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drafted, but after a heavy sitting such as we
tave bod the Minister might now agree to
report Progress.

The Minister for Education: You will have
another opportunity.

Amendment put and negatived.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: The
amendment of which I have given notice makes
no slteration except to render clear a matter
that otherwise might be rather confused. In
the expression ‘o engaged at home,” in pars:
graph (f}, the word ““eo0’" is intended to mean
“engeged in any one of the ocoupations pre-
viously referred to.” After the ooocupations
referred to, there aro paragraphs (a), (b), (o),
(d), and (e} ; and it might be contended that the
word ‘‘so " referred to one of those paragraphs.
I therefore move an amendment—

That the word ‘' s0*' in line 3 of paragraph

{f) be struck out and ** in any trade, operation,

or process mentioned in paragraphs 1 to 8

inclusive of this definition™ be inserted after

the word ** home.”

Améndment put and passed.

Hon. H. STEWART : I move an n.mondment-—--

That in paragmph {f) the word *“two"
after the word *‘ exoeed ” be struck out, and
‘“four” be ingerted in leu.

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM : The hon. member
has given no indication wky the word ‘' two ™
should be struek out, whioh seemsa a singular
procedure on his part.

Hon. H. STEWART: Possibly the hon.
member was not here earlier in the evening,
when o disoussiion relative to this matter tool
place. If the word “ two ™ is struck out, I shall
move that the word * four ¥ be inserted in licu ;
which would mean that more than four people
working in private circumstances would be
required for the purpose of constituting a factory
under this Bill.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: At
the present time aix persons would constitute &
fastory. Where the privilege is extended to
& family, six do not oonstitute a factory. I do
not see anything inoonsistent in now inorcaging
the number in the case of a family. Pesrsonally
I do not intend to oppose this amendment.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. J. DUFFELL: The hour is very late.
and I have further amendments to move in
connection with this olause, Will the Minister
move to report progress ?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
bhave made very little progresa.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom :
been sitting a long time, and we are all very tired.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION : So long
a8 hon, members understand that we must sit
late for the remainder of the session, I do not
ebject to adjourning now.

Progress reported.

We

But we have

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.

1, Herdsman's Lake Drainage.
2, Mining Act Amendment.
3, Workers’ Compensation Aot Amendment.

Received from the Assembly.
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BILL—BUILDING SOCIETIES.

Measage received from the Aseembly notifying
that it had agreed to the Council’s amendments.

BILL—CITY OF PERTH ENDOWMENT
LANDS.

Mesnsage received from the Assembly notifying
that it had disagreed to the Council's amendment,
and giving reasons.

House adjourned at 10-58 p.m,
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QUESTION—WHEAT, INFERIOR GRAIN
AND ICOST OF BOARD.

Mr. JOHNSTON (for Mr. Griffiths) asked
the Premier: 1, What was the total dockage
for inferior wheat for the 1919-20 wheat sea-
son for wheat handled by the Westralian
Farmers? 3, What is the approximate cost
of the wheat board organisation, execluding
labour at depots and ports?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The total
amount docked by the Wheat Scheme for in-
feriority is £10,197. 2, £7,876, or 1/5th of
1d. per bushel

QUESTION—RAVENSTHORPE
SMELTER,

Mr, TROY asked the Minister for Mines:
1, When does the lease of the Ravensthorpe
smelter expiref 2, Does the Mines Depart-
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ment intend to secure a further lease? 3,

‘What was the cost per ton incurred on treat-

ment, freight, realisation, and handling
charges per ton for the years 1914 to 1920,
inclusive? 4, What was the total amount
charged to clients per ton for treatment over
the years 1914 to 1920, inclusive? 5, What
was the loss sustained by the department for
the years 1914 to 1920, inclusive? 6, Does
the amount charged to clients include any
charges other than the actual cost for treat-
ment, freight, handling, and realisationt

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied: 1,
The lease cxpired on the 30th ultimo. 2,
Tossession of the works is retained at present
and is terminable by three months’ notice on
cither side. It is possible that at the con-
clrsion of the present campaign it will be
terminated. 3, 4, 5, and 8, I am unable to
answer any of these guestions as they all have
a bearing on an action now pending in the
Supreme Court, in which the Mines Depart-
ment is the defendant, the hearing of which
is cxpected to take place shortly.

QUESTION—STATE LOTTERY.

Mr, TROY asked the Premier: 1, Tn view
of the financial necessitics of Government
hospitals and charities generally, have the
Government considered the advisability of
holding a State lottery to avgment the funds
of these institotions? 2, If so, what decision
has been arrived atf

The PREMIER replied:
swered by No. L

1, No. 2, An-

QUESTION—MINING BOARDS,

Mr, TROY asked the Minister for Mines:
1, Docs he intend to inaugurate a system of
mining boards in mining districts, with a
view to assisting and encouraging the devel-
opment of mining? 2, If so, when is the
prineiple to be put into operationf

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied: 1,
Yes, in an advisory capacity pending amend-
ing legislation. &, At the earliest possible
moment,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

On moton by Mr. Hardwick, leave of ab-
sence for two weeks granted to Mr. Angelo
(Gascoyne) on the ground of urgent private
busincas.

On motion by Mr. Willecoek (for Mr. Lam-
bert), leave of absence for two weeks granted
to Mr. Rocke (South Fremantle} on the
ground of ill-bealth,

BILL—BAYSWATER DRAINAGE
WORKS.

Introdueed by the DMinister for
and read a first time.

Works
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BILL—JUSTICES ACT AMENDMENT.
First Reading.

Tntroduced by the Attormey General, and
read a first time

Second Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAY, (Hon. T. P.
Draper—West Perth) [4.37] in moving the
sceond reading said: This js a very short
amendment of the Justices Act.  Under the
present Acl offences cannot he tried hefore
one justice unless that justics is the police
wagistrate or the resident magistrate, or un-
less there is no other justice within ten miles.
I'his has been found to work a hardship upon
|'ersons committed for minor offences. For
instance, a man charged with drunkenness
is locked up, perhaps in a cell, and as there
is only one justice available to hear the com-
plaint, the man is unduly detained, espec-
ially if it oceur in a covntry district. I ad-
mit the present Act is defective in this res-
pect. It is impossible to give a list of ofences
which eould be tried before one justice in
thiy way. Tt is impossible to draw the line,
but the diffienlty ean be got over hy provid-
ing that one justice may hear the offence
where all parties consent. The Adiffieulty is
got over by adding a proviso to Section 29
of the Justices Act, providing that with the
consent of all pariies concerned 4ny such
complaint may be heard by and before one
justice. Tt i3 a simple method of getting
over a very real difficulty. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Hon. T. Walker, dehate ad-
journed.

BILLS (3)—THIRD READING
1, .Herdsman’s Lake Drainnge.
2, Mining Act Amendment.
3, Workera’ Compensation Aet Amend-
ment,
Transmitted to the Couneil,

BILL—CORONERS.

Council’s requested ameudments.
Schedule of four amendments requeated by
the Council now considered.

In Committee,
Mr. Stubbs in the Chair;
General in charge of the Bill,
No. 1. Clause 9, paragraph (a).—Strike
out all the words after ‘‘accident,’’
and insert the following sub-paragraphs:—
(1) in or about a mire to which the Mines
Regulation Act, 1906, or the Corl Mines Re-
gulation Aet, 1902, applies; or (2) in or
about o factory to which the Factories Aet,
1904, and its amendments ap-ly; or

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T move—
That the amendment be made.

Ovestion pnt and passed; the Council’s
amendment made.

the Attorney
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No. 2, Clause 13, Snbelange (1).—After
the word “fwriting,”" in line two, insert “‘or
cuuse to be put in writing,’?

The ATTORNIY GENERAL: 1

That the amendment e made.

move—

Question put and passed; the Couneil’s

amendment made.

No. 3. Clause 39.—Add the following sub-
, vlause, to stand nas (3):—*When the Com-

misgioner of Public llealth certifies in writ-
ing that it is nccessary in the interests of
public health that a post-mortem examina-
tion should be held on the dead body of any
person, a toroner may, without holding an
inquest, direet any medical practitioner to
make a post-mortem cxaminntion, and to re-
port thereon to the (‘ommissioner of Publie
Henlth, and it shall be lawful for, and the
dnty of, sueh medical practitioner to make a
post-mortem examination and to report there-
on accordingly.’”

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
That the amendment be made.

The only objection to this amendment may
be on the seore of sentiment. It was intro-
dueed no doubt with a view to proteeting
the public health.

Houn, T. Walker: In what way?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It might be
discoversd from what cause a person had
ilied.

Hen, T. Walker:
body snatching?

Hon. P. COLLIERX: 1 am
ay to the objeet of the amendment.
It pgives the Commissioner power to
order a post-mortem examination on any
hody. Tt may be argued that this woull be
done in the interests of medical ascience,
and with the objeet of widening the know-
ledge of medical men in regard to discases
and complaints. The power, however, is a
wide one. We do not know that it would
e exerciscd with discretion, The bodies of
persens who die in public institutions will he
at the disposal of the Commissioner for
PPublic Health.

The Attorney (‘cueml
far as that.

Hou. P, COLLIER: Very few coroners
would decline to comply with the request
wade by the Commisstoner to hold & post
mortem inquiry. I de not suggest that the
Cemmissioner would be netuated by mere
curiosity in ordering such an inquiry, but
we are giving him power te do ns he likes
with the body of any person. We are not
justified in conceding sueh a great power
to any officer. If this power were frequently
exereiged it would undoubtedly create a
great deal of resentment on the part of
the relatives of the deceased.

Tlon., T. Walker: It will help a doctor to
ebtain knowledge.

Mon. . COLLIER: We ought aot to
place this power in the hands of the Com-

1 move—-

Might it not lead to

not clear

It does not go as
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misgioner simply to enable doetors to widen
their knowledge of the diseases of the -hody,

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWIN: T hope the Attor-
ney General will not forece  through  this
amendment. A certain doctor did not feel
sure as to his diagnosis in a particolar in-
stance and retnsed to issuc o certificate of
death nntil a post mertem examination had
been made, in omler to ageertain whether he
wius correet or not.

Mr, Willcoek: Without there being auny
suspicion of foul play?
Hon, W, . ANOWIN: There was none.

Me thought it was a case of meningitis. He
applied to the coraner on the peint and was
told hie had no power. He then went to the
(‘ommissioner, and eventually it terned ont
that the doetor was right, There wadg an-
other dispute with regard to a mail hoat
which arrived here and was supposed to
have an hoard cases of typhws, The doctors
whu examined the cases here declared the
disease to bhe typhus, but  the principal
medical officer of the Commonwealth, who
was i Melbowrne at the time, declaved
that it was nof typhus and that the ship
should not have been guarantined, We also
had the trouble over the influenza guaran-
tine regulations. OQur Health Depnrtment
gave in to the Commonwenlth, with the re-
sult that wany lives were lost in Western
Australia. Tf a patient died in quarantine
here the doctors would be able, with this
eompulsory power, to hold a post mortem
examination and find ont if they were right
or wrong.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt would be poor compen-
sation for the persen conecrned to celear up
4 dlispute between two doctors.

Hon. W, C. ANGWTN: The medieal pro-
fession has shown on ocensions a lack of
certainty regarding the nature of diseases
Erom which people have died. This has a
tendency to weaken the faith of the people
in the work of doctors and to make them
realise that there is a possibility of the
meilical men being wrong.

The Attorney General: Don’t you think
peaple have that doubt now?

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: It is nmmly by
faith that people have confidence in doctors,
and if they gain the impression that doctors
are liable te make mistakes, the position
will be advsersely affected. To-day any re-
lative has the right to refuse to have o
post mortem cxamination held, and that

-provision should be allowed to remain as it

is, 1t is not right, in the facc of oppesition
from relatives of a deceased person, to
allow a compulsery post mortem examina-
tion merely at the whim of a doctor. 1
hope the Minister will not presa this amend-
ment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I can
quite understand the objeetion to the
amendment on sentimental grounds, but 1
do not think the power would be exercised
unreasonably. It is no diseredit to doctors
to say that their diagnoses are not always
correct. Buppose a man had actuvally died



pes

2062 [ASSEMEBLY.]

from some infeetious disease sueh as cholera
or ‘plague, and the death certificate had set
out that he had died from appendicitis. The
contacts in such & case would be free to go
about among the general public and might
prove a scrions menace. In  such a ease,
should therc be any doubt, it would be in
the interests of the gencral public that a
pest mortem exumination should be held. Tt
was only such a position that influenced me
in aceepting the wamendment. There is a
danger, of cpurse, in the amendment, but 1
have ¢onfilence in the Cobpuuissioner of
Public Health and helieve that he would not
cxereise the power detrimentally to the in-
dividual. Tf he did so, his Minister would
be responsible to Parliament.

flon, W. G. Angwin: Who is going to
prove that?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There is
very little fear of the power being wrongly
exercised. It 18 in order to seenre the
living from the possible consequences of a
digease that the power is sought.

Hon, T. WALKER: [ have not that un-
limited faith in the saving diseretion of the

Minister for Public Health and of doctnrs‘

generally who are thirsting for knowledge,
that the Attorney General has, Does the
Attorney General realisge that this.amend-
ment places at the disposal of almost every
toctar the haody of every deceascd eitizen?

The Attorney General: They can have
mine if they want it,

Mon, T. WALKER: T have no doubt of
thut, but sentiment is a matter we must
respeet. No one wonld like to see the body
of his dear one¢ handed over to the medical
fraternity merely for experimental pur-
poses.  Yet that is the sole purpost of this
amendment. [t o doctor has any doubt
whatever n3 to the cause of a person’s
death, all ke has to de is to go to the Com-
missioner of Public Health and put wp
some tale and the post mortem will be
ovrdered, There are hundreds of cases where
doctors are not sure what caused death and
there van dlways be o general certificate of
death from nntural eanses. Tn all such in-
atances there would be no question of foal
play or wrongful treatinent as the ecause
of denth. - Doctors have ample power now
of securing hodies for experimental pur-
poses. Not only are there actual post
mortem cxaminations, but there is alsv
vivisection.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: This is really an
amendment of the Health Aet, not of a
Coroners Bill.  ° ’

Hon. T. WATLKER: That is another good
point. TFveryoue of us is liable to he body-
snatehed for the instruction of the medieal
fraternity, and this is nunecessary seeing
that therc are plenty of bodiea taken from
our gaols and hospitals that are unclaimed.

Ion. W, C. Angwin: There i8 nothing in
this Bill dealing with the Commissioner of
Tublic Health.

Hou, P, Collier: I think the amendment
is out of order.

Hon, T, WALKER: That point could well
be tested. Post mortem exuninations are
held to discover the canse of death in cases
of foul play, accidents, or other agencies,
rather than of natural causes. That is the
power with which we elothe our coroners,
Now we ave going beyond that in a desire
to clothe with extraordinary powers the
Minister for Public Health, F

Hon., . Ceollier: The amvndment says
that it is ‘in the intercats of public
health.”” That i3 not the abject of the Bill.

Hon, T. WALKER: 1f we desire to take
action in that direetion, let us amend the
Health Aect.

Mr. Money: The coroner has to conenr

-and he has the power to order u post mortem

examination without the Commissioner of
Public Health.

Mon, T, WALKER: The power conferred
on the coroner is for exercise in the inter-
ests of justice. Umler the clause we might
he at the merey of ignorant Jdoctors.

Hon. P. Collier: And there are ignorant
doctors.

Hon, T. WALKER: That is nndoubtedly
true.  We must consider the question of
sentiment, for one dees not like to con-
template desecration arveund the colfin in
such sad moments. There shoukl be no
interferenee with {hiat aspect in the manner
which is indieated in the nmendment.

Hon, W. . Angwin: Thev are trying o
snealc it in here,

Flon. . COLYVAER: 1 usk for a ruling as
fu whether the amendment is in order, The
Bill ig cited as a Coroners Bill and it has
mainly to do with the administration of
justive, This amendment sets out the pur-
pese Tor which it is to be inserted when it
refers to the “‘intevests of publiec health,”
We are not justified in inserting something
in & Coroners Bill which relates to the
intereats of public health, Tf it is desiralle
that we shonld legislate “‘in the intercsts
of public health'' the proper plare to iw
sert amendments i3 in the Health Act and
not in the Bill dexling with coronmers. I
sehmit that this amendment i3 foreign to
the Bill

The CHATRMAXN : | shail rule the amend-
ment out of order ou the ground raised hy
the leader of the Opposition.

No. 4. New elanse.—Tnsgert the following
clause, to stand as No. 27: JTaguests on deaths
from aeeidents in factorics, ete.—~27, With
respect to every inquest an the hody of any
person whose death may have heen eaused by
an aecident in ot abont a factory or a ¢*huild-
ing’? within the mieaning of that term in the
Inapection of Machinery Aect, 1904, the fol-
lowing provisions shall apply: (1) Tf an in-
apoetor is not present the coroner shall ad-
journ the incquest, and senid to an inspector &
notiee in writing of the time and olace of
holding the adjourned inquest. (2) The
coroner, before the adjournment, may take
evidence to identify the hody, and may orier
the interment thereof. (3) An imspeetor, or
» representative of the Tndustrial Unien of
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Workers of which the deceased was a member,
may examine witnesses and clicit evidence
relative to the cause of (leath, and to the issue
whether the aceident was attributable to neyg-
ligenee or any omission to comply with the
provisions of the Factories Aet, 1904, or the
Inspection of Machinery Act, 1904, (4) The
coroner may view the scene of the aeceilent,
amd, when the inquest is held by a
coroner  with o jury, if a majority of
the jury so desire, the coroner shall
wrrange  for the jury to view the seene
of the aceident, and the occupier of
the factory or building, as the case may be,
shall afferd@ the coroner and the jury (if
iiny) the facilities that an oceupier or owner
iv required by the Factories Act, 1904, and
the Inspeetion of Aachinery Aet, 1904, to
afford to an inspector. Any occupier of a
foctory or of & building na aforesaid who
fails to comply with the provisions of this
section shall be guilty of an offence and linhle
to o penalty not exceeding £50. (3} In this
section ¢'inspeetor’’ means an inspector of
factories or an ingpector of machinery ap-
pointed under the said Acts respeetively; and
ffoceupier’’ ineludes any agent, manager, or
other person acting or apparently acting in
the management or control of a factory or
huilding ns aforesair.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The object
of the new clause is to regulate proecedure at
inquests. The e¢lause is largely a machinery
ote and fully explaing itself. T move—

That the amendment he tnade.

Me. WILLCOCK: Subelause 3 provides
that an inspeetor or a representative of the
workers may eXamine witnesses. Tt would
be hetter if the sentence were made to read,
“‘an inspeetor and n representative,’’ The
elause docs not appear to be clearly expressed,
It implies, too, that if an inspector is not
there the representative of the union may be
there.

The ATTORNEY (GENFRAT: The clanse
wmeans that either may cxamine witnessea ot
the inquest.

Question put and possed;
amendment made.

Resolutions  reported, the rveport adopted
and a Message nceordingly returned to the
Couneil.

The Council's

BILL—BUILDING SOCIETIES,
Couneil’s Amendments.

Schedule of three amendments made by the
Couneil now considered.

Tn Committee.
Mr. Stobbs in the Chair;
{tieneral) in charge of the Bill
No. 1, Clanse 3, Definition of *‘Lease-
hold.'’—Add the following worda: ‘‘held
for a term of not less than twenty-one years
or if for a lesser term with the right to an
cxtension for not less than twenty-one years
oy to acquire the fee simple.”’

the Attorney
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No doubt
il was considered in another plaec that the
word ‘'leasehold’’ was rather loose when
theve was a question of advancing money on
the security of property. 1 move——

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question pot aml passed; the Couneil’s

amemlment agreell to.

No. 2, Clause 19, Subelause (3).—After
the word ‘‘that,”’ in line four, insert the
words ‘‘for a period of eight vears from the
commencement of this Act.’’

The ATTORNEY QENERAL: Under the
¢lause money cannot be advanced on pro-
perty already mortgaged; it is not possible
to secure building societies money on a
sceond mortgage only, but it is possible to
o g0 by way of collateral seeurity.. The
subclause with the ameundment added will
read, ‘“Provided alse that for a period of
eight years from the commencement of thia
Act, this scetion shall not apply to any
society which is at the commencement of the
Act anthorised by its rules to make advances
on second mortgage, ete.’””  The object of
the amendment is te protect certain soeieties
for a period of cight vears, during which
titwe they can continue to earry on and work
out existing securitics. After that period it
will not be possible to make advances on
second mortgages. 1 move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Mr, BROWN: The amendment was intro-
doced in another place becawnsc of the fact
that one socicty here has been advaneing
money on seeond mortgages, The competi-
tion with other building socicties was such
that those soeieties were instrumental in
having the Bill drafted. So far as T know
there was uo public demand for the Rill.
The society in question were able under their
rules to give to every shareholder a ballot
in every cight years. The other sacictics
take ballots at intervyls of 17 to 20 vears,
‘he result was that during the period of the
war the particular society was able to earry
on huginess to the extent of providing o
substantial number of louscs. If the amend-
ment is ngreed to it will mean that, after
the eight years allowed for the c‘{lstmg
sharcholders to get their baliots, the soecicty
will be in a similar position to other buikl-
ing sovieties. Omee having heen given the
right under the old Act, it is onty fair that
the secicty should be pclmltteﬂ to continne,
The suc;ety have set themaclves a task and
are earvying it out, and there is no likelihood
of any default. 1 oppose the Council’s
amendment,

The ATTORNEY GENRERAL: We eannot
cousider the interests of an individual soeiety.
The argunment of the member for Subiaco
illustrates the danger of inseeure invest-
ments,  Weo are told that the society which
came here shortly before the war, and which
apparently was unable to compete with the
cxisting® societics who were conducting thejr
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financial operations on stricter lines, beeame a
competitor by conducting their operations on
lines which were not regarded as providing
the best form of security for these peopla
who invest their savings, generally small
sums, in building societics. = His statement
proves the soundness of limiting the opera-
tions of the society who desire to carry an
in a manner not recognised by other socicties.
Tf we arc going to place building societies
in such a position that people may aafely
invest in them, why should we allow a soeiety
whe do net eome within that category to
continue indefinitely in future? We propose
to give them cight years in order not to pre
judice them, but the hon. member is not
satisfied. He wants a partieular society of
recent date plaeed in a privileged position.
The hon. member said there was no demand
for the Bill. [ explained when moving the
second reading that, although there werve not
many building societiea in the State, there
was good ground for believing that the num-
her would inerease, and that if we wished
to put the law on a sound footing, now was
the time to do it. We shall make a great
mistake if we do not accept the amendment.

Tlon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: The Attorney Gen-
eral is taking a line of aetion entirely op-
posed to the previous decision of the Housce,
He is now advoeating a limitation of eight
yeara where previously theve wiw no liwmita-
tion.  When the Attorney General intree
duced the Bill he must have been of opinion
that the clause would be safe. In most
Iegisiation we endeavonr to protect the in-
terests of those who are in business when the
legislation is passed, and the Aftorney Gen-
eral acted consigtently with that prineiple
when he provided that these societies should
be permitted to earry on this line of busi:
ness,

The AMttorney General: 1 was ahsent for

a fortnight, aud the clause was amended in
my ahsenee, .
Hon. W. C ANGWIN: Now it is pro-
posed that these societics shall have no fur-
ther proteetion, but must wind np this par-
tieular business in eight years. I hope that
the amendment will not be aceepted.

Question put and o division taken  with
the following result—
Ayes 18
Noces 13
Majnritr for 5
AYF3.
Mr. Broun Sir H. B. Lefroy
Mr. Draper M. Maley
Mr. Duft Mr. Miichell
Mr. George Mr. Money
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Nairn
Mpr, Harrlson Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Veryard
Mr, Hudson Mr. Wililmott
Mer, Johnston Mr. Hardwick
{Teller,)
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Nosa,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lambert
Mr. Brown Mr, Lutey
Mr. Chesron Mr. Troy
Mr. Collier Mr. Walker
Mr. Davies Mr, Willcock
Mr., Holman Mr, O'Loghlen
Mr. Jones tFellor.>

Question thus passed; the Couneil’s amend-
weat agreed to.

No. & Subclause (3).—After the word
Somay '’ in line sevep, insert the words “ dur-
ing such period'':

The ATTORNEY GUENERAL: This is a
cangequential amendment, T move —

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and the Couneil's

amendment agreed  to

passed;

Resolntions  reparted, the report adopted,
amd a0 message aceordingly veturned to the
Couneil.

BILL—INNKEEPERS.
Returned from the Couneil withont amend.-
muent,

BILL—CITY OF PERTH ENDOWMENT
. LANDS,

Couneil’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Tegislative Coun-
cil now eomaidered.

Tn (‘ommittee.
Mr. Stubbs in the Chair;
General in charge of the Bill
Amondment — Add  the following new
clause, to stawd asg No. 41:—¢‘Roads and
footpaths to public bnildings. Tf any publie
building is crected on land acquired by the
rown within  the houndaries of. the said
landa, it shall he the duty of the eouneil to
provide, wake, maintain, and keep in vepair
such roada and footpnths as may be neecssary
to give proper aeccess to sueh building'’:
The ATTORNEY GENERAIL:
That the amendment be agreed to.

Hon. W, (. ANGWIN: This is the mest
earious amendment T have cever known to
came from a House of review. Tnder the
Mumicipal Corporations Act it devolves on a
loeat suthority to make and waintain all
roads and all footpaths within its houndaries,
and to keep them in proper repair. There-
fore, the Legislative Council’s amendment is
ridienlous. The amendment says that €¢it
shall b the duty of the council.”” But it is
their duty now. If they fail to do it now,
the insertion of these words does not mean
that they will do it. T expeeted the Attorney

the Attorney

I move -

“Cieneral te move that the amendment be not

agreed to. Probably the state of the road
in front of Parliament House has bronght
ahout the addition of this new elanse to the
Rill. T intend to move amendments which
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will make the new clause read ag follows:—
““If any public building is crected on land
acquired by the Crown within the boundaries
of the said lands, the couneil shall, within six
months of receipt of notice from the Minis-
ter for Works, make, maintain, and keep in
vepair, such roads and footpaths as may be
necessary to give proper aeccess to such build-
ing, failing which the Minister is hereby
authorised to carry out the work at the expense
of the eouncil.”’ Tt is a ¢ommon practice of
municipalities to negleet to make proper
roads to publie buildings, the reason given
bLeing that no rates are derived from public
buildings. That practice obtains throughout
the State. But the Perth (City Couneil should
ask themsclves whether, if Parliament House
and other Government buildings were in Fre-
mantle, Perth would be what it is to-day?
No. Fremantle wounld be the capital then,
It is the presence of the public buildings and
Government offices that maintains Perth and
causes it to expand, by reason of the salaries
which are paid to public servants working in
those buildings, and which are spent in the
eity. Porth has reaped immense advantages
from the publie buildings within its boun-
daries. And yet it is necessary for a branch
of the Legislature to draw the attention of
the Perth City Council, iu an Act of Parlia-
ment, to their failure to maintain roads in
Eront of public buildings. Let us not merely
remind the Perth City Council of their duty,
but let us compel them to do their duty. I
move an amendment on the new elause—
That the words ‘‘it shall be the dufy
of,”’ and also the word ““te,’” in line 3, be
struck out, and that after ‘‘council’? there
be inserted ‘‘shall within six months of re-
voipt of notice from the Minister for

Works,’’ and that the following words be

added to the new eclanse: ‘‘failing which

the Minister is hereby authorised to carry
out, the work at the expense of the coun-
cil.’?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I must op-
posc the omendment on the new clanse. It
is an amendment obviously aimed at the muni-
cipality of Perth, and at that municipality
only. -

Hon. T. Walker: No, it is general.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is not
general in this particular Bill, which deals
only with the cndowment lands of the city of
Perth. Someone has evidently imagined that
huge Government buildings will be erected on
those lands, though probably there will not
be any Government buildings there boyond a
pest and telegraph office, a school, and a
police station. The amendment is not neces-
sary. Why single out the Perth City Couneil
for special treatment in this manner?

Hou. P. Collier: Because they are the
chief offenders.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle referred to the
advantages which Perth enjoys as compared
with other munieipalities. A capital eity,
while having the advantage of a  higher
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ligations.  There is less assistance given to
Perth to meet those obligations than to any
other town in the State.

Hon. W, €, Angwin: Perth gets the same
as the others—nothing at all,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: But I am
going buack a few years,

Hou, W, ¢. Apgwin: A few years ago
Perth got more than any of the others.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: At all
events, I object. to the hou. member’s
amendment.

Hon. T. Walker: [t is an amendment on
an amendment which you have approved of.

‘The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Coun-
eil’s amendment certainly ean de no harm
to the eity conncil. If the council ehooses to
ingert an amewdment which is really a repe-
tition of a provizion already in the Aet, I
see no harm in agreeing to it. I intend to
oppose the amendmeunt moved by the hon.
member.

Hon. T. WALKER: The Attorncy-Gen-
eral asks us to agree to nan amendment from
another place dictating dulies to the city
council,  How absurd, them, for the At-
torncy-General to objeet to a further amend-
ment which makes these instructions to the
eity council obligatory. He has ne objec
tion to the unnccessary re-enactment of a
law which everybody knmows to be the law,
He says it will do no harm. But is it not
rather stupid? The only way in which to
make it of value is by the hon, member's
amendment.  We can then bring the whip
to bear on the c¢ity council

The Attorney-General: You have no right
to do so. Why make one law for one
municipality and a second for another?

Hon. T. WALKER: The municipality are
no more than the delegated authority of
the Government.

The Min‘gter for Works: I wish they
would recognise that,
Hon. T. WALKER: The ohject of the

hon. member's amendment is to remind them
that they are but a delegated aothority. Ii
is absurd to have 2 delegated body refusing
to do the work for which thcy were appoint.
ed. The eity couneil say to their creators,
“We will not maintain vour roads, becausa*
your property is not subject to ua.??

The Minister for Works: Is this the right
place for such an amendment?

Hon. T. WALKER: I wiil admit it is nnt.
But neither is it the right place for the
amendinent which the Attorney-General has
asked us to approve of.

The Attorney-General: And which,
will admit, dees no harm.

Hon. T. WALRFR: An amendment must
always do harm when it is snperogatory; it
must always do harm when 1t is nalpably
stupid and foolish; it mnst always do harm
when it shows that we have a silly Com-
mittea led by a silly Attorney General.

The Attorney General: If the hon. mem-
ber’s opinion were of any value, I should

you

value of rateable property, has also ita ob-know how to amswer him.
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Uen. T. WALKER: Now, do not feel

hurt or wounded; I am only illustrating the'
position.  The Attorney-General says the
Conneil’s amendment  will do wo  harm.
Neither would it do harm to add to the
clause the Lord's Prayer, or the *'Death
of Fugene Aram.’’ The only test of ad-
mission js, will it do any harm? | hope
the Committee will reject both amendments,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The

amendment might be all right in some other -

Bill, but this is not the place for it. The
development of the cmdowment lands is an
experiment in the right direction, It is
proposed to do at the right time what |
hive seen done in the O Country when it
wus almost too late, and when, consequently,
it could only be earried out at enormous ex-
pense.  We ought to recognise the efforts
of a public body engaged on a work of this
sort, and we could hest show our apprecin-
tion of those efforts by aveiding all tempta-
tion to introduee controversial  subjeets.
Let us support the objeet of the Bill and
do nothing at all whieh might eveate bitter-
1088,

Hon, W. G, ANGWIN: [ am only trying
to introduce some reason into the Council’s
amendment. Tt is the duty of the eity
couneil to make and  maintain  rouds past
publie buildings, [ am not inserting Any-
thing fresh, [ awm wmerely following  the
factieca of the Attorney-Geuernl, wha is try-
ing to placate the Council by agrecing to
cverything they send down here. It the
Attorney-General had  moved that the
Counell's amendment be  disagreed with, [
would have supported him, The amend-
ment i8 useless as it stands.

Hon. T. Walker: Faoney potting in a pro-
vigion merely to remind!

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Wo all know that
it is the duty of the ity couneil to provide
roqds.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m,

Hon, W. €. ANGWIXN: Knowing that it
d9 the duty of the council to provide proper
road ways to public buildings [ should
think they would always end¢avour to carry
that duty inte ecffect. J hope that if my
amcmiment is not carried, the other amend-
ment will be negatived as well.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I trust the
hen. member will not press his amendment,
This is not the proper plice for sueh an
amendment, which discriminates against
one munietpality and net others.  This
clause merely makes a statutory declaration
of what is already the duty of the muni-
eipality, namely to make streets, roads aml
footpaths within its boundaries. Neo one
Las yat shewn that the clause will do any
harm.

Mr. PILKINGTON: It would he a dis-
astrous thing that Parliament should put
into a Bill words which arc supposed to
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have no meaning whatever. 1f the matter
came hefore the vourt, the court would en-
deavour to give some meaning to it, and
the intention of Parliament would ecrtainly
be defeated if we- put in words which
would have no effeet. But it appears to me
that the amendment made by the Council
hag o clear effect. [t is the duty of the
vity council to make and vepair all roads
theoughout the municipality, but these
words impose o speeific duty upon the muni-
cipality to do this. [f the amendment
means anvthing, it means that this is to be
their first doty.  Whatever they do, they
must make these roads. Tf the council
neglect to do this, though they may have
tomls available for the purpese, they will
be committing a breach of the Aet. The
result would be that the couneil would be
under an obligation to spend money when
it wouldl perhups be unwise to do ao.
If a road or a footpath is neces-
sary to give aceess to a public buitding the
eonneil may he plaeed i an awkward posi-
tion and be involved in heavy expenditure.
True, without the amendment of rhe mem-
hor for North-Ilast Fremautle there is no
means of compelling that duty to be per-
formed. T must vigorously protest against
placing a publie body like the Perth City
Couneil in the position in which they must
cither perform a duty which jnvolves ex-
penditure that ought not te he ineurred, or
refuse to perform n statutory duty relying
61 the fact that no penalty can be imposed.
The Couneil s amendment is an undesirable
one, and was probably agreed to without &
full recognition of its meaning.  Neither
that amendmoent nor the amendmeat of the
hen, member shonld be passed.

Ion, W, ¢, Angwin; [ will withdraw my
amendment,

Amendment on the (‘ouneil’'s amenmdment
hy leave withdrawn.

Question put and negatived; the Coun-
¢il’s amendment not agreed to.

Resolutions  reported
adopted.

A committee consisting of the Attorney
General, the member for Perth and the
member for North-East Fremantle drew up
reasons for not agreeing to the amendment
mude hy the Legislative Council.

Reazons adopted and a Message aceord-
ingly retwned to the Couneil

and  the  report

BTLL—NAVIGATION ACT
MENT.

Second Reading.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. F.
T. Broun—Beverley) [7.50] in moving the
second reading said: This is a small but
neecessary Bill. The object of the measure
is to amend Section 3 of the Navigation
Act, %0 as to make it comply with the Fed-
oral Navigation Aet cnabling courts of

AMEND-
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inquiry to be held to dea! with mereantile
ships econtrolled by the Government. At
the present time Section 3 of the Naviga-
tion Aet exempts any ship owned by a
Government. Recently the '‘Penguin’’ was
wrecked and the ‘‘Bambra’’ was stranded
on a sandbank off Fremantle. Owing to the
provision in the Nawvigation Aet a court of
marine inquiry could not be held io cen-
gider the circumstances relating to thosc
two accidents. .All that eould be done was
te hold preliminary inquiries, In such
cases it is possible that the findings of the
Chiet Harbour Master may not be satis-
factory to the eaptain or officers of the
ships, Under the existing legislation, how-
ever, they would have ne right of appeal.
In these rireamstances it is nacessarvy for
the Act to be amended so thsi a court of
marine inquiry may he held and the aceident
thoroughly investigated. The wording of
the amendment is exactly the same av
appeurs in the Federal Navigation Aet, and
exemption will only apply to ships helong-
ing to the King’s Navy or to the navy of
the Commonwealth or any other British
possession, or the navy of any fuveign Gov-
ernment. With this amendment, all mer-
cantile ships owned by a Government will
come within the scope of the Nawvigation
Aet.

Hon. P. Collicr: It brings the ships under
afl the provisions of the Act, as well as
urier it regarding marme inquiry.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Yes, that
is the position. Tha ships of the navies are
evewpt from all provisions. 1 move- -

That the Bill be

rime, .

On motion by Hon, W €. Angwin Jdebate
adjourned.

now  yeid a second

BILL—LUNACY ACT AMENDMEXNT.
In Committee.

Resumed £rom 16th November;  Mr,
Stubbs in the Chair, the Colonial Secretary
in ¢harge of the Bill

The CHATRMAN: A new clause has been
moved to read as follows:—

No employee of the Claremont Asylum
shall be prejudiced in respeet of privi-
leges, promotion, or continuity of service
by renson only of the cessation of work
during the isolation period of the influ-
enza epidemic of 1919,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: T intemd
to appose this clanse, heenuse it is at vari-
ance with the ohjeets of the Bill.  The
clause is practically on all fours with two
similar propesals which were rejected by the
Committee, The proposed new clange deals
with the reinstatement of the men who were
not allowed into the institution on the ocea-
sion of the infleenza epidemic in 19319, This
question hag vaused a considerable amount
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of debate, and the poiut was made that the
recommendations of the select committee re-
garding the reinstatement of these men as
opportunity offered, should be adhered to.
Several members have spoken to me regard-
ing the position of these men, and L am
willing to meet the wishes of the Commit-
tee. A board will be appointed as soon as
the Bill passes, and that body wil] have the
necessary power to deal with cases of this
kind, T am prepared to ask the board, as
soon as it 18 appointed, to take into con-
sideration the recommendation of the select
committee and make inquiries into caeh in-
dividual case and deal with them on their
merita, TIf they consider that these men
have been wrongly dealt with, the men will
be reinstated as opportunity offers. T hope
the Committee will agree to that course
being adopted, and 1 suggest that the Com-
mittee leave this matter to the hoard to he
dlealt with,

Hon, AW, €. ANGWIN: "T'he Minister has
offcred to concede that whieh members
voted against Iast time wo counsidered this
measure, The Minister has gone so far as
to say that he will ask the board which will
be appeinted if the Bill becomes law—there
is a possibility that it will not be passed, as
another plaece may uot have time to deal
with it—te hold another inquiry into the
caseg of these men whom the sclect ecommit-
tee recommended <hould he reinstated as
vacaneies oceurred. There was no desire
on the part of the seleet committee to have
any man dischargedl in order that the men
nnder consideration should he ve-cngaged,
During the last fortnight some of the staft
at the institution have been approached re-
garding this matter. They were told defi-
nitely that the seleet commmittee had been
biassed and thai no notice would he taken
of them. One offiver said he did not ‘‘care
a damm’’ what the eommittee veported, that
he would not take any notice of the report,
and that not onc of thesc men wonld be re-
instated. The select committee dealt with
the whole matter in an vonbiasged fashion.
There was no bias on the part of anv one
member regarding any of the officera of the
institution, Apart from the member for
Fremantle, who launched the motion in this
Chamber, I do not think any ome of the
members of the seleet committee knew any-
thing about what took place in the institu-
tion before the investigation was proceeded
with, Tt was agreed by the sclect commit-
tec that the doetor had acted properly in
isolating the hospital, but it was also agreed
that the isolation should hrve been strietly
ohserved: it should not have been for some
only, Tt should have been for all.  The
looscaess of the jsolation was sueh that it
caused a revolt, The Minister has been
wrongly informed in regard to the men hav-
ing an opportunity to go baek. These par-
ticnlar men did net leave the institution
until they lhad finished their shift. So far
as I ean pgather, some hon. members are
of the opinion that these men went out
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of the institution and left the patients un-
attended. Nothing of the kind happened;
the patients were being properly  looked
after. The men who went out had finished
their shift, and when they reported for duty
next morning they were refused work.
About 15 or 16 returned soldicrs lost their
positions at this ingtitution, One man had
13 vears service to his credit, and he was

away for two vears at the front and re-

turned harldly wounded. That man to-lay is
st} suffering from shock and Dr. Anderson
netually acensed bon of being insance, That
man's offence consisted of taking the chair
at the very meeting which wis addressed by
Dr. Awderson,  An inquiry was asked for
by him, but it has been denied him, Ts that
the way we treat those who went to fight
for wy and have returned with their health
roined?  Another man had his arm injured.
Faor twa years he was employed at Whithy,
and pave every satisfaetion. e uvnder-
went an operation and became a stronger
man.  He was eertified hy @ medieal oflicer
of the Trefence Department as heing  fit
for duty, but the asylum medieal ofticer de-
clared that he was not fit for duty, and
that man is still out. That kind of treat-
ment s unfair.  The Minister should take
some notiee of the recommendations of fhe
select committee. The board provided for
in the Bilt may never be appeinted.

The Colonial Seeretary: There is nothing
more certain.

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: Nothing is certain.
We did not think that tho Factories and
Shops Bill was gong to receive the treat-
ment it is undergoing at the hands of the
Legislative Gouneil. Many other Bills may
he thrown out bheeause we are sending them
along so late in the session. Hom. members
here apgree that the recommendation made by
tho select committee in regard to the rein-
statement of the men as vacaneies oeeur
should be earried into effect. These men have
been sufliciently punished by having been out
for 12 months, This has to be bornc in
mind also, that when a man spends years in
that inatitution e becomes unfit to take up
any other kind of outside work, I ecannot
sec Why the Inspector General should display
any ill feeling over this matter now. It
secms that that ill feeling is not directed
against the men 80 much as it is direeted
against the select committee, T cannot make

out why that should be so beeause the seleet-

committee did not display any animns to-
wards the medical officers of the institution.
The returncd soldiers of Claremont and Cot-
tesloc are much upset at the treatment to
which their comradea have been subjeeted.
They contend that these men have been suifi-
ciently punished and ghould now be rein.
stated. The Inspector General should get it
out of his head that there was any bias on
the part of the select committee.

« The Colonial Secretary: Did the Inspector
General spy that the select committee wero
biassed !
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Hon, W. €, ANGWIN: | never heard him
say so, but an artiele pnblished in the ‘' Sun-
day Times’' recently was respousible for the
statement, 1 have also heen told in all good
taith within the precinets of this building,
by soldiers who approached the offieer, that
he declared the select eommittee were biassed.
I trust the Minister will investigate the mat-
ter himself and scee that these men pet a
fair show.

tlon. I*. COLLIER: | do not wish to
traverse the ground already covered exeept
to say that I still hold that these men have
been  harshly dealt with. I eannot under-
staoul the ohstinacy, beemuse it is nothing
vlse, which actoates the Inspector General in
his attitude towards these men, Even if the
veturned soldiers. amongst them had eom-
mitted o serions offeneg against  the mili-
tary regulations they would have expiated
the offenee hefore this, Mipght T suggest a
way out. There is no guarantee that this
Bill will ppss another place this session. [In
that cvent the promise of the Minister would
be of mno avail, because there would be in
existence ne hoard to whom the matter coulil
he referred. At present there is sitting a
hoard comprised of the police magistrate,
Mr, Canning, as chairman, a representative
of the employees and a representative of the
Government to deal with wages and condi-
tions of cwmployment of the attendants, and
it. would Le reasonable to refér this question
to that tribunal for decision. If the Min-
iater has no ohjection to remitting the mat-
ter to the board proposed under this meas-
ure, there ¢an be no objection to the existing
tribunal dealing with the matter. If the
foverniment have. sufficient confidenee to re-
mit to that tribunal gquestions of wages,
hours, and other general conditions of em-
ployment, they should have sufficient confl-
dence to let them decide the matter of the
reinstatement of these men. If this were
done there would be no need to put the clause
in the Bill

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I have
ne douht that this Bill will pass another
place this session, and I would prefer that
the matter of the reinstatement of these men
be deslt with by the board to be appointed
under the measure, because they would be
charged with the responsibility for the in-
stitution, Seeing, however, that tbe measore
may not pass another place this session, I
have no objection to the matter being re-
fered to the tribunal now gitting. If it can
be shown that the men have been unfairly
treated, I have no objection to any inguiry
being held,

Hon. P. COLLIER: After the amassurance
nf the Minister that the matter will be dealt
with by the tribunal now eitting, I ask leave
to withdraw the proposed new clause.

New clause by leave withdrawn,

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments and the
report adopted.
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BILL—WHEAT MARKETING,
In Committee,

Mr, Stubbs in the Chair; the Premier in
eharge of the Bill

Olause 1—Short title:

Hou. I'. COLLIER; Later on 1 propose to
move an amendment, and | am net sure
whether it will conflict with the title,

The CHAIRMAN: The hon, member may
move to amemnd the title after the elaunses
have been dealt with,

Clause put amd passed.

Clavse 2—Extension of Acts to  wheat
harvested in 1920-21:

Mr. HARRISON: | have been ussured by
the Premier and by ihe Minister for Agri-
culture that au eleetion is to take place 1o
appoint @ vepresentative of the growers on
the Australiun Wheat Board. The growers
have expresed the view that they should have
a vote for this appointment. T waonuld like an
assurance that an election by the growers
will be held to make this appeintment,

The PREMIER: T have told the hou. wmwem-
her that the election is to be held and that
the matter is already in hand, The Minister
contralling the wheat scheme and the Attor-
ney General have the matter in hand.

Mr. HARRISON: That being the case, T
do not now intend to move the proposed new
elnnse which appears on the Notiee Paper,
and which provides for the olection of a
member by the wheatgrowers of this State.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am plad to have the
information from the Premier for the first
time that an election is in progress for the
appointmnent of a representative of the wheat
growers on the Australian Wheat Board. This
i3 in keeping with my complaint of lagt even-
ing that many of the negotiations counnected
with the agreement and with the fixing of
the price of wheat for loeal consumption have
been dona with an amount of secrecy:

The Premier: That is uot so.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The leader of the
Country party has just been informed that
the Government have decided to hold an elee-
tion for the appointment of a representative
of the wheat growers on the board.  This
must have been decided some time ago.

Mr. Harrison: It was recomniendation by
the Royal Commission.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Not for a represen-
tative on the Auvstralian Wheat Board.

Hon. P, COLLLER: I am surprised that ne
publicity has been given to the intentions of
the Government. The Premier has said that
the matter is in hand. How far has it pro-
pressed?

The Premier: You do not object to that
method of appointment$

Hon. P. COLLIER: I may do so later on.
At the moment I am objecting to the fact
that publicity has not been given to the in-
tentions of the Government in this direction.
1 covld understand it if on ene or two points
the Government failed to inform the Press

2069

and the people as to what was Dbeing done.
But 1 find that everything which is done, is
done unknewn to the publie.  Hitherto the
Government have made the appointment of
the wheat growers' representative on the
bonrd. 18 this proposed change due to the
dispute which oveurred carlier in the year?

The Premier: The change has been adopted
all over Australia.

Hun, P. COLLIER: "Who is taking the
lmllot

The Tremier: The Chief Electoral Officer.

Hon. P. COLLIER: A considerable
amount of work is involved. T suppose the
hallotivg will hove to he done by post?

The Premier: Yes. There are about 6,000
vutes to he east,

Hon. P. COLLLER: T3 the cost of the
bhallot——

The Premier: The vost of the ballot is to
be charged to the Wheat Scheme,

Hon, I*. COLLTER: I am entitled to know
whether the salary and expenses of the Chief
Fleetoral Officer fu conncetion with this work
will be charged against the Wheat Scheme.

The Premier: Yes, including a proportion
of the rent of his office.

Hon, P. COLLIER: [ weleome the new
method, since it will prevent the possibility
of a recurrence of such an unseemly quarrel
as way witnessed a few months ago, when Mr.
Baxter and Mr. MeGibbon slangwhanged each
wthier in the presence of an interested aundi-
enee of farmers down from the country.

lfon. W. C. ANGWIN: T helieve thia is not
the first time a representative has been
elected. Mr, Giles, [ understand, was prev-
iously elected. But at that time only a wheat
grower conld be clected.

Hou. . Collier: Anybody <gn Dbe elected
umler this clanse.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN:
tiont

The Premier: 1 do not see why we should
hother about it if the wheat growers want
a man,

Hoen, W, C. ANGWIN: Why not let the
whole of the public vote for the representa-
tive? A resolution was carried asking for
the appointment of a certain representative
at 2 time when a certain dispute arose. The
Government refused to appoint the man in
question. Now, to get over a difficulty they
find themselves in, the Government are abol-
ishing the qualification. In order to afford
an opportunity of putting on the wheat
board a certain person, the qualification that
the representative must be a wheat grower is
being abolished. Why have the Government
altered their attitnde?

Hon. P. Collier; Owing to pressure,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Mr. Baxter gave
23 an excuse for Mr McGibbon’s removal that
that gentleman has cemsed to be a wheat
grower.

The Premier:
as they like.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: That is the trouble,
that the wheat growers have been too long
allowed to do as they liked,

Why the altera-

The wheat growers can do
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The PREMIER: I[f the Government had
appointed a representative, they ecertainly
would have appointed a wheat grower; but
since it has been agreed, and as T think
rightly agreed, that the growers who have
wheat in the pool shall have the rvight to
elect their representative, they can make their
own choice so far as the Government are con-
cerned. | do unot know that the work of the
pool is being done any Letter now than it
was before the growers’ representatives were
appeointed. I do not see why the Government
should bother whether the wheat growers’ re-
presentative is himself a wheat grower or
not,  The responsibility is that of the farm-
ers, and they will be permitted to cleet what-
ever man they consider best suited to repre-
sent thew. He will not have any authority
to commit the Government in any way.

MHon. P. Collier: Hut he will have power
to make important recommentdations,

The PREMIER: Still, e will not have any
opportunity of vommitting the Government at
all, The wheat belongs to the men who are
eleeting the represenfative. It does not be-
long to the Government at all, exeept in so
fur as the Government have advanced against
it. There is no risk in the advances being
made,  Those advances are heing mannged
by a local board. The Government, of conrse,
see that the interests of the people of the
country are conserved, and that any  ad-
vanees made are sofeguarded.  The pool in
this State is well managed. Aecording to
the leader of the Opposition, there has been
seereey in the matter,  As a faet, there has
heen no seereey whatever. A meeting of
wheat growers was lheld in Perth, and the
meeting deeided that the farmer wanted 0s,
per bushel, plus interest and plus somne other
charges. Several gentlemen who were at that
meeting saw me later, and asked me what
the Government intended to do. [ replied
that we intended to do what the Enstorn
States (fovernments did, and no more. [ re-
peat, there was no seerecy about the matter:
the fact that the farmers intended to nsk
for that priee was publishell.  Nominations
for the position of wheat growers’ repre-
sentatives on the board are now heing ealled.

Hon., P. COLLIER: 1 agree that the
farmers have a1 major interest in the matter,
hut [ do not apgree that it concerns the
farmers alone. Tf the wheat belongs excln-
sively to the farmers and it they ought to
have a free hand to do what they like with
it, why do the Governments, State and Fed-
cral, step in and take out of the hands of
those who own the wheat the fixing of the
price of that wheat? By that very act the
Goverument have deelared that they have 2
dominating influence in the wheat. Tt is
clear that all the people of the State have
an indirect interast in the wheat. and 1 he-
licve it could Dbe equitably established that
the whele of the people of the State shonld
have a vote in the clection of a representative
on the board.

Mr. Johnston: To eleet the growers’. ve-
presentative? ’

[ASSEMBLY.]

lou, 1" COLLIKER: They have no repre-
sentative of their own.

Mr. Thomson: The Minister represenis
them.
Hon, P. COLLIER: He docs not,

Mr., Thomson: Then le should,

Hon, P, COLLIKNK: ‘fhat is exaetly right,
he should; but he does not. What kind of
repregentation ean the people have when this
Minister, who is suppesed to represent them,
is himselt a wheat-grower with wheat in the
pool?  Tmmediately he takes hig place on
that hoard therc arises i conflict of inter-
ests, ol he is faced with the question
whether he is to proteet the public by secing
that not more than a reasonable priee i3
charged, or whether he shall yield to natural
instinets and have regard to his own per-
sonal interests. [ do not say that for the
sake of a few extra pounds whieh would come
his way as the resnlt of an incercase of o
shilling per bushel the Minister would vote
for that increase; hut he has a double in-
terest, lie has also his political intercsts to
considoer.

Mr. Nairn: He might consider his inter-
esta a8 n consnmer also,

Hou, . COLLTER: One halfpenny per
loaf to him ns a econsnmmer wonld hut il
hbalance an extra shilling per hushel to him
ag a grower.  DBut, imagine the position of
the Minister, representing o distriet com-
prised almast entively of wheat-growers, if
he "were to come baek from a wheat con-
ferenee and explain that there had been a
proposal to eharge 9s,, hut that in the in-
terests of the conswmers he had considered
8, would he a fair price! What sort of a
reecption woulkl ke get ot this wext elee-
tion?

Me, Johnston: Well, he ought to look
after the intercsts of the agrienlturists.

Teon, P. COLLIER: The hon. member,
hy his interjection, admity that the Minister
ia there primarily to look after the interests
of the agrewlturists, A moment age we
were told he was there to represent the in-
terests of the consnming publie,  The hon.
Teniher  agrees that  the consuming  publie
have no representative on the hoard, that the
Minister vepresents the wheat growers only.

Mr. Johnston: And the poliey of the Gov-
crnment  of the day.

Hon. P. COLLTER: Which is o poliey put
upon them hy the representatives in  this
Honse of the wheat-growers. 8o we get back
to the game paoint, which is that the consum-
ing public have no represcwtation en  the
board, notwithstunding thot the consuminy
puhlie, in velation to the wheat-growers, are
in the position of a bank that has backed
the bills of the farmers,

AMr. Nairn: That is protty severs on Ay,
Storev and Mr. Theodore.

Hon, T, COLLIER: T am not heie to de-
fend eoither. The hon. member knows that
Myr. Stovey has guaranteed 7s. 64, per
hughel to the growers of New South Wiles,
and that therefore it iz to Mr. Storey™s in-
terests to have a high price fixed in order



|2 DecEmBER, 1920.] 7

that he shall not be called upon to make gool
any of his puarantee, Because T venture
onee in a way to disagree with Mr, Storey
and Mr, Theodore my friends opposite, who
have never agreed with vither, at once range
themselves  behind  Mr. Theodore and Mr,
Starey on this point,

My, Maley: You ave rather late with that
suggestion,

Hon. P. COLLIER: The hou. member is
not in touch with current events. I have fre-
quently put forward that suggestion. Who
were the gentlemen who comprised the depu-
tation from the Wheat Growers’ Conference
whieh waited on the Premier? They passed a
resolution asking that the Premier should fall
inte line in paying 9s. 2 hushel, that the
wheat should be held at the risk of the Gov-
crument, and that the Government should pay
interest en any money due to the farmers for
their wheat, Whags that resolution placed be-
fore the Premier, and did he agree to pay
interest?

The Premicr: I &id not.

Hon, . COLLAER: When a request of
this natare is made by a deputation repre-
senting the wheat growers of the State, the
need for publicity of sueh & request s
brought home to us.

The Premicr: Did  that appear in the
I*resa?
Hon, P, COLLTER: Yes, the day after

the vonferenee was held. T Ao not know what
request was actunlly preferred, but this is the
substanee of their resolution. From the atti-
tude adopted hy hon. members, who seem to
dominate the actions of the Government in
all matters relating to wheat and its control,
aml who seem to range themselves so strongly
ot the side of their own interests, regardless
of the interests of the consuming pubiie, I
Judge there is ne chance of obtaining any
redress on their behalf,

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3 to T—nagreed to.
New Clanse:

Illon. P. COLLIER: I move—
That o new clause be added as, follows:—
“*Where any wheat aequired under the
Wheat Marketiug Acts is made available
for loeal consumption, the price to he
clinrged for such wheat on the sale there-
of shall be the price, if any, as fixed
under the Prices Regulation Aet, 1919,
but if no sweh price is fixed or the sale
takes place elgeshere than in a proclaimed
arcn under such Aect the price at whieh
the wheat is sold shall not execed 7s. 8d.
per bushel. Penalty: One hundred pounds.
The effect of this new elause will be that the
priece of wheat shall be fixed under the Prices
Regulation Aet, and failing that, it shall
not cxeced Ta, 8d.’n bushel,

Mr. Davies: How do yon arrive at the
7s. Bd.1

Hon. I>. COLLIER: AH the evidence I have
been able to collect indicates that 7s. 8d.
is n fair and reasonable price. It was the
price fixed by the wheat marketing board in

January of this year, and was more than had
heen expeeted by many of the growers. Prior
to that it was 6s. or 6s. 6d. up to the end of
December. 3Mr. Hughes had strongly opposed
any inereage beyond 63, That was a fort-
night before the clection. A fortnight afier
the election, however, the Prime Minister
agreed to an increase to 73. 8d. per bushel.

The Premier: The world's parity had im-
proved.

Ilon. P, COLLIER: No one knows defin-
itely what the world’s parity is, but it is al-
ways being hronght forward.

The Premier: And we always act on tie
world’s parity.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Then why has the
Promier agreced to the price of 9s. for n
perviod of 12 months? Can he say what the
world’s purity will he for the next 12
months?

The Premier: We know what it is to-day.

Hon. P. COLIAER: The Prime Minister
sail that he believed 9s. was just about the
world 'y parity.

Mr. Davies: He said that it was about the
priee that had been fixed for forwared Jeliv-
eries to the end of December 1921,

Hon. I’ COLLIER: MHe said that Y, wus
a fair computation for the probable world’s
parity for the 12 months, That oply shows
the insincerity of the whole business, No ex-
pert grain buyer in the world would attempt
to estimate what the world’s parity wounld he
for 12 months, Bayers in Loenden on the
29nd Xovember last were paying 1108, a
aquarter, which works out at 93, a hushel
f.o.h, Woestern Australin, Members un the
v1o88 benches said the world’s parity might
be one thing in the morning and another
thing in the afternoon,

Mr. Harrison: That it might be higher or
lower.

Hon. P, COLLIER: Members on the c¢ross
henches said no notiee should be taken nf the
price.  We know that it fluctuates from day
to-dny. These who are sincere in desiring
that the people of the Commonwealth should
have wheat for local - consumption at the
world’s parity, should have fixed the price
for a month, as the hoard recammended only
tswo months ago. The hoeard said that the
price of whent after Decemher would be
fixed ot the world’s parity, and that this
would e aseertained from month to month,
so that the price for loeal ennsumption
would vary accordingly. The board rea-
lised that the world’s parity was a fluctu-
ating quantity.

Mr. Maley: They recognised the mistake
that was made the previous year,

Hon. P. CCOLLIER: They believed that
the world's parity could onty be seeured by
an adjustment of the price every month. If
the price had been fixed as from month to
month or quarter to quarter, it would have
heen evidence of a desire to give a fair deal
to the consumer. We have four monthy’ sup-
ply of flour in the State if the harvest were
not put into the pool at all. The member for
Suhiaco says we shall have a hundred million
hushels of wheat this year as an exportable



2072

surplus to go into the general pool, fromn
all quarters of the world. Broomhall esti-
mates that the year’® production will show

a surplus of 100 million bushels. Since
that estimate was made the |larvests
in the wheat producing conntries lave

turned out better than was auticipated. The
harvest in Australia was estimated somo
time ago at 90 million bushels, The Prime
Mijnister, however, cstimated rccently that
we sghould have 130 million bushels, [t can
easily be understood that theve will be quite
100 miltion bushels over the world’s re-
quircments on hand. [f there is one commo-
dity to wlich the law of supply and de-
mand, which law it has heen suggested can-
not be varied, applies, it is to the sale of
the world’s wheat requirements. If the
anpplies of wheat eoming into the markets
of the world exeeed the demand, then the
price falls, It would be idle to eontend that
already the indications are not in favour of
a downward tendency from now onwards,
Tt may be said that the wheat reecatly sold
hy the wheat board was in excess of 9s.
But that was a small parcel. There is no
doubt whatever that the price of wheat wili
come down, and Jong before the 12 monghs
expires, for which period the price of 9a.
has been fixed, the parity in Western Aus-
tralia f.0.b, may be below 7s, 8d., whieh the
farmera are reeeiving at present.

The Premier: You do not know that,

Hon, P, COLLIER: 1 say that the indi-
eations are that that will be the tendency.
Ilow will the members of the Country party
justify themselves in demanding 9s, if the
world’s parity drops to 83, within the next
two or six months?

Mr. Harrison: Reverse the position and if
the price goes up, what then?

Mr. Maley: Tt was up last year.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Y asked mem-
bers to preserve ordern They ecannot listen
to more than one member at a time,

. Hon. P. COLLIER: I have expressed my
views and I have not heard any member
put vp a reasonable case on the other side.
In view of the assistance given by the peo-
ple of this country to the growers, and the
faet that it is only by having the credit of
the people of Australia behind them that
they have been able to sell their wheat at
ll, that they are able to talk of the world’s
parity for a single moment; in view of all
these things, the farmcrs are not entitled $o
the world’s parity for wheat for local eon-
sumption. They are entitled to a fair price
which will eover all eosts of production and,
in additien, return to them a generous mea-
sure of profit. I would not limit them to
the customary s8ix or eight per eent. on or-
dinary investments, but would concede them
a pencrous measure of profit in addition.
If they demand the world’s parity, the Gov-
ernment are entitled to say that they will
not stand behind them any longer but allow
them to proceed on their own. If the
farmers desire to sell wheat in London, it
would be impoasgible for them to get the
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price quoted there at the present time. They
would have to guarantee the shipping, in-
surance, freight, and all other charges as
well. It wounld be impossibie for thew to.
make the sale and comply with the econdi-
tions laid down by the London buyers. 1t is
foolish to speak about the-world’s parity
at the present time. Without the Govern-
meat’s pssistance, the farmers cannot sell
their produce, and in return for that back-
ing, which enables them to get from 21,
to three timea as much as they could form-
erly obtain for their wheat, is it asking too
much for the public to Dbe supplied at a
price which will give the farmers a fair
aml generous profit. Where iv there any
argument in reply te that? i invite the
farmers' representatives to advance some
cogent reason why the people are not en-
titled to that consideration. This advauce,
wo are told, will mean 1d. on the 2]h. loaf.

The Premier: No, it does not.

Hon. P. COLLIER: [t does. I am fully
aswarve that it hus been stated that it repre-
sents a 14d. That is only the sugar on the
pill in order to delunde the publie. It cannot
be dene at less than 1d. nnless the bakers
and othera are satisfied with a smaller pro-
fit than they have been getting to-day.
Their present profit has not been regarded
ns unreasonable,

The DPremier: They are selling bread in
the metropolitan area for less than 4d. a
loaf. They ars selling it to iustitutiona on
contract for less than that.

Hon. I, COLLTER: T have no deuht about
that, T presume the Old Men's Home at
Claremont would be included. Does the
Premier know what it costs per head per
day to maintain the inmates at that insti-
tntion? It runs out at 1s. 1d. per day, or
7s. 7d. per week.

The Premier: No, it is far more than
that.

‘lie Coloninl Scerctary:
13s.

tion. P, COLLTIER: Tt is stated so in their

It is more like

report. We know that the contractors who
sunply these institutions always give cut
prices, .

The Premier: They do not steal the

flour; they have to pay for it

Ton. P, COLLIER: It may be the class of
flour for which Western Antaralia has re-
ceived so disereditable an advertisement in
South Africa. A parcel of 300,000 tons of
flour sold to the Government of Sputh
Africa was condemned as unfit for human
consumption and they are now making a
elaim for compensation acainst the Austral-
ian Government. That flovr, no doubt, was
gristed from the reconditioned wheat which
was not sold for poultry or pigs here. If
it was turned into flour and sent to South
Africa, then the result' has been unsatis-
factory so far as Australia is concerned.

The Premier: No, it is good flour that the
inatitution gets; the same flour as we get.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I accept that state-
ment. I did not say that the flour used in
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the bread for these institutions was such
uas [ have deseribed, but we know wheat was
gristed in Australia which was utterly unfit
for consumption. The incident in connec-

“tivn with the South African {eal gives evi-

-+

dence of that fact. My amendment is a rea-
senable one and should not be opposed by
members of the Country party. Simply be-
canse there may be over-production in one
year it would not be rcasonable to ask the
farmers to accept the price, based under
thoge conditions, which might be as low as
ds. per bushel. That would be unreasonable
and unfair, for the farmer could not pro-
duce profitably at that price.

Mr. Pickering: How could you assure
him a price which would be profitable?

Hon. P, COLLIER: Tt could be done, If
the wheat falls next year to 3s. that is no
reason why the farmer should be asked to
produce at that priece, for he could not do so.

Mr. Maley: He bhas Deen asked to do so
before,

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, but we live in a
Jdifferent world now, and we have conditions
to which we were not formerly accustomed.

Mr, Davies: The difficulty is that o
tarmer proeduces much more than can bhe
vonsumed loeailv, at times.

Hon. P. COLLIER; That has nothing to
do with it.

Mr. Davies: It hag got everything to do
with the farmer.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No State Government
could give a guarantee to the farmer under
those conditions.

Mr. Harrison: Who is going to back the
bill yon are proposing?

Hon, P. COLLIER: The Government.

Mr, Huarrisen: You would give a
guarantee for so many years, '

Hon. P. COLLTER: TIf it is an equitabls
thing to sy that a farmer shall get so much
for his wheat this vear, it is an equitable
thing to sav he shall get it nest ycar and
the yoar after. If the farmers now grab
excegsive prices, it will mean excessive
costs to the consumers for their bread. If
the farmers take advantage of the cirecum-
stances which will enable them to do that,
they will not be able to complain in the
future when the world’s parity soes down,
and when the consuming public will turn
a deaf ear to their demands.

Mr. Pickering: As they bave done in the
past.

Han, P, COLLIER: The hon, member
will live in the past alwavs. He is like
those troglodvtes who lived in caves. Lot
the hon. member cast his eyes to the rising
sun, let him hiteh his wagon to a star and
oot grope about in the past. If the farmers
will not meet the public now, thev cannot
expect the taxpaying public to make good
on tho railwavs a loss occasioned by the
earriage of their requirements. T submit
the amendment I bave read,

The CHATRMAN: 1t anpears to me that
the amendment is inadmissible. The Aus-
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tralian Wheat Board whichk controls the
shipment from, and the price of wheat in,
Australia, was formed by mutual agreement
between the Governments of the Common.
wealth and the States of New South Wales
Victoria, South Australia and Weatern Aus.
tralin. This agreement was confirmed by
the Wheat Marketing Act, 1916, and uuless

the other contracting parties introduce
legislation and transfer the important
function of fixing the price of wheat to

price-fixing commissions, the passing of this
amendment by the House will have no
elfect on the board, and will place the
Western Australian represcntatives in an
impossible position. The amendment also
appears to me to be beyond the seope of the
Bill, which merely extends the wheat pool
to the coming harvest, and makes a few
winer alterations in matters of detail. I
must therefore decline to a2ceept the amend-
ment.

Dissent from Chairman’s Ruling.

Hou. P. Collier: I must dissent from your
ruling,

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Chairman reported the dissent.

) Hon. P. Collier: My reasons for disayree-
ing with the ruling the Chairmnn are as fol-
lows—

L disagree with the ruling, as what-
aver agreement has been made hy the
represcntatives of the State we as a Par-
liament have a right to diserss and amend
the measure submitted for the control of
this season’s wheat grown in  Western
Australia to bhe consumed in this State.
That cannot be beyond the secope of this
Bill, which relates to the contral of wheat
in this State. We can extend the wheat
pool on the same or on new conditions us
Parliament may deem fit.

In. submitting my reasons for disagreeing
with the Chairman’s ruling, I am placed at
a disndvantage eompared with that hon. gen-
tleman, I have bad perforee to draw up my
rengons on the spur of the moment, whi'e I
note that the Chairman of Committers has
had his re~sony for disngresing with my
amendment evrefully prepared and typewrit-
ten, notviteatanding the fuact that nobody
knew what my amendment was, because jt
has unet appeared on the Notice Parer,

Mr. Johnston: Yon told us Iast nirht the
effect of it. .

Hon. P. Collier: Will the hon. memter be-
have himself? He is too gquick to jump into
the breach to avnid taking the responsibility
of a vote. T remeat that it is an extranrdin.
ary gitnation that, when no membher of this
Honge had seen my amendment or knew what
it was at a’l, the Chairman of Committees
eonld be s'tting in his Chair with a type-
written decison nas to why .he shonld rule
it ont of nrder. Is thrt the wav the bnsiness
of this Honse is to be conducted? Is that
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the manner in which members are to be de-
barred from diseussing various phases of
this question? I say it is degrading to the
conduct of this Houwse to find the Chairman
of Committees giving a typewritten decision
upon an amendment which he had never heard
or seen and of which he know nothing.

Mr., O’Loghlen: It demands an explana-
tion.

Hon. P. Collier: What kind of fair play
can one oxpect in such circumstances? Is
it a desire fo gag the Committee?

Mr, Speaker: I do not think the hon.
member should say that,

Hon, P. Collier: The fact remaina that
hero is a typewritten decision which was
already in the possession of the Chairman
of Committees before e even saw my amend-
ment.  Whon was it concoeted? Whe con-
vocted it?

Mr. O’Loghlen: Eebo answers wheot

Hon. P. Collier: It is quite apparent why
the ruling has been given, and why cvents
have taken this turn.  Members of this
House, not caring, or not having the desire
or courage to stand up to a dircet vote on
my amendment, ure seeking to avoid the issue
and to elear themselves by getting the
amendment ruled out 8F order. T must say
that T am astonished.

The Promier: You should not accuse mem-
hers of that.

iTon. P. Collier: J realisc that I am mak-
ing & serious charge againat the Chairman
of Committees. T withheld the amendment
from the Notice Paper for this very reason.
T have been in this House for some years,
and I know how matters have bheen dealt
with on former occasions.

Mr. Nairn: You must have told sowme of
your friends what yom were going to do.

Hon. I'. Collier: And is the Chairman of
Committees entitled to write out a ruling
on somc tittle-tattle which he may have
heard in tho eorridorsf [ am not saying that
this is what happened, but that is what the
hon. member suggests.

Mr. Speaker: If the hon, member will re-
sume hig seat for a moment T may perhaps
be able to elear the air. Tt is only fair to
the Chairman of Committees and to hon.
members of this Touse to say that the mom-
her for Boulder indicated on two or three
oceasions last evening that he was going to
move this amendment. Tt struck me that
the wmendmont seemed irrelevant to the Bill,
and this afternoon I told the Chairman of
Committecs that tho leader of the Opposition
intended to move an amendment. So far as
T can rtocolleet, T said to the Chairman of
Committees, ““Yon had better Jook up the
Rill and sce whether the amendment ean he
admitted.’* That was between threc and
four o’clock this afternoon, and T have heard
no more of the matter since. Very likely
the Chairman of Committees did ook up the
Bill. If the hon. member looks at the Chair-
man’s ruling he will see that a good deal
of it was written in after the first portion
bad heen typed.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, Q’Loghlen: The first portion is typ

Mr. Speaker: Yes, and the rest is wi
ten, I say that in fairness to the Chs
man of Committecs. .

Hon. P. Collier: I am afraid that the
planation does not help the Chairman
Committees in the slightest degree.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Tt further complicates
position,

Haon, P. Collicr: Am I ansked to belic
that the Chairman of Committees, after
general reference to an amendment whiel
proposed to submit and before the terms
the amendment were known at all, is juw
fied in Arawing up a ruling in anticipation
the proposed amendment?

Alr, O'Loghlen: He was not justified

Hon, P. Collier: T am surprised to I
the explanation that the Chairman of Cc
mittees arms himself beforehand with a
ing in anticipation of au amendment wh
[ might move. The explanation does not h
the Chairman of Committees at alt. T
surprised to learn that there was a discuss
ns to whether the proposal would be in om
hefore it was known what the proposal wo
he. To say that the Chairman of Comn
tees is justified in drawing up in speei
terms A ruling upon an  amendment, |
phrageology and terms of which he kn
nothing at all, is extraordinary, I do 1
know that we are prepared to go on dabati
this Bill. T fear it had alveady been deeid
in some subterrancan fashion by some p
ties conecrned that this amendment was
e rnled out. T wish to place it on reec
that in my view it stunds to the eternal d
evedit of this House, or at least to the offi
responsible, that he should come armed w
typewritten reasons for ruling an ame
ment out of erder when lic had never he:
or seen the amendment. Tt stands to i
oternal Aiacredit, not to say disgrace, of
Chairman who wonld adopt such an at
tude. .

My, Speaker- The hon. member muat &
euss the reasons.

Ton. . Collier: T propose to disam
with the ruling. T ask you, Sir, to draw
your long years of experience in this Hon
and ask what chance T have of getting a £
deal, not from yourself. but in the discussi
of this matter, when such a thing aa I ha
deacribed can take place. T am ruled out
order before I have even apoken, before
have even disclosed one word of my amer
ment, in speeific terms and in a typewritt
decision by the Chairman of Commitfees,
shall not aliow the matter to rest there. F
the moment T shall have to, but I ahall ta
such action with regard to the Chairman
Committees which I hope will preclude t
possibility of such n thing recurring.
would be of no avail to disecuss that aspc
of it any further at the present time, T ha
known men who occupied the high and he
ourable position of Speaker or Chairman
Committees in this House and, without a
reflection at all upon the present occupar
I would say that some of thoss gentlam
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have adopted tacties of this kind before, but
1 am happy to say that I have not known of
any sueh instanee in recent years. The rul-
ing given by the Chairman of Committees, [
venture to say, is a positively absurd one.
[t conld not be vtherwise, He did not know
the terms of my amendment. 1t displays a
want of kuowledge with the conditions
nnder which the wheat is controlled by the
pool. [t could hardly be expected that it
would be otherwise when the whoele thing
was drawn up in anticipation. The Chair-
man of Committees says—

It appears to me that this amendment is
inadmissible,  The  Australiann Wheat
Bonrd, which confrols the shipment from
and price of wheat in Australia—

There i3 a mis-statement of fact to begin
with., The Australian Wheat Board does not
control the price of wheat in Australin. The
board has no voice at all beyond making a
recommendation as to the price of wheat
in Austradin. The price of wheat was fixed
by the Prime Minister. The faet that the
power to fix the price of wheat in each State
is retained by the respective Governments is
shown hy the fact that at this very board
meeting which the Chairman of Committees
says has the right to fix the price of wheat
in Australin—the board on which the Minis-
ter for Agriculture represents the Government
of Western Australia—the Miniater refused
to agrec to the price of 9s. a bushel until he
had returned to this State and sceured the
endorsement of his Cabinet.

The Premier: Those were his instructions.

tfon. P. Collier: And it proves that the
final authority and power which fixes the
price of wheat is the Government, subject to
the cndorsenment of this House on this Bill.

Mr. Troy: That is the attitude they took
up with regard to the selling of last season’s
wheat,

Hon. P. Collier: This is disclosed by the
faet that the Government did not agree to
the 9. a bushel until some days after the
return of Mr. Baxter from the Eastern States.
Yot, in the ruling of this Chairman who an-
ticipates things, he says—

‘“the Australian Wheat Board which con-

trols the shipment from and price of wheat

in Australia.”’
What is the value of a ruling based on such
an utter want of knowledge of the faets, and
based on such ignorance of the faets, a rul-
ing, the very first line of which condemns
itself?  The ruling gocs on—

—-wag formed by mutual agreemeut between

the Government of the Commonwealth and

the States of New South Wales, Vietoria,

South Anstralia, and Western Australia.
This agreement was  confirmed by the

Wheat Marketing Act, 1016, and unless the
other contraeting parfies introduce legislu-
tion, and transter the important funetion
of fixing the price of wheat to price-fixing
commissions, the passing of this amend-
mefit by the House will bave no effect on
the hoard, and will place the West Austra-
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linn representatives in an impossible posi-
tion.

“The  passing of  this

the ruling  says, ‘‘will

effect on  the hoard,””
ment is not intended to have any effeet
on the board, The board have nothing at all
to do with the tatter, have no say whatever
in the fixing of the price of wheat. To de-
clare that thia Heuse may not pass an amead-
ment to a Bill which is hefore it, because the
passing of such an awendment would place
our representative on the Loard in an impos-
sible position, is eutirely to nullify the
power aud influence of this House. What
tloes the Chairman of Contmittees mean by
“‘plaving the representatives in an impossible
position’’? See the danger onc rushes into
when one sets out to place on record u1 de-
cision upon a wmatter whieh, at the particulpe
stage, has not arisen. See the pitfalls whieh
await any man who adopts such methods. 1t
vould  only have been cxpected that the
Chairninan of Committees would commit this
blunder when he shid that the passing of the
amendment by this House would have no
effert upon the hoard. OFf eourse it caunot
have any effect on the hoard. [t was never
intended that the passing of the amendment
should have any effect on the Leard, because
the boarl, as T have stated, have no power
at all in thu matter.  The power of fixing
the price of wheat rests with the (iovernment,
and rests with this Pariiament, in this mea-
sure, The Chairman of (,ommuttees BayS
that the price has been fixed hy the Wheat

Marketing Act of 1916, But this Bill super-

sedes the Wheat Marketing Act of 1916,

supersedes every one of those Wheat Mar.

keting Acts.  The wheat pool and its Aet
and the whole matter will disappear, so far
as Western .Austrolia is concerned, if we
fail to pass this Bill. This Bill i an
extension of the existing Wheat AMarketing
Aet, and to say thar this Parliament has we
power, no voice, as to determining the
prive of the wheat grown in this State, put
into this pool, controllel by this measure
and sold under ity provisions, i3 to say
something ahsurd. Te say that it wonld
be out of order for this Tlouse to intro-
doce an amendment ﬁxmg- the pru‘e of wheat
in such a Bill as this is to rench, in my opi-
nion, the very height and the very limit
of absurdity. Therc is no romaon in such

a roling.  The decision places the power of

a bonrd, who have no independent anthor-

ity at al], above and heyond the power of

this Parliament. Ta that a pesition mem-
bers of this Chamber are prepared to ac-
ecpt?  Why, it is the very negation of
common sense.  To admit such o conten-
tion would he to strip this Mouse of all the
functions which are essential to the conduct
of publie business.  This State retains
full control over the price of wheat. So
much js evidenced by the very faet that
the Government did not apprave of the
price fixed in Melbourne until they had
considered it, If they imstrueted their

amendment, '
have no
The  amend-
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Minister to withhold his approval until he
had gonsulted them and they had endorsed
the price, surcly that meant, if it meant
anything at all, that the Government had the
right finally to refuse to endorse the s
price. The Covernment could have said,
**Na, we will make wheat available in this
State for ¥s. or for 7s, 8.'" the latter being
the present price, They eonld have done
that had they thought fit.  Surely if the
Government, hy a mercly oxecutive act, hy
a decision of their own, have power to fix
any price they like, it follows that this Par-
linment has the same power in the passing
of this Bill,  The Bill iy not vet passed.
It is un extensive measorc. We are now
disenssing the measure.  Therefore all mat-
ters relating to the contrel and price of the

wheat are within the jurisdiction of this
House, and competent for this House to
discuss and to decide, 1 hope  that  this

artion has not heen taken becttse of a de-
sire in seme quarters to evade the respon-
ribility of giving a dircet vote un the amend-
wment, 1 hape this aetion has  uot  been
taken lLeeause we are on the eve of a general
election and  beenuse members  therefore
fear to disclose their attitude on tlns very
tmportant question by voting either one
wuy or the other. T hope that is not the
position. 1 Ao not want tn  accase  any
memher of this House of a desire to evade
the respensibility of his vete, but, if that
is the position, it is ineumbent on the [Touse
to turn down und reject, by a4 unanimous
vote, this ruling of the Chairman of Com-
mittees. T do net wish to say more on
the subject, exeept that T shall take such
aetion as is open to me te expreas my feel-
inga and my attitude towards sueh a deci-
sion a8 has come from the Chair of thia
Chamber to-night.

Mr, Troy: The Chairman of Committees
in his deecision insists upon what the Gov-
ernment. of this State denied a fow weeks
ago.  When it was asserted that the re-
presentatives of Western Australia on the
Austratian Wheat Board had agreed to sell
Iast year’s harvest to the Eastern States
at 7e. fl. per bushel, the Government of this
State insisted that the Australian Wheat
Board had no power to do such a thing.
What the Government then denied the Chair-
man of Commitiees now insists is o faet.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Government
said they would go to law over it.

The Premicr: I said nothing of the sort.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: The Premier did not
say so, bet the Honorary Minister said it.

Mr. Troy: T am speaking of the Gov-
ernment  collectively. Now the Chairman
has announeed that the attitude taken up
by the Government with regard to the last
harvest, and on a Bill similar to this, was
a wrong one. My experience leaves me in no
doubt as to how these matters are arranged.
Unquestionably the Government in the first
instance intervened to get this  decision.
They drew the attention ef the Chairman
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of Committees or the Speaker to what was
ahout to come forward.

Theh Premier: Who did?

Mr, Troy: The Government.

The Premier: We did not.

Mr. Troy: Or else some member interest-
ed. .
Mr. O’Loghlen: The leader of the Opposi-
tion distinetly stated Ilnst night that he
intended to move his amendment.

The Dremier: The Chairman of Commit-
tees did not know what the amendment
wonlil he, .

Mr, O'Loghlen: The Jeader of the Op-
position distinetly  described  his . amend-
ment.

The Premicr: I hope hon. members op-
posite nre not acensing the Government of
having done anything wrong io this matter,

Mr, Troy 1 do not blame them if they
did that which [ have deseribed. It
would be the natural course for them to
take. If I wanted to know how a probable
amendment  would affeel a Bill, T would
atlopt the same course—I would go either
to the Speaker, ov the UChairman of Com-
mittees, or the Clerk of the Assembly and
agk what would be the effect, I have no
donbt that this typewritten devision is merely
a decigion given in the ordinary course by
the Clerk who was consuited. As a matter
of fact, the language is not like the language
of the Chalrman of Committees, but it is
like that of the Clerk. I have no objection
to that either. The Clerk has merely done
a duty which he will naturally do when ealled
upon, But if the Chairman of Committees
is right in stating that a muutwal agreement
arrived at overrides any amendment passed
by this House, I want to know whether such
mutual agreement has the foree of law? And
if it has not the foree of law, how could an
amendment to this Bill dealing with the
marketing of wheat be influenced by a mut-
ual agrecement between this party and that
party and some other party? Inm my opinion
the thing is absalutely absurd. Again, how
was the priee of wheat for local consumption
arrived at? By any statute or Act of Parlia-
ment?  No.

The Premier: It wasg fixed in 1916.

Mr, Troy: At 93. per bushelf

The Premicr: No. The method of arriving
at the price was fixed in 1916,

Mr. Troy: That may be so. But this Bill
is a continvanee of the 1916 ‘measore, and
surely it can amend the mecthod laid down by
the 1916 Aet, This Parlinment has power
to do that. So we arrive at this position,
that the 1916 Act provides a method of fixing
the price of wheat, and that this Bill is a
continuance of the 1916 Act, and that yet
we are told that in this Bill the leader of the
Opposition has no  power to amend the
method by which the price of wheat is fixed.
The fixing of the priece of wheat is a matter
which the Government determine for them-
gelves. The Honorary Minister administer-
ing the Wheat Scheme was in -the Eastern
Siates when the priec of 98, was determined
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on. Mr. Baxter was not a consenting party
to the fixing of that price, He did not con-
cur. He came back to this State to consult
the Govermment. 1t i3 for the Government
of this State, and not for the Australian
Wheat i3oard, to determine at what price
wheat shall be sold tor lecal vonsumption in
Western Australia.

The Premier: That is provided in the 1916
ek,

My, Troy: If that is so, the objection of
the Chairman of (ommittees is not a valid
ong. e says the amendment is inadmissable
beeause the Australinn Wheat Board was
tormed by wmuntual agrecment, and that uanless
the States are contracting parties with the
Australian Wheat Board—to which the Act of
1916 makes ne reference—the passing of the
amendment by this House will have no effeet.
Then how c¢an the Anstralian Wheat Board
be afected by the amendment? It is quite
possible there might be other reasons for dis-
aliowing the amendment, bnt fhe reason
given by the Chairman of Committees ia an
absurd one. In effect his deeision eoncludes
hy sayimg that 1he passing of an amendment
by this llouse will have no effect on the
board, aml will place our represeniative in
nn impossible position, [t is the most ridie-
ulous, langhable decision 1T have ever heard.
HBecanse legisiation will have wno effeet on
the Austratian Wheat Board, we should not
congider it. What has the placing of our
represontative in an impossible position to do
with this measure! Kvery aet of legislation
places somebody in an awkward pesition.
The reason given is not a valid one, nor is
it conclusive., - Tt is both contradictory and
foolish,

Mr. Piekering: What about the last reason
given, namely, that the amendment is not in
vonformity with the Bill?

Mr. Troy: That is but an afterthought.
Apparently the typewritten ruling was made
out in the afterncon. On further considera-
tion it looked ridiculous, and as an after-
thought it was added that the amendment
appeared to be beyond the scope of the Bill,
which merely extended the wheat pool to the
coming harvest and made a few alterations
in matters of detail, There might be some-
thing in that. It is a serions objection if
an amendment i3 not within the seope of a
Bill. PRut the decision in its first part is
most ridienlous. I do not think the amend-
ment iz beyond the scope of the Bill

The Attorney General;: Do you think it
is within the scope?

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Yes, and within the
Title.

Hon, P. Collier: It is absurd to say it is
not within the scope of the Bill. If we can
tmend the Schedule we can amend the Bill.

Mr., Speaker: Order! The hon. member
has already addressed himself to the ques-
ton,

Hon, P. Collier: Yes, and I will do so
again.

The Spcaker: The hon. member must do
it in order.
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Hon. I’ Collier: 1 will do it in order, and
sometimes out of order,

The Speaker: The hon, member must not
he offensive,

Hon, 1. Collier: 1 have no desire to be
uifensive.

Mr, Troy: Although the mecasure makes
provision for fixing the price of wheat, we
are  told the namendment which fixes
the price for leeal consumption is not
almissible. [ am glad for the good scuse
of the Jlouse that the first part of the
ruling wins abandoned.

Hon, 1t Collier: Tt
abandoned.

Mr. Troy: But it is toe contemptible to
he vonsidered:  Tf the agreement were o
legal one, and the amendment interfered
with it, there might be a real objection.

Hon. T, Walker: In any case this Parlia-
ment can annul a eontract.

Mr, Troy: Yes, but sinee this is only a
mutual agreement——

Ien. I, Collier: And this Parliament can-
not interfere with i mutunl agreement.

Mr. Troy: Beeause the Honorary Minister
goes Lo the Eastern States and makes a
mutnal agreement, this Parliament eannot
interfere. Jloreover, the amendment might
put somebody in an awkward position. We
have the right to legislute, but an agree-
ment  between two  irresponsible  parties
munst not be interfered with.

Hon. P. Collier: Where is the contraet or
Act of Parliament which prevents us?

My, Troy: But our representative might
he placed in an embarrassing poesition, What
on varth has that to do with Parliament!
Beeause the Honorary Minister might be
placed in an embarrassing position, Parlia-
ment must not amend the Billl It is so
utterly foolish that one cannot conceive of
ita ever heing put forward as a serious
ruling. Tt would bring the House into
contempt. If hon. members do not want
the amendment to bg earried, let them at
least allow the legitimate funetions of Par-
liament to prevail, This deecigion would
bring us into ridicule,

The Premicr: The last spenker suggested
that this was being used to shelve the pro-
posal. There is not an atom of truth "in
that. T heard from the leader of the
Opposition that he intended to move an
amendinent, but I did not know the nature
of it.

Hon. P. Collier: I sent it to yom just
before I moved it. Tt was the only copy
T had.

The Premier: T was as much surprised at
the amendment being ruled out of order as
was the hon. member himself. The Gov-
ernment have no wish to stop discussion, or
to prevent this amendment being fully con-
sidered. But if the amendment is passed,
we shall have in the ope measure two
methods of fixing the price.

Mr. Willeock: One being an alternative.

Hon, P. Collier: Butr the Premier must
have admitted that possibility when he

has not been
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withheld his consent from his Minister’s
agreeing to the proposal in Melbourne.

The Promier: 1 have not the reasens
given by the Chairman of Committees for
refusing to admit the amendment.

Ilon. P. Collier: But when the Premier
withheld consent to that decision in Mel-
bourne, be shuwed that in his epinion he
had the right to agree or disagree.

The Premier: I admit that,

Ilon. P. Collier: Well surely Parliament
also has the same right.

The Premier: There can be no questiou
about that. But in the Act of 1916 it is
provided that the priee shall be determined
in a ccrtain way,

Hon. T. Wulker: And if you again sub-
mit the Bill to ws we can suggest another
way,

Hon. P. Collier:
again,

The Premicer: Wg can bardly provide in
the one measure two ways of arriving at
the price. [f the amendment is carried we
shall have two mcthods, for all the provi-
sions of the 1916 Act stand. Members on
this side have no wish that the question
should not be determined by the House, so
I hope hon. members opposite will refrain
from suggesting that the Government had
anything to do with the attitude taken by
the Chairman of Committees.

Hon. P, Collier: 1 did not suggest that,

Hon, W, ¢ Angwin: 1T support the ob-
1eetion of the leader of the Opposition to the
roling of the Chairman of Committees. The
Bill is a wheat marketing measure, and it is
almost impossible to market wheat unless one
ean sell it, Our legislation provides for ar-
viving at the priec of wheat for the year
1916, From 1916 down to the present day
the Act of 1916 has been amended cvery
yenr.

The 'remier:  And eontinued,

Tlon. W, €, Angwin: Tt has been amended
every year, The amendments each yeay have
applied only to the harvest which the con-
tinuance Bill applied to. This year we have
n Bill under simlar conditions, not merely a
Bill to eontinue, hut a Bill to amend, the
original Act. Clause 4 is an amendment of
Section 10 of the pringipal Act, Clause 5 an
amendment of Seetion 13, and Clause 6 an
amendment of Section 14, which refers to the
sale of wheat. Each year stamds by itself.
Ench scason the wheat is acquired under a
spevial Act.  Ulanse 2 of this Bill says it
shall extend and apply to the wheat harvest
during the season 1920-21 subjcet to amend-
ments hot contained in last year’s Act. This
amendment will apply to the 1920-21 wheat.

Tion. Y. (Collier: DPast apgrecments have
nothing to do with that.

Ifon. W, C. Angwin: That is so. The
leader of the Opposition desires to insert a
new clanse to the efféet that the fixing of the
price of wheat for local eensumption shall
be done mder the Prices Regulation Act. The
Tromior has referred to the 1916 Aet. If
these are the conditions under which the price

And this i3 the Bill

[ASSEMBLY.]

of wheat has been arrived at, the Govermuent
have been acting illegally, because they have
fixed one priee for the miller, and a largely
increased price for the poultry farmer. The
whole arrangement for fixing the price of
wheat has been in the hands of the Govern-
ment onder the title of the Wheat Market-
ing Act.

Hon, P. Coilicr: We have given no power
te deal with the eoming harvest until this
Bill has been passed,

Hon, W, (", Angwin: Unleas the Bill is
pasged there will be no legal or compulsory
pool in Western Australia for next year.

Mr. Hudson: There is nothing to prevent
outside sales.

Hon. W. €. Angwin: Therefore, there is
no Aet of Parlinment in existence controlling
the marketing of the 1920-21 harvest. 1
maintain that any hon, member has an op-
portunity of proposing an amendment to the
Bill we have hefore us, which deals with the
marketing of wheat.

Hon, P. Collier: We can say we agree to
continue the Aet subjeet to the priee heing
s0 and so.

Hon. W, (. Angwin: The Government of
Western Aunstralia fixed a priee for this State.
Last year the Wheat Marketing Bbard fixed
the price of wheut sent to New South Wales.
Seeing that the power is in the hands of the
Government, and that no power can be
avanted without the eonsent of Parliament,
I contend that we are at liberty to move any
amendment to this Bill stating how the priee
shall be fixed for the coming harvest. The
preamhble of the 1916 Aet is dead so far as
the next harvest is eonecerned. We have cvery
right to tell the Government how the wheat
shall be marketed.  The 1916 Act does not -
affeet the coming harvest, The Thairman's
ruling is not in compliance with the Rill we
have before us, and the motion is in accord-
ance with it

The Attorney.General: The substance of
the Chairman’s voling is that the amendment
in its present form is not within the scope of
the Bill. The position of the Australian
Wheat Pool is that it i3 a partnership exist-
ing hetween the producing States, and the
Commonwealth is also a party to it.

Ton. W. . Angwin: Not for home con-
sumption, but only for export.

The Attorney General: ‘That partaership
is a legal partnership as it stands, but re-
quires certain machinery to earry out the oh-
jects of the partnership, which is generally
known ns the wheat seheme, That machinery
ig required to he passed by the Parliaments
of e¢ach State in order to ensnre that the
wheat grown in the State is delivered te the
scheme,  Withont sueh an Act of Tarliament,
we cannot carry out the scheme or partner-
ship. The Act has been in operation sinee 1916,
Year after year Bills have been brought
forward to continue the operation of the
Aet. The main ohject of the measure is to
extend the operation of the original Act. Tt
iz quite competent Tor the House—it would
he absurd to deny it—to say, ‘“We will ex-
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tend this Act upon certain conditions which
may be Iail down in the Bill.’? That is
really the contention of members opposite,
and undoubtedly it is competent for the
1louse to do that. [In sapporting the reling
of the Chairman of Committees, I do so as
# matter of form, because, as I have already
pointed out, it is quite possible to get over
the difliculty. The elavse extending the
operation of the Act has already been passed.
That elause set out that the parent Act of
1916, as amended by the Acts of 1918 and
1919, shall extend and apply to the wheat
harvested during the season 1920-21, 1 sug-
great to the leader of the Opposition it was
in that clpuse tiint any provision regarding
the conditions of extension should be in-
sorked. T do not sec how the amendment the
moember for Boulder sceks to have inserted,
ean he added at this stage.

Ifon, W, (. Angwin: We have inserted
ameadments in this manner before.

Bon. P. Collier: If the amendment is ad-
misgible at all, it is admisible as A new
clause.

The Attorney Genmeral: I do mnot think
that it should go iu a8 the member
desires; it could have heen more eorrectly
drafted by the Solicitor General

Hon. P. Collier:
drafted by him,

The Attorney General: Then he eounld
uot have considered the full operation
it wonld have. Tt would be pussibie to draft
a clause which would make the extension
conditional, and it would be competent for
the hon. member to introduee such a eluse.
[ do not think that the lcader of the Oppeo-
sition will aeeuse the Government of auy
forc-tnowledge of this partienlar move. T
did not know of it wvntil the point was actu-
illy raised in the Chamber. The new elause
which he has introduced was not advanced as
a condition of the passing of the Rill, but
it is in a form which would make it more
aceeptable as an amendment to he inserted
in the Prices Regulation Aet. Tt is the form
in which the clause is framed rather than
the substance that induced me to support
the roling of the Chairman of Committees on
this point. Both the substance of the clauge
and the reasons he “has given in support of
it come more within the purview of the
Prices Regulation Aet rather than under this
Bill.  Apart from that aspeet, of course, the
clause in aatisfactory, but in its present form
it doea not eome within the purview of the
prineipal Act.

Hon. 'T. Wialker: The concluding portion
of the speech by the Attorney General gives
the whole case away. He clearly admits that
the Jeader of the Opposition is in order in
fising a price or in arranging for a new
method of fixing the price for the consump-
tion of wheat locally. The Attorney General
declared that it was the form or phraseology
that he objected to. Tf the substance of the
new elanse in in order, it eannot be ruled out
of order simply because it is not elegantly

This amendment was

worded to meet the particular taste of the
Attorney Ceueral. The substance of the
alge is eorrect, and we have a right to move
in the direction the leader of the Opposition
has adopted. ]

Hon. P, Collier: That is the caly point
involved. Tt is on that point that the Chajr-
tnan has given his ruling.

Hon, T. Walker: Tt is on that point that
the leader of the Opposition has been ruled
vut of order. If it is right to have tho price
fixed wnder a different method from that in
operation during previous years, then the
new clanse is not ont of order. I will not
deal with that aspect of the Chairman’s rul-
ing, however, hecause his deecigion was oh-
vipusly out of eorder in foisting such o
deeision on the Committee. Undoubtedly he
was wrong, and to feist such a ruling upon
the Committee was derogatory to the posi-
tion which he holds. To say that the Com-
tnittee cannot agree to any proposal which
would plaec certain responsibilities on the
wheat pool, is an impossible position.

Hon, P, Collier: That i3 the limit.

Hon. T. Walker: It is nbsolutely unheard
of. The point en which the new clause was
ruled ont was that it did not come within
the scope of the Bill. The measure prescribes
the method of fixing prices. The 1916 Act
deals with this question for the marketing of
the harvest s¢ that the growers shall reeeive
a price on the basis of the price rul-
ing in the London wheat market, with cer-
tain deductions. The preamble to the 1916
Act deals with that aspeet, and it preaeribea
vertain  wethods of arriving at the priec.
Tf the question of price is dealt with in the
ik, then it is strietly in order for hon.
members to proposc some other method of
fixing the price, If the Housc does not de-
sire the pricc to be fixed by one method
it is open to members tp suggest another
incthod, whieh may be aceepted or rejected.
Once the question of price-fixing hag heen
dealt with in the legislation, then the whole
matter is in order, thus enabling us to fix
the price aecording te methods we deem nd-
visable, The 1916 Aet hay heen oxtended
from time to time, and in the present Bil),
Clange G provides: that Seetion 14 of the
Wheat Marketing Aet, 1916, shall extend
to wheat aequircd by the Minisler and in
possession of any person with the view to
the purchase thereof, and to the produects
ot such wheat, until such purchase is com-
pleted by payment to the Minister of the
price of the wheat sold. There is provision
made there for the price to be arrived at
hy the Minister in conneetion with the puor-
chase of that wheat, and that very fact
hrings the new clause proposed by the
leader of the Opposition within the scope
of the Bill. The Minister ia able to buy the
wheat apart from the pool, and tho mere
nurchase means that a price has to be fixed
independently of the Bill. This yoar it is
proposed, apart from this measure alto-
gether, to retain a certain proportion of the
wheat within the State, and a fixed price
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of 93 has been arrived at respecting this
wheat for local consumption, If it be pos-
sible to fix such a price, it is clearly open to
the House to give instructions to the Minis-
ter dealing with wheat, independently ot
the Bill, to fix the priee of wheat for local
consumption acecording to the decision of
the Prices Regulation Commission. The
amendment by the leader of the Opposition
only deals with wheat which docs not go
- into the pool, and the House would be quite
in order in saying that the wheat so nc-
quired should be paid for at 7s. 8d. or at a
price to be fixed by the Prices Regulation
Commission.

Mr, Speaker: T have listened with great
interest to the arguments advanced by hon.
members, and I was not led away by what
was eaid in regard to the powers of
this Chamber to legislate, becausc these
powers cannot be denied. I do not
think that the ruling of the Chairman
of Committees affects that point in any one
partienlar. The ruling of the Chairman is
that the amendment moved by the leader of
the Opposition does not come within  the
seope of the Bill. The Bill under discussion
is to extond to 1920-21 the operations of the
Wheat Marketing Acts of 1916-18-19. There
are minor amendments dealing with certain
sections in the 1916 Aect, the authority for
agency agreements, and other mattera.

Hon. T. Walker: There is Clauwse 6, Mr,
Speaker.

Mz, Speaker: Clavse § reads—
A paragraph is hereby added to Sec-
tion 14 of the Wheat. Marketing Act,
1916, as follows:—**This scction shall ex-
tend to wheat acquired by the Minister
and in possession of any person with the
view to the purchase thereof, and to the
“produets of such wheat, until such pur-
chags is completed by the payment to the
Minister of the price of the wheat sold.*’
The hon., member’s amendment ia to fix the
price ag fixed in the Prices Regulation Aect
of 1919. I admit that is an Act to which
this amendment to regulate the price of
wheat could be applied, but it eannot be
applied to the Bill. Therefore T must up-
hold the Chairman’s ruling that the amend-
ment docs not eome within the scope of the
Bill.

Dissent from Speaker’s Ruling.

Hon, T. Walker: T must ask the House to
disagree with your reling on the score that
thia is the proper place to denl with the re-
gutation of the markets for wheat. The
Bill deals solely with wheat, its price, its
transport, its eollection. It is wheat from
beginnine to end, and therefore this is the
prover nlace and the only place for the
amendment. Tf we attampted to amend the
Trices Regulation Aet by this amendment,
we shonld be ruled out of order on the score
that we have a speeifle Act, special legisla-
tion dealing with wheat. And all things
relatirg to ite selling and distribntion are
copnate, reletive to the substance of the
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measure. That is to say, we do fix tha price
by vcertain methods. We had in the 1916
Aet a fixed method of ascertzining the
price. That is cognate to it. One might as
well sny the Acet of 1916 ought mnever to
have had that provision, that it should have
been made in a price fixing Bill; but it does
distinetly say that price fixing is one of
the features of the Bill. It provides for
utilising en a fair basis the means of trans.
port available and for the macketing of the
harvest on hehalf of the growers at a price
hased on the Loudon market. There is
preseription there for fixing the price of the
wheat in the pool. Price fixing iz an es
sential feature of the whole wmeasurs, and
every measure which we have since had to
cxtend the Aect of 1916 has contained the
same provisions. The measure we have be-
fore us gives the Minister power to fix the
price, to buy at a price and fix it according
te his own methods.

Hon. P. Collier: Yet wa are told that price
fixing is outside the Bill

My, Hudson: Supnose there were no Prires
Regulation Act. What ghonld we then dof
We would have to do somcthing under this
Bil,

Hon. P, Collier: Yes, it is too absurd for
words,

MHon. T. Wualker: The Prices Revnlation
Act denls with general commodities. We have
given them the power to fix tho price of
wheat ever sinee 1916, and now we are giv-
ing the power to the Minister. Yn view of
this, liow can it Dbe said that it is bevond
the secope of the Bill to deal with priees?
Clanse 6 speeially exempts the Minister from
the operation of Scction 14 of the original
Act and gives the Minister power to buy.
How can he buv without price, and how ean
he get price without an arrangement?

The Attorney Gencral: TPriee and price
fixing arc two different matters,

Hon, T. Walker: Yes, but whether it is
done temporarily or by statute it is rrice
fixing, When the Miniater makes a contract
with a seller, he and the seller have fived
the price. What is done now is te prevont
that shifting sort of sliding seale and fix
the price bv n given method, as wax done
in 1916 with the overseas wheat. Naw it
ia prorosed to do it by submittine all the
facts to the Prices Regnlation Commission
and allowing them to decide and. whewe it
does not come under their juriadietisn. tn Ax
a prien by statute for this vear at 7s, 8d.
rer bushel. How can that be heyonl the
seone of the measnre? TWill the Sneq'ear e
out Clanse & on the gromnd nn whirh he hag
ruled ovt the leader of the Onnpsitien® [
take it that he will not, and if he dnes no:,
neither can he logieally or rightfully rule
the new clause of the leader of the QOppusi-
tion out of order. I move—

That the ruling of the Bpeaher be Qis-
scnted from. .

‘Mr, O'Loghlen: T must express my regret

that it should be found necessary in this
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Chamber 1o disagree with youwr ruling, Sir,
It L eluim 1o have had average experience
in this House and while not posing as an
anthority on Standing Orders or ou the in-
terpretations sometimes given by presiding
officers, 1 venture to assert that if you were
on the floor of the House, you would question
sueh a roling as you have given to-night.
You woukll question it on the ground that it
is almost incxplicable; aud one is led to
imagine that there is a laek of candour ubont
the explanation as to how this ruling origi-
nuted. 1 <o not wish te make any disparag-
ing remarks szbout the decision  you lhave
piven, or about the decision of the Chuairman
ol Conmittees, but T do suy that within the
Inst 12 years | have kunown of no instance
where an amendment proposed to be moved
by an hon. member was anticipated to the
extent that the amendment to-night was an-
Heipated, 1 have heard that a similar thing
has ovenrred hetore, but 1 know of ne in-
stance personally. | think there has been dis-
played a reluetance on the part of some mem-
bers te give a vote on the yuestion whieh
has heen ruled out.  Whether there ix a de-
sire on theiv part to avoid giving that vote
aid whether those members were instrumental
in inspiring the deeision given, I know not,
bt there i some member in the Honse who
van tell us how this rnling onginated, [t
has been seggested that the leader of the Op-
position Iast night indicated hy his remacks
thiat he would meve an sinendment on these
lines,  Can any wember tell me of an in-
stanee in the history of this  Parlinment
where a Speaker or Chairman of Committecs
was an inferested —without the point being
siggested to him—that he would go nosing
round to dig up a possible ruling without
knawing what the amendment aetually was?
[ know of no instance, and honestly T can-
not bring myself to believe that any Chair-
man  wotthl interest himself to this extent
without some pressure having been bhrought
to hear or some suggestion or desire having
been expressed that aetion of this sort shonld
be taken. If anyone ean throw any light
an the question as to where the ruling origi-
nated,  whether in the Solicitor f(ieneral’s
oflice, or whother in the mind of the Chair
man or ol the Hpeaker, or whether it was
suggested by o Minister of the Crown, this
NMomse has o right to know jt,

Mr. Bpeaker: T have alrendy told the
HJonsze that [ direrted the attentien of the
Chaiciman of Cowmmittees to jt this afternoon.

Mr, O'Loghlen: Are we to take 1t then,
that you amd yvou alone are responsible?

My, Speaker: 1 have told the Ilonse all
that aecearred.

Mr, O Loghlen: | have never known sieh
a thing tu oecur bhefore. [ could nnderstand
the Chatrman ar Speaker, knowing that he
wad likely to he ealled upon for a ruling on
a eortain question, or knowing that his rul-
ing might be challenged. lnoking up the
points invelved in anticipation. There might
even be o temporavy suspension of the bns.

_inesz to enable this to be done, but during
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the 12 years that [ have oveeupied a seat in
the Tlouse [ have never known you, 8ir, or
any predeeessor in the Chair to interest him-
self in a debate to the extent that he would
anticipate matters as the leader of the Op-
pogition has been anticipated to-night, Im-
mediately the leader of the Opposition
moved his amendment, a ruling was given,
anmd that ruling was even then typewritten.
Noever hefore have I known such a thing to
oceur, and T am at a loss to find a reason
for it, [ believe there nre members in this
ITouse who could tell ns why it was dome.
T regret that the ruling was given. I regret,
Sir, that you are upholding the ruling, be-
cause it would have been more satisfactory
to the public of this State if we could have
taken a decigion on the merits of the amend-
ment.  Undoubtedly this Parliament and Par-
linment alone has the final deeision of the
price to he fixed for wheat for loeal conswnp-
tion, T very wuch regret that you find your-
self ohliged to uphold the ruling ot the Chair-
man of Committees, 1 take it that you are
upholding it largely hecause you, to an ex-
tent, suggested sueh a ruling.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must not
say that.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You told the House that
vou had made & suggestion to the Chairman
of Committees that he should look it un,

Mr. Speaker: A wouggestion to look it up,

Mr. O'Loghlen: This shows that there was
something  running through your mind, and
I ¢an only express the opimion that if yan
were down here on the loor of the Tiouse,
as on a memorable oreasion when another
hon. gentleman ovenpying that Chair yot his
hristles up, we would have heard some xery
interesting and blistoring comments on de- *
cisions and interpretations which sometimes
emanate from the Chair.

Hon. W. (&, Angwin: 1 support the hon,
member in lis motion fo lisagree with your
riling, though I rerret very much the neces-
¥ity for doing so. I am confident that neither
the Chairman of Committeea ner yourself, in
cansidoring yvour decision, hay referved to the
Wheat Marketing Act of 1016, Tn almost
cvery sertion of that Act the purchase and
sale of wheat are dealt with, ;

Haon. P, Collier: The Act deals with no-
thing else.

Hon, W, ¢ Angwin: Clanse 6 seta out that
for the purrese of the satisfactory market.
ine of the wheat harvest the Minister, whether
in coninnetion with Ministera of other States
or of the Commonwealth or not, may huy or
acll or arrance for the purchase or anle of
whent, nud do all acts, matters and things
necessary  or expedient in that behalf, and
may appoint or employ suneh agents, officers,
and acevants ns are necessary, and Clause 10
rrehibita sales of wheat excent to the Min.
ister,  The whole Aet of 1916 deals with the
selling of wheat, and if the Minister thinks
fit, there need ke no eonncetion with any per-
son in the Fastern States. Owing to the
finaneial pogition it waa impossible for the
Government of Western Australia to finanec
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the scheme without joiuing up with the Gov-
ernments of the Eastern States with regard to
overseas trade. This being so, Western Aus-
trulia fell in with the Kastern States and in
conjunction with the Governments of those
‘Htates formed the Australian wheat pool, but
that pool had nothing whatever to do with
wheat for our own consumption, It had no
uiore to do with the wheat consumed in this
Htate than we had to do with the wheat from

the Vietorian erop consumed in Vietorin. The-

Australian pool deals only with wheat sold
oversens.  The pool sells the wheat overseas
and provides the shipping for it, but it has
wothing whatever to do with the State con.
sumption. The whole power of fixing the
price of wheat is left entirely in the hands
ol the Minister, 1t has been proved con-
vlusively that the Minister in this State has
fixed different prices. He has fixed one price
tor wheat for milling, another price for wheat
for the poultry farmers, another priee for
wheat for the pig raisers, and he has fixed
the prices according to the different grades.

Hon, P. Collier: Under the 191G Act.

llon, W, ", Angwin: Yes. Even last year
the first year of the operations of the
Prices Regulation sact in this State, whent
did not come under the Prices Regulation
Commnission. [t has becn exempt from the
Prices Regulation Commission because it is
provided for in the Wheat Marketing Aet,
which we are now asked to practieaily re-
cnact. Wheat is entirely apart from the
commodities dealt with by the Prices Regu-
lntion Commission. Now, however, the
lender of the Opposition wishes to bring it
within the scope of the Prices Regulation
Commission’s aetivitics, and to take away
the powers which in 1916 were given to the
Minister under the Wheat Marketing Aect.
This ia the only alteration for which the
lcader of the Opposition is asking, an
tlteration which will permit the price of
wheat to be fixed under another Act. It
has never hefore been ruled out of order
by the Chairman of Committees. The
ruling is entirely wrong so far as the 1916
Aet i3 eoncerned. T regret I have to vote
agninst your ruling. Tf it is upheld it will
take away the powers we possess in this
Parliament with regard to fthe sale of
wheat. The prople have guaranteed the
produeers in respect of their wheat and
have stood as sceurity to the banks., The
people, therefore, have a right te say in
what manner the wheat is to be sold, and
we are representing their interests to-night.
Tn the 1916 Aet we said how it should be
dealt with, and that Aet is now dead, but
the power may be revived in the Bill we
now have before us. That Bill we may
nmend as we think fit, and T regret that
any attempt should have been made to pre-
veat us from doing wo. The tronble ia that
this Parliament has heen too orderly. We
have not made encugh row. We have not
done what has been done in the other
States, We have not acted in such a way
ns to show the people of the country -that
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Parlinment has been throttled. It iz time
we let the people of this State kaow that
their representatives here are only dum-
mics. We have been too casy on this side
of the House because we wanted to assist
the Government in times of stress. IE we
had been expelled from the Chamber ouv
after the other the people would have bevn
shown what was being done. Instead of
that we bave tried to uphold the honour of
Iurliament  and  assist the Government,
When we try to protect the people of the
State we are blocked by a ruling which is
quite contrary to the Acts under which we
have been working. It ia a ruling which
is in direct opposition to the method cm-
ployed in fixing the price of wheat. There
is no legislation fur fixing the price of
wheat or offal but the Wheat Marketing
Act, Through the organisation under this
Aet the Government have heen ecnabled to
fix the price of flonr and offal. They have
heen tied in fixing that price becasuse this
was done under the 1916 Aet. They have
said that the wheat is to be suek and such
w price, and there was no other Act under
which they could say so. They were carry-
ing ont the wishes of Parliament correctly.
They fixed rthe price for wheat, and the
Prices Regulation Commission was enabled to
fix the price of the products of the wheat.
When people who had purchased offal from
Adelaide, and were in the position to sell
it here for less than the local article, they
were told they could not do this owing to
the fact that the Joeal price-fixing commis.
sion had fixed the price at a ccrtain amount,
thua affecting the inteorests of the dairying
industry, the poultry industry and the pig
raising industry. We have been told that
wheat ean be marketed without there
being any selling price fixed. How ean it
he marketed without the price first being
fixed? Ti is ridiculous to suggest sueh a
thing. There iz only one way of doing
things now. Put some of us out and let the
people know what action has been taken.
Why throttle the interests of the people
we are sent here 1o preteetd The ruling is
against all justice; it is wrong. Tt is
against the Wheat Marketing Aect. T trust
that something will he done by members to
protect their intercsts and the interests of
the people, without fear or favour, as they
took their oath to do when they were
eleeted. I am confilent that the opinions
of hon, members, if they wounld vote hon-
cstly, would be that the method of fixing
the price of wheat in Western Australia is
thirough the Wheat Marketing Act and by
no other means, Tf members will vote
honestly, without any fear, they will vete
to disagree with your ruling,

Mr. Hudson: T regret T have to support
the motion to disagree with your ruling.

Me, Lutey: Why regret it?

Mr., Hudson: T always regret haviug to
take sueh a step. Tt is not a qnestion of
consideration for you, Mr. Speaker, nor a
question whether wheat should be seld at 7s,,
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9s., or £1 a bushel; it is a question of main-
taining the rights and privileges in which
this House is invelved.

Hon. T. Walker: That is the whole point.

Mr. Hudsen: T was greatly disappointed
when you gave the decision you did.
hai antiviputed that you would have taken
the cue from the Attorney-General, why is
the leader of the House in matters of law,
when lie gave it as his opinion that the reu-
sonsg given by the Chaieman of Committees
were  entirely  wrong, exeept perhaps  the
reason which stated that the amendment was
not within the seope of the HBill, He dis-
regarvded the other veasons that were given.
It is just as well that they should be dis-
regarded the other rensons that were given.
light of day. With regard to the question
whetlhier the amendment was  germane to
the Bill, he said it was so in sobstance but
net in form. We can easily get over that
diffienlty. He gave his reasons why it was
not in form, but 1 am not in aceord with
those reasoms.  Tle said that if the leader
of the Opposition desired to  wove fthis
amendment, he should have moved it when
Clauge 2 wan under diseussion. T observe
on looking at the clause that it provides for
the extension of the Aet, and =also provides
for an apgreement for the haudling of the
wheat,  There is one point we have over-
looked, and that is, that we have the right
tn iegislate in Western Australian ouly, Tt
is not a question of this heing a sovercign
State. We are sovercign within ourselves
and we have the right to legialate for our-
selves alome. T am dealing with the point
raised by the Attorney-Genoral. He as-
sumed that Clanse 2 dealt with the entrance
hy this Parliament inte a partnership. We
werely  authorise the Government to enter
into an arrangement with  other people.
We lepgislate for Western  Australia, and
within  Western  Australin the whole Bill
ideals with the marketing of wheat within
the SBtate.  The question arizes in your de-
cision as to the admissibility of the amend-
ment proposed by the Jeader of the Opposi-
tion, and as to whether or not it is within
the scope of the Bill.  With other members
T maintain that the mwendment is distinctly
within the scope of the Bill, and that the
fixing of the price of the wheat is an ecssen-
tinl part of the Bill. Al the leader of the
Opposition seeks to de by the reference to
the Prices Regulation Commission is to pro-
vide some machinery by which the price of
wheat for local eonsumption shall be ascer-
tained, thus taking the matter away from
the absolute diseretion of the Goverument.
Me fixes an arbitrary price of 7s. 8d. per
hshel, whieh price is to remain unless alter-
ol by some means,  He daes not introduce
the Priess Regulation Aet here at all, hot
s'eks to make wse of the Commissioners ap-
pointed under the Aet, secks to use them
for’ the purpess of arriving at a price for
salea of wheat under this Bill, not for sales
nhder the Prices Regulation Act, T do net
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think there is any douwbt abeut this mat-
ter, and 1 shall support the motion.

Hon, P. Collier: T, too, regret the neces-
sity for having to disagree from your ruling
in this matter, Mr. Speaker. At no time is it
w pleasant thing for members to disagree, by
a vote reeorded in this Chamber, with a rul-
ing either of the Chairman of Committees or
of yourself, Sir. I do hope that hon. members
wil]l vote on this mofion irrespective of all
feeling, and without paying regard to the
natural disinelination to cast a vote against
any ruling given from the Chair. Further, I
trust members will in considering this metion
dismiss from their minds any consideration of
party polities and alse entirely discard the
question as to what the price of wheat for
local censumption should be. Surely it is not
too much to ask members to be true to their
own innermost conscienee when casting their
votes upon this motion. If they have regard
for the privileges which they enjoy in this
Chamber, privileges handed down to va as the
fruit of centuries of struggle in the Mother
of Parlimments, hon, members must, indepen-
dently of their views on the merits of the
amendment, vote to uphold the right of this
House to deal with matters which elearly and
unmistakably come within its functions. I am
hound to say that T eammot in any respect
follow the reasons which have prompted your
ruling, Mr, Speaker. Leaving aside the pre-
amble, if T may so deéseribe it, of the type-
written document, and eoming to the question
whether the amendment is outside the scope
of the Bill, T declare that I am unable to
conceive of any amendment or any motion
which would be within the scope of a mea-
sura if this amendment is not within the
reope of the Bill now under discussion. 1f
the Wheat Marketing Act does not contain
provision for the lixing of priees, where does
that power lie?

The Attorney General: The Wheat Mar-
keting Act does not express prices.

Hon, P. Collier: If the power to fix priees
is not within the scope of that Act, where
does the power lie? The Atterney General
on his own reasoning must, in order to be
consistent, vote to disagree to the rulings
which have been given, The Attorney
(ieneral has deelared that the amendment,
in substance, is within the scope of the Rill,
But he disagrees with the form of the
amendment. From hig training the Atiorney
Gieneral knows perfeetly well that the mere
torm of fhe amendment does not determine
the question of its relevancey.

The Attorney General: To make myself
¢lear—T think you could have moved the
amendment as a proviso to Clause 2.

ITon. P. Collier: There we are! On that
very interjection the Attorney General must
vote against your rnling, Mr, Speakcr. You
have ruled the amendment out, Sir, on the
gronnd that it is not within the scope of the

Bill. But if T were to move the
amendment  as  a proviso, o aceord-
anee  with  the Attorney General’s sug-

westion, it would still be a pricefixing
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proposal It would atill be an attempt to
fix the price of wheat by this Bill. Con-
sequently, on his own admission, the hon, gen-
tleman disagrees to the ruling which you have
Just given, Mr, Speaker. He has admitted
that it is eompetent for this House in this
Rill to deal with wheat prices. Therein he
disagrees with your ruling, Mr, Speaker, To
say that by this Bill we eannot fix the price
of wheat, or deal with the price of
wheat, is to say Lhat this Parliament has
no power whatsoever over the fixing of the
price of wheat, that this Parliament las uo
power to fix even the price of wheat for con-
sumption within this State. Theve is no other
Act that does control the matler; and, con-
sequently, if it cannot be eontrolled Ly this
Rill, there ia no power whatever to control it.
Why, the very fact that under the Wheat
Marketing Act prices have been fixed makes
this amendment admissible. Prices have been
fixed under the Wheat Marketing Bill,

No.

Hon, I Collier: Under what power have
they been fixed, then? -

The Attorney General: Simply uoder the
powers of the Wheat Selicme,

Hon, P, Collier: What
Seheme?

The Attormey General: The Wheat Sehenie
merely has powers under the Act for the
purpose of eollecting wheat,

Hon. P. Collier: Let the Minister reail
the Aet, and he will find there is more power
than merely that of collecting wheat.

The Attorney General: That is what the
Bill is wanted for.

Hon, P. Collier: The price of wheat for
flour millers has been fixed from time to time,
The price of wheat for poultry farmers has
heen fixed from time to time.

The Attorney General: Not under this Act.

Hon. P, Collier: Then under what Act?
Where is the Act that does give the Gov-
ernment power to fix prices for whent¥ There
must be somc power somewhere to fix those
prices, This very Bill is entitled u Wheat
Marketing Bill. Tf one sells 100 bushels of
wheat, daecs not one market it? What elsc
does ‘‘marketing wheat’’ mean but selling
wheat?  Every wmember of this Chamber
must know in his heart that there is ample
power to move an amendment for the fixing
of prices under this Bill. It is an utter ab-
surdity to be discussing the matter. I repret
tho circunmatanees in which the discussion has
een initiated, When I once more recall
the fact that the diseussion originated from
the ruling given by the Chhirman of Com-
mittees, 1 am led to the econclusion that there
has been gome ¢ollaboration somewhere, in
some quarter, with regard to that ruling.
T cannot conceive of the Chairman of Com-
mittees arming himself beforehand with a
ruling on an amendment which he had neves
seen and knew nothing at alt about, unless
there was collaboration in some quarter or

The Attorney General:

is the Wheat

-
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othver with regurd to the matter. The
resitlt is that we find ourselves in the pre-
scnt position.  In common with the member
tor North-East Fremantle, it geems to me
that there nre members in this House—I[ do
not aceuse all or even a majority of mem-
hers—who Jesire that this amoendment shall
unt be dealt with on its merits, [ would be
content if the amendment werg debated and
dealt with on its merits,  Whether it is
ngreeable to the majovity of mewmhers or
not, is beside the question. Members are
entitled to their own opinion and to vote
aceorlingly.  For that reason, I would be
satisfied it they were content to frunkly and
honestly deal with the amendment. T most
emphatieally object te it being side-tracked
in any manner whatever whieh would enable
them to refrain from {isclosing their atti-
tude,  That is what has happened. The
action which has been taken is merely beg-
ging the question, Members opposite have
taken mdvantage of the generous attitude
displayed by the Opposition during this
ression. Tf we had been more hostile and
fought the Government at cvery point, we
should have been more respeetel in some
quarters, [t is most regrettable that ad-
vantage should lLe taken ¢f such a position
awd a0 cmable members to evade their re-
spongihilities, and escape from casting a
straight out vote upon the amendment. TFor
my part, T hope T shall not crr in the future
through being generous to the Government.
Let hon. members enst their vote on  the
question now before the Chair in accordance
with their consciences and I shall be antis
fied. I do not see how any solitary member
can uphold vour ruling, Mr. Speaker. They
cannot do it. No man with any sense of
logic or reason or understanding of the Bill
before us and of the prineipal Act, ennld
aecept the nling. Tf members face this
auestion honestly, they eannot gupport your
ruling.

Question stiuted and a division taken.
Hon. P. Colliers Mr, Speaker, the Chair-
mnn of Committees is vcoting Efor his own
ruling. .
Mr. Speaker: Order!

MWon, P. Colier: Mr Chairman, have a
little hit of decency. You should not vote
in support of your own ruling

Mr, Stubbs: Yon mind your own business,
Hon. P. Collier: In this eagse T will make

your lusiness, my business. Faney a Chair-
man of Committees voting for his own rul-

ing! Tt is in keeping with the ruling he
gave., ’
Divigion regulted as follows:—
Ayes 16
Noes 16
A tie ¢
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AYES
Mr. Angwin | M. Lambert
Mr. Brown v Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chesson i Mr. Smlith
Mr. Colller Mr. Troy
Mr. Davles Mr, Walker
Mr. Dull Mr. Wiitcock
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Willson
Mr. Hudson Mr. 0'Loghlen
I i {Telier)
NOES,
Mr. Broun My, Mitehell
Mr, Draper Mr. Money
Mr. George My, Nalrn
Mr. Grifiths ' Mr. Pickering
Mr. Harrison My, Scaddan
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Johnston Mr. Willmott
Sir H. B, Letroy Mr. Maley
{Telier.)

Mr. Speaker:
the Noes,

] give my easting vote with
Question thus negatived.,

Committee resumed.

The Chairman: The question js:
Schedule be agreed to.

Hon. P, Collier: I move—

That the Chairman do

Chair.

The Chairman: The question ig that T leave
the Chair and report progress.

Hon. T. Walker: Nothing of the sort.

Ifon. P. Collier: 1 simply moved that you
slould leave the Chair

Question stated and a divigion calied fer.

Hon. P. Collier: [ have got you now, Mr.
Chairman, You will not be able to vote for
xour own ruling this time.
¢ The Chairman: T will not take any instruc-
ticne from you,

Hon. P>, Collier: You are
Chairman of Committecs.

The Chairman: T know how to Lehave my-
self and yon do not.

That the

now leave the

not fit to be

Hon. P. Collier: Behave yourself!  You
ought to be draggld out of there,
The Chairman: Order!
Drivision resulfed as follows:—
Ayes 14
Noes 17
Majorvity against 3
AYRS.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Smlth
Mr. Brown Mr. Troy
Mr. Chesson Mr. Walker
Mr, Collier Mr. Willcock
Mr. Davien Mr. Wilson
Mr. Hudson Me, O'Loghlen
Mr. Lambert (Teller.)
Mr, Luley

NOES.
My, Broun Mr. Maley
Mr, Draper Mr, Miichell
Mr, Duf? ! Mr. Money
Mr. George Mr. Nalrn
ALr. Griffiths Mr, Pickering
My, Harrison = Mr. Scaddan
Mr, Hlickmott Mr., Witlmott
Mr, Jolbnston Mr, Hardwick
Sir H. B. Lefroy (Teller.}

Question thus negatived.

Progress reported.

Mr, HUDSON: T should like to know
where we stand. What stage lhave we
reached !

The SPEAKER: The Chairman reported
to the House that the Committee had consid-
ereel the Bill, made progress and asked leave
to sit again, 1 do not knoew how mueh pro-
gress has been made.

Hauze adjourned at 11.55 p.m,

Tegislative Hssembly,

Friday, 3vd Deccmber, 19€0.
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URGENCY MOTION—FIREWOOD
CUTTERS’' STRIKE.

Mr. SPEAKER [4.33]: T have received
the following notice from the leadér of the
()pposltlon —_

T desire to give notice that it is my in-
teution, on the asseinbling of the House
this :1Eternoon, to move a motion for the
adjournment of the House to diseuss »
matter of urgent publie Importance, namely
the closing of the mines in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder, conseguent upon the strike of
woodentters in the districet.

1n order to comply with the Standing Orders,
it will be necessary for seven members to rise
ia their places.

Seven members having risen in their places,



