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work of the convention will be completed
before it is elected. If the framers of the
Bill are not able to provide a satisfactory
method of eleeting the econvention itself
then its work must necessarily be simi-
larly deficient. Personally, I have not
much faith in convention-made Constitu-
tions. I rather believe in the Parliament
of the ecountry amending the Constitution
from time fo time as may be necessary.
We have had some experienee of conven-
tion-made Constitutions. T believe the
French people called their convention a
namber of undesivable things. We do not
want to cut off the people’s heads; we
feel that we can do what we want in an
orderly manner; we have no need to resort
to rvevolntionary methods. There was a
convention held to frame the Constitution
of Austrabia, and now every writer on
the malter of parliamentary elections
holds up the Constitution of the Common-
wealth of Australia as a horrible example
of what is absolutely the worst in the
matter of electoral principles; every
writer on this subject has done this, and
when Mr. Gawler, who bas given notice
of his motion regarding proportional re-
presentation enters upon his discussion he
will, I have no doubt, tell ns that the
different nations who have experienced
the bad systems all come to the concluston
that the worst of all the bad systems is
the system framed by the convention that
sat to draft our Federal Constitution. I
am not one of those who believe in re-
stricted majority rule, but what do we
find in Tasmania? e find there that
30,000 Labour electors have veturned
three members to the Senate, and, if they
are suecessfuol in this eoming election, they
will have six representatives in the Senate
of Australia, and 250,000 Liberal electors
in New South Wales will have none, Now,
as I have said, I am not wedded to the
principle of majority rule, but I would
like those who are wedded to that prin-
ciple to try tu reconcile it with these two
facts. I would like thema to go a step
farther. At the last senatorial elections
the Labour party in Vietoria polled

648,000 votes, and all other parties re-
ceived 692,000 votes; that is to say, 50,000
votes more than was cast for the Labour
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party, but with the resnlt that the Labour
party obtained three seats and every other
section in the community was disfran-
chised. In Australia as a whole, 4,018,000
votes were cast, each eleclorate receiving
three votes, and of these 2,021,000—just
over iwo million—were recorded for the
Labour party, and 1,987,000, or just un-
der two million, for the Liberal party, a
difference so slight as not to justify one
party having a single member more than
the other party, but in the result the
Labour party gained 18 members, and all
other sections of the Commonwealth were
entively omitted.

Hon, J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Why not guote the last South Austvalian
elections? A

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: I am not
aware that the late South Australian elee-
tions were held under a eonvention-made
Constitution. I am confining my remarks
entively to the matters vaised in that con-
neetion. There are many matters that I
would like to refer to but they have.no
reference to the amendment, and there-
fore I shall not touch on them. I shall
support the amendment beeause I do noi
support any breach of the Constitution.
We may be right, or we may be wrong, in
our approval or disapproval of the Con-
sfitution, but we must be wrong if we
disregard it. We may not believe in the
terms of the Constitution, but we must
abide by it, because it is the only means
we have of insuring that the Executive
and Parliament shall be the servants and
not the masters of the people,

Hon. J. CORNELL (South): I will not
preface my remarks like the two previous
speakers, this being my first spzech in
the Chamber, by eraving the indulgence
of hon. members. A few hon. members
are aware that I was not toe generous
in my indulgence when other members
were speaking, but I feel quite confident
that hon. members will be just if they
are not generous. Now, [ would like to
say that Mv. Moss in, his able, lengthy,
and clever address—it obscured many
points—eharged the Labour party with
making this a party chamber. I hold
that in the evolution of Governments as
we know them to-day and as we follow
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them down through their various stages,
any hon. member of this Chamber who
thought that the time would never arrive
when parties would not exist in the Legis-
lative Couneil, has been mistaken. Re-
sponsible Government, as we know it to-
day, and I do not hold with it in all its
ramifications, or its wode of election in
many instanees. is Government by party
right throughout the world.

Hon. F. Connor : Government by cau-
cus. ]

Hon. J. CORNELL : I will come to
that later. It is only logieal to assume
that with the introduetion of one party
into a popular Chamber, when certain
measures are brought forward and dealt
with on party lines, that I, who have been
all my life a member of that party, and
am their representative in this Chamber,
must of necessity view legislation through
the same glasses as my colleagues in the
Lower llouse, and I think it would be just
as feasible, and jusi as logical to try to
draw two kinds of ale out of one bottle,
as to sit here and view legislation not
from a party point of view. A lol has
been said regarding misrepresentation at
the last eleetions. T think hon. members
will bear with me when 1 say that an
eleclion eontest is really not an indieator
of the people’s true opinion at all times,
and invariably the good goes to the boi-
tom and the froth vises to the top. 1 will
admit that there are things said not only
by our party, but by other parties who
are politically opposed to us, which would
be hetter left unsaid. Unfortunately,
too, the organs which convey the utter-
ances of mwen on the hustings at election
time do oot alwavs convey them in the
manner in whieh they were givem, and the
Press of our country is, to a large ex-
tent, the school master and the lead which
the people generally follow, T have just
emerged from a political eampaign and I
put my position fairly and squarely to the
elecfors, yet T will say that in that cam-
paign the zentleman whom I defeated 1s
just as good a friend of mine to-day as
he was before we entered upon that cam-
paiegn. He fought from the non-party
standpoint, and I fonght from the stand-
point of the Labour pavty, with which I
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have been connected all my life, and it
wonld be just as well for hon. members
to erase out of their minds the wrong im-
pressions created by their opponents as
{o bear them in mind after the elections.
One question hon. members have touehed
upen whiel, T take it. is ove of paramount
importance. We are {witted with desir-
ing the veform of this Legislative Coun-
cil with a view {p iig abolition. On the
Lustings I did not hide my light behind
a bushel, and I would vote to-morrow for
the abolition of the Legislative Council.
I said that on the bustings and I intend
when the opportunmity offers to keep my
ward.

Hon. F. Connor: Do not worry,

Hon, J. CORNELL : T will not, 1Itis
not out of any aniwmosity to hon. members
of the Chamber, or to the framers of the
Constitution, that T adopt that aftitude.
I say that there can be no democratic form
of Government trulv representative of the
people unless legisiators are returned by
the votes of the whole people, That is
the reason why I helieve in the abelifion
of the lLegislative Council. Were L Lo be
of ihe opinion of some who sav that the
firanehise of the lLegislative Counei)
should be the same as the franchise of the
Legislative Assembly, T wauld bhe taking
up a ridiculous attitude, for this reason,
that immediately we have two Chambers
elected on the one basis, it is just like
puliing a thief to eatch a thief, if T may
use the expression.

Hon. W. Patrick : Then yon must be
in favour of abolishing the Common-
wealth Senate?

Hon. J. CORNELL: T agree with the
hon. member for the Central Provinee that
the present Constitution of the Common-
wealth is undemaeratie in all its ramifica-
tions, for the reason that the majority
daes nat rule. Take the matier of a re-
ferendum of the people. It is quite pos-
sible for a1 majority of the people to bhe
of opinim say, for instance, that the
Federal Constitution should be amended,
and for a minority to prevent them from
doing it, heecause the referendum has to
be agreed to by a majority of the people
and a wmajority of Lhe States. But
thongh I agree that the Federal Con-
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stitution is not democratic, it has some-
thing in it which our present State Con-
stitution has not. It provides for an
amendment of the Constitution per
mediura of the people, and though it is
necessary to get a majority of the States
and a majority of the electors, yet every
adult over the age of 21 has the right to
vote. Immediately you try to reform our
State Conslitution, however, you are in
difficulties. To amend the Constitution
of Western Anstralin we have to pass a
Bill through both Honses, and that Bill
has to have an absolute majority of both
Houses. It goes through one House
elected on the popular franchise, and it
goes to the other elected on a property
qualifieation, and whatever shortecomings
may he contained in the Federal Con-
stitution, it has that to recommend it over
our State Constitution, that the vofing
gualification for every man and woman
over the age of 21 is alike, That is some-
thing we do not possess here. The time is
tast ecoming when this Constitution of
ours must of necessity be mounlded in the
direction of making it workable to the
wishes of the people. Before toueching
on other matiers of move general interest,
T wish to say that I inlend to vole agamnst
the amendment. I am perfectly prepaved
to aceept the statement of the honour-
able the Minister. Mr. Moss, in moving
this amendment, said that certain privil-
eges of this Chamber had been flouted,
and he desired to move the amendmeni
as a protesi against a rvecurrence of
such a proecedure. It has been asserted
that the Legislative Council ought to
preserve its dignity, Mr. Moss having
said that it had been assailed; then, to be
logieal the House ought to vote not only
_for the amendment, but against the Ap-
propriation Bill when it comes forward,
or else all the amendment will amount to
will be a pions resolution and nothing
else. I have never been a partisan through
my walk in life, T have always attempted
to be a pious man at any price. If a
thing is good emongh to bring forward
in a pious manner, T consider it is good
enough to bring it to a conelusion. A
good deal has been said in this Chamber
against eonciliation and arbitration, and
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aguainst trades unionists generally. Mr.
Sanderson does not believe in arbitra-
tion; Mr. Moss believes in a certain form
of it, I have seen a good deal of indus-
trial warfare and have taken part in it.
I do not believe that compulsory concilia-
fion and arbitration is going to be the
panacea for all economic evils, but I be-
lieve it is a great advantage over the
old and barbaric method of the strike.
I vegret that Mr. Moss replied, when I
interjected in reference to the appoint-
ment of a layman as judge of the Arbi-
tration Counrt, that we wanted a man free
from party bias and party restrictions.
He thouglt a judge of the Supreme Court
was the only man fitted for that position.
but 1 agree with Mr. Sanderson, who took
Mr. Moss to task; becanse in the same
speech Mr. Moss saw fit to stigmatise Mr.
Jnstice Higgins,

Hon, M. L. Moss (on a point of order) :
T made no observation with regard to Mur.
Justice Higgins. In response to an inter-
jection, 1 said that Mr, W, H. Irvine, a
member of the Federal Parliament, had
made a certain statement, and that an-
other gentleman high in politics in New
South Wales had deseribed him as a
“‘sentimental humbug.’' T expressed no
opinion.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I am prepared to
take the hon. member’s assurance. But I
thounght that when the hon. member spoke
of such a high and eminent authority as
Mr. W. H. Irvine he meant it as part of
his own speech. However, I recognise
that a laymaun is equally qualified with a
judge in regard to ability and, probably,
equity. In regard to the Federal Arhi-
tration Court Mr. Dodd pointed out that
there has never been a strike against any
Federal award. Mr. Justice Higgins has
recognised what I have recognised long
ago, that any tribunal sitting in the Arbi-
tration Court cannot for a moment say
unto itself—“We are going to extend
equity and good conscience to whole par-
ties.” It is an eeonomic impossibility.

Hon. M. L. Moss: Then the court is to
be one-sided? .

Hon. J. CORNELL: It has to recog-
nise which side demands the most equity.
That is my candid opinion. There are
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many men in Western Ausirmia lo-day,
unfortunately, who think that the interest
of the working man and thaf of the em-
ployer are ideniical, that there is com-
munity of interest between (hem; but it
will not bear searching inquiry.  There
cant be no eommunity of interest between
employer and employee.

Hon, J. ¥. Cullen: Not with the agita-
tor between them.

Hon. J. CORNELL: For instance if
My, Cullen employs me, he has to take
a portion of what I earn. It is my daty
to endeavour to get as mach as possible
of what I earn, and it is Mr. Cullen’s
duty to get as much as he possibly can
off me. Mr. Moss said that he did not
object to unions heeause they had been
the means of making the lot of the work-
ing man easy. I would like to ask Mr.
Moss. wns it the union that did it or
was it the component parts of the umon?
It is vidienlons for any man to think that
untonism, as we know it fo-day. is going
to be stationary, and that members of
unions are going to sav. “We have oot
a fair thing” 1t is rvidieulous.

Hon. M. L. Moss: We are getting some
mside knowledge now.

Ion. J. CORNELL: Unionism is jost
an organism the same as any other busi-
ness venture. It is only natural—I do
not know whether it is natural; it may be
acquired—ithat if a band of men ard
women unife for their mutual protection
and self-advancement, if thev get some-
thing by deing that they are goine to
keen on doing it. )

Hon. W. Patrick: What will becomn of
the industrv?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Some members
have taken exeention to fhe working men
taking over the industry. That 35 what
trades unionists desire. not only hetter re-
cognifion of hours of labour and rates of
pay. but eventnally thev are affer—

Ron. J. F. Collan + The Jot,

Hon. J. CORNFELL: They are after the
national ownership of the means of pro-
duetion,

Hon. M. L. Moss: Yon will have a lot
of eapital coming in for yonr industries.

Hon. J. CORNELL: What is eapital?
Hon. M. L. Moss: Sovereigns.

|COUNCIL.]

Hon, J. CORNELL: I would like the
lon. member to give a definition of capi-
tal. I have heard that sovereigns are
capital, but I do not think any poiitical
economist says so.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You cannot gei on
without hem.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Iow did the first

man get on without them?

Hon. W. Kingsmill: Do you advocate
a return to that stage?

Hon. J. CORNELL: I have bheen ad-
voeating it all my life.

Hou. W. Kingsmill: The simple life?

Hon. J. CORNELL: No; not the sinm-
ple life. I know Don., members onr the
other side of the Chamber resent this.

Hou. M, T. Moss: No. The whole thing
1 amusing.

Hon, J. CORNELL: You have heen
making a big fuss about the purchase of
steamers, T ean usgsure hon, members, ns a
man whe has worked all his life and eome
into contaet with the working man, that
working men and women are not endeav-
ouring to bring abont this state of aflairs
for their own self-avarandisement or for
eain, They are of opinion that they arve
on the {rack of ushering in a befter social
svstem than we have to-day. Tt is an
honest ideal. There is less setfishness and
more sacrifice on the part of the rank
and file of the followers with whom I am
proud to asseciate. (han {here is with
the rank and file of the fallowers of mems-
hers on the other side, Mr. Moss has
snid there are too maonyv agitators. It is
an old plalitude. The only practieal
illnstration I can give of an agitator is
the mechanical process that T can show
hon. memhers if (hey come to the Golden
Mile. They use agitators on the mines.

Hon. M. 1.. Moss: They have two kinds
ur there,

The PRESIDENT: If the hon. mem-
ber will allow the speaker to go on.

Hon. J. CORNELL: We can search the
pages of history. There has uever been
one man who has come down through all
its pages who has not been termed by the
ruling class of the day as an agitator.

Hon. A. Sanderson: You are the ruling
class.
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Hon. J. CORNELL: I wish we were.
I believe in individuality of thought.
There is more individuality of thought
and more enconrazement for individuality
of thought in our movement than in any
other movement which exists in the worid
to-day. 1 say that in respect to men or
women who throueh honest research ave
of opinion that the conditions of their
fellow men ean be improved, and who
have the couvage to express these opin-
ions—and many men have suffered for
it— we ought to find a little better name
for them than the term “agitators.”” Pos-
terity will recognise their merit, as it has
recognised to-day the merit of many men
previgusly denounced as agitators. 1
know men on the Golden Mile who have
suffered, who have gained no kudos, who
are not members of the Legislative Coun-
cil as I am, but who nevertheless have
done more to better the material lot and
welfare of the working man than I have.
These men have done it in their honest
convictions, and not in any hope of mater-
ial gain or advancement. and T will at
all times raise my voice in protest against
any reflection upon any individual who
has endeavoured to do good for the com-
munity. During the course of his remarks
yesterday Mr. Moss declared that trades
unionists should be reasonable, that there
should be no attempt on their part to
coerce men’s political opinion, that there
should be no tvranny. I think more ty-
ranny is exercised in one week by the em-
ployer class of the world towards the
workine man than the working man exer-
cises over his fellow men in a lifetime.
T am prond to say that T have never been
identified with any other party than the
one lo which T am attached to-day. T
have been more or less elosely connected
with many eleetions. and T ean conseienti-
ously sav that never during the whole of
my political exrerience have T asked a
man to record his vote in favour of our
party. As a narty. we recognise that
compulsion is no good. that immediately
vou ecompel a man or a woman to think
your way, by that very act of compulsion
you sink their individuality. We recog-
nise that there is only one faetor in social
evoluntion, and that that factor is rveason.
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Hon. AL L. Moss: Did you ever hear a
man called a blackleg during a strike?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Well, is he not
one? I will get away from the tyranny
of trades unions, and get down to the
tyranny exercised in other unions. Take
the medical profession: is there no ty-
ranuy exercised in the medical profession?
Take the legal profession. At a trades
union funetion in Kalgoorlie I myself
heard an honourable gentleman who once
neeupied the position of Attorney General
in this State say that he was a mem-
her of the closest corporation -in the
world, and that he was proud to be a
member of 1t.

Houn. K. Connor: Two wrongs do not
make a right.

Hou., J. CORNELL: I say that if hon.
members who subseribe to unions on the
other side of tl~ House excreise certain
funetions in dealing with fellow members
who have broken the articles of assoeia-
fion, that we as workers have a perfect
right to do the same. T pity the man
or woman wlo is branded by the working
man as a blackleg, for T recognise that
very often they are the vietims of eircum-
stanees; and n good deal of my sympathy
goes out towards them. bhecause that
stigma zoes with them all their lives. But
T say that when in a trades unton or any
other oveanisation a decision is eome to
by the majovity vule, and every compon-
ent part has had an opportunity of ex-
rressine his opinion. then. as hon. mem-
bers have said here to-day, we should
ahide by the majorty rule and constitu-
tion, '

Hon. F. Commor: Is no member of the
Labour party made to vote against his
opinions?

Hon. J. CORNELL: He has a right to
make up his mind before he gets into the
Labour canse. We are aceused of many
things. We are aceused of caucus. What
is cancus?®

Hon. F. Connor: Minority rule.

Hon. J, CORNELL: What is the de-
rivation of the name?

Hon, F. Connor: I do not know, but |
know what the thing itself is.

Hon. J. CORNELL: At one period in
the history of the United States of
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Ameriea, as in Great Britain, it was al-
most a eriminal offence to be a member
of a union; becanse of this a certain
number of cauews met and deliberated,
and that 15 where the word “eaucus” 12
derived from. You will find it in the
book written by Professor Mills. I ask
hon, members has this amendment before
the Chamber to-night emanated from the
brain of one hon. member? Was it not
deliberated prior to coming here, and a
decision arrived af, and is that not caueus
equally with the cancus of our own party?
To my mind eaucus is a chimera; it has
been a fetish and a hogey wherehy those
at one time opposed to caucus used to
bush their bhabies to sleep. 1t was so
good a husher with them that eventually
they applied it to themselves, and the
Liberal party to-day meet in eancus just
as do the Labour party. If you recognise
political parties is it right that you should
give your tacties to the other side? I say
no. The question of caucus has been ex-
ploited long ago. It has heen good
enough for others to adopt, and they have
followed in the footsteps of the initiaiors.
There 1s one other matter I wish fo refer
to. Mr. Moss spoke vesterday of the
large number of strikes all over Australia,
He said 1t was a serious blot on arbitra-
tion, and asked what could be expected
when the Prime Minister of the Common-
wealth subseribed to strike funds, and the
sirikers themselves were given all kinds
of privileges. I ask hon, members, do I
by entering this Chamber sink those feel-
ings and those principles for which I
have worked for years past?

Hon. W, Kingemill: No, you do not.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yet you ask the
Prime Minister to do it. I say more power
to our Prime Minister,

Hon. W. Puairieck: I thought you said
the sirike was a barbarous method.

Hon. J. CORNELL: What strike fands
did the Prime Minister subseribe to?

Hon. F. Connor: Brisbane,

Hon, J: CORNELL: Thai was not a
strike at all; it was a vebellion. The Bris-
bane fiasco was no strike. A cerfain in-
dividual said fo the workmen that they
would not be allowed to wear the trades
union badge. They said they would wear
it. and he locked them ouf.

{COUNCIL.)

Hon. D. G. Gawler: He would not go to
arbifration. '

Hon, J. CORNELL: Under the Federal
Arbitration Aet it is not possibie fo go
to arbitration in one State until the dis-
pute has extended over the boundaries to
another State. They got there affer all,
it is true, but therein comes the tyranny
that they exercised. It is deplorable, of
course. But the employer can exercise
fyranny and can say, “vou will wear what
I tell you to.”” It might be a goatee, ov it
might be that their hair should be parted
in the centre, but the employees cannot
say “no.” The men in Brisbane had a
perfect right as citizens of the Common-
wealth fo wear their badge of office, just
as the hon. the President has to wear his.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: It was the Bris-
bane general strike that Mr. Fisher sub-
seribed to, not the tramway strike.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I am leading up
to that. It was not a matier of wages or
of hours, not a matcter of abstract prin-
ciple. The manager of the company said,
“You cannot do a eertain thing.”

Hon. R. J. Lynn: The case was stated
in Vigtoria,

Hon. J. CORNELL: Could not Mr.
Badger have allowed the men (o wear the
badge and awaited the decision of the
court? Whether or not the Brisbane men
acted rightly in a general strike was for
them to say.

Hon. H. P, Colebateh: You admil now
that if was a strike,

Hon. J. CORNELIL: Nnt on the part of
the tramway men,

Hon, I1. P. Colebateh; It was a strike
that Mr. Fisher subseribed to. You said
there was no strike.

Hon. J. CORNBLL: I am coming to
that. The men were asked to cease work
by way of protest, and they did so. Now
the first thing we have to consider is the
object they were endeavouring fo achieve.
Was it worlth fighting for? 1 am glad
to say that the Prime Minister agreed
that the principle the men were fighting
for was a good one, and he not only had
the courage to think so, but he had the
courage to say so, and the manliness,
when he had the money, to help them.
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Hon. M. L. Moss: And he refused to
send a foree to preserve law and ovder.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes, and the Gov-
ernment authoriiies of Queensland re-
fused to give the strikers police protection
to save them from assaults. There ure
always fwo sides to a story. It is the
first tfime 1in the history of Australian
politics or Governments, in which we have
bad a Prime Minister or a Minister of
the Crown who had the courage of his
convictions to say there was no necessity
for sending out a military force. Now
I ask members in their sane and calmer
moments whether there was any necessity
for calling out the military.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Why, they pre-
vented the necessities of life being taken
to the publie hospitals.

Hon. M. 1. Moss: Unless they had a
pass.

Hon. J. CORNELL : Were the military
needed for that? The Constitution of
Queensland gives them power fo make
enough special constables to enforece their
laws. Why did not they do that?

Hon. M. L. Moss: They did.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Why did they ask
for the troops?

Hon. M. L. Moss: Remember it was the
Premier who asked for the troops, to keep
his country in Jaw and order.

The PRESIDENT ; I must have order.
This is not in Committee and it is not fair
to a new member.

Hon. J. CORNELL: T wish to defend
the Prime Minister in the attitude he took
up. I agree with Mr. Colebatch on the
question of edueation. The Government
are to be highly commended for the atti-
tude they have adopted in regard to sec-
ondary edueaticn, The greatness of any
nation can only he mensured by the in-
telligence of the units that go to compose
it. With regard to taxation, the people
of the State should not guibble where
public education is concerned. There is
another matter T would have liked to rve-
fer to, and T am sorry the Hon. Mr.
‘Sanderson has gone. It is the question
of immigration. There is a mournful
wail throughont the Liberal party of Aus-
tralia that the Labour party will not carry
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out the Liberal party’s ideas of immigra-
tion. In the course of his remarks yester-
day Mr. Moss referred to the prosperity
of Ameriea as a result of immigration. I
hope the same thing will never occur with
regard to sunny Australia, and that we
shall never reach the stage that Awmerica
has reached. Siatistics show that over
15 millions of people, out of a population
of 90 millions, are practically starving,
and yet immigrants are flowing into the
country every year. Then on the other
hand, we turn to Great Britain, with her
population of 46 millions, and what do
we find? That 20 odd millions of her
people are on the verge of starvation,

Hon. W. Patrick: Rubbish!

Hon. J. CORNELL: It is not rubbish.
I refer you to Malhall.

Hon. W. Patriek: That is out of date.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Youn will find it
in any eminent authority,

Hon. W, Patrick: That
rubbish.

Hon. .I. CORNELL: It is not. Yon
have one lat of people leaving one coun-
try on acecount of starvation and going
to another country to starvation. I ven-
ture to say that any Parliament which
assists persons to come from abroad with
the finances of the State while there are
others starving in the eountry——

Hon. ¥. Connor: How are we going
to fight the Japanese?

Hon, J. CORNELL: I have yet to
learn that the Japanese have any intent
with regard to Australia.

Hon. F. Connor: You say that people
are starving in America and Great
Britain.

Hon, J. CORNELL: There is not one
country in the world where people are not
starving, and before any Government in-
dueces needy people to come to a country
like this, they should ensure that they will
be able to earn a decent livelihood and
get enough to eat. FEven where I come
from—one of the great mining centres—
you can find men who are willing to work
and who eannot obtain employment.
These men have stomachs and they have
wives, and they need food, and, while T
am in this House, T hope that no vote will
be recorded by me which will have the

1s  absolute
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etfect of bringing out needy people at the
expense of the State. 1 favour making
this a white man’s eountry, and a country
which will be attractive to citizens from
other paris of the world to come to. If
we make 1t attractive peaple will come
and settle here without State assistance.

Hon. F. Connor: Are not English
people our kith and kin?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes. I have no
objection to them ecoming here if they
pay their way, but, as o tax-payer, I am
not going to bring them here while men
in our own State arc hungry agd wn the
labour market.

The PRESIDENT: If the lion. mem-
ber addresses the (hair he will not be
drawn into conversation with other mem-
bers,

Hon, J. CORNFELL: Very well. There
is a mafter of ralway construchion. ¥r,
Moss, in speaking lo the amendment ves-
terday. said he agreed wilth the necessity
for the construetion of railwavs for the
opening up of the country. and under-
stood that thev could be bhuili in Western
Australia cheayer than a main road conld
be built in other parts of Australia, On
an interjection he admitted thot he was
not a convert to the Esperance line. 1
would like to say. with regard to the pro-
posals  contamed in the Governor’s
Speech, I do not know whether a line is
necessary or whether the resources of
that distriet justify a railway, but I
would be willing to be guided by the
opimions of the responsible Minister who
introdeces the Bill, and 1 will endeavonr
to facilitate legislation in the matter of
railways. By the time the Esperance Bill
comes before the House. I hope the hon.
member will have ehanged his opinion,
and will exercise towards that line some
of the consideration that is being shown
towards other lines in other parts of the
State. In eoncluding, I would like to
refer to one or two remarks made by M.
Colebateh on the subject of workers’
homes. When the hon. member started
out I admit T misjudeed him. He led
me to understand that he believed in
them, but half-way through his remarks
I concluded that he did not. He drew a
elorious pieture regarding a plan issued
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with a pamphlet, and said there was no
room for the baby. There are always two
sides to a question. If the hon, member
likes to go to Kalgoorlie, he will see in
some mstances that therve is no room for
the husband let alone (he baby. 1 say the
Workers Homes Act is a just one. It
is an endeavour to provide men with that
which all men and women are entitled to,
namely, a home. T believe in the lease-
liold system. To a greal extent it does
not concern me much, YWhat concerns
me is that once a man gets a home, no
fault of his own and no stress of civeumn-
stances should compel him to part with
it. That is one of the reasons why I
believe in leasehold. 1 believe it is the
intention of the Qovernment to make the
leasehold sueli that no eveditor can dis-
train upon it, 1 think it is ridiculous to
a degree to talk about there being no
room for the baby. 1 have been informed
that so far no special plan has been
agreed upen.

IHon. H P, Colebateh:
amjrhletf.

Ilon. J. CORNELL: Yes, bat the hon.
member might have seen that on a patent
medicine hottle,

Hon, II. . Colehateli: People who
hove children will not apply under lease-
hold.

Hon. J. CORNELL: I have one child,
and I am going to apply. I venture to
say that a three or four-ronmed house
is ample for a man and his wife and two
elialdren.

Tt is on this

Hon, F. Connor: What! Will you
limit them to two children?
Hon. J. CORNELL: QOh, no.

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: This is only a
three-roomed house.

Hon., J. CORNELL: The bon. mem-
ber's assumption seems to he that the
workers’ homes are to remain lik~ the
canstitution, and never to he improved or
added to. I ventnre to say that if a man
wants a house of ten rooms and is willing
to pay for it and ecan put up the neces-
sary securily, he will be able to get 1t
1 will now refer to anathey remark made
bv Mr. Colebatch—the Prime Minister’s
proposal to give bonuses to mothers, I
think that proposal is to be commended.
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I regret to a great extent that Australia
is In need of Stale assisiance in  Lhe
maiter of motherbood. It does not say
much for our condilions, but there is one
pleasing feature of the Federal Govern-
ment’s proposal, and it s thai there is
nothing in the nature of a siigma at-
tached to it, that the highest lady in the
land can apply for the £3, and zet it. It
is an endowment given as a right, and 1
hope also,that our own Government will
take into consideration this question. In
conclusion, I would like to refer briefly
to the conveution, My, Colebatch has
made a lengthy reference to conventions
and econstitutions by eonventions. I say
that if the eonvention meets and frames
a consfitution, and does anything that is
not vight, will the blame be due to the
principle of the cvouvention or the com-
ponent parts of the convention?

Hon. H. P. Colebatch: How
vou elect the econvention?

Hon. J. CORNELL: Tf [ had my
way, T would eleet it on the proportional
representalion of the State voting as a
whole at an election. '

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: 1s that the Gov-
ernment proposal?

wonld

Hon. J. CORNELL: 1 c¢aunot say;
they have not let me into the secret. By

doing what [ have suggested you would
wet what proportional representation aims
at; vou pget one vote, one value, and you
provide the machinery for the vdpresenta-
tion of minonrties. When this Bill comes
hefore the House. T hope that it will meet
with the consideration which it deserves,
T think the time has arrived when the
Constitution of Western Australia must of
necessity be remodelled. and to remodel
it, I take it every privilege should be given
to every individual unit in the State. That
is the only way you can have a say in ii.
tn that Convention Bill will be eontained
two planks in the fighting platform of the
Labour party. Effective reform of the
Legislative Couneil, with a view to its ul-
fimafe abolition. and initiative. referen-
dum and rveeall. T think any hon. mem-
bher who has given consideration to the
evonlution of Governments in the various
countries of the world must, of neecessity.
arrive at the conelusion that the only
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logival slage in the evolnlion .of self-
wovernment 1s the initiative, referendum,
and recall.

Hon. R. D. MeRKenzie:
ready drafted?

Is the Bill al-

Hon. J. CORNELL: T am pre-sup-
posing that it will be; I do not know
whether members are awave of it, but I
am aware of this, that the people of this
State arve fully alive fo the need for the
reform and remodelling of the Constitu-
tion, and the last elections in conneclion
with the Legislative Council cannot be
taken as an indieation of the time feeling
of the people.

Hon. F. Conuor; That is a poor com-
pliment to yourself,

Hon, J, CORNELL: I say 1 am not
a vepresentative of the people of the
South Province; [ only represent a cer-
tain section of them. My aim aud obhject
when this Convention Bill comes along
will be to remove that anomaly, and if I
am again returned | hope it will be as
their representative with a direet man-
date from the whole of the people in the
province. As it is, the South Provinee
contains five Labour constituencies return-
ing Labowr men, and the South Province
returned me as a Lahonr man, but anly a
section of the South Provinee. I think
the electors of that province run into the
vieinity of 16,000 or 17,000 people, and
the roll which returned me eonlains some
3,200 odd names. 1 may be here by acci-
dent, but whether T am here by uacecident
or by design, or by the chaice .of the
majority of the electors, that does not
alter my opinion, that 1 must represent
the whole of the people. My aim in this
House will be to review legislation in the
interests of the whole of the peaple, and
not from the point of view of a few. 1In
conclusion, I thank youn, Mr. President,
and the members for the hearing which
hag been given to me. I may be a little -
raw, but I snppose as time goes on I may
become more polished, but I do say that
if T become more polished in my ntter-
ances, T hope I will never be againsl the
principles I have fought for. T say Lhat
members may disagree with me, but T wil
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at all times hit hard and ask for uo -witich are included in the railway resump-

quarter, and it will stop in this Chamber

and not go outside.

On motion by Hon. F. Counor, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 3.23 p.m.

R
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pn.. and read prayers.

QUESTION—FRUIT INDUSTRY.

Mr. TCRVEY asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Is it the infention of the Gov-
ernment to provide open markets in the
mefropolitan area for coping with next
season’s froit supply? 2, Will ample
¢old storage acecommodafion be provided
in eonnection with the open markets?
3. What action, if any, does the Goveru-
wenl infend to take to exercise a greater
control over the export of fruif during
next season? 1, Tn view of the Agent
General’s fuvourable reporl wupon our
local timber for fruit cases, will the Min-
Ister equip n small plant n eonneciion
with the State sawmill, for the manu-
facture of frmr eases loeally?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1 and 2, The Government intends
to establish markete. and in conneetion
with these, refrizeratine works will be
ereriod  fo  replace tle present works

tion, 3, This matter is rveceiving con-
sideration. 4, The Minister conecerned
will, no doubt, keep in view this outlet
for the use of timber,

MOTION — FREMANTLE COUNCIL
ACCOUNTS.
On moiion by Mr. CARPENTER,

ordeved: “That all papers in connection
with the reeent special andit of the ac-
counts of the Fremantle Municipal Coun-
¢il be laid upon the Table.”

PAPERS—PETITION OF JOHN
MAHER.

On motion by Mr. DWYER ovdered:
“That all papers in connection with the
application and petition of John Maher,
contractor, for compensation in reference
to the erection by him of public buildings
in Cathedral-avenue, be laid upon the
Table.”

QUESTION--FORMAL MOTTIONS,

My, MONGER: If T am not tres-
passing, may I ask whether the motions,
notices of which I have just given, sill
he treated by the Government as formal,
and placed in sueh a position on the
Notice PPaner that they will be dealt with
speedily ?

My, SPEAKER: Has the lion. member
ohtained the consenl of the Ministers
concerned to that eourse?

Mo, MONGER: T submitted these mo-
tions the other afternoon in the form of
questions and T was asked to present
themn in Lhe shape of motions. 1 now
desire to know whether they will be
treated by the Government as forimal,

My. SPEAKER: The hon. member
mav have them treated as formal if he
obtains the consent of the Ministers ¢on-
eerned.

Mr. MONGER :
Mr., Speaker——

Mr. SPEAKER: T eannof allow a dis-
eaesion on the mmtter at this stace: T
have given the hon. member my ruling
in respect to the matter and I hope lie
will be satisfied.

With all due respeet,



