion under which you ruled.

Mre. Carpenter:  That is away from onr
Standing Orders.

Hon. J. Seaddan:
the question.

Hon. J. 1. Connolly {Honorary  Minis-
ter): Tt bears very mueh on .

The Premicr: That, Sir. wos the pro-
cedure von quoted i this House.

Mr. Undevrwooid 1 Bat it is wrong,

It dees nol hear on
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Mr. Taxlor:
questie,

Lt has no bearing on the

The Premier: Has if not? What is the
moiivn ! Hon. members opposile frequenlly
complain that everyvthing is made a party
question, but this matier is certainly being
made a party question by them. The
Speaker was appoinied last weck, and the
Hounze clected him.

My, Taylor: What has my motion to say
about the Speaker!?

The Prewmice: Thaé was the tine to venti-
late any matters in conneciion with the ap-
pointment of the Speaker.

Hon. T. Walker: We were not permitted
to do so.

The Premier: The Standing Orders lay
down that the motion must be definite. Is it
definite? The member for Murchison (Mr.
Holman) has himself emphasised that it is
most indefinite. What are we asked to con-
sider? An article that has been written in
one of the newspapers, '

Mr. Taylor: That is a very different rues-
tion from the appoiniment of a Speaker.

Mr. Carpenter: The arlicle is
against you, and you know it.

The Premier: There is absolutely nothing
definite in that article.

Mr. Foley: We are looking for something
definite.

The Premier: The member for Fremantle
has rizen in his place and spoken about what
he heard in a tramear. Ts nol this Parlia-
ment ahove sinking (o take notice of sueh
titile tattle as one hears in street tramecars?

Mr. Carpenter: Tt is being talked ahout
evervwhere,

The Premier: DBecanse, forsooth, it at-
fords members opposite an opportunity of
casting rd at members on the Treasury
hench and their supporters, they must bring
it forward.

Mr. Taylor: My motion does not indicalc
any mud-slinging at all.

The Premicer: The Standing Orders, Siv.
support you in your ruliny,

Mr. Taylor: Read the one T have quoted.

The DPremier: The hon. member may turn
them up for himself. Ti is Taul down iha
molions of this nalure mnst not debafe
questions that should be debated on a dis-
finet molion after notiee.

entirely
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My, Carpenter: That is net in our Stand-
ing Ovders.

The Premicr: Aud I assert this matter
can be debated on a distinet motion afler
notice.  Hon. members opposite, who howl
for iveedom of speech from others, exhibit
a strong inclination to deny that same free-
dom of speech to others, Freedom of
speech! 1 osk them fo vefrain from that
ery. I would never stand up for the pur-
pose of defending freedom of speeeh which
is likely to develop into license.

Mr, Underwoml: And vou are to be the
judge of the livense.

The Premier: Another aspect of the mat-
ter is that members opposite have urged that
this ruling will nol Le taken as a precedent.
1 hope it will be. I have never, in all my
parliamentary experience, seen such a gross
altempt to force home an unfair advantage
than has been made on this occasion. We
are in the midst of a no-confidence debale,
and yet the time of this Ifouse has been
wasted with frivial motions of this sort,
raised npon some wretched article in one of
the newspapers of the State, an article which
merely says there are rumours allezing this,
and rumowrs alleging that. If we are to
maintain oup dignity, and our rights in this
Chamber, then we must be above taking
such prompt notice of articles of this des-
cription. We must endeavour {o rise above
the degenerating spirit of this age, which is
prepared to condemn any man on the merest
ramounr without giving him a chance of
proving his innoeence.

Member: That is what vou are doing.

The Premier: Members opposite grasp
like drowning men at a straw. They koow
they cannot carry their no-confidence motion,
and eonsequenily they set to work and
scheme for the intrediction of some motion
on a side issue which will serve their pur-
pose. 1 remember that on namerous oien-
sions daring the last five years, while my
Triends opposite were in charge of the
House, article affer article appeared in the
Press criticising  cerlain  actions of this
House. Buf thev took no notice. I remem-
ber that they had a biz altercaiion with a
eerlain gentleman who writes for the West
Australion; and on that occasion they did
not hale that gentleman bhefore the bhar of
the House. but thev relorted in kind from
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their places in this Chamber.
Mr, Underwood: We put him out of the
House. “

The Premier: But on this occasion they
ask that we shall ignore all the Standing
Orders which control this House, and they
agk thal we shall ignore the precedents laid
down by the mother of Parliaments, the
British House of Commons. We are asked
to take away from the dignity and power of
Mr. Speaker, who has been from time im-
memorial recognised as holding the right of
deciding what is right, what i1s in order, and
what is out of order in this House. I think
we are getting over the oddg——

Mr, Munsie: I think we are, too.

The Premier: That members opposiie are
exceeding all the limits of political decency
in the conduct of the business of this House.
They have shown that they are willing (o
adopt any attitude possible——

Mr. Foley: I rise to a point of order. 1
ask whether the Premier ig in order in soy-
ing that we on this side of the House have
relinguished all sense of politienl decency in
this Chamber.

Mr. Speaker: If the Premier said that, 1
must ask him to withdraw.

The Premier: I withdraw.

Mr. Taylor: You should also apologise to
the House,

The Premier: Very well, T will apologise.
I shall eonclude my remarks by saying it is

proved by the authorities T have re-
ferred 1o that the Speaker’s ruling is
eorrect. I have read the proof that

the Speaker ruled rightlv from the proced-
ure of the House of Commons, and that he
also bad anthority for his ruling. It is
proved in our own Standing Orders, wherein
it is stafed that there shall not be intro-
duced to mobions of this sort mafters which
can be dealt with under substantive motion.
T say that these maflers can he deall with
under motion. Therefore, Mr. Speaker was
perfectly in order in ruling the motion out
of order. T hope this Honse will always,
no matter what the personal and individunal
views of members may be, uphold the dig-
nity of the office of Speaker, and that, un-
less there he something of an extreme nature
in the attitude or the action of any indi-
vidual who holds that high office in connee-
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tion with our Parliament, the House will
always uphold his rulings,
Hon. J. Scaddan: Right or wrong?

The Premier: If not, I fear we shall
turn our Assembly into something which
will not hear publie criticism. I am satiz-
fied that if members will read tbe past his-
lory of the origin of the Standing Order
which has been referred to, if they will per-
usc the numbers of Standing Qrders which
hear on the matter, etther direetly or in-
direetly, they can come to only one eon-
clusion, and that is that on this oecasion at
any rate, the Hounse can uphold the ruling
of Mr, Speaker,

Hon. J. Scaddan: After the eloquent lee-
ture by the leader of the House that we
should not introduce small matters into tlus
dehate, 1 hope T shall he ahle to eontent my-
self a3 ealmly as he did.  Once again we
ltave had the spectacle of the Tremier prac-
tically  telling members that the House
should support the Speaker’s ruling whether
it be vight or wrong. 1 ean easily voder-
stamdl there may be oceasions when sueh ad-
vice would he acesptable to members; but
when o time arvives that the privileges of
members ave heing rothlessly set aside, then
every member of the House feels that the
liberties and privilezes we enjoy under the
SBtanding Orders must be maintained. It
snrely does nob require repeating that the
Btanding Ovders of the House of Commens
suide the conduct of business in this Chamn-
her only when our own Standing Orders
are silent.  IE is useless quoting what hap-
pened in the House of Commons in a c¢ase
in which our Standing Orders definitely set
ont how we shall aet. And in this case onr
Standing Orders are explicit.  They are
mueh more explieit than they were seven
vears ago. Then we had Standing Order
47 only, which left it in doubt whether
the Speaker was in a position to declare
whetlier or not a matter was one of urgency.
and on that account to refuse to accept a
motion for the adjournment of the Iouse.
That matter was discussed by the Chamber
and the then leader of the House, Sir New-
ton Moore, took up a different attitude io
that taken up by the Premier to-day when le
said that he was determined that the privi-
leges of the House should be maintained,
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and that the maiter should go to the Stand-
ing Onders Committee in order that there
should be no disagreement on the guestion
of motions for the adjournment of the
House on a matter of wrgency. We have
Standing Order 47a as follows :—

.\ member wishing to move “That the
House do noew adjourn” under No. 47
shall first sabmit a written statement on
the subject proposed to be diseussed fo
the Speuaker, who, if he thinks it in order,
shall read it to the House; whereupon, if
seven ruembers rise in their place to sup-
port it, the motion shall be proceeded
with.

Jf he dves nof think it is in order! That is
the whole point in dispute. It is nof a matter
merely for the Speaker to decide “T think it
is not in order, therefore I will not admit it.”
The Speaker must act and think in aceord-
ance with the Standing Orders. It has been
set down in the authorities that when think-
Ing he must always think on the side of
maintaining the privileges and the right of
free speech of members in the Chamber. He
15 ealled npon to streteh the Standing Orders

in order to maiutain free speech, not to

think from his own point of view but to
think frem the point of view of the Stand-
ing Orders which are laid down for his
guidance and the maintenanee of the rights
and privileges of members. Seeing that it
cannot be ruled out of order under the
Standing Orders, becaunse they apply in
every respeet, free diseussion should be
allowed upon it. The motion is couched in
respectful language, and is admitied by all
to be upon a matter of urgenecy. Its object
is to enable discussion to take place upon a
matter whieh can fairly be discussed in the
{hamber. Let us see what the Manual of
Trocedure printed in 1904, and which has
probably begen in operation for hundreds of
vears——

AMr. Speaker: Order!
e

Hon. J. Seaddan: It is exactly the same
wording. TIn the manual are laid down cer-
tain pringiples with regard to motions
effecting the adjournment of the House.

Not more than one such motion e¢an be

made at the same sitting.

There has been no snggestion of that sort.

Ay copy is dated
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Not more than one mafter ean be dis«
cussed on the same motion.
There has been no suggestion as to that.

The motion must not revive discussivn
on a matter which has been discussed in
the same session.

1 understand from the Premier that this is
one of the grounds on which the motion has
been ruled out of order. Is it possible that
we could have discussed previously in this
session an article which only appeared in
to-day’s West Australion?  That cannot
possibly hold good. The subject-matter is
undoubtedly an indignity offered to this
Chamber, and we have a right to discuss it
on Lhat ground, The rules of procedure do
not apply from that point of view, Then
they say—

The motion must not anticipate a matter
which has been previously appoainted for
consideration by the House, or with ref-
erence to which a notice of motion has
been previously given.

No notice of motion has been given previ-
ously concerning this. It does not anticipate
anything which is on our Notiee Paper, or
which has been considered by members in
any way.

The motion musl not raise a question
of privilege.

It is not a question of privilege.

The discussion under the molion must
rot raise any question which, according
to the rules of the House, can only be
debated on a distinet motion after notice.

In a footnote it is stated—

That is, personal charges and questions

as to the conduet of certain high officials.
I believe you, Sir, gquoted from May in order
to show that it would have that effect, that
is, make a personal charge and question as
to the conduet of certain high officials. T
find in JMay the following appears:—

The motion should be placed in print
or writing, in the Speaker’s bands; as,
except in the event of any informality
in the form of the moiion, which may
necessitate the Speaker’s intervestion, or
may compel him to decline to put the
question from the Chair, the Speaker pro-
poses the question in the words of the
mover.
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Mr. Speaker: Order! The hon. gentleman
is not quoting from the place referred to.

Hon. J. Seaddan: I ean quote from any
place I like.

Mx, Speaker: He 15 noi qnoting from the
refercnce given in  the handbook quoted
there.

Hon. J. Seaddan: May goes on to say—

Certain matters cannot be debated save
upon a substantive motion whiech can he
dealt with by amendment or by the dis-
tinet vote of the House, such as the dig-
nity of the Sovercign. the Heir to the

Throne. the Vieceroy and Governor-Gen-

eral of India. the Tord-Lieutenant of Tre-

land. the Speaker, the Chairman of Ways
and Means, members of either Honse of

Parliament, and Judges of the Superior

Court in the United Kingdom, ineluding

persons holding the position of a Judge

sueh as a Judge in a court of bankruptey,
and of a epunty eounrt.
Can anyone vead into that motion any
reflection npon the Speaker or anyone clse,
namely to move the adjournment of the
THonse on a matier of nrgency for the pur-
poze of drawing attention to the public dis-

frust in recent oceurrenees in this House as -

shown in an artiele appearing in this morn-
ing’s West Australion? There is nofhing
there having reference to the conduct of
the Speaker o any other member. There-
fore, that cannot apply. T find that Jfay,
on page 76, eontains the follawing :—
Todignities offered 1o the character or
Proceedings of Parliament by lihellous
rvefleetions have been punished as breaches
of privilege. Some offenders have es-
caped with a reprimand or admonition;
others have been commiltted to the custody
of the Black Rod or the Sergeant of
Arms: while many have been confined in
the Tower and in Newgale: nud in the
Tords fine. imprisonment, and the pillory
have been adjndeed. Proseenlions ai law
bave also heen ovdered against the parties.
The cases arve so numerons thal only a
few of the moest remarkable need to he
Fiven.
And there is a list of them quoted. TIs this
nol an indignity offered to the conduct of
Patliament?  We have in glaring lines in
the West Awstralian “The Speaker’s Ap-
poiniment.””  The Speaker has heen placed

_Parliament.
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in the highest posilion that members can
possibly place him in. The newspaper goes
on “Astonishing allegalions,” “Reported ex-
traordinary intrigning.”  Reported intrigun-
ing in conneetion with the appointment of
the Speaker; and this is not an indignity
offered to the House! T am waiting to see
something in the nalure of an indignity if
this ic not one. 1 find in the short learder
in ihe same paper these words oceur—
It will he hoped not less for the fair

fame of Parlinment
Here it 15 admilted to be a refleetion upon
Parliament.

Ay, Hobman: Tt is a divect challenge.

Hon. J. Seaddan: Tt is an admission in
the leading article of the paper, unot in the
news ilem columns, that it is a reflection on
It goes on to say—

As a wlicle, than for members of the As-

sembly.
An indignity cannol be offered to members
of this Parliament without somecne suffer-
ing a veprimand, and lhis House taking
action, The artiele continues—

That the statements will he found,
afler a proper Inguiry, to be baseless.
This artigle talks of extraordinary in-
friguing. reflections upon the fame of the
House, but that is nut a matter which ean
he ddiscussed. FHave we arrived at the po-
sition when a newspaper can publish state-
ments of that kind broadeast, and we ean-
noi even disecuss whether they arve true in
fact or whether they are only rumours?

Hou, W. C. Angwin: Perhaps there is
some fruth in it

Hen. J. Scaddan: The newspaper has
areater privileges than the House has got.
Members of the Chamber come here with a
right which has been handed down from
the Mother of Pavliaments to discuss all
matters affecting the general welfare of
the community, and have been surrounded
with sueh privilezes that ought to protect
them against Dbeing abused even for theiv
actions of a public nature in this Chamber,
and yet we eannot freat as a matter of wi-
rreney the charge of intrigne against the
House in the matter of the appointment of
one of its members 1o the highest position
available in the Chamber. The Premier says
he can hardlv be expecled to take notice of
an article in the newspaper. But this news-
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paper is being cvireulated amongst the pub-
lic, and if we take no notice of it, it is
evident thaf we are prepared to accept it as
corvect. Tie Government mway desire to
avoid discussion upon matters with whieh
they are connected, but there must be dis-
cussion. There is nothing to prevent dis-
cussion, and ihis motion does not con-
tain  anything which is net open to
disengsion in this Honse at any time, par-
ticularly on an oeccasion such as this, the
day on which the article ha$ appeared. I
could give instances from May in which
newspapers have heen called before the Bar
of ihe House of Commons for having said
less than that about an individual member,
not against the House hecause when the
action of (he House on the appointment of
the Speakerf is mentioned as being intrigue,
that is not o reflection upon a member, but
upon the whole Chamber, and the one per-
son who has the right to take first aetion
in conjunction with the leader of the House
is the Speaker himselt, because he is ihe
emhodiment of all the privileges we enjoy.
The Speaker is not there for the purpose
merely of giving effeet to our Standing
Orders. He is there for the proper and
dignified condoct of the House and if the
assertion by ihe Press that there has been
intrigue in this House does not warrant some
action being taken. we surely have lost all
sense of decency as members representing our
constituencies. | hope that hon, members
will nnt be led astray by the sophistry of
the Premier and ihe desirability, as he
says, of taking no notice of romour.
We lave to take notice of it, and the time
is now when we shoul@ take notice, because
names of certain members have actually
been mentioned. Are we going to be stop-
ped by a rnling from the Chair on the
gronnd that the mannal of procednre pro-
vides sometlune altogether apart from the
provisions of our Standing Orders, to have
discussion baulked, and to have the matter
pat aside in order that the Premier might
he able to make a statement to the Press
and let the thing eo in that direction?
If the reflections were cast upon any mem-
her of the Government ther it wonld he
for the Government to clear themselves.
The Premier savs that when we were in
office for five vears certain articles ap-

LT

written by the leader
writer of ihe West _Awstralian, and thak
we took no notice of them. None of these
reflections were wpon the Hounsé, but upon
the Government, and indeed upen an indi-
vidual member of the Governmeni, which
is an entirely diffevent thing. On the same
gronnd, why does not the Premier take the
Surday Times to task, for that paper
has said a lot of things, and left unsaid
a ot of ihings i1 could have-said?  These
refleetions I refer to are cast upon the
House and net upon the Government alone,
Members’ names have been mentioned, and
intrigue is alleged against them. “There 12
an admission that there was intrigning. and
vel we are asked o do nothing. - We are
going to be prevented from discussing the
matter. It is time that the whole position
of the privileges enjoved by members was
recasi. Are we foing to sit as a deliberative
Assembly merely for the parpose of riving
our assent to whatever the Government may
do? We are here for the purpose of diseuss-
ing all matters trom cvery point of view, so
that any decision arrived at may he arrived
at with a full undersianding of the posi-
tion. Are we going (o allow a matter re-
flecting on evervy member {o be set aside
simply because some mannal, wlich does not
bear upon this Chamher unless our Stand-
ing Orders arc silent. says the matler must
not be disecussed? This matter is vne of ur-
geney, and one allecling our ddignity: and
therefore I consider that the Speaker’s rul-
ing should not be agreed with,

The Attorney Gieneral: After all said and
done. the subject matier of the whole thing
is the yuestion of the appuintinent of ihe
Speaker. By vour rlinz. Sir. yon have ade-
eided that vou think the metion 1= not in
arder.

Hon. J. Seaddan: He thinks. That is the
trouble about if.

Mr, Taylor: How ean vou read ihat into
the langnage of the motion?

The Attorney General: The member for
Mt. Margaret has had hours. Now [ want
two minntes. You have said, Mr. Speaker.
that in vour opinion vou think—and T use
that word beean=e it s nsed in the Standing
Order—that the motion i nor in order. Tn
doing su, vou have exerci<ed what is ealled
vour discretion. It is nor for ihis House to

peared in the Press,
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say whether you have exercised that disere-
tion wisely or unwisely.

Hen. J. Seaddan: Oh!

The Atorney Gereral: Now let me go a
step further. The leader of the Opposition
savs that you have relied solely on a mannal
of procedure which lays down that a motion
must not  deal  willh a matler which has
been discussed in the same session, as if that
waz (he only law supporting that proposi-
tion. Qur own Standing Ovder 123 says
practically the same thing—

No member shall allude to any debate
of fhe same session, upon a question or
Bill nof being then under disenssion. . .
Hon. W. . Angwin: There has never

heen a debate on this question.

The Attorney General: The Standing
Onler dues not say, “no member shall de-
bate.* hut says—

Ny member shall allude fo any debate
of the same session, upon a question. . .

There was a question who should he elecled
Speaker of (his House.

Hon. J. Seaddan: What nonsense!

The Attorney General: You, Sir, were
elected Speaker, If there was any question
to he raised abont you or the manner of
your election, that was fthe time to raise
it: and T venture to say that under the
Standing Orvders hon, members eannol now
question your appointmeni,

Hon. J. Seaddan: We are not guestion-
ing the appointment.

Mr, Tavior: You are very frightened of
your sins, 1 can see.

The Attorney General: We have no sins
to be afrail of. The question is whether
your raling, Sir, is in order ov not.

Mz, Holman: The object is to bring out
the intriguers, or else to hring the news-
paper to account.’ :

The Aftorney General: 1 am perfectly
sure thai fhose who have been attacked in
ithe newspaper arficle will have their own
say in reply. That has nothing to do with
the question before the Houwse. I submit,
Sir, thai you are perfectly right and per-
feefly in order when you rule that as the
molion would revive discussion on a matter
which has been discussed and sefiled, it
should not he debated. As I remarked when
I spoke previously, following the member
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for Mt. Margaret, Standing Order 47a makes
three reruiremenls. TFirsi of all you, Sir,
have to think that the motion is in order. If
you lhink it is in order, you then have to
read it to the Flouse. And then seven mern-
bers Lave to rise in their places in support
of the motion,

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Do not you feel
sorry you have io snpport the ruling?

The Attorney General: None of those
provisions has heen eomplied with, We
have Standing Qrders. The House iz not at-
tacked. The cuestion is purely one of whieh
the whole subjeet matter is as read out by
the leader of ihe Opposition. T am glad that
hon. gentleman broke the Standing Orders
by reading out from a newspaper; other-
wise T ecould not liave referred to this as-
pect.  The whele subject matter is the ap-
pointment of the Speaker. 1 thank the
leader of the Opposition for reading from
the newspaper, because that action of his
gave me an opportunity which otlterwise 1
should not have had.

Mr. Troy: T regrei that T bave to take
part in this debate; but, as T feel that the
ruling of the Speaker is one whieh, in the
interests ot the House, shovld net pass un-
challenged, I wish {0 express my opinion be-
fore T east my vole. 1 have just listened to
what T call  other than the-
spectous arguments of the Attorney Gen-
eral, who endeavours to read into the Stand-
ing Orders a ruling which has no applica-
tion whatever. Standing Order 123 pro-
vides— *

No member shall allude to any debate
of the same session, upon a guestion or

Bl not heing fhen under disenssion, ex-

cept hy the indulgénce of the House for

personal explanation.
I ask the House, what aliusion to a former
dehale is made in the motion submitted by
the member for Mt Margaret? At what
time in this session has the matter been dis-
cusged which the member for Mt. Margaret
now desires to diseuss? [ ask hon. mem-
bers whether during this session any dis-
cussion has taken place in this Honee regard-
ing alleged intrigues, or unscrupulous tac-
ties of members of this House, or extraor-
dinary happenings alleged to have taken
place not in this House but ontside this

cannol
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House? May I point out to yom, Ay
Speaker, that the question which the mem-
ber for Mt. Margaret now desires to debate
is not the election of the Speaker by the
members of 1his House? That is not to be
the subjeet of debate. The subjeet which
the hon. member ilesives to dehate is some-
thing apart from that. Members of this
House are not responsible for the alleged
intrigues outside the House.  Iow, then,
can the memhers of this Iouse have dis-
cussed a matter which tnok pluee outside
the House? How can it be zaid by the
Speaker that a similar dehate touk place
in  this  session? Tloes it not appear
ridieulous? The only matter which took
place during the present session was the
¢lection of the Speaker. There was no
debate on that. There were no allegations
whatever. The Speaker was elected, and
went to the Chair. But the newspaper arti-
ole infers and ecomplains that the election of
the Speaker was due to intrigues oatside
this Chamber, due fo intrigues hy memhers
prior to the motion for the election of the
Speaker in this Hounse: intrignes wlich are
stated to he diserediiable, and which in the
interest of Parliament and of the comntry
and of decency ought to be cleared up. That
is the posilion. How on earth can this
Standing Order apply to infrigues outside
which have never vet been the subject of
debate in this House? Those inirigues are
apart from the House altogether. They
took place before the eleetion of the Speaker
was moved in this House. Then, liow on
earth ecan they be the same subjeet? I ask
hon. members opposite not to he led astray
hy lovalty to the Government. Tt pains me
to feel that we have a Government in office
who might support a ruling of this charae-
ter, whether the ruling is rvight or wrong.
T do not think any member will be aeting in
his own interests, or will he acting evedit-
ably to the eountry, if he supports the rul-
ing given by the Speaker in this connec-
fion. Y.et me proceed a little further. The
Speaker has stated that Standing Order 47a
gives him the opportunity to rule such a
motion as this ont of order. That Standing
Order provides—

A member wishing to move “That the
House do now adjourn” under No. 47,
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shall frst submit a wrilten siatement of
the subject proposed to be diseussed to
the Speaker who, if he thinks it in
order—
Let bon. members mark this: “if he thioks
it in order’—

shall read it to the House, whereupon, if

seven members rise in their places to sup-

port it, the motion shall be proceeded

with.
Do these Standing Ovders give any hon.
member ihe vight to mnove the adjournment?
They du.  Thereture, this motion for the
adjournment must be in order.  Standing
Order 474 does not give the Speaker per-
mission to state whether in his opinion a
motion should be allowed. 1t does not give
him the vight to say that the subject-matter
of the motion is not sueh as should be dis-
cugsed. It gives him the right Lo deeide the
question of urgeney, and this is not disputed
by him in the rnling given.

Ay, Hudson: That right s
taken away by 47a.

My, Trov: T will come o that later on.
The Standing Ovder provides that the
Spenker, if he (hinks the mofion in order,
shall read it to the House.

1Llon. J. Seaddan: What is wmeant by “in
order” except eomplianee with the Standing
Ovcders?

My, Troy: Just so. What is disorderly
aboul this motion, T want to know?  The
memher for Mi. Margaret moves that the
House shall discuss a certain statement re-
flecting npon the honesty and inregrity of
members of this Honse. And we are told
tlsat Lhis is ont of ovder. T eannot amder-
stand the sitnation, nor ean I umderstand
hon. members voting for such a ruling. Agam,
Mr. Speaker may, if he thinks fit. read the
motion, to the House, whereupon. if seven
membhers rise in their places to sapport it,

expressly

the motion shall be proceeded with. T.et
hon. metnbers mark this. The Speaker de-
¢ides whether the motion is in order. Buf

the rezponsihility of putting the motion he-
fore the Honse is on the seven members.
That is the position. Now, Mr. Speaker.
you may guoie as you will in support of
your ruling; but I draw your attention to
the practice of this House. T ask hon. mem-
bers whether thev ean recall during fhe
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whole term we have been in this House
more than one instance of the Speaker’s
raling as Mr. Speaker has ruled i{his even-
ing?!

Hon. JJ. Seaddan: No.

A Troy: The only time the Speaker has
ruled a molion for adjournment ouc of
order was when e vuled on the ground that
the motion was vot one of urgeney. He las
never ruied otherwise. 1 draw vour atten-
tion, Sir, to the number of times mwotions
ol adjournment for similar rveasons have

Leen moved in fhis llouse.  During the
time 1 oceupied the Speaker’s Chair, a

motion of adjournment was moval by the
member for Northam, now Alinister for
Railways and Indusiries, relative to a va-
eaney in the Kalgoorlie seat. In point of
foet, when the hon. member moved that
motion, there was no urgeney at all.

Hou. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter}: But, still, the electorate was disfran-
chised for weeks and weeks.

Hon, J. Seaddau: So was Kimberley for
wmonths aud months.

Hon. T. Walker: If we allow this wrong
to go by to-night, it may go on for ever.

Mr, Troy: In the case I refer to the mem-
ber for Northam might have effected Lis
purpose by moving that the seat be declared
vacant. In faef, thal was the procedure to
follow. But he was given the opportunity
of moving a motion of adjournment, and the
Speaker did not rule that n his opinion it
was not urgent. He read it to the House,
and seven members rose in support, and the
member for Northam seeured his purpose.
Again, the member for Kimberley (Mr.
Male) moved in 1014 the adjournment of
the House for the purpese of drawing at-
tention to the crisis which had occorrved at
Broome; and that motion was <debuted, IE
the Speaker bhas the vight to rule the present
motion out of order, what necessity is therc
for the seven mewmbers at all?

Hon. J. Seaddan: Or what necessity is
there for Parlinment?

AMr. I'roy: And why do ihe Slanding
Orders provide that the seven memnbers shall
aceept the responsibility?

Hon, J. D. Comnolly (Honorary Minis-
tery:  Why was  Standing  Qrder 47a
adopted, except to mve discretion?
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Mr. Troy: One of the oldest and maost res-
pected Speakers this House has had—in fact
1 should say the very oldest and most res-
pected—gave the opinion which was read to-
night by the member for Murebison.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ler} : That was before Standing Order 47a
was in existenco.

Mr. Troy: Just so. That Standing Crder
was adopted because a Speaker of this.
House bad ruied a motion for adjournment
out of order. Standing Order 47a was
brought into operation (hen in order to-
prevent the Speaker from exercising that
power, The practice has been that no mem-
ber has ever been refused thie right o wove
tbe adjournment of the House when the
question to be diseussed was one of urgenecy,
and when he was able to secure the support
of seven members, I am going to give the
Speaker’s reasons for ruling the motion ount
of order. I have before me the remarks of
the Speaker, and he is reported to have
said——

The mannal I have before me distinetly
points out that a member cannot revive a
discussion on a matter which has already
been discussed in the same session.

I am going to ask hon. members when was
the subject mentioned in the newspaper ar-
ticle discussed before in this House?

Hon. J. Seaddan: It will never be
cussed; take it from me.

Mr, Troy: The newspaper makes a deli-
berate statement in its leading article and
statesg——

The allegations contained in our news
columns coneerning the appointment of
Mr. E. B. Johnston to the speakership
called for the most searching investigation
that the truth or otherwise of them may
be established. It will be hoped, no less
for the fair fame of Parliament as a
whole than for some members of the As-
sembly, that the statements will he found,
after a proper inquiry, to be baseless. Tf
it should prove that they are well founded,
the qualified approval accorded the ap-
pointment will peed to be revived. A
pieture of trafficking in the honours of
Parliament is exhibited in the allegations,
which, if shown to be anything like a
faithful representation of what ocenrred,

dis-
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solicits the severest condemnation of the

persons who were a party to it.

1 ask hon. members whether these nllegatxons
have cver been made the subject of a debate
in this House. Will hon. members answer
me?  Are they silent beeaunse they cannot
.answer?

The Minister for Works: We are nof al-
lowed to interjeci.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You have been a magpie
for the past few months.

My, Troy: The Speﬂ.ket pointed out that
A member could not revive a discussion ou
.a matter which had already been diseussed
in the same session. The newspaper article
reflects discreditably on hon. members be-
-cause of cerfain ihings which are alleged to
have happened. When, I repeat, was the
matier debated in this session? It was never
-debated. The matter was never mentioned
until to-night. Can hon. members support
‘the Speaker in moving this motion out of
-order because it revives diseussion on a
matter which he claims has already been be-
fore the House, when as a maltter of faet, it
‘has never been heard of before? The
“Speaker also said—

He cannot raise a question of privilege,
and the discussion on the motion must not
raise any question which according to the
rules of the House, can only be debated
on a definite motion after notiee.

"The ruling of the Speaker does not apply.
The member for Mt. Margaret has never
«claimed such a privilege; he merely submits
.a motion which can be debated in the man-
ner in which he desires it to be debated.

Hon. J. D. Connelly (Honorary Minis-
‘ter): Are you qguoting from Heansard ot
the present session?

Mr. Troy: I am quoting from the Speak-
.er’s ruling given fhis afternoon. The
‘Speaker further added—

Ii is absolutely clear that charges as to
the conduct of members can only be de-
bated on 2 distinct notice, and it is clearly
laid down in May that the conduet of
members eannot be attacked on a motion
for adjournment.

"Who wants to aitack the eonduet of mem-
‘bers? The pewspaper has attacked the con-
duet of members and the member for Mt.
‘Margaret wants the matter cleared up. The
'hon. member wants to have a discussion, his
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desive beivg (o show ihe country that the
members of this House are not responsible
for what has been wrged agaipst them,
Should we not welcome this opportunity’
Iow can it be said, therefore, that the hon.
member proposes to altack other hon. mem-
hers or the Speaker. Ile bas not suggested
anyihing ol the kind. I do not know whe-
ther the Speaker has deawn his own conclu-
siot, or whether hon, members have drawn
theirs. 1llon. wembers of ibis House
have bheen  ucensed of infriguing, of
doing  something most  disveditable, and
the member of Mt. Margaret i quite
Justified in moving the adjournment of the
Honse in order to elear up the matter, let
light in where it iz needed, and show
to the peaple whether anything disereditable
has been dvme. Mow ean it be said that
there is any intention on the part of the
hon. member to attack other hon. members
of thiz House? T am going to quote from
Muy in order to show that ¢ven that autho-
rity does nut support the Speaker’s ruling.
Referving o the adjournment of the Honse
May states—

A member who desires to make such a
molion baving praviously delivered to the
Speaker a notice in wriling of a distinet
matter of nwrgent publie importance, vises
i s place b asks leave to move fov
the adjournment of the House. [If leave
he not unanimously given the Speaker de-
gires (hse memmbers who support the mo-
tion 1o rise, and if 40 members rise the
motion stands over until a quarter past
eight when it has precedence over all other
business.

Hon. T. Walker:
their proportion,
members.

Mz, Trov: Then again May states that the
uestion must be vestricted to a matter of
recent occmrence. and that if the motion
fails to oblain the requisite support it can-
not again be brought forward during the
same session, It is clearly pointed out alse
that if 40 memhers do not rise in their
plages the motion cannot he admitted. Our
Standing Orders provide that sever mem-
hers mnst rise and take the responsibility of
the motion and that then it is absolntely in
orvder, For the reasons I have given, T must
vote agninst the Speaker’s ruling.

Forty members there is
Our proportion is seven
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Hon. P. Collier: I am sure that every
person  will  sympathise with vou Mr.
Speaker, in the diffienlt, and may I say
embarrasing posilion in  which you find
vourself in regard to the motion this even-
ing. I say embarrasing because von ap-
parently have found it necessary aceording
to the interpretation you have placed upon
the Sianding Orders to rule this motion ont
of order. whilst at the same time vour own
personal wish would be (liat the digenssion
should 1ake place. You expressed vour deep
regrel that your inlerprelalion of the
Standing  Ovders necessitaled  yowr roling
this maiter out of order. That is 2 mosl

delicate and embarrassing posiiion in whiel

ta place the Speaker of {his House, and T
will sugzest that in order o rvelieve you of
that cmbarrassing position, the members aof
the Government should vote for the motion
and therehy permit the disenssion, which
vou vourself say von wish, to take place.
T feel ahat the position has only to be put
before hon, members opposile and they will
realize 1he necessity of voting in that way,
hut that being the position, 1 am nol guing
to take up the tune of the House quoling
or referring to the Sianding Orders or
authoritics on procedure.  These have al-
ready been exiensively quefed, but T venture
to sav that never in the experience of this
Houze haz sueh an overwhelming volume of
evidence heen produced o show {hal vour
ruling iz ineorreck.

Mr. Carpenter: We never heard such
weak attempts to defend ii.

Hon. P. Collier: That is just the point
I rose 1o digcuss. The Premier in a rather
laboured defence claimed that the members
of the House in bringing forward (his mat-
ter were wasting time on trvivial matbers.
Here we have a declaration of the Premier
that a guestion whiel involves the hononr
and integrity of members of the House and
the House ilself is a trivial matter, and is of
no ceonsequence hecanse, since the publica-
tion of the article, it has been the subject
of disenssion in frams and trains. In his
desperaiion the Premier seizes the oppor-
tunity to zav that the matier is trivial and
of no consequence whatever. What then is
a matter of Importanee to (his country if
the fame and reputation of hon. members

[ASSEMBLY.]

and the honour of this House is mot? It
anly shows the desperate nature of the
Premier's pesition when he Las to resort to
stech an argument. Then he declared that
members on this side were easiing mud upon
the Chamber. Al the same time, he is sub-
mitling and permitting the House to sub-
mit te what may rightly be referred to as the
throwing of mud at it. There ean only be
one inlerpretation placed upon the ruling
af the Bpeaker if it iz eurried, and it is
that a vote of this Hounse will prevent light
being (hrown on any matter. T therve is
nothing to hide, if there is n complete
answer to the allegations confained in the
article, why not have the maiter ventilated
in the MMouse? We have reached a sorry
stage in the pmblic lite of this country if the
representatives of the people are o be
cagzed and denied the opportmity of de-
fencing their honour en the floor of the
House. if ey are to be denied the oppor-
funity of discussing the matter of the (irst
ansd o=t vidal importance, not only to the
Housge, but (o the coundry ag well,  1f that is
the stage we have reached it is time ihat we
shont up Parliament and look some other
aetion,  Never hefore has such an altempt
been made to hurke disenssion on a1 matter
of suelt importance, and in conclusion T can:
ouly appeal {0 lion. members fo relieve
Mr. Speaker from tle difficult posttion
are in, anildl meet your desire hy voling
the motton lo disagree with your rmling,

your
yoLL
for
We

»ghall then comply with yowr personal wishes

in having the matfer ventilated ou the floor
of the House.

Mr., Taylor: T have listened with some
concern, with a view f{o sceing what form
the debate mizht tnke. It is indeed very
pleasing to know that only two members
have opposged my inotion, namely the Pre-
mier amd the Atiorney General. T have
heard the Premicr in defence of his Govern-
ment, I have heard Iim in defence of him-
self and his poliev. inside and oulside the
House, I have heard him on previous occa-
sions defending Speaker’s rulings, but never
hefore have T heard him as weak as he was
to-night. Clearly, he realizsed his incapacity
to defend the situation. Then we heard the
Attorney General on a question which =2
legal mind above all shonld he able to grasp
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Yet the
Lon. menber failed utterly to touch even the
fringe of the question. lie attempted to
support the ruling by reference to fIbert on
parliamentary practice, when, as a wmatter
of fact, we ull know that no other parlia-
mentary authority comes in if our own
Standing Orders lave made provision for
the contingency. In this instance our own
Standing Orders have made ample provision
in Nvs. 47 and 47a. The Atiorney General
referred to other Standing Orders which
have no hearing upon the present question.
Only 47 and 471 deal with the guestion of
urgency.  Under those, the vesponsibility of
deciding wrgency is placed on the shoulders
of seven members. It was apon those
Standing Orders that 1 pinned my faith in
submitting wy motion.  In accordanee with
those Standing Orders | carefully drafied
my nmotion.  FThere iz nothing offen-
sive in  its language, nothing indicating
that L desired (o make a ebiarve against
nmember. ¥Minister, or Speaker. My motion
merely indicates that the fair fame of the
House has been tarnished by a newspaper
article published this morning.  On opening
the newspaper this morning 1 found that it
was in the minds of the journalists that
some intrigue had been going on. and thar,
as a result, the Hounse had given a deeision
which was dishonest and dishonourable. My
moton was framed accordingly, vel you, Sir,
ruled it oul of order on grounds absolutely
unsound. e member for Murchison {Mr.
Holman) took us hack ta 1903. when T
moved the adjowrnment of the ITounse onr the
seore of eertain uniternnces made by a Minis-
ter during a by-election, that Minister hav-
ing promised that, if a certain Ministerial
eandidate were returned, a bridge or sotne-
thing of the sort would be huilt ia the eleetor-
ate. In those days I was but a young mem-
ber of Parliament. Even in my parliament-
ary youth T was jealous of the privileges of
Parliament, and so I submitted an ureeney
motion to the then Speaker, the late Sir
James Lee Steere, whose memory I, in com-
mon with all other members, revere. He
pointerd out to me that the Standing Orders
did not give him power to acecept the motion,
but he said to me, “Tavlor, you consider it
a matter of nrgency that the privileges of

and handle with some elliciency.
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the House shonld be protected. 1 will sub-
mit your motion to I’arlismmment and let Par-
Hament inke the responsibility.” And Puar-
liawent allowed we to discuss the promises
vt a Minister that certain public money
should be spent, pronises whieh, made at an
election as they were, | regarded as highly
iproper,  Picture that as a evime against
Parliament. On the present occasion I de-
sire that light shall be thrown upon the
allegations published in this morning’s
newspaper. But I am gageed. Is there
any comparison beiween the two instances?
None whatever. 1t is ineredible (v think
that Parliament has to sit in silence becaunse
the Speaker savs he thinks a wotion is out
of order. His aetual words had something
of this efleet, “1 feel T would like ic let the
hon. member move his motion, hut I am
hlocked by the Standing Order=.” No
Standing Orders are blocking L The
Premier nuoted an oufside authority in sup-
port of the euntention that my morion was
vult of order. None of these higher out-
side authorities have any jurisdietinn when
our own Stamiting Orders apply. Then
the Premier {ried to make out that it was so
trivial a question that it shonld not be dis-
cussed. If the honour of hon. members and
of this Chamber are not of sulficient import-
ance to be diseussed here and rehabilitated
in the eves of the people, I would like to
Lknow what is. I want to know whether
memhers are prepared to support you, Sir,
in your ruling, and so gag the people’s repre-
senfafives in {his Chamber. If vour ruling
is upheld and so established as a precedent
it will gag the people for all tine. It is
not the damage we wayv do to-night by pre-
venting the lght of day being furned on
this subjeet, and interdieting the vindica-
tion of the character of hon, members, and
greater than all, the honour of the Honse:
it is not alone these considerakions, but it
is the precedent to be established for all
time, that we should be silent, that Parlia-
ment is going to adopt the policy of hush
when the leading newspaper of the State
aceuses Parliament of intrigcue, The Press
knew the probable effect of a certain action
taken by this Parliament, vet it said noth-
in.  \pparently, something has since oe-
curred which rendered it advisable that the
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I'ress should apulogise this morning for
what it did a week ago. It now wurges
Parlizment to investigate this matter by
means of a seleet eommitice. There is no
nead for a select committee. Such a
coutrse would only he wasting time and im-
posing unnecessary labours on the officers
of the House. In a contingeney sueh as
this, the floor of the House is where those
members whose names have been men-

tioned im conneelion with the alleged intri-
gue should say whether those statements are
true or false. Although not personally
menfioned, 1, with all other members, am
impeached, and I am here to defend my
honour and the honour of House. But I
am debarred by your ruling of my motion
out of order. I am not unduly taking up
the time of the House in defending the
rights and privileges of Parliament, which
have been handed down through hundreds
of vears, from times when the people’s
Parliament had Lo fight for those privileges,
had to wrest power from the King. To-
dav it seems we are expeeted to place in
the hands of unseropulons Ministers and
Parlinmentarians power to intrigue, power
o rob the people, who dare not speak. let
us realise to the full the action of hon.
members who will vote against the motion.
It is bringing bhaeck the tyrannies of the
past, and imposing upon the people a han
of silenee. That is really the position. I
hope the member for Northam (Hon. J.
Mitehell) will eompare the position T take
up to-night with that whieh he took up
when he found the Kalgeorlie seat vacant.
On that geeasion he wanied to adjourn the
lonse; but now, when his honour and the
honour of all members is attacked, we find
the lon. member sitting silent. I hope the
ltouse will not deal with this auestion on
party lines. T hope they will analyse the
situation and see if they ean justify them-
selves in handing over a power that will gag
Parliament, and prevent the light of day
from being shed on these alleged intrigues,
which took place outside of Parliament. but
whiel: influenced Parliament to take an ae-
tion which Parliament might well have
shuddered at. T hope the motion will be
carried,
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Motion {dissent) put and a divisiou luken
with the following vesult:—
Ayes
Noes

0
1

RS

Majority against .1

AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Munsla '
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Chbesson Mr, Tarlor
Mr. Collier 1 Mr. Thomas
Mr. Foley ! Mr. Troy
Mr. Greep ; Mr. Underwood
Mr. Holmun ! Mr. Walker
Mr. Huadson Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. W. D. Johneon Mr. Q'Loghlen
Mr., Lambert (Teller.>
Mr. Mullauny
‘NoEs,
Mr. Allen . Mr. Plesra
Mr. Butcher Mr. Robinson
Mr, Connolly Mr. Smith

Mr. 8, Stubbs
Mr. Thomseon
Mr, Veryard
Mr. Wansbroughb
Mr., Willmott

Mr. Cunninghum
Mr. George

Mr. Griffiths
Mr. Harrison
Mr. Hickmott

M* Lefroy Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell : Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Nairn (Teller.y

Motion thus negatived.

PRIVILEGE — ARTICLE IN TIHE

WEST AUSTRALILN,
The Speaker’s Flection.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [9.19]:
It will be within your recollection, Mr.
Bpeaker, that during the process of the de-
bate just conecluded I gave an indieatiom
to you that it was my intention to move in
a matter of privilege. Sanding Order 139
reads—

Any member complaining to the House
of a statement in a newspaper as & breach
of privilege shall produce a copy of the
paper containing the statement in ques-
fion, and be prepared to give the name
of the printer or publisher, and also sub-
mit a substantive motion declaring the
person in question to have been guilty of
contempt.

Under that
the attention of

Order I draw
House to an

Standing
thie
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issue of the TWest .lustralian published
to-day, and I intend to move a sub-
stantive motion declaring the publisher,
whose name is Samuel Thomas Williams,
guilty of contempt. He is the publisher of
this paper, and 1 shall produce a copy of
the paper and place ihe House in know-
ledge of its eontents. The article is dis-
tinetly a breach of privilege, 1o which T de-
sire to draw your attention and the atten-
tion of the House. The article is headed—
“The Speaker’s Appointment-—Astonishing
allegations—Reported extraordinary intrigu-
ing.” The whole article, aitacking the ehar-
acier and evidencing conlemptuous treat-
ment of the officers and members of tlhis
House, 1 sball read in full.  The article
BHNE—

Astonishing allegalions are being made
in politieal circles concerning the anner
in which Mr. E. B. Johnston received the
supparl of the Ministerial party for the
Spenkership. The stalements, which we
have gathered from varivus sources, if
true, are of a character which seriously re-
fleer upon the political reetitude of some
members of Parlinmeni. and will give a
very painful impression generally to the
publie. Tt is not asserting ioo much fo
say that the nowmination and selection of
Mr. Johnslon as Speaker came as a com-
plete surprise to the public. Hardly any
uninterested person would have given his
¢hanees a thought. The information first
availahle satisfled many, however, that his
appointment was the most natural thing
in the world. The CGovernment had ap-
proached other members; these had re-
fused to submit themsclves for nomina-
tion; and, as a resource, the one inde-
pendent member in the House was re-
quested to allow himself to be nominated.
Thus far, the appointment was made in
cireumstances which earned it a guarded
approval. Tt may he thal these are the
true circomstances of Mr. Johnston’s
selection; and that the statements npow
being circulated do an injustice to more
than one member of Parliament, includ-
ing Mr. Johnsion. Briefly, it is now al-
leged that the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin made bis elevation to the Speaker's
chair a condition on the Government’s es-

cape from defeal on the no-confidence
motion. It has nol been advanced, so far
as can be gathered, that the Government
or the Ministerial party as a whole, were
cogunisant of Mr. Johnston's reported de-
fermination to seeure the Speakership,
failing which he would oust the Govern-
ment. When Mr. Secaddan moved his vote
of no-eonfidence the Assembly adjourned,
and the Premier called a meeting of his
supporters. It had been published in the
West Australion, prior to the submission
of the censure motion, thal the Labour
party was considering the advisableness
of “pulling oui” from the Speaker’s chair
Mr. Troy. At the Ministerial party meet-
ing, held subsequently to the adjourn-
ment, Mr. Wilson suggested to his sap-
porters ihe possibility that they would
have to provide a Speaker. Members
agreeing that it would be well (o be pre-
pared for the contingency, left it to the
Premier and Mr. Willmott to submit a
candidate as the party’s nominee for the
post, Mr. Troy, il is said, was asked by
the Premier as fo his intentions. The late
Speaker did not give a decisive answer.
His mind was not made up. He is un-
derstood, Jiowever, to have assured Mr.
Wilson that he would give him 24 hours’
nolice of what he (Mr. Troy) intended to
do. The Premier, it is believed, was in-
formed on Monday afternoon that Mr.
Troy intended lo resign. What deter-
mined Mr. Troy’s resignation? The late
Speaker will probably answer this for
himself. But there are certain allegations
which, if true, may assist the public to a
conclusion. Mr. E. B. Johnston’s attitude
was uncertain. This much the publie
knows, and it bas Mr. Johnston to thank
for iis knowledge. That gentlemun was
interviewed by a TFest .lustralien re-
porter, and fhe following contains the
salient peinis of the mterview:—“You
are nominally on the side of the Govern-
ment?* the reporler asked, and the reply
was in the affivmative. “And wonld it be
safe to say that your support will be
given to that side?” The laconic reply was,
“It would not be safe to say anything.”
Therefore, on his own showing, Mr. John-
ston might have voted against the Gov-
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ernment, 1t is alleged that the member
for Williams-Narrogin approached &
Labour member, Mr. Green, and submit-
ted to him an amendment to the eensure
motion, which, thongh an amendment,
would, if carried, have ensured the Gov-
crnment’s resignation. It is said that M.
Johnston informed Mr. Green that it was
his intention to move this amendment,
and songht the Labour party's support to
it. The member for Kalgoorlie, so the alle-
gations go, informed his party. Mr, Troy
it is stated, knew that it was alleged that
Mr. Jolnston intended to move an amend-
ment to the censure motion, which, if cav-
ried, would have defeated the Government.
But Mr. Troy in the Speaker’s chair, the
Labour party (20 on the floor of the
House) and Mr. Johnston conld not have
carried the day against the 22 Ministerial-
ists. To defeat the Government the latter
wonld have to be deprived of a vote—
Mr. Johnston’s, it is alleged—would have
to supply a Speaker, and Mr. Troy would
be essential for the Labour party in a
division. The position would then be:—
Labour party, on the floor of the House,
21, plus Mr. Johnston, that is 22 in the
critical division; Ministerialists, one mem-
ber in the Speaker's chair, and 21 on the
floor for a division. Certain defeat for the
Government if Mr. Johnston carried ouf
his alleegd intention, and Mr. Troy vae-
ated the Speakership. We know, of conrse,
that Mr. Troy resigned. His resignation
as evenis have turned ouf, has served no
party purpose. Mr. Troy has lost a post
of dignity, and one to which satisfactory
emoluments are attached, and his party is
uot a whit benefited thereby. Why did he
resign, unless he was convinced that by his
vote, and a vote drawn from the Ministerial
side, the Government’s days were nnumbered.
Finter other figures into the marvellous
allegations. It is said that Mr. Sydney
Stubbs was at the Commercial Travellers’
Clab abont 3 o’clock in the afternoon last
Tuesday week—an hour and a balf pre-
ceding the meeting of the Assembly al
which Mr. Johnston was made Speaker.
1t is alleged that he was called up on
the telephone from Parliament House by

Mr. W. J. Butcher—an unele of Mr. E.
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B. Johnston—who, it is said, desived to
speak to the wember for Wagin on n
matier of urgeney. Mr. Stubbs, so it is
reporied, replied that he was going 1o the
House at once. Mr. Buteher, however,
it is stated, preferred {o see Mr. Siubhs
at the club, There Mr. Stubbs awaiied
him. Tt is alleged that when Mr. Bulcher,
as reputed, saw Mr. Sinbbs he broke the
matter of the inlerview by referring to
“that nephew of mine. Beriie Jalmston,”
who, as Mr. Bulcher is declared to have
stated fo Mr. Slubbs, had it in his power
to make things awkward for the (fovern-
ment. Mr. Butcher is said to have re-
marked that the hest thing which ecould
be done would bhe to make M. Johnsion
Speaker, and put him out of the way
of annoying ihe Government. Mr. Slubbs
is reported io have resented the sugges-
tion, and to have declined fo give an
assent to it. The scene changes now lo a
Ministerinl party meeting held immediately
before Purliament opened on the Tuesday
afternoon, and only minntes after My,
Buteher and Mr. Stubhs ave alleged to have
discussed the advisableness of promoiing
Mr. Johnstor out of harm’s way (o the
Speakership. At this meeting the Premier.
it is said, snbmitted the name of Mr. John-
ston ag the gentleman wha should be the
party’s nominee as Speaker. It must not
be forgotten, however, that il is reported
on good grounds that other gentlemen had
been solicited to aceept the nomination.
On Mr. Johnslon’s name being roposed
Mr. Stubbs is slated to have informed the
party of the nature of his reputed in-
terview witl Mr, Buicher during the pre-
ceding hour. Mr. Buleher, so runs ve-
port. zave an emphatic denial fo My,
Btublw's aflegations.  The wmember For
[Catanning (M. A. Thomsm) then. it is
asserted, affirmed that Mr. Stubhs® siale-
ment was correct. and he {Mr. Thomson)
would later have to request lhat he
should be released from a promise of see-
recy he hlad given in connectinn with the
matter. Mr. Butcher, ineonsequentially, it
would appear, in view 'of his alleged denial
of Mr. Stubbs’ assertions. said that his
conversation with the latter gentleman was
eonfidential. At abont this slame Mr.
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Stubba left the party gathering. Mr.
MeCallum Smith then, it is reported,
asked the Premier whether it was true
that Mr. Johnston had been bought. The
Premicr denied that this was so. On this
assurance, the bells of the House ringing,
the party accepled Mr. Johnston, who was
duly elected Speaker. Mr, Stubbs re-
fused, it is said, to enler the Assembly
and submit bis name, as his election would
have been secured only by the humiliation
of the Government and the deleat of ifs
nominee.
Thai is in the news matier. 1t is nol regard-
ed by the paper, or by the editor as mere
zossip. as mere runmour, it is referred to as
news and it is published, therefore. osten-
sibly for the information and not the de-
Jusion nf the public. Aund it emphasises
this, as few Parliamentary avticles of that
kind are emphasised by this newspaper,
by having the upper space of its leading
column taken up by a very trenchant article
dealing with the matter. The article in
question is as follows—

The Spraker’s Appointment—The al-
legationg contained in our news columns
concerning the appointment of Mr. F. B.
Johnston—

Observe. “in our news coluon ?'—

To the Speakership eall for the most
searcliing investigation that the ivuth or
otherwise of them may he established.
It will be hoped, no less for the fair fame
of Parblament as & whole than for some
members of the Assembly, that the state-
ments will be found, after a proper in-
quiry, to be baseless. It it should prove
that they are well-founded, the qualified
approval aceorded the appointment will
need to be revised. A picture of traflick-
ing in the honours of Varhament is ex-
hibited in the ailegations, which, it shown
io be anything like a faithfnl represenia-
tion of what aceurred, solicits the sevevest
condemnation of the persons who were a
party to it. The House, by the appoint-
ment of a Seleet Committee {o investi-
eate the asgertions, should he abie guickly
to arrive at a true estimate of their
vaine, TUntil they have been submitted
to a thorough examination. however,
judement should be snspended.

1917

This Hoose bas never in its history had an
attack made upon it ljke that. If these
allegations made in this paper be true, or
anything near the truth, gertain officers
and certain members of the Chamber ought
to be out of it for ever. It is an aecusa-
tion of trafficking in the highest post that
this land has to offer in the wayv of honour
to its citizens. Tt is a buying and selling
of the first gentlemau in the land, It is a
questien of degrading the post of the first
commoner in the land to o common sale in
a seeret mart.  Rightly, the editorial says
if this be true, the decision of the House
shonld be reviewed with the consequences
atlached to the revision. 1 say if these
charges are uwot true that the publisher
of that article and evervhody eoncerned
in its diggemination to the public deserve,
not mere vesentment and condemnation,
but actuul penal afflietion. They deserve
to be put amongst defamers of the worst
kind, they deserve incarceration. I can
searcely think, Mr. 8peaker, that there is
not fomething in the way of foundation for
this, beenuse I cannot bring myself to be-
lieve that any mortal living would have
the temerity to insert an article of that
kind unless there was some substanee be-
hind. Nor ean I credit that a newspaper
of the standing of the West Australian,
the leading puper in the State, would lend
itg colmnns to the publieation of an article
of that kind without first having satisfied
itself that there was something at least to
go upon.

AMr. Green: There is a poriion of it
which T ean voueh for.

Hon, T. WALKER: Tf they have witl-
out foundation, without any substance, by
mere invention. without any looking at the
faets or testing them, by the credunlity of
witnesses, published an article of that kind,
no punishment is too severe. It may he a
small matter as the public mind 15 now
sitnated. Tt mayv be a small mniter to
lihel or slander, or to belittle any ordinary
member of this House, but it is another
thing to libel the chief officer of this
Chamber. and to go behind that officer and
lihel this institution. You know, Sir, and
every member of this House knows there
is no post more honoured, and that
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there 15 no  post  muore  respected
and whieh hen. nieinbers more desire

to reach, than that of the Speakership of
this House. It is a post bestowed upon
men of ability, wen of ¢haracter, men of an
impartial turn of wind, men who have won
the respeel of hoth sides of the House, and
can hold the balance fuirly and maintain by
their conduct and ability the privileges ol
this institation, and nphold its hononr and
dignity. To besmirch that post is fo be-
smireh the whole of IPacliament. It affeets
gvery member of this Chamber. By virtue
of their position as members of Parliament,
every member onee elecled to this Chamber is
called “the hon. member.” e is the hon.
member for so-und-so, but if these allega-
tions are irne where does the word honour-
able come in? Could it make this Chamber
more contemnplible than to have these ol-
fences alleged against members of this
Cliamber, including Mr. Speaker, and could
they go further lo drag the whole of this in-
stitution into the mire? Never let a mem-
her hold up his head again if these facts he
frue. The contempt and contumely. the in-
sults and reproaches of the general public
would be too light a penaliy 1o infliet upon
this House if these slatements are covreel.
if they ave not cprrect there iy no erime
agajnst the very lheart of govermmnent, and
organised soeicty, more diabolical and low
down than the publieation of this article.
We must find out either the truth or the
Talseness of ihis statement, and I say we
should do this without delay. All other
business of the House and all oiher malters
affeeting either administration ov legislation
should be dropped until we have brought the
. culprits, whether they arve members of this
Chamber or outside of it, to book. We ean-
not go on indiiferently with a stigma like
this upon the Hounse. We ecannot ignore
charges of that kind.

Member: We should all go to the counfry.
Hon. T. WALKER: Even that would not
settle it. Merely asking the people by their
individual votes to whitewash or condemn is
not ‘the test. The public want to know for
all time whether sneh things are possible in
this enlightened age and in this progressive
State, Talk about Tammany and graft!
Talk about the eorrmption that exists in
other parts of the world! Can lhere be any-
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thing move glaving than the allegations made
heve? 14 these ihings can take place, then
sound, honest legislation is 1mpossible. and
the conduet of the affairs of this couniry is

in the hands of—1 was going to =ay—
frands and  swindlers  and  trallickers
in the people’s rights, and not ot
all in ihe hands of honourable men.
This House bhas ne right to live an-
other day if these stalements are (rue.
How are we t{o inveslizate them? [

submit thal the burden of proof will rest
npen the publisher of the newspaper; that
is fo say, the editor. Lle shonld be able to
hring forward witnesses, lo diselose wlence
he got this mformation, to put the pariies
acensed by the journal on (heir legitimale
detence, amd to give those who bring the
charges a chanee io substantiate them. Lt
is for that reason T am moving my woiion
to-might.  We are to adjudge the publisher
zuilty of conlempt.  This having been done
hy us, it is then within the provinee of the
leader of the Ilonse, the I'remier himself, Lo
propose some means of {esting the malier
further. A mere resolution  of  contempt
would allow the malter {o drop and no more
done. It is neecessary to carry the matler
farther.  The gnilty parties—whether (hey
he members of this House or oceupants of
any ¢haiv or office, or whether they he the
members of the Press and the editor wha
have lent eredit to the aliegations, not only
hy publigshing the news article but by a lead-
ing artiele—should he brought to book. 1
do not need to labour the question further.
The gravity of the subject, the serionsness
of if, eannot be waved aside as mere ru-
mour or mere newspaper fittle-tattle. The
charge is ihe most sertous i{hat has ever been
brought against the public life of Western
Australia. It inculpates him who holds the
lighest office in this ouse and the Govern-
ment of Ihe ¢ountry as well as private mem-
bers, 1f fhe charge 1s proved, then every
member should be ashamed of belonging to
this inshitution at this juncture, unless lLe is
prepared to sift the charge to the uftermost.
1 move—

That the publisher of the “TWest Aus-
tralian” newspaper, Samuel Thomas TVil-
tiams, in publishing an arlicle in its issue
of the 22nd February, 1917, under the
head lines “The Speaker's Appointment—
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Astonishing  Allggalions—HReported Ex-
traordinary [niriguing,” is guilty of con-
temp!t.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mauntle) [951]: | second the motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: T would ask ihe mover
to send up 1o me the newspaper.

The PREMIER (Hon Frank Wilson—
Hnssex) [9.53]: | have had an opportunity
of carcfully reading the article which ap-
peared in the West _lustralien of this morn-
ing. 1 have lislened carcfully to the speech
whieh the memher for Kanowna made in
connection wilh this pnblication. I agree
with him that the writer of this article has
heen guilty of contempt of this House. 1
wish we eonld get hold of the writer instead
of the publisher.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt i= the only way you
can get him.

Hon. J. Scaddan: You can get him pri-
vately.

The PREMIER: I do not wish at this
junclure fo enter into the pros and eons of
the offence whieh iz apparent in the article
under diseussion, but merely to state that
I have decided to accept ihe motion moved
by the member for Kanowna, and then to
take into consideration whal further steps
are necessary to vindieale the honour of this
Chamber. '

Hon. J. Seadidan: Hear, hear!

Hon. W. It Johnsen: If you bad done
that this afierncon, yon would have saved
a lot of trouble.

The PREMTER: We could not do it this
afternoon.

Question pnt and passed.

QUESTION—RAILWAY ROLLING
STOCK CONTRACT.

Hon. W. D. JOINSON asked the Min-
ister for Railwaxs: I, Whether it is true that
a contract for the construction of certain
rolling stock has heen let to the Westralian
Tronworks Company at Rocky Bay? 2, If
so, were public tenders called, or is this
another secret contract? 3. What is the
nature of the contract, if anv? 4, What is
the contract price? 5, Wlhen is the work
to be completel ¢
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The HONORARY MINISTER, for the
Minister for Ratlways, replied: 1, No. 2,
3, 4 and 5, Answered by No. L.

QUESTION — JUSTICES ATTEND-
ANCES AT CITY POLIGE COURT.

Mr. SMITH asked the Attorney (Gemeral:
1, Has any voster been prepared for the at-
tendance of honorary magistrates at the City
Police Court? 2, If so, who were the magis-
trates down for attendance on Saturday,
the 17th February, whuse neglect of duty
caused inconvenience to all having business
in Court that morvning!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, A voster is only prepared and
used where the Stipendiary Magistrate is
not available owing to duty elsewhere. 2,
No roster was prepared for Saturday, 17th
February. When it was ascertained on the
morning in question that the police magis-
trate wonld be absent, the services of
Messrs. Penner and Williamns were obtained.
This caused a  slight delay. On M.
Williaumg® arrival, it was ascertained that he
was interesied in one of ihe eases before the
court, and could not. therefore. sit; and
after a further shorl delav Mpr. P. Hunt's
sorvices were secnved,

QUESTION- SHEEP PURCHASED
TOR YANDANOQOKA.

Ay, SMITH asked the Minister for Agri-
calture: 1, What nunber of sheep were
purchased by the lale Government in the
far North during last senson, and how many
were delivered at Yandanooka? 2, Is it cor-
rect that the contract price paid by the
Government for droving was 2s. 10d. per
head, and that the contractor sub-let his
contract at 2s. per head? 3, What steps
did the Government take to see that the
sheepy were placed in the hands of a com-
petent drover?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, 8,600 were purchased; 3,974 deliv-
ered. 2, The price paid to Clarkson Bros. was
25, 10%4d. per head for those delivered at
Yandanooka. The Government have no
knowledge of a sub-let contraet. 3, The
officer in charge of stoek purchase had had
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droving contraels with Clarkson Bros. for
three years and had found them very satis-
faetory.

MOTION--WANT OF CONFIDENCE 1IN
THE GOVERNMENT.

Order read for the resumption of the de-
bate on the molion by the Hon. J. Scaddan
“That the Government do not possess the
confidence of the ecuntry, becanse of their
action in introducing during the timé of
war purely parfy measures to the exelusion
of more urgent and important legislation
affecting our national welfare, their incap-
acily in the handling of the public finaneces,
their general lack of initiative and abiliiy
in the administration of the alfairs of the
State, and their abandonmment of the prin-
eiples of responsible government.”

Questton put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes 20
Noes 21
Majority against 1
AYEB.
Mr. Angwin ‘ Mr, Munpsie
Mr. Garpenter . Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Chesson : AMr. Taylor
Mr. Collier . Mr, Thomas
Mr. Faley I Mr. Troy
Mr. Green ' Mr. Underwood
Mr. Holman Mr. Wallker
Mr. Hudson " Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. W. I). Johnson . Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Lambert (Teller.)
Mr. Mullany
Nozs.

Mr. Allen Me, Piessa
Mr. Butcher Mr. Robinson
Mr. Connolly Mr. Smith
Mr. Cunningham Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. George Mr. Thomson
Mr, Grifiths Mr. Veryard
Mr. Harrison Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Hicknott Mr, Willmott
Mt Lefroy Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mltchell Mr. Hardwlck
Mr. Nairp (Tetler.}

Question thus negatived.

RIT1~—-INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE
ACT AMENDAMENT.
Read a third time and transmitted to {be
Legislative Couneil.
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TRADING CONCERNS
{No. 2).

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. J. George—Murray-Wellington) [10,2]:
I move—

That the reports of Committee be
adopted.

Question put and a division taken with
the following resul;:—

BILLL—STATE

Ayes .. .. . RS |
Noes .. .. .. .. 20
Majority for .. o1
AVES.
Mr. Allen | Mr. Piesse
Mr. butcher i Mr. Robinson
Mr. Connolly Mr. Smith
Mr. Cunninghum Mr, 8. Stubbs
Mr. fGeorge Mr. Thomson
Mr. Griffitha Mr. Veryard
Mr. Harrison Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Hilckmott Mr. Willmott
Mr. Lefroy i Mr. F. Wllscn
Mr. Mitchell Mr. Hardwiek
Mr. Nafro (Teller)
NoEB.
Mr. Angwin Alr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenler Mr. Munsla
Mr, Chesson Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Colller Mr. Taylor
Mr. Foloy Mr, Thomas
Mr. Green Me. Troy
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Hudson Mr. Walker
Mr. W. D. Johnson Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr, O'Loghlen
(Telier.y

Quesfion thus passed; the reports ad-
opted.

House adjourned at 10,13 p.m.



