2i4

compared with counsel’s brief for the plain-
tiff. The British authorities, as the court,
will not acecept anything either in the peli-
tion or in the Case for Secession, but will
regquire everything to be proved hy evidence
given in the proper manner. Tt is neeessary
that the British authoritics shall be satis-
fied that the petition and the Case for Seces-
sion are properly authenticated, before they
will consent even to hear the petition. 1
emphasise that the Bill is not in any way a
party measure. I have already pointed out
the non-party nature of the referendum
vote, Action to give effcet to the vote mus!
be of a similar nature. That iz all T have
to say on the matter, and T move—

That the Bill he now read a second time.

On motion by Mr. Latham. debate agd-
journed.

House adjourned at 6.15 p.m.

Negislative Hasembly,

Tuesday. 24th April. 1931,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.am., and read prayers

BILL—SECESSION.
Second Reading.
IJebate resumed from the 19th April.

ME. LATHAM (York) 1453): On
Thursday last the Premier moved the second
reading of the Bill and gave u full explana-
tion of its contents, as well as a comprehen-
sive history of the steps that led to the intro-
duction of the measure. I am afraid T may
weary the IMouwse to some extent hecause 1
will have fo Follow Iargely the vemarks made
by the Premier. T want the Housc to under-
stand that Opposition members support the
Bill and the principles underlying it. Dur-
ing the life of the present Parliament. no
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other Bill lias been introduced of such para-
mount imporvtance as that now before us
[t is very difficult for the House to say just
what effeet the measure will have on the
future welfare of the State. That will have
to he determined for us, hnt by the measure
we will conelude the steps necessary Lo
approach the lmperial Parliament, who will
decide the issue for us. I am convinved that
it we can give cffect to the wishes of the
people as expressed in the overwhelning
majority in favonr of secession. il will oper-
ate to the great henefit of Lhe State. We
can commence our deliherations vegarding
the Bill in the helief that we arve doing some-
thing that will he of great advantage 1o
Western Australia. Of course, the Bill is
something of a preliminary nature. Tt rep-
vesents the third step taken by Parliament
towards giving cffect to what the expression
of the people’s opinion shows they require.
A Bill was introduced orviginally by the then
Government to give the people the right to
cxpress themsclves at a referendum, and
memhers know the result of that vote, which
was overwhelmingly in favour of secession.
Then last session, by way of resolution
moved by the Premier, Parlinment decided
to appoint a committee consisting of rep-
resentatives of the people, not of Parlin-
ment, to frame the Case in support of seces-
sion, on behalf of the people themselves.
Now the third step is the intreduction of th.
Bill, which will enable the Case fa be submit-
ted to the proper anthoritiez. There is na-
thing new in this move, nor did the pro-
secession fecling orviginate during the last
few wvears only.  Almest inmediately fha
effects of Tederation made fhemselves Felt
in Weastern Australia, an agitation was com-
menced to enable this State to he released
from the Commonwealth, Tn 1908 the then
member {or York, the late Mr, B (. Mon-
aer, moved n motion in this House, Tt was
carried and sent to another place where it
was also endorsed. In order to carey the
matter further, the member for York inbro-
dueed a Bill in this Chamber. Nol much
progress was made with it bevagse the then
Speaker ruled that as the Bill commitied the
Government to expenditurs, (he member for
York eould not proceed hevend the second
reading stage without a Message from Uis
Iixeellency the Governor. Because of that,
ihe Bill lapsed with the closing of the zes-
sion. The measure was not faken up by the
Government, and the Premier of the day ex-
plained why that was not done. He showed
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that it would place him in a very delicate
position, Parliament is now asked to give
cffect to the wishes of the people by way of
an approach to the Imperial Government.
That step is new to an extent. Last session
the Premier elearly stated what the inten-
tion was. The members of the committee
were appointed to prepare the Case on be-
half of the people and they were ulso asked
to prepare a dutiful addvess to His Majesty
the King and petitions to be presented to
both Houses of the Tmperial Parliament.
This House agreed io that decision, and
there was no misunderstanding about the
position. DMembers knew what the members
of the committee were asked to do. TIf they
did not favour the vourse proposed, memhers
should have raised their objeetions then. To
do so now is rather late in the day. I will
not quote the detailed figures that the Pre-
mier submitted to the House last Thursday,
when he stated that the referendum resulted
in a majority of 67,947 in favour of seces-
sion, and a majority of 30,756 agninst the
holding of a convention. Tt would be diffi-
cult indeed for any member of this House
to take steps in defiance of such over-
whelming: majorities as thoze figures dis-
close. I propose to place hefore mem-
bers the percentage of the votes east
in favour of seeession in the constitu-
encies represented by Opposition  mem-
bers. Taking the full pereentage of the
votes in favour of sercession, the percentage
in the eleetorate represenied by all =ections
of the House was (G6.23, i nearly two-thirds.
In the clectorates of Opposition nembers
the percentage in favour of secession was
69.7, and in the electorates represented by
Country Party members only, the percentage
in favour was 73.3. T do not propose to ex-
press an opinion as to why the country elec-
torates voted so solidly in favour of seces-
sion except to say that Federation has pro-
hably hit the primary industries harder than
any other section of State activities, Of
eourse, in hitting the primary producers,
Federation hit the rest of the conununity_ as
well, but the gencral community probably
did not feel its effects to the extent experi-
eneed by those associated with primary pro-
dunetion and secondary industries. 1f we
eould segregate the votes of those associated
with secondary industries, I would not he
sorprised if the result diselosed a 100 per
cent. vote in favony of secession, hecaunse
the tmportation of zowds from the Fasteru

States has adversely affected our secondary
industries,

Mr. Ferguson: Some of tle metropolitun
constituencies voied for seccession.

AMr. LATHAM: They all did, The Pre-
mier told us that 4+ out of the 30 electorutes
represented in this Chamber voted in favour
of =ecession. Unless members who represent
those 44 electorates intend to act in aceord-
anec with Eheir own opinions and not in
accordance with the expressed views of the
najority of the clestors in their constiluen-
cies, they most suppert the Bill. ¥t would
indeed be daring on their part if they
adopted the attitude that at times thetr demo-
cratic principles would compel them to give
effect to the wishes of the majority, und at
other times to foul the ¢pinions of the
greater number of their eonstituents. 1 am
sure, therefore, that we will have 44 members
vating in favour of the Bill in this Chamber,
As to the other six members, 1 believe they
realise that a majority of the people have
the right to eentrol. The Premier pointed
out last Thursday that unless we appreciated
that poiné and reecognised what it meant, the
probability iz that we may sce members who
act in o eontrary manner having no further
right fo their seats in the near future.

The I'vemier: T hold one of the seats.

Mr, LATHAM: Bat the Premier recog-
nises that he is firsk of all Premier of the
State and is member for Boulder in a second-
ary senge. It is beeause of that, that I
apprerciate the Premier’s introduction of the
Bill.  Opposition members have no faulg to
find with the work of the Premier with re-
zard to secession. He hos taken the steps
necessary to give effect to the wishes of the
people, zo far as it ix possible for him to do
go, and the Opposition are hehind him in
that respect. All the electorates voted against
the holding of a vonvention to revise the Con-
stitution, and in all the electorales, the per-
centage arainst that method of adjusting the
State grievances was 57.91. The percentage
amuinst a conveniion registered by the elec-
torates represented hy Opposition members
was 01.8, while in the electorates represented
hy Country Purty members, the percentage
in opposition to a eonvention was 64.7. It
cin clearly be seen that the people as a whole
were not sati=fied that they could obtain the
reliet they desired by means of a convention.
The suggestion was that at the convention
the States should be represented by an equal
number of representatives, hut even then the
people were nof satisfied. T endorse the
opinion expressed by the Premier, that the
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authorisation of the Case and petitions by
an Act of Parliament represents the most
effective way by which we ean cary out the
wishes of the prople. T do not know of any
better way., We eould, as snege-ted by the
member for Guildford-Midland (Hon, W, ),
Johngon), confent ourselves by passing a
resolution in this House and a simtlar resolu-
tion endorzed by aunother place.  Ou the
other hand, we know what effect such resolu-
tions usually have. I we know i, the peo-
ple in Great Britain will soon share that
knowledze. The [mperial Parliament woald
know it, and the advisers to the Imperial
Government wouhl know how we viesw -oh
matters.  They would kitow that resolutions
of this House have not the binding effect that
characterises an Act of Parlinment passed
by hoth Branches  of  dhe  Legislatnre,
When such a Bill is passed and the Royal
assent is given to it, some notiee has to he
taken of the measure. Decidedly the method
suggested by the Premier is the most cffec-
five T know of. We pass Bills in this
Chamber only after grave consideration has
been extended to them, but we know that
resolutions are frequently passed becaunse we
appreciate how little effect they will have.
I believe that if we are to give serious recop-
nition to the views of a vast majority of the
people, we must do as the Premier has indi-
cated. The people have expressed a desire
to which Parlinmenr! =t give effeet. We
cannot afford to fail in our duty to the pen-
ple, clse we shall know what to expeet of
them in the near future. They have spoken
in no nneertain veice. Tt was a very simple
issue. Tt did not require that members of
political parties shounld go around among the
people and explain it.  The people were
simply asked did they desire to remain in
the Federation, or did they want separation
from it. It will be put up that the people
were not edueated on the guestion. [ com-
tend that if the people were not sufficiently
cducated, our educational sysiem has failed.
Of course they were educated. It is to the
eredit of all political parties that they did
not go around canvassing, but left the mat-
ter entirely to the people. The probahility
is that members on the Government side
might have influenced some votes if they had
gone out and tried to do so. But they did
not do that, and so the people were left un-
trammelled to express their opinion, which
they have done. I am not merely expressing
my own opinions, for I know they are en-
dorsed by my party. If other members know
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of a hefter way of giving effect to the voice
of the people, they will say so, but at the
same time I think they missed the proper
opportunity, which was given to them iast
session when they were clearly told by the
Premier how it wag proposed to give effect
to the people’s vote, namely by a dutiful
address to His Majesty and by humble peti-
tions to hoth Houses of the Imperial Par-
liament. Some members say the Casze for
Secession ¢ontains too much detail. That is
a matter entirely for the committee which
this House appointed, and bas nothing to do
with us. It is the people’s Case, not our
Case. I am sure if Parliament had decided
that it should be a Case from this Parlia-
ment, it would have been given to par-
liamentarians to prepare. However, it
is not our Case, and so we have to
aceept it as it is, -or rejeet it, ' or
refer it back to the committee that
prepared it. W have no other ulternative,
[l has heen suggested to me that the Case
can he adopted or can he altered and
amended andd all sorts of things done to it T
do not agree with that. Some vears ago a
Royal Commission was appointed to fix the
houndaries of our electorates. The Commis-
sion fixed (hose boundaries and reported to
this Huuse. But the House was not satisfied
with the report and consequently veferved
it back to the Boval Commission. The Com-
missinn, however, insisted that theyv had done
the work as mshueted, and refuseld to aller
it.  That was (he reply =ent back to the
House. It wax discussed by the 1louse, and
in the end it was recounized that it was the
work of the Roval Commisaion, not the work
of parliamentarians.  Similarly, the Case be-
fore us to-dny is not the (fase of this Honse
but is the people’s (ase prepared by the
people, hy a committee not of this House.
All that we have to do is to sec that the Case
is eireulated and properly sent on hy way of
dutiful adedre-s to TTis Maie-ty and hunble
petitions to the Imperial Parliament. TV

Case itself is of very great value. Not only
will it tell the people of this State many
things they did not know, but it will inform
the people of the Kastern States of some of
the disabilitics under which Western Aus-
tralia labours. [t will educate the people in
the Old Country. and when the petitions
reach the Tmporial Purlioment they will eon-
vey all the information to he desired by that
Parliament. Certainly it will be ex parte
information, but, after ull, our responsibility
is to put up the Case for onr people. When
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that Case reaches the Homeland, the Federal
Parliament will be fully acquainted with it
and no doubt they will put up their reply. [
know, from the reading of docwments and
conferences and Royal Commissions ap-
pointed by the Imperial Government, that
very grave and serious consideration will be
ziven to all the issues when the Case reaches
the committee that may be appointed by that
P'arliament to consider it. Had the Case been
submitted to the people befure the referen-
dum was taken, I am convinced ilic majority
would have heen far greater than it nctually
was, for the Case would have influenced
many people who voted agninst secession.
Sinec the cireulation of the Case, T have
heard many say thev vated against secession
but if they had had all the information he-
fore them they would have supported it. T
want {o emphasize the point that 44 members
of this House represent the eleciovates that
reburned majorities in favour of seeession. T
hope those 44 members will eas=t their voies
on hehalf of the people, not on helalf of
themselves. Coming fo the RBill itself, I ean-
not see anvthing contentious in it. There is
only one clanse about whicl there may be
some disagreement. The Bill is very simple.
It sets out the form of the address and peti-
tions, which must comply with the Rules and
Standing (vders of both Houses of the Im-
perial Parliament. [t provides that signa-
tures shall be affixed, the proposed procedure
for presentatiou of the Case to the King and
Parliament. Tt authorises limited cxpeadi-
ture by the delegation withowt 1he consent of
the Treasurer, and provides that the Rev-
enue ¥und sball e appropriated for the pur-
poses of the Act, to give eflect to the Act.
The most tmportant part of the Bill is con-
tained in the Seeond Schedule, which sets
out the text of the petition. That text
epitomises the Case as briclly as possible,
and no purt of it, 1 thivk, could be leff out.
Some may say that it repeats itself a little;
but that is only where it emphasises potnts
requiring cmphasis.  Iu as lew words a~
possible the text of the petition sets out very
clearly what we want His Majesty's advisers
and the Imperial Parliament to know., At
this stage I desire to congralulate the com-
mittee on their work. It has heen admirvahly
done and a great deal of time must have been
devoted 10 it by each of the embers of the
committee.  The work was carvied out in an
honorary eapacity and, on behalf of mem-
bers of my party, | wislh 1o tender our best
thanks to the conunittee for the very fine
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work  they lave done.  Evidently those
senflemen threw themselves whole-heartedly
into their tark. which involved a tre-
mendous amonnt of investigation. The Case
redeers preat eredit npon them. It sets out
the history ol Federation: it gives a great
deal of Federal and State statisfical infor-
matien; it deals with the reports of Royal
Commissions and committees of Lnguiries
into the disabilities of the State; it gives
opinions expressed by experts and eompe-
tent authorities on the relationship bhetween
the States and the Federal Parliament; it
confrasts Commonwealth finanees with State
finances, and it presents the eonclusions
arrived at by the committee after exhaustive
investigations, When one reads the Case
and the headings of the petitions, he must
be fuliy convineed it is not this Parliament’s
Case. The petitions start off with “We, the
people,”’ not “We, the Parliament of West-
ern Australia,” and so they go on right
through. There can be no misunderstand-
ing; it is the Case, not of this Parliament
hut of the people who put this Parliament
here.

The Premier: We arve the agent’s hand-
line it for the people,

Mr. LATHAM: That is so, we are merely
handling it on behalf of the people. I stress
that, because some memhers seem to have
the idea that they are at liberty to alter the
Case. I contend that it is not our Case and
therefore not a Case for altering, but must
be adopted or sent back. Personally, I do
not see how we could alter it. I am no eon-
stitutional anthority, but I claim to have a
certain amount of common sense, and thai
common sense dictates to me that it would
be very unwise of me, with the limited time
at my disposal and the limited knowledge
ithat T have, to attempt to alter it in any
way. That Case clearly sets out the reasons
why we are asking His Majesty the King
and the Imperial Parlinment to grant the
request of our people. Let me guote from
Thomas Jefferson, the third President of the
United States of America, who said—

When in the course of human cvents it be-
comes neeessary for one people to dissolve the
political bands which have conneeted them
with another, and to assume among the Fowsars
of the carth the scparate and equal stotions
to which the laws of nature and of nature’s
God cntitle them, a decent respeet to the
opinions of mankind requires that they should

declarec the ecausc which impel them to the
separation,
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Those remarks ean well be applied to West-
ern Australin to-day, and I claim that the
committee has worthily set out the Case to
be laid before His Majesty and the Imperia
Parliament with the request that we be
granted separation from the Eastern States.
I am most anxious to see the Bill assented
to and the Case for Secession safely
launched. There are still a few more steps
bo be taken and, during the progress of our
attempt to get secession, it may have to
traverse stormy waters. But I know that
there is ahead the beacon of success to guide
us to the ultimate goal of Dominion status.
I feel eonfident that it requires only the
whole-hearted support of the House to give
effect to the wishes of the people. We must
codeavour to reach that goal withount creat-
ing any discordant note or unfriendly feel-
ing, and with a minimum of disturbance.
Much depends upon the selection of the
right persons to form the delegation to
launch the rvequest in Great Britain, and the
Premier has asked that that be left entirely
with him. The minority in this State has
always shown a ready willingness to get be-
hind the majority when it will lead to our
mutual benefit, and I am confident that we
can give effect to the wishes of the people
and so reach the ultimate goal of Dominicn
status. I eannot quite understand the atti-
tude adopted by the member for Guildford-
Midland (Hon. W. D. Johnson) the other
day. He had an opportunity to voice his
objection to the procedure when, last ses-
sion, the motion was rmoved by the Prepuer
authorising the committec to prepare & Case
for seecession, a dutiful address to His
Majesty and humble applications to both
Houses of the Imperial Parliament, At that
time the hon, member raised no objection.
Yet that was the time when we were in-
strueting the committee to do certain things.
Now the hon, member says that all that is
necessary to do is fo pass a resolution in this
House, which is very different from views
that he previously expressed.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: The Premier said
I was too early, but now you say I was foo
late.

Mr, LATHAM: You were too early in the
day, for you were anticipating the Bill. That
was the whole trouble. 1If only the hon.
member had been a little patient he would
have seen-what was in the Bill; but he was
anticipating. No doubt he was keenly dis-
appointed when he saw the Bill.
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Hon. W. ). Johnson: There is no doubt of
that.

Me. LATIHAM: T am glad the hon. mem-
ber has admifted it. « The hon, member had
an epportunity previously to raise the issue
ihat he songht to raise the other night. The
Honse had previously agresd to the course
to be adopted.

Ilon, W. ). Johnson: It had nut decided.

Mre. LATHAM : It had: the how, wmember
has only to look at the resolution passed by
Parliament,

Hon. WL D. Johnson:
on the point.

My, LATITAM: We instrucled a commitlee
to prepare the Case.

Hon, W. D, Johnson: Yus.

Mr. LATIIAM : And the very tuct of our
instrueting o committee lo prepare a duti-
ful address to Ilis Majesiy and petitions to
both lMouses of Parlinment gave the hen.
member an opportunity (o raise an objee-
tion.

Hon. W_D. Johnson: T did not object to
the address: this iz purely a citizens’ natier.

Mr. LATHAM . Yes, o petition ot the
people,

Hon. W. 1. Johuson: Not of the people.

Mr. LATHAM: | say that the committec
represented the people. The hon, member
would not care to accept a ehallenge to sub-
mit the question onee more to o referendum,
because he would find that he wasx veicimy
the opinion of a smaller minority than be-
fore. In quoting the ease of Newfoundland,
the hon. menmher mentioned only the final
proceedings,  There is no annlogy between
the case of Newfoundlund and that of West-
ern Aunstralia.  Muoeh had heen done pre-
viously to prepare the way for the astion
adopted in regard to Newfoundland.

1Ton. W. D. Johnson: That has no bearing
un the points I ¢quoted.

Mr. LATHAM: Newfoundland counld not
finance itself, and asked the Imperial author-
ities to suspend or eancel the Constitntion
and arrange for government by comtnission.

The Premier: Parliament asked for it, not
the people.

Mr, LATHAM: Yes, the Parliament ol
Newfoundland discovered that they could not
ohtain sufficient money to meet eommitments.
They approached the Imperial Parlinment
who made a thorough investigation and even
sent a commission to Newfoundland. Like
the member for Guildford-Midland, [ got

1t huz no hearing
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into touch with some ot the University au-
thorities and they could mention no case
similar to this one. It ig probably unique.

The Premier: T should like to know who
this mysferious person at the University is.

Mr. LATHAM: T presume the member
for Gnildford-Midland consulted the same
wentleman as [ did—Mr. Alexander—who
attended a mecting of the League of Nations.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: Ne, I consulted
Proflessor Beasley.

Mr. LATHAM: Professor Beasley may
he acquainted with some of the constitutional
aspeets, but why did not the hon, member
consult the man who had made a study of
world geography and history? Evidently I
consulted the right anthority and the hon.
member consulted the wrong one.  As there
has previcusly been no case identical with
the present one, T submit that we can deter-
mine our own method of approach. Tf it
proves to be wrong, we shall be advised. I
assume that the Premier is in touch with
the Agent-General, and that he will do the
spade-work. I cannot imagine for a moment
that when the address reaches His Majesty
by the ¢haunels through which it must pass
and when the petitions reach the Imperial
Parliament by the channels through which
they mnst pass—the petitions to Parliament
must be presented by a member unless {he
standing order is suspended to permit of
their being presented at the Bor of the
House—the King's advisers will not mive
them due consideration and have a thorough
investigntion made. T helieve the Imperal
authorities will recognise that it will be to
the advantage, not only of this State, with
its large traet of territory, but also to the
advantage of the Old Country that whatever
can he done should he done to permit of this
State making progress. I hope that the
Case will be c¢irculated sulliciently early to
give members of the House of Lords and
House of Commons ample opportunity to
digest it. Probably to some of those mem-
bers it will prove rather dry reading. hut
therr ure members in hoth Houses of the
British Parliament sufliciently interested in
the welfare of Woestern Australia to read
the Case from cover to cover. Of that T
have no doubt. Hence it is with confidence
that I suggest that the Case be eireulated as
earlv as possible. Thr itmportant work that
remains to be done will devolve upon the
delegation.  Whorver the delezates may be.
they mmst he qualified te state the people’s
case. Upon [hent will rezf a very seriouns
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dnty and 2 very great re-pou-ibility. On
no aceount could they afford to make a nus-
take. Onece they ave sent to the Okl Coun-
trv. they will have to do the best that can
possibly be done for the State. [ do not
offer any suggestion as to who should eom-
prise the delegation. Whoever are sent will
be faced with a big and important task, and
the work required of them will probably
constitute the main work of the whole pro-
gramme. T realise that the Case iz purely
an ex-parte case. There is another =ule to
it and that other side will have 10 be inves-
tigated. Still, I believe that the Case has
been given suflficient thought that there will
not he many Aunt SBallies to knoek down.
The investigation, however, will probably he
& slow process and we must uot expect re-
sults in a few months. However, 1 feel sure
that, when His Majesty the King and the
Parliament of Great Britain shall have
acceded to the request of the people of West-
ern Australia, the sunshine of prosperity
will forever beam on the Dominion of West-
ern Australia, and that the Imperial anthor-
ities will experienee no regrei at having
created this Dominion. On hehalf of the
Opposition T assure the Government of our
wholehearted support and of our assistance
to get this piece of legislation placed on the
statute-book,

MR. NEEDHAM (Perth) [581: In
common with the Leader of the House and
the Leader of the Opposition, I tender my
meed of praise to the committee who pre-
pared the Case for submission to the Im-
perial Parliament. ‘There i1s no doubt that
the prepuration of the Case has entatled a
considerable amount of work, und that the
committee have done their job well. When
the matter was originally helore this Fouse,
I expressed my doubt ax to the ability of the
men appointed to prepure the Case. I am
glad to say now that wy doubt on that
oeeasion was misplaced, that the commit-
tee have fulfilled the duties imposed upon
them in an excellent munner and have dis-
played dilizence, research and zeal in their
work. In sayving that, T do not wish it to
be imagined for a moment that [ agree
with the whole of the Case for Seccession
as compiled by the commiltee, There arve
many chapters and many parvagraphs in the
Case with which T tolally disagree. At
the same time T musl recognise the vast
amount of work that has been neeessary in
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order to compile the Case. \Whatever may
be the result of the petitions to the Im-
perial authorities, whether they agree or
disagree with the prayer of the petitioners,
the committee have prepared a monumental
work that for all time will be a useful re-
ference in the libraries of the State. In
discussing this matter I realise that, as the
Leader of the Opposition said, we must
be careful not to cause any ill-feeling or
to say anything that would give a wrong
impression to the people who may be or
will be catled upon to decide the issne. It
is true that the electors I have the honour
to represent eas{ n very emphatic vote in
favour of the withdrawal of this State
from the Federation, and it is because they,
in company with a vast majority of the
electors of the State, decided in that man-
ner at the referendum that I shall give
all assisiance in my power to facilitate the
transmission of the Case to the Imperial
authorities for their consideration, While
doing that, T still have every faith in our
national strueture. 1 have every faith in
the structure of the Commonwealth Con-
stitution. I cannot but believe that the
foundation of our national strocture has
been well and truly laid. At the same time
T realise that during the 34 years that have
elapsed since the structure was first
erected, many flaws have heen discovered
and defects that are in need of repair. The
Commonwealth Constitution is the work of
buman minds snd that being so, it is, of
course, capable of being improved at any
time. The 34 years’ experience has proved
the necessity for a revision of the Consti-
tution and the necessity for repairing some
of the defects in our national strueture.
When in another Parliament, and when on
the platforms of the State, I have at all
times stressed the disabilities under which
Western Australin  has lIaboured since
the ineeption of Federation. I have
always contended that the bhest way
to overcome those disabilities would be
to have a revision of the Constitution
by means of a national convention.
T confers that the hostile attitnde adopted
by the Federal Government at the last meet-
ing of Premierg has been the means of caus-
ing bitter fecling amongst very ardent Fed-
eralists, The cavalier fashion in which at
that conference the Federal Government
treated the proposal for a convention, a con-
vention to diseuss the Constitution of the
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Conmonwenlth, to {ind out in what way it
could be nltered to enuble the machinery of
the Commonwealth to work more smoothly
with respeet to the sinaller States, lus cer-
tainly been the means of eausing much bitter
leeling. It wonld have been far better hud
the Federnl authorities recognised that the
smaller States are dissatislied with the way
in which the Commonwealth Government
have freated them, and with the manner in
which the Commonwealth Constitution has
been interprefed. Anvone who reads the
formidable document making up the Case
can only come (o the conclusion that the comn-
mittee blame the Federation for all the ills,
political and eeonomie, from which this
State is suffering. Becanse this State has
entered into a partnership with the other
States of the Commonwenlth, Western Aus-
trafia is suffering, and its progress has been
impeded. That evidently is the eonclusion to
which the commitéee came. My contention is
that many of the disabilities nnider which we
are sufferiug arve not the oulcowme of Federa-
tion. Many of those disabilities, of which
we rightly eomplain, are not the resnlt of the
partnership into which we entered, but ure
the aftermath of the great war.

Mr. Hawke: And the economic system of
the day.

My. NEEDHAM: Ye:. T notice in one
portion of the Case presented by the com-
mittee that they make no provision for the
econoinice situation, or else treat it in a sort
of cavalier fashion. In the matter of bank-
ing they are hoping, like Micawber, for some-
thing to turn up that will tend to ease the
monetary sitnation, and are also hoping for
some guidance from Great Britain. The com-
mittee passes over lightly this most import-
and feature in onr troubles. No doubt the
monetary system of the day is largely to be
blamed for the position in which this State
finds itself. Whilst we are suffering as a
result of the great war, and the operations
of the present economie system, there are
some troubles that we ourselves ean vemedy,
provided we have a real patriotic spirit. We
should do more than we ave doing, nnd
should do mote than we have done in the
past to encourage local production, and keep
within the confines of this State £8,000,000
which we send to the neighbouring States
every year. That is a phase of the sitnution
which has not received the attention it de-
serves, at all events until the last 12 months
or s0. I admit that during the puast year,
since the advent of the present State (ov-
crnment, n loeal production psychology has
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heen established anmd propagated. T freely
admit that strides have heen made in that
direction, but we muzt keep at ift. Iad we
possessed a local production psyehology to a
more marked degree in recent vears than we
did have, many of our difliculties would have
been avercome, and we should not be in such
a hard position as we are in to-day so far as
unemplovment is coneerned. T have said that
the Great War is responsible for many of
our disabilitiex. | wonld direct the attention
of the Houze to a chapter in ihe Case headed
“The Effect of Federation on the Finances
of Western Australin.”  In paragraph 267
appears o statement dealing with defence.
This is a mest important statement. Under
the heading to which T have referred and in
the paragraph 1 have mentioned, the com-
plaint is made that the cost ot defence, to
the Defenee Departiuent and others, in 1800,
was 10.3 per eent. of this State’s revenne,
compaved with what it is to-day. 1 agree
there 15 a eonsiderable increase in the cost of
defence, and that it is costing this State very
much more to-day than it did 34 years ago.
Can anvone honestly say, even members of
the committee, that this definitely is the re-
sult of Federation? XNo member here, and
no citizen outside, could correctly state that
the cause of the increase in the cost of the
Defence Department, in its bearing on our
financial sitnation, is due to Federation.
There has been a great war in the meantime,
a Four years' struggle, a cataclysm of four
years in which the world was plunged
into a shambles, when the ficlds of Europe
were hathed in bhuman blood, and when
money was spent in millions, as if it were
water. This Commonwealth of ours was in-
volved in that tervible struggle, and sacrificed
its men and its money. We all know what a
terrible cost 1t was in  money alone,
apart from life, to this young nation.
Western  Australia, as a2 partner in
the Commonwealth union, bad neces-
sarily to hear its share of the increased
expenditure on defence. There is this one
important thing in the Case for Secession
to which I draw the attention of members,
and in conneetion withl whiech T would em-
phasise the point that the increase in the
cost of defence cannot be laid at the door of
Federation.  There is another important
phase of the Case with wlhich I would like
to deal. Onc cannot deal in detail with a
document of sneh bulk, but I would Like
to touch npon that portion of it which deals
with the interpretations given te the Cen-
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stitution by the High Court. This is a very
interesting portion of the document. Any-
one reading the statements contained in the
report must come to the eonclusion that it
practically puts the High Court in the dock.

Mr. Hawke: And convicts it

Mr. NEEDHAM : Yes, conviets it of the
eharge of leaning towards the Federal side
on any question involving the States. There
is something to be said for thai statement,
that in the majority of cases relating to dis-
putes between the State law and the Com-
monwealth law, invariably the High Court
has leaned towards the Federal side in its
decisions, Tn that statement I am sure
neither the committee nor T would dream of
casting any reflection upon the integrity of
any of the oceupants of the High Court
Bench. I agree, however, with the commit-
tee in the conclusions arrived at and the
suggestions made, that in the interpretation
of the Constitution and on questions of can-
flicE between the States and the Common-
wealth law, generally speaking the judgment
hps been in favour of the Federal side. I
think that phase of the matter was particu-
larly intensified on the occasion of the last
judgment of the High Court in the case of
the New South Wales Government v. the
Commonwealth, when the High Court de-
cided against the taxation measures iniro-
duced hy the Government of New South
Wales, when Mr. Lang was Premier. To
my mind the deeision then destroyed the
soversign vights of the State of New Sounth
Wales,

The Premier: And veally of every other
State.

My, NEEDHAM: In effect, it destroyed
the sovereign rights of the other States as
well.  Whether we agree with the particu-
lar taxation measures brought down or not
is beside the question. The main point is
that the Government of a sovereign State,
acting within their sovereign realm, did in-
troduce into the Parliament of that State a
measure of tazation. The Federal Govern-
ment challenged it, brought them before the
High Court, and the High Court decided in
favour of the Federal body. This, I say, at
once destroved the sovereign rights of that
State, and no doubt it will have its Teper-
cussions upon the other States in the union.
It is a well-known fact that any country
that has not the right to impose taxation at
once loses its right to govern. Its sovereign
rights are at onee destroyed. With regard
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to that phase of the Case, as presented hy
the commitice, T am in aceord. 1 now want
to ask this question, Suppose we have a
romplaint to make against the deeisions ot
the High Court on constitutional points. We
may confend that the decisions have invari-
ably been against the States and in favour
of the Federation. e may still cantend,
as members of the comumittee contend, that
such decisions were injurious to the States,
and a means of hampering their progress
uhder Federation, Suppose we canmet trust
the High Court of the Commonwealth, the
members of which tribunal have at least
a fair if not intimate knowledge of the
Constitution, somc members of  which
tribunal took part in the movement
for TFederation in the nineties, and
furthermore, were members of the con-
vention which drafted the Bill that
to-day stands as the Federal Constitution.
If we cannot trust them to give a proper
and just decision when Federal and State
laws come into conflict, how ean we expect
members ol the Imperial Parliament,
12,000 miles away from lere, and with
searcely any knowledge of onr Constitu-
tion, to determine the yuestion whether orv
not Western Australia shall be permitted
to withdraw from the Commonwealth? 1
venture to say very few, if any, men in
the House of Commmons or in the Flouse of
Lords possess anything like the intimate
knowledge that is possessed by mewmbers of
the High Court in vegard to Australian
conditions such ag State laws and Comimon-
wealth Jaws, and the constitution of the
respective Parlinments. Therefore I sav
that if we cannot obtain justice and equity
in regard to conflicts between State and
Federal laws from owr own High Court,
we cannot expect to get a valid and equit-
able judgment from the Imperial author-
ities whomn we are now to petition. T shall
give every assistance to facilitate the
transmission of the petition to the Tmperial
authorities, but T contend that this is not
the way to go about the matter. In my
opinion there is only onec way, the con-
stitntional way. T am nnder the impression
that shortly after the petition reaches the
Tmperial aunthovifies, it will eome back fo
Australia.

Mre. Hawke: We shall gecede from the
Fmpire then!

Mr. XEEDUAM: To my mind the ques-
tinn should have heen ed in another way.
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Admitting that ihere are disabilities un-
der which this State labours, admitting
that the other smaller States also labour
under those disabilities, there is a constitu.
tional proecdure for redress, That proce-
dore 1 need not traverse now, but if it were
adopted we should have the constitutional
method of getting out of Federation. Tt
has been decided te tvy this way, and we
can only await the result. The Imperial
anthorities will be asked by the petition
to intervene in an Awnstralian domestic
matter, in something affecting one of the
Dominions, I believe that British states-
men of to-day have a vivid recollection and
keen knowledge of what happened in Bos-
ton, of how the American Colonies were
lost to Britain. Realising the great strides
that have been made since then, and the
great change whieh has come over the re-
lations between Britain and the Dominions,
particularly in view of the Statute of
Westminster, the Imperial Government will
hesitnte before they take this matter up.
That they ean determine the issue T am’
not disputing, Tt is within their power to
do so. But whether or not they will do so
is another question. Mention is made of a
Fremantle sugar party.

Mr. Hawke: That is not referrved to in
the Case.

My. NEEDHAM: Such referenees might
well he omitted from a document that is
to be sent Home. That kind of langunage
will not help the Case for Seeession. A
Fremantle sngar party has been mentioned
somewhere in this eonneetion, if not in the
(ase itself, Tt should uot he mentioned
either in the Case or by any supporter of
secession.

Mr. Hawke: It was mentioned by one of
those who prepaved the Case.

My, NEEDHAM: That is all T have to
say in regard to the main question of the
petition and the Bill now before the Cham-
ber. Next I come to the question of the pro-
posed delegation. T am being asked, with
other members, to support a proposal to send
Home a delegation to present the Case to
the Imperial Government, or to His Maj-
esty the Ting, the House of Lords, and
the House of Commons. I said at the De-
gioning of my speech that T would render
cvery assistance towards the transmission
of the Case to the Imperial anthorities, in
deference to the will of the people as ex-
pressed at the referendum: bot T will not
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cast a vote in this Chammber to aunthorise
the expenditure of money to send a dele-
zation to London for the purpose of pre-
senting the petition. I will not cast such
a vote, be the delegation great or be it
small. Some sax there should be six mem-
bers, others that there should be four. I
say there should be none. I can be quite
loyal to the deeision of the electors, and at
the same time oppose the sending of a dele-
gation. Does any hon. member think that
a committee of the House of Lords or a
committee of the House ot Commons will
wade through the Case? I do not think
so, though I do not say whether they
should or should not do so. There is this
other view, that the first thing the commit-
tee will pay regard to, before examining the
Case at all, is the consltitutional position.
Thex will deteimine that betore attempling
io examine the Case. The constitutional
position is the impertant a<peet the com-
mittee will have to consider. Theyv will not
rush pell-mell info interference with an Aus-
tralian  domestic ques=tion: they will fr=t
make sure of what they are able to do. Then,
if the constitutional position is such that
they ean proceed with the presentation of the
petition to His Majesty lhe King, they will
need to consider carefully the Case presented.
s it necessary that we =hould send a deleen-
tion oversea to help them in that! T say, ne.
There is & Western Ausiralian Agent Gen-
eral in London, and it i= the duty of that
offieial, no matter who he may he, to make
all necessary arrangements for presenting
the petition in the proper quarter. The man
who fo-day oceupies the position of Agent
General is eminently fitted and suited for
that work. 1 am and always have heen in
cntire disagreement with the political views
of Sir Hal Calebateh, bui be i a man for
whom T have alwaxs had a great personal
rezard and whose indubitable ahility [ have
always adwmired.  Siy Hal Colebateh i in
Londan, and well able to make all arrange-
menis Cor the presentation of the petition.
1 do not sugeest that he should do the work
single-handed. | admit that he wiil need the
assistance of a constitutional lawyer, and if
sueh as-istance is obtainable in Gireat Britain
there i~ no need tor a delezation e West-
ern Australin.  Siv Hal Colebately is quite
eapable of presenting the Case. He is an
ardent seces~ionist himself, and that iz an
advantaze. 1le iy 4 man who las studied this
question, and is perfectly competent to
handle it.  Instead ol =endine g deleeation
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from Western Australia, we should authorise
the Agent General to make all neceszary
arrangements in connection with the presen-
tation of the petition. There is another rea-
son why T ohject to a delegation being sent.
The names of ecertain gentlemen have been
mentioned uy probable delegates—for in-
stance, the names of the Leader of the Op-
position and the leader of the National
Party. | would not like to sec this Parlia-
nent bereft of their venial presences for such
a period as will be necessary if they go away
on a delegation as proposed. 1 ventur: to
say that it wonld be a Kathleen Mavourern
joh, lasting maybe for years and maybe for
ever. [ am utterly unable to foresee the end
ol this petition.  We know the red tape
which obtains in our own (Government <or-
vice. [t is very pronounced, hut the same
Feature is much nore pronounced in Britain,
where they have a leisurely way of doing
thing=. [ venture to say that if delegates are
~ent Fram here, it will be some cousiderahle
time hefore they =ee Australiz agoin,
-Another feature of the delegation is this,
We cannot forget that Western Australia is
dependent on the Loan Council For all its
expendifure.

Abr A, L Sinith: Why bring that up?

Mr. NEEDHAM: In that respect, West-
e Australin is on the dole. The Loan
Conneil dole out so much to us each year.
And not ouly that, but they compel us o
spend the money monthly; from month to
month we have to get remittunces from the
f.oan Council.

The Premier: The Loan (ouncil consists
of  State representatives, not of Federal
anthoritie=,

Mr. NEEDITAM: At the same time, the
controlling [actor in the Loan Couneil is the
Federal Government,

The Premier: Oh no!

AMr. NEFDITAM: At any rate, if a delega-
tion is sent, a lo} of money will be required.
[ doubt whether the Loaa Council would
agree to lend us money for that purpose, to
ennble a State to fight with the ohjeet of
freeing itzelf from the Federal union. It is
not my intention to oceupy much of the time
of the House. | have merely voiced my
opinion on twe or three phaszes of the ques-
tion.

Mo Al 1 Smith: You have not committed
vonr~elf at all.

Mr, XEEDITAM: My friend is gencrally
ratinnal when he interjeets. I know where
T atand, anvihow.
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Mr. J. H. Smith: It is not too sure that
you do. You are trimming a lot.

AMr. NEEDHAM: T am supporting a Bili
for the submission to the Imperial authori-
ties of the decision expressed by the people
of this State at the last election. Whilst sep-
porting the Bill, | must oppose the sending
of any delegation, az 1 consider that the
Agent General who we have in london is
quite capable, with the legal assiztance avail-
able there, of putting the Case for Seeession
before the Imperinl authorities,

MR, HAWEKE (Northam) [5.453]: First
of all [ desirc to quote n statement I made
doring the election campaign a year ago,
and I hope the mewmber for Nelson (Mr. J.
H. Smith) will Le ahle to eomprehend it and
save me the nceessity of answering his ques-
tions later on.

Beeegsion, in my upinion, will not  be
achieved through any non-constitutional c¢han-
net,  Tts benefits are doubtful. The question
is supposcd to he non-politieal, but there is a
strong suspicion that it has only been brought
forward to try and sive the present Govern-
ment——

now the past Government——

—frem overwhelming defeat. However, people
should vote according to their judgment. It
is my intention to vote ‘‘No'’ to Secesiion
am] fYes?’ to the convention question.

Mr. Thorn: Why did you secede from
South Australia?

Mr. HAWKE: Not for the same reason
as did my friend. But let me continue to
read what I said 12 months ago—

Being at heart o true demoerat, 1 will do
my best to see that the decisions of the people
on the referendum are given effcet to. No
candidate eould fairly promise to do less than
that, and no candlidate could honestly promise
to do more,

I still stand firm to that declaration. I have
been very much amused during the last few
months to find leading secessionists and other
people congratulating the present Govern-
ment upon their work in taking all steps
necessary to give effect to the will of the
people. One would think from those declar-
ations that have been made that it was o
most unusual thing for the Lahour Party
and the Labour Government to give effect
to the will of the people, whereas in fuet
that is one of the foundational prineiples
upon which the Labour movements exists.
If the Opposition parties had heen in power
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on this oceasion, and had taken steps to give
effect to the will of the people, then there
would have been oceasion for great surprise,
There was much division of opinion regard-
ing the best steps to be taken to obtain a
decision upon the question of secession, and
the members of this Parliament should give
careful attention to that aspect of the situ-
ation, It is not emough to say that we ave
voting for this Bill, that we are supporting
the Case, and that we are giving our atten-
tion to the address to His Majesty, and the
petitions to some otlier organisations. Thaose
actions eannot be the correct actions to take
in endeavouring to have this matter expe-
dited. The action this Parliament proposes
to take may be action which will be proved
to have hindered the gaining of a decision
in eonnection with the Case, and therefore
it is very unwise for members inerely to
think that this is, in effeet, the best way.

Mr. J, H. Smith: Do yon know of a bet-
ter way?

Mr,. HAWKE: I think I do. My opinion
is that this State, before any referendum was
tuken, should have approached the Federal
Government and asked them to give con-
sideration to the holding of 2 Common-
wealth-wide referendum on the guestion of
Western Australin seceding from the Fed-
eration. .Hon. members opposite are laugh-
ing, but probably when the position comes
hack to that point in six months time, or a
year's time, they will be actually squirming.

Mr, Latham: The Cotmmonwealth would
have no power to take sueh a referendum.

Mr. HAWKE: Of course one wonld hesi-
tate to disagree with the opinion of such an
established econstitutional authority as the
Leader of the Oppeositien, but I am strongly
of the opinion that when our Case is pre-
sented overseas we will be advised to ap-
proach the Coumnnonwealth authorifies. and
we will be told that this is a question that
must be deeided within the Commonwealth
by the people of the Commonwealth, Tt
that does come about, as I believe it will,
then to a certain extent we will have heen
proved, not foolish nltogether, but not suffi-
ciently eareful in our examination of the
best course to pursne and the best methods
to adopt. There is, however, a good deai
of clash of opinion on the whole matier, and
the course we are now pursuing will at least
gain for us the knowledge as to how we must
move if we are to have the question finnlly
decided. But it may take us one,
two or three vears to gain that inforn-
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ation. [ amm fearful of another aspect of
the situation with regard to the proce-
dure we are now adopting. We are ap-
proaching His Majesty the King and the
Imperia] Parliament. Most people in this
State believe that His Majesty and the
British Parliament have the right to grant
us secession from the Australian Common-
wealth, but there are others who do not
believe that they have that power. Again,
there are others who believe that while His
Majesty and the Imperial Parliament have
that power they will never exercise if, and
if Hig Majesty the King and the members
of the British Parliament reject our claims,
our petitions, and our Case, then I ecan
imagine some of those charged with the
leadership of secession affairs in this State
immediately eommencing 2 campaign to
secede from the Empire.

Members: No.

Mr, HAWEE: I know there are a num-
ber of men associated with the secession
movement who have declared that they are
prepared to go to any lengths, constitu-
tional or otherwise, for the purpose of
achieving secession, Senator Lynch has
said that he is prepared to load guns and
shoulder bayonets so that secession shall
be brought about.

Mr. Latham: He did not suy anything
about seceding from the Empire. You are
also eriticising a man who is not here.

Mr. HAWKE: T suggest to the Leader
of the Opposition that if the loadirg of the
guns and the handling of the bayonets do
not mean seceding from every constitutional
institetion on earth, then words have
entirely lost their meaning. Automatically,
if sueh a position arose, we would secede
not only from the British Fimpire but from
every other constitutional authority in ex-
istence. T ask members to consider seri-
ously the effect of snch a- reperemssion
upon our people and this State if His Maj-
esty the King or the British Parliament re-
jeet or turn down, or refer to some other
authority, any request for the secesslon
from the Commonwealth of the State of
Western Australia. With regard to the
Bill before the House there is really only
one controversial elaumse in it, and that is
the clause which deals with the delegation.
As mentioned by the member for Perth
{Mr. Needham), there have been numerons
suggrestions as to the number of persons

who should comprise the delegation.  As
many ag 12 have been suggested, and some
people, and newspapers, have proposed that
the delegation should be large and power-
ful. It has been suggested also that quite a
number of members of Parliament should
he included in the delegation. For my part,
I am not prepared ic hutcher the taxpayers
of Western Australin for the purpose of
making a politicians’ holiday.

Mr. Latham: That is playing to the gal-
lery.

Mr. HAWKE: My friend himself might
be an authority on playing to the gallery;
I am not in a position to say whether or
not that is playing to the gallery.

My. Lathamn: I say definitely it is.

Mr. HAWKE: Then I accept the judg-
ment of the Leader of the Opposition on
that point,

Mr. Thorn: Very good judgment, too.

Mr. HAWKE: Yes, wonderful judgment!
The number of members he brought back
with him from the polls is eloquent proof
of that.

Mr. Thorn: He brought them all back.

Mr. HAWKE: Yes, in a scattered con-
dition. Seriously, I say that it is unneces-
sary for any member of this Parliament to
agcompany the delegation. If anybody is
to be sent from Western Australia, I think
only one person should go as adviser ¢n the
constitutional aspect, and that person
should be the Crown Solicitor of Western
Australia. That gentleman, in collaboration
with the Agent General in London, would
be able to do everything necessary to see
that the Case was presented in the strong-
est and most effective manner. Fven the
supporters of seeession are doubtful us tu
what the result of our overtures in Lon-
don will be. The more enthusiastic of
secessionists are quite certain that it is
only a matter of asking for secession, and
it will be granted. Others of a more serious
turn of mind, and better informed with re-
gard to the general situation, agree that
it is wvery diffieult indeed to say what
tbe ‘Tesmlt will be. The Leader of
the Opposition himself said this after-
noon that it was difficult to say what
the result of our overtures to the Home
authorities will he, Evidently there is a
strong doubt in his mind since he appears
to hold the belief that our overtures may be
rejected, and that we will he advised to po
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elsewhere, That, of course, is the common- members of the conunittee for what has Map-

sense view to take up, and the fact that the
Leader of the Opposition and others who
think and speak with him, voice that helief,
goes to show that this matter may bhe with
us for many years to come. The Leader of
the Opposition also stated that we may have
to traverse many stormy waters hefore seces-
sion is achieved. I do not know what stormy
waters the Leader of the Opposition had in
mind, and I snggest that if he were asked
he would be able to explain what those
stormy waters were, or where they might he
encountered. Some people argue that this
Parliament has not the right, ner the power,
to alter the Case as prepared by the special
committee, and that neither have we the
power nor the right to alter any of the other
documents that will be sent with the Case.
That is & very debatable point upon which
there will he o good deal of divided opinion.
This Parliament appointed a special com-
mittee to draw np the Case for Western
Australia. This Parliament is more repre-
sentative of the people of the State than
was that special eommittee, and we should
say, therefore, that this Parliament has the
right to endorse the Case in its present form,
or to alter it, or to refer it back to the com-
mittee for further consideration. That is a
point that will probably have to he gone
into hefore we can agree to it.

Hoa. W. D). Johnson: Have you any /ews
as to what should be done?

Mr. HAWKE: My opinion is (hat avy
member of this or another place has a per-
fect right to suggest alterations to the Cean,
to the address to His Majesty or to the pati-
tions to the two Houses of the Imyrrial
Parliament.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Ave vou interested
enough to take it on?

Mr. HAWKE: I am prepared to suggest
and, if necessary, to move that alterations
be made in certain instanees, but T am =ure
that, by the time we reach that stage, the
Speaker will have determined just what
power we have in that direction. I shall be
surprised if he has to rule that members of
this or another place have no power to make
any alteration in the Case or the other doeu-
ments. There are certain matters icloded
in the Case and in the other docaments that
do not altogether meet with my approval
and which, in my judzment, do not repre-
sent the views of the majority of the people
of Western Australia. T do not hlame the

pened in that direction. The members of
the committee had their own ideas on vari-
ous matters. 10 they had not actunally been
prejudiced in ftheir views, they had leanings
in this or that diveetion, T am sure each
member of the committee endeavoured to
push that tendency aside, but there is always
the danger that unconscious bias will oper-
ate. As a result, certain matters will always
be found in a report, such as that before
Parlinment at present. Those matters will
not, in faet, represent the opinion of the
majority of the people. For instance, in
Clause 19 of the address to His Majesty the
King and of the petitions to hoth Houses
of the Imperial Parliament, there appear
the following words:—

. . to cffectunte the restoration of West-
e Australin fo its former status as o
sepiarate ind distinet sclf-governing colony in
the British Empire under its present constitn
tion. .

In other words, we ask that if secession
be granted, Western Australia shall be given
power to carry on as a self-governing
Dominton under its present Parliamentary
Constitution, which provides for the Legis-
lative Assembly and the Legislative Coun-
cil. T am confident that the majority of the
people of Western Australin do not ap-
prove of the Parliamentary Constitution
under which we now operate. I feol sure
that the majority of the electors would not
be prepared to hand over the Federal Cou-
stitution, which is 100 per cent. demoeratic
hoth as regards the Senate and the House
of Representatives, to- accept a Constitution
under which adult suffrage is provided for
the election of members of one branch ot
the legislature and a very restricted fran-
chise operates for the second Chamber.
That is an important point to which con-
sideration should he given. We know that
the present Constitution of this State is
restrieted and conservative; it works to the
detriment of the majority of the people and
is advantageous only te a small and power-
ful minority. Therefore that phase is de-
serving of serious consideration, not only
by anembhers of Parlisment hut v the peo-
ple of the State. While the eleciors, by a
large majority, cndorsed the proposal to
secede from the Commonwealth, that de-
vision cannot be interpreted as endorsing
the documents that we, as a braneh of the
legislature, are considering at present. We
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should not take toe much for granted in
that respect.

My, J. H. Smiih: Theve is no doubt you
ure a die-hard!

Mr. HAWKE: In the opinien of some
members of this Chamber, it is a pily the
hon. member was not a die-ecarly.

Mr. J. H. Smith: T thought yon were
demoeratie.

Mr. HAWKLE: In Clause 12 of the peti-
tion to be presented to both Flouses of the
Imperial Parliament, the question of bank-
ing is dealt with, and it is suggested that
if the State be granted dominion status,
it should be empowered fo consider the set-
ting up ol banking institutions that will be
owned and controlled hy the Dominion Gov-
ernment of Western Australia.  Evidently
our friends of the Opposition arc entirely
in aecord with that proposal! Tt is indeed
pleasing to find that after all, they do not
regard Covernuent contrel of banking as
such a terrible thing. The question of set-
ting up a new banking system in a State
like Western .JAusirvalin, would be most
important, provided secession were granted.
During the past year or two, the people of
Western Australia have been forming defin-
jte ideas on the snbjeet, but on such an im-
portant question, I feel it would be neces-
sary fo give them a direct opportunity of
making their views known. We should not
aecept in their entirety the views submitted
in the paragraph in the petitions as franed
by the special commitiee. Dealing with the
Case itself. there ean be no doubt that the
members of the committee have displayed o
wreat deal of industry. They must have
devoted days and nights to the collection of
material, to the comparison of statisties and
in dealing with the whole of the other mat-
ters contained in their report. For that in-
dustry and the work they carried out in that
direction, they are deserving of the thanks
of Parhament and of the people. 1 mn
afraid, however, that what happened in the
preparatien of the Case was that various
members of the commitice were given cer-
tain features to deal with. One member of
the commitiee was probably regarded as
meore or less an expert with regord to one
phase, another in conneetion with another
phase, and so on. T think that when the
members of the commitice met (o diseuss
the report, fhere was a disinelination on
their part to eriticise in any way what hiad
heen compiled. or to ent down the sections

as presented by individnal members. I my
reasoning be correct, the result is to be
found in the very bulky case that has been
presented. In my judgment, it is at least
ten fimes too long. I could be reduced o
one-tenth without making any difference re-
earvding its clfectiveness. Members who
have given careful consideraiion to every
word and line in the Case, will agree that
at least 50 per cent. of the report is not rele-
vant to the Case or to secession, [ suggest
that if members of this House have no right
or power to alter the eontents of the Case
in any way, the document he veferred hack
to the committee with a courteous request
that the members of that body shall give
consideration to eliminating from the doen-
ment many phases that do not in any way
touch on secession and which eannot, to any
degree, have the slightest influence wpon the
authorities who will study the Case and
arrive at a decision upon it. T have
ne desire to vefleet upon the members
of the committee in any way, but, in
my opinion, the Case includes many con-
tradictions and not a few inaccurncies.
When T first perused the Case, T formed
the impression that it read like an aue-
tioneer’s udvertisement. 1t appealed to
me as though we were offering the State
of Western Australia for sale to Great
Britain. Others may not gain that impres-
sion from their reading of the document,
but nevertheless 1 feel sure that the report
could be cut down a great deal, and if we
gent il forward in briefer form its very
brevity would make it so much more etfec-
tive than it could be in its present form.
There are cerlain phases of the Case, from
beginning to end, which should be earefully
considered, but us the guestion whether
we can deal with the report has not yet
been decided, and as it is not neeessary
to deal with it just now, that aspeet ean
be allowed to stand over. One of the out-
standing features of the Case is that while
the committee are able to prove that our
secondary industries have made very little
progress from the inauguration of Federa-
tion {o the present day, all their figures re.
garding primary production prove that this
Btate has advanced by leaps and bounds
ahead of any other State in the Common-
wealth.

Mr. Lathain: In spite of Federation, we
have done that.
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Mr. HAWKE: Thai is a very weak con-
tention to put forward,

My, Latham: But it is the guestion.

Mr. HAWKE: The aunthorities who will
consider this Case will not take that into
consideration.

Mr. Latham: Won't they?

Mr. HAWEKE: They will not do so, be-
canse they will not know whether it is true
or untrue; they will take the particulars
as set out in the Case. If they find that
our progress regarding the establishment of
manufacturing industries has been slow and
that the slowness of that progress has been
more than counfer-balanced by the remark-
able speed with which we have developed
our primary industries, they will logically
form the conclusion that we have concen-
trated upon fostering the latter form of
production. In arriving at that conclusion,
they will be quite correct. There are a
hundred and one features of the Case of a
similar deseription that require attention,
and so it seems to me there is need, if the
Case is to be made more effective still, for
further careful consideration to be given
to it, particularly with the object of greatly
reducing its present bulkiness. I am pre-
pared to do everything possible to see that
the decision of the people is implemented,
if it be humanly possible, There need be
no surprise on the part of anyone that the
present Government—a Labour Govern-
ment—should have taken the steps deemed
necessary to give effect to the decision of
the people, so emphatically recorded a year

ago.

On the motion by Hon. W. D. Johnson,
debate adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER (Hom. P. Collier—
Boulder) [6.15]: I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
4.30 p.m. en Thursday, the 26th April

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6,16 p.m.
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"QUESTIONS (2)—FRUIT INDUSTRY.
'y Pest.

My, J. H. SMITH asked the Minister for
Agricultare: 1, Is he aware that fruoit fiy has
made its appearance in hitherto clean South-
West areas in a most alarming manner dur-
ing the past few months, needing drastic
action? 2, In view of this fact will he, at
the earliest opportunity, consider the repeal
of the legislation passed last year in regard
to second-hand fruit ecases being used for
any purposes?

The MINISTER ¥OR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, T am aware that fruit fly has
made its appearance in some South-West dis-
tricts which have been free of this pest for
some years. 2, The seriousness of this pest
is recognised and any action considered ad-
visable will he tzken that will assist in con-
trolling the pest.

Grant to Exporters.

Mr. J. II. SMITH asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, What action has his depart-
menk taken in regard to the Federal grant to
exporters of fruit for last season? 2, On
what basis is the distribution of this grant
to be made? 3, If the hasis has been arrived
at by the department will it be made avail-
able immediately, as many growers are in a
neeessitous position?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, The matter was brought up at
the conference of Ministers of Agriculture,
when it was unanimously decided to approach
the Commonwealth usking that a “necessit-
ous” fruitgrower he defined as follows:—FA
fruit grower who, in regard to any export
shipment of apples or pears during the sea-
son 1933, failed to obtain for the fruit off the



