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of keeping himself in the field as a pros-
peetor.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: T syinpa-
thise with the Premier in the position that
confronts him. 1t has always been so. Some-
thing happens and then the Premier is ex-
pected to undertake something to provide
against the extra cost to the getter. I do not
know how the Premier will do it. If we
are to preserve our industry at present
prices we shall have to hold off for some
time. T snppose it is the sandalwood frem
South Australia that has hit us so hard.

The Premier: That and the position in
China.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: China
ean toke about 6,000 tonrs only a year.

The Premier: I am not pressing for the
royalty for the time being.

Hon, Siv JAMES MITCHELL: I hope
we shall he able to retain the trade bhecanse
it is invalnable to the prospectors in the
back eountry, Tt is the one legitimate diree-
tion in whieh we could hold the trade against
a decent price. For 50 years we have al-
lowed them to get the timber at a low figure
hefore we secured an inerease.

The Premier: It is so important that
South Aunstralia does not want to compete
with us.

Hon. Siv JAMES MITCHELL: We s
not want to lose the trade. I hope the Gov-
ernment will do all they ean to keep it going
hut we eannot be expected to hold timber
on the wharf for an unlimited time.

Mr. Corboy: Nu one would expect that.

Me. LAMBERT: No reference is made
in the Estimates to the work carried on st
the University in connection with tanning
products.

The Premier:
this Vote.

Mr. LAMBERT: Can the Premier indieat.
under which Vote it comes?

The Premier: I eannot sax ofthand.

Mr. LAMBERT: T want to disecuss ona
phase that is of all-importance to the State.

The CHATRMAXN - You cannot diseuss it
under this Vote.

That does not come under

Vote put and passed.

Progress reporied.

-

Mouse adjourned at 11.7 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read pravers.

BILL—TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT.
sLssembly’s Amendment.

Amendment made by the Assembly now
considered.

In Committee.

Ton. J. Cornell in the Chair; Hon. ..
Lovekin in charge of the Bill.

Clause 2—Strike out all the words after
“hy" in the second line, and insert in lien
thereof “inserting after the word ‘area,’ in
lne seven of paragraph {¢) of Subsection
(2) thereof, the words ‘and the Board con-
trolling Reserve A1720 (the King’s Park).””

Hon. A. LOVEKIN : The amendment sug-
gested by the Legislative Assembly brings
the Bill into line with the original intention.
It was framed in the way suggested by the
Assembly at the outset but. ns the President
knows, in deference to the views of the
Speaker, the Bill was altered to omit the
words, “King’s Park Board” in lieu of which
“Rr";er\e Al 20" —which is King’s Park—
was inserted. The contention of the Speaker
was that the inclusion of the name of the
park in the Bill ercated another authority
and it followed there must be an appropria-
fion of revenue, in which event, he comended,
the Bill enuld net originate in the Legislative
Council. The Speaker was quite wrong,
heeause the provisions of the Traffic Act
specifically set out that the fees to be col-
lected shall be placed to the eredit of a trust
acconnt, so that the money does not go into
Consolidated Revenue at rll. Wiser counsel-
have prevailed app:arently, because the same
sentloman was in the Chair when the As-
sembly passed the third reading of the Bill
in its amended form, and in the form we
ariginally intended. Had the Bill been



1388

amended in accordance with the attitude
adopted by the Speaker, it wounld have means
that the Minister for Works would have
had to construct the roads in King's Park.
The Mimster for Works objects to that
and prefers to make a grant to the boare
to cnable it to earry out the necessary work,
He theretore proposes, by way of the amend-
ifent passed by the Assembly. to make an
addition to 1)a1umaph {¢) of Sce. 13 of
the principal Aeci. It makes no difference
at all to the board, because nnder paragraph
{b), which the Bill sought to amend in defer-
enee to the views of the Speaker, the Mie-
ister for Works constructs the voad and
takes the enst out of his majety. If le does
uot, he has a surplus which, nnder para-
graph (e), is transferred into the seeon.:
moicty and that is the one from which road
hoards, municipalities and others secure their
appropriation. Hon. members will see
therefore thai it makes no difference at all
to rond boards or municipalities under which
paragraph the provision regarding Wing's
Park is made. The Minister devires that the
park authorities shall have the grant and
earry out the work, rather than that he, as
Minister, shall do the work through his de-
partment.  The members of the King's Park
Board are glad to bave the matter adjusted
in this way. We thought we could not get
it in this wav at the outset in view of the
.contention raised by the Speaker, and there-
fore we endeavoured to secure our ends in
another way. Now the Minister himself has
put it right. T move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Assembly’s
amendment agreed to.

Resclution reported, the report adopted,
and a message aecordingly retnrned to the
Assembly.

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT
AMENDMENT.

In Committee.

Resumed fromn the previous day. Hon.
J. Cornell in the Chair; the Chief Seeretary
in charge of the Bill

The CHAIRMAN : Progress was reported
on Clanse 15 (Inspeection of Rolls).

Hon, . H. HARRIS: Section 33 of the
principal Act fixes the price for tolls Can
the Chief Secretary indicate what feer will
be charged if the clanse he agreed to? Tf the

[COUNCIL.)

cluuse is passed, the parvent Act will preseritx
fees £or the Couneil rolls and supplementar;
rolls, but the fees ehavgeable for Assembl
rolls will be as preseribed. It is intendec
that there shall be the same rates chargeabl:
as for the Commonwealth rolls?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The prie
will be Gd. as in the past, for ench sub.
divisional roll.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: If that is the posi.
tion, then no purpose.is served by the claus.
seeing that we will merely pursue the samr
course as is putlined in the prineipal Aet

The CHIEP SECRETARY: The fee
will be preseribest by regulation and the
price will be 6d. for each roll, no matte;
how small it may he. The regulations under
the Rlectoral Aet, 1907, set out the price:
that ave to be charxed for the different rollz
! daresay now regulations will he neeessary
it the Bill iz passed, but I do not think the
purehiase prices will be in excess of those
set out in the existing regulations.

Hon. E. H. Harris: It the rates are to b
the same, Clause 15 is merely so much ver-
hiage, sering that the provisions of the Aet
iteelt will stand.

The CRIEF SECRETARY: The price
will hbe preseribed by regulation. I eannot
say what it will be, but T can say definitely
that the minimum will he 64. per subdivi-
sional roll.

Ton, E. 1. Harris: 1f you made it uni-
form with the Commonwenlth it would be
3d.

Hon. A. BURVILL: Fifteen eleciorates,
some having two and some three rells each,
will have 33 rolls in all. Tf an electorate
has three rolls, will the charge be 1s. 6d.?
Such an arrangement is likely to lead to
areat confusion.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The number
of extra rolls is not 153 but 17. The 67 rolls
will he prepaved beforehand, but certain
ones will he amalgamated previous to the
election so that thers will he 50 rolls alto-
gether, or one for each Assembly district.

Hon. A. BURVILL: If the rolls are to
he mmalgamated jost before an election, in-
couvenience may resnlt. Tt may be cons-
sidered advisable to begin the checking of
rolls a ceonsiderable time beforehand and
the rolls for some districts wonld be in three
fragments, Would the charge be 6d. for
each one?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Ample time
would bhe allowed for smeh work as cheek-
ing. T do not wish it to be inferred that
the consolidation of the rolls wonld take
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place o forinight before an election, but the
question of the getual time may well he left
to the Chief Electoral Officer.

Clause put and passed.
Clavses 16, 17—agreed to.

Clause 18-—Claims for envolment or trans-
fer of enrohnent:

Hon. F. H. HARRIS: Subelause 1 pro-
vides that any qualifed person “who lives
in a district, or if the distriet is divided
into subdivisions, in 2 subdivision and has
so lived for one month” shall be entitled to
enrolment. Jf a districc had been sub-
divided and an electecr had lived portion of
the month in two or more subdivisions but
not a month in any onc of them, what would
be his position? No one could witness his
declaration that he had lived in the sub-
division for a month.,  Subelanse 2 deals
in the same way with transfers. 1f a dis-
trict bad Been divided into two or three
parts, unless the elector hed Jived in a par-
ticular part for a month, he would not be
eligible for enrolment.

The CHIEY SKECRETARY : If an elector
had lived in any subdivisions of a distriet
he would have lived in the distriet, because
a subdivision is merely part of a distriet.
He would be entitled to enrolment so long
as he had lived in the distriet for a month.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: On the wording
of the clause the Minister is wrong. If an
elector had lived for a month in more than
cne subdivision, aithough he had been in
the district for a month, he would not be
entitled to enrolment. The elause should be
redrafted.

Hon. J. Nicholson: Make it read “one or
more subdivisions "

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: On the drafting of
the clanse there is a good deal in Mr.
Harrig’s contention, The wording could be
made mueh clearer.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I emphasise
that if an elector lives in a subdivision, it
is portion of an Assembly district, and
therefore he must be living in the distriet,

Hon. A. Lovekin: You must recognise the
alternative “or.”

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Chief
Electoral Officer directed the Solicitor Gen-
eral’s attention to the clause and he was
satisfied that it provided all that was neces-
SATY.

Hon. E. H. Harris: It does not satisfy

me.
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Hon. A. Tovekin: The Minister is not
attaching any meaning to the word “or.”

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I am, but it
may be well to postpone the elause for fur-
ther consideration. I move—

That the further consideration of Clause 18
be pestponed.

Motion put and passed.
Clause 19—Compuisory enrolment:

Hon. 1. H. HARRIS: Subelause 4 pro-
vides that electors foilowing certain occupa-
tions shall be entitled to have their names
retajned on the roll although they may
change their address The enrolment of
such electors will be .indertaken by the Com-
monwealth officials who already enrcl men
following ahout 14 different vocations. As
I remarked previously, the only vocation
omitted is that of a bushranger. On the
envelopes sent out by the Commonwealth
Department there is this note—

An elector who is only temporarily absent
from his or her place of livirg, although such
absence may cxceed one month, is mot thereby
deemed to have changed his or her place of
living for the purpese of tramsfer of enrol-
ment.

As the department has ulready enrolled
those who nre following the avocations men-
tioned in the subcluuse and refained the
names on the roll, I Zail to see the necessity
for the subclanse. The Commonwealth have
inserted a provision to ensure that the names
of those men are retained on the roll, and
if we have one eard, ihat should satisfy both
the State and the Commonwealth, I would
like to hear further reasons from the Chief
Secretary for retaining the subelaunse.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This does
not mean, as some members may think, that
a person living in a particular distriet should
retain his vote for that district. A station
hand or a drover, still within the distriet,
thongh he may have changed his address,
need not put in a eard to notify that he has
changed his address. Under the existing
Iaw an elector is supposed, in such ecircum-
stances, to make a fresh application, but
under the Bill it will not be necessary for
him to do so while he remains in the elee-
torate.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Reference is made
to able-bodied seamen, but there is no pro-
vision for an engineer or the skipper of a
ship,

Hon. E. H. Gray: Are not engineers and
skippera of ships, seamen?
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Hen. E. H. HARRIS: I submit that a
dingo trapper, a camel driver and others
following somewhat similar oeeupations are
equally entitled to be included in the list.
What about an insurance agent who is
running around various distriets? I do not
think the subelause i necessary, and there-
fore, I move an amendment—

That Subelause 4 be struek out,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: When joint
rolls are being prepaved the utmost vigilance
will be exercised by the Commonwealth ad-
ministration. If anyone leaves his address,
notification will be immediately made and
the name removed from the roll,

Hon. I. Nicholson: There is not a similar
clause in the Commonwealth Act.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No, but the
conditions in Western Ausiralia necessitate
legislation of this character to enable a fair
number of men, say those who are prospect-
ing or droving or engaged in station work,
and who have no fixed address, to retain the
franchise whilst they are still resident in a
particular distriet.

Hon, A. LOVEKIN; Perhaps the Alinister
will look into this clause as well. Here, too,
the words “district or subdivision” are used
in a connection that shows they are intended
to be two distinet and separate things.

Hon. A. BURVILL: I think the subclause
shounld be deleted because it will lead to a
wood deal of eonfusion. In any ease, I do
notl see the necessity for it.

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

Aves .. .
Noes .. -

Majority for

ol u®

AYES,

Hon. H. Seddon

Hon, H. Btewart

Hon. 8ir E. Wittenoom

Hon. H. .J. Yelland

Hon. G, W. Miles
(Teller.)

Hon. A. Buryill
Hon. V. Hamersley
Hon. E. H. Harris
Hop. J. J. Holmen
Hob, Sir W. Lathlain
Hon, A. Lovekin
Hon. J, Nicholson

Noes.

Houn. W. H, Kitson

Hon, A. J. H. Saw

Hon. J. R. Brown
(Teller.)

Hon. €. F. Baxter
Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon. E. H. Gray

Hon. J. W. Hickey

Amendment thns passed: the clanse, as
amended, agreed to.

(lanses 29 and 2)—agreed to.

[COUNCIL.)

Clause 22— Time for altering rolls:

Hon, F. H. HARRIS: The clause pro-
vides for quite a different applieation fo
enrolment from that set out in the paren
Act that we are asked to amend. For the
information of members, I would draw at
tention to the fact that under the parent Ac
claims reeeived not less than 14 days before
the issue of a writ for an eleetion may be
enrolled after the issue of the wrif, and al-
terations of the rolls hefore the issue of the
writ for an election may he made after the
issue of the writ, Under the present system
a claim eard remains such until the ex.
piration of 14 clear dnys after it has reached
the rvegistrar. On the 13th day, if it has nof
been objected to, the name of the person on
the card is emrolled hy the registrar, which
means that an elector’s name is placed on the
roll. Under the provisions of the Bill, which
is a copy of the Fedceral Act, the registrar,
on receipt of a elaim immediately enrols the
name of the applicant. The elimination of
the State procedure of having a claim lying
in abeyance for 14 days has in my opinion
an entirely different effeet. The Common-
wenlth electorntes have 30,000 to 40,000 or
a roll, so even if a dozen or twe are dropped
in at the last moment it makes but little dif-
ference. However, it makes a lot of difference
in some of ouv electorates, having but a smal
number of envolments. 1L I were a eandi:
date for an electorate where there was likel;
to be a very narrow margin, I would look as-
kance on this proposal. Under it many peo-
ple will stack up the claim eards and no
lodge them till the Inst moment, so that
nobody else ean inspect them. TUnder the
present method we have 14 days in which tc
objeet to elaim eards. Consider what oe
enrred at Southern Cross,  The Assembl;
member for the district admitted in cour
that he had witnessed claim eards of person:
who had not vesided in the distriet for on
month, They arrived in the distriet on the
7th January, and when he put in their cards
on the 5th February he declared they hac
been there a month. Subsequently he ad-
mitted in court that they had not heen thers
for the specified period. Under the proposa
in the clause, the moment a elaim card is pu
in, the elector is duly cnvolled and his vote
eannot be challenged, The method will no
work satisfactorily in Stute electorates, par
ticularly those having hut small enrolments
TUnder this, what has happened before wil
happen with impunity,
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Hon, E. H. Gray:
be given for enrolment.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: 1 want every
fucility for objecting to an improper claim
card. Under this, no objection can be taken,
even it the person whose name appears on
the elnim eard has not been in the distriet for
one month. If we pass this, it will not be
long before we are asked to make it uniform
tor the Couneil.

Hon. E. H. Gray: .\ good idea, too.

Hon, E. H, HARRIS: This is even more
important in relation to Couneil enrolment,
rheve we have a different qualification, and
where it is necessary to closely serutinise
elnim cards. The Chief Secretary probably
will tell us that if we do not pass this as
drafied, we shall be putting the Common-
wealth electoral people inte an impossible
position. But it will be possible for them
to aceept a elaim eard, carol the applicantg
for the Commonwealth electorate, but, in
respect of the State elestorate star the card

Every facility should

and hold it in abeyance for 14 days. Let
me give a further illustration. In the
Greenongh eclectorate 283  electors were

enrolled, and 80 per cent. of the cards put
in were witnessed by the member for the
district,

Hon. E. H. Gray :
wrong with that?

Hon. E. H., HARRIS: Not if that were
as far as it went. The cards did not dis
elose the electorates for which those men,
the majority of whom wera -nad mnakers,
liad been previously enrolled.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Tt is not essential that
the information shonld be given,

Hen. E. H, HARRIS: No, it is not nzsen-
tial, and so the space was left blank. Over
100 of. those eards, dated the 5th February,
were witnessed by the member for the dis-
trict. There is no record of any anroplane
having taken any person to and from the
various points where those cards were wii-
nessed.  They were put in from Greenough,
from Geraldion, feom Ajana and  from
Mullewa. all on three eonsecutive days, and
witnessed by the same person. Yet it takes
32 hours to travel from Greenough to
Geraldton, and 58 hours to Ajana.

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member is
stretching the diseussion very far from the
clanse. The eclanse deals with the time
when the elaim shall he received. T hope
the member will conneet his remarks with
the rlause.

Is there anythings

139

Hou. E. H. HARRIS: I am not stretch-
ing the discussion at all. I am quoting the
mileage round about the distriet. By the
shortest route it meant 204 miles over a
particnlarly bad road, and it is doubtful
whetlhier anybody travelled over the whole
area within three days. It is far ecasier
to sit down and fill in the dales afterwards.
[ mention that to show how neeessary it is
to take every precantion to see that when
elaims arve put in there shall he 14 days
for the lodging of objections.

The CILIEF SECRETARY : It is not
very ereditable to the Chamber when a
member makes inuuendoes and casts asper-
sions on members of another place. T know
for a faet that what the hon. member has
said is not corvrect. It may be that some
person witnessed the claim cards of a
number of people in the Greenough elec-
torate but, on the other hand, a paid agent
of the United Party enrolled considerably
more than 283 persons at Geraldton. The
whole distriet was canvassed by that paid
agent, who was very successful in placing
a considerable pumber of persons on the
roll. As to the insinuation that men work-
ing on the roads werce not gualified, as the
result of the closing down of certain
works prior to the general elections about
30 men were put to work in Greenough.
For the time being they were permanent
residents and, no donbt, were placed on
the roll. The hon. member insinuates that
it was a shady transaclion.

Hon. E. H. Harris: I
“Shad}’.”

The CHTEF SECRETARY : What is the
objeet of bringing this forward?

did not say

Hon, E. H. Harris: To show how neces-
sary it is that we shonld have 14 days for
the lodging of objections.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : This is a
vital clanse, and without it the Bill will
he of no use. Qur prineipal Aet provides
for the reeeipt of election claims at any
time 14 ¢lear days prier to the issue of the
writ. Under the proposed claunse, which is
in econformity with the Commonwealth law
and is necessary if we are to have joint
rolls, claims will be receivable up to 6 p.m.
on the date of the issue of the writ. I
have no desire to disgnise the position from
members. That means that people can
hecome enrolled almost up to the momens
of the issne of the writ.
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Hon. G. W. Miles: Is there no chance of
objecting that people are not entitied to be
on the roll?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If we re-
tained our present law and made provision
for the 14 days notice, it would be almost
impossible to have joint rolls, unless the
Commonwealth Government amended their
Act in accordance with ours. The whole
thing is impracticable. One set of persons
could be enrolled only after the expiration
of 14 days, and another set could be en-
rolled immediately prior to the issue of the
wri{. If this clause is not acceptable, the
Bill is not acceptable. The object of draft-
ing the measure on these lines is to make
it harmonise with the Federal law. Tt
would be useless to pass the Bill unless this
were agreed fo.

Hon. A. LCVEKIN: Is it not guite use-
less to endeavour to fit the Federal coat
upon the State body? A few figtitious
clectors upon a large Federal roll would
not perhaps have mueh effeet upon an elec-
tion, but the same number enrolled at the
eleventh hour in some pocket horough
might change the whole aspect of affairs
with consequent disaster to the State. We
cannol have something that is equally good

for the Commonwealth and for the State .

in this respect. T should be sorrv to ses
the clanse passed, for it seems to me to
open the door to gross corruption. I shall
vote against it.

HON. SIR EDWARD WITTENOOM:
When I was talking yesterday I said it
would be better to amend the Electoral
Act altogether. Any clause that permits
of an evasion of the intentions of the Aet,
in the way that has been illustrated by Mr.
Harris, by the interjeetions of Mr. Gray,
and the admissions of the Chief Seeretary
as to what the opposite side have done,
is o bad clause. The intention of the Act
is that when a man puts his name down and
applies for enrolment, 14 days shall elapse
in which objection may be lodged against
him., Anything that does away with that
should never be permitted. We have heen
told that hundreds of votes have heen rushed
in under eireumstances that rendered it im-
possible 1o make any inspection of the
claimy or lodge any objection. Therefore
members would do well to eonsider whethor
sueh a state of things should he tolerated.
I am sure people do not desire to get on
the roll unlawfully, and that they would be
glad to be placed in the position of being

[COUNCIL.]

prevented from doing these things. W
should maintain the 14 days provision.

Hon. E, H. HARRIS: After the remark:
of the Chief Secretary about the Greenougl
enrolments, 1 should like 1o make the posi-
tion clear regarding another district, on the
aclimission of a man who witnessed the clain
vards. 1t was admitted in the eourt that
man named Corboy——

The CHAIRMAN.: Order! I have al-
jowed members a oreat deal of laritude. 1
understand the man refetred to by the hon
member is an hon, maember of another place
[ hope, therefore, Mr. Harris will not pur-
sue the line of action he is contemplatirg.

Hon. 1. 1. MLARRLIS: 1 will not mentior
mnes, |t was admitied in the case before
the court that the men arvived on the Ttk
of the month, were put on the roll, and
their claim eards witnessed by a qualified
witness on the 5th of the next month. Bui
for the section we are now discussing n
opportunity would have been afforded tc
anyone o object to the claims, These names
wonld all have been put on the roll, and thy
persons would have been entitled to recor
their vote,

Clanse put and a division taken with the
Eollowing resulf:—

Avyes . .- .- .. 5
Noes .- .. .. .. 15
Majority against .. 10

AYES.
Hon. J. M. Nitew Hon. W. H. Kitson
Han, BE. H. Gray Hon. J. R. Brown
Hon. J. W. Hickey , (Teller.)
Noea.
Hon, O. F. Baxter Hon., J. Nichelson
Hon. A. Burvill Hon. A. 1. H. Saw
Hon. V. Hametsley ! Hon, H. Seddon
Hon, E. H. Harris Hon, H. Stewart

Hon. I. J. Holmes Hon, Sit E, Wittenaam
Hon. Sir W, Lathlain Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. A. Lovekin Hon, G. Potter

Hon, G. W. Miles ! (Teller,

("lanse thng negatived.

Clause 23—Penalty on officer neglectin:
to enrol candidates-

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: T should like t
know what justification there is for thi
clanse. Tt says that any officer, which mean
a registrar, who fails to do his duty whe
receiving elaims, is liable to be fined £1€
In the principal Aet the penalty is £200 o
imprisonment for one vear. This clans
will ereate an anomaly between the Tuwis
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lative Uouncil and the Legislative Assembly.
If the officer fails to do bis duty in the ecase
of the Council he will be liable to a fine
of £200 or imprisonment, If be fails to do
his duty in the case of the Legislative As-
sembly he will, under this elause, be fined
no more than £10. The Chief Secretary said
the principal Aect would still apply as re-
gards penalties for making false statements
in a claim, and would be enforced by the
State. I submit that the Chief Seeretary
when making that statement was deal-
ing with an entirely different elause. The
Chief Electoral Officer has no power to im-
pose any penalty, for that is a matter for
the courts. There is no justification for de-
parting from the parent Act and seiting up
an anomalous position between the two
Hounses. If, as the Chief Secretary says,
the prineipal Aet will 3till apply, why bave
two separate penalties?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I have no
further explanation to offer. The penalty
for meglect in this ease is £10. Under the
principal Act tho penalty for a breach or
peglect by an ofticer is £200 or imprisonment
not exceeding one year. This provision is
erabodied in the Bill to conform with the
Commonwealth law,

Hon. B, H, Harris: And to ereate an an-
omaly with respeet to the Couneil,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We must
have uniformity in order to secure joint rolls.
The Solicitor General states that the Chief
Lleetoral Hegistrar can take advantage of
the provisions contained in Section 178 of
the Electoral Act, under which it will be
possible severely to punish an offender to
the extent of fining him £200, or imprison-
ing him for a period not exceeding one yesr.
I have no other explanstion to offer, and
cannot change my ground in order to suit
the oecasion.

tlon. E. H. HARRIS: When the same
registrar is dealing with the Assembly rolls,
why fine him £10, when if he commits an
offence with respeect to the Coupcil rolls,
he may be fined €200 or sent to gaol?

Hon.'H. Stewart: He is not the same¢ man.

Hon, BE. H. fTARRIS: Yes, he is. The
State registrar will condue* the Couneil
entolments; the Commonwealth officer will
not. The latter should be in exactly the same
pocition as the former.

Hon. 1. J. HOLAMES: Th> Chief Secre-
tnry said the object was to sécure uniformity
hetween the rolls; the penalty, however, will
not affeet the eompilation of the rolls. The
rolls ean be eomniled as provosed in tha Bill,
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aod the penalty can be in accordance with
existing legislation.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: It the
amendment were made, we would have the
Commonwealth regarding the offence as
meriting a fine of not more than £10 apd the
State declaring that the fine should be up to
£200, If action were taken by the Federal
Government, the fine e¢ould not exceed £10,
whereas if the State took action, the penalty
might be up to £200; and that is & ridiculows
position if a partnership in electoral rolls
is entered into.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 24 to 29—agreed tu.

Clause 30—Names on roll may be objected
to:

Hon E. H. HARRIS: Why is the objec-
tion fee in this instance 55.% Is the aim
to attain econformity with the Common-
wealth? If so, a State gnomaly will be
created. The fee for objecting to a name on
the Counecil roll is 2s. 6d., while the corre-
sponding fee for the Assembly is 5s.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 31, 32—-agreed to.

Clause 33—Notice of objection:

Hon. A, BURVILL: I move an amend-
ment— '
That in the last line of Subelause 4, ‘' ealen-

dar’’ be inserted botween ‘‘one’’ and
““month,*’

Clanse 36, dealing with appeals, speaks «f
action heing taken “at any time within one
calendar month after the receipt of notice™
If “calendar” is used in one case, it should
be used in the other.

The Chief Secretary: Under the Interpre-
tation Act “month” means ealendar month.

Hon. A. BURVILL: If that is so, why is
“calendar” used in Clause 36%

Hon. J. Nicholson- A little license on the
part of the draftsman,

The CHAIRMAN: Obp page 151 of the
Standing Orders appears the definition, in
the Interpretation Aet, of “month” as eal-
endar month,

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Clause 33
has hcen copied from the Commonwealth
Electoral Aet, and the word “calendar,”
though iirnecessary, has been included.

Hon. .\. Burvill: Why not let ns have
uniformity?

The CHATRMAN - The hon. member will
have iz remedy when Clause 36 is reached.
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He can then move the deletion of the word
“calendar.” TIlns the hon, member the Com-
mittee’s leave to witkdraw his amendment?

Hon. A. BURVILL: I object to withdraw-
ing my amendment. The necessary correc-
tibn may as well be made now.

The CHATRMAN: I have drawn the hon.
member’s  attention to the definition of
“month” in the Tnterpretation Aet, and T
bave suggested that he should not move to
amend this clause, but that when Clause 36
is reached he should move the deletion of
“calendar.” Does (he hon. member persist
in his amendment?

Hon. A. BURVILL: As a rule people
who refer to an Act such as this do not also
refer to the Interpretation Act. Therefore,
with o view to avoiding the possibility of
confusion, it wounld be advisable to have
*calendar” inserted bere.

Amendment put, and a division taken

with the following vesult:—

Ayes .. .. .13
Noes .. . .. @
Majority for 7
AYES.
Hon., C. F. Baxter Hoo. G. Potter
Hov. V., Hamersley Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. E. H. Harris Hou. H. Stewart _
Hon. J. J. Holmes Hop. Sir E. Wittenoom ~
Hoa. Sir W. Lathlain Hon. H. J.. Yelland
Hon. G. W. Miles Hon. A, Burvill
Hon. J., Nicholson (Teller)
. , Noes,
Hon. J. R. Brown ~ Hon. A, Lovekin
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. E. H. Gray
Hon. J. W. Hickey {Teller.}
Hon. W. H. Kitson

Amendment thu: passed; the clanse, as
amended, agreed to, -

Clauses 34, 35—agreed to.

Clause 36—Appeal to eonrts of summary
Jurisdietion :

Hon. A, T.OVEKIN: I wish to draw at-
tention to the appearance of the word
“calendar” in Subelanse 1 and to point out
to the Committee that it is unnecessary to
use that word. T wish also to direect the
attention of members to the provisions of
the Interpretation Act, because many Bills
that come hefore ns entirely ignore that Aet.
From time to time we find clanses included
in Bills providing that the Government shall
have power to make regulations, which
shall lie on the Table of the House and so
on. That is merely re-enaeting existing

[COUNCIL.)

provistons of the Interpretution Act. Ther
are a dozen other :nstances in which th.
sume sort of thing oceurs. T wish to brin,
this matter under the netice of the Ministe
and to inform him that there is an Inter
pretation Aet in existence. If he were t
mention the faet to the Parliamentar:
draftsman or whoever was responsible, w
would have muech better legislation if re
gard were had to the Aet, than we do ge
with the provisions of that mcasure passed
over,

The CHAIRMAN: \When the previou
clause in which this matter eropped up wa:
before the Committes, 1 tried to convey to
members the fact that there was no nees
for the inclusion of the word “calendar” i
view of the provisions of the Interpretatior
Act, but the Commii,tee were deml agains
me.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: [ think the
Parlinmentary draftsman ean be absolved
heeguse a majority of the members of the
Commitiee of this House, noi including Mr
Lovekin, decided that it was necessary tc
insert the word “calendar.”

Hon, A, LOVEKIN: I understand that
Imt 1 also understand that it was not the
Committee of this House that passed th
provision T referred to in the Tnterpretatior
Act. Two Houses of Parliament did- that
and the measure was assented to by the
Governor. -That Act sets out {hat when *th.
word “month” appears in an Act of Parlia.
ment, it mdans a calendar month.

Clause put and passed.
Clanse 37—agread to,

Clause 38—Consequential nmendwments of
prineipal Aect:

Hon. A, BURVILL: Subelause 2 pro.
vides that the word “Western” in paragrapl
{h} of Section 17, Subsection 1, shall he
deleted. T ask for u ruling as to whether
the amendment is within the secope of the
Title of the Bill. Why should the word bg
deleted ?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: With the
amendment the section will provide for con
tinuous residence for six months in Australia
instead of Western Australia. That is for
the purposes of the joint roll. That is the
foundation of the qualifieation, but not the
whaole of it.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I hope the Com:
mittee will not agree io the amendment. The
Act reads, “has lived in Western Australis

for six months continuously.” Subeclause -
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of the Bill secks to amend that so that it
will be necessury for a person to live for six
months in Austratia and one month in West-
ern Australia before he enn he envolled, 1
would draw attention to what has been done
in Vietoria and Sonth Australia,

Hon. B, H, Gray: What have they got to
do with this?

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: The Victorian and
Sonth Anstralinn Governments provided in
their Acts that an elector must live for three
months in their respictive States hefore he
ean be enrolled. I think we should have six
months’ residential qualification in Western
Australia. 1 move an amendment—

That Subelanso 2 be struek out.

The CHIEF SECRETARY : The sub-
elanse” has been inserted for the sake of
wiiformity so that the qualifieation will be
six months’ residence in Australia and one
month in any subdivision.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Do you believe in that
yourself?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Certainly.

Hon. H, STEWART : This is not the first
Federal agreement ov arrangement that we
have had to denl with. On other occasions
we have heard this plea for uniformity,
notably in conneetion with the legislation to
provide one authority lo colleet taxation.
There have been advantages in connection
with that particular scheme, but there have
been decided disadvantages. So far from
Parliament securing uniformity when they
agreed to that and other similar legislation,
there have been wider differences than pre-
vionsly; yet despite those variations the leg-
islation eoncerned has heen administered sat-
isfuctorily. In such matters I believe that if
we have some provision that is better than
that contained in the Commonwealth Act, we
should adhere to our legislation and the Com-
monwealth will probably follow our lead, In
enmmon with Mr. Harris, I think it desirable
to delete Subelanse 2. T believe that a re-
sidence of six months in Western Australia
should be the minimnm qualification entitling
a person fo exereise the franchise reasonably
and intelligently. That is in the best in-
terests of the proper government of Western
Australia,

Hon. K. H. GRAY: I am surprised at
the narrow view adopted by members oppos-
ing the subelause. Where is the Federal
spirit {hat we should display? What about
“one people, one destiny”? There is only one
possible flaw and that is that persons op-
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posed to Labowr have enormous funds at
their disposal and they might arrange huge
pienies in the Eastern States in order to de-
feut Labour. I do net think, however, that
the people would agree to such a course. Why
not give evidence of a TFederal spirit on this
oecasion? If a person from the Eastern
States were to come here and buy land, he
could have his name placed on the muniei-
pal rolis straight away. Why should we
differentinte?

Hon. E. H. Harris: He could not do that.

on. E. H. GRAY : Yes, after seven
days.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: But if a man buys a
bloek of land, it is evidence that he has come
to stay.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Why continue the old
Ctroper “totherside” attitude, Why not wel-
come people from the Eastern States and
encourage them to come here as quickly as
possible? 1 believe in adopting a broad

‘view in respect of these questions.

Hon. H. SEDDON: We are beginning to
see the nigger in the woodpile at last! The
Minister was insistent upon the desire to
secure uniformity, but Mr. Gray bas peinted
out that it is possible for people to come
here and become enrolled goickly as electors
for this State. If the subelause be agreed to,
T can visualise what may happen in the
future.

Hon. E. H, Grayv: Tt is your party that
has all the money to spend at election time.

Hon. H. SEDDON: If the hon member
desires to talk about that, I can tell him that
I saw more money splashed about during the
last election by the Lahour Party than ever
before.

Hon. E. H. Gray: For every £1 we speni,
the others spent £5.

Hon. H. SEDDON: I ean realise the ob-
ject behind the subelause. If might be pos-
sible to organise an immense army of
“shock troops” to travel from one State to
another eleecting Labour Governments in the
various States throughout the Common-
wealth! I do not know how Mr. Gray ean
reconcile his statements with the provisions
of the Bill placed before us in 1925 becaunse
that measure, which was introduced by the
present Government, provided for a resi-
dence of three months instead of six months.
Possibly, however, they have realised the ad-
vantage of one month’s residence rather than
the period of three months. The Victorian
Act makes provision for a voter having to
be a resident of Australia for six months and
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at least three months in any subdivision of
Victoria.

Hon. E. H. Gray:
ActY

Hon. H. SEDDON: Yes.

Hon. . H. Harris: And the elector must
live in a subdivision in Victoria for thut
period.

Hon. H. SEDDON: In the circumsiances
I think we should leave matters as they
are.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: What is the under-
lying object of the subelanse? The purpose of
the residential qualification in the Act is that
a person sball be resident for a period long
enough to enable him to know something
about the country in which he desires to ex-
ercise the franchise. No one can know much
about any country even after a residence of
six months. I think that period is short
enough.

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

ls that the amended

Ayes .. - .. 14
Noes .- . 5
Msjority for .. 9
AYED.
Hor. C. F. Daxter Hon. G. W. Miles
Hen. A, Burvill Hon. G. Fotter
Hon. V. Homersiey Hon. H. Seddon
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon, H. Stewart
Hon. J. J. Holmes Hon, Sir E, Wittenocom
Hon. 8ir W. Lathlaln Hoo. H. J. Yelland
Hon. A, LoveKin Hon, J. Nirbolson
(Teller.)
Nous.
Hon., J. R, Brown 13on. J. W. Hickey
Hen. J. M. ilrew fton. W. Il. Kiwson
Hon. E. H. Gray {Tcller,)

Amendment thus passed.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: T move an amend-
ment—

That the following be added to Subelause
3:—*‘and the following words are added to
paragraph (d) thercof, namely, ‘unless he is
a native of British India, or he is a person to
whom a certificate of naturalisation has been
issued under a law of the Commonwealth or
of the State, and that certificate is still in
foree, or is a person who has obtained British
nationality by virtne of the issue of any such
eertificate.” *?

Under the Constitotiop Act persons, though
Asiaties, if possessed of the freehold quali-
fication are cntitled to vote for the Council,

[COUNGIL.]

but they are exciuded under Section 18
the Klectoral Act from voting for the !
sembly. That section expressly exeludes
aboriginal native of Australia, Asia, Afr
or the islands of the Pacific or a pers
of the half-blood. The exclusion
almost identical with that which =
containegd in the principal Act of
Commonwealth. In 1925 the Commo
wealth Parliament passed an amendment,
ceffeet of which 1 have embodied in my amee
ment, so that my proposal will assist to bri
the two laws more into uniformity than th
otherwise would be, and will prevent eco
fusion that otherwise would arise,

The CHAIRMAN: Since the umendme
was placed on the Notice Paper 1 have giv
some consideration to its relevancy, The B
provides for the preparation and use
joint rolls for the State and Commonweal
elections, Jn no portion of the Bill is ar
attemnt made to alter the basie provisions
the Act that prescribes who may be enroll
as electors for the Assembly. The amendme
disturbs the present position inasmuch as
seeks to enfranchise individuals who to-de
are expressly barred through being uabo
iginal patives of Australin, Asia, \frica
the islands of the PPacific, or persons of t!
half-blood. In no circumstances nay s
persons be enrolled as electors under the ¢
isting Aet.  Mr. Nicholson’s amcndme
seeks to give them the status of enrolmen
and as the Bill dees not disturb the bas
gualifieation for an clector, 1 rule that it
amendment is not relevant to the subje
matter of the Bill and is oat of order.

Hon. A, T.OVEKIN : I was going t
ahject to the amendment on constitution.
grounds, beeause I consider it goes bevon
the Constitution in creating a new electo:
In another place the measure, whic
amends the Constitution, was not carrvie
by the statutory majority. Whether th
Royal assent would cure that defeet,
cannot say. It is not advisable for thi
House to legislate for the electoral qualif
cations of another place. We have quit
enough to do to look after ourselves.

The CHATRMAN : If no objection i
taken to my ruling T shall put the questior

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: May I point oun
that Clause 17 and subsequent clauses deg
with enrolment? .

The CHHATRMAN : The Bill does no
seek to alter the enrolment qualifieatios
for the Assembly but the amendment does
and on that ground T have ruled it out o
order.
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Hon. V. HAMERSLEY :
amendment—

That Subelavse 3 be struck out,

I move an

Subelause 3 deals with paragraphs (b) and
(¢) of Section 18. Those paragraphs
read—

Lvery person, nevertheloss, shall be disguali-
ficd from being enrolled as an elector or, if
carolled, from voting at amny eleection, who
..... {b) is wholly dependent on relief
from the State or from any charitable inati-
tution subsidised by the State, except as a
patient under treatment for accident or dis-
ease in n hospital; or (e¢) has been attainted
of treasvon or las been convicted and is under
scntence, or aubject to be sentenced for any
offence punishable vnder the law of any part
of the King’s dominicns for one year or
longer.

1t is proposed to delete paragraph (b), and
to strike out of paragraph (¢) the words
“or subject to be sentenced.,” I cannot
understand why these people should be
given exemption.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I wonld like to
ask why there is such a desire to give these
" people a vote?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The reason
is similar to a dozen others that I have
already given to the Committee and it is
the desire to bring it into line with the
provisicns of the Commonwealth Act.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following resmlt:—

Ayes .. .. .- .. 13
Noes .. .- .- .. 3
Majority for .. .. 10
AYES,
Hon. €. F. Baxter Hon. J, Nicholson
llon. A, Huoreil Hon. H. A. Stephenson
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. Stewart
Hon. B, H. [Harris Hoan. 8ir E, Wittenoom
Tton. 1. J. Holmes Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. A. Lovekin l Han. Sir W. Lathlain
Hon, G. W, Miles (Teller.)
Nogs.
Hon. J. M. Drew ilon. E. H. Gray

Hon. J. W, Hickey (Teller.)

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Subelanse 4 is
another instance of the futile attempt to
get uniformity. The Commonwealth keeps
everything that is profitable and permits
the State to retain everything that involves
a loss. Where the charities are concerned,
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the State can keep them. The Common-
wealth has no charitable institutions and
tharefore employs no superintendents of
charities, and because of that they propose
that we shall strike out the reference to
the superintendent in our legislation,
Under the Electoral Act the superintendent
of the Hospital for the Insane has fo re-
port to the registrar all partieulars about
the insane in that home, and the registrar
then rectifies the roll. Further, the super-
intendent of charities has always notified
the registrar abont the unfortmnate im-
beciles who are in the Old Men's Home.
We are going to do away with the obliga-
tions on the part of the superintendent to
report to the registrar that faet, and there-
fore imbeciles will be permitied to remain
on the roll and will be able to vote when
they ought not to have a vote. T move an
amendment—

That Subclause 4 be gtruek out.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Only a com-
paratively few of the inmates of the Ol
Men'’s Home and Old Women's Home are,
under our present Act, disqualified from
voting. They cannot be disqualified unless
they are wholly dependent on the State for
retief, but over two-thirds receive the old
age pension. '

Hon. A, Lovekin: That does not give
them mentality. )

The CHIEF SECRETARY: There is a
large number of people outside those in-
stitutions whose mentality is lower than
that of some of the inmafes of the home.
I have been to the home and have come
across some very intelligent men. Tt is
most improper for any hon. member to re-
fleet on the inmates of those homes.

Hon. A. Lovekin: I only mentioned some
of them.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Is it worth
while then to disfranchise the remainder?

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: Under the existing
Taw the superintendent has to report to the
registrar whether there are any inmates in
the home who are not of good mentality.
Why should we alter that¥ There cannot
be uniformity in this ease beeaunse the Com-
monwealth have no sech institutions.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: If T understand the

amendment it will mean that those people
in the homes will be disfranchiged.

Members: No.
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Hon. E. H. GRAY: Why should there be
a special provision to disfranchise them?

Hon. E. H, Harris: Nothing of the sort.
But what about the seandal down there
when votes were got with a keg of beer? .

Hon, E. H. GRAY: When was that?

Hon. E. H. Harris: At the 1924 election.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: I do not believe it,
and moreover it is a reflection on the
snperintendent of the home.

Hon. E. H. Harris: It had nothing to do
with him. It was ventilated in the Press,

Hon. E. H. GRAY: No one can take
postal votes at the Old Men’s Home with-
out first meeting the superintendent. I
object to the hon. member's statement.
‘Why should an attempt be made to depriva
people who are unfortunate enough to be
inmates of such a home, from exereising tha
franrhise,

Hon, A. Lovekin: That is not the point.

Hon. E. L. GRAY: Why not stick to the
Commonwealth Act and make the position
clear?

Hon. A. Lovekin: Beenuse they have ne
supzrintendent of charities,

Hon. 8ir EDWARD WITTENQOOM : There
hag been a good deal of stir about nothing.
In the past the superintendent of public
charities has reported whether these people
were or were not fit to vote and the system
has worked well. The Chief Seeretary hay
assured uns that the mentality of the people
in the Old Men's Home is higher than that
of the voters outside. That is the Chief
Secretary told us.

The Chief Secrotary: I did not.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM + Yes,
you did. In those cireumstances we need not
be in the least alarmed. If the mentality
of those people is as good as that of the
people who are outside, then there is nothing
to fear.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The whole
question seems to centre around mentality.
I did not say that the mentality of the in-
mates was higher than that of many people
who were outside the institution. What I
said was that the mentality of many people
outside was lower than that of some of the
inmates of the home. Mentality, however,
has nothing to do with the question. At the
present time the inmates exereise the fran-
chise at State and Commonwealth elections
and the deletion of the subelause will mean
that one-third of the inmates will be dis-
franchised.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. A. Lovekin: But why are these
words in the prineipal Act?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: They wera
inscrted in the ancient days, when there were
10 old age pensions to influenee the position.

Hoen. E. H. HARRIS: A little while ags
the Chiet Seerelary told us very few people
would be affected Ly the cluuse, Now he
tells us that one-third of the inmates of the
home will be affected. T understand there
are 600 odd men there, so it seems that 200
of them will not be entitled to the franchise,
it the =uj erintendent sends o ihe registrar
a list of those who frem lime to tire au-
pear to be disoualified. T£ ‘he words arre
not deleted the snperintendent will gend his
return along in the ordinary way. The regis-
trar will investigate individual cases, anil
those who are ineligible will automatieally
come off the roll.

Hon. E. H. GRAY : I secms to me that
if this is not earried there will be disfran-
chised for Federal elections certain people
who are not disfranchised now.

Hon, C. F, BAXTER: 1T do not follow
that. Tf there is any reason outside of con-
formity with the Federal roll, it must be that
the superintendent has not dune his duty.

Hon. E. H, Gray: The provision is ob-
solete. Tt has not been nsed for years past.

Hon, C. F, BAXTER: Well, why not
strike out the words and insert “Controller
General of Prisons”? I take it the Super-
intendent of Publie Charifies has supplied
the names of those claiming to be enrolled,
and 1 eannet umderstand why that should
not continue, sinee it seems to have worked
well in the past.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY : As I understand
it, some of the men in that institution are
not entircly destitute, but are living in sep-
arate detached buildings. Probably if we
pass the amendment to the Constitution that
we now have before us, some of them will be
entitled to vote for the Couneil Tt will
be necessary for the Superintendent fo re-
port il to the registrar. T think the pro-
vision in the Act is better than that in the
Bill.

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

Ayes .. .. . .
Noces . - - -

Majority for
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AYES.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, J. Nicholson
Hon. A, Burril) Hon. G. Poiter
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon. H. A. Stephenson
Hon. J, J. Holmes Hon. H. Stewart
Hen. Sir W. Lathlain Hon. H. J. Yelland

Hon. A. Lovekin Hon, Sir E, Wittenocom

Hon. G. W, Miles (Telier.)
Nozs

Hon. J, M. Drew Hon. J. W. Hickey

Heon. E. H, Gray Hon. E. H. Hatris

(Teller,)

Amendment thus passed; the elause, as
amended, agreed to.

Progress reportel.

BILL~LAND TAX AND INCOME
TAX.

Assembly’s Message.

Mossage received from the Assembly noti-
fying that it declined to make the amend-
ment requested by the Couneil.

BILL—L.OAN AND INSCRIBED STOCK
(SINKING FUND).

Received from the Assembly and read =
fivst time. )

»

BILL—STATE CHILDREN ACT
) ' AMENDMENT.

‘Second Reading

THE HONORARY MINISTER (lion.
J. W. Hickey—Central) [B11l in moving
the sceond reading said: After all, there is
wot 1eally mueh in the RBill. It secks to
change the title of the State Children Act
#nd alsp of the State Children Department.
Tf the Bill be passed, the Aet in fiture will
be known as the Child Welfare Aet, while
the department will be known as the Child
Wolfare Department. The title, “Stats
Children Department” is somewhat of a mis-
nomer and does not eover all the activities
of the department. Prior to 1917 we hal
really two departments under one head,
namely, the State Children Department and
the Public Charities Department; but
from 1917 onwards the aetivities of
the last-named  department, including
charitable relief to, women on whom
children were dependent, and outdon:
relief, were carried on wunder the State
Children Department. These in aunthor-
ity at the time had in mind eertain
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retorms, und desived to vliminate the some-
what harsh term *“State child” by changing
the name both of the Act and of the depart-
ment, 1 do not think there can be any very
strong opposition offered to the proposed
change. New South Wales, Vietoria and
South Australin have all adepted a similar
course, and in those Slates to-day the re-
spective departments ave entitled Child Wel-
fure Department. Undoubtedly the depart-
ment, as il exists in Western Australia, is
for the welfare of the ehildren generally.
The new name is more suitable in every re-
spect.  Under it no stigma is left for the
child to eaery in after life. Many of those
whom in the past we have termed State
childven, but who in futare will be known
as wards of the State, have risen to high
positions of rezponstbility and have been a
eredit to themselves and to the institution
under whose protection they spent their
early years, In order to obviate any stigma
that may follow the children in after life,
it has hecn decided te amend the Aet, and
that the children should in future be known
as wards of the State. The Bill alsg pro-
vides for the repeal of Section 15 which de-
clares the Government Industrial Scheql st
Subiaco to be a Government . institution
under the Act. The receiving depot at
Subiaco was transferred gome years ago. It
is mow in Waleott-street, Mt: Lawley, and
has been gazetted as a reeeiving depot under
the Act. Tt is also proposed under the Bill
that the department should have power fg
relense a delinguent child commiited to an
industrinl school before his or her term of
detention expires. At present there is no
suclh power. In the absence of expressed
anthority, the department has taken a com-
mon-sense view, and has released such child-
ren on trial when it appeared that that could
reasenably be done. The Minister control-
ling the department, and the members of
the Children’s Court, bave econcurred in such
early reienses. As the result of their delib-
crations they decided to take that responsi-
bility. '

Hon. A. Lovekin: T do not think that is
quite correet.

The HONORARY MINISTER: They
conenrred in making these early releases
from the industrial sehool in certain eases.
T happen to have hesn dealing with one of
these cases, although I am aware that the
hon. member has more experience than most
people have of the Children’s Court. At
any rate T feel sure that the Minister for
Henlth and the members of the Children’s
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Court have conferred and concurred regard-
ing these early releases, with great benefit
to all' concerned.  Another feature of the
Bill is that provision is made for Section
76, relating to the attachment of moneys,
property, etc, in counection with mainten-
ance defaulters, to apply to those who offend
under Sections 128 and 129, The section as
it stands is not of much value to the depart-
ment, as it is most nnusua! and in most cases
unnecessary to ask for an attachment order,
when an order against a near relative is
being obtained upon complaint made under
Section 69. The inclusion of the two sec-
tiops referred to permits the depariment to
secure attachment orders against defaulters
where it i known that they have money
coming to them, or where they have any pro-
perty, ete. Section T6 does not permit of
this, and some defaniters, although in pos-
session of property ean to all intents and
purposes defy the department. A much-
needed amendment is that proposed to See-
tion 78. This provides for security where
forfeited to be paid to the department,
which ‘has incurred «onsiderable expense in
the maintenance of a defavlter’s children.
‘When the money has been refunded, the de-
partment which bas incurred the obligation
should derive the henefit. I anderstand that
all moneys that are recovered in this way go
either to the Attorney General’s Department
or the Crown Law Department. This
amendment will have the effeet of providing
that any moneys recovered in this way will
go to the department which has ineurred
the expense. Provision is also made for the
prosecution of persons whe remove State
children out of Western Australia. At pre-
sent Section 103 protects only those children
placed by order of the court in the care of
private persons or societies. That the
amendment now sought was not made in the
past must, it is thought, have been due to
an oversight when the principal Aect was
framed. The last matter dealt with in the
Bill relates to proceedings faken egainst
persons having wards of the departmeit
illegally in their eare. Instances in the past
bhave oceurred, when it has been diffienlt to
institute proceedings against such persons.
It is felt that the department should have
more power under the Act. The Bill pro-
vides prineipally for the ehanges of names
that T have indicated and the other few im-
provements that are deemed necessary to the
Act. Mr. Lovekin has supplied members
with a eopy of a memorandum of his ideas
apon the Bill. Tn Committee T shall have

[COUNCIL.]

something to say coneerning the amend
ments outlined by him. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,

HON. A, LOVEKIN (Metropolitar
(8.23]: I will support the Bill. It is betts
to regard these children as wards of t}
State than as State children, In after lif
they may be looked down upon as Stat
children, for a certain stigma may attach |
them. The use of the term “ward” is bette
than that of State children, and it is one the
is generally nsed elsewhere. To the first elaus
relating to the change of name from Stal
children to wards of the State there can b
no objection. Clause 5 deals with the Subiac
Industrial School, which has gone out of es
istence. There is no need for the section t
remain ip the Act. With regard to Clause f
T think the Honorary Minister must hav
been misinformed as to seccuring the approve
of members of the Children's Court. Thi
clanse as it stands really undermines th
fonetions of the eourt. Under Section 3
of the Act, if a child is found guilty of an;
offence which is punisbable by imprisonmen
the court in lien of imprisoning that chil
may send it to an industrial school, or ma;
allow 2 near relative to punish the child, o
may reléase it on probation on such eon
ditions as the court may order, and in suel
case the child shall be subject to the super
vision of the department until it attains th
age of 18 years or during as short a perio
as the court may order. The court exercise
that function pretty freely. Under Claus
6 as it stands, when the court has given in
structions that a child shall be treated in .
certain way, the department may canse the
child to be released on probation under th
supervision of an offieer of the departmen
or a probation officer. The decision of th
court wounld go by the hoard Tt will h
a farce to sit on the bench and commit chil
dren if a departmental! officer, who Imow
nothing about the case or the eirenmstances
or the grounds upon which the court eom
mitted the child, and who heard none of th:
evidence, can eancel the sentence, do what h
likes, and place the child nnder some ir
responsible departmental official.

Hon. E. H. Gray: He is an expert. Th
¢hild would be under him all the fime. H
would have more knowledee of the child tha
the court conld have after seeing it onls
once. The child may come before the cour
for one day, bnt it is under the control o
the probation officer all the time.



[26 Ocroses, 1927.]

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The court commits
the child to thst probation officer, who
works under the direction of the Court.
The department, wunder this clause,
wants to be able fo give it to some
other officer of the department, There are
only four inspectresses. What is the good
of an inspectress when it comes to a case of
looking after unruly boys? That elause
should be deleted. Clanse 7 would not be
necessary if the consequential amendments
kad been made when the Act was consoli-
dated. Clause 8 is mnof objectionable,
but really does not make mueh difference to
the position. At present a man is ordered to
find security, and when the seeurity is for-
feited, the Attorney-General’s Department
takes the money. The Charities Department
has paid out the money, but does not get it;
but revenue gets it just the same, whether it
goes to one department or the other. It
does not make any difference, but it may be
hetter if the security that is forfeited goes
to the departrent that has advanced the
money.

Hon. J. J. Holmes:
the Bill leff,

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: True, there is very
little in it. As regards Clause 9, I am a
member of the Children’s Court, and I have
not had any consnltation with other members
of that court about the Bill. I was surprised
when I saw the Bill. I suppose somebody
has consulted other members of the Chil-
dren’s Court regarding the measure. Section
103 of the principal Act, referred to in that
clause, is to be amended by deletion of the
words “this Part of.” If those words are
struek out, it will make no difference to the
section, which reads—

There is not mueh of

No peraon who, whether as manager of any
socioty or otherwise, ia guardian of the per-
son of any child by virtue of any order under
this Part of this Act, shall remove such child
or suffer such child to be removed out of
Western Australia without the consent of the
Minister being first obtained.

Clause 10 is perbaps necessary, because it de-
clares that any person who, having a ward in
his or her care, negleets or refuses, on de-
mand, to hand such child over to an aun-
thorised officer of the department or a police
officer anthorised to receive the child eommits
an offence. There can be no objection to
that. There are, however, two or three
amendments I desire to see made in
Committee: and to save time T have
prepared a statement, copies of which
have been furnished to members so that

[52}
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I will not need to labour the subject during
ihe next stage. The first amendment refers
to the objective of getting & woman
probation officer as well as a male proba-
tion officer. I have given my reasons in that
memorandum. The department have alwaya
opposed the proposal. The 153 members of
the Children’s Court, some of whom have
been there for 20 years and some for 12,
have always been nnanimous that there is
as much delinquency among young girls as
among young boys, if not more, and that
there is no mceans by which the court can
function. The cases are not taken to the
department, but to members of the court.
Sunday after Sunday and Saturday after
Saturday I have had parents coming to seo
me about their childrven, asking for adviee
ag to how to act. If there were a lady pro-
bation officer to look after delinquent young
girls, one could handle such cases; but men
really cannot handle the cases of girls, and
there is nowhere to send the girls. All
the department have ig four inspectresses
who visit the foster mothers and look after
the children, going about once a month or
onee in six weeks to visit a child, which is
not often enough. Those inspectresses
cannot do probation work. So satisfled
was I two or three years ago, when the
present Government came into office, of the
necessity for a lady probation officer that
I offered to pay her salary—I forget
whether for two years or three—to give the
system a trial. An officer of the depart-
ment, upon my suggesting a salary of £300
a year because I wanted to get the right
type of woman for the job, told me un-
officially that if the department appointed
a woman probation officer at such a salary
as that, it would eause dissatisfaction
amongst the other inspectresses. There-
fore the offer was turned down. As I point
out in the memorandum, the secretary in
his last report states that only four girls
were placed on probation during the year.
That is because the women police have
been fold not to bring girls to the court,
the magistrates being unwilling to sully
girls by sending them to institutions for a
little laxity here and there. We want to
direet them into the right track, Mrs,
Dugdale, one of the women police, is doing
a great deal of this probation work.
Dozens of such cases never come to the
eourt at all. This good woman onght to be
promoted in the ranks of the police force,
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becanse she takes such giris to her own
home and tries to get them on the right
track and to put them out somewhere
whers they will be looked after. All that
is going on, snd the department know
pothing about it, but the secretary writes that
during the year only four girls were placed
on probation. There would have been 30
cases if all the girls concerned had been
brought before the court. That is one
amendment I wish to secure in Commitiee,
and another is that under the Act as it
stands the limt of the order whieh the
court can make for the maintenance of &
¢hild is 12s. B4. per week, whereas the limit
should be considerably higher. In the case
of quite a number of babies the State gets
the maximum order for 12s. (d, per week,
and immedistely begins to pay out 13s. per
week to the foster mother. If the child is
at all sick, the Government pay up to £1
per week, getting a return from a man,
possibly well able to pay, of only 12s. 6d.
per week, The State is penalised quite
sufficiently by having to keep a number of
children whom it ought uot to have to
keep, and those who can afford to pay
ought to bear the full cost of the keep. A
third amendment I shall suggest in Com-
mittee i to prevent young children from
being enpaged in conneetion with the tin
hare husiness. Under the Aet children
uader 14 years of age are not allowed to be
engaged in servieces of that gort, and 1 do
not think they ought to be allowed to be
engaged in the racing or runnming of tin
hares. 8o I propose to substitute the
word “races” for the word “horses.” With
those few remarks I support the second
reading. Perhaps the Minister will be
good eucugh to postpone the Committee
stage to the mext sitting.

HON. E. H. GRAY (West) [838]: [

support the seeond reading, and wish to
express my admiration of the splendid
work done by the Children’s Conmrt magi-
strates. I have no desire to go over ground
already traversed. The only clause T am
about to eriticise is the one referred to by
Mr. Lovekin, giving the department power
to release chiidren committed to industrial
schools. It might well be that the word
“Minister” shonld be substituted for “de-
partmeni,” but the principle involved is
good. The magistrates hear the case,
taking evidenee for and against; and when
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a child-is committed to an industrial
sehool it comes under the permanent eon-
trol and supervision of officers. Thus the
same argument applies to the elawse in
iuestion as to the legislation now in exist-
euce, It is wonderfnl what an incentive
it is to prisoners, and must be to children,
to see something shead of them. A chill
may be sent to an institation for twe
years, and to some types of children that
period will seem slavery.  [f they have
the incentive of knowing that good
behavionr, hard work and locking after
themselves may lead to their release on
probation, to their being given another
trial in the open spaces of ordinary child-
hood

Hon. A, Lovekin: That is done now by
the probation officer, who comes back to
the conrt and tells the story,

Hon. E. H. GRAY: But this may be an
casier way ont.

Hon. A, Lovekin : That may be the
apinion of people who know nothing about
ik,

Hon. E. H. GRAY : Tt appears to me that
something of the kind should be dome in
order to deal with eertain types of children.
Undonbtedly children, just like adults, if
they see some reward for work done, pro-
duce better resnlts. If, as Mr. Lovekin
says, exactly the same thing iz done now,
why is the elanse inserted? Anything to im-
prove the lot of children bas my cordial sup-
port, and 1 have mueh pleasure, therefore, in
snpporting the second reading of the Bill,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

BILL—HOSPITALS.
In Committes.

Resumed from the 19th Oetober; Hon. J.
Cornell in the Chair, the Honorary Minister
in charge of the Bill

Clause 38 — Regulations (partly econ-

sidered) :

Clanse put and passed.

Postponed Clause &7—Power of local au-
thorities to expend re:venues on public hos-
pitals:

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: This clause
diverts the ineidence of taxation from the

Government to the local anthorities, and
therefore shonld be deleted. Recently the
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secretary of the Health Department placed
Letore a conference of bospital anthorities a
proposal that 115d in the pound should be
levied on all inecomes, from the highest to
the lowesl, to meet hospital expenditure,
and the secretary staied that this would re-
sult in the raising uf a sum of £217,762.
That sum is about equal to the amount paid
by subserihers to vavious wmedical funds at
the rate of Gd. per head per week. I rather
regret that the Government have rejected so
broad a proposal in favour of that contained
in this clause. 1 have taken the trouble to
ascertain how the clause will affect the local
governing hodies in my province. There
are 27 different road boards, whose general
revenue averages a little over £2,000. That
would provide a total of £35,286, to say
nothing of what would be the revenue of
municipalities within the province, A con-
tribution of 10 per ecnt. of the general rev-
enue would mean that the loeal authorities
in the province would contribute £5,528,
which shounld be raised by means of direct
taxation. The taxable revenue of the whole
of the road boards throughout the State
amounts to £193,715, making a tofal possible
charge under the Bill against the local au-
thorities of £19371. That means that the
Government are side-stepping their duty of
imposing taxation amounting to, roughly,
£20,000. The figures T have quoted refer to
1925, the latest obtainable. Since then there
hag been a re-assessment of the land in many
of the road board areas so that the amount
to be raised would probably be mnearer
£30,000 than £20,000. In such eircumstances
it is only to be expected that throughout the
agriculfural mreas there is strong exception
taken to this method of taxing the peaple.
It means that the nomad who goes into
the country areas and is taken ill, has to be
looked after by the loeal authorities, where-
as it should be the duty of the State to
undertake that task. This means removing
the respounsihility for maintaining hospitals
from tbe Government to the loeal puthorities
and really placing thaf responsibility on the
shoulders of the produeers themselves. The
clause will mean that the taxpayer who is
already heavily taxed. will have to shoulder
the extra finaneiul burden, and the indi-
vidual who does not eontribute a penny
towards the hospital will receive the benefit.
The Government wil' be relieved of the
odium of imposing the necessary tax, and I
hope the Committec will agree to strike the
clause out.
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Hon. J. KWING: 1 hope the Honorary
Minister wili explain what the position will
be regarding the Collie and Katanning hos-
pitals if the :lause be struck out. Those
hospitals were erected by the Government
and, while 1 do not know exactly what the
position is regarding the Katanning hos-
pital, the miners at Collie contribute from
their wages to maintain the local hospital
In addition to that the subsecriptions from
the local people are very satisfactory indeed.
Those hospitals were erected at a cost of
between £2,000 and £3,000.

Hon. J. Nicholson: The contribuntions you
refer to rt Collie are voluntary.

Hon, J. EWING: That is so, but the Bill
provides for a contribution of 10 per cent.
of the general revenue of the local authori-
ties to be applied lowards the hospitals
The claunse ineludes a provision validating
loans in connection with those hospitals.

Hon. J. Nicholson- Why not retain that
subelause in the Bill

Hon. J. EWING - The general opinion
seems to be that the clause as s whole should
be struek out and provision made to meet
the position by an amendment of the Muni-
cipalities Act. Shouid tbe whole clause be
struck out, that will climinate the subelanse
dealing with the contributions to the Collie
and the Katanning hospitals. I want to
know what the position will be then.

Hon. 8ir EDWARD WITTENOOM: Mr.
Yelland has placed the position clearly be-
fore hon. members. ife has pointed out that
it s not reasonable that the hospitals shall
he maintained in this way. Even if the
proposal for a 10 per cent. levy were aecept-
able, it is very danperous to provide that
the members of a road board shall be sble
to bind the board for a period of years
by agreeing to make contributions over a
given period,  That seems altogether ton
much power to plaee in the hands of a local
authority. Tt means giving road board
members for one yesr unlimited power to
hamper those whe wil! follow them for years
to come.

Hen. J. Ewing: It is a good clanse and
T think it should be retained in the Bill.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM -
Then the hon. membe- and Y disagree.

The HONORARY MINISTER : Mr.
Yelland has made an estimate of what it
will cost the road beards in his provines,
but as n matter of fnet those loeal anthori-
ties have this power to-day, so that they
are not affected 2% all by the elause.
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Hon. V., Hamersley: Then why include it
in the Bill?

The HONORARY MINISTER: All that
is asked is that the municipalities shall have
the same power as the road boards already
possess., It must not be lost sight of that
it is purely voluntary on the part of the
boards or municipalities as to whether they
shall exercise the power.

Heon. J. Ewing: The municipalitics are
contributing to-day.

The HONORARY MINISTER: That iz
£0.
Hon. Bir Edward Wittenoom: And ean
the loeal suthorities pledge their board over
a number of years?

The IIONORARY MINISTER: No.

Hun. 8ir Edward Wittenoom: That is
whut vou are providing in the clause.

The HONORARY MINISTER: In view
of vur experience of road boards and mun:-
cipalities, is it tikely that anv loeal govern-
ing body, bearing in mind the periodieal
elections, wounld do somethine that was out
of step with the opinion of the rntepayers’

Hon. J. J. Holmes: But if they did, their
activn eould not be reetified.

The HONORARY MUENISTER: I do nor
read that into the clause. It is merely in
the interests of the hospitals and the people
who are concerned.

Hon. J. Ewine: IWhy shoul? not the muni-
cipalities have the same powers that the roat
hoards have to-day?

Tne HONORARY MINISTER: Exactly.
Is there anything wrong in a municipality
being yermitted should it so desive, to con-
tribute towards the upkeep of a hospital?
If 2 hospital committee were established,
would it not be reasonable for them fo ex-
peet to have the promise of awmistance over
a period of two or three years so that they
shonld know what their prospects were? 1
think the clause is essential.

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: I can-
not agree that the clause is necessary. The
revenue of the City of Perth amounts in
£120,583 and that of Fremantle to £17,092.
The City Couneil might decide to contribute
10 per ecent. of the revenue towards the up-
keep of the Perth Hospital and the Fre-
mantle couneil might decide to do the same
in connection with the hospital at the port.
Bearing in mind that the scheme is a volun-
tary one, the municipalities between Perth
and Fremanfle might not contribufe a penny
towards those institntions,  There are no
hospitale hetween Perth and Fremantle, so
that the ratepayers from those interveninx

[COUNCIL.]

municipalities would use one or other of
the two public hospitals T refer to. Tt does
not seem equitable that sueh a position
should arise, Some people eontribute vol-
untarily, but others who should contribute
fail to do so. The proposed distribution is
inequitable. The Perth City Council might
decide to contribute, and though the people
of Subiaco would use the Perth hospital,
the Subiaco municipality might decline tu
contribute. Similarly in the country, some
of the local authorities would cheerfully
support hospitals, but others would not. The
measure will involve a direet tax on the
already heavily burdened taxpayer. As Mr.
Yellaud pointed out, the people who use the
hospitals are not paying their fair quota to-
wards the upkeep. The public generaily are
willing to pay for patients in indigent eir-
cumstances, but a voluntary proposal of this
kind is inequitable.

Hon. A. Burvill: What remedy would you
suggest?

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATIMLAIN: Some
definite scheme is required for the whole of
the charities. A tax on wages has been sug-
gested, but many of the peuple in reccipt
of high salaries would then be paying for
hospitals from which they derived no benefit.
The existing position in Perth is a disgrace.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Why are
there so many sick people in Perth,

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: I am
not awsre that there are more sick people in
Pertl than anywhere else.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: T support the clause,
though there is mnch in what Sir William
Lathlain bas said. The Fremantle Couneil
might eall a conference of local authorities
from Cottesloe Beach to Janiakot and offer
to contribute a certain percentage provided
the others contrthuted proportionately. Tt
would be advantageous to have power to dv
that.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: Under that
scheme you would not get the man who does
not contribute at atl.

Hon. B, H. GRAY: We would; if he was
a worker he wonll be paying rent.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain- I have heard
that tale hefore.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: TUnder the Bill the
burden on the ratepayers would be lessened
becanse they would be rontributing through
the rates.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: Hew would
von get hold of the man who was not a rate-
nayer?
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Hon. E. H. GRAY: TUnder this scheme
a bigger percentage would contribute than
are eontributing at present, My experience
of the eountry is that people there are ap-
proached and told they are expected to
contribute so much.

Hon. Sir Willisin Lathlain: What do the
men who use the hospitals give?

Hon. E, H. GRAY : The men who work on
farns give genercusly if they are ap-
proached properly. I lived in the eountry
for unearly 10 years and the receipts from
the young fellows on the farms were won-
derful. The scheme will assist the generons
farmer or employee.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Do yon believe in thiz
method by which the Government will pass
on their responsihility to the loeal authori-
ties?

Hon. E. 1. GRAY : Whether the Govern-
ment or the local authoritics provide the
money, the same people have to pay. If
we cannot get a belter scheme, let us adopt
this one.

Hon. E, H. Harris: Let us have a better
scheme,

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: If Mr. Gray can
suggest & nctier scheme we would be glad
to hear it. The Honorary Minister said it
would be optional whether a road board
made the contribution. We must consider
not only whet is probable, but what is pos-
sible under the measure. The GQovernmen!
have only to withdraw their hospital subsi-
dies and the road boards won!d be compelled
to resort to this method of raising funds.
Mr. Gray overlooked the faet that if the road
boards are called vpon to pay 10 per cent.
of the their revenue to hospitals their income
will be depleted fo that extent and their rates
will have to be increased to meel expenses.

Hon. Sir William Lathlain: And then they
wonld not get at the man who nses the hos-
pital and does not pay.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: That is so, and
that is the great object in view. The man
who nses a hospital should pay according to
his means. Some people cannot pay and it
is the duty of the community to provide for
indigent sick, but why should we inflict thid
taxation upon people who are already heav-
ily burdened? .

Hon. E. H. Gray: You would lessen the
hurden on the generous man.

"Hon. H. J. YELLAND: Under Clauses

27 and 2B, it would be possible to put the
serew on local authorities. The Governot
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may declare that it is expedient to construet
a hospital for a district of two or more
local authorities and may authorise its con-
struction and declare the districts to be
served by it. The proposal will be binding
if two-thirds of the local authorities agree to
it. 'We have been told that it ia optional,
and yet it is possible to compel the local au-
thorities to contribute. I cannot understand
why the Government have not adopted the
suggestion to impose on all incomes a tax fon
hospital purposes. I understand that the
workers at a conference agreed to it and yet
the present Government have made a deflnite
attack upon those who are carrying the bur-
den of taxation.

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM?
There is no doubt that Mr. Gray is correct
in saying that to a large extent if this pro-
posal is ecarried the generous man will de-
cline fo render further assistance.

The HONORARY MINISTER: In con-~
nection with any system, not alone the con-
duct of hospitals, but in every walk of life,
we find people who are ready to side-step
their obligations. Mr. Yelland retnrned to the
argument that the Government should intro-
dunce legislation for the upkeep of hospitals.
With all that has been said I agree and
nobody can sound a jurring note on the sub-
jeet of the proposals that have been ad-
vanced. The clause, however, merely gives
to a municipality the power that is already
held by a réad board under the Road Dis-
tricts Aet.

Hon. H. STEWIART: If road boards
have this power, why is it necessary in Sub-
clause 3 to validate the action of the Kat-
anning Road Board in raising a loan for
the erection of their hospital?

Hon. J. EWING: T asked the Minister
a similar question. It is a fact that in the
huilding of the Collie Hosgpital financial as-
sistance was given by the municipal couneil.
Secing that road boards have the power to
do this and the municipalities have not, will
the Minister consider the hdvisability of
amending the Municipalities Act? There is
no doubt that a hespital was badly needed
at Collie and the Government acted liberally.
It is to the credit of the munictpality of
Collie that they rendered the help they gave.
We should certainly give municipalities the
voluntary power to assist in this direction,
a power similar to that enjoyed by road
beards. The miners at Collie pay very well
towards the support of their institution.
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Hon. E. H, Harris: They can afford to
do so.

The HONORARY MINISTER: We know
that Collie is a municipality and the clause
has for ity objeet the wvalidating of the
setion taken by the Couneil. In regard to
Katanning, evidently some action was taken
by the voad board. They may have received
assistance, or something of the kind, that re-
quires to be validated. I can give no guar-
antee that there will be an amendment to the
Munieipalities Aet to legalise aetions such as
those that have been referred to. Objection
ix being taken fo the clanse and a similar
objection possibly would he taken to such a
clause if it were inserted in the Municipali-
ties Act. Al that the Bill before us seeks to
do is to give to municipalties the power that
is to-day enjoyed by road boards.

Hon. H. J. YELLAND: To make the
position clear I will move an amendment—

That Subelavses 1 and 2 be struck ouwt.

The CHAIRMAN: T remind the Com-
mittee that if those two subelauses are struck
ont, Subelause 3 will be meaningless.

Hon. H. STEWART : The clause is purely
optional but T look upon the next one as
dangerous. It has been anything but a bene-
fit to road boards. They have had that poweri
and it has enabled them to contribute fo-
wards the erection of hospitals. There is a
road hoard in Narrogin as well as 2 muniei-
pality. At Katanning there is a road board
without 8 municipality. At Albany there is
a municipality and a road board, Wagin has
r municipality and a road beard, and Pin-
gelly has a road board but no munieipality.
It is not right that we should find that a
road board in an important centre has the
power to contribute a portion of its funds
towards hospital purposes while the muniei-
pality should be debarred from doing so by
reason of the fact that the Municipalities Aect
contains no provision to ensble it to do so.
I should prefer to have an undertaking from
the Government that they would make the
amendment in the Municipalities Act, which
is the proper place for it, but failing that 1
could not vote for the amendment.

Awmendment put, and a division taken with
the following result:—
Ayes
Noes

Majority for

| =] »e

[ASSEMBLY.]

AYES.
Hon. E, H. Harris Hon. J, Nicholson
Hon. J. J. Holmes Houn. G. Potter
Hon, 8ir W, Lathblain Hon. Sir H. Wittenoc
Houn. A. Lovekin Hon. H. J. Yelland
Hon. G. W. Miles (Ted
Noka.
Hoo., A. Burvill Hon. V. Hamersley
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. J. W, Hickey
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. H. Ytowart
Hou. E. H. Gray Hon. E. Rose
(Tali

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: I soggest that
might postpone this clause now and m
what remains of it readable by ineorpo
ing in it some of what we have struck

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 9.35 p.m.

Begislative Hssembly,
Wednesday, 26th October, 1927,

Question ; Rallway projwt I.lxke Grm»Eaai J’llatln-
Kalgartn

Government Business, p
Bills: Loan and mscribed Stock (Slaking rumn. nn
Raﬂwsys Discontinuaace, 28, ...
Traflc Act Amendment, returned -
Annual Estimates : Votes and Ltems dbunned
Publlc Worke and Bnllcllnsl .
Lahour

e e pd bk et el e D

The SPEAKER 1iook the Chair at 4
p.m,, and read prayers.

QUESTION—RATILWAY. PROJECT,
LAKE GRACE-EAST JILAKIN-
EKALGARIN.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON asked the P:
mier: 1, Has the report of the special co
mittee on the propesed Lake Grace-Es
Jilakin-Kalgarin railway been received |
the Government? 2, If not, when wil}
be available? 3, If so, is it his intenti
to lay the report on the Table of #
Honse?



