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the raising of the age might better secure
the men concerned.

Hon. T. MOORE: If a man is 21 years of
age, he receives the full wage. It does not
matter whether he is 25 or 35. The wingies
and stuinpies are the instigators of the Bill.
Many of these men are out of work, and it
is a deplorable state of affairs. I do not
wish to rush the Bill through. If further in-
quiry is desired, it is only necessary to sug-
gest it and I shall concur. In reply to Mr.
Hanierslcy, I do not think there is one hotel
of less than three storeys that has a lift, and
surely the licensee of a three-storied hotel is

ti a position to employ a lif tman. This
should not be detrimental to the passing of
the Bill. The hotels are doing well and
should be employing these men. I do not
think there is any justification for holding un
the Bill on the pround that the hotel-keepers
may be put to some inconvenience. They are
the people to whom we look, and have a right
to look, to employ these men wherever pos-
sible.

Question pot and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Homse adjourned at 9.88 pa1n.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER took the Chair at
4,30 p~m., and read prayers.

ftIn

QUESTION,1-WYNDHAM MEAT WORKS,
OASES.

lion. W. C. ANGWVIN n~sked the Premier:
1, Was there a large number of casks imported
for the use of the Wyndham Meat Works this
yecar? 2, If s0, what was the numbori 3,
What timber was uised in thle manufacture of
the casks? 4, Was any fu-m or person carry-
ing on business in Western Australia re-
quested to quote for the casks to be manufac-
tured in Western Australia out of timber
grown in this State? 5, If not, why not?

The PREMIER replied: 1, A number were
Im.Uported. 2, 938. 3, 901 Victorian Black-
wood and 32 Victorian Oak. 4, No. 5, The
management considered it improbable that
Western Australian firms could have success-
fully handled the orders. Shipping and other
arrangements did not permit of any uncer-
tainty as to quality or delivery. In fuiture
local firms will be asked to quote for the sup-
ply of casks manufactured from local timber.

QUESTION-BROOME STORES, SHIP-
PING ARRANGEMENTS.

Ron. W. C. ANOWIN asked the IK'remier:
1, Are stores or goods required by the Gov-
erment for the town and district of Broome
mostly shipped by the steamers trading to
Singapore? 2, If so, what is the reason for
net shipping such stores or goods by the State-
owned boats?

The PREMLIER replied: 1 and 2, Some-
times, but only when State steamers are not
available, or arrangements for transport in-
land necessitate it.

QUESTION-GOVERNMENT WORKS,
PREFERENCE.

Mr. LUTEY (for Mr. Corboy) asked the
Premier: Is it a fact that instructions have
been issued that on Government works ex-
Imperial soldiers who have migrated to this
State must be given preference of employ-
meat over native-horn Australians!

The PREMIER replied: No.

QUESTION-ROA-D MAKING, PERTH1-
ARIMADALE.

11r, WILLOOCK asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Of the £10,963 spent on the Perth-
Arinadale road, what are the respective
amounts paid by the bodies concerned? 2,
Is it anticipated there will be any further ex-
penditure on this road in connection with the
present reconstruction or repairs? 3, If so,
what bodies are contributing to the payments
and what are the respective amounts?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, Of the £1,968 spent on the Perth-Arma-
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dole road the respective amounts paid by the
bodies concerned are as follows:-

Sub'. Da on otlGrant. sidy. ownToal

#ounells Road Board 65h0 800 179 108 ,3

Cain Perk Road 1.200 .. .- 1,200

flmdse-KlSSoott 5,000 100 5,100
Road Roard

public Works De- 31 .. 331
puitment _

2, Yes. 3, Public Works Department only.
Estimated expenditure £150.

SELECT COM MITTEE, BRITISH IM-
PEIRIAL OIL COMPANY LTD. (PRIl-
VATE) BILL.

Discharge of Order.
Order of the Day read for the pre~senta-

tion of the report of the select committee.

Hon."W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [4.35]: There has been some diffi-
culty with regard to the site proposed in the
Bill. The officials of the Public Works De-
partment are of opinion that the suggested
site may be required at some future date and
it, therefore, became necessary to change the
site. The head office of the Company is in
London and there has been some difficulty in
proceeding. On account of the lack of time
and the near approach of the end of the ses-
sion, I move-

That the Order 'be discharged fromn the
Notice Paper.
Question put and passed.

BILLS (3)-FIRST BEADING.
1, Busselton-Mfargaret River Railway De-

viation.
2, Flinders Bay-Margaret River Railway

Deviatiou.
3, Yarramony-Newearnie Railway9k.
Introduced by the Minister for Wrs

MOTTON-SANDALWOOD, AMENIDED
REGULATIONS.

To disallow.
Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.38]: 1

move-
That the aimded regulations under the

Forests Act, 1918, published in the "Gov'-
emninent Gas ette"l of Tuseday, 80th Oc-
tober, and laid upon the Table of the
Legislatire Assembly on the samne day, be
disallows&

Possibly members feel they have had a6 sur-
Ifeit of discussion during the present session
on matters relating to sandalwood.

The Minister for Mines: Some of us have.
Hon. P. COLLIER: If any such feeling

should obtain, I must disclaim any respons-
bility for it. It is due entirely to the in-
comprehensible manner in which the Govern-
ment have handled the whole business, a
nanner that must be rather confusing if not
confounding to those members who supported,
the Government in their opposition to the mo-
tion. When the matter was before the House
previously, the Minister f or Forests asked by
way of interjection why I was so interested in
the matter, and siilar questions were asked
by members that addressed themselves to the,
discussion. Some members professed astonish-
ment that I should submit such a motion,
and the member for Sussex (Mr. Pickering)
in a kind of veiled way said either too much
or not enough.

Mr. Underwood: Oh, he said enough.
I(on. P. COLLIER: Very rarely does he

offend on the ground of not saying enough.
He said he believed the Chinese were exer-
cising a suhbtle influence and were mainly re-
sponsible for the opposition displayed to the
policy of the Government. I do not know
what the hon. member meant by "subtle in-
flnence," or whether be intended to convey
the impression that my action in snbmitting
the motion or that uf members of the Opposi-
tion in supporting it was in any way dictated
by the subtle influence supposed to be pos-
sessed by the Chinese- Lest I he again ac-
cused before this debate closes, and lest it
be suggested by sonmc members that they
are unable to understand why I nam moving
in the matter, I intend to make my, position
perfectly clear. I have taken action from
the commencement in response first of all. to,
a request from the council in the district I
represent, the municipality of Boulder. I
have taken action also in response to scores
of letters received from people throughout the
State interested in the sandalwood business.
Quite a number of petitions signed by the
getters were forwarded to me and, in response
to those requests I, as a public man, felt com-
pelled to take action. When the advertise-
ment appeared in the Press calling for tenders
-some time in March-I received a wire
dated 23rd March from the Mayor of Boulder
as follows: -

Council emphatically protest against
monopoly of sandalwood being given any
individual or firm and consider any such
action detrimental to the best interests of
the goldfields to which the State owes so
much.

Following that I received a wire dated 6th
April that read-

What date would suit you to attend the
pnblic indigation meeting protest against
the sandalwood proposal. Please confer
with Cornell and other members. Kindly
keep me posted regarding Government
movements.

I have rend those telegrams for the informa-
tion of members that may be in doubt as to
why I moved in this mattaL On the 2st
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-May I1 received a letter from the town clerk
of Ralgoorlie as follows-

I am directed by my council to address
all the goldields members of Parliament
asking them to maintain opposition to the
letting of the proposed sandalwood contract
to the utmnost. It is felt that any apparent
weakening may induce the Government to
persevere 'ii its intention to let this con-
tract, when continued opposition. may, yet
defeat the proposal. I1 have therefore to
ask that you will, consistent with your own
views on the matter, endeavour to comply
with the wishes of the council.

It ut's staited that a copy of the letter han
also been forwarded to Messrs. Ardagh, IKir-
wan, Harris, Seddon, Dodd, Cornell, Muasie,
Cuninigham, 'Mullany, Jtntey, And Lambert,
and that all repli received were in the
affirmative. Therefore I consider I was justi-
fied in taking immediate steps to deal with
the matter. In consultation with other gold-
fields members I arranged a deputation to the
Premier. The newspaper report of the depu-
tation says that it consisted of 21 members
of both Houses of Parliament and three other
citizens, and was introduced by the Leader
of the Opposition. The report then says that
I went on to state the objections that were
offered. to the Government's proposal, and
that I concluded by saying that my main
point was that the matter should be held in
abeyance uantil Parliament met. This is fol-
lowed by the word "applause" in paren-
thesis. I am also reported as having said
that the attendance of so many members of
Parliament was justification for the request
that the matter should not be dealt with
while the House was not sitting. I need not
quote the remarks made in opposition to the
Government's proposal by Dr. Sair, the
Speaker of this House, Mfr. Heron, Mr. Mul-
lany, and others. I asked that action be de-
ferred until the House had had an opportuanity
of considering the Government's proposal,
and therefore, when the House did meet, I
was in duty- bound to take some definite no-
tion to bring the matter before the Chamber,
in order that bon. members should be afforded
an opportunity of considering it. I think I
have matle it clear why I have mnoved
in the matter. I did it in response to appli-
cations from cutters all over the State, in
response to a request from the municipal
council of my district, and in response to the
desire expressed by all the 21 members who
were present at that deputation. If other
members had been following events associated
with the calling of tenders in March until
the House met, there would not be any need
for them to ask in this House why I have
moved in the matter, or to express surprise
that I should submit a motion of this kind.
In view of the protests from all over the
State, no other course was open to me. Dur-
ing the discussion here it has been contended
by members of the Government and those
whbo support the Government proposal, that
that proposal was made solely, or almost solely,
in the interest of the pullers; but neither any

Minister nor any of the speakers in support
of the motion was able to present to the
House even one telegram, or one letter, of
approval or endorsement of the Government
proposal from any poller in the State. By
not one item of documntary proof were
they able to support their contention that
they were acting in the interests of the
pullers.

Mr. Teesdale: It is simple common sense
that the pullers would not object to an
increase.

Hon, P. COLLIER: The hon. member has
no opinion at all on the matter.

-Mr. Teesdale: Sarety they would not oh-
ject to n increase.

Hon. P. COLLIER:. They were objecting
to the Gov-ernment 's proposal, although the
Government declared that their action would
bring the millers a large increase. Notwith-
standing that declaration of the Govern-
ment, the pullers did object; and apparently
they were willing to risk the possibility of
a lower price, as contended by Government
supporters, in view of the competition in
the trade. Therefore the hion. member's
interjection has no point whatever. Not-
withstanding all the widespread declarations
of the Government that they would stabilise
the industry and keep in permanent em-
ploymeat those who would be permitted to
engage in the trade, and that the pullers

would .. ge osiderably larger payment
per ton than fomerly, the pullers did pro-
test from one end of the State to the other.

Mr. Teesdale: 'We shall know more in six
months.

lion. P. COLLIER: No doubt. So far as
I know, there was no support for the Gov-
ernment 'a proposal from any quarter in this
State.

The MiNnister for M.%ines: The file discloses
that the forest ranger reported that the pual-
lers supported the proposal.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No doubt the forest
ranger said they did. But. I venture to say
that if the forest ranger bad any reasonable
evidence of that support, the Minister would
be able to produce it.

The Minister for Mines: It is on the file.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not know

what is on the file. No definite proof
has been forthcoming. The Government's
proposal was opposed by all the local
authorities on the goldfields, and opposed
by all the getters in the business, so far as
I know, and also opposed by every section
of the community except one section. It
was not opposed when it 'was promulgated
three years ago, and it has not been opposed
on this occasion, by Paterson & Coy. That
is what stands out as a fact.

Mr. Underwood: Who is opposing it?
Hon. P. COLLIER: I am opposing it, and

that is sufficient for the time being.
Mr. Underwood: Paterson is out now.
Hon. P. COLLIER. He is well and truly

in.
Mr. Underwood: John Stewart 'is well in,

too.
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HPto, P. COLLIER: We will see, before
wefpish, where Stewart is and also where

Paterson is. It was contended in this House
that the protests against the monopoly arose
only after the tenders had closed and there
were disappointed tenderers. That is not
correct. From the very moment the sugges-
tion was put forward, three years ago, and
again from the very moment it was sug-
gested this year, the traders in the business
protested most bitterly, every one of them,
except Paterson & Coy. I do not know
whether Paterson & coy. had some prophetic
vision with regard to the ultimate end of
the whole business, or whether they were
philanthropic enough to take their chance
in a tender and prepared to, go out of busi-
ness if they failed to obtain the contract.
That may have been their attitude. But
the fact is that neither Paterson & Coy. nor
the dummy company who were going to get
the moopoy-

Mr. Underwood: Try John Stewart.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member is

very consistent. lie knows all about it.
Apparently he is willing to back the Gov-
erniment when they face north, and equally
willin g to back them when they face south.

Mr. Underwood: I am not prepared to
back John Stewart.

Mr. Teesdale: John Stewart was too high-

prncpld to stop in this House; he got out
of it.

Hon. p. COLLIER: I am not fighting for
John Stewart.

Mr. Teesdale: I am talking to the member
for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood).

Hon. p. COLLIER: The boa, member need
not insinuate soi fa a I am concerned. M
attitude has been consistent all through.-
have askdd all along for a fair go for all in-
terests concerned and open trading.

Mr.- Teesdale: Stewart reflcted on You
when he got Out, too.

Hon. p. COLLIER: I do not care whether
be did or not. So far as I am con~erned, he
is just as reputable a citizen as Duncan Pat-
erson or anyone associated with Paterson. At
least, John Stewart had gooa enough standing
in thi State to induce a majority of the elec-
tors of Claremont to return him to this House;
and he resigned of his own free will. I do
not wish to enter into a discussion Of the
merits of John Stewart or of any other
trader, hut I know that John Stewart has
been a reputable business man here for the

past 25 years. I believe he is of good stand-
ing in tbe circles where he has been doing
business. Furthermore, h e is the oldest san-
dalwood dealer in the trade, with which he
has been associated for the past quarter of a
century. I say again that the only persons
in the State who did not object to the Pro-
posed monopoly were Paterson and Company
ad the dummy company.

Mr. Pickering: YOU might give the com-
pay the benefit of the doubt as to their gen-
iv nenesa.

in. p. COLLIER: I am merely stating a
fact, which the hon. member cannot contro-
vert. He can draw what conclusions he lIkEM.

Neither Paterson and Company nor the com-
pany objected to the proposal of the Govern-
ment

Capt. Carter: Neither did Mewss. Bur-
ridge and Warren.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No, because Burridge,
and Warren are Paterson and Company. Bur-
ridge and Warren are former employees of
Paterson, and they have not tradeU in san-
dalwood since the time they se1Thmated from
Paterson and Company.

Mr. Mann: They are not associated with
Paterson & Company to-day.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I know they are not.
Capt. Carter: Was not John Stewart form-

erly with Paterson & Company?
Mr. Underwood: This is only a bit of a

brawl.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member in-

terjecting is a very suitable maft to be in a
brawl.

The DEPUTY SPEARE R: Order!
lien. P. COLLIER: I will add that the

hon. member is in a very suitable condition
to enter into a brawl.

Mr. Underwood: I am not too bad.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The motion which

finally went to a division in this House was
that the Government should not make the
grant of a sole right to pull and remove San-
dalwood from Crown lands, or to deal with
sandalwood under the grant of a monopoly.
That was a definite and specific motion, and
it was defeated by a majority of the members
in this House, which means, of course, that
every one of the 21 members who voted against
the motion declaired by that vote that the right
and proper way to handle the business was
by the grant of the sole right or monopoly.
They voted against, the motion which opposed
monopoly. Therefore they declared that Mon-
opoly w'as the fight, proper, and effective
way of handling the business. When moving
my motion I said-

The Government say that their ohject Is
to ensure a higher return to the pullers and
an increased royalty to the Crown. Those
opposing the now proposal arc unable to
see that to achieve this dual object it is
necessary to grant a monopoly to any firm.
if the Government feel that, say, £12 or
£15 Per ton is a fair price for the pullera,
and that a £6 or £8 royalty would iiot be
too much, I see no reason why they should
not fix those sums and allow those persons
in the business to continue as in the past.

That was my statement, and that is precisely
the policy that the Government have now
adopted.

Mr. Mann: Have you any cause for fur-
ther complaint?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Certainly. What an
accommodating conscience the hon. member
has!

-Mr. Teesdale: John Stewart has been along.
Hon. P. COLLIER: John Stewart as a bus-

iness man is entitled to a fair deal.
The Minister for Mines: flat is what he

baai got.Ik
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Hon. P. COLLIER: We shall see. The bon.
member's statements on the matter are not
worth mauch consideration.

Mr. Teesale: You would not have heard a
word from John Stewart if he had got the
contract.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Probably not. That
has nothing to do with me. But I protested
from the very commencement, from the very
announcement of the calling of tenders,
against a monopoly. Neither I nor anybody
else at the time could know who was goingto be the successful tenderer. Irrespective of
who was tendering, my action hai been con-
sistent.

The Minister for Mines: Come to the point.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I will deal with all1

the points if I can. Any point I miss the
Minister can take up. The Minister convinced
the majority of the House only a few weeks
ago that a certain course of action was the
only right one. I have no doubt he will con-
vince the same members on this occasion that
a directly opposite course of action is the
right one.

Mr. Teesdale: It may turn out so.
Hon.?P. COLLIER: The hon. member will

accept anything the Minister puts forward.
He joined in the deputation of protest against
the monopoly, and later justified his change
of front by declaring that he had ha light
thrown on the matter siuce.

Mr. Teedale: A lot of us knew very little
about it.

Rlon. P. COLLIER: When I went on the
d~eputation, I knew just as mucb as I know
now.

Mr. Teedale: We have heard a lot since
then.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the hon. mnember
cares to read up the report of the deputa-
tion, he will find that I protested on similar
lines to those on which my recent protests
have been based.

Mr. Teedale: I never-
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I must ask the

member for Roebourne to recollect that he
will have his full opportunity later. I must
also ask him to let the Leader of the Opposi-
tion proced.

Mr. Teedale: You can have it on your
ow-n!

Hon. P COLLIER: We know that whatever
the Government do is right in the eyes of the
member for Roehourne.

Mr. Teesdale. We shall see in six months'
time whether you are right.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The member for Roe-
bourne is now entering into the realms of
prophecy. He is now predicting what will
be in six months' time.

Mr. Teedale: There may be a hoomerang.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Perhaps. Many things

can happen inside six months. Some of them
may prove catastrophic to the hon. member
and others associated with him.

Capt. Carter: The same thing may hap-
pen to some of your friends.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, and the hon. mem-
ber may get lost in the deluge.

Mr. Mann: The wish is f ather to the
thought.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The wish is supported
by the thought on this occasion. When I de-
clared, and when every member on this side
declared that the matter could be regulated
by the Government fixing a royalty to be
paid to the Crown, and fixing a price to be
paid to the getter, the contention was emphati-
cally denied by every member on the Gov-
ernment side of the House who spoke against
the motion- Those members declared that
sandalwood could be handled only by grant-
ing the sole right, or a monopoly, that it wes
.not possible to control it, if it were to be in
the hands of more tha one person.

'Mr. Mann: That may yet be proved. to be
correct,

Ron. P. COLLIER: Anything may hap-
pen. The House was convinceed by the long
speech made by the Minister. He elaborate
most eloqiuently upon the difficulty and impos.
sibility of the whole thing being handled ex-
cept under the proposals of the Government.
Although the Minister is burdened by a num-
ber of portfolios, he was able to give up a
couple of months of his time to the study of
the question of exchange and he submitted
himself at the University as a pupil of Pro-
fessor Shana.

The Minister for Mines: I 'would not have
John Stewart come along to give me lessons.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But the Minister pro-
bably had Duncan Paterson and Johns giving
him information.

The Minister forlkMines: And probably not;
nor even Texas Green.

Hon. P. COLLIER:- Texas Green is not in
the State.

Capt. Carter: But he is in a company.
Hon. P. COLLIER: He has as much right

to be a shareholder in a compauy as has the
Minister.

The Minister for Mines: What are you in-
sinuatiug?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member is a
shareholder in companies and Texas Green has
as much right to be a shareholder in a com-
pany.

The 'Minister for Mfines: I am not inter-
ested in sandalwood in any way.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I never insinuated any-
thing of the sort. I have not said anything
from 'which such an inference could be drawn.
The Government declared emphatically that
sandalwood could be handled only by a mon .op-
oly, and that was supported by members op-
posite. The member for Perth (Mr. Mann)
said that it could only be dealt with by one
selling agent.

Mr. -Mann:- Eff ectively.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member did

not say effectively. He cannot amend "Ran-
sard" at this stage: He should have corrected
it next day before it was printed. It is too
late to ame-nd it now, and he cannot inter-
polate words into "Hansard" "that do not ap-
pear there. He declared it could only be
handled by one selling agency. That state-
ment was clear and definite. Hle said, fuarther,

1367



[ASSEMBLY.]

that if we were going to give the selling
agency to anvine, wve should give it to a
British firm, one whose profits could be taxed
by tine State and Commonwealth.

Mr. 'Mann: Von agree with that?
lion, i. COLLIER: Yes, but I desire to

-mnx that tint lion. meniber 'a action squares
with that declaration. He said, "Let us not

ive it to a firm in China that has only Chin-
ost' interests and all o1f whse; profits are kept
in China.'' Tine lion. member madie a dram-
atie disclosure with regard to one of the peo-
tile trading iii sandalwood. Hle obtained a
balance shecet of seine Chinese comnpany and
rend out tine list of sharehnolders and other
information contained in that document to
lprove that one of the traders was John H~ec-
tor, who was merely an agent for Chinese. It
is now proposed that Hector shall secure 10
per cent. of the sandalwood.

The Minister for -Mines: His proportion.
lion. P. COLLIER: The member for Perth

would wipe out nil the Chinese interests. He
declared, ''Let us give it to Bi-itishers who
will be subject to State and Commonwe-alth
taxation.''

The 'Minister for 'Mines: Hector has de-
clared that he is acting on his own behalf,

Hon. P, COLLIER: Where did the member
for Perth get that balance siheet?

The Minister fcr Mfiaes: That referred to
what took place sonmc time before.

lion. P. COLLIER: I believe that the
balance sheet was some three years old.

.Mr. M1ann: I said so at the time.
H~on. P. COLLIER:- The whole object the

bon. member had in v'iew was to discredit
John Hector.

The 'Minister for Mtines: There has been a
good dleal said to discredit people in this
business.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I amn not responsible
for that. I do not accept any responsibility
fcr the literature that has been published. The
hion. member for Pilbara. (Mr. Underwood)
who is temporarily absent from the Chamber,
through necessity or desire-

Mr. Richardson:- Thnt is not worthy of
You.

Hion. P. COLLIER: I am the judge of
what is worthy. When an lion, member throws
taunts at me across the floor ef the Chamber,
I will throw them back.

Capt. Carter: The member for Pilbara
never does.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The member for Lee-
derville is not always in the Chamber, while I
am continucosly in any seat, and I know what
I am saying. If I am~ to have taunts thrown
at me I will throw them back no matter
where they may come from. The member for
Pilbara said t hat what the Government did
propose was to grant a erinit which would
enable a man to handle sandalwood as the sole
selling agent. He said further that if the
supporters of the motion could put up a bet-
ter preposition than that of the Government
he would support it, but that no other pro-
position had been suggested notwithstanding

the fact that a definite proposal had been sub-
mitted by a speaker cji this side of the House.

Mr. Mrann: On a point of order: The
Leader of the Opposition said just now that
a certain word which I cilimed to have used
did not appear in ''Hansard." As a matter
f fact it is there.

ion. P. COLLIER: It is not in the copy
I have.

Mr. Mtann: 'Whit I amn repiorted to have
sail is "'I ann still convinced that the onnly
effective way of dealing with sandalwood iii
Chiina . , ''" Yen see therefore that I did
vse the word ' effective.''

lion. P'. t'tLLIER: That is what I said.
"Mr. Manin: You said ''effective'' was not

the-re.
lion. P. COLLIER: I'took my report from

file "D)aly News" which, so fur as we knew
ik taken from ''Hanisard.''

lion. W. C. Angwvin: And before it is cor-
rected.

Mr. Mann: Be fair if you cannot be just.
Hona. P. COLLIER: As a matter of fact

the "~Daily News" report is taken from the
first pull of "Hansard'' and if there should
he a variation between the two reports it is
onl account of the corrections made by miem-
bers.

The Premier: Oh, no!
Mr, Maun: Nothing of tine sort.
Pion. r. COLLIER: The member for Perth

saidl thst the- member for Leederville was one
of those who was surprised. As a matter of
fart tine minenher for Leederville chastised the
Government for their dilatoriness in not hav-
ing gone on with the monopoly, thereby losing
some £35,000 or £40,000 in revenue. Xe de-
clared that the Minister had put up a
thoroughbly hnusinesslike proposition and added,
"'I see- no force in the centention of the
Lenalcr of the OproLqition. If fth Government
are worth their salt they will go ahead and
carry out their policy in a straightforward
mannner." That is definite enough. The hon.
member is entitled to express that opinion.
if tine Government were worth their salt they
would carry oat their policy in a straight-
forward miaimer! Their policy was to grant
a sole monopoly. They have not gone ahead
with their policy and therefore, according to
the hon.' member's argument, they are not
worth their salt so far as this matter is con-
cerned. Instead they have someranulted and
to an extent adopted the proposal advanced
by the. Opposition.

Capt. Carter: That part of the original
policy to derive a proper royalty is still re-
tained.

Hen. P. COLLIER: There was no differ-
ence of opinion between the twvo sets of mnem-
hers who spoke as to the jusatification for the
Government obtaining a fair amount of roy-
aqlty or to the payment of a fair sin to the
gzetters. All were in agreement with that;
but where we did differ in regvard to the mno-
tion was as to the method whereby what was
desired could he obtained. The Government
and their supporters declared that it conld
only be done by the granting of a monopoly.
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Capt. Carter: And the Government have
not followed that policy.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, but instead of
granting a monopoly or the sole right to one
firm or company, they propose to permit
every person who was previously engaged in
it to carry it on-a monopoly to be given
to four or five. The bon. member will not
argue that there is not a difference between
the contention advanced on the previous oc-
casion, and that of to-day. The member for
Katanning said, "'It would be criminal if
we forbade the acceptance of a tender which
would secure a return to the State." The
Government did not accept any tender;
they ran away immediately after the matter
was decided in the House and the conten-
tions they had advanced throughout a period
of months. Then the member for Sussex
(Mr. Pickering) took a hand. He said-

It seems to me there is only one interest
that can gain by a diversity of interest in
the control of the sandalwood trade, and
that is the Chinese, The proposal of the
Government is a good sound proposal. It
is the best and most -feasible that has been
advanced. The only alternative is to start
a further State enterprise. The best course
is for the Government to accept the
tender.

That was his attitude. It rests with the bon.
member to say whether he approves of the
attitude of the Government in running away
from the policy he supported on that occasion.
The member f or Boebourno (Mr. Teesdale)
said-

I will show my interest in tbe cutters
by supporting the proposal. It is in the
interests of the men who have been pulling
sandalwood in the bush, and is also in the
interests of the State.

What was in the interests of the State? The
proposal of the Government to cut everybody
except one company out of the trade. I won-.
der whether the hon. member will equally sup,
port the Government now that they have
dropped that proposal? The policy of con-
trolling the business by one company has
been abandoned. Instead of facing north,
as they were, the Government are now facing
south. Will the hon. member equally sup-
port thenm in this new attitude? The bon.
member said he had changed his mind as
from the time he was present at the deputa-
tion, because much light had been thrown on
the subject during the discussion. I suppose
every member knew much more about the
trade when the discussion was nearing its end
than he had done six months previously. So
the boa, member would be justified in chang-
ing his mind in the light of fresh informa-
tion. But doer the hon. member still sup-
port the Government in their new attitude?

Mr. Teesdale- Undoubtedly. You cannot
stop industry. You must have the next best
thing. We cannot get the one.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But you were free to
get the one! A majority of the House sup-
ported the Government, endorsed their pro-
posals. They had a majority behind them!

M1r. Teesdiale - But not a brutal majority.
Hon. P. COLLIER: How many would the

bon. 'member say the Government should have
before they proceed to give effect to their
policy? Why, Governments in every State
of the Commonwealth have carried on for
years with a majority of one! Doees the hon.
member suggest the Government should hesi-
tate to do anything unless supported by a
substantial majority on every occasion? Then,
to wind up the whole thing, the Minister for
Mines was most emphatic. I suppose he
really gave the lead to the others. Then why
did the Minister not go on with his pro-
posalI

The Minister for Mines: It can be ex-
plained.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Evidently some new
information came to light-because the hon.
member had no qualifications; to his conten-
tion that the business could only be handled
by one company. He said it was chaos or
monopoly. Those were practically his last
words on the subject.

The Minis9ter for Mines: Are you getting
that from an advertisement, or from "'Han-
sard '?

Ron. P. COLLI EIR: I am getting it from a
newspaper that states it is an extract from
''Hansard." It is not an advertisement at
all, but a news item. It appeared in the
newspaper that the Minister had stated it was
chaos or monopoly. I have no doubt the
words were correct; but even if the Minister
did not employ- those wods, he employed hun-
dreds of words to the very same purpose and
effect. There could have been nothing more
definite. As the result of his sojourn at the
University, taking tuition from Professor
Shana, and Professor Shann having failed
him, the Minister had recourse to the 'Univer-
sity library, and spoke at length on the comn-
plex question of exchange. It was all very
mysterious to bon. members. In some way be
made it appear that this exchange was linked
up with the necessity tar granting a monopoly
in the handling of sandalwood. Every point
be brought forward, every argument he ad-
vane ad, was directed towards proving his con-
tention that the sandalwood business could
only be handled by a monopoly. Now what
do we find? That the Government have gone
back upon that basis. They admit now it is
possible to control the industry without
granting a monopoly, that it is possible to
permit all those who have been trading in
saandalwood to continue to trade in it.

The Premier: It is still a monopoly.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Only amongst those

previously engaged in the business, That
,was all we asked for. Repeatedly we asked
that those engaged in the business should be
permitted to continue in it.

The Premier: Then Why are yon not satis-
fiedf

Mr, Muallany: What is your objection to
the Premier's regulations?

Hon. P. COLLIER: That the whole of the
regulations are essential to the carrying out
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of a policy the Government have adopted,
and I am opposed to that policy.

Mr. Mullanv: Why?
Hon. P. CO5LLIER: I will give the hon.

member reasons. I am not finished yet.
The 'Minister for Mines: You have not

started on the new regulations yet.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Everything I am say-

ing has to do with the new regulations.
Mr. Mallay: I amn waiting for it.
Hon. P'. COLLIER: The hon. member is

generally- patient. If he waits long enough
be will get it, hut at the stage when I think
it is desirable to let him have it. I am op-
posing the policy now adopted by the Govern-
ment, or the prinieples embodied ia it, just
as I was opposed to their earlier policy.
Thterefore I an, opjio..e' to the regulations,
because they bate been promulgated to enable
the (;overanient to gi~ e effect to their laest
policy in the handling of sandalwood. They
have decided, I understand, to permit all
those companies formerly engaged in the busi-
ness to continue, but they are apportioning
the business out.

The Minister for Mines: That is what the
member for North-Eust Fremantle a~ked,
namnely, that it should be given a trial.

Hon. P. COLLIER: So, too, did I ask for
it. I asked for nothing else.

The Minister for Mines: You asked for a
higher royalty, and a higher payment for the
getters.

Ron. P. COLLIER: I said subject to those.
It was put forward first by the member for
Menzies (Mr. Mullany), and I supported it.

The Minister for Mines: I think you stated
the amount of royalty you favoured.

Hion. P. COLLIER: I said it should be,
say, £12 or £14. I could not say the exact
amount, because I did Dot know what would
be a fair thing. But I have no doubt the
amounts fixed by the Government are fair.
Nobody could complai that £9 royalty is
not suffcient. Nobody acquainted with the
conditions of the puller would say that £16
per ton would not he a fair payment for hi.
work. I accept the amounts fixed as being
fair. That is the contention I have taken all
along: that, subject to those amounts being
fixed at a fiiir thing, all engaged in the trade
should be allowed to continue. The Gov-
ernment have taken those in the business and
have apportioned it out amongst them in the
following ratio: to Paterson & Co. 62'"2 per
rent., to John Hfector- 10 per cent., to Burridge
& Warren 2:V per cent., and to the W.A.
Sandalwood Co. 25 per cent.

The Minister for Mines: We fixed it on
the basis of their previous export.

Rion. P. COLLIER: Yes, but that is the
percentage the Government propose to allow
as the respective aert trade of those firms.

The Minister for Mines: On a monopoly
basis.

H~on. P. COLLIER: Yes, and the Govern-
ment say, "We will take the export. If it
should be 6,000 tons for the year. the maxi-
mum or the minimum quantity you can bare
of that is so and so." Blut in order to en-

able them to arrive at this percentage appor-
tioned out to the different companies they had
to take sonmc basis, and I understand the
basis adopted is the export trade done hr
those firms during the past 12 years. It
works out on this pereentagd basis laid down,
that is to say, that during the last 12 years
Paterson & Co. exported 62% per cent, of the
total overseas trade. Therefore they are to
be permitted to have 621/ per cent, of the
trade under the new proposals. So, too, in
respect of John Hector and the others.
Taking this 12-year period we find that Pater-
son & Co. will obtain about 75 per cent, of
the trade, Hector being counted in with them.
What induced the Government to fix upon
this period as the basis for allocating the
output?

The Minister for Mine.: The Government
did not fix the period. The Conservator of
Forests recommended that a basis founded
on recent years would be abnormal, and there-
fi.re those years couldl not be accepted as
standiaL' by themselves.

Bon,. r. C3OLLIER: Why not five years or
15 years?

Mr. Lutey: Why any?
Hon. P. COLLIER: The 12-year period

enabled Paterson & Co. to get a larger per-
ee tage of the trade than would be the ease
if any other period bad been taken.

Mfr. Lutey: It is a destruction of competi-
tion.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the past five years
had been taken, which would be a fair stretch,
the other company, the Co-operative Compauy,
-if the three trading firms were joined to-
gether-would have got the majority of the
trade. If a 20-year period had been adopted
John Stewart would have had most of the
trade, because years ago he was a greater ex-
porter of sandalwood than anyone else.

The Premier: What about 10 years.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Why was the 12-year

period adopted, and from what motive?
The Minister for Mines: It was recoin-

Plended by the Conservator on good grounds.
You are not justified in saying he had any
motive.

lion. P. COLLIER: Then what was his
object? He must hare had an object behind
hi. selection of that period. He did not
place the numbers in a hat and select one
in a haphazard way. I do not know whether
the file that was laid on the Table this after-
noon deals wvith the whole thing.

The Minister for Mines: It deals with the
calling of tenders aend every action taken
since, with the exception of the trading op-
erations.

Hon. P. CJOLLIER: I understand no other
period would have given Paterson & Co. such
a high percentage of the trade. The Aus-
tralian Traders Co., Ltd., are not to get any
of the trade. This shows inconsistency en the
part of the Government. Two or three weeks
.go they were prepare;], on the recommen-
dation of the Conservator, to grant a monop-
ol- to a certain company, and to put every
other trader out of business. In the new pro-
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posal the company which, a couple of weeks
ago, would have had the whole trade, is now
out cf it. The recommendation of the Con-
servator was that this tender should be
adopted. The Minister stated it was the inten-
tion of the Government to adopt the recoin-
mendation that would grant to that company
the sole right

The Premier: I do not think that was
said.

Hon. P. COlALIER: This company was to
keep the getters permanently employed. The
recommendation is on the file.

The Minister for Mines: No one said the
Government intended to accept that recola.-
mendation.

Ron. P. COLLIER: The Government an-
nounced their intention of accepting a tender.

Mr. Teesdale: Would you say the whole
trade should be thrown open?
Hon. W. C. Angwin. 'Yes.
Mr. Teesdale: They would chop it io

pieces. What about the getter?
Hion. P. COLLIER: The getter is pro-

tected in the matter of price, although he may
not be protected in the matter of permanent
employment. That is his lookout. It is the
same state of affairs he has always encoun-
tered.

The Premier: You can oily get him a de-
cent price if you limit the export.

The Minister for Mlines: The trouble would
be the spasmodic trade.

Hon. PF. COLLIER: The Minister's ob-
jection. to any other than one company hand-
ling the trade was that there would be spas-
modic employment for the getters, and he
said the oily way it could be regulated and
eontro~ed was by placing the trade in the
hands of one comnpn y. He is now putting
that argument forward in support of his pro-
posal to allow all the companies to trade.
The company which, apparently, would have
secured the contract if the Government had
gone on with their intentions, and] had ac-
cepted the recommendations of the Conserva-
tor, is to-day wiped cut. Strange to say there
is no complaint. That company, it was con-
tended, was Paterson's company.

The Minister for Mines: It does not mat-
ter to Stewart's company whether it is Pater-
son & Co. or the Australian Trailers Ltd.

Hon. P. COLLIER: They are one. That is
clean. The tender of Paterson & Co. was
signed by Jelna as manager, and the tender
of the other company was signed by the same
gentleman. One tender wys £2 lower than the
other. Why did he go through the farce of
putting in a tender for Paterson & Co. £2
lower than the other? Hle signed. both ten-
ders. It did not matter which company se-
cured the contract, for they were practically
identical.

'Mr. Teesdale: Would you not think he
would have borrowed some clerk s name?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I was surprised to find
two tenders signed by the same person.

Mfr. Teesdale: Ha he anything to hide?
Hon. P. COLLTER - Was it not a -waste ot

paper that he should put in a second tender
when he knew it was £2 a ton lower than

that which was put in earlier? Perhaps it
was a case of not letting his left band know
wchat his right hand was doing.

The Minister for Mines: The Co-operative
Company put in three tenders, one 5s. higher
than anyone else's.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: One has been con-

demned and the other praised.
The Minister for Mines: It is six of one

and half a dozen of the other.
The -Preier: The Government are not re-

sponsible for the manner in which the tenders
are lodged.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I1 amn not holding thenm
responsible. We have narrowly averted the
position whereby the Government would have
given the whole of the sandalwood business,
to one firm, which is now cut out altogether.

The Minister for Mines: I understand they
will do the trading.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not understand
how that cant be so.

The Minister for Mines: We are not con-
cerned about who the people are so long as
they can undertake their obligations.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The name of this firm
does ]lot aippear in the proposals. No doubt
in the interlocking of comnpanies it will be pos-
sBible for these people to trade. The Gov-
ernment now say it is a fair thing that only
thore firmis or companies who nave been in the
business for 12 years, sball conduct it in the
future. There is no0 Provision for a new com-
pany to come in.

The Minister for M1ines:- The shoe pinches,
because had Stewart stood out on his own
he would have got a greater percentage.

Hon. P. C OLLIER: Stewart is fighting for
his own interests.

The 'Minister for 'Mines: He is practically
fighting for what he objected to.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Only four firms are
allowed to remain in the trade. Burridge and
Warren have not been trading in sandalwood
for the last three or four years, although
they are getting a percentage of it now.
These men were employees of Paterson &
Cc. and severed their connection -with that
firm three or four years ago, and formed the
company of Eurridge and Warren.

The 'Minister for Mines: No one is losing
on that ground except Paterson & Co., be-
cause the percentage of interest they had in
the trade has been taken out of their share
and not. that of JIohn Stewart's.

lion. P. COLLIER: I want to see Pater-
son & Co. get a fair deal. Are the Gov-
ernment justified in taking 2'/2, per cent- of
the trade away, simply because Burritlge and
Warren, three or four years ago, were share-
holders in Paterson & Go.? If Burridge and
Warren are to be griven a percentage solely on
.aceount of the fact that they were sh~are-
holders in Paterson & Company-

The 'Minister for Mines: On exactly the
same basis, we took a percentage from Pater-
s~on & Company when they shipped for Joyce
& Company, when that firm was on the job.

Hon. P. COLLIER:- I do -lot know any-
tl~ing abouf that.
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The Minister for 'Mines: I do.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Simply because these

people were shareholders in Paterson & Conm-
pany, they should not be entitled to this con-
sideration.

Mr. Teesdale: Has it been unfair to any
extenti

Hen. P. COLLIER: I do not know what
the lion. member means.

Mfr. Teesdale: You will not admit anything
this afternoon.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The hon. member
would support the Government even though
they faced north, south, east, and west, on

anrsuTeestle I have been known to sit

and vote on the Opposition side of the House.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I admire the sup-

porter who will stick to a Government even
when they are wrong. Such an one is unlike
the lukewarm supporter. Ile will deny to-
day what he affirmed yesterday and affirm, to-
day what he denied the day before.

Mr. Teesdale: Everything is wrong with
you to-day!

Mrs. Cowan: It is a true partnership be-
tween the member fcr Roebourne and the Gov-
oruent, just like matrimony.

'The Minister for Mines: They get a divorce
sometimes.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That may be so. Some-
times there is a desertion without going
through the process of a divorce. The 01cm-
i-er for Roebourne, however, is not built that
way.

The Minister for Mines: More thnn once
this session he has been a Mormon, in that he
has supported both sides.

Iron. P. COLLIER.: The Government are
wrong in apportioning the trade as they bave
(lone.

The Minister for Mines: Would you appor-
tion more of it to John Stewart?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I would give him the
same liberty and freedom as I would give to
Paterson & Co., John Rector, or Buruidge
& Warren. I would say to them, "You have
to pay £9 per ton royalty to the State and
£16 per ton to the cutters. Subject to that,
you can get whatever trade you are able to
secure.

The Minister for Mfines: Under such Con-
ditions the men would bave three months'
work and nine months' idleness!

iron. P. COLLIER: They have had that in
the past and they will have it in the future.

The Minister for Mines: 'No, they will not
Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, they will. The

Minister stated before that the only way to
deal with the sandalwood trade was to grant
a monopoly, and yet he has stated that there
are three years' supply in Western Aus-
tralia.

The Premier: We did not say that.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, you did.
The Premier: No, three years' supply in

China.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The Minister stated

that stocks were available for a period of
three years. le said there -as one year's

supply in China and two or thre9 years'
supply here.

The Premier: The lion, member is wrong.
Hon. P. COLLIER: I am not; look up

''ansard.'',
The Minister for Mines: I said there were

three years' stocks in hand.
Mr. Teesdale: Not here.
Hon. P. COLLIER: It matters not where

they are. Ilf there are three years' stocks
held, it means that China can get what it
requires for three years without the cutters
being employed to produce fresh supplies.

The Minister for Mfines: We have made
provision to get over that difficulty.

Hion. P. COLLIER: The Minister made
provision for everything imaginable when he
was going to give a monopoly to one firm!
He overlooked one thing apparently.

The 'Minister for Mines: I overlooked John
Stewart. That was the only fly in the oint-
ment.

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the Minister says
I am taking action for John Stewart, it is
not correct. I am not concerned about John
Stewart or any other firm.

Mr. Teesdale: Hear, hear! That is right,
Hon. P. COLLIER: There has been an

insinuation that because Mr. Green is a share-
holder in one of the companies, members oa
the Opposition side of the House are actu-
ated by feelings of friendship for Mr. Green.
His name was read out from the list of
shareholders and the Mfinister, when reading
it, interpolated something that is not to be
found in that list. When he came to Mr.
Green 's name, the 'Minister stated, ''Mr.
Texas Green, MI.R'' I am sure those words
do not appear in the schedule! The object
of this interpolation was to discredit the
action taken by this side of the Rouse.

The Premier:-Not at all.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Then what was the

object?
Mr. Teesdale: It was in derision of

Hon. P. COLLIER: I have acted for equal
and fair trading in this industry. I shall be
interested to know what argumient the Con-
servator advances in support of his selection
of the 12 -year period, in Order to fix the
percentages to be allowed in the future. The
cutters have now been handed over as emn-
ployees to the four firms who are to trade in
this industry in the future. Previously, the
cutters were free to pull sandalwood for the
firm who treated thenm best. Now they will
be at the mercy of the few firms who are
allowed to deal in sandalwood.

The Premier: At any rate the cutters will
now get some decent coin of the realm for
their work.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That has never been
disputed, but I believe they can get that
decent coin of the realm for their work with-
out it being necessary for the Government to
hand over two-thirds of a monopoly to one
particular company engaged in this indus-
try.

The Premier: They have not done very,
well for themsclvta during the past 10 years.
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Hion. P. COLLIER: That may be so, but
I bare no doubt that the cutters will have
some fear regarding the altered attitude of
the Government. I want members to bear in
mind, no matter what specious arguments
may be put up in support of the present pro-
posal, the Government's policy, which has
now been abandoned, was also justified a
few weeks ago from every possible angle.
Apparently members, who formerly said that
the industry could only be bandied in one
way, are now prepared to recant and admit
they were wrong. They are now prepared to
show that it can be handled along the lines
suggested by the Opposition. Some of thoem
hon. members said it was a criminal thing
not to go on with the Government 's scheme.
They declared that the Government should
go straight forward with their proposition
and chastised Ministers for not having the
courage to do it in the first instance, thussecuring £30,000 or f40,000 additional rev-
ene. I am opposed to the regulations and
I hope they will be disallowed. There is
no warrant for the Government interfering
with the trading rights of reputable people
in the community, so long as the object
they have in view can be justified without so
doing. There are two points to be con-
sidered . The Government should get a fair
return from the industry by way of royalty,
and, secondly, the cutter should receive fair
payment for his work.

the Minister for Mines: There has been
free trading for about .50 years and the State
has got little out of it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That was because no
Government took action to secure more from
the industry. It can be dlone now without
restricting the rights of thosze who may de-
sire to trade.

The Minister for Mines: Surely you would
impose stipulations regarding the maximum
and minimum to be exported, so as to stab-
ilise the industry? It cannot be done other-
wise.

Eton. P. COLLIER: Yes.
The Minister for Mines: How can it be

done if you allow everyone to tradel
Mr. Tmtcy: It will regulate itself.
Hon. P. COLLIER: When we see that

6,000 tons or 5,000 tons are available on
truckir it ean be announced that no more ex-
porting will be allowed for the time being.

The Minister for Mlines : That means
putting all the cutters out of work.

Ron. P. COLLTER: It may mean putting
them out of work in any eawe, and the cutters
are prepared to take the risk of being put
out of work. They prefer some competition
amongst the traders rather than that they
should be in the hands of monopolists.

The Minister for Mines: They are to be
in the bands of no one.

Hon. P. COLLIER: There will be but
four firms.

The Minister for Mines: That is not so.
The Colonial Secretary: They had core-

petition in the past and did not do very well.
Hon. P. COLLIER:± How many times amn

I to reply to that points They did not have

the protecting influence of compulsory pay-
ments to the cutters. With such an addition,
the position is an entirely different one. The
competition I speak of has no relationship to
the competition that has obtained in the past.
There has been competition under which the
trader pays whatever he likes and gets his
sandalwood froma the cutter at as low a price
as possible. There is no analogy between that
sort of competition and the competition I aun
speaking of. The firms will have to trade
subject to the payments to the Government
and to the cutter.

The Minister for Mines: And under your
suggestion they would close down whenever
they liked. I would not have that. The
trade must be stabilised.

Hon. P. COLLIER:± If it can be handled
in the way that has been done, by regulating
the quantity to be exported every year, and
if it was necessary to fix a percentage, I want
to know why the 12-year period was selected
as the basis for fixing the proportion each
trader should have in the future.

The Minister'for Mines: We had to take
some period to start with.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Of course. It seems
to me, however, that it is going back a long
way. We arce asked to go back years before
some of those now engaged in the business
started their operations. Joyce and Watkins
have been in business for about five years
only.

Mr. Davies: No, nbout 10 years.
Hon. P. COLLIER: That is Dot so. They

have been in business for about five years.
The Minister for Mines: They have been

in and out of the business.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Since they started

operations they have always been in the trade.
The Minister for Mines: Only up to a

point. They had to get another firm to ex-
port for them.

Ron. P. COLLIER: That has nothing to
do with it.

The Minister for Mines: It has everything
to do with it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: One of the other com-
panies, which is a co-operative concern, has
only been in business for five or six years.

The Minister for Mines: That has nothing
to do with the apportioning of the trade.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No, but if the Gov-
ernment had taken a five or six-year period
as the basis, it would have considerably re-
duced the percentage Paterson & Co. will
have in the future operations. A five or six-
year period would have been fair. They have
gone back for a number of years when there
were only two or three companies trading, ex-
cepting of course whatever Chinese may have
been in the business and have since gone out.
I object to the shilly-shallying manner in
which the Government have handled the busi-
ness. Now you see it and now you don't.
Virat it could be done in only one way and,
after losing tens of thousands of pounds in
revenue during a protracted debate in this
Rouse-
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Mr. Pickering: That Was due to Parlia-
mentarians' object-ions.

The Premier: The hon. member should not
corn p lai about that.

Kon. P. COLLIER: Uf 'the Government
had viewed the matter in the beginning in
the light in which they view it now, the whole
business 'would have been finalised months
ago. It 1was because the Government sat
tight for a period of six or seven weeks,
4toutlv nmaintaining that the business could be
done in only one particular way, that the
,delay occurred. When they got a vote of
the House endorsing their policy, instructing
them to go ahead, saying in effect, "You are
right; we are convinced; you have satisfied
us that is the proper and only way by which
it can be satisfactorily handled from the
point of view of the State and the getter,''
they turned around and a day or two after-
wards said in effect, " IWe fin~d now we were
entirely mistaken; it is impossible to fix
these prices; it is possible to regulate the
business without granting the monopoly that
we contended was essential to the proper con-
duet of the business."

The Premier: It is a jolly good thing for
the getters and for the State, anyhow.

lion. P. (COLLIERI: It may he a good thinir
for the getters, but the getters have not said
so. Evin with all the risk-and the getters
have experienced unemployment in the past;
they have gone through times when there
was no business dofrg-notwithstanding that
knowledge, they still say they went no
monopoly. So far as I know, there is no
definite evidene--certainly none has been
forthcoming up to date from any source
whatsoever-that the getters prefer any
kind of a monopoly whether of one firm
or four firms. The getters know what it is
to have periods of unemployment, and they
say, notwithstanding their experience of un-
employmnent, they prefer to go on without
banding themselves over as it were body and
soul to any little group of monopolists.

The Premier: You bet they prefer £ 16 to
£9 a ton.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is not the ques-
tion. Theky have been told that under
a monopoly they would get something
in the vicinity of £16. The statement
has been broadcasted throughout the State
that they would get a very large increase
on what they had received hitherto, but not-
withstanding all that, they have not supported
the policy of the Government in any instance
that I know of.

Mr. Pickering: They bad confidence in the
Oovernmnent giving effect to it,

Hon. P. COLLIER: To what?
Mr. Piekering: The policy of £16 per ton

and a monopoly.
Hon. P. COLUIM EnThey had confidence

that the Government would grant a monopoly
and they proteated against it. They were told
through the PreLss they would get a greatly
inc-reased price, bint inotwithetancling that they
hare opposed it throughout. This is not fair
trading. People that have embarked upon

business in this State have a right to a fair
deal from the Government, a fair open go-

The Premier: They are getting it, too,
lion. P. COLLIER: Subject, of course,

to their own capacity and ability to conduct
the business and subject to any regulations
that may be equitably promulgated by the
Government.

The Premier: We are protecting the getter.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The Premier frequently

runs into that corner and pleads that the
Government are protecting the getter. That
was the sole argument advanced for giving
control of the industry to one company-it
was nil in the interests of the getter. Hare
the Government now abandoned the getter?

The Premier: No, we have not.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The Government have

gone back on every argument they advanced
in the House a few weeks ago; they have re-
canted every statement in support of the
policy they then put forward,

The Minister for Mines: We are putting
the firms on a basis according to their past
business.

Hon. W. C. Angwiu: And any-body else
that might come in? Why block anybody?

The Premier: Why? Can anyone work en
the wharf at Fremantle?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am not arguing for
those that are engaged in the business now.
If those that have been in the business for
some years are to be -permitted to trade openly
and freely, it should be open to any other
firm or company that cares to enter the
business.

The Mfinister for Mines: Then you cannot
make a maxtimum and a minimum under those
conditions.

Hon. P. COLLIER:± It is unnecessary to do
so.

The 'Minister for Mfines: You cannot keep
the men working without it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The men managed to
exist in the past when there was no such lim-
itation as a maximum or a minimum.

The Mieister for Mines: You are right
when you say they ''managed to exist."

Hon. P. COLLIER: They managed to
carry on without any limitation whatever,
and they were getting only £9 or £ 10 per ton.
Surely they wil be able to carry on when
they are going to get £16 per ton!

The Minister for Mines:. If they can get a
buyer.

Hon. P. COLLIER: They will get a buyer
all right.

The Minister for Mines: They cannot get
a buyer.

Hon. P. COLLIER: They will; so long as
there is a demand in China for sandalwood
so long will there be buyers.

The Minister for Mines; The demand flue-
tuates.

Hon. P. COLLIER:. I am aware of that.
The Minister for Mines: We say it should

be stabilised.
Ron, P. COLLIER; That was the argument

before.
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The Minister for Mines: That is the pur-

HPn. P. COLLIER: No doubt the Minister
will as convincingly demonstrate again on
this occasion that this is the only way the
business can be satisfactorily regulated. He
wilt tell us the only way it can be stabilised
is by adopting the present proposal, just as
vigorously as he asserted a few weeks ago
that it could be done only in the opposite
way.

The Minister for Mines: It is not the op-
posite way.

Mr. Teesdale: You remember when the
price was £ 7 a tonI

tHon. P. COLLIER. That has nothing to
do with the question.

Mr. Teesdale: It might come down to that
again.

Hon. P. COLLIER: It cannot if the Gov.
erment stipulate that the price must be £16.
'They state in the regulations that £16 must
be paid, and it will have to he paid.

Mr. Teesdale: What if they stop buying?
Hon. P. COLLIER: It does not matter. If

the Government stipulate £16, it must be paid.
The Minister for Mines: There would be no

purchasers.
Hen. P. COLLIER: Why not?
The 'Minister for Mines: Because they have

large stocks obtained at a price that will
return them a big profit.

H3on. P. COLLIER: They will purchase as
in the past.

The Minister for Mines: And they will
come along by deputation as they did pre.
viously crying for a reduction in the royalty.

H9on. P. COLLIER: I do not know that
they did that.

The Minister for Mines: I1 do.
Hon. P. COLLIER: The only deputation

I know of was the one referred to by the
member for Satanning (Mr. A. Thomson).
The Press were not represented at that de.
putation; only a few members of Parliament
and a sandalwood getter were present. There-
fore the hon. member must have got his in-
formation from a source in the Minister's
office.

The Minister for Mines: I do not know
where he got it.

Htou. P. COLLIER: It shows he went nos-
ing around for information or that it was
gratuitously offered to him. The informa-
tion was not correct. Although I was
present at the deputation I did not support
the request of the sandalwood getter for
a reduction of royalty. The Minister ex-
plained that such a step would not assist
the getters at all, and I endorse the view
of the Minister. No member present sup-
ported the request. The Minister will
recollect that I did hot speak at the deputs-
lion. I was not aware of the nature of thv
.request until the getter spoke.

The Minister for Mines: I merely stated
that tbe getter came along and asked for a
reduction.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That is so.

The Minister for Mines: He had a peti-
tion.

H2on. P. COLLIER: No doubt he spoke
for otber getters, but his proposal would
not have assisted them. The present in-
dications. are that the Government do not
know where they are.

The Minister for Mines: We knew whore
we are.

Ron. P. COLLIER: The Minister said it
meant confusiou or monopoly.

The Minister for Mines: Those are not
the words I used.

Hen. P. COLLIER:- In any case it is chaos
and confusion.

The 'Minister for Mines:- Confusion worse
confounded.

Hon. P. COLLIER:. The Government
have confounded some of their supporters.

The Minister for Mines: And compounded
with others.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No doubt many of
those supporters will endeavour to justify
their change of front, along with the Min-
is-ter.

On motion by the Minister for Mines, de-
bate adjourned.

Sitting &uspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

PAPERS--STATZ HOTELS.
B. Seppelt 4- Sons, Ltd.

On motion by Hon. W. C. Angwin
ordered-

That all papers and communications
which have passed between the State
Hotels Department and Messrs. B. Seppelt
& Sons, Ltd., Fremantle, since the 1st day
of March, 3923, and also all papers re-
lating thereto, be laid on the Table of the
Hlouse.

BILL-WOMEN'S LEGAL STATUS.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 5th September.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
-Northamn) [7.34] : This Bill was intro-
duced by the member for West Perth (Mrs.
Cowan), who as usual pointed out the dis-
abilities under which women labour. I was
not aware that all the disabilities which she
mentioned applied to the fair sex. The
hon. member's measure asks that no person
shall be disqualified because of sex from
holding any public position. She further
asks that marriage shall be no bar. I do
not quite know what she means by that. I
wonder what would happen if both husband
and wife came into this House! Who would
look after the family then? How far is it
intended to go?

Mr. Underwood: Do you consult the wife?
The PREMIER: Of course I do. But sup-

pose the wife obtained a public Position
which took her away from the State for a
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considerable time. Desertion, I believe, is a
grond for divorce under our law. 'What
would happen if the member for Wvest Perth
became Agent General for three yearsl

Mrt. Underwood: Then she would take her
encumbrances with her.

The PREMIER: I have no objection what-
ever to women being qualified to hold any
public position. I have to objection what-
ever to their becoming lawyers. I agree to
the removal of every sex disqualification.
Possibly all members'may not he in accord
with that view. However, the result of the
removal of the disqualificatioii in the case
of dlig House was that, at the first time of
asking, the nmember for West Pettt was
eturned. I believe that in most of the

States of the ('ommonwvealth women are
:-]]ow~ed to become lawiers and to practise.
The present Bill, I understand, is taken from
an Imperial Act and a New South Wales
Art. The nmember for West Perth. however,2
is altogether in the wrong when she pro-
roses to make women equal to mien. WVomer
hire superior to men to-day, and tile control
of men be women is ninh greater than the
control ofl women lby men. f trust that all
women will not wish to become lowyers or
members of i',ia,,ent. While no doubt a
good many women prefer to engage fin pro-
fessions and callings, it is a vecry bad thing
for the men of a countirr to get out of the
habit of keeping the women of the country.
Every mon should be married, every man
should keep a wife. T think the good old
custom of the men providiug for the women
should still he adhcretl to, and of course it
will be adhered to even if this Bill becomes
law. There are now, however, many women
with a good deal of ambition, and they wish
for opportunities to exereise their talents.
T think the House will agree that there
should be no bir to their ambition. If they
'-an qualify for a profcssion, they should be
allowed to practise. If they can attain to
public position, they shtould be allowed to
hold those positionis. But the marriage
s'er-ice should be remembered. Of course
I do not know about the "Love, honour, and
obey.' I suppose, however, that wome',
will still obey their husbands if this Bill
passes. I shall not oppose the seco-nd read-
ing. Raving already determined to make
women eligible for election to Parliament,
we should remove the other disqualifica-
tions.

M r. MOCALLUMI (South Fremantle)
[7.41]: This Bill proposes to give the sexes
equality in professions and avocations. No
doubt the practice and ecustom of the present
time, ivhether they are law or not, place the
female sex under a distinct disiadvantage as
regards most of the professions; mod4 I am
at one with the mover in her desire to remove
any such disabilities, and to see that women
are given equal opportunities with men. But
the measure proposes to establish equality
in avocations, too. In most avocations the
female sex is given, by law and by indus-
trial agreements, distinct advantages over

the mnale sex. The Bill proposes to take awa~y
those advantages, amid to place the two sexes
on an equality.

Mrs. Cowan: That has not been the effect
of such legislation elsewhere.

Mr. MeCALLUM: No other State bas gone
so, far as is proposed by this Bill. The,,
comes the question of the effect which the
passing of such a measure as this would
have upon existing laws. How many laws
does this Bill propose to repeaill I remem-
ber reading of a case in the Privy Council
where a lady of title held that the passing
of a Isa' of this description by the British
Parliament entitled her to take her seat iu
the House of Lords. The Privy Council,
however, held that the measure did not re-
peal the English law which prevented the
lady from taking her seat. Unless an Act is
specifically named in such a Bill asthis, the
Bill does not operate to repeal such an Act.
Therefore I am very doubtful as to how far
this Hill will go to repeal existing laws.
The mneasure proposes to remove any dis-
qualification of women-

from entering or assuming or carrying on
any other civil profession or vocation, any
law or usage to the contrary notwithstand-
ing.

Section 59 of our Factories Act debars women
from working in white lead factories, for
instance, and in other poisonous trades. Will
the placing of women on an equality with
men by this Bill involve the repeal of that
section of the Factories Act?

The Minister for Works: The women will
please themselves.

Mr. ]NeCALLUM: Will this Bill mean the
repeal of advantages gained for women as
the result of years of industrial agitation,
advantages but recently confirmed by the de-
cision of the League of Nations that in all
countries which are parties to the league
women 0omld he prohibited from working in
su'h factories and tradles? Is woman to be
reduced to the level of mere man by this
Bill? The words I have quoted fromt Clause
2 appear to me to have that effect,

The Premier: If the Bill passes, women
will still be able to do as they like.

Mr. McCALLEJM: That provision will have
to be altered before it can receive the sup-
port of members on this side. As regards
time trades I have referred to, the law has
placed women in a superior position to men.

The 'Minister for Works: The employers in
such trades can refuse to employ womn.

Mr. MeCALLUM: We know that the em-
ployers will go for the cheapest laboar. Com-
petition will compel them to do that and it
wvas to prevent that that Parliament approved
of the Factories Act. It is arced by all
countries that women should not be permitted
to mnter divirous trades, married women
particularly, as they are more susceptible to
poison.

The Premier: This will not override the
Factories Act.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Bill distinctly
states ''any law or usage notwithstanding'
How far is that goingi
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The Premier:- It will not override any
existing Act.

Mr. MelCALL1UM: It sets out to repeal
aill the laws that have a bearing on the
difference in the equality of the sexes. Sec-
tion 54 of the Factories Act states-

No occupier of a factory shall employ
a male under 18 years of age or a womn
in any part of -such factory in which there
is earriad on (a) the process of sivering
of mirrors by the mercurial process or (b)
the process of making white lead.

The no-xt clatse also may be quoted-
.No occupier of the factory shall vmploy

a female tinder 159 years of age in any
part of sucrh factory in which the proces
of melting or annealing gloss is carried
on-

The Bill will permit women to engage in that
work.

The Premier: I doubt it.
Mr. McCALLIJM: It distinctly says Pa.

Here is where the great danger comes in. As
the result of the agitation on the part of
trades unions, w~omen now enjoy many ad-
vatages that ther dlid not nreviously possess.
For instance, under the Bill womien ay he
expected to stand in shops just as men do.
This and many other advantages were ob-
tained for women by means of industrial
agreements, arbitration awards, and the laws
of the State. It appears that if the word
"evocation" is left in the Bill, it will have
the effect of destroying all the good work
that has been done for the female sex. Sec-
tion 56 of the Factories Act provides--

No occ-upier of a factory Shall employ
therein a girl under 16 years of age if
there is carried on therein (a) the making
or finishing of bricks or tilts, not being
ornamental tiles, or (b) the making or
-finishing of salt.

The Bill will repeal that.
The Premier:- Wbat about sitting on juries?
Air. MeCALLUMA: That will be more pro-

fessional. I am prepared to support the Bill
so far as it will raise women LG an equality
with men where at the present time a disad-
vantage is suffered. Bnt I will not be a
party to the lowering of the status in any
shape or form. The Bill seeks to do that.
Section 68 of the Factories Act says-

No woman shall knowingly work and
no occupier of a factory shall knowingly
require or permit any wroman to work in
any factory during the six weeks inimedi-
ately prior to or after her confinement.

This Bill will repeal that. It sets out to
abolish all distinctions made between the
sexes. Wherever there is a distinction made
"1any law or usage to the contrary notwith-
standing" is not to apply. I could give in-
numerable instances where girls have a dis-
tinct advantage in industry, having gained
it by years of agitation on the part of trades
unions by means of strikes and in other ways.
I desire that to be maintained. I appeal to
the member for West Perth to modify the
clause. It appears to me that the ww
"vocation'' should come out. By, leaving in
the word we shall penalise the female sex

and take away the privileges dearly won in
the past and now greatly appreciated by all
women.

Ron. W. C. ANG WIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [7.52]: After the second reading
of the Bill had been moved I bad a doubt
about it similar to that expressed by the
member for South Fremantle (Mr. MeCal-
him). I theref ore waited on the Solicitor
General, my object being to get an amend-
meat framed which would provide that the
measure should not override any existing
legislation in respect of the female sex. The
Solicitor General assured me that the Bill
would have no such effect.

Mr. Lutey: The English in it is very plain.
Hon. W. C. AXGWIh': The Solicitor Gen-

era pointed out that there were various laws
in England that protected the female sex.
There was alIso a statute in force similar to
the Bill now under discussion, and it had
not affected other statutes in existence. lHe
quoted from Halabury and uther authorities,
and I canme away satisfied with the advice he
gave, that the lli would not in any way
interfere with the Factories Act or any other
legislation in force. There is, however, one
word in the Bill, which was referred to by
the Premier, and to which consideration might
be given-I refer to "miarriage." Tbe "Edu-
cation Department do not, if they can pos-
sibly avoid it, employ married women as
teach~ers. They endea~vour, as far as pos-
sible, to secure the services of unmarried
women. If the clause applies to all voca-
tions and professions the effect might be to
prevent a number of young women getting
married.

Mr. Underwood: That would be bad.
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I agree with the

Premier, that the beat thing we can do is to
try to bring about more marriages so as to
secure in that way an increase in our popula-
tion. I merely rose to assure the member for
South 'Fremanatle that the Solicitor General
does not endorse the fears he has in respect
of the female sex.

Mr. 'UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [7.57]: 1
intend to support the second reading of the
Bill, but when it is in Committee it may be
necessary to strike out the word "vocation?'
The main object of the Bill is to permit
women to become practitioners in the courts
of law. We have already permitted them to
practise as doctors, and if they are capable
of following that profession, I am prepared
to lot them have a try at the law. Nobody
is compelled to go to law, hut nearly every-
one is obliged to have a doctor. If we can
trust women with our lives, we can likewise
trnpt them with our legal affairs. With re-
c-ard to the remarks of the member for North-
East Fremantle (Eton. W. C. Angwin), that
the Bill may prevent young women from
gettiog married, I do not think there is any-
thing Parliament can do that will prevent a
youngr man end a young woman getting
married if they feel that way inclined. I
have no fear whatever about the Bill inter-
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fering with our percentage of marriages.
That is something that Parliament has not,
and never wiill, control. I intend to support
the second reading, and in Committee may
consider it advisable to suggest the striking
oat of "vocation."

Mr. LATHAM (York) (7.59]: 1 support
the second reading, and at the same time point
out that I do not know whether it is a step in
the right direction to try to bring about an
equality of the sexes. Women have more im-
portant functions to perform than to enter
the professiohal world. They are the cus-
todians of our race, for a start. On Moman
depends the future of our race. We want
women to he intellectually fitted to become
the mothers of our future generations. More
than ever before is that necessary. We have
only to read some of the works in our library
to see that in certain nations people mentally
afflicted are being released from institutions
and that, iinfortunately, a substantial per-
centage of them bring into the world mentally
afflicted children. Our women, on entering
professions, will be just about at marriage-
able age. I hope that before taking up pro-
fessional careen they will seriously consider
their responsibilities to the nation.

Mr. Underwood: They ought to be comn-
pelled to marry.

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know that, ex-
actly, but it is a very serious question and is
occupying the minds of our soundest thinkers.

Mr. Marshall: Would it be a hardship to
bring about compulsory marriage?

Mr. LATHIAM: I do not know what I
should like to do to the hon. member. Some-
timeos I should like to do More than that to
him, perhaps to marry him to half-a-dozen
women, some of thenm real termagants. The
New South Wales Act, provisions from which
have been incorporated in the Bill, denies to
women the avocations mentioned by the mem-
ber for South Fremantle (.%r. Mc~allum) hut
specially points ont the positions they* may
occupy, such as that of Lord Mfayor or of
a member of Parliament, or even of a judge
of the Supreme Court. I will support the
second reading, but I am not sure that the
Bill is a step in the right direction. I hope
there will be no ill-effects from this attempt
to place women on an equality with men. Per-
sonally, I do not think it possible to reduce
women to the level of meni.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [8.4): The
Bill has my full support. It is a step in the
right direction. Moreover, it has been tried
with sucfess in more than one part of the
British Empire. We have already let down
the barriers in a number of instances, as by
permitting ladies to sit in this Chamber, and
by permitting them to practise as doctors.
Therefore, there can be no logic in depriving
them of the right to follow any other profes-
sion for which, by education and training, they
feel themselves fitted. But it would be wise
if the member in charge of the measure can-

nested to amendments such as are in existence
in the New South Wales Act, preventing the
doors being opened to women to enter upon
dangerous occupations mentioned in the Fac-
tories Act. Under the Dill a woman could go
into those avocations, from which she is at
present excluded, not because of her sex, but
en account of risks run to health and life in
pursuing those avocations. Notwithstanding
the assurance given that the measure, if
passed as it stands, will not repeal existing
legislation unless specially mentioned, the,
measure, with those words in it ''notwith-
standing any law to the contrary," may be
interpreted as repealing by implication aln
those previously existing legislative enact-
nments. It is laid down by Maxwell in his
"'Interpretation of Statutes" as follows:-

Again, if the co-existence of two sets of
provisions would be destructive of the ob-
ject for which the later was passed, the
earlier would be repealed by the later.

Hie has an equally striking statement-
So, where one Act empowered justices to

enforcte the payment of costs given by the
Queen's Bench on appeal against convic-
tions, except where the party liable was
under recognisances to pay such costs; and
a later one authorised the Quarter Sessions
to give costs in ''Iany appeal,'' to be re-
covered in the manner provided by the first
Act; it was held that the exception in that
Act was impliedly repealed.

The point is, are we impliedly repealing the
Provisions in the Factories Act and other Acts
of a like character? The point may be argu-
able in law, but we do not want to make that
necessary. I think it would be a better form
of putting it if we more definitely stated to
what avocations women should be admitted.
The New South Wales Act makes it more de-
finite. Section 2 reads:-

A person shall Dot by reason of sex be
deemed to be under any disability or subject
to any disqualification-(a) to be elected
and to net as a member of the Legislative
Assembly; (b) to be elected and to act as
Lord M.%ayor or alderman of the Municipal
Coun-il of Sydney, mayor, president, alder-
man, or councillor of any municipality or
shire under the laws relating to local govern-
ment; (e) to he appointed a judge of the
Supreme Court of New South Wales, or of
a district court of New South Wales, or
chairman of Quarter Sessions, or a stipendi-
ary, or police magistrate, or a justice of the
peace; (d) to be admitted and to practice
as a barrister or solicitor of the Supreme
Court of New South Wales, or to practice
as a conveyanicer, any law or usage to the
contrary notwithstanding.

Those things are definite, but when we throw
in the wide provision that women may enter
any civil profession or avocation we do im-
pliedly repeal Acts that prevent women from
entering certain avocations; because this gives
women the right to enter into any avocation
she pleases, any law or usage of the country
notwithstanding. Every member desires to
help the member for West Perth (Mrs.
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Cowan) in getting this through, but I think it
would be wise to so amend the Bill in Com-
mittee as to show respect f or those laws that
are intended not to disqualify a woman by
virtue of her sex, but toD protect her from
injury-

Hon. M. F. TROY (Mount Magnet) 18.10]:
1 will support the measure. No person in the
community, however reactionary, desires to
prevent a woman from attaining any position
in the civil life of the country for which she
is fitted. But I do not know that the bless-
ings to be conferred by the Bill are going
to help the sex very much. One or two am-
bitious women there may be who would give
their all to attain a place in the civil and
social life of the country; but if I know any-
thing of the sex, the greatest ambition of
any woman is to make a home, have children,
and live the natural life for which she was
created. I also resent the suggestion that
there is antagonism between the sexes, that
men have sought to keep women in their
places, to relegate them to the fireside, while
the men monopolise all the privileges of our
social life. I do not think thnt was ever in
any man'Is mind. There may be a few men
who consider women inferior aninfals not en-
titled to the privileges enjoyed by men, but
they are few indeed, and I have not met
them. I had intended to read an extract
from Ruskin 's "Sesame and Lilies," in
which he sets out the place for women in
society. Unfortunately, I eunnot lay my hand
on it in the library. I suppose some student
has it away.

Capt. Carter: It would not be considered
sufficiently modern.

Hion. X1 F. TROY: Perhaps not, hut one
cannot deny the validity of Ruskin 's views
on the place of women in society. I would
admire that woman most who has a natural
desire to make a home, to bring children into
the world, and to give her life to the training
of the character of those children. If a
woman were to reach the highest possible em-
inence, would that satisfy her natural crav-
ing for a home with children? I think not.
The time must inevitably come when that
sort of thing, when her eminence in civil life,
would he dead sea fruit to her; for after alt,
there is in every woman's heart the natural
love for home and children that, in my opinion,
is her greatest adornment. The entrance of
women and girls into the everyday commer-
cial life of the country has not been to their
disadvantage. The fact that women have
mined with men in offices has made them more
familiar with men. It has not maintained
for them that great respect and courtesy that
they received from men in the past. Women
comphlain to-day that men will not give up to
them their seats in trains. and trains, that
men do not hold the same chivalrous ideas
towards them as they did in olden days. They
do not receive that treatment from men, be-
couse a woman is not to-day the retiring crea-
ture she used to be, covered with blushes and
full of modesty. The sexes meet on grounds of
equality. They have familiarised themselves

with men. All that sort of thing may be
looked upon as progress, but it is progress
that savours of decay and degeneracy, To-
day women discuss all kinds of things on an
equality with men. Years ago modest women
would not have thought of disduasing these
things with the opposite sex. Women will
discuss with men all the details of a divorce
ease. They work ini lawyers' offices and dis-
cuss those things there. They also discuss
them at the table. It is social gossip for
them. Women who have becom, notorious are
more Souight after than otherwise by other
women.

Mrs. Cowan: 'Who puts all those cases into
the papert'

Hon. M1. F. TROY;- It is the women who
encourage the newspapers to publish the friv-
olous items called society gossip. It is the
women who read the column " Mainly about
people." When a men takes the paper home
the first thing the woman in the house looks
ait is '" Mainly about people." When the
weekly paper comes to a home the first thing
th~e women look at is the social gossip, and
such small items that interest them.

The Minister for Works: They want to
know what the other women are wearing and
doing.

Hion. M3. F, TROYV That sort of thing has
begotten and is bound to beget a shallow
state of mind.

Hon. P. Collier: You are old-fashioned.
Hon. M%. F. TROY: Probably I am. I am

satisfied to allow a woman to enter into any
sphere of life she wishes to enter, but I do
hold the opinion that the familiarity that Is
now evident between men and women, asr a
result of their envirihment in offices and bus-
iness centres, has not been to the advantage
of women.

Hon. W. C. Ang-win: You must admit that
the Christian world has been built up on your
old fashioned ideals.

Hon. M1. F. TROY: I do not know how it
was built up. Women have the equality they
have been looking for but they have lost the
better things of life. They have lost the
courtesy of man to woman, for they hav6 met
men on the same plane. Women may seek
these openings that are prodided in the Bill
because of their ambitions, but I do not think
they will ever be satisfied with that sphere of
life that brings them into sordid competition
with men. Man has always looked upon
woman as the finer, the better, the gentlr,
and the more beautiful creature. What
man will fail to acknowledge that in
his life he owes a great deal to the
influence of some good woinan There never
was a man who was worth anything at all
who dlid not acknowledge the influence upon
his life of some good woman. I hare al-
ways resented the suggestion of antagonisma
between the sexes, or that man was keeping
woman down and denying her her rights and
privileges in life. A goodI woman exerciqes
more influence in her home upon the world
at large by her gentleness, and her wisdom
than she can do in thousands of Farlameuts
or eourts of law.
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en. W. C. Angwin: That is the view of the
great majority of women.

Hon. Mt. P. TROY: Yes. I am sorry that
women are entering into spheres to which they
are aspiring. We find them now in Parlia-
ment. I do not personally resent the presence
here of the member for West Perth (Mrs.
Cowan), but I think it is a pity that women
should bie brought into sordid competition
with men. Men are the rougher creatures. We
were made for the hurly-burly of life, whereas
the rightful place for a woman is in her
home, and with her children. H~er husband!
should be her friend and companion. If,
however, women wish to enter theqe spheres
let them do so. I cannot help feeling that
more and more they will find they are losing
that courtesy and chivalry that men have in
the past show,, towards women. They will
lose all thast is best and most valuable in
this worldl. The familiarities, I speak of are
largely responsible for the increases in di-
vorce. Women in lawyers' offices have become
familiar with such subjects. They will dis-
icuss sex affairs with me,,. Some of them
have lost their sense of modesty, which can-
not be good for them. I have beard it said
that they should be taught about all these
things. Some of thenm may lie able to stand
it; they have the strength of mind to resist
the dangers. With others it would not be so.
The greatest support iind protection women
have is their modesty. Men are prepared to
lea~e open to women nll the avenues they
seek, but cannot help thinking that these will
amount to dead sea fruit in the end. Women
may attain to the highest positions in the land
in the public, professional, and social life of
the country, but in the end they will have
no children and no home. They will feel
they have indeed given their lives for
naught.

Mr. 3ITTLLAN Y (1Muzies) [8.2]: 1
alprecinte the object of the member for
West Perth (Mrs. Cowan) in endeavouting
to better the conditions for women. I am
rather doubtful whether she has fully con-
sidered the effect of this Bill. To a large
extent I agree with the sentiments of the
member for Mft. 'Magnet (Hon. MU. F. Troy)
There are concrete instances of laws which
have been made for the protection of women.
They, are not permitted to engage In certain
vocations. If this Bill becomes law it wilt
have an effect not contemplated by the
tuenber -who introduced it. Clause 2 of the
Bill says-

A person shall not he disqualified by
sex or marriage form the exercise of any
public function or from being appointed
to or holding any civil or judicial office
or post or front being admitted or entitled
to practise as a practitioner within the
meaning of that term in the Legal Nr-e
titioners, Act, 1893, or from entering or
assuming or carrying on any other civil
profession or vocation, any, law or usagc
to the contrary notwithstanding

The last sentence is one that specially
appeals to me. '"Amy other civil profession

or vocation, any law or usage to the con-
trary notwithstanding.'' Section 53 of the
M.lines Regulation Act says-

INo boy under the age of 16 years and
no female shall he E-xployed below ground
in any mine.

I would ask the member for West Pecril.
whether mining is a vocation. I say it
is. fins she considered that question and
the effect upon the situation if the Bill be-
comes law? It is char that if we pass this
Bill in its present form this section of the
Mines Regulation Act will go by the board,
for it will be permissible for females to be
err1 lo 'veil underground.

lion,. 1'. ('eller : Anywhere and every-
where.

Mr. M ULLANY: I to not think tile iner-
hr r I r 1%"..t lh-rthI desires that to hiapjpen.
Slip eafhhnt have given, the matteor sufficient
thought. Tlherc art %o,oDt; os and lprofen-
sions to which wotul shouldI le admitted.
A considerable amount of thoughlt will I,--
qiir to be given to a Bill of this kind in
order to provide exactly what the lion. mneni-
her deAres ito attnin. In Comurvittee the
Bill many be amended, hut in its present
form I cannot bring myself to support the
second reading.

Mrs. COWAN ,, est Pertl,-in reply'
[8.301 : I am sorry that some members
imagine that I or any other woman would
wish to introduce legislation to deprive
women of the protective measures given to
them for racial zeasons

Mr. Mullary: The Bill is doing it.
Mrs. COWAN: For fear that might be

the position, as when suggested by the mem-
ber for Northi-East Fremnantle (Hon. W. C.
Angwin), I waited upon the Solicitor Gen-
eral and discusied the matter with him.
This is isi opinion-

The Bill, which removes certain dis-
qualifications on account of sex, in no way
affects the provisions of other Acts, such
as the Factories and Shops Act, enacted
in the interests of womten and girls and
for their protection. The Bill, as you ari
aware, adopts the Imperial Acts 9 and
10, Geo. V., C. I1, and the New South
Wales Act of 1919. It has never been
suggested in England or New South
Wales that the removal of these dis-
qualifications would be to prejudice
women in other directions. The Factor,'
Acts, for instance, in England and New
South Wales, contain provisions for the
protection of women and young persons,
just as in our Acts, which are wholly n-
affected by the removal of sex dis-
qualification.

The Solicitor General says he sees no reason
why I should not proceed with the Bill.

M.%r. MfcCallum: I would not rely on his
opinion too much.

Mrs. COWAN\: I will not object to an
amendment such as the member for North-
East Fremantle suggested. No\- woman
would wish for anything that would harms
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any- member of her sex. If we madle it
possible for women to work in lead factories,
we would harm our race, and no one desires
to do that. Somethine has been said about
the position of married women, The sugget-
tion that disqualifications should apply to
them is a mistake, for many reasons. I
know of no reason why married women
should not be allowed to teach in our
schools. Surely a married woman is the
very best person to do so when her childreTn
have reatched a reasonable nge.

'Mr. Davie$: Married womien arc not pre-
vented from teaching to-da'y.

Mrs. COWA.N: Yes, they are.
The Minister for Mines: They are not.
Mr. Davies: There are plenty cf married

women who are teaching. I know of many
cases.

Mrs. COWIAN: They are not allowed to
teach unless they are widows. They have to
resign if they get married.

The Minister for Mlines: T can give you
two instances where married womnen are
teaching, and the husbands stay at home to
do the housework!

Mrs. COWAN: If they are not men enough
to go out and cami a living for their faun-
lies, do you blame the women for doing it'!

The Minister for Mines: No, I am) envious
of them.

Mfrs. COWAN' : Women are allowed to work
at various vocations. For instance, nursing,
teaching, housekeeping, acting, and garden-
ing are vocations, and we would not think
of debarring women from participating in
them, whether they he married or single. If
a woman is able, and it is necessary to aug-
ment the family income, she should he per-
mitted to do so. I have not heard anyone
suggest the necessity for a law to prohibit
women, when the necessity arises, from going
out charring or washing or doing any other
unpleasant work. -No one has suggested that
should be disallowed.

Mr. Latham: Yoo would not suggest that
the men should do that work?

Mrs. COWAN: Why not ! They are as calp-
able as we are.

'Mr. McCa~llum: What abouit the Factories
and Shops Act, and the Mfines Regulation
Act?

M1rs. COWAN: That does not prevent
women from going out washing.

Mr. McCallum: It prevents them from en-
gaging in some objectionable avocations.

Mrs. COWAN: The boa, member talked
about ecrisin Acts which seek to protect the
interests of women, hut no one desires to
interfere with them.

Mr. MIeCallum: But the Bill does so.
"Mrs. COWAN: No one would say that a

woman shculd not be prevented from working
for six weeks before or after the birth of a
child. No attempt is made in the Bill to in-
terfere with that. While such a legislative
provision does exist, why has no one attempted
to provide that if she stops at home during
the tryloc2 period she passes through at that
time tb-.re should be monetary piorision to
allow of it?

Mr. McCallumi: Only the trades unions
have attempted to do anything in that direc-
tionl.

Mrs. COWAN:. That is not so. Women
should receive better coesideration in those
t-ireninstances, and we have not got it.

Mr. Cunningham: You will not get it from
your side of thie House.

Mrs. COWAN-\: It is a great mistake to say
that.

'Mr. Hughes: Your Party control the Gov-
ernmtent; why do you not do something!

Mrs. COWAN: When a family baa grown
up, why should the wvife not be permitted to
go out and do something? Women get very
lonely when their husbands are away all the
time. I do not wish to indulge in mutual
recriminations on the subject, but I was sorry
to hear the member for Mt. Magnet (Hon.
M. F. Troy) speak as hie did., Af ter all, it
is not altogether the fault of women and
girls that they hate te-go oat to work. The
fact is that no man can 'keep a family of
four or five girls going unless hejas wealthy.
In such circumstances, the girls 'have to do
something to maintain themselves. Unless
we open various vocations3 to enable those
girls to earn their living, they can-not be kept
at home hecause, under existing conditions,,
those very things which would keep them at
home have been removed outside for com-
mercial reasons. That is one reason why I
ask for the passage of the Bill. I want to
know why we do not object to women washing
addl charring?

Mr. Latham: You do not expect a men to
do that sort of thing?

Mlrs. COWAN: There is a great deal of
truith in what Havelock Ellis said when he re-
ferred] to the curious point of view we hold
regarding the opposite sex. He said:-

It is perhaps not strange that the un-
certainty of knowing whether she was a
goddess, or a house-servant, or something
in between, should have stricken women 50
long with a kind of paralyis.

Women are recov-ering from that state of
paralysis, and are asking for these various
things now. That paralysis is at an end,
and women are realisfing that they must he
out and alongside their menfolk. It will
take sonic time for the mienfolk to get used
to it, and it is rather hard for them at the
start. Wise n-omen will see that it is (lone
as tactfully as possible, and men need nut
be afraid.

Ron. W. C, Angwia: 'Women do not want
to go on Juries now.

M.Nrs. COWAN:. Yes, they do, in cases where
women and children are concerned. 31ave-
lock Ellis also said:-

We may regard all discussion on the
everlasting alleged inferiority of women as
absolutecly futile and foolish, and also that
the cnviction of some men that women axe
not fitted to exercise various social and
political duities, and the conviction of some
women that men are a morally inferior
sex, are both alike absurd, for they both
rest on the na~i1- tion that women do not
inherit from their fathers, nor men from
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their mothers. We are not at liberty to
introduce any artificial sex barrier into
social concerns, for the hope of our future
eivilisatiom lies in the development in equal
-freedom of both masculine and -feminine
elements in life.

We must work together and be side by aide.
Mr. T. Thomson: Who wrote that?
Mrs, COWAN: Those are the words of

Haveclock Ellis, the noted writer on socin-
T1rI J Thomson: T do not know him,

Mrs. COWAN- The hon. member should
know all of these writers. Havelock Ellis
is a famous scientist.

Mr. T1. Thomson: I do not know him, and
I do -not want to know him.

'Mrs. COWAN:' I trust hon. members will
agree to the second rending of the Bill, and
that women will be admitted to the various
vocations where they can gain a footing. I
trust they will occupy a better position in
time to come.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee.
Mr. Angelo in the Chair; Mrs. Cowan in

charge of the Bil.
Clause 1-agreed to.
Clause 2-Removal of disqualification cm

grounds of success:.
Hon. W. C. ANGWIM: No doubt 'the

Solicitor General was right when he said the
Bill did not actueally, repeal any other Act.
I have looked up the English Act, from
which the Bill is taken, and find that the list
of Acts affected is set out in the schedule.
The Dill is almost word for word with the
first portion of the English Act which, how-
ever, contains four clauses, one of which has
a number of paragraphs. One of the objects
of the English Act was to permit women to
serve on juries. There is special provision
setting out how juries are to be called.

Mrs. COWAN: I will not ask for any pro-
vision regarding women sitting on juries.

The Minister for Mines: Women do not
want to take that responsibility, but they wish
to he admitted to the bar.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I know that women
do not want to act on juries.

Mrs. Cowan: I think they do.
Rion. W. 0. ANGWTN:- The hon. member

does not know the views of her own sex?
They do not want to sit on juries. For that
matter , men do not wish to go on juries
either.

Mrs. Cowan:- In any ease, I do not ask
for that prevision.

Mr. McCallum: But the Bill brings in
everything.

Hlon. W. C. ANG'WTN: The English Act
was assented to on the 23rd December, 1919,
and it is similar to the BUi before us in re-

gard to the first section. The Bill will, re-
peal other Acts passed for the piotection of
women.

Mrs. Cowan: No, that is not altogether
desired.

Hon. W. Q. ANGWIN: But it repeals
everything.

Hion. P. Collier: You are embracing every-
thing under your Bill.

Mrs. COWAN: No, I amn not.

Eton. W. C. ANOWIVN: The English Act
repeals portions of the following Acts: The
JIuries Act, 1870: the Juries Act (Irelsand),
1871; the Local Government Act, 1894; the
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894; the
Luwil G vtrunient (Irelamd) Act, 1098; the
()iilifi-,ii- nof NWomnen (C ounty and Bouogh
(anpibi) %i-t, 1917. Owu Qualification of
Wo':a'n (Crntv Town Councils) (Scot-
land) kct l!"7;1 tli Lowil Authorities (Ire-
hand) (Qunlifi ation ot Women) Act, 1911;
tht, C,,ntv and Borough (Couneils (Qoialifica-
Pn\ Act, 1914; siid thte Coanl-v, Townn and
Pari. 12 Councils (Qualification) (Scotland) Act
1914. All the other -Aets not rum-sled s'n1.
Therefore the Solicitor General was correct.
[ airs confident a majority of the rvomen do
not want to serve on juries. Perhaps half a
dozen or a dozen do.

The Minister for Mines: We could name
them, too.

Hon. W. C. A'NGWtN: I could name sonmc
of them. Women generally have not ex-
pressed any wish to serve on Juries. How
would it be possible for a majority of women
to leave their families and serve on juries
perhaps for a weekI

Hon. P. Collier: If they were summoned
they would have to serve.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: To include the
words "or marriage" would have the effect
of taking mothers away from their children.
My wife would not go; she would rather pay
the fine. She is opposed to women getting
these powers, and there are thousands of
others holding similar views. Those isking
for these powers number perhaps a dozen in
Perth and the country.

Hon. P. Collier: None in the country.
Hon. W. C. AKGWIN: There will be no

choice; they will be compelled to serve on
juries, and I am sure the women would re-
sent such a provision. The member for West
Perth (Mrs. Cowan) should confine the Bill
to what she definitely desires. If she wishes
to make provision for women to enter the
legal profession, she should stipulate it.

lire. Cowan: The Solicitor General tells
me that does not apply.

H1on. T. WALKER: The amendment
might well be accepted as a preliminary to
a more drastic amendment. The word "1sex"
covers both married and single women. The
New South Wales Act provides that a person
shall not by reason of sex be deemed to be
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under any disability or subject to any dis-
qualification. That covers all women. There-
-fore it is not necessary to include the words
"dor marriage." In England there are
special reasons for including those words.
Marriage does carry certain disqualifica-
tions as to occupying a postioa or
exercising power uinder the English law. We
have got rid of those, so we need not retain
the words in this clause. Evidently there has
been too much hasty copying of the English
statute. The clause shows the evil of copy-
ing. When an Act specially repeals other Acts
only those mentioned are affected. The Acts
-not mentioned still operate. The conclud-
ing phrase of Clause 2 is taken from the New
South Wales Act. That Act expressly states
what should be done. t suggest that the mem-
ber for West Perth should agree to report
progress or to substitute Section 2 of the
New South Wales Act for this clause. She
should state definitely what she desires, and
leave untouched what she wishes to preserve.
Then there could be no doubt as to how ether
matters will be affected.

Mrs. Cowan: I do not object to adopting
the New South Wales section.

Hon. T. WALKER: It would be better to
report progress in order 'that the matter
night be carefully considered.

Progress reported.

BILL - PUBLIC SERVICE APPEAL
BOARD ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Capt. CARTER (Leederville) [8.58] ft.
moving the second reading said: This is a
short Bill designed to amend the Public Ser-
vice Appeal Board Act of 1920. Members
are familiar with the Appeal Board, and no
doubt have followed closely its operations
during the past year or twvo. Recently there
occurred a case-and I understand there are
several similar eases--in which the Appeal
Board dismissed an application by public ser-
vants because the hoard considered they did
not possess the necessary jurisdiction to de-
cide the issue placed before them on the ap-
peal. Portion of Subsection 2 of Section 6
of the principal Act reads-

If any question shall arise as to which of
several awards or agreements is applicable,
the board shall determilne which award or
agreement shall apply.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: What awards are up-

plcable to public servants?
Capt. CARTER: If the hon. member will

read Section 6, Subsection 2, he will find
that-

Any person employed in the Public Ser-
vice at a daily or weekly rate of wages
who is not a public servant within the
meaning of Section 2 of this Act shall be
paid in accordance with any award or in-
dustrial agreement under the Industrial Ar-
bitration Act, 1912, applicable to workers
of his class, whether such award or agree-
mnt. is binding on the Crown or not.

Such an employee must be paid in accordance
with the award or industrial agreement even
if there is no common rule binding the Crown,
and even although the Crown did not appear
in the case.

laon. W. 0. Aagwin: The Appeal Board,
then, are to decide what the Arbitration
Court have already decided?

Capt. CARTER: The reason for this Bill
will be more clearly indicated if I cite a case.
In this morning 's newspaper we saw the
findings of the Appeal Board in a number of
cases recently before that tribunal. One of
the cases was that of a man who had been
employed as far back as 1919 as a cleaner
at the Perth Technical School. As part of
his contract with the Government, this man
has been in residence at the school. His ap-
plication to the Appeal Board was that he
should be classified as a caretaker under the
cleaners, caretakers, and lift attendants
award, No, 14, of 1920. The position which
has arisen is that the Appeal Board refused
to undertake the responsibility of deciding
whether the man comes under the operation of
that award. It is not my intention to discuss
the merits or demerits of the case, beyond
saying that from my point of view as a lay-
man the individual, if he was employed as a
caretaker doing clearing work and odd jobs
of carpentering and nightly, inspection of
premises, and if he lived on the premises at
the request of his employer, should be called
not only a cleaner but also a caretaker.

Hon. W. C. Anigiin: Why not call him a
carpenter if he is doing carpenter's work?

Capt. CARTER: He was doing very little
carpentering work, merely as a gardener
whom the hon. member called in to do a
day's work might put up a trellis.

Mr. Hughes: Are you speaking of the man
at the Perth Technical School?

Capt. CARTER: Yes.
Mrt. Hughes: That man was almost exclu-

sively engaged on repairing joinery.
Capt. CARTER: The hon, member's inf or-

muation may come from sources of which I
know nothing. I heard of the ease primarily
from the individual himself. Afterwards I
read the history of the case before the Appeal
Board. It is a case typical of those to which
this amending Bill would apply. The man
was required to live on the premises, and that
is not a usual stipulation in the ease of a
joiner or a carpenter. He was required to
make nightly rounds and to look after the
lighting of the place. He had to overlook
the work done by other cleaners and. care-
takers in the Perth Technical School buildings.
His application seemed to me perfectly rees-
enable. However, he was turned down by the
Appeal Board on the ground that they couta
not undertake jurisdiction in the case. They
said they had not sufficient, power to decide
the case, and were not called upon to deter-
mine the position with regard to this oar-
ticular employee. For Subsection 2 of Sec-
tion 6 I have prepared the following substi-
tution: -

'If any question shall arise as to which
of several awards or Agreeen ts is applie-



TASSEMBLY]

able, or as to whether any award is applic-
able or not-

That was the point at whbich the board stum-
bled.

or as to what portion of any award or agree-
ment is applicable to a particular person to
whom this subsection applies, the board
shall determine such question.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: We shall not want

any Ministers at all directly. The department
ought to be able to settle such a question.

Capt. CARTER: I am not prepared to say
that the appointment of the Appeal Board
was superfluous. I would not suggest that
for a moment, having regard to thme very
heavy work and the number of appeals com-
ing before the hoard, which seem amply to
justify the appointment. However, here is
a. specific casqe which I use to illustrate the
fact that the functioning of time board is not
always what Parliament intended it to be.
Therefore I think the Bill is necessary. It
will extend the instructionm which Parliament
has given to the Appeal Hoard, along the
lines of jurisdiction,

Hion. W. C . Angwin: Does not this Bill
really mean that the decision of the court
has been given and that the Mfinisfter or the
head of the department will not carry it out?

Capt. CANTER: Naturally. A man would
not approach the board unless he had been
previously turned down by the Public Service
Commissioner.

Hon. W. C. Angrin: The Public Service
Commissioner does not deal with those men.

Capt. CARTER: Assume it was the head
of the department, then. In this ease, I
think, the Public Service Commissioner had
primary jurisdiction. But whoever it was,
he declined to recognise& the right of the man
to come under the award. The man then
approached the Appeal Board, with the re-
stilt which I have briefly outlined, This
morning 's newspaper shows that his appeal
was dismissed.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tt is the only appeal
that was dismissed. Thme board ra ised the
wage in every other ease.

Capt. CARTER: I have here a rough out-
line of the board's decision. They decided
that in White's case there was only the bare
question, firstly, was White entitled to be
paid under the cleaners, caretakers, and life
attendants award or not, and, secondly, if he
was entitled to be paid under that award,' in
whlat capacity. The board decided that the~y
had no jurisdiction to determine either of
those two questions. Logically, T think, the
board should have power to decide whether a
irnan working in a vocation of this nature-
and many similar eases occur in the Public
Service--should come under an award or an
industrial agreement. I ask the House to
accept this amending Bill for the purpose of
making clear and precise the directions -which
Parliament desired to give to the Appeal
Board. I move-

That thme Bill be ntow read a second time.

On motion by the Premier, debate ad-
journed.

MOTIONX-EMPIRE GO0D MINING
SYNDIICATE.

To inquire 'by Royal Commission.

Debate resumed from the 26th September
on the following motion by Hon. M. F.
Tray: -

That in, the opin ion of this Rouse it is
in the interests of the State in general,
and of the inining industry in particular,
that a Royal Commission be appointed to
investigate the affairs of the Empire Gold
Mining Syndicate with a view to ascertain-
ing: 1, Who were the original members of
thee sy,'dirate. .2 The manner in which.
assays weere made and whlo iras responsible
for declaring the assayed samples alleged
to hare been taken from the syndieate's
leases at haoneock 'a, Sandstone, to be worth
from 2028. to 7ocs. per ton, twen in reality
the stone from which they were taken proves
to be worth only so many pennyweights.
37, Who was responsible for the publication
in the newspapers of frequent reports of
the discovery of high values in the leases
held 'by the Empire Syndicate, values which
it wras afterwardst shown never existed.
And that the Commission have power to
examine persons and papers and also the
bauling acc-ounts of all the people respon-
sible for the formation of tme syndicate.

"Mr. CHESSON (Cue) [9.14]: I support
the motion for the appointment of a Royal
Commission. If everything was right with the
syndicate, Mr. Doolette himself should we]-
conmc an inquiry. According to reports cir-
culated at the imie, lie himself was taken in
over time ramp. If that is so, he should be
glad to assist, so far as he can, to have the
whole matter investigated thoroughly. The
samples that were taken should be examined.
A ramip -f this nature does no good to the
State. Many people were induced to take up
shares aim time strength of Press reports con-
cerning samples taken and assays made dur-
iug a period of six months. -Naturally, it will
mean that those people who wyere victimiseit
by the Sandstone ramp will be chary about
imakiag further investments in mining pro-
positions even though those propositions may
have a good chance of turning out sucess-
fully. The member for Mt. Magnet (Ron.
AM. F. Tray) went into the subject of this
ramp very thoroughly. He dealt fully with the
sampling and the assays and showed that at
Sandstone, where the Empire Syndicate w-as
operating, there are ironstone lodes. The old
hands there knew how to get probably decent
samples aver some of the ironstone blows, but
everyone was aware that the values did not
go down to any depth. 'Mr. Doolette took
a nine months' option on the 16th October
and all the money that he deposited was the
sum of Is.! The amount of 03,500 was to be
paid over if the option was exercised. We
know that the option was never exercised and
that the vendors got nothing beyond their
shilling. We are familiar with the fact that
toy means of the publication of almost daily
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reports which declared the Empire Syndicate
leases to be of fabulous richness, the shares
-went up to as high as £.32. If, as the reports
stated, the samnples were taken over big- widths
during the period of practically six months,
there was certainly something wrong in evon-
nectiou With the sampling. AnYone with ex-
perience of iing knows that everything de-
pends upon sampling. The assays would prob-
ably be genuine, but the sampling must have
been taken over a very narrow width, of per-
baps a few inches only; or else the samples
which gave the extraordinary value we read
about did not come out of the Empire Syn-
dicate 'a leases. We sUl know 'Mr. floolette very
well and no one will take him to be a f ool.
Mdr. Doolette employed a manager and that
manager took the samples which went from
one to ten ounces, Mr. Doolette himaclt
would also take samples to verify the results
given by his mainager. It has been given out
that Mr. Ilcolette was deceived and taken in
by his manager. There is no one foolish
enough to believe that Mr. Doolette did not
investigate the position and take samples for
himself during a good portion of the time
that he was in Sandstone. As a matter of fact
lie was moving backwards and forwards be-
tween Perth amid Sandstone during the period
that the Empire Syndicate bad the leases. Ac-
cording to the reports that were published,
there was a tong shoot of atone f rom which
rich values were reported. I am not one w'ho
will believe that this was not a put up affair
on the public. NXo one could possibly have
been there during a period of six months
without doing a certain amount of develop-
ment and without being in the position of
proving how the samples were taken. Accord-
ing to the report of the directors, sAmples were
sent down weekly. That was so, and no doubt.
the assays were genuine. What we want to
know is who was responsible for taking the
-samples, and w-here those samples came
from. We should know who really took
them and whether they came from Sand-
stone. Vice know that it is the easiest
thing in the world in connection with
mining ventures to get hold of decent
stone that will assay welt, and then make use
-of it. Someone was responsible for this ramp
and we want to find out who that person was.
Too many ramps of a similar character have
'been put up on the public of Western Aus-
tralia, and the effect of them is that whenever
a genuine proposition is brought forward, the
greatest difficulty is experienced in raising
,capital with which to work it. No steps have
been taken by the Government to protect the
public who are prepared to invest capital in
mining propositions. Here now is an oppor-
tunity for the Government to carry out the
inquiry as suggested by the member f or Mt.
Magnet and perhaps later on take steps to
see that the investing community are safe-
guarded against ramps of the Sandstone de-
scriptios. We know that it was not until

IMr. Mather, representing the Mfararon Com-
pany, went to Sandstone and took several
-options for his company that the bubble

burst. '.%r. 'Mather gave substahtial cash de-
p)osits for the teases over which he took op-
tions, and he left Sandstone later on with the
'ane good reputation that he had when he
'rent there. The vendcts who had transactions
with Mr. M~ather were satisfied that he gave
them a fair deal. Mr. Mather took his
sampling plant there and it was chiefly
through his development work that sus-
Qicion was first created in connection with the
Empire Syndicate's operations; it was about
then that it was learned that these were
not genuine. Mr. Mather sampled the vari-
ous shows over which he had options and
incidentally some of the sampliag of the
stone from the Empire Syndicate's lease"
was done through him. When the suspicion
was aroused the shares dropped in value.
Then followed the result of the crushing
that had been put through. The tonnage
treated was 879 and the average yield was
3:V dwts. over the plates and 6 dwts. in the
sands. Then of course the bottom fell out
of the market. What a discrepancy between
tme reports published of from one to ten
ounces and the result of the crushing which
averaged 3 dwts.l Either the gold was in
the residues or tme sampling -vas not genu-
ine. 'We know that the gold was not con-
tained in the residues. Therefore the only
conclusion to be arrived at is that the gold
was not in any or the leases. The member
for Mft. Mfagntet when moving for the
appointment of a Royal Commission dealt
exhaustively with this Sandstone ramp-it
cannot be called anything but a ramp-and
there is no need for me to elaborate what
was said by him beyond saying that thp
public mnust be protected. Mr. Doolette
wrote to the Press. soon after the motioni
was moved toy the appointment of a Royal
Commission and he orave some figures to
show the amount of money that was ex-
pended iii Sandstone as the result of his
taking over the options for the Empire
Syndicate No doubt some money was ex-
pended; that could not be avoided during
the progress of his operations. But why did
he refuse to allow the vendors to go near
the battery to watch their own crushing?
Then the vendors applied to him for a re-
fund of a sum of E10. They had a prospect-
ing area before the Empire Syndicate took
over the option and they were obliged to
take up a lease which cost £10. MAr. Doolette
refused thei aplication for the'refund. MAr.
Doolette adaned the argument that by
taking up these options he was instrumental
in providing employment in the district,
and that because of that fact, there should
not be any inquiry. Such an argument
might be expected from a successful burglar,
who, after having carried on his depreda-
tions, urged that no action should be taken.
against him because he had spent the resull
of his operations in building a mansion and
in that way provided work by, the expendi-
tiire of his ill-gotten wealth. Mr. Doolette
claims ihat £4,000 was spent in the district
amongst woodcutters and carters and also
that a considerable aunt of money went to
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the storekeepers. Let me inform r..
Doolette that many of the storekeepers have
been ruined by the Sandstone ramp. They
got in big stocks and gave credit. At the
present time they are carrying what is
practically dead stock and large amounts of
mnney are owing to them. The vendors
P'rendergast and iTeElbinney worked these
leases before the Empire Syndicate took an
option over them, and were probably able
to make a living from them in the manner
that prospectors do. They got their leases
back after they were turned down by the syn-
dicate. I trust the House will agree to the
appointment of a Royal Commission to in.
quite into the transactions over the Empire
leases. It is time the State took action in
respect of these mining ramps. If every-
thing has been fair and above board, Mr.
Doolette should be the first to welcome the
Commission. If the Commission be granted,
it will show the world that the Government
are out to protect the investing public. I1
hope the motion will be carried.

Mr. TEESDALE (Roebourne) [9.32): If
I thought the Commission would do any good,
I would support it. However, I am afraid
it cannot do any good. When first I came
into the House I suggested to the Government
that before a company could place a pros-
pectus; on the market it should be submitted
to the Mines Department, for checking by an
inspector. But, I being a bush member, it
was considered impudence in mne to even sug-
gest such drastic legislation. It appealed to
me,' because I haed been mixed up in this sort
of thing, and so was speaking personally.
I remember at Broken nil], after receiving
a prospectus I went out to see the costeens,
and open cuts referred to in that document.
but discovered that they were not in existence.
I took samples andlihad them assayed, and
found they were not up to the mark. It then
occurred to me that if company promoters
were compelled to take their prospectuses to
the Mfines Department for confirmation it
would be a very fine thing for hundreds of
small investors who are robbed right and left
This company under consideration has also been
a robbery, but I do not think the promoters
were in it. That is why I am afraid no good
can come of the Commission. I have heard
on good authority baqt the v retehttd ramp was
perpetrated by one man who, instead of at-
tending to bisa duty, was drunk practically
the whole time, an~d was sending down all
sorts of glowing reports. I believe the pro-
moters were dropped just as badly as were
others. I mention this to show that T have
a perfectly free mind in the matter. Indeed
I have a few shares myself if anybody wishes
to buy them.

Hon. P. Collier: Why did not you get out
when they were at £32?

Mr. TEESDALE: I was away at the time.
Mr. Lambert: I told you to put on sitates

and get around the sharebrokers in an effort
to get rid of the shares.

Mr. TEESDALE: I wish the mover of the
motion would bring down a Dill to prevent

these wretched scandals being perpetrated in
the future. He would have the support of
every member of the House. It is the small
man who gets stuck with these cheap shares,
and often loses all his savings. He is robbed
just as is a man who is dropped with a bottle
behind some low pub, and his money taken
out of his pocket. However, I do not think
the promoters of this ramp made anything
out of it. The Commission will mean a big
expense, aind will not be of much mse.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [9.37): The
reasons advanced by the hon. member for not
supporting the motion are the very reasons
that imduce me to support it. The hon.
member, having some knowledge of the pro-
moters and those associated with them, may
be quite satisfied that they were entirely free
from responsibility for thoio glowing reports.
le may further be satisfied that the manager,
or some person on the spot, who ~was neglect-
ing his work was the person really responsible.
But what is desired is that to the investing
public in this and other States it should be
definitely cleared up and made known who
was responsible for what took place. If we
leave things as they are, without any inquiry,
there will be uncertainty and suspicion in the
minds of all thoem who have had any associa-
tion with thin company, and that will operate
to the prejudice of mining generally in this
State. We want the responsibility placed
where it belongs, and that can only be done
through a searching investigation by a Royal
Commission. I agree with the hon. member
that the time has long gone by when Parlia-
ment should have taken action in the direction
he bas indicated. To-day, unfortunately, it is
open for any thief or impostor to lauach a
prospectus for the formation of a company in
mining or anything else, and there is no check
upon him, no authority to investigate the
statements made in his prospectus. Conse-
quently many of the unsuspecting public are
deceived and robbed. In Queensland recently
an Act was passed giving the Government
control of the promotion of insurance corn-
panics& Under that Act a Government official
has the right to investigate the statements
contained in the prospectus. This is neces-
sary because of numerous mushroom insurance
conipanies springing up in Queensland, indeed
nil over Australia. There must be enormous
profits made out of the promotion of insur-
ance companies. I have here a most glowing
prospectus issued by a man of practically no
standing in the country, who has journeyed
over to one of the Eastern States and is
launching an insurance company' under a mag-
nificent title. The company looks very
promising with an authorised capital of
£200,000 in 40,000 shares of £5 each.
Incidentally, the promoter is to receive a
good block of fully paid shares as substan-
tial paymtent for his brains and energy in
promoting the company, and is to have first
call on the profits for an annual income of
£750 for life. These insurance companies
arc being launched all over the Common-
wealth.
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Mr. Johnston: The authorities are dealing
with them. in New South Wales.

Hon. P. COLLiER: The authorities in
Queensland hare already dealt with them. It
is essential that they should be dealt with in
Western Australia also. We are altogether
behind the times in this, There is no ques-
tion that, as the member for Mt. Magnet
(Hon. M1. F. Tray) has said, because of
similar scandals that have occurred in the
past history of mining in this State the in-
dustry has been tremendously harmed. The
hon. member in moving the motion referred
to report sue-esfilg report day after day,
each one more glowing than its predecessor.
Each day th values were increasing and the
lode was wvidening, until, as the hion. member
said, it extended for miles north, south, east,
and west of the original discovery. Listen-
ing to that, I thought I was back again in
tbe days of Bullfinch. So did the reports
from Bullfinch follow each other day by day,
until even staid, stolid members of the House
were stampeded, and in a Budget speech de-
livered in this Assembly and accepting news-
paper reportb of the values from das to
day, glowing references were made to the
discoveries at Bullfinch. It was cabled to the
Old Country and appeared in the Press of
Great Britain as being the authoritative state-
ment of a responsible 'Minister of the Crown
in this State. A few days afterwards it
was followed up by the introduction of a Bill
for the construction of a railway, although
at that time the grass roots at Bullfinch had
scarcely been disturbed. There was a shaft
a score or so of feet down, said to be on
wonderful values of eight or uine ounces of
gold to the ton. In order to keep pace with
this development a Bill was introduced for
the immediate construction of a railway.
The House was carried off its feet. The final
report that appeared in the Press was that
somne firm in Melbourne, whose amne is not
unconnected with IKendenup in recent events,
announced that they hail offered in cash to
Mr. Doolette, who is* in same way connected
with the matter under discussion, half a miil-
lion pounds. It was indicated that Mr. Dou-
lette was given 24 hours in which to accept
this offer. It was aL dramatic announcement
and created a sensation in the mining world.
Everyone was wondering what M.%r. floolette's
decision would be. Would he turn down this
cash offer of half a million? The 24 hours
expired, t-'eryone holding his breath. It was
announced next day that Mr. Doolette, fold-
ing his arms , had casually stated thnt half
ain illion was, no good to him.

"Mr. Willeock: Make it a million.
Hon. P. COLLIER: It has not been given

to many men in their career, off hand and in
a. enlsual way, to refuse a cash offer of half
a million pounds for any roroposition. We
know the history of Bullfinch. The enormous
lodes of eight or nine ounces to the ton
dwindled down to eight or nine pennyweights.
The mine worked for a few years, but the
average output was eight or nine penny-
weights to the ton. To-day we have a rail-
way from Southern Cross to Bullfinch lying

idle, and the whole place deserted. A few
yepars ago there was the Hampton Plains
boonm. Tremendous harm. was done by that
to the mining industry. Practically every
man and woman in Kalgoorlie or Boulder lost
money in that boom. Those who had not the
ready cash to put into it borrowed the money.
Others raised what they could on the property
they possessed. Many of them since that
time hate been labouring to clear off their lia-
bilities, which they incurred while investing
in the wonderful -mines of Hampton Plains.
A few mna must have made large sums of
money, but the multitude on the fields lost
theirs and depleted their resources,

31r. Harrisoa: mnere are some mines still
there.

Hon, P. COLLIER: If we compare the-
mines rhat were painted to the public during(
the boom with those that have survived, we
get a comparison approaching that of a
rulight to a star. The mines bear nne
resemblance to those that were depicted so
brightly to the public.

Mr. Mullany: They are as a glow worm
is to a star.

Ron. P. ('n1,LTER: They may be said ttj
be as a glow worm is to the sun. Action
-was taken with reference to the Dllfinca,
and a couple of men stood prosecution in
the police court. Nothing came of this.

Mr. _Mullacy: One man got six months.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Not over the Bull

fin oh.
Mr. Mullany : Over something that

occurred round ibont tbere.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Two men were prose-

euted in the Polic-i Court on a charge oi
conspiracyv, one of tuie most difficult charges
in the calendar. It was very difficult ti,
produce sufficient evidence to convict them.

Mr. Heron: One man was fined, Thomas
Rion. P. COLLIER: Hfe bad nothing to dc-

-with whar I am talking about.
Mr. Mullany: It was over the Chaffinchi.
Rlon. P. COLLIER: In the prosecation I

am speakcing of no one wits convicted. On
niani was seat to gaol ovor another mine 'rj
the district. We took no action to prever.!
a recurrence of that kind. -No action was
taken over the 11amptin Plains. Sow we
have had the Empire Syndicate at Sand-
stone. In the course of a year or two this
wvill be followcil by something else of the
same kind.

Mr. Teesdale: Not forgetting Lake Eva.
Hon. P. COLLIER: Lanter on the matter

will have blown over, and the public will
again he ready to take the bait. This Com-
mission must do good. If the investigation
is a thorough one it should be possible fo:
the Commissioner to indicate pretty dei-.
nitely who was respoinsible for the glowing
accounts that appeared in the Press, and
who made money as a result of them. If
we do that we shall show to the investing
public that Parliament is not prepared to
allow these things to continue, and is in
earnest in taking definite steps to place the
responsibility on the right shoulders. It



1388 [ASSEMBLVJ]

must be beneficial to the industry, and
probably will be a guide to Parliament in
the future in framing legislation to prevent
tbe recurrence of these scandals.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [9.53]: 1 sup-
port the motion, although I am somewhat
inclined to agree with the member for
Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale) that it will not
brin about much good.

Mr. Lutey: Let us try.
Mr. MULLANY: I =u willing to try. I

think the member for Roebourne intended
to convey that an inquiry would not in-
criminate anyone, and that it would not be
possible to punish the guilty persons if such
are found.

Mr. Teesdale: That is so.
Mr. MIILLANY: There are other aspects

of the situation which have been outlined
by the Leader of the Opposition. It will
do a tremendous amount of good to the
mining industry if Parliament shows that it
is alive to what has been going on, and has
a desire to see that mining propositions are
put forward on an honest, fair and legiti-
mate basis. That sums up the whole situa-
tion. Our mining must be carried on
cleanly. We all know the value of the.
gold mining industry to Western Australia.
Notwithstanding that just at present mining
may be said to be under a cloud, we do not
believe our gold mining resources have
been worked out. A duty is cast upon Par-
liament to tell the world as clearly, as
possible that we desire our mining opera-
tions to be carried on cleanly ane in a
legitimate manner. The member for 31t.
Magnet (Hon. M1. F. Troy) throws grave
doubt on the question whether the mark~et
operations in connection with the Empire
Syndicate were carried on in a fair and
legitimate manner. I have no desire to
charge any particular individual. There
can be no doubt that the operations of the
syndicate, followed by the published result
of the erusliags, had a detrimental effect
upon people who had legitimate mining
propositions to place before the public-
At the time when the operations of
the syndicate were exploded. and the
result of the crushing was made known,
I was endeavouring to raise a little capi-
tal to put into the resuscitation of the
old Lady Stanton. gold mine in Menzies.
I was pleased at the reception I had at the
hands of some men in Perth, who recognised
the benefit to the State of the mining in-
dustry, and who put in some of their money
to help those who were trying to reopen this
particular mine. Other people, who in the
past had contributed generously to the open-
ing np of 2nining propositions, said "Talk
anything else but mining, I am finished with
it'' This was the direct result of the im-
pression given to the public over the Empire
Syndicate. There awe scores of men in the
State who call themselves mining men, pros-
pectors and mining investors, and who claim
that they have done something to push on the

mining industry, whereas the only gold they
have ever discovered bears the imprint of the
King's head upon it. These are people we
want to discourage. I support the motion
but think it requires amendment. In one
place it reads-

To ascertain the manner in which assays,
were made and who was responsible for
declaring the assayed samples.

I noticed in the paper a protest from a firm
of assayers in Perth against the attack they
said had been made upon them by the member
for Mt. Magnet in moving this motion. I
cannot see that he made any attack upon
them. They are reputable assayers. Their
business is simply to any and ascertain the
contents of any sample sent to them. I be-
lieve they did this in a competent manner.
In order to widen the scope of the Royal
Commission I should like to see an amend-
ment made in the following terms:-

The manner in which samples were takent
and assays were made.
Hon. M. F. Troy: I agree to that.
Mr. MULLANY: The vital point is in re-

gard to the manner in which samples were
taken. I have heard it said outside this
.House, and the member for Roebourne (Mr.
Teesdale) said it here to-night, that the re-
sponsibility is put on some individual who is
supposed to have been sent to take the sani-
ples. I do not hnow whether that is correct
or not. However, simply to ascertain the
manner in which assays were made would
not give any further information. The
assayers would deal by the recognised methods
with the samples furnished to them. It will
he necessary to ascertain who took the sam-
ples, and how they were taken, and who for-
warded them to the assayers.

Mr. Marshall: And who put the salt in
them.

Mr. MULLANY: I will not make any
suggestion like that. If salting has been re-
sorted to, it is for the Royal Commission to
find out. I do not regar& it as wise for any
member to make such a suggestion at this
stage. Now with regard to the people who
put their money into the proposition. I fol.
lowed fairly closely the reports as they ap-
peared, and I have not been able to under-
stand how any man with any mining know-
ledge at all, could have been induced to in-
vest in the venture on the reports published.
It seems that certain persons went to an old
gold-mining field, a field that had been ex-
ploited 20 years ago, and on which numerous
shafts had been sunk. So far as I have been
able to gather from the reports published,'and from the speech of the member for Mft.
Magnet (Hon. M. F. Troy), those people
simply went down old abandoned shafts, took
samples, and published statements that then
were loz., 2oz., 4oz., fox., 7oz., and loot
assays. Any man with the slightest mining
knowledge would know pretywefl that
the miners who sank the sh=si days gone
by would never have abandoned the proposi-
tions if those values had been there.
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Mr. Teesdsle; A shot in an old face has
often brought down gold.

Mr. MTYLLAKY: Yet. That reminds me
of the Irishman who, after sinking a shaft
to a certain depth, stopped owing to lack
of resources. Then somebody else came and
sank 2ft. more and got good values. The
Irishman thereupon declared that in future nt:
would never stop sinking a shaft until he had
gone two or three feet further. These people
did not sink shafts further. For the honour of
the State the whole business should be investi-
gated, Certainly some people were drawn into
the speculation by the high results which were
published, but which were not borne out by
the battery. The carrying of the amendment
I have suggested would give the Royal Com-
mission a wider scope. Accordingly I move
an amendment-

That in paragraph R of the motion, after
the word "which,"' line 1, there be inserted
".samnples were taken and."
Amendment put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE: I
move-

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion put and negatived.
Question, as amended, put and passed.

MOTION-GOSNELLS ESTATE.

To inquire by Royal Commission.
Debate resumed from the 26th September

en the following motion by Mr. Mann-
That in the opinion of this House a Royal

Commission, consisting of a judge of the
Supreme Court, should be appointed to in-
vestigate the affairs of the Gosoells Estate
Company before and after the appointment
of a receiver, and more particularly the
transactions connected with the sale of the
company's lends and the failure to provide
a title on comp'ction of the terms of con-
tract by the producer.

Ron. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [10.9]: 1
shall not offer any objection to the inquiry de-
sired by the mover, though I rather think the
matter is one capable of settlement through
the ordinary channels before the courts of
the land.

Mr. Mann: That has been tried.

'Mr. Teesdale: The people have no more
money.

lion. P. COLLIER: The courts have been
tried, and very little has resulted. If those
concerned think that they would get some sort
of satisfaction from an inquiry, perhaps the
House is justified in granting- it. However, I
suggest the deletion of the words "consisting
of a judge of the Supreme Court" I do not
think that provision is necessary. The matter
'hns come before at least one judge already,
and may, as the result of this inquiry, come
before other judges. The hands of the Uov-
erment should not be tied in any way as re-

gards the appointment of a Royal Commission
of this kind. I, therefore, move an amend.
mont-

That the words "consisting of a judge
of the Supreme Court" be struck out.
Amendment put and passed.

Question, as amended, put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.10 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.80
p.m., and read prayers.

BILL-PINJARRA-DWARDAk RA ThWAY
EXTENSION ACT AMENDMENT.

Third Reading.
The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION (Ron.

3. Ewing-South-West) [4.34): I move--
That tihe Bill be now read a third time.

Hon, A. BURVfIL (South-East) [4.35]:
Yesterday I intimated that I would move
for the recommittal of the Bill with a view
to amending it and shortening the distance
of this line. I find now that this alteration
can be made by regulation. I will, there-
fore, leave it to the Minister to see that this
procedure is followed.

The MINISTER FOR ]EDUCATION (Hon.
J. Ewing-South-West-ia. reply) [4,S6]. I
recognise the importance of the statement
the hon. member has made, and I assure him
that representations along those lines will be
made to the Oovernment.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time, and passed.
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