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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers. —

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY—PRESENTA-
TION.

Mr. SPEAKER: I desire to inform
hon. members that I waited on His Ex-
cellency the Governor this morning, pre-
sented the Address-in-reply, and received
a reply in the following terms:—

Mr. Speaker and members of ibe
Legislative Assembly, In the nawme and
on behalf of His Most Gracious Maj-
esty the King, [ thank you for your
address. Harry Barron, Governor,
22nd July, 19141,

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
Mr, Carpenter and Previous Deficits.

Mr. CARPENTER (Fremantle): In
speaking on the Address-in-reply I stated
that the deficit of the previons Govern-
ment had at one period reached £400,000.
I was speaking from memory, and, being
challenged by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, I have since looked up the records.
I find that T was not quite aceurate, the
actual sum being  slightly under the
amount named, In 1909 it stood at
£396,036.
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Mr. Dwyer and York hotel, Dangin.

Mr. DWYER (Perth) : In reference to
the questions regarding Quairading and
Dangin, which T asked yesterday, and the
member for York’s intervention in the
matter, T received this morning the follow-
ing letter from the Quairading and Dis-
trict Progress Association, Quairading,
dated 20th July, 1914.—

Dear Sir,—The townspeople of Quair-
ading desire to thank you for your per-
tinent guestions in the House re Quair-
ading and Dangin. We hope satisfac-
tory answers will he fortheoming.
Yours thankfully, A. G. W, Louden,
Hon. Sec. and Treasurer.

1 hope the member for York will now he
quite satisfied that his presumption that
certain information was received by me
in my professional eapacity was purely
presumption, and nothing more. 1f there
is anything to be regretted in regard to
the questions in reference to the person
who transacted this commission, the only
one who is to blame on the seore of public
attention having been wore foreibly
drawn to the subject than it would other-
wise have been, is the member for York .
himself. My questions simply relerred
to statements of faet which bhad come un-
der my notice in my public capaeity.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Minister for Mines: Report of
the Departmeni of Mines for the year
1913.

By Hon, W. C, Angwin (Honorary
Minister) : Return showing the transac-
tions of rhe Stoek Trading Department
{ordered on motion by FHon. J. Mitchell}.

—TIMBER
PERMLITS,

Mr. ’LOGHLEN (for Mr. A, A. Wil-
son) asked the Premier: 1, Is it the in-
tenlion of the Government. at the end
of this month, to cancel all permits to
cut timber on Crown lands for other thau
Government requirements and Govern-
ment trading purposes? 2, If so, what

QUESTION CUTTING
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arrangements have the Governrnent made
to protect the sleeper-cutters and carters
who may be affected by the loss of their
work oceasioned by the above intention?
3, If the Government intend employing
the men affected, will they pay the rates
existing at the present time at the various
centres?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2,
The Government are prepared to buy
sleepers from those who are affected by
the decision. 3, The rates are fixed by
the Arbitration Court, which will he dnly
observed, and should there be any special
girenmstances in any area justifying an
incrense over fhese rates they will re-
ceive consideration.

QUESTION—GRANT FOR PARKS.
Mr. MeDOWALL asked the Treasurer:
1, Has any portion of the grant of £4,000
re parks and recreation grounds, shown
in the Estimates to June 3Ctl, 1314, as
having been allocated to King's Park
Board and coastal and goldfields grounds
been paid to any of the respective boards
or eouncils? 2, If so, how much and how
distribnted? 3, When ean the Coolgardie
council expect to reeceive their portion?
The COLONIAL TREASURER re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, £2,875, distributed as
follows:—King’s Park Board £2,300,
Naunup £100, Melville Roads Board (for
Point Walter Reserve) £100, Mundaring
Weir Reserve £50, Monger's Lake Board
£250, Kalgoorlie Roads Board (Foundry
Reserve) £50, Kanowna £25, Total
£2875, 3, No portion has been specially
alloited with the exception of that allo-
cated to King's Park and Monger's Lake,
but J am at present remodelling the con-
ditions under which such prants are made,
and when this is complete the claims of
Coolgardie will receive consideralion,
Mr. Bolton: And others,
The COLONTIAL TREASURER:
Whisper “and others” please.

QUESTION—POLICE CONSTABLE
CAMPBELL.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN asked the Premier:

1, Was an eleelion held during 1912

amongst members of the police force to
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elect two of their members to the Police
Benefit Fund Board? 2, Was that elec-
tion eonducted by the Honorary Minister
(Hon. W. C. Angwin)? 3, Were Con-
stable Campbell and Sergeant Moore
elected at that election? 4, Did Campbell
head the poll with a substantial majorityy
5, Was Campbell transferred from Norse-
man to Perth in July, 1912, for the pur-
pose of appointing him to the hoard? 6,
Has Campbell sinece been appointed to
the board? If not, why not¥ 7, Was
Sergeant Moore, who came second on the
poll, appointed to the board? If su, why
was he appointed when Campbell was
not? 8, Was an election held in the police
force in the following year, 1913, to fil
Campbell’s place? 9, Did the Honorary
Minister (Hon, W. C. Angwin) at the
second eleclion receive Campbell’s nomi-
nation from two sources, viz., from
Campbell himself by registered letter, and
from the Fremantle branch of the police
association, and refuse to accept either
and would not allow his name to go on
the ballot papers? If so, why? 10,
After Campbell's election and fransfer
from Norseman to Perth did he remain
from July to December, 1912, in Perih,
waiting for his appointment to the board,
whieh did net eventnate? 11, Did the
commissioner state, in evidence before the
select commitiee appointed to inquire in-
to the retirement of Captain Hare, that
he had a reason for transferring Camp-
bell from the metropolitan distriet? 12,
What reason had the eommisstoner for
transferring Campbell to Wickepin in
view of the fact that he was elected a
member of the Police Benefit Fund
Board? 13, Was the Minister consulted
in regard to this transfer? Tf so, did he
eonewr? 14, Seeing that Camphell polled
an abselute majoritv of the voles, why
did the Minister ignore such eiection?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2,
Yes; as returniug officer. 3, Yes. 4,
Yes. 5, Yes. 6, No; Cabinet considered
it inadvisable. 7, Yes; but not until after
a second ballot had been taken for the
purpose of electing a representative, vice
Camphell. 8, Yes. 9, A nomination was
received from Campbell himself, but there
s no record of one having heen lodged by
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the Fremantle branch of the police as-
socigtion, The nomination was not ac-
cepted, for the reason given in reply to
No, 6. 10, Campbhell was stationed in
Perth doing police duty from 1st July,
1912, to 9th December, 1912, 11, The
Commissioner stated in his evidence that
he found it necessary to transfer Camp-
bell from Perth, and removed him to
Wickepin, 12, Campbell was transferred
in the interests of the department, 13,
Yes, 14, Answered by No. G.
" Mr. O’Loghlen: Why was it inadvis-
able?

The PREMIER:
not go into details.

BILL—MELVILLE PARK TRAM-
WAYS.
Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Couneil.

BILLS (8)—FIRST READING.
Kondinin-Merredin Railway.
Nyabing-Pingrup Railway.
Kukerin-Lake Grace Railway.
Busselton-Margaret River Railway.
Dwarda-Narrogin Railway.

Cottesloe Municipal Rafes Valida-

The authorities do

1!
2
3,
4,
5,
6,
tion,

{Introduced by the Minister for Works,}
7, Electoral Act {1907) Amendment.
(Introduced by the Atiorney General.)
8, Plant Diseases. (Introduced by the
FPremier for the Minisier for Agrieul-
ture).

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On motion by the Hon, J. MITCHELL
leave of absence for two months granted
to Mr. A. E. Piesse on the ground of ill-
health.

PAPERS—POWER STATION EQUIP-
MENT, CONTRACTS.
Hon. - FRANK WILSON
[4.48] moved—

That all papers in connection with
the purchase of machinery and mater-
ials for the new Power Station, and al-
so contracts let in commection with the
work, be placed upon the Table of the
House.

Hon, J. MITCHELI: (Northam): I
secoud the motion,

{Sussex)
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The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan)
[449]: T mast protest against the atti-
tnde adopted by the leader of the Op-
pogition,

Hon, Frank Wilson: I am not sur-
prised at it coming from you, but let
it go; it is a formal motion,

The PREMIER: The hon. member’s
position as leader of a great party in this
State, very likely, does not entitle him to
depart from the nsual procedure in ask-
ing for the production of papers which
is tantamount to asking us to make pub-
lie the contents of ithese papers without
giving some reasons. 1 have been anx-
jous to hear the ground on which the hon,
member is desirous of having these papers
laid upon the Table, Is it for business
purposes, to suit his own line of busi-
ness? Is if because there is a public de-
mand for these papers§ Is there any
suspicion that anything has happened
which reguire the light of day to he
thrown upon it? As the member moving
for these papers, I think the leader of the
Opposition is called upon to give some
reasons, and until he does so, [ am not
in a posttion to say whether or not it is
desirable that the papers should be pro-
duced. 1 expeet the hon. member to give
his reasons.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex—in
repiv) [4.50]: It is very refreshing to
hear the Prewmier criticising me beeause
T did not speak in support of a formal
motion for papers which members of this
Chamber are entiiled to have, and which
ought to be placed on the Table without
any comment whatsoever from the Pre-
mier. These are papers ahout which the
people of Western Australia ought fo be
informed.

Mr. Boltonn: Who are they? You do
not represent them.

Hon. FRANK WILSON :  These
papers contain information aboui large
contracis enlered into by the Premier
when in London last year, and should
have been given to the public. It is true
that last session, in response to my ques-
tions, lump sum amounts were stated as
being the expenditure in conmection with
certain confracts.
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* Mr. O'Loghlen: You do not think that
there can be anything wrong with these
large coniracts. .

“Hon, FRANK WILSON: I am not
prepared to say anylhing right or wrong
about the contraels, but it is wrong for
the Government to hide this information
from ihe people, 1t is in keeping with
the poliey which the hon. member for
Forrest has supported during the past
three years. It is about time that this
system of seereey was stopped; it is about
{ime the electors were taken into the con-
fidence of the Government in regard to
all large transactions of this kind; but
because 1 have (he temerity to wove for
the papers I am chided as a school boy
by the Premier, and the Premier main-
tains that I have no right and shonld
give reasors, Tt is my right to see the
papers and the Premier should be the
last man to deny me.

The Premier: You can go and see
them at any time,

Hon. FRANK WILSON:
mier knows that 1 eannot.

The Premier: 1 say you can.

Fon., FRANK WILSOX: 1t is the
right of all hon. members (o see the
papers and it is the right of the people
outgide to know the terms of these con-
traets. what thev amounl fo actually in
fact, and who were the persons who
tendered tor {he supply of the machinery
and plant for the power station, amount-
ing to several hundred thonsand pounds.

The Pre-

The Premier: 1 gave you all (hat in-
formation last session,

Hon. FRANTK WILSOXN: The Premier
did not, hut he gave certain lump sum
amounts and ihe name of the firm to
whom fthe contract has been let. Who
were the other firms asked to tender in
compelition with the suceessful firm? We
want to know, and T am only exercising
my 1ight by asking in the name of the
veople of Western Australia who have to
foor the bil. for this mnformation. The
Premter seems to think it quite a wrong
aetion on my part to endeavour to get
zome information,

The Premier:
now,

You are only arsuing
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Hon, TFTRANK WILSON: . I am
argning against the Premier’s secrecy
and his poliey of hiding everything.

Mr. Bolton: A policy of hush.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Yes, of
hush.

Mr. Harper: And bluff. :

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, and
bluff. The Premier had ample time with
his colleagues to formulate his plans with
regard to this generating stalion and te
call tenders both here and in the old
covntry in the ordinory conrse of evenis,
as all tenders have heen called herelofore
for large equipments of this description,

The Premier: Now you are giving some
reasons,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: There is no
reason in the Premier: he eannot appre-
ciate reasons, .

The Premier: 1 am trying to get some
oul of vou.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Inslead of
taking the obvious course and following
the rule laid down by all previous admin-
isiralions, the Premier hopped off to
London on a pleasure jaunt at the Slate’s
expense,

The Premier: Tt was not so expensive
as your jaunt wlich was paid for at both
ends,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: There was
no reason for it te be expensive.

The Premier: | weunt on business;
vours was only a jaunl,

Hon., FRANK WILSOXN: The reporis
from the old eountry did not show thal
the Premier did much husiness, excepling
{o enter inlo these contracts quielly, The
reports deall with lis visits o different
portions of the old couniry and his at-
tendance at social and political gatherings
and such like. T admit that he went home
on business to place these contraets.

My, Havper interjected.

The Premier: The rules of the House
will not allow me lo tell you what T
think ahout vou.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We want to
know what these contractsare which have
heen entered info so privately, The Pre-
mier has given as his only excnse that time
would not permit him to call tenders in
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this State as well as in the old eountry.
Let us see what the contraets are.

Hon. J. Mitchell: They called for ten-
ders, N

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No tenders
were called in the ordinary way hy public
advertisement, so that all who wished to
tender could do so. I believe that tenders
were ealled in a sort of way. Cerfain
firms were asked Lo tender.

Mr. Bolton: Like the Teesdale Smith
contract.

Hon. FRANK WI1LSON: Certain firms
were asked io tender privately, and the
Premier, I persume, decided where the
eontracts would be placed.

The PPremier: A sertous indictrzent
acamnst the Government, is it not?

Hon, FRANIC WILSON: Yes, it is a
serious indictmeunt,

The P'remier: What about your Cook
erowd?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is very
much more serious than the Teesdale
Smith contract, Tn this case £300,000 or
£440,000 worth of contracts were let
quietly away from Western Australia by
the Premier, and we know nothing abount
them. , What objection is there to these
papers being seen?

The Premier: No objection; you can
see them any day yon like.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: What objec-
tion is rhere to publicity?

The Premier: I did not raise any ob-
jection.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Then why is
the I’remier creating all this trouble about
it? Everything has to be hidden; every-
thing of importance into which the pres-
ent Government have entered has to be
kept ¢uiet until it is dragged out by some
means or other. There were agreements
last vear whieh were unearthed after
many months, all sorts of contraets,
sleeper contracts, powellising contracls,
cattle contracts with huge eompanies all
entered into quietly and privately, and the
Government, instead of ecoming to the
House and announcing—*We have en-
teved into this particular contract; here
it is for the information of the publi
generally,” keep it quiet until someonc
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raises trouble and it gets into the Press,
and many months afterwards these eon-
tracts are made publiec. I want it to
be clearly understood that I am not seek-
ing any ulfgrior advantage in asking for
the produetion of these papers. I do not
say that they are not all that they ought
to be, hut T do demand that the public
who have to pay for the work have a right
to know what the contraets are. We
should be placed in a position of having
the coufidence of the Government and
being able {v see for ourselves what these
contracts are, and exaetly upon what lines
the Government have placed the orders.

The Premier: We did not always get
that from you.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes; always.

The Premier: No, we did not. -

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Whenever
the hon, gentleman asked for information
from me in nty publie capacity, I granted
it if there was no objection,

Mr. Bolton: But you raised objections.

Mr. B, J. Stubbs: There were always
objections,

Hon, FRANK WILSON ; If there were
ohjections on the score of public policy,
I briefly and conecisely stated the objee-
tions and on many oceasions the Premier
acquiesced in the objections raised, We
did not treat the hon. gentleman in the
¢hildish fashion in whieh he always seeks
to treat me when I ask for information.
We treated him with due courtesy; we
recognised his right to ask for informa-
tion, and if we had legitimate grounds for
refusing to supply a portion or the whole
of the information, we placed those
grounds before the Homse, and in the
maujority of eases the Premier acquieseed
in them, J do not know Lhat it is neeces-
sary for me to labour the question. The
Premier has asked my reasons for moving
for the production of these papers, The
reasons are ohvious, We have a right io
ihese papers and the public have a right.
The Premier talks about insinuations of
suspicion in the matter, but I say there
is no suspicion at all. Furthermore, we
want to know the reason which actuated
the Premier in giving this contract pri-
vatelv, He said it was due to lack of
time.
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The {’remier: That statement is incor-

rect. 1 did not give the confract pri-
vately,
Hon. FRANK WILSON: We know

that the contraet was not given publiely,
and that no one in the State knew
aboui it, e immediately goes on to make
insinuations coneerning myself. He asked
whether I wanted to know for business
rensong, and if my friends had anything
to do with it. I might say that persenally
I have no interest whalever in the matter,
and so far as I know none of my friends
have any interest in it either, Bulb there
are numbers of people in Weslern Aus-
tralia who are interested in contraets of
this deseription.

The Premier: Who are they?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: There are
all the manufacturers and the agents re-
presenting Home firms, who would have
liked to have had an opportunity, together
with our local manunfacturers, of tender-
ing for some portion of the work.
There are hundreds of tons of iron
work in conneclion with® the under-
taking, which might easily bave been
constructed in the shops in Western Aus-
tralia. Times out of number these hon.
gentleman opposite have taken me to taslk
beeanse 1 sometimes indented some re-
quirements of the State, and they charged
me with ordering locomotives, which have
indeed actually saved the position so far
as we are congerned.

The Premier: Did you call for tenders
for these locally?

Ilon. FRANK WILSON:
for tenders for everything.

The Premier: You say that with your
tongee in your cheek.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I remember
how the Premier took me to task for im-
porling loeomotives, and for not building
them in the loeal shops, and T also re-
member that he has only inereased these
orders instead of adopling his own pre-
cepts and building them locally. He knew
very well {hat our works were not in those
days eapable of handling sueh construe-
fional undertakings, but he has since

We ealled

had ample opporiunity of making
ithe necessary provision, 1 also re-
member thal he has taken me to
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iask on the husiings, and indeed on
the floor of the House on innumerable
ceeasions for placing orders abroad, and
when we remember all these things it
must be perfecily obvious to everyone
that T am entitled to ask for the result
of his negotiations in the Old Counlry in
connection wilh the work. We know we
have plenty of manufacturers in this
State who would have heen only too glad
to have turned out a portion of the work.
I contend that our local small iron works
ought to be supported whenever we find
it possible to do so, but we find that these
are ignored titnes out of number by hon.
genllemen opposite, exeept when they are
oni the hustings, We find, too, that iron
work was imported for Albany the other
day from the Easlern States for some
wharf construciion, and (hat no one
locally was given a chance of tendering
for i{he requirements of the Government,
and, therefore, of employing the workers
of the State. It is just about time that
the joke, if it be a joke, is terminated,
and that we had some serions considera-
lion given to the question as to where we
can best help our own people, even if it
Le only to help representatives of Import-
ing houses. These people have to pay the
taxes of the country, and, further, they
contribute to the expenditure which wonld
be ineurred, and yet they never get any
opportunity, if the Government ean help
it, of tendering to supply the requir-
menis of the State and to get some litlle
profit out of their undertaking.

The Premier: Why should they con-
tribute to the Treasury money they get
from the Treasury? What about the 21%
per cent, preference that you gave them?

Hon, FRANLK WILSON: Why should
the hon, gentleman himself contribute?
He draws what he gets from tlie Treasury
and vet he has to contribute to the Treas-
lll‘_\_r'.

The Premier: We have established in-
dustries to employ men, that you were
opposed to.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
gentleman has done nothing but close
down industries ever sinee he was in
power, A previous Administration estab-
lished a foundry in the meiropolitan area,
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and as<isted io establish wagon shops iu
Rocky Bay. To-day the Government are
closing ihetn down and are starling in
compelition with these institutions by
menns of their State works.

The Premier: The indnstry is not elosed
down,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: T did my
best to nssisl loeal industries, and certain
works were established in my regime; now
they are heing closed down by my friends
oprosite.

The Premier: That is not eorrect.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I say that
the Government have done nothing to en-
courage cilizens to develop these indus-
tries and bave done nothing to extend
the avenues of employment in the State.
T am sorry that my indignalion makes me
speak very warmly,

The T'remier: Nohody carves if you get
anpoyed,

Hon, FRANK WILSQON: It is time
that the Premier preserved the dignity
of his office. TIf he has just grounds for
refusing to supply the informalion asked
for, let him state those grounds, so lhat
we may be in the posifion to jndge
whether they are just; and if they are
not just, let him supply the information.

The Premier:

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier cannot
speak arain to the motion.

The Premier: Can I make an explana-
tion?

Mr, SPEAKER.: No.

The Premier: It is the first time 1 have
heard thai I cannot make a personal ex-
planation.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier can make
a persenal explanation, but he cannot
speak again to the motion.

The Premier: T do not propose to do
0 NOW.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes
Noes

no
(R =]

Majority against .. 13
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AYRs,

Mr. Harper Mr. 5. Stubbs

hir. Lelroy Mr. . Wilson

Mr. Mitehell Mr. Wisdom

Mr. Monger Mr. Male

Mr. Moore (Toller).
Nogs.

Mr. Aogwlio Mr. Munsie

Mr. Rolton Mr, O'Loghlen

Mr. Carpenter Mr. Price

Mr. Dwyer Mr. Scaddan

Mr. Foley Mr. B, J. Stubbs

Mr. Gill Mr. Swan

Mr. Hudson Mr. Thomas

Mr. Johnson Mr. Turvey

Mr. Lewls Mr. Walker

Mr. McDonald Mr, Underwood

Mr. McDowalt - {(Teller).

Mr. McLeod

Question thus negatived.

MOTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
EXTENSION, ROYAL COMMIS-
SION TO INQUIRE.

Mr. CARPENTER (Fremanile) [5.10]
moved—

That in the opinion of this House it
i3 desirable that ¢ Royal Commission
be appointed to consider and report
upon the best means of exiending the
Fremantle Harbour.

He said : Tn moving a similar motion last

session [ went very fully into the subject,

and T do not propose to traverse very
mueh of the ground this afternoon. The
lcader of the Opposition on a former
motion in this connection moved ecertain
amendments, with a view to extending the
motion {o inelude other harbours of this

State. T knew at the time that that ex-

tension was quite unnecessary, as there

was no question as to the importance of
extending these other harbours.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It
serious question,

Mr. CABRPENTER: It was remark
able that the hon. members for these dis-
tricts got up and protested against the
attempt to extend the motion to these
other ports. The fact remains that sinee
that time in most cases the intention of
the Government has been declared as to
ilrese harbours, and I take it that on this
oceasion there will he no queslion what-
ever of widening the terms of this motion.

was a very
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Hon, Frank Wilson: No declaration
has ever been made by the Government,

Mr. CARPENTER.: The Government
bhave gone to those ports and submitted
their plans,

Hon. Frank Wilson: There have never
been any plans before the House,

Mr. CARPENTER: 1 hope the Gov-
ernment will eventually do this in connee-
tion with Fremantle, that when they have
made all the necessary inguiries, and have
decided upon the scheme, either the Min-
ister or the Premier will go down to Fre-
mantle and lay the proposal before the
residents in the same way as is being
done in other places.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Should not the
propoesal first come before the House?

Mr. CARPENTER: That is all I in-
tend to say abont the amendment to the
proposal last session. I only want to say
to-day that the matier, which was urgent
when I previously spoke about it, has
become still more urgent fo-day. We
have now reached an acute stage, and I
for one regret very much the delay which
has oecurred in regard Lo some pro-
nounceroent being wade upon this im-
portant subject. I recognise that the
Government in dealing with this proposal
having some peculiar difficulties to contend
against, and it was because I knew that
they were peenliar that I requested the
appointment of some body which would
make an impartial investigation, so that
the House and the country might know
what reasons were actuating the Govern-
ment in coming to any particular de-
cision on the maiter.

Hon, Frank Wilson: What was pecu-
liar about them?

AMr. CARPENTER: 1 do no want to go
into the whole question. Tle hon. mem-
ber knows quite well that there are sev-
eral schemes——

Hon. Frank Wilson: So there are at
Bunbury,

Mr. CARPENTER : Snggested for har-
bour extension at Fremantle, and each of
these has its supporters, The ecase of
Bunbury is altogether different. If there
was more than one scheme proposed for
Bunhury, stil] there was no great differ-
ence of opinion. In faet, I was assured
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by the member for Bunbury (Mr.
Thomas) himself, that what the Govern-
ment proposed to do, what they have de-
clared their intention of doing, bas given
all bub universal satisfaction to the resi-
dents of Bunbury. There is no compari-
son between Bunbury and Fremantle in
this regard.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I do not believe
that is correct. I bhelieve you have been
misinformed.

Mr. CARPENTER: If we may judge
from the reports appearing in the Press
of the recent visit of the MMinister for
Works (Hon. W. D. Johnson) to Bun-
bury, and of the manner in which he and
his proposals were received, surely there
is fair evidenee that what I have said
concerning the Bunbury harbour is cor-
rect, However, I was saying that I re-
cognise that in this particular matter
there are some peeuliar difficulties to he
contended against. What I am most an-
xious for is to know whether the Govern-
ment are making sufficiently full in-
quiries to enable them to come to a cor-
reet decision. I armn well aware that the
members of the Ministry, like members of
this House, are to a large extent de-
pendent upon the advice of their expert
officers in maltters of this kind.

Mr. Monger: The Government have
got the Minister for Works, What more
do they want?

Mr, CARPENTER: While T am pre-
pared to admit my own dependence npon
the opinion of men who kuow more abont
these matlers than T know myself, still,
in this csse, with different schemes, dif-
ferent proposals. and a wide difference of
opinion in reference to those schemes and
propoesals, I am particularly anxtous that
the expert officers who make recommen-
dations, and who advocate one scheme as
against another, should at least give us
satisfactory reasons for recommending
what they do recommend and for oppos-
ing what they do oppose,

Hon. Frank Wilson: Why should they
not do that with regard to Bunbury and
Albany?

Mr. CARPENTER: 1 do not want to
go back to Bunbury again. 1 lhave al-
ready deait with Bunbury,



[22 JuLy, 1914

Hon. Frank Wilson: You have not.

Mr. CARPENTER: If the hon. mem-
ber wishes o indulge in carping criticism
just for the sake of it, I shall have no-
thing to say.

Fion, Frank Wilson:
you on the track.

My, CARPENTER: I am on the track
#l] the time, and [ hope the hon. member
will keep somewhere near me, It has re-
cently been staled "y an hon. member of
agnother place that he supports a certain
proposal on the ground that it was re-
commended by the late Mr. C. Y. ’Con-
nor. That faect the hon. member in ques-
tion, Mr, Holmes, stated, was quite suffi-
cient aunthority for him to pin his faith
to what is known as the up-river exten-
sion.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
vou snpporting?

Mr., CARPENTER: As Mr. Holmes’s
statement represents a type of advocacy
which is general, I may just say, in reply
to that gentleman’s utterance, that while
T have all respect—as I am sure every
member of lhis House has—for the mem-
ory of the late Mr. Q'Conner, and for
his ahility as an engineer, T still think the
faet should not be overlooked that the
recommendation which Mr., O’Conner
made was put forward many years ago,
and to meet the eonditions of that period
rather than those of the present time and
of the future. I have seen the original
plan which was prepared by Mr. O’Con-
nor for the first TFremantle harbour
works, and it is remarkable that the hax-
bour proposed by him at that time had
a width of only 800 feet. Criticism was
directed against that proposal, and wiser
counsels prevailed. Il was pointed out
that a width of 300 feet would not be
adequate for the business which might be
expecled to come to Fremantle, and even-
tually the present harbour of a width of
Just over 1,400 feet was decided upon. I
only refer to that, however, to show that
at that particular time many of our pub-
lic men, and also the responsible officers
of the Government of that day, did not
apparenily realise what the business of
this State would rise to be and what
would be required in the way of harhour

1 want to keep
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accommodation, Indeed, it is very ques-
tionable whelher we to-day, having seen
the developments of recent years, having
seen the expansion of trade, fully realise
what the next 10 or 20 years have in store
for us. Therefore, when advoecates of
the up-river extension pin their faith to
that scheme because it was proposed by
the late Mr. O’Connor, it is only fair to
inquire whether, when that scheme was
propounded, there was any clear idea of
what would be required after the com-
pletion of that particular seetion of har-
bour accommodation,

Hon. Frank Wilson:
the up-river scheme?

Mr. CARPENTER: I have declared,
more than onee, that personally I favour
an outer harbour, or an extension out-
wards; buf, as I bave already stated, I
am not an expert; and, as I want the
best opinion and want the reasons which
the experts give for making their recom-
mendations, I am asking that some body
shonld be appointed for the purpose of
aseertaining from the advocates of all the
schemes the reasons which have actuated
those advocates in making their reecom-
wendations. One factor, in partieular,
has altered the position entirely from
what it was even ten years ago; and that
is the construction of the large ships
whieh we know are on tle water to-day
and are being constructed. If we may
aceept the testimony of naval architects,
the size of ships is certain lo beeome still
greater as time goes on. Speaking gen-
erally, we may say that the shipping
which is now coming to our chief port
is double the size of that which wag pro-
vided for when the present harbour was
first proposed, I bave heard many opin-
ions to the effect that while the vessels of
20,000, 25,000, and 30,000 tons burden,
which have been constructed to-day may
be used for the trans-Atlantic trade, they
will not come to Australia. Now, in my
opinion, he would be a bold man who
would persist in making that assertion.
Hitherto it has been common to conclude
that the size of ships trading to Western
Australia will be governed by the depth
of water in the Suez Canal, Even if that
were so, we know that the Suez Canal is

Are you against
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being deepened to 40 feet. However, the
size of vessels coming to Western Aus-
{ralia is no longer governed by the limi-
{ations of the Suez Canal. The Cape
route s becoming more and more popu-
lar. Not only cargo steamers, but, as we
know, passenger steamers, and large pas-
senger steamers, are coming here via
South Africa. As I staled last session,
we have the testimony of Lord Pirrie, the
leading member of the firm of Harland &
Wolff, to the effect that in his opinion
it will not be long hefore we have boats
of 80,000 tons on the water. It is well
known, of course, that vessels of 50,000
tons burden are already built and afloat;
and although these leviathans may not
eome here immediately, there is no reason
to conclude that ships of 30,000 tons or
more will not be coming to Australia via
the Cape within the next few years, All
around Australia people are faced with
the same difficulty, and are making ef-
furts (o deepen their harbours and to
provide for the ecoming of these large
ghips. There is a danger of being gov-
erned by preconceived ideas. I am bound
to say (hat among those who have heen
asked by the Government to express an
opinion in this eonnection, there are some
men who apparently ecannot get away
from their preconceived notions on the

subject. Like Mr. Holmnes, to whom I
have referred, they still adhere to
the contention that hecause Mr. C.

Y. O’Connor advoeated certain proposals,
we sheuld slill earry on the harbour
works, or extend the harbousr works which
he hegan, on his lines. It does appear to
me that these genllemen have altogether
shnt their eyes to 1he fact that to-day there
are ennditions which, had they existed in
the time of the late 1ingineer-in-Chiaf,
wounld have been taken infte consideration
by Mr. O'Conuor. As a watter of fact,
it is common knowledge that that gentle-
mau reprorfed favourably on outer har-
hour accommodation. 1 believe I am cor-
reet in saying that he had plans prepared
for harbour accommadation in Cockhurn
Sound: hut the Goversunent of the day,
considering, and rightly considering, that
that Jocation was too far distant from
Fremantle. asked Mr. O'Connor lo sug-
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resl ouler harbour aceommodation nearer
to the town.

Hon. Frank Wilson: dMr, O'Comnor was
responsible for the present harbour,

My, CARPENTER: I am quite aware
of {hat. I presume that Mr. O’Connor
drew the seleme in aceordance with in-
struelions which he reeeived from those
in power at that particular time. I was
saying (hut, to my knowledge, he sub-
mitted one proposal for harbour aceom-
modation at Cockburn Sound. I ihink
L am right in saying that Mr. O'Connor
was nsked even before Sir Joln Coode,
to prepare a secheme of harbour accom-
modation near to Fremantle; and there
wis ihen a propesal for harbour aecom-
modation at Owen’s Anchorage; but
eventually, as everyone knows, a proposal
for the harbour as it exists to-day was sub-
mitted and adopted. I repeat, however,
that I question very much whether, if the
CGovernmen( and lhe experts of that day
had had the knowledge whieh we possess
ot the immense growth in ihe size of
sltijie, 1hey would have decided to come
inside the river at all—whether they would
nol then hiave begun a seheme whieh would
have admitterl of gradunl extension. and
which would bave given no ecaunse for
anxiety, no matler what size vessels might
altain. Reverting to the subject of offi-
«crs having (heir preconceived opinions,
[ way say that [ am supported in this
confention by the present Minisler for
Works (Heon, W, D. Johnson), who rea-
lises the truth of what I have stated.
Last session 1 quoted some remarks made
by the Minister for Works when intro-
ducing the Publie Works Committee Bill.
1 shall not quote the whole of those re-
marks again, buf T propose to read one
extract—

To vet the beat possible advice from
an expert it 1s hecessary to cross-
examine him. Ti does nol do 1o allow
him to make a statement whiech may be
based on a wrong eonclusion.  There
is only one way to avoid that, namely,
lo bring the expert before a committee
and see exactly how he has arrived at
his coneclusions, The details ean be
conveved to Parliament instead of as
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under existing conditions merely con-

vered to Cabinet.
T commend that utteranee to hon. members
as the slatement of a Minister who has
experience and who knows what he is
talking about. The Minister for Works
realises his responsibility in snbmifting
stalements lo this House on the mere
ipse divit of the officers whom he asked
to report.

Hon. W, €, Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): That does not apply in this case.

Me, CARPENTER: The Honorary
Minister unagines that because he thinks
so, other people think so as well.  The
hon. gentleman is well known as one who
13

Hon. W, . Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): Obstinate.

Mr. CARPENTER: The hon. gentle-
man has supplied the cxaect term. 1t
is one of the dangers I want to gnard
against, the danger of the man who is
obstinate in his opinions, and whe will not
open lis eyes to any evidence except that
which will suit himself. We know from
experience that men of this stamp have
on previeus oceasions eommitted Lhe coun-
try to o large expenditure because they
would not see both sides of the quesiion.
I want to avoid that and in spite of the
obsiinale opinion of the hon, member, I
say there are many people who held opin-
ions which are difterent from his.

Tton, W, C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): Not professionals.

Mr, CARPENTER: I am not going to
sy that, because there are those who do
not happen to agree with him. I want
both sides to be heard. 1 have quoted
the siatement of the Minister for Works
because he knows somelhing of the diffi-
culty, and he told the House that he sub-
mitted the reports because a certnin offi-
cer had recommended them and could give
no furlher evidence. Another matter I
would like to draw the Premier’s special
attention to is that when officers have been
consulted with reference to this work and
have given their approval to some parfi-
cular scheme, it is almost too much to
expect. when vou submit other schemes
to {hern. that they would give an unbiassed
oppinion on them. Most of us are human
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and we know thal among professional men
there is sometimes what we call profes-
stonal jenlousy, and once an engineer has
made a recommendation it is almost too
much to ask him to forego his own opinion
and say that another proposal is hetter
{han his own. The Government are in
the position that having once got a re-
commendation from the Engineer-in-
Chief, and the Harbour Trust Commis-
sioners, it is almost useless to expect those
same gentlemen to consider other prapos-
als and adnit {hat they are betier i{han
those originally suggested.

Hon. W. C, Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster) : They are reasonable men.

Mr. CARPENTER: I am putting for-
ward a fact whieh must have been recog-
nised by the Fonorary Minister that once
a man has commiited himself to a pro-
posal he does not like to admit that some-
ohe else’s proposal is a belier one, and
that that one should be accepied. 1 want
to say in conclusion that T am fully aware
ihat the Government have made some in-
quiry even sinee I last brought this mat-
ter hefore the House, and the only ques-
{ion that concerns me is has that inquiry
been complete enough to warrant the Gov-
ernment in eoming to a decision. The
first proposal which was submitted by
the Engineer-in-Chief was a recommenda-
tion to deepen the existing harbour to 36
feet. I have no doubt that when that re-
commendation was made it was thought
that that depth wounld be sufficient for
some years to come. But while that work
was being put in hand, and before its
completion, further inquiries were made,
and I believe the Government to-day are
convineed beyond all possible doubt that
36 feet will not he deep enough. There
must be a depth of at least 40 feet in order
to aceommodate the boats which will call
at Fremantle within the next few vears.
That being the ease it is quite possible
that before the depth of 40 feet can he
provided, further evidence may be forth-
coming to prove that even that depth will
nok meet requirements, and that still
deeper water will have to be provided to
accommodate the vessels of the future.
YWhen we remember that the enfrance to
the Fremantle Harbour is somewhat nar-
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row—being only 400 feet wide—and that
the banks of the channel are of sand or
sofi limestone, and with the enormous
weight of the moles resting on those
banks, we have to consider whethér the
deepening of the channel to 40 feet or
more will endanger the moles. That is a
¢uestion which I suppose the Government
will get some information upon from ifs
engineers. I merely refer to it to show
that while we are extending the harbour
to meet the requirements of the next five
years, evidence is piling up that before
that time there will he a demand for
decper water, and we shall be faced with
the proposition to provide much greater
accommodation, All these things will need
the fullest ingniry, and I am anxious that
the Government shall do the right thing,
I believe they are anxions to do the right
thing, but no one can tell what the right
thing is until an exhanstive inquiry has
been made into the merits or demerils
of every scheme which is worthy of con-
sideration. TUntil that is done I contend
that any scheme involving the expendi-
ture of two or three million pounds
should not be undertaken. I believe that
the Premier is prepared to make some
statement in regard to the matter, and I
ltope that he will do so. T was disap-
pointed on a previous oecasion when no
Minister spoke on a motion of a similar
nature which I moved. 'The silence was
inlerpreted as a kind of indifference to-
wards this matter, but I want to be honest
and say that there is no indifference, so
for as the Premier and his colleagues
are concerned. As a matter of fact the
Premier’s pnblic utterances on the
question amount to an assurance to
who thought that there was
a possibility of some step heing taken
without dune consideraticn, I hope
that the matter will be further considered,
and that the Government will see their
way clear to adopt the suggested method
of inquiry into the harbour question,
or some other which will be equally ef-
fective, and to give us the fullest in-
formation on the subject.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan)
moved-—
That the debate be adjourned.
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Motion negatived,

Hon. TRANK WILSON (Sussex):
[5.45] T view with some surprise the Pre-
mier’s refusal to reply to the member
for Fremanile, It is quite true (hat the
motion before the House is an important
one, but the Premier has had ample
neotice of the intention of (he hon. mem-
her to submit it to the Mouse, and it
would have been right and fair for the
Premier to say whether or not he intended
to aecede to the lion. member’s request,

Hon. W, C. Angwin {Ilonorary Min-
ister) : We want to ses work done, not
appoint eommissions,

Hon. TRANK WILSON: A similar
motion was moved by the member for
Fremantle last session on the 15th Qcto-
ber, and it lingered on until the
18th December, the adjournment of
the debale having been secured by a Min-
ister, Subsequently the Premier dis-
charged it from the Notice Paper as one
of the slanghtered innocents.

Mv, Taylor: I was the proper thing
to do with it,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T do not
think it was. The Government shouid say
yes or no in regard to the motion; they
shonld deelare whether or not they are
prepared to agree to the appointment of
a Royal Commission, and if they are
zoing lo oppose 1t, no doubt they will
give some just grounds for their oppo-
sition. Unfortunately up to the present
we have had these motions east on one
side withont the slightest gromnds, I
protest against this, not only on the hon.
member’s account, but on my ewn aecount
also, 1t is wrong that motions should be
treated in this arbitrary fashion and
thrown ob one side without any reply
whatever from the Government, This
question of harhour extension is one of
the most important that eould be taken
in hand by any Goverhment. If we wish
to see the natural wealth of the country
properly developed, if we wish to see
the commerce and trade expanded, as no
doubt hon. members individually all wish
fo ses, harbours are absolutely essential,
are just as important, perhaps more so,
than tailways; for our railways ean be
of very little avail if we have pol
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faeilities for getting our produce beyond
the ecoastline into the markets of thd
world. This bheing so, 1 hold that the
member for FPremantle is perfectly justi-
fied in bringing this question forward
once more, and T wish to point cut to
the Premier that had he accepted the
motion moved last session, with my
amendment aitached—that a Roval Com-
mission be appointed to inquire into the
proposed extension of the Fremantle har-
bour, and also the other harhours of the
State, namely, Geraldton, Bunbury, Bus-
selton, and Albany—the House to-day
would have been in possession of a valu-
able report based on evidence, with re-
commendations whieh possibly’ would
satisfy evervbody on this important ques-
tion.

The Premier: How can you fell that?
Have we not had Royal Commissions ap-
pointed by your Government

Hon. FRANK WILSON: No, no
Royal Commissions at all on this gues-
tion,

The Premier: Have not Royn! Commis-
sions made reports which your Govern-
ment failed (o earry into effect.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I said that
possibly we would have settled this all-
imporiant question once far all. At any
rate I am satisfied that hon. members
would have been in a position to come to
some sound decision as to what these
Future harbour extenstons ought to hbe.
To-day we have no information with re-
qard to Fremantle, or with regard to any
of our proposed harbour exfensions, It
is true we have had hints from the Pre-
mier that he personally is in favonr of
an up-viver extension, The hon. mem-
ber who moved the motion referred to
visits paid by the Minister for Works
tv Bunbury and Albany, and expressed
a devout wish that the Minister might
likewise visit Fremantle in the near
fnture. The Minister goes off with a
plan in his pocket, consulfs someone—or
does not eonsult anyone at all, but says
“That is what we intend to do; take it,
ar leave it.” And the member for Bun-
hury (Mr. Thomas) says it is the su-
preme happiness of his existence that the
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Minister has visited Bunbury—three
years after these gentlemen took office.

Mr. Munsie: Your Government never
did anything for the Bunbury barbour.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Why, we
built il, from its tueeption. It must be
remembered that in point of export, Bun-
bury is the third or fourth port in the
Commonwealth, We built that harbonr.

Mr. Munsie: You built the Fremantle
doek also.

Hon, J, Mitehell: No, you built half
of it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To-day the
House has nothing to go on. We are
ealmly asked to shelve important business
of this deseription and, I suppose, to
trust in Providence and our friends who
ocenpy the Treasury bench, I am not pre-
parved to trust either in Providence or
the ocenpants of the Treasury bench in
regard to these matters. Providence, I
believe, helps those who belp themselves,
and the sooner we deal with this question
on proper businesslike lines the sooner
will we get a satisfactory solution of the
requirements neecssary for handling the
trade of the State. Last session 1 sug-
gested that the other harbours should be
included in the motion. Of course my
proposal was flonted, as usuval; but the
hon. member's motion was treated in per-
haps a worse fashion. It was not jeered
at openly, bui it was shelved, and after-
wards sacrificed at the close of the ses-
sion. Presumably we are to have a similar
experience this vear. YWhat lave hon.
members to go on? What do we know
about the Government’s proposals in re-
gard to the Fremantle harbour? Indeed,
one might ask, have they got any? Up
to the present we have only the Premier’s
indirect admission that he personally is
in favour of an extension up-river, T also
am in favour of that, but my opinion has
no more weight than that of the member
who moved the motion, We should have
experts to decide the matter once for all,
so that we may know we are embarking
ot a proper scheme,

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister} : Do you want to bring in experts
from outside?
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Hon. 1' RANK WILSON: I do not care
where they come from.

Hen, W, C. Angwin (Honorary Mmls-
ter): 1t will cost lhe State a lol of money.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I do not care
what it costs. 1t is muneh belter to spend
the few thousand pounds neeessary in
order (o get a properly considered scheme.

Mr. Swan: Then you have no confidence
in the loeal oflicers?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: It is not a
question of having confidence. 'The hon.
member inferjects in lis boyish way that
becanse I say “Bring i experis to give
adviee™ 1 have no confidence tn the loeal
officers. In any case, whai experience
have the loeal officers had in harbour con-
struction? 1s the expert knowledwe of
this work wrapped up in Western Aus-
tralia? What experience in olber piaces
have those officers had? However, the
first thing to do is to give the hon, membey
his Royal Commission, and put the besl
available ability on {hat commission. Then
bring some experts from the other Sfates,
if you like, and, again if you like, one
from the Motherland.

Mr. Taylor: You brought an expert
from the Motherland, to advise on the
Fremanile barbour, and it cost this eoun-
try £200,000.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, We
brought an engineer from Flome, to advise
us in regard to the dry dock. He advised

us, but unfortunately his advice was
wrong,
Mr. Tayler: And now you desire to

plunge the eountry into a similar exper-
ience.
Hon. FR
all.
The Premier:

RANK WILSON: No, not at

Do we not rather pride

ourselves on the Fremantle harbonr as it .

exists to-day?

Hon, FRANK WILSON:
do.

The Premier: ell, was it not a loeal
officer, the late Mr. C. Y. O'Connor, who
designed and ecarried out that work?

Hon, FRANK WILSOXN: Yes, but un-
fortunately he is dead and gone. If he
were here to-day probably we wonld
soon be able to settle this question. Bul
s that any reason why the Premier shoul

1 believe we

[ASSEMBLY.]

wilhhold the setllement of the guestion?
Why has he withheld it for the last 12
menihs, indeeil for the last three years,
or since he has been in power? We have
no information in regard to Bunbury or
Albany; we do not know what schemes
are projected: we have never seen a plan;
we Imve no information in regard to the
proposals for Gevaldton, All arve equally
important, and all might just as well be
submilted to a proper inquiry by means
of a Roval Commission, The hon. mem-
ber, in moving the inotion, said we did
nol or could nol renlise what the next 10
ar 20 vears had in store for us. That is
perfecilv Lrue. He then went on ic en-
large upon the inereased size of vessels
during the past decade. It has been enor-
mous. The inerease in the size, both of
eargo and passenger vesels, has been mar-
vellous during the past 10 years; and
whether or not we have come to the himit
for the time being of the size of vessels
to be constructed is a oot question.

The Premier: In view of the develap-
ments in aeroplanes we may not want har.
bowrs at all presently.

Heon. PRANK WILSON: T do not
know whether we will be able to carry
cargo by means of acroplanes, If we get
to travelling by aeroplanes ourselves it
will be as much as we can hope to see.

My, Taylor: Tf you would come down
out of your aeroplane and gel on with
the question it wonlldl be better for the
country.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: It the hon.
member went up in an aeroplane he
would get a betler knowledge, or al least
aequire an improved view, of the require-
ments of the country.

The Premier: He will eventually go np.

Hon, FRANIKK WILSON: The hon.
member said we did not know what is in
store for us, We all admwit that, But
it is all the more reason why we should
have this matter settted, Are we to sit back
and do nothing because we do not know
what is going to take place in the next
10 or 20 vears in regard fo the inerease
of tonnapge? Are we not to deal with the
facts as we find them to-dav? Ts it not
ohvious thalt we must deal with the posi-
tieh promptly? We have alrendy new
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lines of sleamers coming ont to Western
Australia or which will be shortly initi-
ated, very largely in excess even of the
mail boats that now visit our ports.

My, Carpenter: Two have already passerl
our doors.

Hon. FRANTK WILSON: And we
know ihat on oceasions vessels have passed
the ehief port of Fremantle beeause of
the fear that there was not sufficient water
to accommodate them, ’

Hon, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : No, they could have been taken in.

Hon. FRANKK WILSON: But their
eaptains would not come in. _

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : They went into a harbour having
a lesser depth of water,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Nevertheless
the skippers would not take the responsi-
bility of coming into Fremantle.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister} : Why did they go into a harbour
having a lesser depth?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Ti does not
matter; they would not come into Fre-
mantle.

AMr. Taylor: Was it depth of water
that prevented them?

Hon. FRANK WILSON:
I can understand, yes.

Mr. Taylor: That line of steamers does
not eall in at Fremantle.

Mr. Bollon: And arrangements were
made Vefore they lefl Tlome that they
should net come in here,

Mr, Carpenter: They wanted to come
in, but eould not get an assurance as e
ithe depth of waler,

Hon. FRANTK WILSON: Two large
steamers wanled to call al Fremantle, but
they went on, giving as their exense thai
they veruired a deeper dranght of water
than was there obiainable.

My, Taylor: And they called in at a
port having s lesser draught.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That does
nel matier. They were afraid to eome
fo Fremantle becanse the deptl of water
was not sufficient. T assume the hon.
member argues that we need not worry
abont thig question of harbour accommo-
dation. that we had better let things go
ea. “Why trouble?” he wonid say, “Do
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not grant facilities for future expansion.
Your country is all right. Leave your
harbours as they are and Providence will
take care of them.” That is evidently
what the hon, member sugeests, to judge
by his persistent interjections, and io
jndge also by what has been the poliey
of the Premier and his colleagues up to
the present on the question of harbour
extensions, We do not forget their pro-
mise on the hustings that they were go-
ing to do things; we were to sit back and
look on while they performed. Since then
they have done a fair amount of talking,
but the harbours are as they were. They
have done nothing after being three vears
in office, Fremantle is jusl as it was
when we left office excepting for a little
building which was initiated during our
term.

Mr. Bolton: There is too much hush;
they do not tell you.

Hon. FRANIK WILSON: 1 wish
they would be more frank and take the
House and people into their confidence
so that we would know exactly what they
intend to do,

Mr. Bolton: The people do not want
more “Frank.” '

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The people
will he howling for Frank to eome back
again, The hon. member referred to the
late C. ¥. O’Connor, Tt is quite true that
the late Mr, O’Connor, as engineer in a
publie department of the State, had plans
prepared for an outer as well as an inner
harbour. Tt is quite true that Sir John
Coode reporfed and recommended an
outer harbour in preference to opening
ub the river, but Mr. (PConnor’s nitim-
atmn was that the harbour should be con-
strueted instde,

Hon, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
wter}: He disagreed with Sir John
Coode,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That is so,
and even then the Government of the
day—it was about the vear T arrived in
this State—appointed a Roval Commis-
sion to inqnire into the rvelative proposals
of an outer or inner harbonr and the
Royal Commission deecided to support
Mr. O’Connor and eonstruet the harhour
whiclk we at present enjoy, Beecause an
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wengineer draws unp several schemes ac-
-eording to insiructions, it is not o say
hat any one of (hose schemes is of his
recommendation or that he has pinned his
faith to it

Mr. Bolton: I bave heard it disputed
that he formulated any scheme for an
outer harbour.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: A scheme
was drawn up under instructions but he
favoured the inner harhour. He pinned
his faith to it and in my opinion he did
the wise thing. But are we to hang up
the extension of the harbour and preveni
the removal of the bridges which now
circumseribe the area used for harbour
purposes? Are we to hang up the whole
expansion of Fremantle because we can-
not come to a decision, because the Gov-
ernment will not face the position and
give a decision, or obtain advice to enable
them to do so%

Mr. Munsie: You wounld criticise them
no matter what they did.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Possibly I
might; I eertainly would not be afraid to
do so. Ii is my business to eriticise the
Government ; that is what I am here for,
and I will do so, no matter what hon.
members think. The Government are in
the position of responsibility, I am not
here to decide this question; I am here to
ask that the information he given to the
House and the country—which informa-
tion the Government persist in refusing
to give—and to eriticise them for not
having eome to a determination on this
important question. I support the hon.
member in his motion that some inquiry
should be instituted at once, in order that
we might get the right scheme and carry
it out as speedily as possible,

The Premier: TYou will never get a
Royal Commission satisfactory to both of
you, becansze you hold different ideas.
You want the harbour to come to Perth,
and he wants it to go to Rottnest.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It does not
concern me what opinion the hon. mem-
ber or the Premier holds, but it does con-
cern me that this State is being refarded
in its progress by Lhe Government, that
the people of this State have not the
facilities which they require to carry out
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their {rading propositions, and thai {lLe
commeree of the State is likely to be erip-
pled in the near fulure if we do not deal
with them, Tt coneerns me that in the
very near future we may see the larger
vessels which are now being built and
utilised in other parts of the world, com-
ing to Australia and passing our very
door heeause we do not provide them with
proper harbour facilities which they may
safely use. These are points which musi
not he forgoiten. If the Government had
done their duty last year, this inguoiry
would have been institated and to-day in-
stead if being in the dark and knowing
nothing of the Government’s intentions,
not only as regards Fremantle but Bun-
bury, Busselton, Albany, and Geraldton,
we would have lad well thought out
schetues and a recommendation of one
sort or another with evidenee supporting
it as to what we should do.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): We are doing the work, and
making deeper water for these vessels to
eome in.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Making
deeper water! The Government are not
doing anything further than was done
when the bharbour was constructed, ex-
cept a liftle dredging.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister):  You stopped it

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We were
dredging at Bunbury and Albany con-
tinwously, and at Busselton and Gerald-
ton.

Hon. W. . Augwin (Henorary Min-
ister) : Not at Fremantle.

Hon. FRANKK WILSON: It is very
bad form for the Honorary Minisier to
infer that we did nothing.

Hon. W. . Angwin (Houorary Min-
ister) : You stopped the ot al Fremantle,

Hon. FRANK WILSOX: The Hon-
orary Mivister knows full well that ihe
harbour at Fremantle is lavgelv due to
our efforts.

Hon. W. C, Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) interjected.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member rakes up that futile charge which
is so erroneously, and I think designedly
directed against me on oceasions, of
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squandering money. The hon, member’s
Government have souangered £30,000 on
the dry dock.

Hon, W. . Anewin {Honorary Min-

ister) :  They eould not lelp themselves.
Hon, FRANIX WILSON: The CGov-
ernment eould kelp if. T speat only

£40,000 on sit when I was in charge of
the Works Department, but the present
Government, with fhe beneflit of my ex-
perience to guide them, ecarried it on
and spent another £30,000.

Hou. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : Because vou staried it

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Those hon.
wentlemen who profess to be so fair and
honest eontinually charge me with having
squandered This money. .

Hon, W, (. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister}: You started it and we contibued
it.

My, SPEAKER: Order!
sion is entirely irregular.
does not refer o the dock.

Won, FRANK WILSON: It is a
matter of inquiry inte harbonr exten-
sion.

Mr. SPEAKER : The question of the
nek is not ander consideralion,

o, FTRANK WILSON: It is por-
tion of the harbour and T snppose will he
included in it

Me. SPEARKER:
in the motion.

ifon. FRANK WILSON: T presume
that we can refer 1o the harbour, We
eannol diseuss the motion unless we do,
and wharves and docks are portions of
the harhour,

My, SPPEAKER: The motion proposed
ige—"That in the opinion of this House
it is desirable that a Roval Commission
be appoinied (o consider and report upon
the liest means of extending the Fre-
mantle harbour.” The diseussion has now
furned enlirely to the question of maney
expended some time previously on an
altocether different proposifion.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I was only
answering an interjeciton,

Tlis discus-
'he motion

It is not embodied

Thon, W, (' Angwin {ITonorary Mini-
sterd: 1 did not make the mferjection.

Hon, FRANIK WILRON: Yes. von did.
(201
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dir, SPEAKER: Order! The leader
of the Opposition might respeci my ruling,
instead uof insisting that he is right and
I am wrong, 1 have pointed out that the
motion hefore the Chair is not being
discussed by him. 1 will not say any-
thing further, except that hon. members
musi, as far as possible, disenss the
motion,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The member
for Fremanile said that whai lhe wanted
o know, wnongst other things, was whe-
ther the Government are making auy re-
search ns fo the best means of extending
the Fremantle barbour. 1 think he has
around tor complaint if he is not aware
of this. We have no means of knowing
whether the Government are making any
research as to the best method of extend-
ing the harbour or otherwise; yet imume-
dialely alfer making this statement, fthe
hon. membher offered a halt apologv lo
Ministers for their neglect in Ihis respeel.
I wish he had driven his point home with
vrenter torce. He is alwavs half apolo-
zetie when he makes a charge against the
Government, and T (o not think his elee-
tors will thank Lim for his effurts unless
he poes to the full extent of his eriticizm
aud condemns even {he Government behind
whom he sits, when they negleet whatl is
obhviously their duly. Whai research bave
ihe CGrovornment made with regard to the
proposed extension of the Fremanlle har-
boitr!  We know nothing of it.  They
may have had reporis rom their depart-
menial engineerz, but if they have. the re-
ports have been pizeon-holed and will re-
main there to be wnearthed. T presume, at
zome future date when it is eonvenient for
the Government o tackle the question in
earnest.  In the meaniime, anvthing which
will be an obstacle in the way of this im-
poriani matter being scitled  definitely
and permanently is adapted in the usnal
nlt-hand style of the Premier. The hon.
memher mus¢ not {ry lo urge the Pre-
mier herond lis paee, but I think he will
he justiffied in taking up a mueh stronger
aliitude and going so far as to refnse to
snpport the Government nnless he receives
some satisfaction. Other hon. members
have {o some extent, at any rate, had a
cerlain amonnt of consideration exlended
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to them., Other hon, members situated
exactly the same as the member for Fre-
mantle, after dinning it into the Govern-
ment year in and year out until Parlia-
ment is moribund and we should nol be
considering questions of this importance,
have been appeased by the preduction of
certain plans, the detaiis of which are
known ouly to the Governmeni, the hon.
members concerned and a seleet few who
have heen taken into their contidence.

The Premier: Why do you not say we
are spending too much money?

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN; The Govern-
ment have never spent too much money;
{hey Lave squandered it, thrown it away.

Hon. W. (. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster: That is how you fell i just now.
You thoughi T made an inferjection when
you used the word “squandered.”

Hon. FRANIK WILSON: Other hon,
meimbers have heen irealed differently
from the member for Fremantle. He can-
noi even have the satisfaction of having
plans taken to Fremantle so that he miglt
be conversant with the proposals of the
Minister for Works, voicing the decision
of Cabinet, in order thal those who are
coneerned in the increasing (rade of the
principal port of the State—-

A, Dwyer: We ave all concerned in
that.

Hon, FRANIK WILSOX: I know we
are. 1 say that those who are roncerned
in the increasing irade of ihe prineipal
port of the State might, with him, be the
favoured few who should know the Gov-
ernment’s intentions.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Before the
tea adjourmment, T had almost got to the
finish of my remarks in connection with
the mofion. The hon, member for Fre-
mantle (Mr. Carpenter), in moving it
nzed one very strong argument, nanely,
{hat lie maintained that there were peeu-
liar cirenmsiances in conneetion with the
port of Fremanile which did not exist
elsewhere in the State. I am not pre-
pared to admit that that is so, or to eon-
eur in his views so far as that is eon-
cerned, T do, however, admit that there
are peeuliar eirenmstances at Fremantle
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in regard to harbour extension, These
peculiar  circumstances  require very
closely looking info, and it is idle for any
Government fo put off the evil day, and
refuse to face the difficulties, whatever
they nray be, and have them settled.
Naturally, there must he peculiar cireum-
stances when we have one section of the
community of Fremantle and distriet
strongly in favour of outer harbour ac-
commodaiion, and another section of the
community of that distriet strongly sup-
porting an muer harbour extension. But
that does not, to my mind, exonerate the
Government for refusing (v make a move,
and to have a definite decision avvived ar, I
have looked up sene of the remarks wade
v the bon. mewber for Fremanile last
yeur, and <he was very bitter against ihe
Government, ¢f which he is a supporter,
becanse they had not taken action m the
divection of appointing a Rovai Cominis-
sivn, whieh he had recommended. Nearly
two vears ago. so he said. on the iith
Detober of last year, he took sleps in Fhis
divection, so 'hat you see for nearly three
selid vears the hon. member has been wrg-
ing the Governmenl fo get this important
question settled, and he was preily strong
i lis condemnation of the lethargy and
lacik of enterprise on the part of (he Gov-
crnment i this eonbeelion even 12 months
ago,  He made use of languaze whieh
amounied to an emphatie protest aeainsi
{he attitnde of the Government. Ile saul.
referring to sone other matter arising oul
of an interjeetion made by the hon.
member  for  Murrav-Wellington  (Mr.
George) —
What T
i& as fo whether
ernmenf, or ihe officers of the
present Government, have made an
estimate whieh is up (o date. We
are in dhe dark on  this  ques-
tion in that we do not know what (he
Minister proposes io do. Whether the
Minister proposes that this work shall
he a step towards the np-river scheme,
we do not know, and neither do we
know what such a scheme would land
us in.  We have no means of judging
whether it is a fair thing to sanetion the
expenditure of {his  money, knowing
that it will involve an outlay of one

concerned about
the present Gov-

am nmere
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or two millions. We kuow nolling about
if. We have not been able to consider
tlie mailer because it has not been sub-
mitted to us.

. Therefore, 1 submit for the consideration
of the House that we have an indictment
against the (Government as strong as any-
thing which has been hurled from this side
of the Chamber. This is an imporiant mat-
ter concerning the people of Western Aus-
tralia, but they know nothing whatever
about it. It i$ not a matter which is
confined to the few inhabitants even of
Fremantle or the surrounding distriets.
1t is not even confined to shipping infer-
ests or exporting inferests, but it is a
madter whieh concerns ithe whole of West-
ernt Australia, and I suppose the whole of
Western Ausiralia can conlinue to be con-
cerned so far as the Government ecare.
The hon, memher argued that engineers
should be asked to give reasons for or
acainst the different schemes. T agree
with him that that is a legitimate request.
The departmental experts employed by
this State are entitled to submit any
scheme that the Government may suggest.
They are entifled to go further and give
their recommendations npon the different
sehemes, and certainly 1 am with the bon.
member for Fremantle thaf in doing so
they should express their reasons prelty
eongisely and fully, so Far os necessary, as
to why one partieular scheme cut of num-

bers of schemes should be adopted. Has
this been done? We do not know. The
hon. member for Fremanile said 12

months ago that he did not know any-
thing about the intentions of the Govern-
ment. Whilst he pleads that the Govern-
ment are anxtous to do the right thing,
he condemns them utterly right throughout
his speech on this and previous oceasions.
No doubt the Government wish to do the
vight thing, but they do not do the right
thing by bholding back. and refraining
from getling proper advice as to ihe hest
course thev should fellow. They cannot
be doing the righl thing by vefusing to
give the hon, member the inquiry he
wants.  Certainly they are not doing the
right thing in hiding from this Honse, or
the eouniry, even if it may give them some
considerable ease from eriticism, the plans
which (hey purpose adopling for this es-
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tension of the Fremantle harbour, in addi-
tion to the exiension of the other harbours
of the State. It is all very well to be
imbued with right motives, but we want
something more than that. We want ae-
itons; we want deeds. The commerce of
Weslern Australia is in danger of being
crippled. We want facilities for exporl,
for accommodating the ever-increasing
number of steamers which must of neces-
sify visit our shores, just as they are visit-
ing the shores of the other Stales of the
Commonwealth, hut all this work is being
neglecled, notwithstanding that the hon,
member for Fremantle has year afler
year brought up the question. If he
presses (he motion to a division, which I
hope he will do, T am satisfied he will get
a fair measure of support from hon. mem-
bers on tlis side of the Chamber. 1 intend
fo vote with him. T would sooner, how-
ever, have seen the scope of the inquiry
eifarged. T believe it is of so much im-
portance ihat ail Lon. members wishing
iv see Western Anstralia progress and ad-
vance, and hold Der own with otber por-
lions of the Commonwealth and other
parts of the Empire. will support the hon.
memnber in getting this inquiry nmade, so
that we may have the matier seliled once
and for all,

Hon. J.
fr.3s]: 1
a word or
becanse it is
the whole of the
ern  Australia  and particularly  the
primary producers.  Our wheat field is
becommig laraer and larger vear by vear,
and it is most impertant (hat we should
get Ihe most favourable shipping rates.
Tuless our harbours are brought up to
date this will be impossible. e Lave
heard from time to time that if the har-
bows at Fremanile, Bunbury, Gerald-
ton and Albany are improved ihey will
provide a natural outlet for the producer.
1 should like to see the lon. member’s
moiion widened so that we may have the
best possible expert adviee with regard to
all the harbours of the State. This is
a malier of the ntmost importance, We
want our freighis from these ouler har-
bours to he as low as possible {o the

MITCHELIL
would  just
two  on

ong

{Northam)
like to =say
this  question
which  coneerns
people of West-
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markets of the world. Every disadvan-
tage in regard to the marketing of pro-
duce has to be borne by the prodncer and
not by the merchaut. It is often thought
that {he merchant pays any additional
freight on the cargo. As a matter of
fact it is the man on the land who pays.

Mr. Munsie: What abeut lhe consumer?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: There is every
reason, 1 think, for the Commission to
be appointed. The wheat yield has in-
crensed considerably during the past seven
vears. It has grown from a couple of
million buchels to 14 million bushels, and
I UVelieve that if this season turns out
pood we may expect 20 million bushels.
If we have 300,00 or 400.000 tons of
wheat for export it goes withoul saying
that the slightest saving on freight be-
comes an important wmatter. This sav-
ing will be impossible without the pro-
vision of proper bharbour facilities, up-
to-date facilities {o induce vessels to come
here for freight. Tt is known that the
wheat of the East has for vears brought
more than wheat in Western Australia.
The primary cost was due to the ship-
ping in small guanfities to various povts.
Ve must consider what is best to be done
with our varions out-ports, The hon,
member in intreducing the moiion gave
exprre<sion to a good idea, but I thivk he
uwsed a very lame arvgnment, probably be-
cause he is sitting behind the Govern-
ment. He might have made his case very
much s{ronger. I veuture to think that
if the Honorary Minister (Mr. Angwin)
had been sitting here he would have put
up @ good case for ihe extension of
harbour facilities at  TFremantle. T be-
lieve that if it is possible to use the
rivers vou must use them bolh at Fre-
mantle aud Bunburv., and that if the
rivers can he used they should be ren-
dered fit to aecommodale shipping. If
the rivers can he used our duty is to see
that they ave used, No harbour can be
euite as safe, of course. outside the river
as i is inside, Iiven ai Fremantle there
will he difficuliies outside the river. An
argument has been used against the depth
of the water there. 1t is imipossible to
say what depth of water will be requived,
say 10 vears bsnen, If there is sullicient
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draught at Fremaaile for shipping this.
must gertainly be brought into the river.
At Bunbury the Government are going
on with an outer harbour scheme to cost
£250,000, in extending the mole and
raising the height of if. and protecting
the wharf, which {hey propose 1o put on
the inside of the mole. Before this is
done we should have the hest possible ex-
pert adviee npon the question of open-
ing up the river there. 1 venlure
to say (hat whilst ihe people. or
some few of the people who have been
made aequainted wilth the inlentions of
the Minister for Works may approve of
the scheme. the great hullk of the people
expect {o =ee 2 complete seheme for har-
bour extension. Ii is no good spending
£100,000 in 1mproving the present har-
bovr. when probably in the near future
we shall be fanced with the question of
doing something inside the river. There
can be no guestion ahout it that the cost
of inquiry is a wise expendilure. whether
it be in eonucelion with laying down a
railway or huilding a harbonr. Often in
Western Anstralia we find greal works
completed withom prepev inguiry, Mem-
bevs opposife criticised the making of
tridl surveys in conneetion with railways,
Suel Irial surveys are exactly similar to
the inquiry which is now asked for he-
fore we enler upon large expenditure in
connection with bharbours, Hon. memhers
will realise thal an expenditure of a mil-
fion may be faced quite airily by inex-
perienced Minislers, The nember for
Fremantle is quite sure that a Parlia-
mentary Conunitiee ean salisfactorily ex-
amine an expert, He says that the ad-
vice of an experl withont exmuination by
inexperienced men 15 vet savisfactory. I
venture to say ihat this tlouse is nob
prepared tn endovse the sehene approved
by the Minister for Werks, without some
inguiry first being made. I know, of
course, thal the House will pass the vole
which the Minisrer requires: and 1 am
quite certain thal we shall see as liitle
of the plans in conneclion with these har-
hours as ihe people of Albany and Buu-
bury have seen.

Mr. Underwood: Do you think they
arve satisfied?
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Tion. J. MITCHELL: They are cer-
tainly not satisfied. However, the mem-
ber for Fremantle merely asks for an
inquiry into the work before it is wn-
dertaken. The Honorary DMinister, by
way of .interjection, said the cost would
be too great,

Hon. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister}: I did not. I said we had spent
sufficient on inguiries.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I maintain that
the expenditure would be well justified.

Ion. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister}: I have no faith in oufside experts.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: We do not ask
for that faith. We say that we have faith
in outside experis, and no faiih in the
Minister. An hon., member said we have
ailvcady had advice from Sir Johin Coode,
which proved faulty. I does not follow,
however, that because mistaken advice re-
sulied from that inquiry. there would be
an erroneous result again,

Hon, W, . Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter): We have had an inguiry by Ay,
Keale of New South Wales.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: My friend the
leader of the Opposition was against the
advice of Sir John Coode. The leader of
the Opposition Lelieved that Fremantle
should be provided with a floating doek,
and not a graving dock. Ii is absolutely
no fault of his that his advice was not
followed I that matter. I am quite pre-
parved to hear the Honorary Mimster
arzue that if that advice was right then,
it is right now: but 1 am not so ecertain
that the advice wiil be right now that we
have had a elange of Government, T agree
to vote for the proposal of the member
for Fremantle, and I hope the scope of
the Commission will be widened. We are
faced now with considerable responsi-
bility, and we must meet that responsi-
bility promptly. 1 observe that the Min-
ister for Works (Hon. W. D. Jolnson)
Lhas just come iniv the Clhamber.

Hon. Frank Wilson: His troubles,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes, his trou-
bles. He went down to Albany with a
few plans and said to the people there,
“Make your selection, gentlemen’’ They
have made fheir selection, but they have
not got their harbour, The Minister for
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Worls travels about with harbour schemes
in his pocket. hut that is about all the
people see of those schemes, When it
comes to putting a scheme into exeention,
it is apother matter altogether. In any
case, the member for Fremantle has to-
night woved a perfectly good wotion,
The various works ean be no longer de-
layed, and thevefore I hope the Govern-
ment will agree to the proposed Royal
Commission, I trust the Comunission will
be eomposed of experienced engineers. be-
cause the inquiry, unless it is made hy
qualified men, will be useless, We know
that we have already had a Commission
to inquire inlo certain work at Fremantle
m conneetion with the bulk handling of
wheat. That Commission has reported,
but ne move bas been made by the Gov-
erninent; nor have they given any indi-
cation of their infentions in regard to
that matter. OF course, it i= quite right
of the Government to resist the appoint-
ment of the Royal Commission which is
now asked for if they have no intention
of going on with the harbour scheme. In
connection with the hulk handling of
wheat theve has been inquiry. and the
comittry is now waiting for the Gavern-
ment to move, 1t will be well if the Min-
ister for Works, when replving, will let
us knaw the ntentions of the Government
in that connection. At any rate, T hope
that the river schemes will be persevered
wilh at Bunbury and Fremantle, and that
helore any expenditure is incurred, expert
advice will be taken. At Albany and
Geraldton there is no river, unforfunately,
At Fremantle, however, we have the river,
and it is only a matter of extending the
works already there. Of course, we must
have depth of water.

On motion by Hon, W. C. Angwin
(Honorary Minister) debate adjourned.

RETURN—STOCK TRADING DE-
PARTMEXT TRANSACTIONS.
Hon. J. MITCHELL {Northam}) [8.51]
moved—
That a return be placed upon 1he
Table of the Howse showing 1, Tolal
aumber of cattle and sheep purchased



3id !

by the Stock Trading Depariment. 2,

Total ameunt paid for eatlle and sheep

respectively. 3, Tolal numbers sold and

amounts received for seme. 4, Totul

nwumber of cattle and sheep on hand and

amount poid for swmne,
He said: LKarlier in the aftermoon the
leader of the Opposition moved for some
information, and in doing =o provoked
the wrath of the Premier. 1 do not know
whather I am going to ineur the displeas-
ure of Minislers in asking for this infor-
mation.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You will, for a
certainty.

Hon. 1. MITCHELL: I probably shall;
but, all the same, § am going to ask for
the information.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Hear, leayr!

Hoen. J, MITCHELL: This information
shouid have been given when I asked for
it in the form of a question. However,
Ministers thought fit to make me move
for o return, Really, the avswering of
the question docs not require a relurn
at all. The informatiou 1 asked for is of
public interest ; there ean be no gainsayiug
that.  Without authority from Parliament,
Mlinisters have entered upon a large trad-
ing concern, a highly speculative buginess,
in which the ecountry may lose theusands
of pounds. They have, of course, had par-
ticularly fortunate markets to sell on dur-
ing the last few weeks. We were told
by the Minister for Launds (Hou. T. H.
Bath) that the Government had laid in
a large stock of callle and sheep. All the
same, | think that when the actual result
comes to he probed it will be found that
ihe losses incurred by the Governmenl in
thiz conneetton have been somewhat ser-
ious.  Ministers, of course, (real this
rriestion of losses very lighlly indeed. They
are quite indifferent to the guestion of
profit and loss. The other day we were
supplied with a return of stock sold
through the State butcheries. The turn-
aver for ihe quarter, T noticed, was
£5.000,  That was just cqual o the
amount of loss on the Slate steamers for
the snme quarter. so that the whole of {he
imnever of the State hutcheries wounld
! i*al{p meet the loss on the State

Laore,
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steamers, leaving the Government, of
course, to pay through the Stoek Depart-
ment for stock purchases.

Hon. W. €. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : What has this motion to do with
the State steamers? .

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The State steam-
ers were bought lo further this business,
However, guite apart from the State
steamers, 1 want to know what the resuit
of this trading has beer, Ministers have
entered into many agreements, It is
quite true lhat we have not been allowed
to see the agrecwents in this House, and
that we have no knowledge of the pro-
vigions contained in some of the agree-
meils. The Govermment when sell-
ing to the Stock Department do so with
the idea of reducing the price of meat.
We find that the Govermmment have a
buyer, and that this buver goes to every
auction and bids against the ordinary
butchers on the open market, with the re-
sult that the price of stock is increased.
The price of stoek being increased, the
benefit goes, as the Hongrary AMinister
knows, to the producers in the North-
Weal.

Mr. Munsie: What about the small men
who get a few lead inlto the market as
well?

Hon. J. MITCRHELL: I will deal in a
few minutes with the small men who get
a few head of stock into the market., We
heard abont them vesterday.

Mr. Male: You heard about ibem lasi
session, too.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: Before going on
to the small men, may I say that the publie
will want (o know what was the result of
the purchase of eattle from Farguharsen?
This information was asked for prev-
tously, but T shonld like to know now
what (he Stock Department paid for those
cattle and what those eattle realised. We
know that the Government paid something
like £6 a head for the cattle, and we know
that they sold some of the cattle down
as low as a few shillings over one pound.
We know that the deal was a sorry one,
heepuse the eaftle proved, when they ar-
rived there, to be poor and diseased, The
Government had them at Thompson’s
Lake, and the detention of them eaused
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almost a public scandal. Was the loss
on them £2,000 or £3,0002 We wanl to
know, anyhow. what was the loss on this
one deal.

AMr. Underwood: You told us what it
was.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: I wish the hon,
member would pay some attention to
what is going on and not interject sb
much, We koow, too. that there was o
contract with the Bovril Co. for 2,000 to
3.000 head of cattle per vear for two or
fhree vears. That contract has never heen
laid on the Table of the House. During
last session the member for Kimberley
{Mr. Male) referred to that contract as
follows :—

T want to see the eopy of the confract
for the reason that report says that that
contract has heen drafted in the very
best interests of that squatting firm, and
the only lagieal conelusion T ean coms
to is, therefore, that it has been drafted
in the very worst interests of the Biate,
Mr. Male: So it was. absolutely.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Those words

have never been econtradicted.

Mr. Underwood: What is the use?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: XNothing has
heen said fo controvert the argument
put forward hy the member for Kimber-
ley. It is quite true that the matter was
ventilated in the public Press at the time,
We learnt also at that time that these
catile sold down {o as low as £3 5s. and
£3 25, Bd., cattle that were honght at £3
155, and which of conrse were carried
down here at a cost of about £2 10s, Six
pound five shillings for cattle sold at £3
2s. G6d.—just half what they cost. This
is aceording to a report published in the
West _lusiralian of the 16th Oectober,
1013,

Mr. Munsie:

Hon. J.
sfatese

At the weeklv stoek =ale at the North
Fremantle yards vyesterday some 300
plain qoality Government bullocks were
pur up te anction, and 270 of them sold
at figures averaging £4 per head. The
lot represented a shipment brought on
the Iatest trip of the “Kwinana,” the
last of the year’s shipments by the Gov-

Sure to he true, then.
MITCHELL: The report
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ermment from the Bovril Estates. Since
nothing was to he gained by keeping
them on the hoof, they were thus placed
on ihe first available market. There
was a good atiendance of buyers, but
the hidding was certainly in favour of
those whose business instinets led them
to close the deals, After the first few
sales, in which some of the heasts re-
alised £5 38, and £4 7s. Gd. per head,
prices fell awav, and several pens were
sold at £3 10s., £3 5s, and £3 25 6d.
Finally two pens for whieh no higher
bids than £2 13s. and £2 12s, 6d. were
offering, were passed in. Moving on,
the auctioneer protested that the ani-
mals would he cheap at €6 per head,
and asked tor a start at anvihing rang-
ing from £4 to £3, but in wanv in-
stances buvers were disinclined to as-
sigt him further than to make repeated
offers of “fifty bob.” Some of them
considered that Government stoek, the
property of the people, should be sold
at ile people’s price. “Knock them
down,” said one man who had hid £2
10s, “They helong to us you know.”
Kight bullocks, in better condition ilian
those which preceded them, were sold
for £6 12s. Gd., and 12 others, highest
priced for the dav, sold at £6 13s.
Discussing the sale. the Government
anetioneer, Mr. Cairns. said that the
explanation of the poor prices was
that there was no demand for plain
auality heef. The market had been
overstocked by Monday’s sale of 500
cattle ex “Kwinana,” from bMessrs.
Farqubarson Bros’ station, in the Vie-
toria River district. The condition of
Wednesday’s market arose tlrough a
desire on the part of the Government
to get the animals killed. The faet that
so far the supplies from the Bovril
Estates had been more or less affected
by plenro-pnenmonia, rendered it neces-
sary lo get {he animals ready for quick
sale.

If the Government lad got from the
Bovril Company 2,000 head of cattle per
vear for two or three years, and if they
had sold the cattle at these rates, of course
they must have made a very big loss. Af
any rate, so far as this shipment is con-
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eerned, whieh I suppose would be a fairly
large shipment, there would be a heavy
loss. [ wish 1o point ouf, too, that when
this eontract was being wmade, Mr. Cairns
who iz the expert in the meat business
and has charge of the Government freez-
ing works, warned the Minister of the
danger of pleuro. But of course the
Minister did not take the slighlest notice
of the warning with the result thai the
Government made a bhad deal.

Hou, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): Who told you that?

Hon, J. MITCHTELL: I will tell the
Honorary Minister when he gets me the
information,

Hon. Trank Wilson: Ts it trne?

I'on, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
jster}:  Where did you get it from?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I got the in-
formation from some person who read
the file while it was on the Table of an-
other place, T did not, as the Minister
susjiects, wet it from Mr., Cairns or any
oiber officer of the department. T do not
seek information from public officials, the
Alinister ought to know that. The faet
remains thal 3Mr. Cairns offered Ministers
wood advice, and they acted contrary to
it.  The agreement provides that the
¢aftle are to be of fair merchantable
quality and condition, and of the speci-
fied weight caleulated on an average basis,
It also goes on 1o say that should any dis-
pute arize with regard to the quality, con-
ditioh  or weight, the purchaser shall
nevertheless receive and take delivery of
sueh  ealtle and make due payment as
agreed, and such dispute shall be referred
to arbitralion, I am quoting this from
the agreement which was read to the Leg-
islative Couneil by the Colouinl Secre-
tary last year. Here is an agreement
which is entirely one-sided, enlirely in
favour of the Bovrilt Company. The Gov-
ernment are compelled to take the cattle;
they are bomnd to take what they do not
want, and to pay for them, and in the
eveni of a dispute they can only get their
moitey baek by arbitration. When tlis
question was referred to in the other
place, that is to say. when the papers in
revard o the conlrnet were asked for, the
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Colonial Seeretary replied that it would
he improper for him to give out at that
stage the case for the Government. That
is what they always say when they are
cornered so ur nol to diselose informa-
tion. The Uolunial Secretary went on to
expluin that the Government contended
that they were protecled under the agree-
ment, and that the ngreement made pro-
vision for the settlement of disputes be-
tween the Government and the Bovril
Company by arbitration. The question
is, did the Government go to arbitration,
or was there a seitlement? If there was
a setilement we ocught o know about it.
In this wonderful agreement there were
noene of those detatls which we expocted
to find when stock is purchased. There
was neither sex nor qualily mentioned,
and the number of stoek vavied from
2,000 to 3,000 head per year. The agree-
ment was entered into in an haphazard
fashion, and it was certainly against the
best interests of the couniry. There were
plenro catile sent to Yandanooka, These
hael heen purchased hy the Stock Depart-
ment preswmnahly with the idea of heing
sent to aueiion in the metropolitan area,
The member for Irwin (Mr. Moore) asked
some questions in regard to these plenro
enttle, and the Minister replied that while
traces of plenro had been discovered, it
could not be termed an outbreak, wslay [
say that this matter diseloses another
weakness in allowing the Stoek Depart-
ment to hecome traders. They flont the
law which is rigourously applied to other
people, and they do this beeanse it suits
them. T believe the stoek were landed at
Gernldton and driven through elean coun-
try at Yandanooka,

Afr. Underwood: What has all this to

do with the motion?

I{on. J. MITCHELL: I ean under-
stand that it does not matter to the hon.
member whether lhere is a loss or not.

Mr. Underwood: There is o loss of
time while you are rambling all round the
country, out of order.

Ifon. J. MITCHELTL: The eattle should
have been put inte quarantine and not
allowed to move from the quarantine area.
throngh clean country, We want to know
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now what the vesult of (his deal has heen.
We kunow that the herds belonging o
other people were placed in jeopardy, just
lo suit the Government’s bad purchase,
Then we hear that 5,000 sheep were
honght and that a thonsand of them were
Josr. 1 have no autheniie inforwation in
regard to that, and the public wanl o
know how far the Government have lost
up lo date. Then, tou, it is to he remem-
bered that the handling of eattle is a very
expensive item. and that apart from what
the Governmeni have to pav for cattle,
there has (o be faced a considerable loss
in commission, trucking, and feeding, We
are enfitled to know what all these
amounts come to and what the results of
the sales Lave heen. [ the people were
deriving an advantage as the result of alt
this there would not be 50 muech ohjeclion
Lo it. and we should not he so concerned
as to the results of the transactions.

Mr. Bolton: Qh, yes, you would.

Hoen., J. MITCHELL: We kiow that
the convevance of the siocic from (he
North must bave cost a great deal of
money: we know also that the Govern-
meni are sondmyg down stoek purchased
by the depavtment i a privalely owned
slenmer, If that s so [ wonld like to
Lkuow whether the Stoek Deparlment will
be compelled fo pay the higher treighls
charged on those steamers. Al ihis n-
formation ought 1o be gmiven, and it will
be diselosed if the return § am asking for
is supplied,

Hon. \W. (. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster}: You shall gel il.

Hon, J. MTICHELL: 1t is a wonder
the Minister did not give it to me loug
ago. and save me {he tronble of making
this application for it. The Minister has
staled that we can have the information
we ave asking for; that 15 very gzood of
him.  There is nol very much need, there-
fore, for me 10 say more. 1 will spare the
Minister furiber eriticism because he has
offered to furnish the information T want.
1 hope that the inesperienced Ministers
have gained experience hy ftheir stock
trading transactions up to date, and T
trust that in fulure agreemenis thev will
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see thal ihe Sitale wels, at lenst, a fair
deal, and that the price paid for stoek
is not more than hat stock is worth, and
that the eonditions under which the stock
ave o be supplied are as fair to the Gov-
ernment as o the vendor. It is only right
that Minislers, conirolling the affairs of
the people, should he just as cureful as if
they were looking after these malters for
themselves. They have no right to take
undue risks: the agreements should be
carefully prepared. and the position sueh
that there should be a reazonable ¢hance
of making a profit on the transaetion. [
am partieularvly pleased that the Minister
will let me have this information, and 1
hopze he will furnish it at once. and nel,
as often happens, weeks after the appli-
calion has been made.

Mr. SPEAKER: Last session 1 drew
the attenlion of members to the manner
it whieh molions were worded. Members
were 1 the habil of asking for a return,
aml i nroving the molion they imagined
that they hLad the right o diseuss every
detail of the subjeet in conneetion with
the return they were endeavouring to ob-
lain.  The vemarks of the member for
Northam (Houn. J. Mitehell) were nof
altogether vegular, bul that hon. member
was only following ihe practice which las
grown in this House for the past seven
The fact remains lowever. that

yvears,
the diseussion was irvegulav. £ the
hon., member had moved a motion o

the effeet thal in (he opinion of the House
the operations of the Sloek Trading De-
rartnient were not in the best interests
of the country, thay would have enahled
him to lhave discussed the matter in a
general way and in the manner he did.
Sirielly  speaking, the hon. member's
speech was not one which should have
Leen wade in connection with the motion
lie moved, T am moing io agk hon. wmem-
bers in the foture, if they wanl to dis-
cuss a subject thoroughly and fully, that
they submit fheir motions in the form
which will enable tltem to do so.

Hon., 1. MITCHELIL: May T explain
that T submiited this in the form of a
question. and that it appeared on lhe
Notice Paper as a motion for a return.
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Mr. SPEAKER ;: The hon. member will
rvecognise that the question was aliered
to a motion for a return because it eould
not be permitted 1o appear as a ques-
tion.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) {8.13]: Belore vou, Mr, Speak-
er, addressed the hon. member, I had won-
dered what it was that the hon. member
required. 1 see from the Notice Paper
that eertain informalion is asked for, I
got that informalion for the hon. member
with the view of laying it on the Table of
the louse, but there has not heen one
word thronghout his speech dealing wiih
the contents of the motion as it stands in
the hon. member’'s name. There is nothing
there about buying eattle withont the an-
thority of Parhament—which T deny, he-
cause Parliament voted a sum of money
for the purpose,

Hon. Frank Wilson: He gave vou
reasons why von should furnish this in-
formatjon,

Hon. W, €. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : It eould not be found vui by
the motion on the Nolice Paper. Fur-
ther. there is nothing abont Farquarson’s
cafttle. T wish to reply to one or two of
the hon. member’s arguments, On several
ovesions questions have heen raised with
regard fo the purehase of Fargnharson’s

cattle, which unforiunately developesd
pletre. Tt is not generally known 1hat

the awgenis, who prineipally deal i eat-
tle, notified the manager who was aeting
for the State at that time, that, under
pressure from oniside, they wonld be com-
pellad not to again purchase caitle fov
the Government. They were hoycotted.
1t was neeessary that some eatile should
be purchased, and these eattle were sop-
posed lo be of fair quality, The slup-
ment was purchased al £6 15s., and wext
dax some were sold al £8 15s.; hut. un-
fortunately, plenvo hroke out in the herd
after a few weeks at Thompson’s Lake.
and consequently the whole deal rasulted
in a slight loss.

Hon, J. Mitebell; Were they clean
wher vou oot them?
Hon, W. . ANGWIN (Honorary

Minister}: As far as 1 know, yes., The
return | have prepared is in acrordance

with the mofion on (he Notice Paper, and
F may informi hen. members thai the
amounl paid by the Stoek Trading De-
partment for cattle and sheep was
£32,189 19s., and the amount received for
catile and sheep sold. £57,573 5s. 3d., or
a eredit balanee of £3,383 6s. 3d.  In
addition to that, also in aceordance with
the metion on ihe Notice Paper, we have
catlle on hand to the valne of £14,820.
So o lot of the information swhich the
hon. member asks for in his speech is
not included in this return at all. This
return is made out strietly in accord-
anece with the motion on the Notice Paper,

Hon, Frank Wilsen: What profit have
yvou made?

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : The motion does nol ask for
ihat.

Hon, Frank Wilson: But T do.

Hon. W, . ANGWIN (Honorary
Mimister): The wmalion asks for the
total number of cattle and sheep pur-
¢hased by the Stock Trading  Depart-
meni, and the angwer is, cattle 7,479, and
sheep 21.501.

Alr. Elliott: Up to what daie is that ?

Hon. W. . ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister): Up to to-dav's date, 22nd
Juiy, 191+ The sceond quesiion is tlie
total amount paid for eattle and sheep
respeclively, and the answer js, for cai-
tle £35.112 12s, 94, and for sheep
£17,077 68, 3d. The third guestion is the
total nambers sold and the amounts re-
ceived for same. The answer is. catile
sold 3,535, sheep 12,755: and the (otal
amount veeeived £H7.573 Az Ad.  Ques-
ion No. 4 asks for the (otal nnumber of cat-
tle and sheep on lLand and the amount
paid for =ame; and ihe answer is, eat-
{le on hand 1.718, amount paid for same
£6,181; =heep on hand 7.555. and amount
paid for them £7.294, Tt 15 unnecessary
for me io say morve. T trust the re-
turn will be satisfactory io the hon. mem-
her. and that he will take it as correct,
for it is from (he officers of the depart-
ment. ’

Hon. FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
[8.19] : Tf ever there was an explanation
given hy a responsible Minister which
was calenlated {o evade the point and

i
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niislead the public, it is the figures which
the Honorary Minister has just read out.
He knows well that those figures are not
eorrect, so far at least as the inference
he has placed upon them is concerned.
He would have ns and the country be-
lieve—

My, Underwood: On a point of order.
A member of the House has to accept
the assertions of another member. The
Minister has asserted thal the figures are
right, and 1 elaim that the feader of the
Oppozition is out of erder in refusing to
acce)t the siatement,

¥r. SPEAKER: 1 dv not know that
in a debate of this character an hon,
member is entitled to take another hon.
member’s statement. 1 am sure no bou.
nember is called wpon to take ancther
hon. member’s statement in debates when
a return is ealled for if he cares to
digpute it.

Hon, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min.
ister) : He cannol dispute this statement,
because it is correct according to the offi-
cers of the departinent,

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know of any
such debate in which hon. members have
accepted ofher hon. members’ assertions.
I am afraid [ ean never expect that
uraninity in this Honse.

Mr. Bolton: Bnt on oceasion an hon.
member has denied an assertion, and you
have insisted upon aceeptance of fhat
denial.

My, SPEARKER: Not in an instance
such as this.  An hon. member makes a
stafement, and another hon, member says
he has otlher views in regard to it, I
caniot eontrol sueh views.

Hon, FRANK WIILSON: T have not
disputed the Minister’s fizures, but T pro-
fest against the inference he has plaeed
upon them, and which he conveys to the
Housze, which is that there is a profit of
something like £18.000 on his catile de-
partmenf. We know there is no sueh
thing.

Mr. U'nderwood : How do you know it?

Hon, FRANKE WTILSON: T know it
from the prices fhey have heen getting
for the cattle, and the prices paid for
them. The member for Pilbara wants to

entj:hasise the point (hat ihis profit has
been made, He also wauts tu mislead
the Hounse and the people. Why should
we nof have the correet position? Tt is
all in keeping with the poliex of the
(tovernment to hide and liush ang refuse
to let the people know.

Mr. Munsie: If {he figures showed a
loss you would accept them at once,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The figures
do not show a profit, and the Minister has
no right to put that inference on them.
The member for Northam las a perfect
right to get the infornation, but the Min-
ister has 1o right to infer that there is
in reality a profit. 1 protest against this
undignified policy of blufling and hiding,
and of flonting members of the House, as
1 was flonted prior io the tea adjourn-
ment, T protest against Ministers re-
fusing to give information and. on the
infrequent occasions when they do zive
fizuies, putting a wrong constrnetion on
them.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [8.23]:
I desire lo einiter a strong protest against
the attitude of the Oppoesition in regarvd
to these matters. They are continually
putting up questions and motions for in-
formation, and when they gei the infor-
mation they practieally tell the Minister
that ke is a lfiar. That is what it comes
fo. and nothing else. T wish to protest
against members repeatedly making these
assertions ahout Ministers. If the leader
of the Qpposition ean prove that the
figures are wrong, let him Jdo so. Let him
show where the Minister has made a false
statement. To wet up again and again
and infer that the Ministers are telling
untruths is not only lowering the dignity
of the Housge, but is a seandal to those
who do it.

Mr. MALE (Rimberlev) [8.23]: The
attitude of the member for Pilbara is
amusing. One would think the leader of
the Opposition had given the Minister the
lie diveet,

Mr, Underwood: So he did.

Mr. MALE: Nothing of the kind.
What he did say was that the figures were
misleading to members and to the conn-
trv. Tt was unfortunate that the motion
was put forward as a question in the first
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place, aml not as a motion, and it was
also unforiunale that the question was
not worded as clearly and distinetly as it
should have been to get the information
which the member Eor Northam desired to
ohtain.

Mr, Munsie:  You blame the Minister
becanse the member for Northam did not
ask his questions propesly!

Mr. MALE: [ blame the Minister for
not giving to the counlry the answer
whirh was desired, 1 admit that the
Minister did give the answer literally
and according te the questions, but it is
unfortunate for the eountry that he did
go. and it is unforiunaie for the Mimster
also. It would bave been bhetier had the
Alinister been a hittle plainer in his an-
SWETs,

My, Munsie: He answered every ques-
tion asked.

Mr. MALE: T admit it

Alr, Muusie: What more do von want?

Mr. MALE: A pgood deal more. 1
think T ean explain a little that the Min-
ister did not explain. The Minister was
asked the numbec of caittle and sheep
purchased by the Stoek Trading Depart-
menl. FHe has answered that cquestion.
and T believe as correctly as the books of
the department will allow him, We have
the number of cattle given as 7,479, and
1 believe those are the figures. Indeed
T have no mzht to douhbt the fizures, for
T helieve thev are eorrect. The hon. mem-
ber also asked for the tofal amoennt paid
for eattle and sheep respectively. It is
unfortunate that the member for Nor-
tham should have put it in that way., He
made a mistake.

My, Uuderwood:
Minisier For ihat,

Me MALE: Tt is unfortunate that he
did not ask Tor the cost of ihe eattle and
sheen respeetively, and not for the amount

Do not hlame the

paid.  There is a considerable difference.
Mr. SPEAKER : The lhon. member

eannol disenss that,

Mr. MALE: The question is the total
amount paid for the eattle.

Mr. SPEARER: The hon. member
eannot discuss somelhing whieh 1he mover
of the malion did not inelude in the
motion.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, MALE: The second paragraph
refers (o the iotal amnount paid for cattle
and sheep respectively, The Minister has
replied as to the actual first cost of the
cattle, purchased, we will say, a couple
thousand miles from Perth. He has given
us the first eost of {hose eattle at Wynd-
ham, and not at Fremantle, where those
catile were sold. 'There is a vast differ-
ence hetween the two cosis,

Mr. Bolton: Did not lhe memher for
Northam know the difference?

Mr. MALIZ: It is not for me to an-
swer,

My, Balton: Providence has been nig- -
gardly with him if he did not know the
difference,

Mr. MALE: The Minister answered
eorrectly in a literal sense, but it is mis-
leading to the public when the Minister
eives us the cost of the eattle at Wynd-
ham, Why did he not give us the actual
cost of the cattle at Fremantle? Tt is
obviously not what the questions were in-
tended to obtfain,

AMr. Munsie: That is a slar on your

enlleague.

Mr. MALY: § do nol deny that. 1
am not hidebound like hon. mewmbers on
the Government side who have to obey
the dictates of their eouneil and ecauens.
¥ am free to erificise members on this side
of the House if I wish to. In order to
obtain ihe information which we require
and which apparently it 1s not the wish
of the Government ie yive us, T will move
an amendment,

Mr. B. J. Stubbs:
envugh?

Mr. MALE: The Minister was quite
within his righls in eiving the price paid
for the ecaltle at Wyndham, bat it was
necessary to add to that priece alt the
freights, and fodder, selling and handling

Will two tries be

charges in order to compare it with the
amount realised. T move an amend-
menl-—

That the following words be added
vt the end of paragraph (2):—“and
the [reighls end clarges of every khind
in connectivn with such purchuses”

If we ohtain this information
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Hon. W. (. Angwin (Honorary Min-

ster) : You will gel that in the balanca
sheet when it comes ont.
. Mr. MALE: T have not the slightest
doubt we will get lots of things in the
balance sheet. Last yenr we got balance
sheets and it was almost impossible to tell
what they meant,

Hon, Frank Wilson: We will get them
12 months hence.
Mr, MALE:
Tor the stock

The total amount paid

Point of Order.

The Minister for Works: On a point
of order, I would like a ruling as to
whether the amendment is in order in
view of the fact that a definite motion
asking for certuin information was tabled.
That definite information has been given,
and I claim that if further information
is required after that which was asked
for has been given, it must be made the
subject of a separate motion. I main-
tain that an amendment to a motion
which bas already been complied with is
not in order.

The Attorney General: Tt is clear that
a7 the information has been supplied,
we cannot go behind the moiion. Xo hard-
ship will be done, inasmuech as rhe addi-
tional information can be asked for eithey
by guestion or in the shape of a separate
return. 1 do not see thar it is necessary
to amend the present motion; in faet, it
cannol he amended. because the answer
has been given,

Hon. Frank Wilson: Cannot
aniended ?

The Altorney General : A direet quesiion
has been asked and the answer has been
given, aund the additional information
can he asked for by way of a question.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The Altorney Gen-
eral and the Minister for Works are en-
tively wrong in their contention. A motion
has been submitted, but it has not yet been
passed or rejected,

Hon. W. €, Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : And yvou made a bloomer.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The motion is in
the hands of the Honse and it ¢an be
amended in any direction which the House

it be
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wishes, The faet thal the Minister has.
in the eourse of his reply, given certain
information has no hearimg on the gnes-
tion.

Hon, W, ¢, Angwin (Hovorary Mins-
ter) : 1f 1 had not given it, you would not
desire to alter the motion.

Tlon. Frank Wilson: When the motion
is earried in its present or amended form,
at the discretion of the Fouse, it will be
the duly of the Minister to lay the return
on the Table. Any statement he makes
here 15 made in the conrse of debate, and
has pothing whatever to do with the mo-
tion or with any amendment whiech might
he subniited.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister): The procedure adopted in this
House has been that onee a Minister has
agreed to present the return moved for,
no alteration has been made to the motion.

Mr. Speaker: My ruling has been re-
guested and T can only say that, as the
motion is still in possession of the House,
any amendment which is relevant to the
motion must be admitted.

Debate resumed.

Mr. MALE [8.35]: 1 now move the
amemndment which T have already vead.
Not only this House, hut the conntry gen-
erally——

Mr. Bolion:
ers.

Mr, MALE: Especially the stock own-
ers and consumers, and more especialiy
the taxpayers who have to foot the bhill,
should he given some ulea of what is
ol on. We know thai £3 13s. per head
was paid for eertain slock purchased at
Wyndham, [F it is given out thai this
was the cost of the cattle, and undoubtedly
it was the cosi at Wyndham, and that the
eaftle were sold at a considerable advanee
on that figure, the country will naturally
conclude that the Government have made
an enormous profit.  'We know this is not
the case, but that in regard fo three of
these shipments last year, the Government
must have lost £1,000 on each shipmeni.
T do nct want the impression to go
abroad that the Government are making
large profits when they are doing nothing

Sspecially the stock own-
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of the kind. 1t will be much better for
us and the Government if the country
know exactly what is happening.

Hon. W. . Angwin (Honorary Min.
ister) : You will met the balance sheet
i a few wecks.

My, MALE: We were promised balance
sheets Jast year and we got them just
us the session was closing. Some of them
were noi andited and vone of them con-
veved the informaiton whieh was required,
not sulticient information to enable ns to
pull them to pieces and obiain sueh par-
ticulars as we now require, 1f the Min-
ister supplies this additional information,
we shall be able to ascerfain whal the hon.
memher for Northam desires.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY (Moore): 1
second lhe amendment.

Hon, J. MITCHELL (Northam—on
amendment} [8.397: \When 1 framed my
questions 1 thouglit they could be follawed
up by any other question which might he
HErESsATY,

div. Rolton: Someone else had to find
it ont,

Hon, J. MITCHELL: The Minister
would not give the information by wayv
of reply to questions. and I had to move
Tor a veturn. The Mimster has been very
start ; e bas appavenlly gone to his oili-
cers and said—“Let us give the infornia-
tion asked for” and he has endeavonred
to convey to the public the impression
that a large profit has been made, If
T had embodied in my mofion the amend:
ment moved by the member for Rimber-
ley, the public would have heen told hy
the Minister that a profit had been nuide.
The Minister in making his statement,
particularly after my remarks in mov-
ing for the return, knew that the fulles:
information was required, He knew that
we wanted fo be informed of the total cost
of this stoek.  Some of it has fo he
cirarged with freight to Yandanooka, in
addition to the freight and charges from
Kimberley. and under the motion as
maved, the Minister could have given the
full information including the amonnt
paid at Wimherlev and the charges to
Yandanooka and back again to Perth.
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Hon, W. €. Avgwin {(Hovorary Min-
isier}): I do not profess to be a thought-
reader, .

Hon, J. MITCHELL: It is absolutely
wrong for the Minister to give informa-
tion as lie has deome. The wiscacres on
the Government side Aid not know that an
amendment eould be moved, and it has
caused eonsternation in their ranks, I
pope the Minister will agree to thie amend-
ment. OF eourse he ean defeat it if he
desires, but 1 irust he will not do so. We
want intormation which will show tha
result of this trading. Tf the amendment
is rejected, the public will he able (o read
inte the retusal the desire of the Hov-
ernment to hide their transactions,

Ar. Bolton: Hush again.

Hou. J. MITCHELL: The public will
read into their refusal just whal the Min-
ister wishes to avoid. Ii is a little awk-
ward for the Minister

Hon. W. . Angwin {Honorary Min-
ister) : Not for me, bul for vou.

Hou. J. MITCHELL: It is awlkward
for the Miunister to supply further infor-
mation whieh will eutirely destroy the
impression he has endeavoured to ronvey,
the impression that a large profit has
been made.

Bou, W. (. Augwin (Hooorary Min-
ister): You did not think that we had
wver £20.000 to pay the expenses.

Hon. F. YTTCHELL: It will eost a
lit more than £20.000 {o convey 7.000
headt of eattle from Wyndham to Fre-
mantle, to say nothing of the other
charges,

Hon, W, €. Angwin (Honerary Minis-
ter) : All of thiem were not purchased at
Wyndham,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Government
should agree to the amendment. The
inforination presented is useless, but the
addiiional  particulars  asked for will
inake the return very useful. The
Aftorney General has said that we have
no right to ask for further informution.

The Attorney (General: T lhave not said
anything of the kind.

Ay, SPEAWER: The hon, member
must wot disenss the Altorney General’s
ramarks, bul the amendment.
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Huon. ). MITCHELL: T am discussing
the amendwment. Objection has been
raiserd by the Minister for Werks and the
Attorney General to the amendment,

Mr. SPEAKER: That objection has
been over-ruled.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: I hope the Min-
isters will be reasonahle; if they are not,
it will he a good deal worse for them
than if they give the information.

Hon. W, C. Angwin {Honorary Min-
ister) : That is a threat,

Mr. Bolton: Yes, a threat: good enongh.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker) [3.45]: 1 would andoubtedly
vote .for the amendment if there were no
other way of getiing the information de-
sired, bul no information is exclnded, and
& simple question pul on a husiness paper
to-morrow will secure ihe information—-
I do not say expected—desired. The hon.
member must kmow that the Minister who
has been speaking to the motion to-night
did not know that it would appear in this
from te-day, as he has already told the
House, and surely his word must be aec-
cepted. He nad never seen ihe question
before until it was suhmitted (o him for
approval at ihe office, with the answers
already obtained. Now let us see what the
facts are. The accusation is that the hon.
member has heen purposely misleading the
House,

Mr, Bollon: Ti was said deliberately.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is not one single question there but is
answered direetly to ithe guestion put for-
ward. There is not one of these auswers
that is not a legilimate answer to the
muestion as it is worded.

Houn. J. Mitehell: The Minister refused
to let me =ee the answer.

The ATTORNEY GBENERAL: The
hon. memher ean see it at any moment.
It will be on the Table. The hon. member
has inferred that he only put this in the
form of questions. Very well, supposing
they had been kept in the form of ques-
tions, could anybody bave moved an
amendment to the guestions?

Hon. J. Mitchell: And asked further

questions without delay.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
is just what ean be done now. The rea-
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son why this is put in the form of a re-
turn is that, according to the customary
rules of the Honse, whatever requires the
obtainment of figures and tables iz put
in the form of a veturn and not in the
form of a question. That is the usual
custom. Tt is often done at the direction
of Mr. Speaker. The questions that have
been asked and pul on the bnsiness paper
have heen rvuled by Mr. Speaker to be
retnrng, and they go in the form of re-
turns afterwards, This is a ease of ihis
type. T submit that every one of these
questions has been directly and pertin-
enlly answered. The answer bhas Deen
put hefore the House. The transaction,
so far as that motion is concerned, is
completed. The request has Dbeen con-
plied with,

Ton. Frank Wilson:

Mr. Bolton: TYes.

Hon, Frank Wilson: The motion is
in the hands of the House.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
does not alter the fact that this queslion
is worded—--

Mr, Male: On a point of order, must
nol the Atlorney Ueneral speak to the
amendmeni? He is speaking lo the ques-
tion. and is contending that the questions
are answered, [ think that the Minister
should be confined to the amendment.

Mr, SPEARER: The Attornev Gen-
eral is seeking te show that the wwend-
ment is not hecessarv, and in his opinion
is not required.

The ATFTORNEY GENERAL: That
is precisely the view [ take. Here is a
completed transaction, questions asked,
answers miven. There is an end to it
Bul the hon. member wants further in-
formation. Me is nuite ai liberly to get
it, but there is a proper way lo ask for
it, T am weary of listening to the per-
petual bluffs of the leader of the Opposi-
tion. One might expect somelhing better
from one who professes to be the leader
of a preat historic party in the House
and ontside if. One naturally expects
that the hen. member won]d not aect
ridiculously and vuolgarly, especially after
the fectures he is so fond of repeating
to this side of the House. I am submii-
ting that if we reject this amendment we

No.
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shatl preserve the right and duty of both
sides of the House to accurately word
the questions that they want answered,
and not on =econd thoughts, and when
they have goi their answer, find (hat they
were not smart enough, or cute enough,
or clear enough, or divect encugh, to get
what thev wanted.

Hon. I. Mitchell: Ne.

Mr. SPEAKBER: Order! Now the
Lo, member is departing from the ques-
tion,  He must  digenss  the amend-
ment.  When the question was raised
previously the hon, member was discuss-
ing the reasons why the amendment was
not necessary. He is vow departing from
thai.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
saying that it is a dangevous practice if
an amendinent of this kind

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member
cannot ¢iseuss thal, I will admii the
amendment, The amenduten! is now un-

der discussion, The maiter of whether
a dangerons practiee is infroduced cannot
he dizeussed here.

The ATTORNEY GENFERAL: With
all due deference. T submit that it is my
duty. if T ean, lo convinee this House
that it would he an unwise and dangerous
precedent to admit this amendment, and
having to vote upon it and aceept it he-
eause it will epen up that process. I am
giving reazons why this House should re-
Jeet this amendment, so that, if it he re-
jeeted, it will teach hou. members on
either side of the House to be more care-
ful in 1he wording of their motions.

Mr. Male: The amendment has heen
declared 10 be in order, and My, Speaker
has given his ruling,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
Speaker’s ruling——

AMlr. SPEAKER: Order! T have read
the amendment and that is (he subjeet
under discussion. I eannot allow disens-
sion on the principle of whether an
amendment should be introduced or not.
T will allow a disenssion if the hon. mem-
her desires to couvinee the House thaf
the information required iz contained in
the inotion and that the amendiment is nol
neressary.

The

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That
is precisely what 1 thought | had been
disenssing. 1t is the poini [ lhave made.
I want now, hefore T resume my seal, for
1 think it is unnecessary to prolong Lhe
debaie on this point, to =ay that by re-
jecting Lhis amendment we deprive the
hon. member of no right. and that the
proper course to take is te ask a quesiion
when the information that (he hon. mem-
ber destres will be supplied, [ think the
hen, member lhas made a huge hlnnder,
even according Lo his own colleagues, The
whole of the {ime of the House has been
wasted stmply becanse the hon, iremmher
had not the foresighl io ask the mueslinn
m sueh & way as would give him what
he desired to enable the hon. merober for
Kimberiey to pull us te pieces, to use lis
langnage.

Mr. SWAN (North Perih) [8.54]: I
am surry, but T muost oppose the amend-
ment, for the reasou given Ly the mem-
ver tor Iimherley (Mr. Male), namely
in the interests of Lhe taxpayer. I have
no desire 1o deprive the other side ot
information; in fact they require a great
deal move information 1han they are nsk-
i for, and upon nany other questions
as well. 1 have this reason for thinking
that we shonld oppose the amendment.
in addition to the interests of the tax-
payer, hat [ feel that even now (he
hon, members for Northam and Kimber-
lex do not know whal thex want. [ want
fo make a sugeestion lo them. ng a mem-
her of the ‘‘eaucus-ridden party.” the
Labour party, which does a considerable
amount of its work in rauneus, that they
shiould eall a cancus meeting and appoint
a sub-committee, and in that way save
a gveat deal of the time of the House.
Tf we defeat thie amendment and there is
a Liberal eaucus called to-morrow, they
will probably know next time what they
wand, and will suhmit a molion aceord-
inglyv. when T shiall he rieased 13 support
it.

Me, WISEDOM (Claremoni [855]: 1
think (here 15 no difficulty at all in mem-
bers of this House knowing what thev
wani, There i1s. however, a dilfieulty in

their kuowing low o extract the informa-
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tion from the Ministers, If Ministers
were as perfectly straightforward in
giving information on what we want, as
we are in asking for it, there would be
no diffienlly about the matter. Unfortu-
nately the Honerary Minister did not
give the information in a straight-out
manner aud then say nothing more about
it. 1f he had, there wouid have been
none of this trouble, but he was so
anxious to fap his wings and crow on
the grounds that he bad been a little bat
smart, that he made the mistake of stat-
ingr that the Government had made £5,000
profit en the transaction.

Hon. W, C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : L did not say so.

Mr, WISDOM: 1 hope we shall hear
somelhing more aboul that £5,000 prolit.

Amendment pui, and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. .. .. 9
Noes .. .. ..o 20
Majority against .. 1l
AYES.
Mr. Harper Mr. Moore
Mr. Lefroy Mr. ', Wilson
Mr. Male Mr, Wisdom
Mr., Milchell Mr. Elliott
Mr. Monger {(Teller;.
Noes.
Mr. Angwin I Mr. McDownll
Mr. Bolton Mr. Munsle
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Price
Mr. Foley My, B. J. Stubbs
Mr. GIN Alr. Swan
Mr. Hudzon Mr. ‘Taylor
Mr. Johnuson Mr. Thomas
Mr. Johnston Mr. Turvey
Mr. Lewis Mr. Walker
Mr. McDonald Mr. Underwoomt
{ Pellery

Amendment thus negatived.

Question put and passed.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) laid the return, as ordered, on the
Table.

Resolved: That motions be continued.

Mr. SPEAKER: Befere T call on the
next motion, T wish to say that T desire
hon. members, in -the discussion of
motions, to follow the direetion which I
gave on the last motion, namely that
members should disecuss metions in aec-
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cordance with the terms in which thev
appear on the Notice Paper.

RETURN—STATE SAWMILLS AND
POWELLISING PLANTS,
Hon. FRANEK WILSON (Sussex)

[9.3] moved—

That @ return be laid upon the Table
of the flouse showing (1) The total
amount expended Lo date upon (u) the
State saw mills; (b) the Powellising
planis.  (2) The estimaled cost of
completion- (3} The date when tenders
were called for the plamt and machi-
very. (4} The nwme of the lowest
1enderer and amount. ..

He said: My re-uest for this informa-
lion was originally put in the form aof a
question. T acked for certain information
which T was well satisfied the department
congerned could give in balf an hour by
referring to Lheir records. if the Govern-
ment were willing to give the Honse that
information,

Question passed,

RETURN—UGNIVERSITY ENDOW-
MENT LANDS,

On motion by Mr. B, J. STUBRBS
(Sulnaco) ordered: “That a return be
laid upon the Tahle of the House show-
ing (1) The situations and areas of the
varions parcels of land granted to the
University Endowment Trustees under
Seetion 4 of “T'he University Endowment.
Act, 18047 (2) The areas of such lands
that bave been leased under Section 7 of
“The Universily Endewment Act, 1904,
or Section 156 of ‘T'he University Ast,
1011, the period of time and the purpose
for which sueh lands have been leased,
and lhe amount of revenue which the
Trustees or the Senate have derived from
sueh leases.”

MOTION — COMPASSIONATE AL-
LOWANCES, Mss, PENNE-
FATHER AND M=zrs. DOOLEY.

Mr. WISDOM  (Claremont) [9.7]
moved—

That in the opinion of this House it

it degingble: that the Government, should
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—having regard to the special eir-
cumslunces of the case—grant to the
widow of the late R. W, Pennefather,
“awho has been left in straitened circum-
slaitces, a suitable compassionale al-
lowance.

He said: 1 hardly think I need enlarge
en ‘this motion, on which I feel sure I
shall have lhe sympathy of the House.
Apart *from the ordinary question of a
ecompaséionate allowanee, the case has
some special features, which, despite the
vbjeclions (o creating precedents of this
nature, will canse hon. members to rea-
lise tihai there is a claim for special
ireatment here. TUndoubtedly, a distinet
hardship was oceasioned to the late Mr.
Pennefather in the first place by the fail-
ure of one Minmistry to honour the pro-
mise or undertaking of the preceding
Ministry. It is well known that the laie
Mr. Pennefaiher was appointed to an act-
ing Snpreme Court Judgship by the Gov-
ernment of the day, and that it was
thoronglly understood that in the ordi-
nary course of events the acting appoint-
ment, wonld be confirmed. In those eir-
cumstanees Mr. Pennefather was led to
abandon entirely a luerative legal prae-
tise, which he was never able to recover.
The succeeding Government, unfortu-
natelv, for reasons it is not for me to
enter wnto, did not confirn the acting ap-
poinhuent of Mr., Pennefather, As a ve-
sult he found himself, his practice beiny
gone and his healih somewhat impaired,
in not the very hest of cireumstances. Had
it not been for the failure of the succeed-
ing Government to carry oul the under-
taking of fthe previous Government, or
even had it not been for the acting ap-
poiniment, there would have been no ne-
cessity Lor (Lis wolion, because Mr, I'en-
nefather's practice previouslv to his act-
ing appointment was quite soffieientiy
good to allow of his providing for his
family. However, the practice was never
regained ; and the small savings Mr. Pen-
nefather had been able to make were swal-
lowed up during a long term of illness—
illness which I think was considerably
aggravated by the anxiety and worry re-
élllﬁ_ngfrdm his disappointment and from
the loss of his praclice. His widow and
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child to-day are left absolutely penniless.
For these special reasons 1 ask the House
to agree to the motion. From expres-
sions of opinion 1 have had from mem-
bers of this and ot another place, I feel
that T ean confidently submit the motion.

Mr., DWYKR (Perth) [9.10]: I have
much pleasure in seconding the motion.
Like tire mover, I feel sure that the House
will give due consideration to the publie
services of Mr. Pennefather, both in his
capaeity as a member of Parhiament for
a number of years, and in his capacity
as acting Judge for a considerable period.
It was agreed by all that his duties as a
Judge were carried out most satisfac-
torily in every respeet, I do not think
that a single one of the decisions given
by him while acting as Judge was re-
versed. There s no doubt that the pre-
sent unfortunate position, in a pecuniary
sense, of his family was bronght about by
the failing health of Mr, Pennefather
during many years, and by the faet of
his practice having been ruined. Not
only did the cancellation of his acting ap-
pointment ruin lis practice, but it was,
in my opinion, a great faetor in ruining
his heallh also. e was not able to apply
himself to his practice with the same vig-
oor as of old. I trnst the House will
agree to the motion, and so place on
record an acknowledgment of Mr, Penne-
father's public services.

Mr. FOLEY  (Leonora}  [0.12]:
Whilst at all {imes desirous of assisting
those in need, I still believe if is the duty
of any publie instifution, and especially
of Parliament, to vefrain from ecreating
a preeedent which may involve the coun-
try in heavy expenditure at future times.
Ever since | have come to years of ma-
turity T have held the opinion that equal
opportunities should be granteld to all
members of the community, and I am per-
feelly willing at the presen{ moment that
the widow and child of the late Mr. Pen-
nefather, who, as the mover said, have
been left peuniless, should receive the
same consideration as would he granted
to any other widow and child left in simi-
lar unforfunate circumstances, No mat-
ter what position the late Mr, Penne-
father may have held, his widow and child
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are no worse off than the widow and ¢hild
of any other man who feaves no property,
irrespective of what that man’s station in
life may have been.

Mr, Dwyer: But compassicnate alluw-
auces are granted to eivil servants.

Mr. FOLEY : It has vever come lo my
knowledge that any widow or erphan has
been turned away by a department con-
trolled by the Honorary Minister (Hon.
W. €. Angwin). 1 refer to the Charities
Department,  In (he inferests of the
State, and of the people of this State, I
consider that no different ireatmeni should
be meted out in this case from what would
he aceorded to 1he widows and orphans of
those whe held lowly postions, 1 would
have liked this case to he brought under
the nolice of the Honvrary Minister, when
the widow and child would have received
the same econsideration as is extended (o
all other widows and orphans, That is
iy view because 1 believe in equality of
opporfunity and beeause 1 am a member
of the pariy holding the same helief. T
iutend. therefore, to vote agninst the mo-
1ion.

Hon, FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
[%.157: T hope the day is far distant
when (he Parliamenl of Western Aus-
tratia will refuse reasonable anssistance to
lire destilute dependents of men who have
served the Siate. Mr, Pennefailer served
Western Australia traly and well for
many, many vears. In the early days. he
was a Minister for three or fonr year
with Sir John PForrest.  The late Ar.
Pemnefather gave his best services to
Western Australia, and. unfortunately. he
suffered fromn a sericus illness for many
months whieli eulminated in his decease.
For several vears before the end eame Le
liad been unable to follow his profession
or to earn whal was necessary for his
family 1o subsist upon. Tlis widow and
one child are now left without means,

My, Price: What is the age of the
daughter?

Mr, Wisdom: About 14 or 13

Tlon, FRANK WILSON: 1 think the
least we ecan do is to pass a motion which
will indicate to the Giovernment that, in
fhe opinion of members of the House, the
matter should be taken into favourable
consideration. As to precedents they are

oy

inmumeralle. We bave always been in the
habit of granling some vomnpassionate ai-
lowance to the widows and orphans of
publie servants.

The Minister for Works: That is part
of their emoluments,

Hon, FRANK WILSON: And also Io
members of Parliament whe have served
their eountry.

The Minister for Works: Quote one in-
stance.

Hon. FRANEK WILSON: Mrs. Illing-
worth. :

The Minisler for Works: IL was given
to Mr, Illingworlh, ’

Hon. PRANK WLILSON: What is the
Minister for Works quibbling about; I
could prove it if we turned up Lhe records
of the Hlouse. However, I hope the de-
hate wiil not develop into a wrangle, It
is Tar and above Lhe queslion whether I
enn quote an instance or not; it is a mat-
ter of doing justice, and if hon. members
will east hack their minds they will re-
member that a compassionate allowance
was made to Lady Barlee, Is it not meet
that we should recognise the services of
hon, members of this Chamher or of an-
other place? Are we not too prone to
condemn public men after hey have given
the best vears of their lives fo the service
of the country, and after they bave borne
the brunt of the hattle of politieal affairs?
I do nol think members gecupying Mini-
sterinl benches will refuse assistance on
this oreasion if thev are satisfied that as-
sistance is necessary,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker} [9.22]: 1f il were mercly a
bare yuestion of doing justice the Gov-
ernment wounld be compelled to ohjeet tn
the passing of this moiion. This is not
a case enhirely of justice or one really
of charity. There ean he no doabt about
it that the late Mr. Pennefatlier had a
hard and tryving life. He was severely
punished by heing exalted into one of
the highest positions that a gentleman
this  State

ean obftain in amd eruelly
deprived of it There are, how-

ever, thonsands suffering from injustice,
thousands who have heen wronged, thoen-
sands who bave hsen ruined in health,
and {housands who have had to go ta
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theiv graves leaving widows and ehildren
1o mourn their fale and {o suffer, hut we
ennnot help (hem all, and if we are to
ke uniform, we must refuse to help a
case beeruse it comes within our most
inlimate knowledge, because 1f we help
that one we ought to hetp all. It the
late Mr, *ennefalher’s widow and ¢hild
are te be assisted on principles of
jusiice. then every memher of the other
Chamber and of his Chamber departing
this life, and leaving dependants ought
in like manner tn he assisted. Scores
who have been conneeted with this Chamn-
ber have passed away and have left
their dependants in misfortune, bul they
have not bren recompensed.

Hon, Frank
circumstaices
allowance.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Der-
haps so. 1 only wish to point oot we
are gn dangerons grouwnd, and we might
he making. as an hon. memher put i,
invidious distinetions. Wherever peo-
ple ave left i misfortune, as (he
widow of Ar. Pennefather, | think it is
our «duty (v do what we can to help
them. 1 ouly want fo let the House
know where they are going, and what it
possibly mayv mean. If it be an inslrue-
tion from this IHouse that the Govern-
ment shall make some allowance in this
case, members can rest assured that the
Government will not negleet Lhat desive
so expressed.  We do not want to do
thiz thing from the impnlse of the
momenl.  We wani to do if. knowing
that it may pessibiv be coustrued into a
precedent within no distanl time from
now, and that it may prove dangerous.
Ouwl of respecl for my spirit of resent-
wienl at the injustiee the man has suifered
in his lifetime, which has eansed his
family to be lelt in waut, ont of respect
for a man whe bad a distinguished puhlic
eavecr—I knew Mr, Pennefather person-
ally, and 1 knew his integrity of
character, T knew his great ability. T
kuew his failhifnlness to any post he had
the honour (o oceupy, and 1 know that
eruel wrongs were doue (o him m the
hebraval of what amouonted to o sacred

Wilson ¢  TUnder similar
they ought to have an
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promise, and | know thal in consequence
his bealth gave way, and he suffered dis-
pivited and broken-hearted, and passed
away, and even lived a partion of his life
crippled and unable to do battle with the
world—my sympathies .20 out to lLim,
and although it will be my daty 0s a
protest against making a precedent to
vole against the motion. T by no means
wish the House to follow 1y example in
that respect, tf the desire of members be
that ilie widow and ehild of the late Mr.
Pennefather shall have some assistance
given to them to lide them over the ill-
fortune whieh has fallen wpon them.

Hon, H. B. LEFROY {Moore} [4.26]:
I regret that the Attorney General,
although sympathising with this motion,
has made up his mind to vote against it,
The hon. gentleman need not fear estal-
lishing a precedent, becouse it is an ex-
ceptional ease.  Mr. Pennefather was
more than a member of Parliament. The
Attorney General fears that possibly in
the future dependants of all members of
Parliament who pass away will receive
assistance from the State. Mr. Penne-
Tather’s position was entirely different
from that of an ordinary member of
Parliament. e served for fenr years
as a Minister of the Crown, and I had
the honour to he a eolleague of lhis.
Consequently T kuew his worth, and I
knew the value of his advice in matters
he was able to deal with as 8 member of
the legal profession. and when that ad-
vice was songht by Cabinet. The late
Mr, Pennefalber served the State faith-
fully and well, and it will be agreed that
a great many of the duaties which he was
called upon to perform were onerous and
that the posilion was not altovether a
hed of roses. There ave precedents for
the preposal eontained in the motion,
The widow of Hiz Exeellency Sir Fred-
erick Broome—although fhat gentleman
had left the State for many vears prior
tn his death—was granted an annual
allowanee hy Western Australia and that
too. under responsible government. Then
in the Crown Colony days there was
another precedent established when Lady
Barlee, whose husband had left the State
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for some years, was also granied an
allowance,

The Minister for Works: Sir Frederick
Barlee was not o member of Parliament.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: Undoubtedly.
He was Colonial Secretary and leader in
the old Parliament for many vears. He
had actually severed s conneetion with
the State for many vesrs when he died,
hut his gooill services to the State were
recognised when his widow was left in
straitened circumstances. The ease of
Mr. Pernefather iz simidar to those
1 have mentioned. He occupied the
position of Minister of the Crown for
some years, and although he did not
die in harness as a Minister he died
in harness as a member of Parliament.
I know from my knowledge of My, Penne-
father that it must have assisted in dam-
aging his health. He felt very keenly
the position he was placed in and his
health not being very good at the time
T think it did assist to bring him into the
eomdition in whieh he was for some years
past. T hope the House will deal more
than svmpathetically with this matter. Tt
is not a large amount, and although Mr.
Pennefather was a private member of
Parliament at the time of his death, vet we
should remember that he was a Minister
of the Crown for many years, T am quite
in accord with the prineiple that the Siate
shonld offer assistance lo those who arve
left behind hy public servants, just as,
in the case of a private employver, when
an old, trusted emplovee passes away if
is the duty of that employer to help the
widow. Tn the same wav T think the
State should do the same when a man
has faithfully served the Siate for a nun-
ber of vears. In such circumstances the
State should offer seme allowance to the
widow, if it be necessary, as in the case
of Mrs. Pennefather. T really hope the
Attorney General will change his mind
in this matter, and will leave our friends
on the Government side to support the
molion.

M. GILYL (Leederville) [9.32]: 1 wish
te move an amendment to the motion.
Hearing the statements put forward, one
cannot help feeling that il is not to the
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credit of the State thal when those who
have given their time, their health, and
even their lives in the iuterests of the
State, pass away, their widows should go
begging. There is no doubt Mr. Penne-
tather suffered great hardships in West-
ern Auslralin, and unfortunately his
widow is now suffering similarly. But
while we are dealing with this case it
would be just as well to bring under the
notice of hLon. members another ecase,
which will be fresh in their minds—the

widow of one of our late memnbers
who recently departed this life, is
in  extremely straitened cirecumstances.

She has three very yvoung children to sup-
porl, and it would be a gracetful act on
the part of the Hounse and the country
to give her some slight assistance. I al-
lude to the widow of the late member
for Geraldton, Mr. B, W. Dooley, Al-
though Mr. Dooley did not serve the coun-
try in Parliament for a great number of
years, he was an old public servant, He
had for years served the country faith-
fully and well, and had he died while
working in the railway serviee his widow
would have received a fair compensation.
But, having been elected to Parliament, he
forfeited that right. and in the end left
his widow absolnfely penniless. It is
a most unfortunate case, and one that
mizhi well receive the consideration of
the House. With the object of including
the case of Mrs. Dooley, I move as an
anendment— .

That the motion be altered to read
as follows:—That in the opinion of the
IHouse it is desirable that the Govern-
rend  should—having regard lo the
special cireumstances of the cases—
grant to the widows of the late R. 1.
Pennefather and of the late B. W.
Dooley, who have been left in straight-
ened circumsiances, switalble compas-
stondate allowances.

Mr. Monger: Why not bring forward a
separate motion?

Mr. GILL: It is not necessary, T think
the feeling of the Honse is in favour of
ziving sume little assistance to those who
undoubtedly need it. We do not desirve to
see {hose widows and children going round
the counfry begeing, and T hope the Hounse
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and fhe amendment,

Ay, SPEAKER: As the hon, member
desires to move the amendment, I would
snggest that he move that after the word
“Pennefather” the words “and to the
widow of the late My, B. W, Doolev” be
inserted.

Mr, GILIL: Yes, that will swit my pur-
pose,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. D. Jolmson) [9.37]: T sapport the
view faken hy the Attornev General in
impressing upon hon, members the serions
precedent they are establishing in bring-
ing forward motions of this deseription.
The very faet that the amendment has
been moved is an illnstration of how dan-
gerous it iz to single out one eaze for
special consideration. I take up the atti-
tude that if we are going to grant com-
passionate nllowances to widows of mem-
hers of Parliament we should have o
definite vole as an indication to all that
they will get enual jusiice. Tt is a very
delicate matter discussing a motion like
this. We know the excellence of the work
done Ly the late Mr. Pennefather for the
Btate, and also that of the work done by
the late Mr. Doolev: but after all, it is
very difficult, wnler the system of party
Government, to go imlo these gnestions
and say that equal justice will be meied
ont to all. We have to view the work
done by individual members in the light
of the politieal views they hold. There
may he those who feel that one member
has done good work, and that it shonld
he fittigly recoguised, wiile others may
view that work in a different light alto-
gether; and if we have these molions eon-
stantly eommg along we will drift into
the habii of discussing the relative merits
of work done hy individual members, We
have fio look at this question from
a broad view. and we should not
let sympathy ran away with our judg-
ment, The motion is a dangerous one,
and mueh as T sympathise with those in
distress—ihe circnmstances of hoth these
widows are well known to me—at the
same time 1 feel it is not a matter which
should be brought forward in a motion
of this deseription. Rather should we take

[ASSEMBLY.)

a broader view, and say definitely that
the time has arrived when we should es-
tablish a fund and male it general, so thai
the widows of members of Parliament
shall receive consideration whenever the
circumstances warrant it. But it is wrong
ta come along with motions like this, sing-
ling ont individual cases. [ have been a
member of Parliament for a number of
vears, and it has been my sad misfortunc
fo know of other members who have
passed away, vet 1 do not know of any
previons motion of thns description.

Hon. Frank Wilson: WWere their de-
pendants left iu want

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: I
know of enses equally as hard as those
mentioned to-night, T have known cases
in whiel the memher of Parliament him-
self should have received eonsideration.
I have in mind one or two cases at the
present moment, ecases in which. after
good services had heen rendered by the
member, his health broke down and
he was left in straitened cirewmstaneces.
If we are going to extend sympathy we
have to look right around. and see
whether it should be limited even fo mem-
bers of Parliameul, Tt has heen said that
to give widows of servants of the State
compassionale allowanees is part of the
contract, part of the Punblic Service Act,

Hon. Frank Wilson: A refiring al-
lowanee is nef o compassionate allow-
ancee,

The MINISTER FPOR WORKS: A
eompassionate allowance is provided for
by the TPublic Service regulations, and
the regulations must be iu aecordance
wilth the Publie Serviee Act. We know
perfeetly well that items go on the Esti-
mates as cofmpassionate allowances, but
we know that those items are for the pur-
pose of giving to the widow that which
the husband was entitled to at the time of
his death.

Houn. Fraok Wilson: O, no.

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: T
will vefresh the hon. member’s memory.
Sometimes a publie servant passes away
jnst when he is entitled to long service
leave, while others die at a time when,
if thev had lived, they wonld have bheen
entitled to other grants or considerations.
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In ovder that we might travsfer those
considerations to the widow we put them
on the FEstimates in the shape of eom-
passionate allowances.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Yo, never. It
never appears as a compassionate allow-
anee, The vvant is given as a mafter of
eourse,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
cannot he. 1t must be given either by a
vote on the Estimates or by KExecutive
Council.

Hon, Frank Wilson: T is just given
the same as any wages due to the de-
ceaser].

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do
not want to argue the point, because it
is one of fhose things one does not like
to say too muel abhoul. But the hon.
member knows of scores of public ser-
vants who have passed away, and whose
widows have wot received any considera-
tion,

Hon. Frank Wilson: T do not know
of them., In any ease, perhaps they did
not rveguire it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
know of cases where it is required.

Hon. Frank Wilsen: Well, why say
that T know of them?

The YMMINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member must know. There are men
in the flield working as officers, but who
are not under the Publie Serviee Act,
although they do equally good work as
those under the Aet. Tf thev were to
pass away their widows would get no
consideration. If we are woing to do it
in one case, we should make it general,
at least, as far as Parliament is eoncerned
and T take up the same attitude in regard
to public servants, If we are going to
give it to one we must give it to another.
Tt 35 one of those difficult questions we
should not deal with in piece-meal fashion
Either it is good to make it general, or
it is not. Tf not, we should not make it
at all. I am going to oppose the motion
beeanse it is a dangerous precedent, and
becanse T take strong exeeption to the
singling ont of one or two rases where
it has voi been a generval principle. 1f
the hon. member will bring forward a
motion to make it a general principle, T
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will he prepared to give such a motion
my support. but T am not prepared to
support the singling out of cases as has
been done to-night, and allow my senti-
ment te rumn away with my jndgraent,
when T realise that it is unfair to the
State as a whole.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
[9.457: 1 regret the necessity for @a
motion of this kind. I am sorry the
Attorney Creneral and Minister for Works
have adopted the attitude they have, In
the Estimates for the vear 1912-13, page
27, we find compassionate allowances un-
der the headings of “annual” and “final.”
Item 17 reads, “Mre. Dunn, widow of the
late J. P. Dunn, discoverer of the Wealth
of NWations Mine, £100.” T knew Dunn
before he discovered the mine. He made
a zood deal of money out of it, married,
and then eoutinued prospecting, and he
died penniless. Nofl one voice was raised
against this ilem in the Estimates. Item
18 reads, “Mrs. Ruight, widow of the late
C. W, Knight, of the Lands Department,
£135." We heard no ohjection to that.
Ttem 19 reads “Daunghters of the late
Hugh (‘onnolly, messenger, Public Works
Department, £157.”

The Minister for Works:
for his long service leave.

Mr. TAYLOR: The Minister's state-
ment only confuses the issue. Tf the regu-
lations are so clear that a public servant
is enlilled fo certain emoluments, they
should not appear on ihe Esfimates as
compagsionate allowances. In the year
I have quoted we passed £1.446 under
the heading of “final” and not a word
was said against the vote. Now, how-
ever, the Attorney (leneral and Minister
for Works say we are esfablishing a dan-
gerous precedent, To my knowledge we
have passed compassionate allowances in
the Tistimates for 13 or 14 years, and T
have yvet to rvealize that a dangerous pre-
cedent has been established. The House
should counsider the services vendered
by the Iate Mr. Pennefather. Tt is
idle for me to emphasise them, hut
I am one of the few members,
now in the THouse who oceupied
a seat when his position was not hon-
oured by the (Government of the day and

Thal was
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his appointment as acting judge was can-
cellel and lie bad te fall baeck on his
practice which he never regained. Tis
Iealth Faped him, and thai is the reason
why this motion has heen moved., It was
my first vear in the House and T was
led away by the Government ta suppont
the cancellation of his avpointment. 1
J had known one-lenth of what T know
to~day 1 would net lave supported il,
bat T voted for it believing that T was
doing the right thing. T have since
learned that | did comething which .n-
qured a man who shodd not have heen
injured.  Realising this, and knowing the
difliculties and harvdships he endured be-
fore his death, T would be sorvy noi to
help those who have been left in such
straitened eiveumstances, T hope the
House will consider his services. He was
a memher of Parliament for 16 vears or
more to my knowledge, and he had a fine
practice hefore accepting the appoint-
ment of aefine judge. The amendment
will receive my svmpathy and support.
While members perhaps did not know
fhe late My, Dooley so well as T did. ihex
are familiar with the case amd thex know
the posilion of his widow and erphans,
Notwithstanding the oppositinn from the
Ministerial bench. I hope we will deal
with this question without any party feel-
ing, and thai the Government will be
guided by the attitude of the House thal
some provision shonld bhe made.

AMr. THOMAS (Bunbury) [9.53]: 1
am very largely in agrecment with hoth
Mimisters who have spyken. One can
hardly approach this rueslion as one
should, heeanse one is torn by econfliel-
ing emotions,  Afier listening to eommon-
sense and seemingly pure justice in the
matter, il appears that we will be set-
ting a bad precedent and rushing into a
deeision. lead by owr syvwpathies, which
will have an influence afterwards, 1f we
are to consider the oreat serviees of the
Iafe Mr. Peunefather—T am prepared to
belicve they were valuable o the State—
there are thonsands of others wlo have
served the State erually as well in other
capacities.

Hon. W. (", Angwin (Honoravy Min-
ister) : His living was taken away,
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Mr. THOMAS: Because 1 am in sym-
pathy with the wrong done to him, T am
led by sympathy in this matter, but why
should we extend sympathy to members
of Parliament only? Why not to ather
men wlo serve the Stale well?

Mr. Taxlor: There is not a wmemnber of
Pagliament 0 the st T quoted,

M. THOMAS: M Penuefallier was
a Minisler for four vers. 1f Lis sei-
viees are to be recogiized and his widow
oy ensaiel, we unlsl retogiise  every
other Minister who serves lhe Siate Lur
four years and make provision for lLis
widow also,

Hon, Frank Wilson: 8o we should,

AMr. THOMAS: 8o we should for every
other man,

Hon., Frank Wilson: 8o we do.

Mr. THOMAS: We are nol making
any provision. We are making a speeial
congession to one eclass of the eommunity,
ane it can only be said that we are doing
this because we are led by our sym-
patlies as he was a member of the in-
stitution 1o whieh we have the honour
to helomg, | am satisfied we are selting a
bad precedent, and [ am afraid of this
sorl of (hing, beeause in Amerten an en-
ormows =um has lo bhe provided every
vear for pensions, No donbt it started in
a small way. but ii goes on from genera-
lion fo generafion, the stream inereases
and il seems to be never-ending. 1f we
lisiened to the sweel voiee of charvity. we
wounld give to evervone. There waonld not
be a poor woeman or a starving ehild in
the eammunity.

Y, Taylor: Therve is nof,

Hon., Frank Wilson: 1t iz a reflection
on the Gavernemnt of the Jay if there
is.

s THOMAS: T thiek [ keow of
some. While 1 agree that Western Aus-
tralia is probably one of the most pros-
perous countries on enrth (here is some
poverty left vef. T have expressed my
objection to the precedent: T am satisfed
that we are taking a very serions slep,
bul Laving voieed my objection, 1t is my
intention lo suppert ille amendment,

Mr. Dwyer: What a keen sense of
public daty!
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Mr, TITOMAS: It does not often fall
to my lot to agree with the Dhrilliant
ideas of the hon. member; in faect, I
generally disagree with them, but T was
trving to illustrate the produet of my
brain nnd the feelings of my heart, If
1 were to analyse my action in eold rea-
gon I would not be doing the right thing.

Ar. B. J. Stubbs: Then you have no
right to do it.

Mr. THOMAS: 1 intend to be led
by my sympathies. I do unot honestly
feel that I can cast a vote against these
two ladies who may be in sore disiress,
and much it need of whatever the Gov-
ernment are prepared lo give them. The
reason why I do not cast a silent vote
is, because on the one hand 1 have
the honest convielion that alihough we
might do ike right thing we would bLe
setting up a precedent, while on the other
hand 1 intend to allow my charitable in-
stincts to lead me to do justice 1o the
widow who may he in want.

Mr, DWYER (Perth) [10.2]: T sim-
ply wish te say thal as a seconder of the
molion [ desire to support the amendment
thalt the widow of the Iaie Mr. Dooley
should also receive o compassionate allow-
ance. My sense of puablic duty is differ-
ent from that of the hon. member for
Banbury, and leads me to think that if
the relalives of men who have done ser-
vice to the Siale, and have done it faiih-
Tully and honestly, are lett in want these
relatives reserve something from the
Siate for the public duty rendered by
those who have passed away, 1 do not
subscribe to the narvow view of the Min-
jater for Works in dealing with this cues-
tion. 1 think if men have given good
service to the State we should not con-
stder on which side of the House they
have been lheard, for polities should end
with the grave. I is =aid that the
precedent  we establish  will be a
dangerous one, 1 (o not consider it is
dangerous in either of the cases men-
tioned, T would simply poinl to the Esti-
mates which have been passed year hy
yvear. as showing where. the widows of
not only publie servants. but the relatives
of persons out of the publie service. have
received such allowances. The point at

issue is this: the near and intimate rela-
tions of people who have rendered service
to the State should, if left denuded of
means of living by the death of these
men, who probably if they bhad uot ren-
dered those services to the State would
have been able to leave ihem a great deal
hetter off, should be provided for by the
State. It offen happens that a man in
rendering services to the State theveby
destroys any possibility of amassing
wealth or money for himself. I have no
hesitation in saying that in the eace of
the late Mr. Pennefather, through his
rather chequered carecr, if fhis penlle-
man had not taken the publie positions
whieh lie did, he would have left his
family and widow in sueh a position that
an application of this kind would not
have been necessary. Similarly. had not
the late Mr. Dooley left one department
of the publie service lo lake part in an-
ofther portion of the pnblic service,
namely on the floor of this 1louse, his
family would also have been lefl bhetter
off. I support both the amendment and
the motivn.

Mr. WISDOM (Claremoni—on amend-
ment) [10.61: I favour the granting
of compassionale allowances both in
the case of the relatives of the late Mr.
Pennefather and of the wido® of the late
Mr. Dooley. Trom this point of view
the cases are similar. 1 amm also very
willing to vote for the amendment. With
regard to the vexed ¢uestion of establish-
ing a precedent, T do not think thaf any
dangerous precedent is invelved. 1f we
were making a hard and fast rule that
the widow of every member of Parlia-
meni shonld he granted a eompassionaie

allowanee n the future. the position
might be different. Why, it might he
asked, do we not grani compassionate

allowances for every prospector?

Mr, Tavlor: This has been established
for over 23 years.

Mr. WISDOM: And to everv old in-
habitant, and to everv explorer, because T
see that there are instances of com-
passionate allowances having been granted
{to sowme of these persons. There is
no such thing as a hard and fast role
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when every case is taken on 118 mernits
and considered by the Honse from that
nspeet. [u this case 1 do not consider
that any dangerons precedent is formed.

Mr. PRICE ({(Albany) [10.8]: Both
nry sympathies and my feelings of justice
prompt me to support the amendment
and lhe motion. Tf the late Mr. Penne-
father had never entered public life there
iz no doubt that he wonld lave died
under very different ¢ircumstances. In the
=ame way, if Mr, Dooley had not entered
this Chawmber, his widow would have been
in very different civeumstances when he
died. It scems but jusl that in neither
case should the widow be penalized be-
eanse her husband had entered the Par-
liament of the Stale. That is what would
happen if we opposed either the amend-
ment or the motion. 1 am at one with
the hon. memher for Clavemont (Mr.
Wisdom} in regard to what he said ahout
a precedent. T ean see no dangerous
precedent econnected with this mafter. 1
do. however, wish to take exception to
o remark of the hon. member for Bun-
bury (Mr, Thomas) whoe has referred to
starving women and children i this
counfry. 1f he knows of any such cases
It is bis duty to bring them under the
notice of the Honorary Minister, who has
charge of that department, T am sur-
prised that any hon. member shounld find
it necessary to state in this House that
he knows of even one case of ihe kind
in thiz State. T am sore it is only neces-
sary for ihe ense to bhe broughl under
the notice of the Honorary Minister for
an immediate remedy to he applied.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN (Honorary
Alinister) [10.11]: There is no doubt that
the carrying of the motion will form a
precedent.

Mr. E. B. Jolmston: And a very good
one,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIYN (Honorary
Minister): In a matier of this sort af-
fecting eases known to members they
are likely to be led away by syvmpathy
more so than with cases they may not
know the whole of the eirecumslances of.
There is no deubt that if Mr. Penne-
father had not been served unfairly and
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anjustly his widow would not have Leen

left it ihe position she is in to-day, 1f
ile had not aceepted the office offered to
him by the Government, [ Delieve
accepled under definite promises, he
would have been very much hetter
oft.  There is no doubt that he lost his
business through the action which was
taken at thal lime, which was the means
of ruining his health and putting him

in the unfortunate financial position
he was in when he died. There
have been many ecases that the Gov-
ernment have lhad to deal with in

making compassionate allowanees. The
hon. member for Perth {Mx. Dwyer) has
mentioned a few. Tu a very large
wajority of these eases the serviees ren-
dered have entitled the relations to some
allowance from the State, Tn many of
those cases assistanee was entilled by
virtue of long leave due, and in many

other instanees the Government, in
considering the wmatter, have granted
to the widows an amount equal to
what the Tlhusband was entitled to
hy way of long leave. So far as
my colleagnes are concerned, I am

confident that (hey are as svmpathetic as
any other members of this House in re-
gard to giving compassionate allowanees,
and even in regard to the amendment
which has been moved. TBut they have
many cases ta deal with and to weigh

many  considerations, and no doubt
they look at {he wmalfer with more
eare.  Decanse of the number of euses

that have to he dealt with, they have tu
vive the most earetul consideration lo
cach one. T was surprised to hear lhe
remarks of the lion. member for Bunbury.
As far as T am aware there are no siarv-
ing children in Western Ausiralia and
ne starving women. As a malter of fael
the State is paying over £380 a week lo
assist women and children. fatherless
children and lhose whose fathers are laid
low by sickness. There is no need for
tlieve to he any starving childven in
Western Australia. T am confident that
everv hon. member will unphold the
actions of any Government in taking
care that there are no starving children
in this State. T feel sure that I shall
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have the support of my colleagues in
carrying out the wishes of hon, members
in regard to this watter.

Mr. ELLIOTT (Geraldton) {10.15]:
While not desiring to make a long speech

so late in the evening, I do wish to plaes

on record that I sapport the motion.

Mr, SPEAKER: The amendment is
under diseussion.

Mr, ELLIOTT: T am also delighted to
give my suppori to the amendment. It
is especially pleasing lo me to do this,
hecanse both Mr. Pennefather and My
Dooley were representatives of the Vie-
toria distriect. I knew both gentlemen
very well, and from my personal kunow-
ledge of them ean testify fo the good and
nsefnl service hoth gentlemen rendered to
the State in lheir respective spheres. I
do not think we need have any fear of
the bogev of creating a precedent. As
the member for Claremont {(Mr. Wis-
dom) pointed out, it is not a legal pro-
cess, but p eompassionate allowance, that
is here in question, and every future ecase
will be considered on its merits. Tt may
be said that a precedent has already been
established on the Estimales, in the form
of moneys voted for compassionate allow-
ances. T am entirely in sympathy with
the motion and the amendment.

Amendmeni put and passed.

Question as amended agreed to.

House adjourned at 10.18 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayets,

QUESTION—PRISONER'S RELEASE,
ROBERT BENNETT.

Ir. GEORGE (without notice) asked
{he . \tforuey General (1) Was Robert
Benneti released with the authority of the
Governor-in-Council; (2} Tf so, will the
Attorney General lay the papers on the
‘lable of the House? (3) Does the Attor-
ney Geuneral imtend to make any statement
in regard Lo the report appearing in to-
day’s issne of the 1West Adustralian of an
interview in Melbourne with Colonel Hos-
kins of ihe Salvation Army, which con-
flicts maferially with the speech of the
Attorney General on Thursday last?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
{1) Robert Benneil was released on my
recommendation by His Excellency the
Clovernor, whose prerogafive it is fo exer-
cise pardon on the ndvice of his respon-
sible Ministers, and in this ease T was the
responsibie  Minister. The aetion was
purely my own, that is to say, it was taken
without consulting my colleagues or con-
sulting anyone bui the faete, TIf ihere be
any blame, or any credit, whichever it may
be, it is mine, (2) It is not customary to
tay papers of this kind on the Table of
the House unless it be through the medium
of an Address to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor, They are his papers and the act
was his. (3) T have no objection to mak-
ing a statement in regard io the matter.
What 1 stated last week is in writing, that
18 to say, I have the agreement of Lhe Sal-
vation Army in writing over the signalure
ol Major Head, and nol only have T that
in writing i the letter he sent to me, but
T have it in his interviews with e in the



