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The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
understand that the fish arrives either at
Geraldton or Fremantle in ice, and that even
though it may be in ice for 10 or 12 days,
it ia perfeetly good in flavour. Packed in ice
it does not lose its flavour at all; but when
put into freezing chambers, where it may be
kept for a considerable time, it soon puts on
a different character, loses its flavour, and is
no longer so good an article of diet as it
should be. No doubt a good deal ean be done
in the way of improving the marketing facili-
ties. I will bring that matter under notice.
I am sorry I cannot support the report he-
cause of the nature of its reccommendations.
I am not in a position to support Government
trawlera at present. I do not think the Gov-
ernment should take over the Fremantle fish
markets, but I de think there should be a
more equitable arrangement in regard to
them, Then there is the proposal for a
hoard—

A board should be constituted, giving
equal representation to the Government and
the fishermen, with an independent ehair-
man—such board to control the fishing in-
Austry.

In New South Wales there was at one time
s board known as the Commission of Fish-
eriea. That was abandoned, and s board
known as the Board of Fisheries, having on
it a represenmtative of the fishermen, was ap-
pointed. But after some experience that too
was abandoned, and the administration of
fisheries in New South Wales i3 now under a
chief ingpector, very much in the same way
as here. The third recommendation of the
select committee’s report recads—

Regularity of supply to the publie should
be provided by the mecthods hercinbefore
set forth.

Those methods start with the purchase of a
trawler, and T am not prepared to support
that proposal at the present time. The other
recommendations of the seleet committee will
veceive careful eonsideration.

On motion by Hou, H. Seddon debate ad-
journed.

BILL — (GENERAL LOAN AND IN-
SCRIBED STOCK ACT AMENDMENT,

Seeond Reading,

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION
(Hon. H. P. Colebatch—East) [9.36] in
moving the sceond reading said: This s a

very short Bill, regulating the authorised
rate of interest on inseribed stock amd de-
bentures to the 31st Idecember, 1923, From
time to time, since the rate of interest went
up, the maximum rate that the Government
should be ellowed to pay has been fixed; and,
by the deeision of this Honse in the first in-
stance, it has been fixed for one year only.
The authority obtained last session fixed the
maximum rate at 61, per cent., and that was
fimited to the 31st December, 1922, The
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amendment Aet in question has pow expired,
and therefore we go back to the original Act
under whiel the maximum rate is fixed at
4 per cent. Each amendment Act has been
for a period only. As soon as uan amendment
Act expires, we revert to the 4 per cent. The
present Bill provides for 6 per eent. as a
maximum rate at the end of the present year.
It is anticipated that the loans will be placed
in London at about 5 per cent., or locally at
about 534 per cent. Our last London loans were
for three millions at £95 and 6 per cent.,
equal to £6 12s. per cent, and two millions
at £96 and 5 per cent., equal to £5 9s. 6d.
Our Jast local Joan was at 6 per ¢ent. at por,
The last New South Wales loan waa at 4%
per cent. and £91, the underwriters taking
93 per cent. New South 'Wales has recog-
nised the uccessity for offering a slightly
higher rate in eonmection with the loan now
ori the London market. New Zealand floated
a loan of five millions at 5 per cemt. at par.
The Commonivealth recently issued a 5 per
cent, loan of five millions at £96. Therefore
I think the 6 per eenf. proposed by this Bill
is a sufficient and rcasonable maximum to be
fixed for our State loans for the current year.
I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,
Onr motion by Hon, J. W, Klrwan debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 538 p.m.

Aegislative Hssembly,

Tuesdey, 23rd January, 1923.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
pm., and read prayers.

QUESTION—TRAFFIC SIGNALLING.

Mr. MARSHALL asked the Minister for
Works: 1, In order to prevent as far as pos-
gible accidents with travelling vehicles aftor
sunset, will he consider the advisability of
adopting some sueh patent as the Clement's
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patent Jamp in liew of projecting the arm?
2, If not, for what reason or reasons?

The MINIBTER FOR WORKS replied: 1
and 2, The matter is under consideration.

QUESTION—RAILWAY EXTENSION,
NAREMEBEEN.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is it a fact that raile and fasten-
ings have been ordered for the Narembeen rail-
way extension? 2, Whenr is it anticipated
this work will be commenced? 3, Has his
attention been drawn to a paragraph in the
Commissioner of Railways report of 1922
under the heading ‘‘Railways under conatrue-
tion and projected,’’ on page 4, dealing with
the inconvenience of working that section of
the line from Narrogin to Narembeen? 4,
‘What is the intention of the Government in
this matter?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied: 1,
No. 2, Under consideration. 3, Yes. 4,
Tnder consideration.

RESOLUTION—COMMONWEALTH
CONSTITUTION.

Message received from the Council noti-
fying that it had passed the following reso-
lution and desiring the comcurrence of the
Assembly therein:—

That in the opinion of this House the
Premier should communicate with the Com-
monwealth and State Governments and
urge the smnmoning of a constitutional eon-
vention to consider the amending of the
Commonwealth Constitution.

BILL—INDUSTRIES ASSISTANCE ACT
CONTINUANCE,

Returned from the Council without amend-
ment.

BILL—DOG ACT AMENDMENT.
Council’s Message.
Message received from the Council noti-
fying that it had agreed to the Assembly’s

modifieation of the Council’s amendment No.
4,

BILL—JARNADUP-DENMARK
RAILWAY.

Council’s Amendments.
Messagé received from the Counecil noti-

fying that it had agreed to the Bill, subject
to amendments.

BILL—INTERPRETATION ACT
AMENDMENT.

Received from the Conncil and, on motion
by Mr. Mann (for Mr. Money) read a firat
time,

[ABSEMBLY.]

BILL—MINER'’S PHTEHIBIS.
Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—HOSPITALS.
Recommittal.
On motion by the Colonial Secretary, Bill

recommitted for the further consideration of
Clausa 1.
In Committee.
Mr. Munsie in the Chair;
Becretary in charge of the Bill

On motion by the Colonial Secretary, the
word ‘‘Januvary,’’ in line 2, struck out and
'*March’’ inserted in lien,

Bill reported with a further amendment.

the Colonial

BILL—ELECTORAL DISTRICTS.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from 5th December, 1922,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [2.39]: It is with a certain amount
of diffidence that 1 approach the debate on
the second reading of the Bill.

The Premier: You are not opposing it?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I do not think any
person who has the best interests of the State
at heart will support the Bill. It has heen
customary in connection with electoral reform
throughout the world, 1o place greater
power in the hands of the people. In
almost every other part of the world
to-day people realise that they are the
prime factors of government, that they
are responsible for the making and ua-
making of Parliaments, and that no Govern-
ment ¢an be successful unleas they are sup-
ported by a majority of the people. Thati
being so0, it should be expected in Western
Australia, which is, or should be, cne of the
most progressive parts of the world in these
times, that in bringing forward any measure
of clectoral reform, the Government shonld
benefit from the examples set by other parts
of the world. The Bill, however, represents a
retrograde step. It is not intended to allow
a majority of the people to have a voice in
the control of the State. On the contrary, it
is clearly set out that the future government
of Western Australia must be controlled by
a minority. That demonstrates that here at
least no Government will be suceessful re-
garding the rights of the people. I regret
that the Government have made the Bill a
party measure, It should not be dealt with
in that way. It should be left open for a
free discussion on the part of hon. members,
who should be permitted to vote in what they
congider the best way in the interests of
those people whom they represent. I do not
believe that the Govermment gave more than
15 or 20 minutes to deciding the issues of the
Bill. T do not think they gave it much con-
sideration at all. I feel confident that there
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are many members of this Chamber who hold
progressive views, and that they are prepared
to give the Bill the consideration it deserves.
It they are given the opportunily to do that,
they will not pledge their support to
the Bill as it stands to-day. There ia a
phase of the electoral question which I re-
gard as very serious, There is a great de-
mand throughout Australia to-day for what
may be termed ‘‘unification.’’ The leaders
of all political parties bhave made it clear
that they desire unification.

The Minister for Mines:
what you mean by that.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Some people make
out that they want only a degree of unifica-
tion, but it amounts to the same thing,

The Minister for Mines: One Parliament
for the whole of Australia?

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: One Parliament to
control Australia, having powers of legisla-
tion over matters which are now dealt with
by the State, as is the case with the Union
of South Africa.

Mr. O'Loghlen: And delegate powera to
provineial councils.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: As the member
for Forrest (Mr. O’Loghlen) has indicated,
. powers would be given to the provinecial Gov-

It all depends

"..ernments throughout Australia,
.-+ :The -Minister for Mines:
" ppinion.. '

That is only an

“* Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I know there is a
‘difference of opinion on thiz question.- The
Laboor Party have stated ¢learly what they
want. The Country Party have said that
they wan{ smaller States. The Nationalist
Party, when they were in existence, said
they wanted a convention. I have it from a
Nationalist leader, who ia one of the highest
authorities, that that convention meant that
they wanted unification. 'We have the Com-
monwealth Government aiming at inereased
pawer which will give them control over all
the State Governments or provincial councils.
‘While the leaders of the State rights party
are opposed to the granting of those addi-
tional powers to the Federal Government,
‘they overlook the fact that, under the Fed-
eral Constitution, the people as a whole have
the ultimate power. That being so, it he-

- hoves those who wish to pressrve the States

to sce that the State electors shall have equal
powers with the Commonwealth electors. That

.is not provided in the Bill. Our pesition in

- Weatern Australia is different from that in

the other States. Whenever by referendum
the Federal Government have applied to the
people of Western Australia for increased
powers, those powers have been granted by a
large majority. How are those who wish to
maintain the States to combat the aetion of

.the Eastern States? In my opinion the very
best way is to bring the people of Western

Australia to realise that as State electors they
have equal representation with the Common-
wealth electors.

Mr. MacCallum Smith: But they have not

. that equal representation.
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Hon. W. O. ANGWIN: No,.and that is
why the State is losing ground. When a
State elector in Western Australia has not
equal representation with a State elector im
any other Australian State, it is only natural
that he should feel more kindly disposed to-
wards the Federal Parliament, where he has
equal representation with all other Australiam
electora. and lose interest in the State Par-
linment where his representation is not ade-
quate. Of late every change in electoral
qualification has told against the State elector
of Western Australia and, in consequence,
the general! advocaey for handing over the
affairs of State to the Federal! Parliament is
jnereasing in intensity. It is true that an-
other place is almost solidly opposed to any
extension of its franchise. The Premier, in
moving the second reading of the Bill, said
we must give eqnal representation to all see-
tions of the people. But he weni on to say
that we could not give equal representation as
between electorates. In the Bill no attempt has
been made to give equal representation as be-
tween the electorates. Not even distance from
the eapital is taken into consideration. The Bill
ig one of the most ridieulous, even atrocions,
measures ever put before the Parliament of
Western Australia. In 1911 we heard a lot
about gerrymandering. In this Bill the Gov-
ernment have tried to escape that charge by
putting the whole thing in the hands of the
commissioners. In the Bill of 1913 we gave
the commissioners a free hand .

The Premier. No.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Well, almost a free
hand. We gave them full power to fix the
figures in 47 eleetorates, with a certain per-
cenfage under and over the quota.

The Minister for Mines: Why the under
and over?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Because it was
thought the number in each electorate should
be influenced by the distance from the seat
of Government.

The Minister for Mines:
applies here.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: No, it does not.
The Bill of 1913 provided that not only the
means of communieation, but also the die-
tance from the eapital, should be taken into
eongideration. In this Bill that is not pro-
vided at all. Distance is not considered;
only community of interest is to be taken
into account.

The Minister for Mines:
fixed; that is the difference.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It i3 fixed in
such a manner that certain electorates almost
on the steps of Parliament House will have
three times aa much representation as will
other electorates. The Premier, analysing
the figures, pointed out that the State rolls
showed a certain number of electors, who
would be distributed over the various elec-
torates. He said that in the metropolitan
area there were 84,872 clectors and that with
the area divided into 14 electorates each elee-
torate would have 6,062 electors. But while
the State rolls show 84,872 eleetors in the

The same thing

In this Bill it is
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metropolitan area, the Federal rolls, which
.are of more recent date, which by reason of
.guperior machinery are kept up to a standard
.that the State cannot hope to attain, which
. moreover are continunously revised by officials
. of the Postal and of the Electoral Depart-
ments, the Federal rolls show 85,720 electors
Jin the metropolitan area. This estimate

would increase the quota of each of the 14

clectorates from 6,062 to 6,125. That would

not be so bad; but, aecording to the Pre-
mier’s figures, we have on the State rolls

178,010 eleetors, and when we consult the

Commonwealth rolls we find that they show
only 169,601 electors as the total in December
of last year. Taking the Commonwealth rolls,
there are in the metropolitan area 85,720
electors, which leaves only 83,881 electors for
the remainder of the State.

The Minister for Mines: How do you ar-
- rive at the figures for the metropolitan area
in the Federal rolls?

Hon. W. €, ANGWIN: The hon. member
ought to lmow how to arrive at it.

The Minister for Mines: But the boun-
daries are not the same as thase of the State
electorates.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I am well aware
of that, but T know also what areas have
been put in and what have been struck out.
One has only to examine the Swan and the
Forrest electorates. I have done that. The
83,881 electers outside the metropolitan area
will be represented in the new Parliament
by 36 members.

The Premier: Which is fewer than to-day.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: A Jifference of
two! The 85,870 electors of the metroplitan
area will be represented by 14 members. The
Bill, we are told, has been brought down with
a view to rectifying errors and improving the
position in an endeavour to give better repre:
sentation in this Chamber. But it is pro-
vided that while the Bwan electorate, from
which a person can walk into Perth for break-
fast, walk ocut again, walk back for dinmmer,
walk out to the Swan again, walk into Perth,
have tea, see the pictures and walk home to
bed—an electorate which iz almost on the
steps of Parliament House, is to have 2,363
electors, while the adjoining electorate of
Guildford is to have 6,125 electora.

The Colonial SBeeretary: But Swan has
over 4,000,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am dealing with
the Premier’s figures, submitted when mov-
ing the second reading. The same diserep-
aney will be found as between Murray-
Wellington and South Fremantle. Then we
go to the agricultural areas along the Mid-
land railivay. After leaving Swan, we reach
Northam. One can conveniently leave Nor-
tham after breakfast, come into Perth, spend
the day here and go back to Northam to
sleep. That electorate, also, is almost on the
steps of Parliament House. Yet it is to have
2,863 electors, while every seat in the metro-
politan area is to have 6,125 electors. We
are told this is an improvement on the ex-
isting s¥stem of representation. This is said

" [ASSEMBLY.)

“to give an adequate represeatation of sall

zections of the eommunity. The Bill is de-
signed to give a more just Parliamentary
representation than we have at present.

Mr. Latham: It will improve it, will it
not?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIIN: There is a great
disparity at the present time, but I prefer
to leave the clectorates as they are now,
rather than accept this Bill. Until some
measure is hrought down which will give
fairer representation to the commumity as a
whole, we shonld let the electorates stand as
at present. My clectorate will gn ant of ex-
istenee entirely under this measure. T do
not know the reasom for that. My electors
arc satisfied with me, and I am entirely satis-
fied with them.

The Minister for Mines: How ean it be
possible that yonr electorate will go out of
existence?

Hon. W. ¢, ANGWIN: To provide the
quota.

The Minister for Mines: It cannot go out
of existence.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I have given the
question more study than bhas the Minister.
The Premier says he believes in giving ade-
guate representation to all sections of the
community. In the mnining area he proposes
to have five seats with 1,874 electors in each
distriet. Why the agricultural area should be
kept as one area and the mining area should
be dissected, I do not imow, but that is the
case. It is a recognised fact among mining
men, not only here but also in London, that
mining recoives only seeondary consideration
at the hands of the present Government.

The Premier: Oh no!

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: That is a faet.

The Minister for Works: It has not been
possible to satisfy the mining industry at
any time, and it never will be.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: There are places
outback as difficult of aceess or more so than
the North-West portion of the State, and yet
the people living in those outback places zre
to be put in a worse position than the people
in the North-West.

The Minister for Mines: You are arguing
both ways now.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: If it suits me to put
it both ways, I shall do so. For the present
T am dealing with the Bill; the Minister will
have an opportunity later.

Mr. Heron: Tf he is arguing both ways
the Minister ought to be able to understand
it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: We have been told
repeatedly that as regards the Federal Par-
liament, it makes no difference whether the
votes are of equal value or nof, because each
State has an equal number of representatives
—six—in the Senate, and therefore the Sen-
ate can protect the State. It is proposed that
the northern portion of the State shall have
four members, each representing 1,000 elec-
tors, though it is ns easy to get there as to
get to the mininp area where the distriets
will have 1874 members, or nearly double



[23 Jaxuary, 1923.]

the number preseribed for the north. JMem-
bers overlook that the northern portion of
the State is represented in the Legislative
Council by three members and has only 533
electors for that Chamber, a big proportion
of whom arc residents of the city of Perth.
Tet the northern portion of the State ig to
have no fewer that four members represent-
ing a little over 4,000 electors in this Cham-
ber. ls that fair representation? Does that
show anything even approaching equality as
conpared with other parts of the State? I
said just now that the Premier proposed
to dissect the goldfields area. Why? The
goldfields central area, mentioned in the
schedulo as a separate area, is to have four
scats of 3,413 electors caeh. The people 400
miles distant are not to receive the same con-
sideration as will be meted out to electors 20
miles away.

The Premier: You proposed to give the
whole of the goldfields six seats, and we pro-
pose scven,

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN: Things have
changed since the Labour Government intro-
dueed their Bill in 1913. The goldfields cen-
tral area will be required to have 8,413 elec-
tors to each seat, while the agricultural quetae
is to be 2,863. I do not think the Premier
was quite fair in his remarks in moving the
second reading of the Bill. He provided for
only 49 members. If members refer to the
Premier’s speeeh in ‘*Hansard’’ No, 18, they
will find that he allowed for only 49 members,

The Premier: That is not so.

Han, W. (. ANGWIN: The intention is
to have for the agricultural area, mot 22
seats with a quota of 2,295 electors, but 23
geats with a quota of 2,863 electors. If the
Premier refers to his notes, he will find that
what I say is correct.

The Premier: I have my notes here, and
what you say is not correet.

Hon. W. C. AXGWIN: If the golidfields
central area and the mining area were amal-
gamated so that the mining districts formed
one area, just as the agricultural distriets
form one area, there would be in each dis-
triet approxzimately 2,560 electora. I want
members to reeolleet how far distant these
places are situated from the seat of Govern-
ment. We hare the Murchison joining on to
the Gaseoyne, We have Eavowna running
east along the Trans-Australian railway to
the border and extending as far south as
Esperance. We have Yilgarn, another large
aren, which extends to the coast at Ravens-
thorpe. These are all large areas, and yet
they are to be treated differently from other
portions of the State. This i3 the adequate
representation which the Premier has sought
to justify. Compare it with the pastoral dis-
triets, having an average of 1,064 electors to
each district, and the agricultural distriets
having an average of 2,863 electors to each
distriet, and we must conclude that there has
been only one idea in the Premier’s mind,
namely, to ensure that where there is popu-
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lution of any magnitude at all, they shall not
be given that just representation which is
cunceded to the more seattered distriets. The
goldfields area is situated at o considerable
distance from the seat of Government. Some
of the mining distriets are still further out
and are scattered over a very large area, while
the agricanltural area is more compact.

Mr. Latham: It is not too compact.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: [t is fairly com-
pact in comparison with the goldfields and
mining areas. This being g0, I would like to
know on what grounds the Premier or any
other member can justify a Bill such as this.
Would the member for Perth (Mr. Mann)
contend that there should be over 6,000 elec-
tors for the Perth seat, while other districts
touching it require a smaller number? I do
not mind so much the seattered districts. I be-
lieve in the people ruling. All government
should be controlled by the people as a whole,
and one cannot object very munch to the
distrieta far distant from Perth requiring
fower electors than Perth itself. But is there
any justification for seats surrounding the
moetropolitan area requiring only one elector
te nearly three electors required in the eity?
Could any member go before his constituents
and tell them that they had a value of only
one-half to onc-third of that of the people
living at Kelmscott!

The Minister for Aines: Yes, he could
say they had thrce times the value in their
member. .

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: They would not
take that argument seriously.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Members are too modest
to elaim that.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: I put members
on an eyuality; T do not regard one member
as having greater qualifications than another.
Any member who nade such a statement to
hiz electors wonld he offering them a great
insunlt. Tt would he equivalent to saying that
the man in the metropolitan areaz had not the
LBraing to entitle him to the same qualification
as the man living a little outside the city.
The member for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood)
said he thought the State roils were more ac-
curate than the Federal rolls,

Mr. Underwood: ‘That is my experience.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: My experience has
heen the reverse, nnless a member personally
does the canvass, and then a very good roll
i3 obtained. To ascertain the reasons for the
large inerease in the number of electors on
the State rolls, it is necessary to serutinise
the figures relating to the movemet of popu-
lation., It may be conceded that a number of
persons have become of age and have ¢laimed
a vote on that ground, but it is impossible to
check the figures in that respect. On the
J0th June, 19221, the rolls showed an emrql-
ment of 173,964 electors. On the 30th Sep-
tember, 1922, the number was 178,010, an in-
creage of 4,054. Since that date the popula-
tion has increased by only 2,082,

Mr. Underwood: Yon ar: missing 4,000
representing natural inerease,
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Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: I am making a
mistake. The arrivals over departures has in-
creased by 2,082, while the inerease of popu-
lation from the 30th June, 1921, to the 30th
September, 1922, has been 9,267. The rolla
showed an increase of 4,054, but the excess
of birtha over deaths was 6,032, Among the
arrivals in the State were 605 children under
12 yaars of age. The number between 12 and
21 has not been published, but it must have
been considerable, Members will therefore
Tealise that on the statistics published, there
has not been an increase of population to
warrant the increased number of enrglments.
This goes to show that there must be a large
number of duplications, and to my mind there
is contlusive proof that the Federal rolls are
more accurate than the State rolla.

The Minister for Works: A number of
electors may have shifted to other districts
and failed to get transfers.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN:
would appear on two rolls.

The Minister for Works:
them do.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Then their names
should have been transferred. The Premier
criticise@ the Bill that was introduced in
1913.

The Premier: No, I only mentioned it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Iv was a far more
Just, fair and equitable Bill than this cne.
The Premier: Tn what way?

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The Bill iatro-
duced by the Labour Government was based
on the Queensland Act, which allows for Com-
misgioners taking into consideration the dif-
ferentiations between Qistricts. TUnder that
Act they can go onefifth above or one-fifth
below the quota. In New South Wales there
ja 2 margin of 600 to work on whether above
or below. With the exception of Queensland
and New South Wales there are, so far as 1
know, no Commissioners to set out the elee-
toral districts, It is the desire of the people
of this State that in the redistribution of
seats each and every district should be treated
fairly, and that there should be an equitable
redistribution so far as the representation of
each electorate is concerned. This Bill merely
carries on much the same conditions as exist
to-day. It is true that a few exira voters
are piven in some districts, and this applies
more particularly to the metropolitan area. 1
hope in Committee members will scrutinige
the Bill very carefully. No matter what Min-
isters may have told their supporters, it is
¢lear that every Government must have the
people behind them in order to control the
affairs of State. If the Governmenf desire
that we should continue to hold our sovereign
rights, they must give the people greater
acope in electing their represenfatives to the
State Parliament. If there is one thing more
than another that will make for umification
it is thisg Bill. Tt will also tend to inecrease
the control of the Federal Parliament over
the State. I believe the people will view it
in that light, If the YFederal Go=~—=ont

Then their names

I think a lot of
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introduce legislation
Parliament—I beliove they will, for all
parties desire to alter the present con-
dition of  affairs—this Bill, if it
becomoes law, will have a greater
effect thun anything T know of in induciag
the peopie to vote against the State Covern-
ment. [ trost the Premier will even yet see
his way to give greater representation to the
metropolitan people. The country districts
are not anxious for an increase. There are
already only 3,100 electors in ench agricul-
tural district, hut it is proposed by this Bill
to give them two additional seats. The min-
ing area should, on the figures, receive an
additional seat, but the North-Wegt should be
vut down by one, because, in addition to its
representation in this Chamber, it has full
representation in another place. This Bill
makes only for inequality in the representa-
tion of the people in this Chamber, It ia
purely a party Bill, and it is therefore idle
te express the hope that it will be defeated.
It has already been decided outside Parlia-
ment that it shall go through, The Premier
was not {efinite on the point, but practieally
told us it was a party measure. In other
words, the Government look to their support-
ers to vote for the second reading. During
the last Parliament the then member for
Canning (Mr. R. T. Robinson) introduced
an Electoral Bill. He supplied us with the
Iatest figures, endorsed by the Chief Elec-
toral Officer, to enable membera to form an
opinion upon it. The Bill did not give satis-
faction to a certain section of the community.
The complaint against it was so loud that the
then Attorney General placed a number of
amendments on the Notice Paper, making it
almost a new Bill. These did not give satis-
faction either, They reduced the representa-
tion in the metropolitan area, but did not give
satisfaction to those who were controlling the
Govermment, as they are doing to-day. The
Bill was subsequently struck off the Notice
Paper., We are told that this Bill, howeves,
has the unanimous support of those gitting
behind the Government.

The Premier: Who told you that?

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Those who were 8¢
dissatisfied two or three yeara ago, because
the representation then provided did not auit
them, are now willing to give their votes in
favour of this Bill.

Mr, O'Loghlen: It is said that the membet
for Claremont is wavering.

Mr, J. Thomson: No.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: This is a Bill de
signed to keep the Labour Party out of office

The Premier: No, it is not.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: I do not think if
will have that effect.

Hon, M. F. Troy: Nothing can do that.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Putting party ques
tions aside, I Bay this is neither a fair no
a just Bill, and it should not be passed b)
this Chamber.

during the ensuing
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Mr, Me¢CALLUM: T move—
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and a division taken with the
following resalt:—

Ayes .. .. .. .. 16
Noes .. . .. .. 20
Majority against .. 4
Avra,
Mr. Angwlo Mr, Marshall
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Br, Collter Mr. Munsle
Mr. Corboy Mr, Richardson
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Troy
Mr, Heron Mr. Willeock
Mr, Hughes Mr. Wilson
Mr, Lutey Mr. O'Loghlen
{Teller.)
NoOEB.
Mrs. Cowan | Mr., Mann
Mr. Davies Sir Jamer Mitchall
Mr. Durack My, Piesse
Mr. George Mr. Bampsoen
Mr, Glbson Mr. Bcaddan
Mr. Harrison Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Stubbs
Mr, Johnaton Mr. A. Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr., Underwood
Mr, H. K. Maley Mr. Mullany
(Teller.)

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. MeCALLUM (South Fremastle)
[3.28]: If I thought that any argument or
rcasoning would have any effect upon mem-
bers opposite T would be more inclined to
devote some attention to the discussion on
the second reading of this Bill, I kanow,
however, that certain caucus meetings have
been held, and that no matter what opinion
members opposite may hold, those members
have been gagpged. They are under censor-
ship, and are not allowed to express their
individual thoughts in this Parliament. The
serew has been put upon them by members
of the Government, and it appears to me that
any appenl to their reason or fairmindedness
will be entirely useless. Wec are advised that
the caucus inet behind closed doors, that the
meetings were held in seeret. The people who
elected members sitting opposite know nothing
of what happened. They are not permitted
to learn the views of their repreésentatives,
and no matter how strongly opposed certain
of those representatives may be to the con-
tents of the Bill, the majority of those sitting
oppasite have agreed to support it. They
et in secret conclave, while the passage ways
and corridors leading to the Premier's office
were guarded so that ne one might enter even
through the keyhole. Everything was done
behind the backs of the electors, and every
dark and devious method, which the Labour
Party were so often accused of adopting,
was followed in this case, and taken to the
hosom of the Government and their support-
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ers. Members have been bound and gagged
after a fashion that the Labonr Party, in its
most powerful days, never dreamt of.

Mr. Richardson: I never heard of that.

Mr. McCALLUM: I do hope the hon. mem-
ber is free to listen to reasom. If I cannot
appeal to him, I hope to appeal to his electors.
Any member of a metropolitan constitucucy
who votes for this Bill will find that his
conduct will be published in every highway
and byway of bis electorate. Off the tup of
the soap box the imiquities of this Bill will
have been preached by the time the next
clection eomes round.

Mr. Richardson: Surely you do not think
that frightens any mctropolitan member?

My, McCALLUM: My opinion is that
voting for this Bill will mean the political
end of any metropolitan member,

The Premier: The metropolitan area will
get two mere members under this Bill.

Mr. McCALLUM: At the last vedistri-

- bution of seats the metropolitan arca was

denied four seats to which it was entitled,
and meantime the population of the metro-
politan area has increased by 30,000. Lt has
inereased by that number since the last gerry-
mandering redistribution took place under the
Promiership of the late Mr. Frank Wilgon, I
think in 1811.

The Premier: That redistribution put the
Labonr Party in. Surely you have nothing
to say against it.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The redistribution now
proposed will put the Labour Party in, too.

Mr. McCALLUM: Observe the point of
view adopted by the Premder—whom will it
put in power; not is it just or right?

The Premier: But you said there had been
gerrymandering,

Mr. McCALLUM: The righta of the people
do not matter to the Premier. All the Premier
has to put before the House is, whom
will the redistribution pnt into power? Let
the Premier mark my words, when the good
judgment of the people is awakened, whenm
their sense of right and justice is appealed to,
the same results will ensve upon this measure,
if it becomes law, a3 ensued upon the gerry-
mandering measure of 1911. The people will
not support a Bill which endeavours to hand
over for all time the control of the govern-
ment of the country to one particular indus-
try, depriving the manhood and *he womnan-
hood of the ecountry of the right to rule them-
selves,

The Premier: No.

Mr. McCALLUM: That is the sole ohjeet
of the Bill

The Premier: Not at all.

Mr. McCALLUM: The Premior's inter-
apction gave away the position. 1l asked,
whbem did the 1911 Bill put into power? That
interjection shows the sapectacles through
which the Premier vigws such measures as
this. We Imew what was behind the 1911
Bill, ord we stumped the comntry and atirred
up & healthy public sentiment which would not
endorse what had been decided by a section
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of the then Parliament in seerct caucne. We
shall do the same this time.

The Premier: Of course you will,

Mr. McCALLUM: Members who represent
the people, and not merely broad acres, know
what will happen after the vote has hbeen
taken. The only two speechea which have
been delivered since the second reading of
the Bill was moved have come from thie mide
of the House. Not a memher supporting the
Government attempts to justify the Bill.

Mr. Johnston: That will be remedied.

Mr. McCALLUM: The vote would have
been taken just now had not this side of the
House moved. The Speaker was just about
to put the question. I am the third member
on thig side of the Houge to speak on the Bill.
No attempt has been made by a Government
supporter to argue in favour of the Bill
Members opposite have been gagged. They
were summoned to the Premier’s office and
told that the fate of the Government depen-
ded on this Bill
members opposite, and the whip has been
eracked well over them. The Government
have told them what is behind the Bill.

The Premier: Nothing of the aort.

Mr. MeCALLUM:  After meeting the
Premier, members met Mr. Boss Monger in a
little baeck room in 8t., George’s-terrace.

Mr. Latham: Why don’t you tfalk some
factat

Mr. MeCALLUM: Let us listen to our
friend here, who has just been on the carpet
and told that if he attempts to eupport a
friend he will be expelled.

The SPEAKER. The hon. member had
better keep to the Bill.

Mr. MeCALLUM: But I must answer in-
terjections, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAEER: Interjections are dis-
orderly.
Mr. MeCALLUM: There are members

who have actually been threatened. That is
why they dare not oppose what has baen
decided in seeret caueus. They sit silent
lest they be summoned hefore the junta of
head hunters. The New Guinea head huntera
seem to have deserted Beanfort-street and
gone to St. Qeorge’s-terrace. They have ex-
pelled from their association the Dbiggest
wheatgrower in the State, and thay are car-
peting their Deputy Leader.

Mr. Latham: That is not trune,

The S8PEAEKER: Order! I cannot allow
discussion of that kind.

Mr, MecCALLUM: Can we ascertain why
no Government supporter will rise to speak
in favour of the Bill?

The Premier: Sit down and give the Gov-
ernment supporters a chanece.

Mr., MeCALLUM: I will sit down quite
soon encagh; I am not at all tired yet. We
were gitting here quietly, waiting for someone
to justify the Bill; but no one would attempt
to put up an argument as to why the measnre
shonld become law. We now want to know
from members opposite why this Bill should
be enacted. I wish ta make my own position

The serew has bean put on °
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perfectly clear. I maintain that the puiding
faclor in the formation of u [Iarlinment is
that the manhood and the womanhood
of the country should eleet the Parlia-
ment and consequently the Government.
I sgtand for adult franchise and for
one vote one value. In the old days
we fought for that principle, and abolished
plural voting, When the opponents of adult
franchige found their case hopeless, they de-
vised a new system. They said, '*Although
each man and each woman shail bave only
one vote, we will make the vote of one man
or one woman in certain distriets equal to
three or four times the value of the vote of
one man or one woman in other districts.'’
Thus plural voting was, in effect, reintro-
duced. No argument can be adduced in sup-
port of such a position. The present Bill
merely represents a scheme devised for the
purpose of retaining the control of the gov-
ernment of the country by ome interest, thus
refusing to allow the people themselves to be
the controlling faetor in the creation of a
Parliament and a Government. The principle
of this measnre not only works injustice to
the people as a whole, but in certain districts
it will operate so disadvantageously to tho
electora that T ean hardly think the Premier
has examined the situation. What reason can
he give for allotting to certain distriets
smaller representation than they now have,
notwithstanding the faet that since the last
redistribution was made their popunlation has
increased? In 1903 the Fremantle distriet
had 9.5 per cent. of the population of the
State, and the district then had five seats
out of 50 in this Chamber. In 1923 the Fre-
mantle district has 9 per cent. of the popula-
tion of Western Australia, hut under this Bill
it is to have only two geats hero.

The Premier: How do you make that out?

Mr, MeCALLUM: On the figures pre-
gented. What justification is there for creat-
ing sueh a position? Why is Fremantle’s re-
precentation to be decreased by three when
it has practically the same proportion of
population as it had at the time of the Iast
redistrihution ¥

The Premier: It will have thrce members
under this Rill.
Mr. McCALLUM : If cannot get three

raembers nnder this Bjll, To get three seats
requires 18,000 electors.

The Premier: How many electors has the
Fremantle district?

Mr. MeCALLUM :
16,000.

Mr. J. Thomson:
at Cottesloe.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Cottesloe will have a
new member under the Bill, There will be a
new seat between Fremantle and Perth, but
according to the figures there should be at
least three new geats in that area. In faet,
there should be not less than four new seats
in the Fremantle district. That distriet in
1905 had 10,000 electors, atill @ per cemt. of
the total population; but its representation
was reduced to four members, In 1911 the

Between 15,000 and

There will be an increase
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Fremantle district had 11,000 electors, repre-
senting 7.5 per cent. of the population of the
Btate; but its representation was then re-
duced to three members. And now, in 1923,
the district has 16,000 electors, representing
about & per cént. of all the electors in the
State, and that number of electors will give
it only a little over two seats, to be accurate
two and a half seats. The representation of
the distriet is to be reduwced from five mem-
bers to two, while its proportion of total
population has actually remained about the
same. What argument could be adduced in
favour of that? Can it be said that the re-
presentation of the metropolitan area, if the
Fremantle electorates cam be designated as
such, has been harmful to the development of
the back country? Is it suggested that those
elected to represent metropolitan constituencies
have not assisted in the development of
Woestern Australia while they have controlied
the Government? Tho position regarding the
present Government disproves the last-men-
tioned contention. It is stated that the met-
ropolitan area is over-represented im this
Chamber and yet that portion of the State
cannot secure o gingle Minister in the present
Cabinet,

Mr. Hughss: And the city has to pay the
penalty!

Mr, J, Thomson: The Minister for Works
bas a good knowledge of mefropolitan require-
menta.

Mr, Johmston: The Uolonial Secretary has
a great knowledge of metropolitan affairs.

Mr, O’Loghlen: But his seat is not classed
as a metropolitan ome.

Mr. McCALLUM: With a hop, step and a
jump from the terminns of the Vietoria Park
tramway line, one ean enter the Swan elec-
torate. Yet that constituency requires to
have a thousand electors less than the Kal-
goorlis electorate——

LIy, Heron: Which is 400 miles away from
the city.

Mr. McCALLUM: That is so.

Mr., O’Loghlen: Perhaps the member for
Claremont will explain that phase when he
speaks.

Mr. MecCALLUM: TIs that equity or jus-
tice? The Swan electorate adjoins the South
Fremantle clectorate at one end. In my
constituency some portions are further away
from the Perth Town Hall than are portions
of the Swan electorate, yet the Swan con-
stitneney is classed as a country geat and
South Fremantle as a metropolitan seat.

Mr. Piesse: What is the area of the South
Fremantle constituency.

Mr, McCALLUM: It covers o greater area
than the Swan clectorate,

Member: What is the difference then?

Mr. McCALLUM: I presume the differ-
ence is that South Fremantle is represented
by a Labour member,

Mr. Latham: But there are different in-
terests in the Fremantle and Swan clector-
ates.

Mr. McCALLUM: There is a5 much agri-
cultural produce prown in my electorate as
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there is in the Swan elcetorate,
will he found to he correct.

_ Mr. Latham: -I admit that your clectorate
is improving.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The South Fremantle
tlectorate has a great many wore votes than
the Swan electorate, for it vomes close to the
port andl touches the more settled arens.

Mr. Latham: It has not more votea’

Mr. McCALLTUM: Deecidedly it has. Un-
det: the Bill, T will require to have meore than
twice the number.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Nearly three times,

Mr. MeCALLUM: Can any reason be ad-
vanced why the Swan electorate, which comes
practically to the terminus of the Victoria
Park tramway, should have a thousand votes
less to sceure its Parlinmentary representa-
tion than a goldfields clectoratc? What ar-
gument ia there to support that position? I
appeal to the member for Claremont (Mr. J.
Thomson) to tell the House, seeing that he is
a metropolitan representative, what argument
was advanced in ecaucus to support such a
proposal. Can he tell the people of Westera
Australia what reason was advanced to secure
his support for this atrocious proposalt At
the present time the Ministerial benches are
empty, for camcus has decided the wmatter;
the Premier has gone to sleep and ne one
takes the slightest intcrest in the Bill. The
decision was arrived at behind closed doors,
without the citizens being cousulted at all,
Hon. members talk about respomsible govern-
ment! Where are those big head lines we
used to see in the * West Australian’’ and the
leading Press of the State generally when
the Labour Government were in powar? When
any decision was arrived at by cancus, an
outery went up that the decision had been ar-
vived at without the people kmowing the
opinions of their representatives. Had the
Labour Government attempted anything in
the nature of the proposals contained in the
Rill, there would have been an outery from
one end of the State to the other. T am
open to convietion, and I am most anxious to
know what arguments were put forward to
members on the Government side of the House
to secure their support. Why should there
be so much difference betwaen the several
electorates? Why has onc section of the State
received 30 much advantage and increased
representation in the control of the affairs
of Btute, compared with those who are sjtu-
ated far away from the capital? Is it that
the latter are engaged in another indnstry or
is it that the electors there are inclined to
vote for a different brand of politics? The
people of the goldfields nsually vote in sup-
pert of members of the Opposition, and their
voting strenpth is to be greatly reduced. In
the electorates on the Eastern goldfields, they
are required to have approximately a thou-
sanl more to secure their representation than
is necessary in the agricnltural districts. Can
any reason be advanced why such electorates
a8 Swan, Bunbury, and Albany should be
more favourably treated than the poldfields
areas, secing that the means of commauniea-
tion and distance from the city are just as

I think that
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great in the ease of the goldfields constituen-
cies! Are Northam, Albany, and Bunbury any
more scattered than Boulder or Browuhill?
What is the reason that the former elector-
ates have been given such favourable conmid-
erationt Have those districts done more to-
wards building ap the prosperity of Western
Australin? Has any one of those districts
done as much as the Eastern goldfields dis-
tricts towards lifting the State out of the
rut? Tf it had not been for the gold dis-
coveries, we would still be living as in the
good old days when there was only a handful
of citizens in Weostern Australia who took in
each other’s washing and did very littic else.
Because the goldfields made Western Aus-
tralia, this is the treatment meted out to
them!

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.}

Mr, J. Thomson;
Labour Party’s Bill.

Hon. P. Collier: There is no relationship
Letween the two measures. For goodness
sake do not make a statement like that!

Mr, J. Thomson: I said it was ‘‘nearly”’
your Bill.

Hon, P. Collier: Not 25 per cent. of it!

Mr. McCALLUM: Is that the sort of stuff
they gave Government members in caucus?
Is that what Ministers caught them with?

Mr. J. Thomson: I do not attend caucus,

Mr. MeCALLUM: If that was the sort of
statement made in eancus, I can understand
the attitude of Government members. I do
not think, however, that they should be bound
by any decision arrived at in ignorance. If
it was said that this was the Labour Party’s
RBill, that statement was not correct.

BMr. J. Thomson: But it was nearly your
i1l

Hon, P. Collier:
ment!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member
for Claremont will have an opportunity to
speak later on.

Mr. MeCALLUM: In the Bill of 1913 it
was provided that the North West, which had
four seats, should have three.

Hon. P. Collier: The title of this Bill is
the same as ours and that is all.

Mr. McCALLUM: Qur Bill reduced the
representation of the North-West by one
member, and it set out that the rest of the
Btate should be divided into 47 meats. The
Commizsioners were to have a margin of one-
fifth either way in dividing up the rest of
the State. There was to be no division be-
tween the outer and inmer goldfields areas
nor yet between the agricultural and metro-
politan areas. The commissioners were in-
structed to take into consideration distance
from the seat of government, eommunity of
interest and the divergent interests to be re-
presented. The present Bill departs from
those proposals, It distinetly directs the com-
missioners that there musi be three groups
and leaves no choice to the commissioners.
The Bill provides for groups comprising the
onter and inner goldfields and the agrienl-

But this ia nearly the

Don’t make that state-
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tural and metropolitan areas. The Bill fixes
thoee areas and leaves it to the commisgioners
to divide them up. A pereentage is provided
a8 between the different areas, and is laid
down definitely. In some eases the daif-
ference in the percentage i3 3 to 1.
Where is it that this Bill compares with
that introduced by the Labour Govern-
ment? There iz no comparison. The
Bill does not advoeatc the principles laid
down in the Labour Party’s measure and
it does wot approach the ideals of that meas-
ure. Under the Bill 4,000 electors in the
North-West will elect four representatives to
this House and three to the Legislative Coun-
cil. The great bulk of those electing the
three members of the Upper Chamber reside
in the metropolitan area and not in the North-
West at all. Is that responsible Govern-
ment? Is that carrying out the proposal that
Parliament shall be elected by the people and
that the Government of the country shall be
a reflex of the opinion of the people as a
whole? On the contrary, it is merely saying
that Parliament is to be the reflex of the
opinion of certain vested interests. The
North-West provinces are controlled from the
metropolitan area and not from the North-
‘West. When it is stated that we must give
people in the remote parts of the State greater
represcntation becavse of that fact——

Mr, Johnaton: That is a very important
matter.

Mr, MecCALLUM: Why should it not apply
to people living at a distance from the city,
no matter what industry they may be en-
gaged in? The man living at Lake Way, at
Leonora, in the Upper Murchison or North
Coolgardie goldfields, is to have less repre-
sentation than the man living at Kalamunda,
Gosnells or Bunbury,

Mr. Johnston: Not at Lake Way.

Mr. MeCALLUM: That is correct. The
man living there would be in the outer gold-
fields, bhut the man living in the FEastern
goldfields has a voting value of about half
that possessed by a man residing at Gosnells.
The whole acheme is devised to deprive the
people of this State from having their
opinions fully expressed in this Chamber. It
is a Bill deliberately coneeived to deprive the
people of the power te control Parliament,
and it hands over that control to onme indus-
try, the representatives of which are to form
the Government. It is worse than any 'sys-
tem of plural voting in force, that I am
aware of. T do not know of any other part
of the world where one man’s vote has eight
or nine times the value of that possessed by
a voter in another part. There are certaimy
parte of the State where the value of a vote
is as mueh as 10 times that of the valve of
votes cast by people residing in other parts.
If this is not more pernicions that even plural
voting, I fail to grasp the underlyieg prin-
ciples of the Bill. I support the view of tke
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon. W,
C. Angwin). If the great bulk of the people
of the State find they are unable to make their
appeals heard in this Parliament, that their
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repregentation is to be watered in this way,
there is only one alternative for them: The
Commonwealth Parliament, with all its faults,
is a democratic imstitution, and the people
ean po there and make their opinions felt,
for they have there equality of voling. I fail
to understand why the electoral principle of
the Federal House is not acceptable in respect
of this House. I have never heard the claim
that either Fremantle or Perth has been more
appreciably represented in the Commonwealth
Parliament than have the clectorates of Swan,
Dampier or Kalgoorlie, although they have
juat about the same number of votera. The
Commonwealth law lays it down that the
commissioners have a range of one-fifth either
way, and are to take into consideration com-
munity of interests. The eommissioners have
followed those lines ag far as possible.

Mr. Jobnston: That is why we have a high
tariff—the influence of the cities.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Why all the outery about
the high tarifft No party who appealed to
the people of Australia on a free trade issue
would ever see political life. The people of
Australia will not tolerate free trade. Where
ara all the old time free traders? William
Morris Hughes stumped the country in fav-
our of free trade. He was George Reid’s
man Friday when Reid was the leader of the
fres trade movement.

Hon. P. Collier: The Country Party went
to their clectors in Deeember on free trade,
and eame bhack with 12 members out of 75.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The people will not have
free trade. Quite right, too. It is time we
began to do oor own thinking instead of
being Jed by such men as Hughes and Reid.
No man in Commonwealth politics would dare
to advocate frce trade to-day. All the old
free trade leaders have gone out of politics
or, deserting their principles, have become
protectionist leaders. In the early Federal
campaigns Senator Pearce preached free
trade; now he is a member of the Govern-
ment who imposed almost a prohibitive tariff.
All have now deserted the low tariff theory.
Because the Commonwealth Parliament is now
composed of men representing the manhood
of the country, instead of any particular in-
terests, is why we have a high tariff. Under
the Commonwealth Constitution, Kalgoorlie
and Swan are represented in the House of
Representatives just as effectively as are
Fremantle and Perth. Nobody has raised a
voice against it

Mr. Mann: Are you in favour of it?

Mr. M¢CALLUM: Yes, to the utmost ex-
treme do I stand for one vote one valie.
There is no other foundation on which a Par-
liament ean be built. Because A man is in
4 certain industry or lives in a certain local-
ity, is he any better fitted to elect members of
Parliament than is anybody else?

Mr, Mann: Then you would have only one
member for the North-West.

Mr. McCALLUM: I would have Parlia-
ment elected om proportional representation,
with the electorates grouped. Then, instead
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of parochial members representing little local
interests, roads and bridges, they would be
free from those nerrow influences and able to
use their better judgment. The only founda-
tion for any Parliament ia to have there a
true reflex of the people’s views.

Mr. Latham: The theory might be all right
if the people would cast their votes intelli-
gently.

Mr, MeCALLUM: That is not a great
compliment to the electors of York.

Mr. Latham: Take the result of the last
local option poll. Was that a reflex of the
reople’s opinion?

Mr, McCALLUM: T do not think it was.

Mr. Latham: It was achieved on the omne
man one¢ vote prineiple.

Mr. McCALLUM: Yes, but it was a very
small vofe. I am met s0 much concerned
about local option as about the constitution of
Parliament,

Mr. Latham: There was only & small vote
at the Federal election,

Mr. MeCALLUM: T am not quarrel-
ling about the 7result of any election
The people’s view must prevail. If the people
are so apathetic about their Parliament that
they will not go to the poll, it rests with them;
but when we have a Bill to deprive the people
of the power of forming their Parliament,
when we say, ‘‘We will hand it over to a
select few and allow them to control Parlia-
ment, while the representation of others in
Parliament will be small and ineffective so
that they shall not have a voice in the gov-
erning of the country,’”’ it is a direct attack
on the prineiple of government of the country
by the people of the counmtry. Once public
opinion understands what is behind the Bill,
that it means worse gerrymandering than did
the notorious Wilson Bill, the people will be
up in arms. The Wilsor Bill manipulated
arens, whereas this one arrives at the same
result in a different way by tampering with
vote values, by saying, ‘‘Because you live
on the Eastern Goldfields and are likely to
vote Labounr, you shall have 1,000 more elee-
tors in each electorzte than will those of Nor-
tham, Bonbury, Albany and Swan, all of
which are likely to vote for our brand of
politics.”’ That is a worse method of gerry-
mandering than was that brought down by
the late Hon. Frank Wilson. On that oecasion
the map was before hon. members to show
exactly what had been done, whereas the
methods employed in this Bill are more sub-
tle, although just as permicious. Can the Pre-
mier give any reason why the representation
of Fremantle should be reduced one-half as
against that of 1903.

The Premier: The position is quite safe.

Mr. McCALLUM: Can the Premier give
any reason why South Fremantle should have
twice as many electors as Swan? Ia there any
reason why South Fremantle should be called
a metropolitan electorate, while Bwan is classi-
fied as 8 country electorate? Why should the
pioneers of Swan have superior representa-
tion to that of the pioneers of outback dis-
tricts? Why should the electorate of the Pre-
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mier be specially favoured as against that of
the Leader of the Opposition? Is there any
reason why Northam should have 1,000 fewer
electors than Boulder?

The Premier: Northam will not have 1,000
fewer than Boulder.

Mr. MeCALLUM: But it will. Why that
favour?

The Premier: There is no favour.

Mr, MeCALLUM: But it is clearly shown
in your own figures.

The Premier: It is not so; there is mot a
differenco of 1,000.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Well, it is over 800. If
there be any logic in the Premier’s argument
that eity ecleetorates should have a larger
quota than agricultural eleetorates, Boulder
should bave more congideration than is shown
to Northam. Why should the Eastern Gold-
fields electorates be handicapped as against
Northam$

The Premier: They are not.

Mr, McCALLUM: But the Bill shows that
they are. Surely these men bave done as much
for the State as has anyone else. They have
suffered more and certainly, after working
eight hours out of every 24 in the bowels of
the earth, their prospects are less than those
in possession of prosperous farms. All they
have to look forward to is being killed by a
fall of earth or to end their days in the sana-
torium, After all they have dome to rear
families in that hot dry elimate, their voice
in this Parliament is not to be so effective
as that of people more favourably situated
in the milder elimatie conditions of Northam,
or the highly favourable climatic conditions
of Albany and Bunbury.

The Premier; You are making a mistake,

Mr. MeCALLUM: Those are the figures
the Premier gave.

Thoe Premier: I did not say that.

Mr, McCALLUM: If it is because a man
goes out and toils and develops the resoorces
of the State that he is to receive special con-
sideration, surely the men on the goldfields
aro entitled to equal, if not more considera-
tion than those cngaged in any other indus-
try, hecause they have less to look forward
to.

The Premier: They get far more than those
in the agricultural areas.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Only those in the outer
mining areas. At present I am referring to
those in the goldfields central area, and com-
paring the district represented by the Pre-
mier with the district represented by the
Leader of the Opposition.

The Premier: You are wrong.

Mr. Munsie: My electorate covers a much
bigger area than does Northam.

The Premier: Then we shall reduce the
area.

Mr. MeCALLUM: But the Premijer wishes
to reduce the representation,

The Premier: No, I do not.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Premier wishes to
give Northam much more favourable eonsid-
eration than Boulder or Kalgoorlie.
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The Premier: I do net.

Mr. MeCALLUM: When there has arlsen,
outgide this Parliament, a question of laying
down a policy for a very powerful section of
the community and a conflict of opinion has
oceitrred, I have always advocated constitu-
tional reform, and that the people shounld look
for redress of their grievaneces to the Parlia-
ment of the country. Am I now to accept
this Bill whereby the great bulk of the indus-
trial workers will be deprived of equitable
representation, because other people own cer-
tain broad aeres and are to have a vote
equal in value to three or four times theirs?
How can I face those men ard urge them to
look to the Parliament for redress when they
can point to a measure that for all time will
deprive them of a controlling influence, no
matter what their numbers might be?

The Premier: That is nonsense.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Then what other object
is behind the Bill? If it is not to prevent
a majority of the people of this State from
having n majority of the representation in
this House, what is the object?

The Premier: To give fair representation,

Mr, McCALLUM: I was going to raise the
point that this Bill is out of order. When the
Premier moved for permission to introduce it,
he asked for permission to imtroduce a Bill
to give more effective representation to the
people in Parliament, whereas this Bill is to
deprive the people of effective represeniation
in Parliament. Why does the Premier lay
down that one man’s vote shall have a value
8ix or eight times that of another man's voted

The Premier: We do not.

Mr, MeCALLUM: The Bill says so.

Mr. Hughes: It all depends whom the man
votes for.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Of course it depends on
his political views, When one has passed
through the firc as I have done and has
urged men to look to Parliament for redress
of their grievances, am [ now io hamstring
Parliament and say no matter what the bulk
of the pcople desire, they cannot get it
through Parliament because the elcetorates
will be so rigged that their views will not be
able to find foreible expression,

The Premier: The member for Canning re-
presents twice as many people as you do.

Mr. MceCALLUM: Quite so. What is
wrong with that?

The Premier: The member for Canning
could represent the distriet fairly, even if
there were more electors in it.

Mr. McCALLUM: Then the Premier con-
siders that, no matter how many clectors there
may be in our districts, if we are representing
6,000 or 8,000 electors——

The Premier: It is not fair, but the mem-
ber could do justice to the increased number
Just as well as a man who represents a smaller
number.

Mr. MeCALLTUM: But when it comes to a
vote in this House the man representing 6,000
or 8,000 people has only one vote, whereas the
member holding entirely opposite views and
representing only 560 or 600 people also bas
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one vote. How can the former member get
Jjustice for those he represental

Mr, Latham: We are trying to remedy that.

Me. MeGALLUM: Oh, you arel

Mr. Latham: This side of the House is
trying to remedy it.

My, McCALLUM: By these means! The
Bill proposes that for all time the vote of
some men in this State shall have a value six
or eight times greater than that of other men.

Mr. Latham: You are exaggerating,

Mr, MeCALLUM: What about in the North-
West, and those in the city?

Mr. O'Loghlen; Take Pilbara and Can-
ning.

Mr, Johnston: We all recognise the speeial
circumstances of the North-West, and always
have done so.

Mr. MeCALLUM: That has been overdone.
There are 550 to 600 electors in some of the
northern districts, and 8,000 electors are to
be required in other districts.

Mr. Latham: Of course the prospects for
the North are very bright!

Mr. MeCALLUM: Are we asked to frame
a Bill on prospects? If this Bill is to be
framed on prospects, we should give the min-
ing community more representation than the
agricultural community.

Mr. Latham: We are giving them more.

Mr, MeCALLUM: The Government propose
to give them nine seats ns against 22 for the
agricultural community. It shows the hon.
member has not read the Bill.

Mr. Latham: I am making a comparison of
the voting strength.

Mr, MecCALLUM: T am dealing with the
groups.

Mr. Hughes: There will be 500 more elee-
tors in the mining districts than in the agri-
cultural distriets.

Mr, MeCALLUM: We are told that’there
arc prospeets of a mining reviral. I have
just spent a few days on the Eastern Gold-
flelds, and I find a very optimistie spirit pre-
vails, Everyone seems confident that there is
going to be a substantial revival in the gold
mining history, and certainly everything
seems to point that way. Yet in face of this
and on the eve of a revival, the people are
to have their representation rednced by five
seats. Now the arpument is advanced that,
because the agricultural distriets have pros-
pects——

Mr, Latham: I never mentioned the agri-
cultural distriets. I was referring to the
North-Weat.

Mr. McCALLUM: The North is getting
four seats for fewer than 4,000 electors.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They have three seats in
the Upper House.

My, Latham: The number is 4,257 electors.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The increase oeeurred in
Angust or September.

Mr., Latham: I am taking the September re-
tarns.

Mr. MeCALLUM: - But the increase was
cauged by the men at the Wyndham Meat
Worke. That was not a permanent increase
in settlement in the North.
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Mr. Manu: You do not object to them vot-
ing do you?

Mr. McCALLUM: 1 know that they were
unot permitted to vote, because they bad fin-
ished their work at Wyndham, and had been
out ot the district for more than a montl.

Mr. Mann: That is the point.
Mr. Lutey: But they are still counted on
the rotl.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Yes, and that is why
the figures show an inerease. Kour seats are
proposed for fewer than 4,000 voters, and yet
in the metropolitan area ome member will
represent 6,000 electors.

Mr. Latham: And they will be getting
darned good representation then.

Mr. MeCALLUM: They canmot get good
representation until every man and woman
from one end of the State to the other has a
vote of cqual value. That is the oanly basis
on which any J[arliament should be con-
stituted. There was a time in history when
one bad to be of certain birth and carry a
certain pedigree before he was permibted to
have a say in the eleetion of Parliament.
Progress was made and then, if a person
possessed certain rights, he was given cer-
tain powers in the election of Parliament.
Then it came to a question of the amount of
wealth possessed, and votes were granted in
accordance with financial status. When the
democratic spirit spread and it was shown
that because o man happened to be born to
wealth and riches, he did not necessarily pos-
sess the brains, knowledge and capacity to
elect the men to govern the country, and that
mere aceident of birth was no index to ea-
pacity, people insisted toat the only test—
not infallible I admit—but the only possible
test was to give a vote to the manhood and
womanhoad of the country. That is the ac-
cepted view of democratic countries through-
out the world. We boasted of that when our
Commonwealth Constitution was published to
the world. We acclaimed it as the most
democratic and advanced Constitution given
to the people of amy country. As to its dis-
tribution, there has not been a complaint
that one portion of the State was represented
better than another. Now we are asked to
drift back to the middle ages, to the period
preceding plural voting. The system pro-
posed under the Bill would be worse than
plural votimg. [ would sooner see one man
excreising eight or nine votes than agree to
this pernicious system of permitting certain
industries to govern the couniry and draw-
ing a ring fence around certain arveas and
saying, ‘“When you live in that group your
representation sha]l be so and so, but when
von cease being a miner and take up work
at Dwarda or Narrogin, you shall have cer-
tain improved representation, but if you move
jnto the metropolitan area your voice will be
further weakened.’? One develops more
brains immediately one leaves the goldficlds
for the agricultural area.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Are the agricultural mem-
bhers an indication of that?

Mr. McCALLTUM: No: but I am stating
what the Bill declares.  When one leaves



2746

Northam for the city of Perth, one goes
right back in point of politieal value. I for
my part hold that miners who have sacrificed
their lives to the industry are entitled to at
least as much representation as agricul-
turists. However, members opposite arce
gagged and tied by cauncus, T still hope that
we shall find some members opposite telling
King Monger’s junta that they will not be
dictated to any longer. At the caucus meet-
ing passages and doors were gnarded ro that
no eavesdropper might apply Lis ear to the
keyhole.

Mr. O’Logblen: I believe the members for
Leederville and Perth were doorkeepers.

Mr. McCALLUM: XNo doubt they were
thoroughly efficient. T trast that even at this
late stage we can successfally appeal to mem-
bers opposite to let the people enjoy some-
thing like equitable represemtation in Parlia-
ment. I hope this Parliament will pot go out
next year with the same odium upon it as
the Parliament which terminated in 1911,
When that Parlinment dissolved, the people
were convineed that it had dome its utmost
to deprive them of their Parliamentary re-
presentation. My hope is that we shall be
able to go out to the people and tell them
that, believing the rearrangement of boun-
daries to be necessary, we made it om an
equitable basis, on the guiding principle that
the manhood and the womanhood of the coun-
try must be the faetors to determine the
make-up of this Chamber.

Mr. Tee=dale: Would vou hr satisfied if a
North-West seat were ent ont?

Mr. MeCCALLUM: No.

Mr. Teesdale: But you made that the
ehopping bloek of your argument.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I eited the North-West
because it i an extreme case. If the
North-West iz to have four seats,
that is not the only argument, or
the strongest argumeut, T have against the
Bill. The worst comparison would be onc be-
tween Northam and Boulder; or lLetween my
distriet and Swan. The Premier proclaima
daily that there is no healthicr or more pros-
perous life than the life on the land, and yet
he says by this Bill that people adopting that
life must receive special consideration as
against those cngaging in another industry
which we are told is alzo esvential to Western
Awustralia. If a man happens to live a quar-
ter of a century to delve into the bowels of
the earth, he ends up either crippled or with
his health ruined. Will some member opposite
tell us what happened at the eauens?

Mr. Latham: You do not tell us what
hoppens at your eauens meetings.

Mr. MecCALLUM: It will be time emough
for the hon. member to complain when the
eancns of this side begins to lay down rules
for the government of the country and te
bind its members on matters which have not
been placed before the people. At mo time is
a eaucus of this party permitted te tie down
members with regard to matters outside the
platform on which they appealed to the peo-
ple. After matters have been diseussed at

(ASSEMBLY.]

our cancus mecting, every man has the righi
to come outside and explain his position.

Mr, Teesdale: You have your membert
well in hand.
Mr. MeCALLUM:  Members opposite

when sitting on this side of the House, used
to rail for hours against.caueus rule as some
thing pernicions. One of the present Minis
ters when on thesc benches even suggested
the introduetion of u law to forbid ecancuos
rule, But now we find members oppositc
meeting at the end of a dark passape, with
guards parading up and down so that no
stranger can approach. And a meeting of
that kind proposes to decide how this country
is to be roled) Members opposite remain
stlent with regard to the Bill, leaving three
speeches to bhe delivered ome after the other
by this side of the House. Members opposite
are like dumb, driven eattle, obeying the
whip, having no soul of their own, withont
an epinion of their own, simply deing as the
Governwment Wh:lp directs them to do. We
expeet mno eonsideration from the Press in
this matter. There will be no flaring head-
lines in the newspapers as to this caueus pro-
posal, no such headlines as there would have
been hnd a travesty of this deseription come
from the cancus of this side. The Bill is a
complete travesty of responsible government.
The Biil declares that the people, no matter
what their numbers, sball not have control of
Parlinment. Tt is time the people under-
stood the situation. I trust that at all events
those members opposite who represent mot-
ropolitan constituencies will not permit the
injustice proposed by this Bill, but will de-
mand equitable representation for their dis-
tricts, Why should Claremont be required to
have 6,000 electors as against Northam’s
2,8007 Was that made plain to hon. mem-
bers opposite in eaucus? How ean the mem-
ber for Claremont (Mr. .. Thomson) explain
that position to his clectors? I can see him
on a Sunday morning at the yacht club tell-
ing his constitnents that 6,000 of them are
equivalent to 2,800 of the Premier's electors.
He will have to explain to them that the peo-
ple of Northam are of snch broad intelleet
and profound kpowledge that it takes 6,000
Clareniont residents to equal 2,800 Northam
residents.  The hon, member’s clectors will
take it as a deliberate insnlt, and as a reflee-
tion on their intelligence. T should be glad
to visit the yacht club on the Sunday morn.
ing when the hon. membera gives his ex-
planation. Then T may learn something of
the doings at that notorious cancus meeting,
TE the hon, member will let me know on what
Sunday meming he propeses to make his ex-
pPlanation, T will come along. Or perhaps the
hon. member eontemplates making another
““jump Jim Crow.’’

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member
for Claremont iz not in the Bill.

Mr, MeCALLUM. But his district is
in the Bill, 8ir, and his electors are
vitally concerned. I do not wish the honm.
member %0 lose his seat. Jet him realise
what is behind the measure, in case he should
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be defeated by someone who appeals to the
electors’ sense of fair play, end points out
to them that they should have equal voting
strength with the electors of Northam and
Bunbury. Again, it may he pointed out to
the eleetors of Claremont that there is no
reason why 215 of their votes should be re-
quired to balaunce one vote at Kalamunda.

The (olonial Sceretary: That is not so.

Mr, MeCALLUM: That is the position
under the Bill

Mz, .J. Thomson:
man one vote?

Mr. MeCALLUM: Most lecidedly.

Mr. J. Thomgen: o do 1. Do vou be-
lieve in wiping out this Parliament!

Mr, MeCALLUM: XNo; but if this is the
kind of law this Parliament will vote, then
I am in favour of wiping it out.

Mr, Latham: You will have a metropolitan
Parliament then—very nice!

Mr., MeCALLUM: No Parliament elected
under this Bill conld be a Parliament of the
people.

Mr. Johnston: Tt would be more like that
than is the present Parliament.

Mr. MeCALLUM: No, because the Bill is
not removing the defects of the present Par-
liament.

The Colonial Seevetary: Yes it is.

Mr, McCALLUM: In what way?

The Colonial Seeretary: It will give fairer
representation.

Mr, MeCALLUM: The Bill deliberately de-
[erives the people of representation, and hands
it over to a select few, to ome industry, to
particular vested interests, while it gags
democracy, and says to the industrial workers,
“‘We are going to give three or four or even
five or six of your votes as apgninst one of
oura.’” The whole effect of the Bill will be
to undermine respect for this Parliament and
to dispel the idea of this Parliament being
nade & channel throngh which the demoeratie
gpirit of the community can be given effect
to. T am not going to agree to any Bill
which will debar the people of Fremantle of
their fair share of representation here. They
arec to be reduced 50 per cent., as against
their representation of 1903, althongh their
number is virtually the same now am it was
then. I urge those with any.sense of fair
play end justice to comsider the position of
the men on the Goldem Mile. Why should
they be treated as the Bill proposeat Why
should the vote on the goldfields be of less
value than the vote in the apricultural areast
The gold mining industry has done wonders
for Wegtern Australia, and now this is the
treatment to be meted out to the men in that
industry! You once asked ns, as leaders of
those men, to go back to them and appeal to
them to seek by econstitutional means the re-
dress of their grievance, to look to Parlia-
ment, and to disregard any method they them.
selves might devise; and, we haring done all
that, you sow sling in their teeth a Bill like
this, and say, ‘“This is how we propose to
ccnstitute Parliament, and hamstring certain
electors. After having persuaded you to come

Po xou helieve in one
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to Parlinment for redrese of your grievances
and for the expression of your views, this
is what we propose to do with your repre-
sentation in Parliament.”’ It ig a most out-
rageous proposal, cutting at the foundation of
1espongible Government., It gets us back to
the times which gave risc to the democratie
spirit. [ hope that even now we may be able
to get, at all events those representing
thickly populated centres, to vote apainst the
measwre, or at leagt to demand from the
Government some modification, some amend-
ment, so that the new Parliament may be
actually the reflex of the people’s views. T
hope the second reading will not be carried.
Fven if it means our sitting here till the
time comes for the beginning of the next
acssion, we on this side will devote onrselves
to an endeavour to amend the Bill in keep-
ing with the spirit of the times, and make it
something like a democratic measure.

[The Speaker resnmed the Chair.)

Mr. JOHEHNSTON (Wiliams-Narrogin)
[4.52]: I object to the comparisons made he-
tween this Bill and the Bill passed in 1811,
which eaused 3o much comment at that time,
There is no comparison between the two
measures, On that oceasion survey parties
were sent out to survey the boundaries of cer-
toin electorates, excluding those electors am-
tagonistic to the sitting member, A measure
wag brought down to suit the Government of
the day and their supporters, which by its
very unfairness had an entirely different
effect. Nothing arouses party feeling more
than a Bill for an amendment of electoral
boundaries, but on this occasion the Bill has
the merit that the boundaries are to be drawn
up by an independent eommission with a
judge of the Supreme Court as chairman.

Mr, Chesson: With their hands tied behind
their backs!

Mr, JOHNSTOXN: The Burveyor General
and the Chief Electorgl Officer are to be the
other memhers of the commission, I am
pleased to see that the Government have
learned the lesson of 1911, and have adopted
in this measure the very proposal that was
first bronght along by the Scaddan Govern-
ment in 1913, namely, for the actual fixing
of the boundariea to be performed by am in-
dependent board with a judge as chairman.
Tt is true the Government are going to
lay down certain lines of policy upon which
that independent commission chall operate,
hut even then the lines of policy have to be
spproved by the present Parliament.

Mr. Chesson: What is to be the power of
the commission? There is only the fixing of
the boundaries.

Mr. JOHNSTON : It i3 the most important
part of it. I approach the matter with an
absolutely open mind, not having attended the
meeting referred to.

Mr. Wilion: Do yon believe in quotas?

Mr, JOHNSTON: I will deal with that
presentlty. First I wizsh to point ont an-
omalies existing between the numbers of eleec-
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tors in the various electorates. Surely,
when we look at these figures, everybody
will admit the necessity for some immediate
and drastic alteration, some fairer method of
representation, That is what the Bill is for,
‘We may be able to improve it, but I tell those
opposite that in my opiuion the Bill aa printed
is much fajver than is the existing position.
To-day there are in the Menzies electorate
542 electors; in Leonora, 784; in Mt, Mar-
garet, 729; in Cue, 748; and in Yilgarn 1,073,

Mr. Chesson: No provision is made to get
outback clectors on the roll.

My, JOHNSTON: Even if that i go, I am
surprised that members representing such con-
stituencies do not do as I do, namely, send
out claims to local authorities, and ask them
to see that the rolls are brought up to date.

Mr. Chesson: Many of my electors are 300
or 400 miles out.

Mr. JOHNSTON : At any rate, the total of
those five poldficlds electorates is only 3,876
electors. Just fancy those 3,876 electors hav-
ing five members to represent them io this
House, while Williams-Narrogin, with 3,755
electors, has but one member! Tn other words,
the men whbo are opening up the country in
my clectorate have only one-fifth of the re-
presentation of those who are rendering a
similar—7for the sake of argument, let me say
even grecater—service to Weatern Australia in
opening up goldficlds distriets, The dispronor-
tion is altogether too great.

Mr. Lambert: If your electorate had the
same repregentation, you would have ouly 500
conatituents.

Mr, JOHNSTON: Coming to the metro-
politan area, we find that Canning, with one
member, hag 10,354 electors. We sec there
the absolute necessity for the Government to
bring in this measure providing for a redis-
tributivn of seats on a fair and equitable
hagis. In regard to the North-West seats,
for a good many years past that portion of
the State has had four members. In my opinion
that is quite right. Having a slight know-
ledpe of ihe North-Woest

Ar. Chesson: A very slight knowledge.

Mr. JOIINSTON: I admit that, zained on
the occasion of omc visit as far North as
Wyndham. Having that knowledge, however,
of an isolated portion of Western Australia,
I eonsider it shonld at least have its present
representation, and I shall not be a party
to reducing it. Let us look at the Redistri-
bution of Seats Bill which was brought down
by the Labour Government in 1913, and
whieh I think was in some respects a very fair
meagure, although it did not give that extra
representation to those who were produeing
most of the country’s wealth, that is afforded
by the measure now before us. In that year
the memhber for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood)
moved an amendment in Commitiee to pro-
vide for three members for that part of the
State north of the tropies. That part of the
Btate wus not entitled to three members on a
populaion basis. The amendment was carried
on a division. The Oppositon disagreed with
the proposal as they desired to retain fomr
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members. But the queation of three members
tor that was carried to a division.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Ouly three were pro-
vided for in the original Bill.

My, JOHNSTOX: Yea. Mr. Male arnd
others who opposed the amendment said it
was their desire that there should be four.
I find on looking at the division which was
taken, that I voted for it and that amongst
others who also voted for it were Mr. Collier,
Mr. Chesson, Mr. Angwin, and Mr. O’Loghen,
1 commend them for having done so, The
action was quite consistent with their prin-
ciples. Once you admit the principle of ex-
tra representation for & small number of
people in an isolated portion of Western Aus-
tralia, you must admit, too, the same prin-
ciple being applied, to a lesser extent, to other
outback parts of the State. At any rate that
principle was admitted by the hon. members
opposite whom I have named.

Mr. Chesson: That was a goed while ago.

Mr. JOHNSTON: We admitted the principle
then which T wish to see applied@ with varia-
tions throughout the whole of the outlying
portions of the State—thres members for the
area north of the tropies. The privecipal of
extra representation for the North-West was
properly admitied by this House. I wish to
see the same principle applied throughoat
Western Australia having regard to the dis-
tance of any loeality from the capital city, I
am of opinion that under this measure Perth
will get three extra seats, when the rolls are
brought up to date, I believe the rolls of
the metropolitan area are in a bad state at
the present time. To my mind the growing

inereape of the population in  the
metropolitan area i8 a regrettable posi-
tion of affairs, and by thiz Bill we

are not going to earry out the ambition
of members of this House to eheck the drift
of population to the city. The metropolitan
area has always been well looked after. So
many members necessarily have to spend a
lot of time here; the great Press of Western
Australia circulates from the metropolitan
area, and moulds opinion—perhaps to an wn-
fortunate extent—right throughout the State.
The metropolitan area has the advantage of
getting its views published throughout the
Btate. Oun the other hand, the outside parta of
Western Australia find it very diffieult, how-
ever sympathetic the Government in power
may be, to get the same measure of consider-
ation that is always conveded to the metropoli.
tan area. On looking at the produetion of
Western Australia we find that 86 per cent of
the wealth of the State is necounted for by
the primary producers.

Mr. Hughes: That iz not correct. Whal
about transport? Is not that part of produe
tion?

Mr. JOHNSTON: Certainly it is. We find
that the agrienltoral production last year was
valoed at £6,926,532, the pastoral production
at £3,886,199, dairy, pouliry and bee farm
ing £1,132,257, forestry and fisheries £1937,
153, mining £2,880,169, and manufocturing.
which i8 mainly ecarried out in the city,
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£3,698,923, Of this total production of £20,-
461,234, 86 per eent. of it is accounted for
by the people in the pastoral, agrieultural,
mining, timber and allied industries. Yet the
primary producers will not have representa-
tion in Parliament adequate to their propor-
tion of the production,

Mr. {)'Loghlen: Why make a distinction be-
tween the producers and others; are the others
not producing?

Mr. JOHXNSTON: Not to the same ex-
tent.

Mr. () 'Loghlen: Are there uny better
eitizens?

Mr, JOUIXSTON: Their work is more valu-
able to the State, At any rate the man who
is sitnated in a remote part of Western Auns-
tralia showld et additional representation.
We have admitted that with regard to the
North-West. The weak spot in this measure,
as it seems to me, is the discrimination
against the Goldfields Central Area—the
electoral distriets of Bonlder, Brownhill-
Ivanlice, Hannans and Kalgoorlie. Tt is
true that Kalgoorlie is a well laid out city,
but so are Northan and Bunbury, and I am
of opinion that the Government could quite
fairly put the four goldfields electorates I
have named on the same quota as the agri-
cultural areas. There is the extra distance
from the eapital to the Kalgoorlie goldfields,
but we would have against that in the agri-
eultural distrieta the higher amount of pro-
duction per head which the people in those
districts are carrymmg out. In Committes I
shall vote te put the eentral goldfields on the
same quota as the agricultural distriets and
as one who has always believed in the prin-
eiple that distance from eapital is onc of the
main factors that should be considered, I
think the Government may well aceept that
smail amendiment. I am of the opinion that
outhback places should have more representa-
tion than the city.

Mr. Lambert: What about the outer gold-
fields?

Mr. JOHNSTON: The position of the
outer goldfields has been recognised in the
Bil); the quota is only two-thirds of the
quota in the agricultural areas, and that in
gpite of the fact that many of the people in
the agricultural areas are living under the
sane arduous conditions which unfortunately
prevail in the outer mining areas. T intend
to vote Yor the second reading of the Bill
entirely on its merita. As I said before, I
was not present at any meeting of caucus
or party with regard to the weasure. I am
glad that the distance from the city, which 1
lgok upon as an importaut facter, is recog-
nised in the measure.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is not.

Mr. JOHNSTON: It is, and it ean be fu®-
ther recognised as far ag Kalgoorlie and the
eentral mining areas are coneerned. 1 wish
to see that brought about and I shall vote
for it in Commitiee, but after all ia said and
done, Parliament next session will have the
opportunity of considering the result of the
Comumission’s report. This is only a machin-
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cry measure. The result we shall get from |
it, with the amendment I have suggested,
should be o great improvement on existing
condikions. Regarding the Commission, we
kpnow that there will be nothing to complain
of in so far as the personnel im concerned.
The memmbers of the Commission will do their
duty on the prineiples laid down in the Bill,
and when the redistribution measure comes
before us we will probably get a better ap-
preciation of it when we see the complete
work of the Commission, T reserve to myself
a free hand when dealing with that measore
next session. Tn the meantime I am glad
that the Bill hefore us has come along. It
will be a considerable improvement, and
where mnecessary and  equitable, we must
amend it in Comunittee, so as to ensure bet-
ter repregentation being given to the people
of the State.

Hon. M, F. TROY: I move—
That the debate be adjourned.

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

Ayes .. .- o I7
Noaes . . . 22
Majority aguinst .. 5
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshall
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr. Colller Mr. Munsie
Mr. Corboy - Mr. Richardson
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Tro¥
Mr. Heron Mr. Willcock
Mr, Hughes Mr. Wilzon
Mr. Lambert Mr. O’'Loghlen
Mr. Lutey (Teller.)
Nosa,
Mr. Angelo Mr. Piesse
Mr. Carter Mr. Sampsoun
Mr, Davies Mr, Bcadden
Mr. Durack Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. George Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Hlckmoul Mr. A. Thomson
Mr, Johnston Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Latbam Mr. Underwond
Mr. H. K.-Maley Mr. Mullany
{Teller.)

Mr. Mann
Sir James Mltchell l

i[utiun thus negatived.

Mr. HUGHES (kKast Perth) [5.20]: 1
congratulate the member for Williams-

Narrogin (Mr. Johnston) wvpon his courage
in braving the displeasure of his leader, and
explaining how it is he is prepared to sup-
port the Bill. He must have possessed some
eourage, because from what we have heard
this afternoon it appears that definite and
explicit instructions were issued to members
not to exercise their own diseretion, or o uny
thinking for themselves.

The Premier: I do not know what he did.
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Mr. HUGIHES: He spoke in support of the
Bill, apparently in conflict with definite in-
structions that he was not to do so. No
doubt members will find some difficulty in
saying anything in favour of the Bill. The
title is a misnomer. It should have heen
called ‘'The Mitchell Governnent Insurance
Bill,’’ a Bill to insure the life of the present
Government, irrespective of whether they have
the support of the community or not. The
member for Williams-Narrogin gave certain
figures, and stated that 86 per cent. of the
production came from the agrieultural areaa.

The Premier: XNo.

Mr. Johnston: The primary industries.

Mr. HUGHES: Does the hon. member be-
lieve that the only man concerned in the pro-
duction of the State i8 the farmer, the prim-
ary producer? Is not the transport worker
who controls the railways, the railway man
who delivers to the farmer hig requisites and
earts his prodoee back to the eity, entitled to
& place in the scheme of affairs? Does he
not make production possible? JIs he not a
part of the machinery of production?

The Premier: Of course he is.
gaid otherwise.

Mr. HUGHES: Is it not of importance
to the farmer that he should get his agrieul-
tural machinery? Is mot the agricultural
machinery worker at the State Impiement
Works an important link in productiont

Mr. Harrison: A great many of the em-
ployees live out in the country distriets.

Mr. HUGHES: Not at all.

Mr., Harrison: ‘A number of them live in
my electorate.

Mr. HUGEES: The hon. member does not
congider that the man who manufacteres
agricultural machinery is a unit in produc-
tion. Apparently he thinks that preduetion
lies only with the St. George’s-terrace farmer.

Mr. Harrigen: You spoke abeut transport
workers.

Mr. HUGHES: T am referring to the man
who owns the farm and employs labour to
enltivate it. He is referréd to as the primary

No one

produeer. What about the vast army of
industrizl workers?
Mr. Harrison: Those industrial workers

are many of them in the back country.

Mr., HUGHES: What nonsense! How
many of the industrial workera live outside
the metropolitan great

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HUGHES: How many of the em-
ployees at the Midland works live outside the
metrapolitan areat

Mr. Johnston: Hundreds of them employed
on railway transport live in the country.

Mr. HUGHES: There are mnot many
hundreds who live outside the mefropdlitan
area. The hon, member must know that the
great bolk of thess reside between Midland
Junetion and Fremantle.

Mr, Underwood: Rubbish!

Mr. HUGHEN: Most of the employees of
the Midland Junction workshops live between
thers and Fremantle.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, Johuston: We know where they live.

Mr. HUGHES: Why docs the hon, mem
ber say they live outside the metropolitar
areat

Mr, Johnston: I said that many do.

Mr. Underwood: Of course they do.
liva at Collie.

Mr. HUGHES: How many of the 1,500 o
50 men engapged at the Midland Junetioy
workshops live at Collie? They all live be
tween Perth and Midland Junction. Th
largest branches of the railway unions ar
in the metropolitan area.

Mr, Chesson: Do the men who bapdle youw
goods for export live in the eountry?

Mr. Underwood: Some railway men liw
in Marble Bar.

The Premier: And some at Port Hedland.

Mr. HUGHES: The great bulk of in
dusgtrial workers, who are just as importan
in the matter of production and play just a
hig a part as the Si. George’s-terrace farmer
are concerned in the production of the 86 pe
cent. referred to, but are not included in th
hon. member’s figures,

The Minister for Minez: They are included
The St. George's-terrace farmer would com
under the higher quota in the metropolita
area, and the others would come undér th
lower quota.

Capt. Carter:
both ways.

Mr. HUGHES: The member for Williams
Narrogin stated that 86 per cent. of th
production came from the primary producer
and gave fhat as a reason why there shoul(
be additional representation for agriculiura
areas. He also said that was why the vof
of the man outside the metropolitan are:
should be equal to the votes of six me
living ingide it. One man in Wyndham is t
be equal to six voters in Perth, and one i
the agricultural area equal to two voters 1
Perth. The man who sows the erop is to b
equal te two who work in the implemen
works, although both are esgential to produc
tion. It is a lame argument to say that 8
per cent. of the production comes from th
primary producers living outside the metre
politan area. If we cannot get agricultura
implementa manufactured in Perth and else
where in the metropolitan area, there can b
no agricultural progress. What is the use o
making a statement like that of the hor
member? If it were possible to assess whic
part of the production actually belonged t
the primary producer, and which belonge
to the industrial worker of the metropolita:
area who is engaged in manufacturing variou
farming requisites and transporting them, j
would be found that at least two-fhirds o
the lntter were resident within the metra
politan area.

Mr. Johnaton: I do not think so,

Mr. HUGHES: We cannot, however, g
into the fignres. We have heard a lot abou
eity influence and about the répresentatio;
of the clty. There are 84,000 electors i
Perth, nearly half the population of th

Sonu

And it would favour yo



123 Jaxuvary, 1923.]

State, and yet not one representative of
those electors finds a place in Cabinet. The
Government are dominated antirely by the
agricultural districts. The c¢ity has never
been antagonistic to the agricultural areas.
Mr. Tnderwood: Why do you not get
someone to adopt you, as we have?

Mr. HUGHES: If the Government have
adopted the hon. member they have my
sympathy.

The Minister for Mines:
got him at night time.

Mr. HUGHES: I supposs he was left on
the door step when members of the Govern-
ment were asleep. The eity eannot get any-
one to adopt him in the way the North-West
has. That part of the State has in turn
been adopted by the Government. The eity
has no members like the member for Pilbara,
and consequently he is not likely to be
adopted by it. Owing to the unsympathetic
administration of the eity no monsy ean be
found for any works in Perth or suburbs.
It must all be spent in the agricultural areas,
notwithstanding that the bulk of the taxes
are paid from the metropolitan area. When
it comes to tavation there is no Qifferentiation
between the city worker and the agrieultural
worker. All are placed on the same footing.
When it comes to a questirn of taxation, we
duv not have the man in the agrienltural aveas
paying twice the rate that is asked of the
man in the metropolitan area.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We pay motre in the
city because we have to pay land tax as well.

Mr. HUGRES: That is so. We are not
relioved of half our taxation because we
represent city workers. When it comes to a
question of the franchise, however, we are
asked to make two men in the city worth one
man in the couutrv areas.

Mr. Cunningham: Tn some eases it is six to
one.

Mr. HUGHES: The result of this is that
the metropolitan aren can get nothing. It is
astonishing to see the metropolitan members,
with two exceptions, apart from members of
the Labour Party, who ure prepared to sit
down and allow a Bill to be passed that will
render it impossible for ever and a day for
the metropolitan aren to get adequate repre-
sentation or satisfaction from the Govern-
menf.

Mr. Johnsaton:
time to time.

Mr. HUGHES: Yes, and if only one ean
get the neecssary majority, one can amend
laws at any time. That js the real object
of the Bill,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Country Party
are running the Government now, so what gif-
ference does it make?

Mr. HUGHES: But they want to make

They must have

All laws are amended from

their position more sgecure, because at the-

next election the present Government will be
turned out of office. Anyone studying public
opinion can see that that will happen. For
that reason, they wish to gerrymander the
electorates so that the Government can earry
on representing 63,000 electors and legislate
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in opposition to the wishes of 100,000 elee-
tors. With a minority of 35,000 electors, the
Governmen{ wish to go ahead. It is because
members sec the writing on the wall that they
wish to stave off the evil day. A member
representing 246 electors is prepared to vote
to reduce representation of the metropolitan

area. It ia an andacious proposal.
Mr. Teesdale: To what electorate are you
referring?

Mr. HUGHES: The Roebourne electorate;
it is evident that the cap fits.

Mr. Teesdale: Then it is a pity you have
not brains to fit that head of yours. The elee-
tors total 568.

Mr. HUGHES: 1 am quoting from an
official document issued by the Electoral De-
partment on the 18th Mareh, 1921. 1In the
electoral district of Roebourne, which I un-
derstand has the plensure of being repre-
sented by the hon. member, I find that Peter
Daley secured 47 votes.

Mr. Teesdale: Leave Daley out of it, He
is very sorry.

Mr. HUGHES: T believe there are many
more. Then John Reed received 36 votes,
and Prederick William Teesdale 246 votes.

Mr, Teesdale: Does that mean that the
constituency has 246 clectora?

Mr, HUGHES: The hon. member repre-
sente 246 electors!
Mr, Teczdale:

too.

My, HUGHES: That lhon. member now
comes to Parliament and supports a measure
that weans that 6,000 electors in this city
will only be equal, from the standpoint of the
franchise, to & much smaller number in the
North-West.

My, Teesdale: Do not sy that that num-
ber represents the total number of electors in
the constituency.

Mr. HUGHES: The fact remaing that the
hon, member tepresents 246 electors.

Mr, Teesdale: T got a better percentage
than you did. You only got 26 per cent.

Mr. HUGHES: T represent 2,000 electors,
which is 10 times more than the hon. mem-
ber’s total, yet he is prepared to reduce the
active voting strength of those 2,000 down
to that of about 300, I will bn pleased if the
member for (Roebourne has plucked up suffi-
cient courage to oppose the Bill. IXi he does
s0, I will congratulate him in common with
the member for Williama-Narrogin. It would
appear that it does not matter where one
lives, but how ome will vote. That is the
underlying principle of the Bill. Because we
have evidence that the agricultural constitu-
encies will return ar anti-Labour Govern-
ment, we have a Bill hrought down which
cantot do otherwise than place the Govern-
ment in control for ever and « day.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: 'There will be no
Government soon. The TFederal Government
will have the lot of us.

Mr. HUGHES: In the metropolitan area
there are 85,000 electors. A great many of
them are engaged in industrial work. If we
are to give the North-West increased repre-

And they all vote straight,
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sentation beeause of the possibilities of de-
velopment in that part of the State, we
should have two members iu East Perth to
compensate for the industrial development
that is taking place there. There is no in-
dication of that, however, yct we have a mem-
her who represents 246 electors prepared to
follow the Government bhodlv, without giv-
ing his opiniens to the Homnse.

The Premicr: If vou com over here, we
will not ask vou for your reasons at all.

Mr. HUGHES: 1f I went aeross to the
Ministerial side of the House, the Premicr
would not only not ask me for my views, but
he would forbid me to give them. That is
what be has done,

The Premier: No, ] have not.

Mr. HUGHES: That is why the Govern-
ment members ait therc in silence, although
some of us represent 10 times a8 many voters
as some of those who have heen elected.

The Premier: Nonsensge.

Mr. HUGHES: That is v.hat the member
for Roebowrne said until I' gave him the
figures. As the result of this anti-city ad-
ministration, the metropolitan area has suf-
fered neglect,
in the city. The deficit is being brilt up vw-
ing to the taxation we have to pay in an
endenvour to square the railway finances. The
bulk of the railway deficit is caused becanse
we are carrying farming requisites at an mm-
payable rate. The city dwellere have to pay for
this losing proposifion in order that the far-
mers may make good. The city dwellers have
to do that not only for the struggling far-
mers—no one eould ohject to that—but also
in the interests of the prosperous farmers as
well. The income tax returns show that the
average income of a farmer is double that of
the wage earner irn the city, and yet the city
worker is obliged to pay taxation to make up
the railway defieit in the interests of the agri-
eu]turists as a whole.

Mr, A. Thomson: You know that is not cor-
reet.

Mr. HUGHES: It is correct. The hon.
member will find that it is so. If he looks
at the reports, he will find that we are carry-
ing requisites for the farmers over our rail-
ways at a tremendous loss annually, and those
losses have to be made good.

Mr. A. Thomson: That is nonsense.

Mr. HUGHES: Tt is not nomeense. The
trouble is that it is not only dome in the in-
terests of the struggling farmers, buot in the
interests of those who are on the high road to
prosperity,  The Premier told us the other
night that there are many of those who bhave
been assisted through the I.AB. who have
money in the bank, and whose assets are free.
Notwithetanding that, the city dweller atill
bas to pay taxation in order to enable far-
mers in that position to carry on.

Mr. Underwogod: Moral, why live in the
city! Why not live in the country?

Mr. HUGHES: It is not poseible to get ~

land when one wants it. T have one constitu-
ent who hag been waiting for three months
- to get a block of land.

We eannot get any work done.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr, Teesdale: I suppose he wanted to get
someono else’s block?

Mr. HUGHES: This man could not get
land, and yet we hear members on the Minis-
terial side of the House advising people to go
into the country. The hon. member was not
so much eoncerned last week with his desire
to send people out of the city, when he voted
for a useless industry im the metropolitan
area.

The Minister for Agriculture: What useless
industry do you refer tof

Ar. HUGHES: The Perpetual Trustee Com-
pauy.

The SPEAEER: Order!
not under discussion.

Mr. HUGHES: These gross injustices thaf
are heing done to the city are made possible
only beeonse the present Govermnment are do-
minated by members of the Country Party.
It is becanse of that faet that we have not
5 ¢ity member in the Cabinet. The city has
always been gympathetic towards the agrieul-
tural areas, no matter what Government held
reins of office, and everything has be¢en done
to improve the lot of the farmer, That is as
it shonld be, but we are asked to assist not
only the struggling farmer but the prosperons
farmer as well, and that is not right. We
are asked to do that only because the agri-
cultural representatives hold a dominating
influence over the Government. Tt is due to
that fact that the present gerrymandering
measure is before hon. membera. The mecas-
ure provides for 22 agriemltural seats.

My, Jobnsten: That includes Collie and
Forrest.

Mr. HUGHES: And also four seats in the
North-West. With the 22 seats, they will re-
present something like 55,000 or 56,000 elec-
tors. Al that has to be done to retain power
is to snateh a couple of seats in some other
part of the State. There are certain hide-
bound constituencies that may be depended
upon to return Tories and then the Govern-
men ig secwre for ever and a day.

The Minister for Mines: Why not make it
10 years beyond that period, and give us a
chanee?

Mr, HUGHES: If we {did that, it would
give the member for Roebourne an oppor-
tunity to get a couple more electors.

The Minigter for Mines: What about Cue
aml Yilgarnl

Mr, Teeszdale:
shift for a while.
the North-West.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is more difficult to
get to the Yilgarn electorate tham it is to get
to Roebourne,

Mr. SPEAKFER: Order!

Mr, HUGHES: In Yilgarn 746 electors cast
their votes as agaimst 329 in Roebourne o
nearly twice as many.

The Minister for Mines:
compare with Eagt Perth?

Mr. HUGHES: There are over 2,000 in Eas
Perth,

Mr. Teesdale: Yoa got half of those only
by accident.

That company is

Yes, run on the Yilgarn
We have had enough of

How does thai
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Mr. O’Loghlen: The member for Roebourne
is an accident politically.

Mr. Teesdale: A prefty good one.

Mr. HUGHES: In Yilgarn twice as many
electors voted as in Reebourne, and yet the
conditions of life are as arduous in parts of
Yilgarn as in the North.

Mr. Teesdale: If you make a atatement like
that, you show you know nothing about it.

Mr. HUGHES: Has the hon. member ever
been in Yilgarn?

Mr. Teesdale: Yes.

Mr. HUGHES: Roebourne is a land flowing
with milk and honey in comparison.

Mr. Tecsdale: Tf you went there for a
few months, it would take your condition off.

Mr. HUGHES: That would be a service
and not a disadvantage.

The Minister for Agrieulture: A very hard
seat to represent.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Very changeable.

Mr. HUGHES: The need for a distribnticn
of seats is long overdue. When we have 84,
000 electors who carry on the nseful and bard
toil of the State, industrial workers who make
everything else possible, represented by 12
members, and a few wealthy pastoralista in
the North-West able to get four members for
4,000 voters, a portion of the State where the
difficulties are so great that the industrial
worker cannot get on the roll, there is no
doubt that a redistribution is urgently neceded.

Mr, J. Thomson: Up till the last general
eleetion the North was tepresented by
nearly all Labonr members.,

Mr. HUGHES: That does not alter the
faet. That is the point of view whieh ap-
peals to members supporting the Govern-
meat—because it would be of personal
advantage we are asked to support the
proposition. As the member for South Fre-
mantle (Mr. MeCalluim) pointed out, becanse
the Premier thongbt it would be in the
intereats of Labour iz no reason why we
shonld support it. What does it matter
whether people vote Labour or anything
else. The object of a redistribution ahould
he to give proper representation, ' The
Labour Government, in their Bill, proposed
to reduece the mumber of scats by one,
notwithstanding that the representatives of
the North at that time belonged to their
party.

Mr. Underwood: Von are wrong,

Mr. HUGHES: T listened to the quotation
of the member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr.
Johnston) which showed that the Labour
Government voted for three representatives
in the North-West,

Mr. Johnaton: They were qunite right in
doing so.

Mr, Underwood: You are wrong.

Mr. HUGHES: The hon. member quoted
from ‘‘Hansard.’’

Hon, W. €. Angwin: The Bill provided for
three.

Mr. Underwood :
fropie. ‘

Hon. W. C. Augwin: That was amended.

Three, north of the
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Mr. HUGHES: The member for Williams-
Narrogin quoted ‘*Hansard’’ and I would
be prepared to take the record of ‘‘Haun-
gard’’ rather thaun the word of the member
for Pilbara.

Mr. Underwood: I am speaking from mem-
ory.

Mr. HUGHES: If there is auy mistake it
is not my mistake.

Mr. Jobnstou: ‘*Hanaard’’ is quite right.

AMr. Tnderwoonid: Tt was for three north of
the tropic.

Me. HUGHES :
whieh was Dbrought Jdown in 1913.
+ reads—

Por the purpose of such division a quota
of electors shall be as follows:—The total
number of electors whose names appear
upon the latest electoral rolls for the
State, excepting the rolls for the electoral
districts of Kimberley, Roebourpe, Pil-
bara, and Gascoyne, shall be divided by
47 and the quotient shall be the quota of
slectors.

My. Uuderwood: Read on.

Mr. Jobnston : The member for Pilbara
moved an amendment that Gasceyne be
strurk out. That left three.

AMr. HUGHES: Notwithstanding that
these seats were held by supporters of the
(ipvernment and they were going to cut out
one of their own supporters, they brought
down a Bill to reduee the representation of
the North-West to three.

Aly. Underwood: They did not.

Mr. AUGHES: T can only refer the hon.
member to the Bill. There it is in black
amil white: surely he does not dispute it.

Mr. Johnaton: Gascoyne is south of the
tropic.

Mr, HUGHES: When the Labour Govern-
ment were in office and it was considered
cquitable to bring abont a reduetion, they
favoured it. The hon. member argues that
we shonld adhere to this travesty on repre-
sentative Government by allowing 4,000
people to have four representatives, while
54,000 have only 12,

Mr. Underwood: Your party introduced
three and we cut one out.

Mr. HU'GHES: T believe our system of
representation could be greatly improved.
We have only to take the constituencies of
Perth, North Perth, Subiaco, and Leeder-
ville, four ¢ity constitnencies which have
9874 anti-Labour voters and 7,518 Labour
voters. Notwithstanding that in these four
copnstituenciezs Labour has 75 supporiers
against 97 opponents, we have only one
member in this Chamber and the 9,700 anti-
TLabour voters have three representatives,
That shows that the House is not repre-
sentative and does not reflect the wishes of
the people.

The Minister for Mines: Are you arguing
one vote one value?

Mr. HUGHES: Yes.

The Minister for Mines: Then what about
Cue and Yilgarn? .

Mr, HUGHES: It takes three voters in
Yilgarn to equal one in Roebourne.

I shall quote the Bill
Clause
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The Minister for Mjnes: How many are
equal to one in East Perth?

Mr. HUGHES: One in Roebourne has the
valee of 10 in East Perth—ten people who
are doing the useful work of lifc in FEast
Perth.

Mr. Marshall: ¢(‘ould not you deteet that
in Rosbourne’s representative?

The Minister for Mines: Do you say that
making algae is doing uwseful work?

Mr. HUGHES: TIf a little more attention
were paid to the welfare of the city, and
the city were given but a small portion of
the justice #o which it is entitled, we would
not have any difficulty at all. If we could
only defieet from the country sufficient
money to pay a couple of men to clear up
the foreshore, there would not be any diffi-
culty from algac.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
keep to the Bill.

Mr. Underwood: Algae iz not in it.

Mr. HUGHESB : The position is worse
when we come to the agricultural area. T
have the figures for Albany, Avon,
Greenough, Katanning, Northam and Swan,
The only reason I include Swan is because
it is embraced in the agricultural area. We
al! know it is not right that it should be so
included. Swan is right at the back door
of Perth. Had it been represented by =
Labour man, it would have heen classified
as a metropolitan seat.

The Colonial Sacretary; That is uonsense.
Tt was represented by Labour and was an
apricultural seat,

Mr, O’Loghlen: For three years only.

Mr. HUGHES: It would not have been
included had it been represented by Labour
at present.

The Minister
AYbany?

Mr. HUGHES: T have nothing detrimental
to say about Albany. In the six constituen-
cies mentioned there are 7,008 anti-Labour
voters and there are 4,808 Lahour votors.
Notwithstanding that the voting strength of
Labour in these particular eonstituencies
represents five out of every 12 voters, thase
districts are represented by six unti-Laliour
members, Therefore elose on 5,000 electors
have no representation at all. These lignres
prove counclusively that we havs not repre-
sentative Government in Western Anstralia.

Thbe Minister for Mines: How are vom
going to get over thatt
Mr. HUGHES: The Minister knows guite
well. If the Government had desired to
give better representation and make Parlia-
ment the voice of the people, they would
never have breught down such a2 Bill to
agpgravate the existing position where we have
7,000 electors enjoying six representatives and
5,000 electors in the same districts having no
ropresentation at all. Tt ie a deplorable state
of affaire.

The Minister for Mines: Why take thosa?
Why not take the goldfields people?

Mr. A. Thomson: Becaunse that would not
suit,

for Mines: What about

[ARSEMBLY.)

The Minister for Mines: I am ounly sug-
gesting it,

Mr. HUGHES: I have heard so maeh about
the agricultural areas, and I thought it well
to deal with them.

Mr. Johnston: Take the mining areas.

Mr, HUGITES: If we had our quota:

The Minister for Mines: What is the posi-
tion in regard to represemtation. Never
mind the quota.

Mr., HUGHES: It would be slightly in
favour of members opposite. If a Bill were
introduced to remedy that position we would
vete for it. We want to make Parlinment
the voice of the people. When Labour mem-
bers represented the North-West the Labour
Government of the day were prepared to
reduce the northern seats by one. No one
will gainsay that redistribution now is meces
sary, Why not allow the commission, in whom
all members would probably have coafidence,
to bring about s redistribntion pure and
simple without political interferemce. The
Federal Parliament 1aid down a scheme of re-
distribution under which cach vote has the
same value. The ¢commissioners are told in
redistributing and alletting the eleetoral boun-
daries they must have a regard for certain
fundamentals, such ag dietance from capitsal,
transport facilities and commurity or diver-
gity of interest. Those are the broad prin-
ciples upon which the commigsion are author.
iced to draw electoral boundaries. More-
over, the commission are given a working
margin of 20 per cent. above or 20 per cent.
below the quota. We have had no complaints
regarding Western Australian representation
ia the Federal House of Representatives, al-
though eleven-twelfths of the area of this
State is represented in the House of Repre-
sentatives by one member,

The Minister for Mines: Do you want to
institute that system in this House?

Mr. HUGHES: I want each man’s vote to
be of the same value, and I dc¢ not want
gpecial votes given to broad aeres. I en-
tirely agree that a constitueney situated at a
considerable distance from the seat of gov-
ernment should not be as large as one right
alongside. I do mot agree that Northam—a
piere stone’s throw from Perth—shounld have
only 2,300 electors whilst Kalgoorlie, 400
miles away from Perth, is to have 3,400 elee-
tors. What about distance from the capital
and faeilities of transport in that instance?
Swan, which is very close to Perth, a couple
of hours’ walk from Perth, is to have 2,800
electors also, but Ealgoorlie, distance o 16
hours’ railway journey from Perth, must
have GO0 electors more.

The Minister for Works: Why do vou pick
out Swan?

Mr. HUGHES: Because it the most glar-
ing ease. The Minister knows that this gerry-
mandering is indulged in so that Swan may
be made a safe seat.

The Minister for Works: Oh ne!

Mr. HUGHES: Swan iz given its classif-
cation as an agricultural aren to make it a
secure senf. The Minister knows that.
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The Minister for Works: That is just what
w, do not know,

Myr. HUGHES: The Minister has been too
long in the game not to know all about that
sort of thing. If I knew as much a8 the
Minister for Works Enows, I might be able
to go around my c¢lectorate and pick out just
the eleetors who would vote for me.

The Minister for Works: T do not know
anything of the kind,

Mr. HUGHES: Then the Minister must
be the Government’s step-¢hikl. Why do not
the Government adopt the well-founded prin-
ciples of conumunity of interest, or diversity
of interest, ay the case may he, and transport
facilities? Why do not the Government ap-
point three gentlemen free from political bias
and say te them, ‘“We want you to bring
about redistribntion of sents so as to ensure
equitable representation?’’ [f those gentle-
men did not think a margin of one-fifth suffi-
eient, it could he made 25 per cent. or even
33 per cent, above or below. And even then
5,000 people in the metropolitan area would
be equal to only 3,000 people in the agrieul-
tural arca as regavds voting strength. The
Bill appoints threc eommissioners ostensibly
to bring about a redistribution of seats, but
in actoal fact .there is no work for the eom-
missioners to do. They are given no disere-
tion whatever. They are tied hand and foot
by the provisions of the Bill. All they can
dn is to take an clectoral map anid a schedule
of ewrolments for the various subdivisions,
and rule off the houndaries on the map, so
as to adjust the numbers. Why should a
judge of the Supreme Court be called npon
to do sneh work?! It could he done by an
office boy in the Electoral Department, and
done by him in half an hour. In order to
make out that here we have a bona fide re-
distribution of seats, all the paraphernalia of
genuine redistribution is provided. A Sup-
reme Court jwdge is to be appointed to rule
a few lines on the map. Associated with him,
we have the Survevor General and the Chief
Electoral Officer. All those three gentlemen
can do, however, is to take a few electors out
of one constituency and place them in an-
other., In order to give the thing tone, in
order to make it appear that there is a genu-
ine effort ot redistribution, the time of these
three highly paid officials is to be wasted.
The member for Canming (Mr. Clydeadale)
has 10,000 electors in his constitueney, while
the member for Perth (Mr. Mann)} has about
4,000. Those facts are put forward as an
excuse for redueiny the voting strength of
the Camning electors to one-sizth as «¢om-
pared with electors in the North-West. Some
of the Canning eclectors could be shifted to
other electorates, and a redistribution made
in the metropolitan arca. If the Government
had decided upon a margin of 23 per eent.
above or below, the metropolitan area wonld
have got 19 seats, or five more than proposed
under the Bill, ¥ven if the Government de-
sired to exempt the North-Weet from the op-
eration of this Bill and to give that portion
of the State four members, they could have
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divided the remainder of the NState cquitably
and allowed a proper margin to ge om, Dur-
ing the course of the Federal clection L did
not hear of one of my friends opposite stump-
ing the country against the Federal redistri-
bution, which causes eleven-twelfths of the
avea of Western Australia to be represented
by one member. There was not one word of
prutest from the anti-Labour forces against
a scheme of redistribution which compels the
represeutative  of Iolgoorlie to represent
Wyndbam also. That was all right, beeause
it snited hon. members opposite, and because
the Federal political party whieh they are
supporting did well out of it., There was no
protest whatever from the country Parly.

Mr. Johnston: It iz not a State matter,
and so we could not do anything.

Mr. HUGHES: XNevcretheless, it was a

. matter of great voncern to hon, members op-

posite. They were all out electioncering.
The Deputy Leader of the Country Party has
had to toe the carpet because he wept out
electionecring. However, he has promised to
be a good bay in future.

Mr. Latham: Your party have promised
that I will be a good boy. No one e¢lse has,

Mr. HUGHES: When the hon. member
wag on the platforni, he raised no protesi
whatsoever against the representative of Kal-
goorlie being also the representative of
Wyndham, No desire was expressed to give
the North-West of this State another repre-
sentative. In connection with this Bill, how-
ever, we are told that because the people will
necessarily congregate in the city—and lei
we say that the industrial workers naturally
must congregate where the factories nre—be-
enuse the clerical workers will congregate at
headquarters

The Minister for Works: If they all come
into Perth, there will be nothing te support
thent.

Mr, HUGHES: 1f they all went out into
the country, there would be no market for
the produets, and there would be no traus-
port. Tf the Deputy Leader of the Country
Party ohjects te peeple erowiling into the
citics, why il he not objeet to the ereatiom
of another useless industry here last week?
He knew that if he voted against the Bill to
which T refer, he would have to toe the carpet
hefore the hoss apgnin,

Mr. Latham: Wheo is the boss?

Mr. SPEAKTER: Order!

My, HUGHES: The hon. member asks, who
is the boss?

Mr. SPEAKER: The boss has nothing to
de with this Bill. The hon. member had
hetter keep to the Bill.

Sitting suspended from 6.17 to 7.30 pm.

Mr. HUGHES: As I have pointed out, if
the Government were degirous of having a
thorough distribution of seats free from
political considerations, they would have
given somce power to the commissioners ard
so would have got an independent and um-
biassed recommendation. The Bill eontains
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an assurance that unlesa something phenom-
enal should happen, the government of the
country will he handed over tn the aszricul-
tural! areas.

Mr. Latham:
the country.

M. HUGHESR: TFor that section of the
commauity which the hon. member reprusents.

Mr. Latham: Since this party came into
existence there has been more proaperity than
was previously enjoyed.

Mr, HUGHES: Apparently the hon. mem-
ber judges that measure of prosperity hy the
size of the dcfieit. Tf there Ne one thing
more than another which demonstrates that
the Bill is merely a political runp, it is
the statement by the Premier that the central
goldfielda will have four seats. while the agri-
cultural interests will have 22 or 23 seats,
The eentral goldfields in their quota have
4.62, and as that isx over 414, T take it that
an independent commission would give the
centrnl goldficlds five seats, that leinyg the
nearest “whole nomber to the 4.62. On the
same reasoning the agrienltural distriets, with
a quota of 22.20, would get 22 seats instead
of the 23 anticipated by the Premier., How-
ever, the Premicr stated distinetly that it was
intended to give the central goldfields four
seats, which nroves that the anti-geldfields
policy of the Government is to be continued
under the Bill. If the Government have
ncthing to fear from the results, why ham-
string the commissioners? T hope the Pre-
mier will give at least some of his supporters
leave to express their real opinions on the
Eill.

The Premier:
leave,

Mr. HUGHER; Tt is a great pity the hon,
member will not extend the same craciousness
to some of his supporters.

Me, MacCallum Smith:
vote as we like.

Mr, HUGHER: No doubt the hon. member
will do se, and T hope he will raise his voice
in protest ngainst the iniquitons treatment to
be meted out to the metropolitan constitu-
eneies. 1 will vote apainst the Bil), and T
hope some of the Government supporters will
at Teast have the courage to state their ren-
sons for supporting the measure,

Tt would he a poidsend for

T did not deny wou that

We are all free to

Mr. RICHARDSON (Subiaco) [7-427: Tt
does not require very much coumge to upeak
one's own views in this Fouse. No caucns
meetine has dicected me how to vote, nor am
Y held responsible hy the Premier or any member
of the (ahinet for anvthing T may do in respect
of the Bill. T am here as a free agent. No
suggestion has heen made to me as to how T
should vote or ep2ak, or whether T should speak
at all. I have listened to several membera of
the Oppnsition thia afternoon, and T am ubterly
at & loss to know where they received their
information. On no nceasion sines I have heen
in the House has a Minister or anyhody elae
attempted to dictate to me which way I should
vote. [ have heen left to use my own judgment,
and I intend to continue doing so.

[ASSEMBLY.]

WMr. Willcock: The whip has heen eracked
from time to time.

Mr. RICTHARDROXN : Ne, I have always heen
left to vote as I choose. Had it heen otherwise
I should have strongly resented it.  Just to show
that T am in eamnest, let me remark that T am not
entir:ly in favour of the Bill. T have always
helieved that certain privileges must be extended
to country electorates. Tt would he useless for
any hon. ‘'member to think for & moment thab
the nutside constituencies must have the same
numbher in their electorates as we have in the
metropolitan area. At the same time, if certain
measures are laid down, a9 is the case in this
Bill, if you say that you atr going to give agricul-
tural ureay & quota of 3,000 and the metropolitan
area 8 qguota of 6,000, then the metropolitan
memhers are guite justified in pointing out that
they are entitled to 15 seats in the House, When
T sav the metropolitan arez, I mean that parb
hetween Midland Junction and South Fremantle.
So far a3 T can gather from the Premier’s ramarks,
it is his intention te give only two additional seats
to the metropolitan area and two to the agricul-
tural areas,

Hon. W. (" Angwin: What are they going to
do with the other one that is Hoating about ¥

The Premier: @ive it to East Fremantle,

Hon. W, C, Angwin: You have knncked out
North-Enst Fremantle altogether.

Mr, RECHARDSON : There appears to he one
seat that hes not been allocated.

Hon. W. . Angwin: The Premier accounted

for 49 and not 50.
TMr. RICHARDSOX: I am dealing with the
four mentioned hy the Premier, and the quota
far the metropolitan aren as three, and for the
agricultural districts as one, bhut I am not pre-
pared to sy that even the central goldfields
should have such a large yuots as against that
for the agricultural populstion, hecause I realise
that the central goldfields arc very far removed
from the seat of government. let us take into
consideration also the possibility of the mining
industry going down—I do not say that it will
and T amn sure no one hopes that it will--

Mr, Lotey: Tt is ggit_l;[ np. . —
TMr. RICHARDSONT Tf it should go up then
it will e necessary to provide more seats for
the moldtelds, and in my opinion the goldfielda
should at all times lie entitled to fair and juat
representation, heceuse whilst the agricultural
population are doing a good deal and have done
n lot for Western Anstralia, we cannot forget
that it was the mining industry which lirst set
Woeustern Australia on its feet. For that reason
we should not deal too hamhly with those who
live there, hut rather should we give the industry
a fillip hy letting it have respresentation over and
above, perhaps, what they actually deserve.
I wish to deal with the metropolitan ares. It
has hecn pointed out that in some parts of
Western Australia, in some of the clectorates
that are likely to he dealt with under the Bill,
the number on the roll ia something like 1,800.
We have a provision in the Bill that we moy take
a fifth under or a fifth over. Take & metropelitan
electorate which is going to he dealt with as
againat an electorate with 1,80, You may take
a fifth off that 1,800 and bring the number down
to 1,400, and you may have to add a fifth to a
metropolitan seat and hring its total te ever

o
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7,000. Then we shall have representetives in
this Chamler of 1,400 votes on the one hand,
and 7,000 on the other, I think the difference is
too great. For thet reavon I desire to enter a
protest apainst enything less than three new
geats being given to the metropolitan area. It
bas been maid inside and outside this (hamber
that men like Gladstone dealt with vested
interests in repmid to Parliament. It is nearly
time that we in Western Avstralie who are
memhers of a demormatic institution, or one
which is suppored to be such, dealt with humen
interests as well as vested interests. Mr. Glad-
stonte gaid that London, heing the seat of Par-
lisment, did not deserve representation. He
believed, a# many others believed, that becanse
the seat of Parliament is in the metropolitan
area, and because those memhers who come from
outgide districts almost invariably live in the
metropolitan area, or spend most of their time
there, that therefore the metropolitan area is
repretented. But I draw the attention of mem-
bers to the fact that those members who re-
present country interests in this Parliament do
not represent the metropolitan areas. That has
been proved times out of number when anything
affectmg metropolitan interests has been brought
forward, Only recently we had an example of
the extent to which those members are prepar-
ed to go when they said that there was no
occagion to spend money in the metropolitan
afea. [ do not esay that all members from
the country are of that opinion, but the fact
remains that eome do hold it, and that shows
the need for adequate representaticn in the
metropolitan ares.

Mr. Latham : We say you should control your
own public services.

Mr. RICHARDSON : Why do you not control
youra outside ? You are not game,

Mr. OLoghlen: Will the member for York
take on the L.AB. ¢

Mr. RICHARDSON : We in the metropolitan
area have to pay for all these things. e can
f:int to the voting throughout this session and

segsion. It will be found that metropolitan
members supported everytbing for the agricul-
tural areas, as well as for the mining areas.
Bu¢ turn up “ Hensard * snd we will find that
on many occasions the Country Party and othera
opposed anything that was likely to be of service
to the metropolitan area. Unless we have our
fair quota for the metropolitan area we are going
to get short sbrift indeed. I can plainly see that
there are those in this Chamber who are not
prepared to give anything to the metropolitan
area.

Mr. Corboy: Are you prepared to back up
your opinion with your vote 7

Mr. RICHARDSON : You have never found
me expressing an opinicn and not voting in the
tame way. The position iz that we in the
metropolitan area, both metropolitan members
on this gide and on the other side of the House,
are prepared to asgist the agricultural and mining
districts, becavse weo realise thet the metropolitan
ares cannot exist without the outside districts.
For that reason we¢ are always prepared to
suppart them, but we do find that we are not
receiving the reciprocal support thet we should
gebe

The Premier: Oh yes.
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Mr. RICHARDSON: We do not. I have
pointed that ont kere on almost every occasion
when the Estimates have been ander consideration
and also on the Address-in.reply. It comes back
to me every time that nothing is mentioned in
regard to the metropolitan area, and seeing that
that is so, it behoves members of Parliament
representing metropolitan electorates to eee
that when there is & redistribution we get a
fair cut, Because of that I am not entirely
in support of the Bill and I intend to oppose it.
I do not believe, 8o far as I can gather from the
Premier’s speech, that the Premter desires that
we should have more than two extra seata
If we take our quota even at 6,000 we have 90,000
electors between Midland Junction end South
Fremantle.: Wj "

The Premier: You get your proportion.

Mr. RICHARDSON: We cannot agree with
what the Premier has said and it is on that basis
that I am going to oppose the Bill. If we are to
get 15 members for the metropolitan area I might
reconsider my decision, but at the present time
I am imbued with the one idea that after the
redistribution we shall have only 14 seats in the
metropolitan ares, while the sgricultural areas
are going to receive two more,

The Premier : You have not the voters.

Mr. RICHARDSON: We have the votera
Anyway I am teking no risks. The time has
now arrived when something must be done in
regard to the distribution, and I am satisfied
that every member agrees something must be
done. The quota in some places to-day ia 8o
small that it is practically infinitesimal, and
members are sitting here feeling that they ere
not justified in representing such small con-
stituencies.

Mr. O’Loghten: I do not see the member for
Roebourne (Mr. Teesdale) blushing.

Mr. RICHARDSON : The hon. member would
have won his electorate even had there been
5,000 on the roll, because he has more than
fulfilled his public duties.

Mr. O'Loghlen ; 1 thought you said they might
feel uncomfortable.

Mr. RICHARDSON : We find there are some
members who represent between 8,000 and 9,000
while others represent between 600 and 700.
The quota is 00 big in some, and too amall in
other electorates. The question arises as to
how we are going to regulate the figures. The
Premier has set down a certain quota, but in
speaking to the Bill he said this quota would not
be maintained in the metropolitan area. If we
bave 90,000 electors between Midland Junction
and South Fremantle, then I contend that even
with the very large quotas, double what he haa
proposed for the agricultural areas, we are fully
entitled to 15 representatives in this Chamber.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You are very moderate in
your requests.
Mr. RICHARDSON: If the figures were

worked out on the nomber and the hasis of those
in the sagricultural areas com with the
metropolitan area, then we wounld have 20
members. But we are not asking for that,
T am prepared to give the Government a fair
chance in regard to this matter. I realisa that
there are many difficolties in ereating a redis-
tribution. But whem it comes to a guestion of
the difference in the quotss, I do consider that
when we bave a quota of 6,000 in the metropol-
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itan ares, we are justified in asking that the
full quota be maintained. When we find the
quots is not maintained in the agricultural
areas we are still justified in saying that the ro-
grr:aantnhiun should be out down, Why the

mier sees fit to ask for two new members in
the agricultural areas and only two in the metro-
politan arvea, I fail to understand. I have
worked out the and listened t0 members
who have spoken, and yet I cannot see any
justification for the metropolitan area havi

than two new members, I am not pre

to aupport the Bill until the Premiar gives that
aasurance. So far as I know, and X belisve I am
gpeaking for all members on this side of the
Houss, no pressure haahbeen brought to beai:-
upon anyone a8 to speaking in conneotion wit
t.Eia ZBi].l.y pesting

Mr, Mann: Or in connection with any other.

Mr, RICHARDSON : Or as to the manner in
which he should vote. I hope if the Bil is
passed, the metropolitan ares will receive that
small degree of justive we are agking for, namely,
three now members, making o total of 15.

Mr. WILLCOCK ; I move—
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and o division taken with the
following result :—

AyoR .. .. e .. 1B
Noes ... 25
Majority against ... 10
AYRH,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshatl
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr. Olydesdale Mr. Richardson
Mr. Corbaoy Mr. Troy
My, Cunningham Mr. Wlllcock
" Mr. Heron Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lambert { Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Lutey | (Teller.)
Nocs,
Mr. Angelo Sir James Mltchell
Mr. Carter Mr. Piesse
Mrs. Cowan Mr, Sampson
Mr, Deaton | Mr. Bcaddan
Mr. Durack + Mr. J. H. Emith
Mr. George | Mr. J. M. Bmlth
Mr. Gibson | Mr. Siubbs
Mr, Harrison ! Mr. Taesdale
Mr. Hickmott ' Mr, A. Thomson
Mr. Jobnston I Mr. J. Thomson
My. Latbam (  Mr. Underwood
Mr. H. K, Maley " Mr, Mullany
Mr. Mann . (Teller.)

Motion thus negatived.

Hon, M. F. TROY (Mt. Magnet) [(8-7]: When
the Premier introduoe;; the Bill he sn&(!i it w::
necessary owing to t conditionsa
the countr{nadnd to the faot that the goldfields
population declined, and that the number of
electors in the metropolitan areas had inoreased.
If theee be the only reasons for the Bill they form
ea indictment agaings the present administration,
K the populstion of the goldfields has decreased
and that of tho metropolitan areas has increassd.

ASBEMBLY.]

the policy of the Government has been entirely
responsible. I admit the mpulabion of the
goldfields has decreased. This is due to the
fact that very little assistance has been given
to the goldmining industry as sgainst that
socorded to others, and that thzrgopulabion in
the goldfields areas has been burdened by ex-
cessive railway freights. It would not be antrus
to say that the polioy of the Government during
the past four or five years has been responsible
for the backward state of the mining industry,
and the depletion of the population in the back
country. It is utterly impossible to carry on
industry where the people receive very little
assistance, where their requests are frequently
ignored, and where they are handicapped by the
excessive charges for the transport of their
ocommodities.

The Promier: They could not be reduced
much more from Sandstone.

Hon. M. F. TROY : The people are leaving
the back country because there iz no oppor-
tunity there for their children to learn any trade
or calling. It is the usual thing to hear people
there say, “ We have to get out of this in order
to give our children the opporfunity we cannot
give them here”” Whilst the bread winner may
work in the baok country he sends his wife and
family to the city with this objeot in view. The
Government have been neglectful of the baok
oountry in this respeot. They have treated
people in remote areas in an utterly unsym-
pathetic manner.

The Premier : Not at all.

Mr. Underwood: They would be sympathetic
if the remote parts were given more represent-
ation than the metropolitan area. ‘

Hon. M. F. TROY : This is not a metropolitan
Government. It depends for its support almost
entirely upon respresentatives of the agricultural
districts. The Bill provides that agricultural
districts shall receive an increase of two in their
representation. The Government cannot deny
on the figures at least two more members for the
metropolitan area. If the Government do deny
that it will amount to glaring inconsistency,
and will hold ap the whole scheme of the Govern-
ment to contempt, derigion, and ridigule. They
are not, however, taking that risk. In almost
gvery discussion that has taken place in this
House the Government have treated the gold-
mining industry as a transifory enterprise.

The Premier: Not at =il

Hon. M. F. TROY : They say the gold is being
worked out, and the population is pgradually
disappearing. They look npon the poople on
the goldfields as migratory. The Government
have never provided adequate conveniences for
the back country. If anyone approaches the
Workers' Homes Board for homes in the back
country he is met with a refusal. It is not the
Government policy to build in the back country.
GoThﬁ Minister for Works: What about i‘..lhe

varnment buildings in Kalgoorlie and other
goldfields centres ?

Hon. M. F. TROY : People in the back blocks
have to wait eight or nine years before a school
is provided for the educaticn of their children.
I know that is so in one particular oase.

Mr. Underwood : That is good for them. .

Hoo. M. F. TROY: Fortunately tho hon.
member is not the judge in this case. Ono of
the special features of the Bill is that the State
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is divided into warious districts, and certain
quotes are allotted to them. The metropolitan
quots is 6,062, for which the area will receive
14 seats as egainst those which it enjoys to-day.
The outer mining district will have a quota of
1,874 and will secure five seats as against nine
to-day. Tho agricultural district quota is 2,903
and those districta will enjoy 22 seats as against
the present number. The central goldfields
district will have a quota of 3,413 and enjoy the
same number of spats as to-day, namely four.

The Premier: I said that is how it might
work out.

Mr. Willcock: You said the tendency was for
the goldfields to go down.

Hon. M. F. TROY : The calculation shows
that the Bill has been engineered to reduce the
democratic representation of the goldfields. The
country interests in the agricultural districta
and others are to profit by increased represent-
stion. I am not going to stress the claims of the
metropolitan area. If it had no representation
in Parliament, it would have the greatest im-
fluence on the government of the country.

Mr. Latham : That is perfectly true.

Hon. M. F. TROY: It would have more
influence than all the rest of the country put
togather. In the metropolitan district there is
the largest clogely settled population in the State,
whose voice is heard from day to day. Tho seat
of government js in the city. People of the
metropolitan area have access to Ministers and
to Parliament.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Most country members are
prejudiced against the metropolitan area.

Hon. M. F. TROY : The area is represented
by a Press which exaggerates tho importance of
almost every subject brought under the notice
of the Government. The result is that, if the
metropolitan areas had no representation at all,
they would still have considerable influence with
the Government of the country and the good
things the Government can provide. I
do not think I need labour that point, hecause it
must be generally underastood by members who
represent bark-country constituencies, and who
know how diiicult it is to secure justice, when
they tind themselves as a voice crying in the
wilderness. In any scheme of redistribution of
seats, the metropolitan area must secure justice
and increased representation on account of

" numbers, notwithstanding the manner in which
the people came here, the conditions under which
they live, or what their living here means to the
country. The metropolitan people are entitled
to representation acconding to their numbers,
The yeople who live in the back country, who
arc pioneering and bearing the heat and burden
of the day in opening up the State, are entitled to
all the representation we can reasonably give
them.

Mr. PLoghlen : Hear! Hear! Yet the Gov-
cvimment want to take away their representation.

Members: We do not.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Yes, you do. You want to
take four eeats from the goldfields.

Hon. M F. TROY : I have always held the
og:injon that the man who takes his family into
the back country and who thus deprives them of
the opportunities enjoyed in the citv and of the
social advantages here, is entitled to adequate
mﬁmentation in Parliament, seeing that he
takes his family to live in places where there
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are adverse climatic conditions, where the work
is hard, but where their ocoupation is of more
service to the State than that of the people
who live in more settled places. These people
could not exist but for the enterprise of those in
the back country. I hsve always stood for
that principle, but, at the same time, I do not
gtand for the principle of one vote one value.
I can understand that in England and America,
or in any couniry where the population is dis-
tributed in large centres of induastrial activity,
one vote one value may be justified, but in a
country like Western Australia, the pioneer is
entitled to more consideration in regard to his
representation in this Chaember because of his
distance from the capital, and the disabilities
under which he labours.

Mr. O'Loghlen: That individual always got
that consideration until this Bill was introduced.

Hon, M. F. TRQY : He will get it still if I can
gain it for him. My objection to the Bill is that
it gingles out the ocentral goldfields area in
particular, for unfavourable consideration com-
pared with the agricultural districts. People
engaged in the occupation of mining in the
eastern goldlields are a wvaluable adjunet to
the industrial life of this State. They are en-
gaged in an industry which has produced more
wealth than all the other industries of the State
put together. I heard the member for Williame-
Nerrogin (Mr. Johnston) give the House figures
regarding the value of different industries in
Western Australia, but when I tell him that
the value of gold produced in this country re-
presents 143 million pounds he will realise that
it will take a long time before the other in-
dustries will reach that figure. I do not wish
to make depreciatory remarks regarding other
industries. That is not my intention, but the
people residing in Kalgoorlie, hundreds of miles
away from the coast, under harsh climatic
conditions, following a hard occupation, are
entitled to more considerstion because of their
great services to the State. I sm mever sur-
prised when I hear the women on the goldficlds
say that their hoys will not go down a mine.
They say that hecause they know that the
fathers of those children will die an early death
by reason of their occypation. If the Government
have accorded this differential treatment to
the agricultural districts in recognition of the
services rendered by that industry to the State,
we should expect the Government to extend
similar consideration to those who built up the
valuable gold mining industry. Every other
industry has been built up on the mining industry,
and the Government lost sight of that aspect
when they made the quota for the agricultural
districts 2,900 as against & quote of 3,420 for
the eastern goldfields electorates. Take the
Swan electorate represented by the Colonial
Secretary. That electorate is within a stone's
throw of the city. The people can come into
the oity any day to approach the Government,
and can stand on the doorstep of Ministers
avery dey to secure redress for their grievances
They eecure distinct advantages compared with
the reat of the people of the State, yet the quota
for the agricultural constituencies is 500 less
than for the pgoldfields electorates. Take the
Premier's constituency of Northam. It is one
that can he covered by the hon. member in
one day; in fact, the Premier would cover it
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in two hours in & motor car. It is within eaay
distance of the city ; yet it is olassed as a remote
agricultural district, and its quota is 500 less
than that of electorates three or four hundred
miles away from the city. The same applies
to the Murray-Wellington electorate where a
man may leave the city and reach the clectorate
before lunch.

The Minister for Works: That shows all
you know about it. You can go there by treln
but it is certainly not within s stone’s throw of
Perth,

Hon. M. F. TROY : Residents in that elector-
ate can come to Perth easily, and have their
grievances redressed without much expense. The
peoplethere do not depend on their representation
in this House to the extent that the people in the
hack country are required to do.

The Minister for Works: Certainly not to
that extent.

Hon, M. F. TROY: Yet the Murray-Wellington
electorate has o smaller quota than electorates
on the eastern goldfields which are #0 miles
away from Perth! The wame applies to York
and Avon to a less degree than to seme of the
other agricultural districts.

The Minister for Works: 1 have 2.000 square
miles in my electorate.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The Minister is bound to
have something remarkable. Perhaps he does not
know that the member for Murchison (Mr.
Marshall} hes an electorate comprising 100,000
square miles. Whereas the quota for the Swan
electorate, which is so rlosc to Perth, is 2,993,
that for South Fremantle which is s similar
electorate—there can be no distinetion between
them because the Swan electorate is just as
adjacent to Perth as the South Fremantle elec-
torate—is tived at 04,062,

The Colonial Seetetary : There are no large
centres of primary production.

Hon. M 'i" TROY : There are many centres
of primary production in the South Fremantle
electorate. There are Jandakot, Coogee, Spear-
wood, and a numbher of other placcs. The same
thing may he said of Northam, Moore, and
Bunbury.

Mr. O'Loghlen: The Swan electorate is a
scandal, in any case!

Hon. M. F. TROY : That is my ohjection to
the Bill. Tf the Government were to group the
goldfields districta together-—there is no justi-
fication for singling out the eastern goldieldse—
they would tind the people to make up the uota,
on the basigs provided by the Bill, that we give
the goldfields one more seat and not two more.
The only ceason for segregating the castern
goldfields from the rest of the goldfields clectorates
is to reduce the quota of the other poldficlds
constituencies, and thus deprive them of re-
presentation. The Premier =aid when intro-
ducing the Bill that one thing to he considered
was community of interests. If that be so,
why meke a distinction hetween the different
parts of the goldticlds arcas ¥  Why should there
be one quota for one set of people who are en-
%aged in the mining industry and another quota
or others engaged in the mining industry in
another part ¥ If the (iovernmnent s proposal
is right, why does it not algo apply to the agiicul.
turnl districts * Why is there not a different
«quota for agricultural districts which are easily ac-
cesgible, when compared with other agricultural
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districts which are wore temote 7 The rerwm
ia thet some of the agriculiural distiiets could
not get the yuota provided in the Bill, I dn
not wikh to make wny invidious comparison
regarding the North-Wedt, | am not quarrelling
with the representation of that juart of the
State. 1 realise the vast aver over which the
seattered popnletion resides, but 1 eontend thut
there are constituencies in the North-West to-
day whose position is not more diienlt than
that of some of the onter goldbelds areas. The
Gascuyne electorate is not an isoleted district.
It is within 24 hours of Geialdton. A moter
car lenving (‘srnarvon to-day, can he in Geraldton
within 24 hours, That has actually been done.
One of the great disadvantuges urged in con-
neuvtion with the Gascoyne electorate has been
it isolation. The mesns of communication
were said €0 be slow, uncertain, and dilicult
to wecure. To-duy, owing to the aeroplanes,
the North-West has a hotter mail service than
many of the mining distiiets. It takes a weck
to get a letter delivered in my constituency
and we have two muils per week. With the
advantage of the aeiinl mail service mails can
he delivered in the Gascoyne electorate within
a couple of hours.

Mr. Teesdale: In some parts we get a mail
once 8 month. In some parts the electors reside
300 miles inland.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Gascoyne iz no more
isolated than are the electorates in the remote
mining areas. I wish to make it clear that I
am not complajning of the representation given
to the North, but T do complain that there should
be a distinetion in favour of Gascoyne, & con-
stituency on the coast and enjoying rapid means
of mail communication, as againat the treatment
meted out to Murchison end Leonora. The
district of Murchison touches the South Aus
tralian border and joing the Pilbara diatrict.
There are places in that electorate more remote
than Gascoyne, and yet Gascoyne is to have a
member for every 1,000 electors as against 2,000
required in the Murchigon. That is not reason
oble. The Premier stated that, except for the
metropolitan area and exclusive of the North
West, population had increased but he need noi
have included the North-West because the
population there has decreased. In 1911 the
electors of the Gascoyne dietrict numbered 1,811,
whereas to-day the number is only 1,573 ; Kim
berley in 1911 had 1,726 electors, whereas to-daj
it has 1,346 ; Pilbara in 1911 had 1,131 electors
whereas to-day it bes only 724, and Roebourn¢
in 1911 had 1,093 as ageinst 614 to-day. Thoms
figures are taken from tie ‘* Statistical Abstract ”
issued a fow days ago, and prove that since 1911
the population of the electorates of the Nort}
has decreased by 1,500, Yet those electorate
are singled out for special treatment, whil
other portions of the country are to be penalisec
because the population there has decreased
There should be no distinction whatever betwees
the treatment meted out to the Gascoyns and
the Murchison districts; and the same can I
eaid of Leonora. Probably this applies also %
Mt. Margaret, because that electorste extend
to the South Australian border and God know
where else. Probably the Speaker himse}
who represents it does not know. If the electon
of Pilbara, numbering only 724, are entitled to
member, how can the same treatment be deniec
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a member whose territory extends to the SBouth
Australian border and whose population is
scattered right through it? I do not wish to
deprive those people of representation, but a
Bill which makes the distinctions which this
Bill proposes is not entitled to pass the second
reading. I do not mind a redistribution of seats
Bill, but such a Bill should not bo a party measure.
#Mr. Latham: It was made & party measure
previously.

Hon. M. F. TROY : Mcmbers on the Govern-
ment side have declared that thoy have never
been consulted regarding the meseure.

Mr. O'Loghlen : Ouly one, who was not at the
meeting.

Hon. M. F. TROY : This Bill would have
passed the second reading without debate but
for the opposition from this side of tho House.

Mr. Latham: That is what the Opposition
are for.

*Hon, M. F. TROY : The Speaker was putting
the question, and the Bill would have passed
ite scoond reading without debate but for us.
The only speeches made from the other aide are
those brought forth as a result of the discusaion
on this side of the House. Members supporting
the Government are cvidently unanimous that
a Bill of this description is of such little worth
that they need not give it one moment's attention
or one word of discussion, I repeat that such a
Bill should not be & party measure. 1 would
like to see it referred to a select committee
representative of all the parties interested.

Mr. Harrisen : That is what the Bill is for—
to appoint a commission.

Hon. M. F. TROY : The Bill lays down certain
definite principles on which the commission must
act. 1 have nothing to say regarding the com.
misgioners. I have no objestion to them;
I suppose they are as good as any three com-
misgioners I could suggest. Someone has io
do the work. But the commissioners are nob
entitled to usc their own judgment. The Bill
lays down certain specific instructions, and on
those instructions they must bring in a redis-
tribution, They bave no judgment except as
regards community of interest and houndaries,
The quota is fixed for them ond their work is to
consider community of interest, but I do not
know that they can do much in that direction,
becauss in many of the electorates one interest
has been mixed up with another. The Bill
ought to go to a select committec who could
consider it reasonably eund straight.forwardly
and present a recommendation to the House.
If it is wise to refer other perplexing measures
to select committees, it iz equally reasonable
to have this measure so considered. I would
prefer proportional representation, because it
would give every section of thonght and opinion
representation. 1 was told by a gentleman who
contested the Irwin seat at the last election that
what struck him was the big number of Labour
supporters who would not vote at all. He said,
** 1 was sanguine that I would get their votes and
would win easjly, but they did not vote at all.”
Thoee people therefore are withont representation
in their electorate. There is elected s member
with whose views they have nothing in common.
The eame applies to the constituency I re.
present and, in fact, to all constituencies. There
are people in my electorate who would not vote
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forme. These people are diminishing in numbess,
but there ars some who do not like my repre-
sentation and who hold entirely different views.
Time after time they are disappointed at seeing
elected & man who does not represent them.
They do not vote at all. I do not like to see them
disappointed. After the last election I can
claim to represent 90 per cent. of the people in
my electorate, but this still leaves 10 per cent.
who do not want my views ex in thie
House. The principles I stand for are anathema
to them. Right through the country thers are
a great many electors who are thus disappointed.
Election after election members are returned
with whose policy they do not agree and whose
Parliamentary representation they feel is an
injury to them. Therefore, T believe in pro-
portional representation which wounld provide
that every induatry, every interest, every class
in this country would have the representation it
was entitled to. These are the only means by
which the people in this country will get what
this Bill pretends to provide for them, namely
fair representation in the Parliament of Western
Australia. I do not like the Bill for the reazons
I have given. Members opposite will have to
justify to me why poople living in the remote
areas and under the worst climatic conditions,
engaged in an indusiry so valuable to this countir{
a3 to produce 128 million pounds worth of westt
and on which every other indusiry has grown
up snd which still supporta a large population,
are not given the representation to which they
are entitled. If members on the c¢ross benches,
who are alleged to represent the country intereste
though I deny that they do so—

Mr. Harrison : Natuorally.

Hon. M. F. TROY: How could I naturally
deny it, inasmuch ss 1 m{lself represent conntry
intercsts ? Members on the cross benches olaim
it as their special mission in this Chamber to
represent the country interests and to puf aside
all metropolitan claims which to an extent are
just, but how can they justify the distinction
made in thie Bill under which miners in the
Kalgoorlis arep. are to have representation on
a quote of over 3,000 as against & quota of 500
Jeas in the agricultural area situated nearer to
the seat of government and enjoying bettor
climatic conditions ! This is mot » reasonable
proposal and on that ground I oppose the Bill

Mr. OLOGHLEX: I move—
That the debate be adjournsd.

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

Ayes ... 14
Noes ... 26
Majority against 11
AYEs,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mp. Chesson Mr, Marshall
Mr. Ciydesdale Mr. MeCallum
Mr, Corboy Mr, Troy
Mr. Cunnlnghan: Mr. Willcoek
Mr, Heron I Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr. O'Laghlen
! (Teller.)
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Nois,

Mr. Angelo Fir James Mitebell
Mr. Carter Mr. Piesse
Mre. Cowan Mr. S8ampson
Mr. Denton Mr. Beaddan
Mr. Drack Mr. J. H. Bmith
Mr. George Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Glbron Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Harrizon Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Hickmott Mr, A. Thomson
Mr, Johnston Mr. J. Thomsot
Mr. Latham Mr, Underwood
Mr. H. K. Maley Mr. Mullany
Mr. Mann {Feller.y
Motion thus negatived.
Mr. O'LOGHLEN (Forrest) [8-48]: What

strikes me is the ailence of members (ggmaite
regarding this Bill. Generally, whea the Govern-
ment bring down a Bill, its vindication or justi-
fication is attempted by at least half a dozen
members on that side of the House. To-night
it has been alleged that a caucus meeting wae
called by the Government, and that, as a result,
this has been made & Government measure.
The allegation has not been denied officially,
and thercfore it stands. If two or three of the
members gitting opposite were absent from that
caucus meeting, that does not alter the fact that
this Bill representa the most pronounced of party
measures. Judging from ap ces, it has
been introduced largely with the idea of conserv-
ing the interesta of Government supporters at
the next appeal to the country. None of us will
deny that redistribution of seats is necessary.
If the Government were consistent in their
Ellii.cy and allowed the commissioners under the

ill, in whom I have every confidence, to bri
in a recommendation to this Parliament, I woul
not oppose the measure.

Mr. Latham: But some directions must be
laid down for their guidance,

Mr.  LOGHLEN : If the hon. member would
lic down ocoasionally, we would make more

progress. Only gix weeks ago this House seb
u}) & board to with the very intricate problem
of the liquor trade. The Licensing Act Amend-

ment Act does not tie the hands of the members
of that board. More confidence was placed by
Parliament in their hands than this Bill proposes
to ilace in the handa of the three commissionnrs.
I chall not repeat the figures which have been
quoted, since no amount of argument can alter
their plaring inconsistenoy. Swan and Kal
goorlie are a case in point.

The Premier: What about Forrest ?

Mr. ’LOGHLEN: ¥orrest is in the same
position, Mr. Speaker, as your eleotorate. Will
anyone assert that your electorate, ome of the
remoteet in Western Auastralia, is down and out
for good ? There is every prospect of a revival
of the mining industry. As regard my own
eloctorate, had it not been for the perrymandering
policy of the Premier's party years ago, before
the hon. gentleman himself was in Parliament,
the Forrest electorate would nover bave been
ereated. It has no right to exist as & constitn.
encti in its present form. It is a constituency
without & town inside ita borders, and not
touching the railway line. It is away back in
the Darling Range, where a fugitive from justico
might find sanctuary. It is up on the top of the
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hills because it is dotted with sawmills, I{ wes
feared by the Liberal Party of the long ago that if
there were two or three sawmills io each of four
or five electorates, the whole lot of those elector-
atea would fall to the demooratio party. 8¢
they thonght, ** We had better make one safe
democratio seat of the sawmills, the asafest seat
in Australin, and so seoure the other electorates
for ourselves,” The Forrest eleotorate reflects
no credit on the Parliamont which created it, and
the present Bill will reflect no oredit on this
Parliament if it is carried in the small hours
of the moming.

The Premier : Such things have beon said about
evary Redistribution of Seats Bill,

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : But on this occasion they
can be said with justification.

The Premier : No.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: It is obvious that the
Governmeg: side ars ashamed of th:kEBi]l. Other-
wise members o ite would s] in su
of the measnre. Pﬁy is the mgxenber for 3}::
mont gilent ¥ Why does he shake his wise old
head ¥ Why do not members opposite justify
a Bill which proposes to take away nine seats
from the goldfields and give them to that power
which upholds the Promier and his nine sup-
porters in this Assembly ?

The Premier: Your Bill did warse than that.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: No; and, in any case,
many things have been changed since 1913.
Since then the Premier has been a lone ligure on
the other side of the House. When he moved
his motion of want of confidence in the Lefroy
Government, he got only one vote from all
the tigures surrounding him. However, re-
markable things heppen in Westerm Australia.
The man who a few years ago was sitting alone
and scarcely able to find more than one supporter,
who wos disparaged and discredited, who was
deseribed as the wrecker of the country by his
land settlement policy, now receives unquestioning
support. It does not matter what he proposes,
members behind him will vote for it. In the
very last extremity the member for Leederville
(Capt. Carter) and the member for Perth (Mr.
Mann), who stood at the door during the caucus
meeting, would place themselves one on each
gside of him and say, * We are sticking to you,
Jim.” The Premier mentioned the Forrest
electorate

The Premier: It has heen very well repre-
esnted in this House.

Mr. OLOGHLEN: 1 am not going t0 agree
to that statement., I have not been able to
do very much for the people in that electorate.
The Forrest electorate ia very much like your
elertorate, Mr. § er, and mining electorates
genetally. We are told about a revival in the
North-West, about prospects of trade expansion,
of oil gushera breaking out, of cows having more
calves, of cotton growing. There is just as
great » possibility of revivel of the mining in-
dustry. My electorate is at present under a
dapression. Milla which should ocarry a big
population are standing idle. They have been
idle for some time. If they started agsin, it
would put another 1,500 people in my elestorate.
The mills were erected at very great cost, and
the necessary houses are all there; and suah
propositions are not going to he abandonmed.
My electorate, suffering a merely temporury
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depression, will be unfairly dealt with under
the allooation proposed by the Bill If the
quota were the same as it was two years ago,
the population of my electorate would be far
in exceas of that reyuired for s country seat.
* It is unfair that advantage should be taken of
the temporary misfortune of certain localities.
M. Mgn.n: Would not the commissioners
congider thoee things »

Mr. OLOGHLEX : The vcommissioners are
not given the right to consider them. H the
commirsioners were given a free hand, I would
support the Bill. If the measure passes, we
on this side will need to he very lucky to seture
s majority even if the country is at our back,
It is remarkable that there is not more sanity
in Australian electoral laws, I personally have
often wondered why we have not adopted pro-
portional representation.

Mre. Cowan: Hear, Hear!

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I am glad to hear the
lady member say * Hear, hear” Later, I
shall move an amendment in that direction
if no one else does so, and I shall be very glad
if the lady member will support such an amend-
ment.

Mr. Latham: It iz & wonder preportional
representation was not put up in 1913

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : We gather experience as
we goatong. The member for York (Mr. Latham)
is not & bad chap personally, but he hag a lot yet
to learn about democratic representation of
the people.

Mr. Latham: I am going to a good school

Mr. Lambert: But you are a very bad
scholar.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : Can the member for York
find any justification for the election of the
Foderal Senate such as we have it to-day?
If there is one thing that ealls for suppression,
it iz the Senate of Australia. It iz nothing
hut an expensive duplication. We have there
a group of men elected for a term of six years.
The founders of Federation thought the Senate
was going to be a measure of protection for
the smaller States, that State rights would be
conserved by the Senate; but never once has
the Senate acted as a defender of State rights.
The Senate has always been of the same political
complexion aa the party in power in the House
of Representatives—Labour or Liheral, as the
case might be. We have had the awful spectacle
of 1,040,000 voters going Nationalist and 856,000
voters going Lahour, and the XNationalists
seouring 35 Senate seats and Labour securing
one.

The Premier: Even electorates, you know.

Mr. O'LOGHLEX : I realise that the Senate
Las never carried out the functiona for which
it was originally intended.

The Premier: This Bill does not deal with
the Senate.

Mr. O'LOGHLEXN : If the Premier wants
me to deal with the Bill exclusively, I can do
that. However, I am drawing a comparison
to show the futility of the electoral laws and
electoral gystems obtaining in Australia to-day.
I illostrate the futility by calling attention to
the fact that one polifical machine is able to
captare practically the entire representation
of the State, leaving to an almost equally strong
party hardly any representation whatever,
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In my opinion, whether it be the State or Federal
Patlisment every congiderable section of the
people should have a right to make their ae-
piraticns articulate inside those walls. They
cannot do that under the present system. They
have to be strong enough to win outright, or
elee they have to go under. There is no room
for independents. Independents are as ecarce
a8 sovereigna. The machine operates on hoth
sides, and the man who stands up against it
is crushed. Big sete of people in Australia
are not enamoured of the work of either machine,
yet thev are denied representation. Why cannot
wo have proportional representation on the
group system, instead of single electorates?
The present system is wrong. I am surprised
at the Premier refusing to attempt to jusiify
a political scandal in the composition of the
Swan electorate, and the extraordinarily high
quota for Kalgoorlie. Why make a distinction
between Kalgoorlie and the outer mining districts?

The Premier: We are giving increased mining
representation.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : You are not. You are
fixing o higher quota for Kalgoorlie than for
your own electorate.

The Premier: I am mnot.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : You are.
vides it.

The Premier: It does not.

Mr, 'LOGHLEN: Does the hon. member
think that Swan should have a smaller quota
than Kalgoorlie, or even the same quota ? Does
he think at the bottom of his heart—

Mr. Lambert : If he has & heart at all

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : I think he has. It ia
the first nefarious measure he has introduced.
Others were for the benefit of the State, hut
this is for the benefit of the party.

The Premier: No.

Mr. O’'LOGHLEN : Yes, for the henefit of
that group to which I have pointed.

The Premier: That is wrong.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : It is not.
to it,

The Premier: Well, I will go to sleep.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : You can go to sleep now.
The Country Party to-day is in a strong position
numerirally. When a men gets a lithle power
he hecomes arrogant and dictatorial. Even you,
Sir, have sometimes used your power from the
Chair. I did not think it altogether like your
old self when down here. The Country Party
are getting increased power and are asking for
more than they are going to get.

The Minister for Agriculture: How do you
know what they are asking for ¥ Do you believe
what yvou see in the Press Y

Mr. LOGHLEN : Not altogether. Yet it
is remarkable how ready the Minister is to yuote
a statement in the Presa against us. The Country
Party nre making & demand for the Prime
Ministership, and four portfolios. It shows
their arrogance and their greed.

Mc. Johnston: It is only because they desire
to do something.

Me. O'LOGHLEN : It shows their desire to
do the Prime Minister out of his job. However,
what I am concerned with is the group of 1§
here, who at their meeting said, * Now is our
opportunity, with dyng goldtields towns and
dopreased mining distriets.”

The Bill pro.

I will stick



276+

The Premier: Yeu do them an injustice in
saying that.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : Well, let them pet up
and defend the Bill

The Premier: No, you apologise.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: I will not apologise for
the truth, which is that thc metropolitan area
with its vastly increased population is to get
two additional seats, while the agiicultural areas
also are to get two in addition to what they have.

Mr. Mann: You do not know what they will
get under the Bill,

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : I hnow what is provided,
what the comissioneis are directed to bring
in, and T will bet all 1 have that the member
for Perth will not go counter to the commissioners’
proposal.

The Premier: Have you read the Bill ?

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Yes. It contains a lot
which the Premier hag not read. In Committee
there are bound to be amendments devised with
& view to improving the Bill. I would rejoice
if the Bill were defeated on the second reading,
because that would enable the Government to
bring down enother Bill, giving the commissioners
a free hand in drawing up & good scheme. I
would even prefer to see the Bill go to a select
committee ; because it is a highly contentious
measure and I know the feeling of resentment
created in 1911, Many e man was returned to
this Parliament in opposition to the iniquitous
proposals of the Redistribution of Seats Bill of
that year, under which the electorates were carved
up for party purposes. It was the most awful
scandal ever perpetrated in this State, and the
people rose in their anger and said, * No more of
this,” I think they will rise again over this Bill.
Even conservative strongholds of that time were
moved to bifterness againgt thet Billl 1 re-
member helping & candidate who is in the House
to-night. It was a treat to hear his eloguent
orations against the Wilson Government over
the dastardly trick they played on the State.
¥ was helping the member for Williams Narrogin
(Mr. Johnston). We were in a sulky and he
had & map of Western Australia about 22 feet
long, showing all the new electoral boundaries
The map extended out past the horse’s head,
and every time we turned s corner I had to get
out and hold the map. Out east of Narrogin,
where there were a great meny new settlers, my
young and hopeful friend was speaking on the
great ideals of democracy. He was in a little
short coat, and had in his hand a dinky little
cane. He was pointing out how the Government
were filching a seat from this or that party, and
getting o few more electors pushed hither and
thither. He even related how desr old Mr.
Cowcher had a finger in the pie, in that he had
89 relativea out on the western side who were
not going to be disturbed. ‘ But all you new
arrivals from the goldfields, for whom my heart
bleeds,” went on the candidate, * they have cut
you out.” He brought down the meeting, and
even I felt moved by his eloguence. It seemed
to me good stuff. We got back to Narrogin and
on the Monday morning we started out on the
western side of the electorate, where there were
none but old established familiee who had been
there for about 100 years, and consoquently
were not au-fait with the doinga of Parliament.
About two mijlea out I said, ‘‘ Bertje, where is
the map™ ¥ He said, “ I do not bring the map
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out to the western side.” That night at Williams
he never mentioned redistribution, but he told
them that he was a native born Western Aus-
tralian and proud of his country, and that if the
electors did him the honour of putting him into
Parliament he would see that their districb
waa developed, and that their children had
opportunity to become bright and shining
ornaments of thia great and lgx;lc:sperous State.
I went to every meeting with him, and the way
he condemnped that proposal—

Mr. Jobhpston: I would condemn the same
proposal again.
Mr. O'LOGHLEN: No. To-night he is

supporting & Bill desjgned for the very same
purpose. If the hon. member had stuck to the
principles he advocated then, he would not be
supporting the Bill to-night.
Mr, Johnston : I pointed out the inconsistency
in the Kalgoorlie electorate before you came in.
Mr. O'LOGHLEN : A little child could point

that out. The point is, you are going to vote
for the Bill.
Mr. Johnston:; For the second reading, and

will help amend it in Committes if necessary.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : We know how the member
will vote, because he is going to help the group
with whom he is associated.

Mr, Johnston: Going to belp the country.

Mr. 'LOGHLEN : Going to belp the Country
Party, whoso views sometimes do not coincide
with the interests of the country. I honestly
think the metropolitan area is not petting suffi-
cient representation in the two extra seats.
The one vote one value cannot be defended in
Australia to the same extent as it can in other
countries of dense populations in compact areas,
but we should not go too far on the other track.
We onght to give a fair crack of the whip to
remote mining districts as well as to remote
agriculiural areas.

The Minister for Mines:
East Perth did not say so.

The member for

AMr. O'LOGHLEXN: The Minister also is
a member of that little group that has the
whip.

The Minister for Mines: It is all to their
advantage.

Mr. O'LOGHLEX: It is gumte possible

that they will go on until the people of the
metropolitan area declare that they have had
enough. Even the member for Roebourne—

Mr, Teesdale: Why pick me?

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : Because the hon. mem-
her has flashes of wisdom at times. There are
occasions when the hon, member can see a
hole through a ladder, and on those occasions
he knows that the stealthy advance of a
selfish party:

Mr. Lambert: The spring onion crowd.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: T will not call them
that, because I wag born on a farmn and my
father and five brothers are all farmers. Al
the same the farmer is the most selfish unit
in the State to-day.

The Minister for Mines:
know in thoze eircumstances.
Mr. O'LOGHLEXN: T know if is true.
Mr. Johnston: Look at the burdens he is

carrying.

You onght to
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Mr, O'LOGHLEN: And what burdens are
vou carrying? Are you farming? No. You
are building up a bhank balance by some other
means. You carrying a burden! The hon.
member knows better than anyone else that
in the dark days of agrieulture the people of
the State and particularly of the metropolitan
area, stood hehind the members of this House
when the Trensury was thrown open and
money literally shovelled into the agrieul-
tural districts.

Mr. Johnaton:
State.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: | grant that; but
surely there is a little gratitude at times.
The present Minister for Mines was the head
of the Governmment at that time.

The Minister for Mines: I shall have to
carry to Ty grave what T did then.

Mr., O'LOGHLEN: The Minister for
Mines will carry the heartfelt thanks and
the blessings of those people who are now in
comfortable cigeumstances. What position
would they have been in to-day but for what
the Labour Government did for them at that
time? The member for Williams-Narrogin
(Mr. Johnston) will admit that since then
be has not had a fraction of assistance for
hix electorate. At onr caueus meetings he
used to talk these matters over and he was
the white hope. You, Mr. Speaker, were there.
Don't you remember that we were a party of
23 and there were only two who represented
the agricultoral districts. We thought in our
simplicity and innocence that it would be
possible to win the farmers' vote and that to
dp 50 we would do our best to encourage those
two who were with us. We thought to our-
selves, ‘"We had better go quietly and not
put up any vequest.’’ The resvlt was that
the member for Williama-Narrogin got every-
thing tipped into Narrogin. Naturally then
he hecame the most popular man in the State.

Mr. Johnston: Did I get anything that
was not justified?

Mr, O'LOGHLEX: But as soom as he
milked the cow dry he turncd her out and
shot her. He left the party. As snon as hr
aaw that the head of the Scaddan Govern-
ment waa beginning to lese strength, the hon.
member said, "*T am going to get off this
harge and climb on to the raft.’’ He got on
to a pretty good raft too, and rowed himself
away. He landed well on his feet and T
congratulate him on his acumen and foresight.
But do not let him tell me that he has not
heen favoured hy fortune, and do not let
him tell me that the farmer is earrying all
the burdens. My electors in those days had
little to hope for; they were working for re-
dnred hours and more wages.

Mr. Latham: The farmer works longer
hours than anybody.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Bot the farmer has
something to look forward to.  While he
sleeps the wool grows; while he sleeps his
crop grows.

For the benefit of the whole
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Mr. Latham: And while he sleeps his
accounts too are growing and his interest is
growing.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: Look at the income
received by the farmer as compared with that
of the wage earner. What is the prospect
of the wage earner} The farmer always
has a chance; not so the wage earner. The
farmer may be hit by a drought, but so long
a8 he iz there fighting he has a chance of
pulling through and building up a compstence
for himeelf. Even the prospector has 2
better chance than has the wages man, His
pick in the ground may reveal something
good for him, but the wages man goes along
like o drodge from ome year’s end to the
other rearing his family without any pros-
pect of being able to retire except to colleet
the old age pension. The farmer is in a very -
different position on account of what was
done for him by the Scaddan Governmen.
To-day those men who were helped own
metor ears, The town of Narrogin is the
most prosperous town in Western Australia.
We shovelled money into agriculivre and
it turned up trumps. Other places too
justified their eclaims for assistance, but did

not get it.

_Mr. TJohnston: We have not had a beb
since.

Mr. Marshall: Open confession i3 good
for the soul

Mr, O’LOGHLEN: When I hear the mem-
her for York talking about the poverty of the
farmer I am reminded of the fact that
within the last six or eight months I have
attended a few pienies at little wayside places
along the Dowerin-Merredin line and that at
those pienies I counted no fewer than 27,
35, 42 and in one case 51 motor ears.

Mr. Latham: They were agents’ cars.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Will the hon. member
tel) us how it is that the Country Party are
rnt against their inveterate enemy, the agent?
Does the hon. member mean to tell me they
are asents’ cara? They are the farmers’ cars,
and the farmers take their wives and children
to these gatherings in their own ears. Tt
demonstrates that the farmer is not in a bad
way. thanks to the party of which the present
Minister for Mines was the head. ' The man
on the land in my opinion is a little bit
mgrateful. He will say, *Yes, we were a
hit lucky: we got a few dnds from the other
side.’’ Bven the member for Claremont

Mr, J. Thomson: Why bring me in?

Mr. OLOGHLEN: The hon. member
went into it himself, The farmers will admit
that ours was a truly penerous party to them.
We gave them water supplies, the T.A.B.
loans, and the Apricultural Bank. T will
admit that there are a couple of members in
this Homse, the members for Wapgin (Mr.
Stabbs) and Toodyay (Mr. Piesse} who ae-
knowledged what was done by the Scaddan
Government for the farmers. All the
same, every farmer who to-day goes
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to the  Thallet box will say, ‘‘Ob,
the young chap for York will de me,’’ and
no one else ean get a look in at the picture.
The dominant party is the farmers' party,
and they are to get increased representation—
two secats.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Three in all proba-
bility.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Of course it may work
ont to the advantage of Western Australia, I
think the farmers have dome very well, and
if they do not go along on moderate lines and
deprive the great body of the people of the
representation to which they are entitled,
those people might rise and vote apgainst the
party the Government are allied with. At any
rate the opportunity will come along in 12
or 14 months’ time.

The Minister for Minea: Why spoil our sleep
by referring to something that is 14 months
ahead?

Mz. O'LOGHLEN: Hon. members had bet-
ter moke the most of the position,

Mr. Mann: Your nature would mot permit
your to be vindictive.

Mr, O'LOGHLEN: I am thinking of the rod
in pickle for the hon. member. I know two
or three who are after his sealp, and he will
have to get up pretty early to retain it. He
hopes, T suppose, that the Commissioners will
include in his electorate what he wants from
‘West Perth and rob our lady member of the
bulk of her support. However, the Commis-
gioners can attend to that. The Government
are taking a rigk; they are gambling a lof,
and some members will vote for their politi-
cal death warrant by casting out the rural
areas which belong to the metropolitan dis-
tricts, and if they do not say that the big
quotas are unjust compared with places like
the electorate I represent, they will do some-
thing that it will not be possible to defend
ou logiegl lines,

Mr, LATHAM (York)—[9.30]: I support
the second reading of the Bill. Everyone must
admit that there is a necessity for a redistri-
bution of seats. Beverley, for instance, has
1,820 voters and the electorate alomgside,
York, has 3,186. Wagin has 2,683 and Kat-
anning alongside has 3,485. Hannans clee-
torate has 1,563 voters, and Boulder 3,987,

The Minister for Mines: Why not inelude
Albany, which has over 4,0009

Mr. LATHAM : The Canning electorate can
in the same way be eompared with the elector-
ate of Perth, It must be acknowledged that
it is mecessary to alter the boundaries of the
electorates.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: We agree with that.

Mr. LATHAM: No great alteration has
been made with respect to the agricultural
and mining areas such as members would have
us believe. As I read the Bill the whole of the
votes will be pooled and divided by 46, allow-
ing only half a vote for every vote in the
metropolitan area, Y do not see that there will
be any decrease in the cemtral arez of the
goldfielde. There is, indeed, a possibility of
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an increase there. When it is realised that
there has been a nine per cent. decreasc of
electors in that area since 1911, it shows thag
this measure does not inflict any great hard-
ship upon it. There has been this decrease of
nine per cent., and yet there is a possibility
of an additional seat being secured there.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Not according te the
Premier’s statement.

Mr. LATHAM: It looks as if the metro-
politan area would get additional representa-
tion of from 18 to 25 per cent, and that the
agricultural districts will only get five per
cent. if they get an additionsl member, or
10 per eccnt. if they secure two additional
members. There is no great privilege being
extended to the agrieultural areas. T see no
reason for the torrent of abuse that has been
hurled at the agrieunltnral distriets this even-
ing.

Mr. A, Thomson: They are the usual elee-
tioneering tactics.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: You are quite safe.

Mr. LATHAM: This Bill cannot be com-
pared with the 1911 Bill. There is no gerry-
mandering about this Bill. Members wheo
went before their elettors at the last election
promised to support a Bill which would deal
with the redistribution of seats—mot on the
ong man one vote, and one vote one value
principle.  'Whilst we might like to see that,
it would only apply in densely populated coun-
triea such am parts of Europe, and would be
quite unworkable in Western Ausiralin. The
convenience of voters must alse be considered.
It is casy for a man or woman to go to the
polling booth and record a vote in the metro-
politan area. It is quite different in the
back country where we never get the same
poll as we do in the metropolitan area, From
that standpoint people in the country should
be given additional privileges. In the metro-
politan ares the interests of the people are
in common. Not go, however, in the agricul-
tural distriets. In the Avon electorate, for
instance, we have both mining and agriewl-
tural interests. We might as well try to mix
oil with water as to mix these two industries.
Each s separate, and apart, and the people
engaged in one do mot understand the prinei-
Ples affeeting those engaged in the other. It
is impossible to get the two seetions to unite
under our present system and policy. The
party on the eross benches is always prepared
to do whatever is possible to assist the min-
ing aress, for we realise what they have dene
for the State.

Mr. Heron: You did not say that when we
were dealing with the Miner’s Phthisis Bill,

Mr, LATHAM: In that case it was de-
gired to include a large number of men who
were justly entitled to inclusion, but for whom
there was no money with which to pay compen-
sation. Until a method is devised of as-
sisting these people, I will not blindly fol-
low such a suggestion, The money which the
agricultural areas have had from Loan Funds
at different times has been repaid.
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Hon, M. F. Troy: Not at all,

Mr. LATHAM: 'Most of it has been re-
paid, and in addition the agricultural indus-
try has brought a considerable revenue to the
State.

The Minister for Mines:
charged up against the assets.

Hon. M. F. Troy: Assets indeed!!

Mr. LATHAM: If an attempt was made
to realise on the balance of the securities
held by the LA.B. we should find a margin
of profit,

Hon. M. F. Troy: I know of instances
where there would be no profit.

- Mr, LATHAM: I know that, but we should
get the full money in other cases.

The leans are

Hon. W. . Angwin: Past resulte do not

Jprove your statements.

Mr, LATHAM: If we invested money in
mining we know that the seeurities would
not be as good as they are in the agricultural
areas. We realise the value the mining indus-
try has been to the State, and it can alwaya
lock to the membera on the cross benches for
gupport. It was thé assistance we got from
that industry that opened up the agricultural
areas.

Mr. Chesson: It would be a pity if we had
to depend upon the assistance we got from the
farmers,

Mr. LATHAM: The hon. member is always
dongervative in his views on that question. On
the occasion of the last general elections there
was in West Perth a 75 per ceut. poll, in East
Perth 70 per cent., Bubiaco, 62 per cent.,
Leederville 63 per cent., and Claremont 77 per
cent. The Avon electorate topped the list for
the eountry with 70 per cent. Wagin had 49
per cent.,, York 54 per cent, Pingelly 50 per
cent., and Yilgarn a 60 per cent poll. A great
deal of interest was taken in these particular
¢lections, This shows the diffieulty of the
country people in recording their votes. No
one would begrudge them the additional voting
power they would get under this Bill. There
can be no objection to this Bill. It is not a re-
distribution of seats Bill. It is one merely to
authorize a Commission to go into the matter.
Parliament will then have tuv say whether it
agrees with the report of the Commission or
not and whether it will carry out the recom-
mendations or otherwise,

Mr. Willeock: The Commissioners will have
their instructions.

Mr. LATHAM: It is impossible to satisfy
everyone either in this Chamber or cutside of
it. If I had my way the metropolitan area
would not get two additional seats. The mem-
ber for Mt. Magnet (Hon. M. F. Troy) stated
there was greater power exercised in this Cham-
ber by the interests representing the metro-
politan area than by its members. We have
ouly to watch the galleries when anything is
going on to understand how people desire to
know in what direction members are voting.
People have a great advantage through living
in the metropolitan area, and do not require
to be represented in this Chamber to the same
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extent ag country people do. They can always
get someone to bring matters under the notice
of the Government.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Have not the laws of
the State to be observed by people in the
metropolitan area?

Mr. LATHAM: Yes. We have to con-
gider where the finances come from, Country
people from that point of view are entitled to
further representation, The latest statistieal
return, dated the 30th September, shows the
production of the State to be as follows:—
From the agricultural areas close on seven
millions of money came into the State in 1921,
From the pastoral areas £3,886,000; from the
dairy, poultry, and bee farming industry,
£1,132,000; from forestry and fisheries,
£1,937,000; from mining, £2,880,000, and from
the meftropolitan area, including mannfactur-
ing industries, £3,691,0600.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Do they not assist the
others alsof

Mr. LATHAM: T admit that, but the value
was created for the most part outside the
metropolitan area and handled through that
area.

Mr. Mann: Do you see no good in the
metropolitan area?

Mr, LATHAM: Yes, the hon. member. 1
see a little good in it—good picture shows,
good water supplies, a besutiful ferry service
and a good tram Bervice. I see many nice
things in the city. The metropolitan peaple
are entitled to representation in Parliament,
but the people ontside are those who keep the
¢ity gomg and upon whom it is thriving so
wall.

Mrs. Cowan: Perhaps the hon. member
would like to sell hie property and live in the
city.

Mr, LATHAM: Possgibly, if the hon. mem-
ber would offer me some inducement. The
metropolitan area, however, will get very little
consideration from me while I represent a
country electorate. I am prepared, however,
to help anyone outside the metropolitan area,
because of the power possessed by people in
that area to look after their own interests.

Mr. WILLCOCEK: I move—
That the debate be zdjourned.
Mbtion put and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .. e .- e 16
Noes .. .. .. .. 24

Majority against .. 8

ATYER,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chesson Mr. Marshall
Mr, Clydesdale Mr. McCallum
Mr. Corboy Mr. Munsie
Mr. Cunningham Mr, Troy
My, Heron Mr. Wiilcock
Mr, Hughes Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr. 0’'Loghlen
(Tellor)
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Nogs.

Mr. Angelo Mr. H. K. Maley
Mr, Carter Mr. Mann
Mre. Cowan 8ir James Mitchell
Mr. Davies Mr. Sampson
Mr. Denton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Durack Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. George Mr. Stubbs
Mr, Gibson Mr, Teesdala
Mr. Harrison Mr. A, Thoms&on
Mr. Hickmott Mr, J. Thomson
Mr. Johaston Mr. Underwond
Mr. Latham | Mr. Mullany

(Teller.)

Motion thus negatived.

Capt. CARTER (Leederville) [9.48]: It
was not my intention originally to discuss
the Bill at the second reading stage, but as
one who hag for a long time past recognised
the necessity for the introdyetion of such a
meagure, I welcome its appearance. I am
prompted to speak largely by reason of the
fact that T consider some of the statements
made by the member for York {(Mr. Latham}
to be of sueh an extracrdinary deseription
as to call for some reply. As a representa-
tive of a metropolitan seat, which is the
second largest, from the point of view of
electors, in the State, having 9,545 electors
at the last election, and to-day having over
10,000 electors, it asfonishes me to hear the
opinions expressed by members of the
Opposition, and@ alse by the member for
York as to the advantages whieh the metro-
politan residents enjoy.

Mr. Latham: Don’t they enjoy them?

Capt. CARTER: We enjoy these parficu-
lar benefits, if they can be deseribed as euch,
but wae are regarded as so important in the
Leederville electorate that it takes mnine of
our eleetors to carry the weight of one
elector in such places ag Cue, Menzies, Cool-
gardic, Hannans, Eanowna, Mount Magnet,
Leonora, Mt. Margaret, and Yilgarn, whose
electora total 9,422,

Mx. Latham: ¥ou do not suggest I said
that was right?

Capt. CARTER: No, but the hon. member
gaid that if he had his wav, the number of
members representing the metropolitan areay
would be reduced.

Mr. Laatham: I did not say that.

Mr. MeCallom: You did.

Capt. CARTER': By what process of
reasoning the member for York could arrive
at that conclusion, I am at a loss to under-
stand. It was a ridiculous statement.

Mr. Latham: But I did not make that
statement.

Capt. CARTER: If tbe hon. member did
not say that, he conveyed that sense, or
rather nonsense. The whole method of our
electoral distribution is anomalous. I agree
with the Government when they say—and
with Opposition members, too, when they
admit it—that a redistribution of seats is
abrolutely necessary. TUntil we can arrive
at some such system as is ontlined in the
Bill—T do not agree that the Bill is perfeet,
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because I vonsider the metropolitan area haa
not been as generously treated as it should
have been-—the present anomalous system
will continue and my electorate will contain
more voters than the other nine electorates
te which I have referred. TUntil that
happens we will have misrapresentation of
the State’s interests in Parliament and we
will continue having these anomalies. This
measure canhot he regarded as a purely
party matter. T resent, because I know it
18 not true, the statement circulated during
the debate that this question has been made
one of caneus control. No one has controlled
my vote on the Bill and no one has ex-

tracted a promise from me on this particular

measure. When it comes to the conserva-
tion of the rights of the various interests to
be considered, I hope my vote will be found,
as it always has Dheen found, on the
side of democratic control. 1 cannot
eonceive how members can objeet to the
introduction of a Bill of this nature in the
light of the present state of affairs. T hope
the House will support the second reading
of the Bill as I intend to do and at the
Commitiee stage we will have an oppor-
tunity of discussing such theories as that
pat forward by the member for Forrest
(Mr, O’Loghlen) regarding a proportional
repregentation scheme. T have been elected
to this Chamber as one objecting to the
anomalons couditions regarding our electoral
system and as such I must support the
second reading of the Bill

Mr. Harrison interjected.

Capt. CARTER: I do pot stand as the
exponent of that scheme of proportional
representation but I am prepared to wait
for the member for Forrest to give us a
dissertation on that question when we reach
the Committee stage later on. I desire to
improve our electoral syatem and I agree
with the member for Forrest that there are
anomalies existing all over Australia, which
project themaelves hefore nur gaze when we
leok into these matters.

Mr. Harrison: You have many advantages
due to concentrated population.

Capt. CARTER: Yes, and we always pay
not only for our own advantages but for the
advantages enjoyed by the hon. member in
Kellerberrin.

Mr. Harrison: How do you valne your
advantages? It costs nine fimes as much
to get a deputation to the Government as it
does in the ecity,

Capt. CARTER: I am mnot prepared to
accept or reject that statement, but I be-
lieve no other than country representatives
can get deputations to the Premier at any
time they desire. They can even get the
Premier to receive them in this building.
Only on Thursday night last an in-
fluential deputation of froitgrowers came
to the Honse and waited on the Premier. I
know Sir James is very bumsy, but the fact
remains that very few metropolitan mem-
berg can get a deputation received at such
an hour at Parliament House.
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Mr. O 'Loghlen: They take Ministers out
to their distriets at week euds.

The Premier: 1 have had deputations at
midnight.

Capt. CARTER: I know the Premier has
had them at all hours, particularly when
annual conferenees are held in the city. The
other day there were 15 deputations and I
believe 11 of them were probahly for new
country railways.

Member: Thev were mostly on industrial
matiers,

Capt. CARTER: If they were in connes-
fion with industrial matters they represent
the miost important problem coufronting Aus-
tealia at the present time. I refer to the
guestion  of industrial umrest.  The very
foundation of the prosperity and future of
the induostry with which the member for Avon
{Mr. Harrison) i3 connected rests on the firm

basis of industrial peace. Where would
the hon, member be if there was not
industrial peaece in connection with our
railway system? As a matter of fact,

the deputation which waitcd on the Pre-
mier at 930 p.m. on Thursday inclnded
represcntatives from Mount Barker, two from
the Great Southern railway, and represemta-
tives from other outlying parts, and they dis-
cussed with him such an important question
as codlin moth. After the Premicr had been
working hammer and tongs all day at his
office, having sat in Parliament until 5 o’clock
that morning and resumed his Parliamentary
business all day and during the night, he was
asked to see this deputation of country repre-
sentatives in the House!

Mr. O’Loghlen: And to talk about bugs!

Capt. CARTER: I give the Premier credit
for his eneryy, but there are so many depu-
tations from the country distriets that he
cannot find time to take them all during the
daytime,

Member:
Bill?

Capt. CARTER: Tt bas this much to do with
the Bill, that the member for York said that
the metropolitan members had too muech in-
flugnce and that if they could not exereise
that influence, vested interests in the city
found the necessary punch to stir up Minis-
ters. If that is so, it is not within my know-
ledge.

Mr. Latham: I did not say that.

Capt. CARTER: Now the member for
York comes forward with another denial!

Mr. Latham : Your understanding is
crooked.

Capt. CARTER: It may be, but the hon.
member’s method of expressing himeelf is
weak.

Mr. Latham: We are not all
the member for Leederville.

Capt. CARTER: However that may be,
his statement was not correct. The deputa-
tionzs which I have taken to the Premier could
be counted on the fingers of one hand.

Mr., SPEAKER: I do not know what
deputations have to do with the Bill.

What has this to do with the
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Capt. CARTER: When the hon. member
touched the subject of the infiuence of met-
ropolitan members with the Government, I
wondered how far he would be allowed to
go; T have merely endeavoured to refute his
remarks. I do not consider we have sufficient
metropolitan members. Under the new redis-
tribution we should have at least 15 seats.
1 hope the speech of the Deputy Leader of
the Country Party will not be taken a3 an
indication of the friendliness of this coali-
tion, T git on the cryuss henches, not as one
of that party, but with them, apd I hope
that, for the benefit of the State, they and
the party to whick I belong will work har-
moniopsly. The speech of the hon. member
to-night 3s not going to make for harmony.

Mr. Johuston interjected.

Capt. CARTER: I did not catch the hon,
member ’s interjection, but I know him to be
a friend of all parties. 1 hope the second
reading will be carried.

Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) [10.1]: I
also want to enter my protest against the
Bill. T am glad we have been able to get a
little information from the Government side
regpecting it. Jt is a coincidence that those
on the Government side can ali finish their
remarks on the Bill within two or three
minutes, whereas we who are raising objee-
tions to the measurc find in it sufficient bad
features to take half an hour over our
speeches. The Bill is a most important one,
for it affects the representation of the
people. With other speakers, I do not con-
sider it should be a party measure at all.

Mr. Davies: I3 it?

Mr, WILLCOCK: We have it that it ia.

Mr. O'Loghlen: (an the member for
Guildford deny it?

Mr. WILLCOCK: It is a party measure,
introduced by the Premier. We want to
know why it was introduced. Although I do
not altogether agree that all votes should be
of one value under the Bill, still there should
not be five different sets of representation,
as provided in the Bill: metropolitan, agri-
eunltural districts, outback mining districts,
central goldficlds and the North-West elee-
torates, with a different representation for
each group. MNobody will say that in one
State with a small popnlation we ghould have
five different systems of numbers. The metro-
politan area and electorates within coo-ee of
the seat of Government do not require the
same representation as is required by others
farther out; but if electorates at practically
the same distance from the seat of Govern-
ment and with similar conditions are to have
entirely different bases of representation, I
want to know what is the reason for the
variation. The Bill will not affect my elec-
torate one way or the other, and se I ean
¢laim to be unbiassed in my jodgment of it.
Tt has an underlying prineiple which gives an
advantage to the Government in respect of
representation, and apparently that is why
it has been introduced. It will work out to
the advantage of the Government. With the
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member for Forrest, I know that any Gov-
ernment which attempt to tinker with the
democratic idea of electorates in order to
gnin temporary party advantage are likely
to find the weapon rebound on them. T wish
to warn the Government that if it can he
praved, and I think it can, that the Bill is
for the purpose of giviug the Government an
advantage—

The Premier: Bot it is not.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Well, I will accept the
Premier’s assurance, but I ¢an find no other
reason for the proposal to have five different
sets of representation. Tf we had two sys-
tems, one for the metropolitan area and one
for the outside electorates, I could under-
stand it.

The Prenier: Two would be all right,
whereas three is quite wrong !

Mr. WILLCOCK: Almost cvery member
who has gpoken on the Bill has agreed that
there should be some modification of repre-
sentation for the metropolitan urea.

Mr, Dawvies: Are we all in apreement in
respect of the North-West$?

Mr. WILLCOCK: No, we have had four
or five different opinions about that. The
average number of electors in the North-
West will be about 1,064, whereas in out-
back mining districts such as the Murchison
the average will be 1,380, practically 2 to 1.
I see no reason for that diserepamcy, nor
have I heard avy justifieation of it.

Mr. Angelo: One hag a railway and the
other has not. .

Mr. WILLCOCK: But the one without a
railway has a State steamer.

Mr. Angelo: How long will she be there?

Mr., WILLCOCK : If the hon. member
does his duty by his electorate she will be
there for all time. The average in the
central goldfields seats will he 3,400, The
Premier said the agricultural and goldfields
areas would have the same quota; yet in the
same breath lhe said the central goldfields
might have four or five seats, that the gold-
fielde were declining while the agrieultural
industry was flourishing, and that allow-
ances wonld have to be made.

The Premier: No, I said the goldfields had
gone down, but I hoped they would recover.

Mr. WILLCOCK: You based your esti-
mate of the futore on the past.

Mr. Harrison: Many miners are changing
their occupation.

Mr. WILLCOCK: That is not the point.
The point is the different basis of repre-
sentation for the goldfields as against the
agricultural areas. The commissioners will
fix the representation for some years ahead,

The Premier: They cannnot do that.

Mr, WILLCOCK: If four electorates ¢ome
nnder their quota, there will be no necessity
for altaration.

The Premier: But the Houre will be able
to alter it.

My, WILLCOCEK: The House does not like
tinkering with redstribution of geats. Dur-
ing the past 10 veara there have been three
attempts. One (Jover~ment carried a most
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ungcrupulous measure for their owr advance
ment, but it rebounded against thew.

The Premier: You call it nas¢rupunious.

Mr, WILLCOCK: The people of the State
at the time regarded it as unscrupulous
Wlat other reasen was Lhere for the over
witelming majority returned against the
Government?

Hon. M. ¥. Troy: It was an unscrnpulout
medsure,

Mr. WILLCOCK: At all cvents, thai was
the concensus of opinion, and at the next
election the people showed their estimate of
the Bill by putting the Government ont of
office.

The Premier: At the election unscrupulous
use was made of it. The 1913 Bill would
have given Perth 13 seats.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It would have given
13 seats, if not 14, to the goldfields,

The Premier: No.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Yes, the quota for
the goldfields was 3,006, and the 13 goldfield:
seats would have averaged 3,226.

Mr. WILL.COCK: This Bill was designed
to give the Government a furtber lease of
power, There are five different sats of
representation and, wherever an alteration
is proposed, it will be to the advantage of
the Government. The North is to have 2
smaller quota than it had in the past and
the North is represented by supporters of
the Government. Had the econditions of
1911 applied, the North would have had one
member less. Wherever ap alteration is
proposed it wilt work to the advantage cf
the Government. The North in 19117 had
an average of 1440 eleetors, wherens under
this Bill the average number will he about
1,000.. That means that where there are
four members all supporting the {overn-
ment, a smaller basis of represcntation will
be required for them than T1v the rest ot
the State. If the prineciples of the previcus
Bill were apphed, the North would be en-
titled to only three seats.

The Premier; I would refer you to the
speech of Mr. Walker on the 1913 Bill.

Mr. WILLCOCK: That Bill did not be-
come law. Possibly if it had, there would
have been necessity to amend it. We cannot
say what that Bill would have achieved had
it become law. T am speaking of the law
as it stands, and as it is propnsed to amend
it by this Bill. The mining centres yf Kal-
goorlie are represented by Labour irambers
and for them thers is to be am ‘in¢rcase in
the number of electors. A big majority of
the members from this side of the louse
represent the ontside mining area and their
quota also will be considerably inrreneed.

The Premier: They are to have very
generous treatment.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I am indisating how the
proposals of the Premier will work out. The
quota will be increased and three or four
seats will be cut out. In the metropolitan
area where the Government have a wmajority
of the representation, there will be a smaller
quota of eleetors and more mambers. 1£ the
law of averages applies, this will give the



(23 JAKUARY, 1923.]

Government increased -suppori to the extent
of two members, The agricultiial area has
a preponderance of Governaont supporters,
and that is to have an inereasze of two seats
88 the quota there will rot be increased.
In every instance it will work out to the ad-
vantage of the Government, and consequently
we are justified in coneluding that there is
something more behind this measure than a
basis for redistribution of seats.

The Premier: You would say that whatever
wo proposed.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I would not say it if it
were not true.

The Premier: If we gave Perth 25 seats,
Fyou would say it was wrong.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Well, that would not be
fair.

The Premier: You would say so because
you do not live there.

M. WILLCOCK: I maintain that the out-
back districts are entitled to representation.
If my constituents have anything of import-
ance to urge, they have oanly their member
through whom to veice their opinioms. Take
the Geraldton harbour: I was grateful for the
assistance of other members on this side of
the House when that question was under dis-
cussion, but if I had not brought it forward,
nothing at all would have been said about it.
Yet if anything is said about algae in the
river or the mosquitoes at East Perth, we all
know about it. The very fact that we have
to come here to represent our constituents
brings us into touch with the wants of the
people of the metropolitan area and their
disabilities and everyone is cognisant of them
without any special representation. I know
about the algae in the river because it is
mentioned in the metropolitan Press day after
day. It has become a burning question.

Mr. Angelo: A floating question.

M. WILLCOCK: If I were asked to judge
of the relative importance of providing har-
bour accommodation at Geraldton and the
problem of algae in the river, I should say
that the provision of harbour facilities was
very much more important. Yet from the
trend of events, I would be safe in saying
that remedial mensures would he proposed
regarding the algae before a harbour was
provided at Geraldton. This appears to be
the trend of events. While a portion of the
Bill seems to be fair, one outstanding blot
is the difference between the Kalpoorlie cen-
tral area and the agricultural area.

The Premier: There is no difference.

Mr. WILLCOCK: There will be a differ-
ence. Although T am not a betting man, it
would be safe to bet that when the Kalgoor-
lie qnota comes out, there will be only four
seats. The Premier in his speech implied ag
much.

The Premier: No, I did not.

Mr. WILLCOCK: That is the impression
I gathered from the Premier’s speech.

Mr. Munsie: Kalgoorlie could not get five
on the present emrolment,
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Mr. WILLCOCK: If distance from the
capital were taken as the main basis, there
would be five, but the indieations are that
there will be only four, and that the quota
there will be 1,000 higher. The Swan elec-
torate presents a glaring anomaly, beeause
a small number of electors are to get equal
representation with a place 400 miles distant
and 1,000 more electors. That will not be
in the best interests of the country. It is
not fair. I do not believe the goldfields are
dying out.

The Premier; No one said they are.
the actual number of voters,

Mr., WILLCOCK: The number in a cer-
tain portion of the goldfields will be entirely
different from the number in another portion
working under sitnilar conditions. All the
goldfields should be treated alike. Why this
distinetion? Is a person who lives in Kal-
goorlie any better than one who lives at
Meckatharra or Cue? There should be one
underlying principle, and all the people should
be eatitled to similar representation. Almost
every speaker hag said that the metropolitan
urea does not deserve an absolute equality of
representation.

The Premier: What should it gett

Mr. WILLCOCK: T am prepared to aceopt
something on the basis of the Bill, but there
is no justification for treating Kalgoorlie
differently from Cue, Bunbury, Albany, Ger-
aldton or any eother part,

The Premier: It has the same quota.

Hon. M. F. Troy: It will have 500 more.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The general trend of
opinion seems te be that the goldfields are a
dying industry.

Hon. M, F. Troy: They will kill the repre-
sentation and the industry.

The Premier: The representation will
neither make nor mar an industry.

Mr. WILLCOCK: There is a more hopeful
feeling and better development in the mining
industry now than there has been for 10 or
15 years.

The Premier: May it be better atill.

My, WILLCOCK: May it be very much
better.

The Premier: May it be as good as ever it
was.

Mr. WILLCOOK: Yes, but that is no rea-
son why the representation should be de-
crensed. If there i3 any movement in tha
population of the Kalgoorlie centre during the
next two or three years, it will be upwards.
The same applies to the outback areas. In
the Mt. Magnet distriet there .are two or
three shows which in 18 months’ time will
be employing 200 or 300 men. There would
have been a revival of mining in that locality
two or thre years ago, but the cost of mining
requisites bas been so high during the period
following the war that it was mot profitable
to take the gold out. 8o soon a3 mining re-
quisites come down and they are gradually
coming down, there will be an increase in
mining activity, particularly on the Mur-
chison, and the population of these districts

Take
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will inerease. 1n Youanmi we have an excep-
tionally good mine. It has been ruined to a
certain extent by bad management, but also
by the high cost of mining requisites. It is
closed down on account of the high costs.
Jf this mine were working to the extent
that it could be worked, there would be in
that town another 400 or 500 people. The
Mt. Magnet electorate should not be tinkered
with at all. The same remarks apply to
Sandstone.

The Premier: I hope they will get the popu-
lation and get back their representation.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The Minister for Mines
ktows that-the cost of mining requisites and
lzabour have been hampering mining. Both
these things have a tendeney to decrease and,
as soon as they approach normal, there will be
a revival and an incrcase in population, and
with it an alteration of the electoral districts
will be required.

The Premier; I hope so,

Mr. WILLCOCK: Thercfore it iz not
necessary to get down to a bedrock principle
of representation, ‘The Prewmier should not
adopt the attitude that, becausec there has
been a deeline during the last 10 or 12 years,
it is going to continue in future. We should
be chary of taking away representation which
it will be difficult to restore unless five or six
seats require alteration. The Premier said
there would be only four seats in Kalgoorlie
on the basis of about 3,500 electors, whereas
the average number in the agricultural con-
stituencies would be 2,863. This Bill ean be
termed the °‘ Mitebell blot on the mining in-
dustry.’’ Sufficient evidence can be adduced
to bring the mining areas into line with the
agrieultural areas. It is uot fair to treat one
set of districts differently from another set.

The Premier: The gquota is the same as
for the agrieultural districts,

Mr. WILLCOCK: If this Bill goes through
it is safe to assume only four seats will be
given to Kalgoorlie. I trust members will yet
desire to make them at least the equal of the
agrieultural constituencies.

The Premier: That will be so.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. WILLCOCK: 'The Bill does not say
so. This is the greatest blot in it. We could
have two bases of representation, one for the
metropolitan area, and the other providing
for a gradually decrcasing number of electora
required to send a reprosentative to this
House as they get further away from the
seat of Government. T believe in proportional
representatiqn, and hope the Bill may be
amended in Committee in that direction. Many
advantages aeerne from that system. There
ia no need to alter the boundaries of the elee-
torates every four or five vears. All that is
necesgary, when an additional member is re-
quired for a particular part of the State is to
provide for hia election on the basis of the
number of people of his politieal faith within
the aren. Many good men stand for Parlie-
ment at different times, men of honeaty, ca-
pacity and ability. They often put up for the
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same seat, but only one can be elected. Under
proportional representation, two such men
would have an opporiumity of entering this
Chamber and the country would benefit ae-
cordingly. Such a system would also ensure
representation of the minorities, which is not
the case at present. ¥Under the Bill a minor-
ity could capture the smaller seats comprising
about 7U,000 eleetors and conld Tun the coun-
try, while 90,000 eleetors would be represented
by # minority in this Chamber. Under pro-
portional representation that could not apply.
Each political agpirant would be elected upon
the number of votes he could obtain., Any-
thing more I may have to say on this question
ean be said during the Committee stage, The
Government shoold see that the rolls are
brought up to date before we tinker with the
representation of the peoplc in this Chamber.
No serious effort has been made in this diree-
tion except by political pacties.

The Premier: Enrcolment is compulgory
now.

Mr., WILLCOCK: Yes, but the Govern-
ment have taken no steps to compel people to
get on the roll. It is no nse having a law if
it iz not enforeced.

The Premier: The hachelors will not get on
the rolL

Mr. WILLCOCK: Thore is no machinery
to compel the people to obey the law, such as
there is in the Federal electoral offices.

The Premier: They prosecute people.

Mr. WILL.COCK: Yes, and have other
methods of bringing the rolis up to date. They
ntilise their postmasters, their letter carriers,
and many other channels for this purpose.
There iz an astonishing disparity between the
two rolls. In this State there is a difference
of between 10,000 and 11,000,

The Premier: Which is the greater?

Mr. WILLCOCK: The State roll. The
figures are respectively 178,000 and 169,000.
The same individuals have a right to be put
on the roll, but because of the different
methods adopted there is a 5 per cent. dif-
ference thronghout all the States. The State
authorities do not take the same trouble as the
Federal authorities do. The Commonwealth
authorities instil a certain amount of fear into
the minds of people, and most of them will,
when changing their address from one loeality
to the other, see that their name is transferred
from one roll to the other. People have been
fined for non-observanee of the Commonwealth
law and therefore have some respect for it.
In this State there are very few people who
understand that enrolment is compulsory.
Notices are posted to 8ay that people will be
fined if they do mot get on the roll, but noth-
ing is done by the State authorities to see that
these eonditions are complied with, The rolls
should he bronght up to date and there should
be on the rolls only those people who are en-
titled to vote. They should be placed in order
hefore we make a law based on what must he
wrong data.

Mr. Marshall drew attention to the state of
the House.

Bells rung and a quorum formed.
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Mr, WILLCOCK: I wish to siress the
neecessity for bringing the rolls up to date.
" As regards death or removal there is no sich
cleansing of the State rolls as there is of the
Commonwealth rolls. When we are making
a law as regards representation we should
do it with figures before us which are abso-
lutely relizble. The proposal amnounced by
the member for Forrest (Mr. O’Loghlen) &3
to the appointment of a select committes
should gain the approval of the House. This
should not he a party measure. Both gides
ghould endeavour to be fair in regard to
representation. The House ought te have
- an opportunity of getting evidence and then
having submittéd to it a Bill which will meet
with the wishes of all the people. So far as
I can judge, this is not a fair measure, but
is brought in for the purpose of increasing
the strength of the Government, and for that
purpose only. Unlike Cmsar’s wife, the Bill
is not above suspicion. , Before we alter the
electoral law we should have a select com-
mittee representative of all sides of the
Hemse to go into the matter and ecolleet
opinions all round. I shall vote against the
second reading of the Bill.

Mr. CHESSON: I move—
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and a division takem with the
following results:—

Ayes .- .. . . 18
Noes e .. .. ..o 24
Majority against )
AYES.
Mr. Apgwin Mr. Lutey
Mr, Chesson Mr. Marshall
Mr. Clydesdale Mr., McCallum
Mr. Corbhoy Mr, Munsie
Mr. Cunningham, Mr. Troy
Mr. Heron Mr., Willcock
Mp. Hughes Mr, Wilgon
Mr. Lambert Mr. O'Loghlen
{Teller.)
Nogas.
Mr. Angele Mr, Mann
Mr. Carter Sir James Mitchell
Mrs. Cowal Mr, Piesse
Mr, Denton Mr. Sampscn
Mr. Durack Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Geofge Mr. J. H. 8mith
Mr. Gihson Mr. J. M. 8mith
Mr, Harrison Mr, Teesdals
Mr. Hickmott Mr. A. Thomson
Mr. Johaston Mr, J. Thomeon
Mr, Latham Mr. Underwood
Mr. H. K. Maley Mr. Mullany
{Teller.}

Motion thus negatived.

My, CHESSON (Cue) [10.49]: I was
hopeful of being able to secure the adjourn-
ment of the debate, which I think a fair thing
after a discusgion lasting eight hours. How-
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cver, the Government are. not..prepared to
adjourn the debate, I oppose the measura
not because it proposes to take away seats
from the outer goldfields, but simply because
it appoints commissioners to arrange a re-
distribution of seats and then ties the hands
of the commissioners. It leaves the c¢om-
misgioners absolutely n¢ power whatever.
The boundaries are already fixed under the
Bill. The measure itself decides that there
shall be group electorates, A quota is laid
down for each of the groups apecified, metro-
pelitan, agricuitural, goldfields central, and
mining area. In the metropolitan area there
are 84,000 electora and it is proposed that
thers shall be 34 members. The increase in
population since 1911 is 30,000 and it is
intended to give the metropolitan area in
consequence an additional two members. . It
is also suggested that two extra members
shall be given to the agricultural areas for
10,000 electors.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They intend to give
the agricultural districts three extra members.

Mr. OHESSON: For ‘the last 10 years,
taking the whole of the agricultural group of
electorates, there have been 21 members.
That group comprises 55,482 electors, which
works out at an average of 2,642 electors for
each member. The Bill proposes to give the
agrienltural districts 23 members for the com-
paratively small inerease in the number of
electors per seat, while in the metropolitan
area the extra two members are given an
increase of 30,000 electers. If we make a
comparison between the agricnltural and
North-Western districts, we find that the
Government propose to give the North-West
four seats. This means that whereas in the
metropolitan area the quota works out at
about 6,000 electors for each member, in the
North-West there will only be 1,000 electora
per member. The rolls were ¢compiled when
the Wyndham Meat Works were in opera-
tion and when shearing waa in progress. I
doubt if at the present time there would be
found anything like 4,000 electors in the
Hon. members will recognise
that there is something wrong in an electoral
system which pgives representdlion on this
bagis. I have always held that tha outback
districta should be given greater reprosenta-
tion, but I am not prepared to agree to such
a disparity as that suggested in the Bill.

Mr. Mann:  Will it not be possible to
amend the Bill in Committee if it is deatred?

Mr. CHES80ON: T do not know that it
will be peseible. I understand _that the
Nationalist members held a party meeting
and decided this matter.

Mr. Mann: You are jumping at coneclu-
aions,

Mr. CHESSON: If what I state is a fact,
it means that the Bill becomes a party mea-
gure, and althongh we may talk till dooms-
day, we will have no chance of getting any
amendment through. Although the population
has decreased in the North-West sinece 1911,
the number of seats allocated to that portion
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of the State is to be retained. In the agri-
cultural districts one clector is equal to two
in the metropolitan area amd six eleetors in
the latter area are equal to one in the North-
West. I am concerned regarding the Swan
electorate, the boundaries of which join up
with Guildford and are within a few miles
of the Victoria Park tramway terminus. The
Bwan electorate should be included in the
metropolitan area. The people in that elec-
torate have all the faeilities of the metro-
politan area and are quite handy to the city.
Then again, T do not see that the Murray-
Wellington electorate which adjoins the
South Fremantle constituency, should be
tieated on a basis different from the latter
or given any advantages.

The Minister for Works: We do vot want
any advantages. We are quite satisfied.

Mr., CHESSON: The same thing applies
to Northam. There are three trains a day to
that centre and the facilities there are nearly
equal to those obtaining in the metropolitan
area, Northam should not get any more con-
sideration than the metropolitan area. As
to the mining districte, why hasany distinetion
been made regarding the various mining
areas? There are four seats in the central
area in and around Kalgoorlie. The quota
there ia 3,413, while in the agricultural areas
the quota is only 2,862.

Mr. Latham: Both ghould be the same
according to the Bill.

Mr. CHESSON: Why should there be any
distinetion between the agricultural and cen-
tral mining areasf Yet there i3 a difference
of over 500 electors in the respeetive quotas!
Kalgoorlie and the other mining districts are
over 400 miles from Perth, while most of the
agricultural areas arc practically adjoining
the metropolitan constituencies or ports, so
that they have many facilities close at hand.
There should be no distinction in & redistri-
bution of seats aa between the agrieultural
areas and the mining districts, Four seats
are to be taken from the outer goldfields and
two are to be given to agriculture and two
to the city. In view of the inerease in popu-
lation, T contend that the metropolitan area,
if four seats are to be taken from the mining
distriet, is entitled to at least three additional
eeats. In the agricultural distriects there are
at present 21 seats, agriculture inchuding
viticulture, borticulture, the timber districts,
and the outer ports. The population com-
prised is 65,000. It is proposed to give them
23 geata, which works out at 2,863 lectors to
each, whilst in the metropolitan area it is
proposed to give only 14 seats for 84,000
electors, I am opposed to so striking a dis-
parity. If we were to take the central and
the outer mining distriets and put them in
one group, giving them an extra seat, it would
be only right, taking int6 eonsideration their
distance from the seat of Government, Kal-
goorlie is 400 miles from Perth, while Meeka-
tharra is 600 miles. Of my district, only 45
miles lies alongside the railway, and the dis-
trict extends out to Lake Darlot, nearly 300
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miles from Cue. The facilities there are quite
inferior to some of these in the North-West,
At Lake Darlot there is a fortnightly mail
service, and the people have to come in to
Darlot from 50 or 60 miles ont to get their
mails, 8o, too, right through the distriet,
once we lenve the railway line we have hun-
dreds of miles to go to the outback points
of settlement. Mining has pioneered every
industry in the State, yet because mining is
on the decline, cpportunity is to be taken to
reduce ite Parliamentary representation. At
present the outlook for mining is quite cheer-
ing, and T am hopeful that within the next
12 months we shall have on the Murchison
double or treble the existing population.
Many of the new shows are thoroughly gemu-
ine and will almost eertainly turn out well
Therefore I say the present is an altogether
inopportune time for a redistribution of
seats. It is wrong to bring in a redistribu-*
tion- which will mean greatly reduced repre-
sentation for the goldfields electorates, several
of which have been hard hit by excessive
railway freights. Practically all the people
residing in outback districts are adults who
are disfranchised. Beforec any redistribution
of seats iz made, the outback districta ought
to be thoroughly canvassed in order that the
voters might be given a chanee to get on
the rolis. As against the State, the Federal
authorities, through the post offices, give
improved facilities for getting on the rolls,
but even those facilities are not altogether
satisfactory. Every adult should be entitled
to exercise the franchise wherever he may be.
These people should be entitled to ezercise
the franchise. When a postal officer is
appointed, he is disfranchised because he
cannct take his own vote. A lot of these
people, especially squatters, will not under-
take the duty, because they would be dis-
franchised. No commission is required to
do the work outlined in the Bill, A school-
boy could go to the electoral office, ascertain
the number of electors in each group and
then fix the boundaries. When the Bill
reaches the Committee stage it should be
amended by making one queta for the whole
of the goldfields. I hope, too, that the
principle of proportional representation will
be provided for. A geleet committee should
be appointed to consider the whole of the
matters involved, and adjust the representa-
tion on a basis which would be satiafactory
to all parties in this House. A redistribu-
tion is certainly necessary. In my part of
the State one seat ought to go. I shall not
be concerned if it is my seat which has to
go. All I am concerned about is that the
representation be fixed on a fair and equit-
able basis. The outer goldfields and the
North are entitled to extra representation,
as compared wit hthe metropolitan area, on
account of their distapee from the seat of
Government, but when the quota in the
metropolitan area is fixed at 6,000 and in
the North at 1,000, the disparity is alto-
gether too great, The proposal of 1913 to
allow the North three seats would meet with
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the approval of the House. If the North
had tbree members at present, it would be
receiving very fair representation, and more
than it was eptitled to on actual figures.
The Murchison comprises goldfielda and
pastoral areas, and it might be thought that
there is no community of interest between
the two, but there is., The squatter is
anxious to see the mining industry pgo
ahead, because the presence of a community
provides a ready market fer his stoek. I
oppose the Bill because it seeks to appuint
commissioners whose hands will be tied.

Mr. LAMBERT: I move—
That the debate be adjourned. -

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

Ayes 16
Noes 24
Majority against .. 8
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshall
Mr. Chessnn Mr. McCallum
Mr. Clydesdale Mr., Munsje
Mr. Corboy Mr. Troy
Mr. Cupningham Mr, Willcock
Mr. Heron Mr. Wilson
Mr, Hughes Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Lambert (Telier.)
Mr, Lutsy
. Noss.
Mr. Angelo Sir James Mitchell
Mr. Carter Mr. Piesee
Mrs. Cowan Mr. Bampsaon
Mr. Denton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Durack Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. George Mr. J. M, Smith
Mr. Glbson Mr. Teesdale
Mr., Harrison Mr. A. Thomson
Mr. Hickmott Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Johnston Mr. Underwood
Mr, Latham Mr. Mullany
Mr. H. K. Maley (Teller.)
Mr. Mann

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. Lambert called attention to the state
of the House.

. Quorum formed.

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [11.23]: At
this late hour, whén members are tired and
have already done a fair thing by the Gov-
ernment in asgisting to clear the Notice
Paper, it is unfair that T should have to
speak upon this measure.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: This is al! the thanks
we get for assisting them during the session.
We have pot finished yet.

Mr. LAMBERT: If this ia the treatment
members ean expect at the hands of the
Government, they are in for the roughest
time any Government has éver experienced
in the political history of the country. I
am prepared to stand here hour after hour
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reading reports until Ministers complain
that they are being dragged out of bed by
the hair of their heads. Do they faney they
are going to keep members here to discuss
an important question like this at half-past.
11 at night{

The Minister for Works: Is the hon.
member in grder in threatening the House?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We have served you
fairly all through the session.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am trying to be reason-
able, but I think members who have sat
here since 2.30 in the aftermoon have done
a fair thing by the Government.

Mr. Teesdale: The Government want to
finish the session. .

Hon. W. C. Angwin: We want to do ou
duty by the country, if you do not.

Mr. LAMBERT: We have already sat for
*very many houra to-day.

The Minister for Works: That ia all right.

Mr. O’Loghlen: What about going home
now and finishing to-morrow ¢

Mr. Teesdale: It is the same thing every
night.

Mr. LAMBERT: In common decency the
Government should acknowledge their obli-
gations to members. We have extended to
the Government more than the ordinary
amount of consideration in facilitating the
business of the House, and it ill-hecomes
them to ride roughshod over us 4n tbis
manoer. If this is an iodication of what
we may expect within the next week or ao,
I will be prepared to talk on this subject as
long as I can stand on my feet, This Bill
opens up a great scope for discussion. In
ordinary cir¢cumstances political ethics and
decency would call for an impartial discus-
sion upon the Bill, having regard to the
interests involved. Because the Government
choose to give the Houge a rough outline of
a measure involving the redistribution of
the electoral seats, at the tail end of the
gession, and have already called upon mem-
bers to discnsa it from half.past two this
afternoon until this late hour, members of
the Opposition would not be showing the
pluck of an ordinary lizard if they allowed
themselves to be overridden. I will not
stand it.

Mr. Teesdale: I rise to a point of order.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: What is it?

Mr. LAMBERT : What is the point of
order § The hon. member is a blue-tongued
lizard.

Mr. Teesdale: Apparently the hon. mem-
ber bas no conception of what he is saying.

The DEPUTY SPEAEKER : What 4s the
point of ordert

My. Teesdale: The hon. member has re-
ferred to members ag lizards. There are
members who could use terms in ¢onnection
with the hon. member, but are quite satis-
fied to allow him the monopoly of insults
like that,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Did the hon,
member say that members were lizardst If
he used that expression, as the member for
Roebourne indicates, he has said something
that iz enparliamentary.
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Mr. LAMBERT: Certainly not; I would
not insult the lizard. -

" The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The kon. mem-
ber should keep to the point,

" Hon. W. C. Angwin: I think we have been
a lot of lizards to serve yon as we have
done, when we receive this sort of treat-
ment.

Mr. LAMBERT: I waa endeayouring to
compare the attitude we have adopted
towards the Government and the attifnde
they have adopted towards us, and was sny-
ing that we had not the pluck of a lizard if
we stood it. I think that if we did not
resent that, we should not be showing the
spirit or pluck of a lizard. . .

The DEPUTY SPEAEKER: That is quite
Parliamentary.

Mr. LAMBERT: I would not for one mo-
ment liken the member for Roebourne to a
lizard, for the sake of the lizard.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is not

roper.
» I\lI)r. LAMBERT: Then X will say, for the
sake of the hon. member. Much has been
said as to the necessity for redistributing the
electoral seats throughout the State. That
necessity is unfortunately apparent. B.ut it
is not onefiftieth part as apparent as is the
lack of policy which is responsible for the
depopulation of our goldfields areas.

Mr. Lutey: I draw attention to the state
of the House. If the Government are brutal
enough to keep us here, they should remain
in their seats.

Bells rung and a quorum formed.

Mr. LAMBERT: Let us analyse the factors
which led up to the unegual distribution of
the people -of Western Australia during the
past few years. When the eall to armas came,
there was no class of people in the State who
responded more readily than did the virile
youth of the goldfields, who felt they had an
obligation to their country. During the time
that the war was waged, many factors con-
tributed to the downward tendency of mining
in Western Australia. Two of those factors
were the question of labour—much of which
was, unfortunately, inefficient—and the in-
flated cost of materials essential o mining.
Thig is not a Bill of a subordinate nature,
but one whieh strikes at the root of constitu-
tional government.  Therefore, it is false
policy to require that the second reading
specches should be delivered in one or two
nights. The Premier knows the bitter feeling
which has been engendered in the past by
such tactics. Having regard to that recollec-
tion, and in view of the gemerous attitude
which the Opposition have always adopted
towards the hon. gentleman, a reasonable
attitude might be adopted by him towards us,
even if he has a majority. To-morrow the
position may be different. There always is
a morrow; and when that morrow comes we
shall probably deal out the same consideration
which we are receiving now in being asked
to debate so important a measure at mid-
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night. In the Committee stage the Bill will
call for analytical eriticism. Hom. members
should at least have an opportunity of ex
pressing themselves in their own way on the
second reading of the Bill.  Many factort
bave led up to the shifting of the popula
tion of Western Australia during the pasl
few years.

Hon. M. ¥. Troy: The member for Roe
bourne does not care so long as he has his
246 eleetors.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not kuow that I can
find fault with that hon. member’s attitude
towards the Bill. It has conceded to him a
generous measure of recogmition in commeon
with the other members representing North:
West  constituencies,

Ifon. M. F. Troy: That is the price of his
support.

Mr. LAMBERT: If by some process we
can arrive at a reasonable basis of representa-
tion in this Chamnber, giving justice to the
varions sections of the community whose in-
terests have to be congidered, I will not cavil
at it, even if the Coolgardie seat has'to dis
appear.  In that event, I will be prepared
to enter into the rough and tumble of an
other constituency, like Northam.

Hon, M. F. Troy: Or Roebourne.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not know that 1
would ecare to represent that clectorate. I
prefer to have more electors.

Mr, Teesdale: I will take on the member
for Mt. Magnet at any time he likes.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I must
ask hon. members to address the Chair.

Mr. LAMBERT: In considering the condi-
tions which have Jed up to the distribution
of population in Western Australia as we find
it to-day, it has to be recognised that many
of the goldfields areas, particularly in the
outer districts, have been depopulated during
recent years. Hon. members must realise
that that position is largely due in the first
instance to the unfortunate war. Closely
following upon the war and the depopulating
of those areas came that generous enforeed
policy of the Government, in imposing ex-
cessive railway freights and water charges
which had to be paid@ by the people who re-
mained!

The Premier: Don’t you think we had to
meet the increased eost of runming the rail-
ways?

Mr. LAMBERT: That is true.

Mr. Chesson: But the increases erippled the
mining industry.

Mr. LAMBERT: I have admitted that if
was 4 poliey praetically forced on the Gov-
ernment, and surely I eould not be more gen-
erous in my attitude towards them when I
say that it is possible that is as far as their
foresight carried them. That faise policy,
however, as with all other sueh policies, has
proved unfortunate for Western Australia.
Yet that process is continving to-day, not-
withstanding that there are better prospects
ahead of tbe gold mining industry to-day
than hag been the case for many years past,

The Premier: I believe that is quite true.
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Mr. LAMBERT: If the Premier believes
that statement to be true, he must believe that
we are pursuing a policy which is inimieal to
the best interests of the mining industry in
the outer portions of the State. This prae-
tice of levying inereased railway rates and
water charges is suicidal.

The Premier: We have not increased the
water charges.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not wish to go into
that question fully on an Electoral Bill.

The Premier: This is not & water Bill any-
how.

Mr. LAMBERT: This policy hag been ’

adopted by Governments in power since 1914
and it has led to the depopulating of many
mining areas. The Government’s efforts to
aquare the ledger by levying these inereased
charges, have been detrimental to the indus-
try.

Hon. M. F. Troy: The Government's idea
has been to heap on additional charges.

The Premier: Surely you don’t object to
our paying increased wages on the railways?

Mr. LAMBERT: This is not an Industrial
Arbitration Aet Amendment Bill, so I ecannot
discuss that matter now. lor the moment 1
am not concerned about railway matters, but
rather the ecifect of the inercased railway
charges on the prosperity of Western Austra-
lia.

Mr. Teesdale: Those increased charges aid
not c¢loge the mines. Overhead costs did it
more than the question of railway freights.
You ecannot blame the railway freights alto-
gether for that position.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am not blaming the
present Administration alone. If Adwinis-
trations from 1914 onwards had seized the op-
portunity for lessening the burdens on the
mining industry, mueh good would have aec-
crued to the State, When the war concluded,
our unfortunate lads returned to Australia to
be absorbed in the economic life. While I
comntend the Government on the poticy which
allowed them to spend millions of money in
agricultural areas, I shonld like to " know
what they have done for mining.

The Premier: What has this to do with the
Bill?

Mr. LAMBERT: I am reviewing the factors
which led up to the shifting of population,
and inquiring whether, after some years of
lavish expenditure in repopulating the min-
ing areas to people the agricultural areas, you
are justified in bringing dewn this Bill. When
the soldiers were returning rrom the Front, the
policy of the Government was to absorb them
into the economic life, and in pursuance of
that policy they lavished millions of pounds
in settling the agricultveral areas. Every
young fellow who enlisted from the goldfields
was offered a farm on his return, and many
of them accepted the offer. The mining in-
dustry, in a little over a quarter of a century,
has produced 145 million pounds sterling. In
the language of my frien? the member for
Roehourna (Mr. Teesdale) that will take some
making up in spring onions. To-day we find
that hon. member living cheek-by-jowl with

2777

those gemtlemen of the Country Party, whom
he dubs the spring onion crowd, notwithstand-
ing that he is on the friendliest possible terms
with them, 1f one had regard for their plain-
tive cry, one would think the farmers were
being robbed by everybody, notwithstanding
which they contribute everything to the wealth
of the country. The member for York (Mr.
Latham) declares that virtaally no produc-
tion is taking place other than that in those
arens represented by him and his colleagues.
The member for Roebourne should show a lit-
tle fair play and suggest that other interests
and other constituencies equally deserving
should receive consideration at the hands of
the Government.

Mr, Teesdale: T could wish they would eut
out more seats if it would mean less talking.

Mr. LAMBERT: In the North there will be
glightly over 1,000 eleetors to each district
with an effoctive voting streugth of about 25
per cent.

Mr. Teesdale: No, 53 per cent.

Mr, LAMBERT: The local popularity of
the member for Roebourne was displayed at
the last general election, when that member
was returited by 246 votes, The other two can-
didates ‘lost their deposits, because the hon.
member was able to get the whole of the elee-
tors into a decent-sized charabanc and take
them to the polling booth, so that no electors
were left for the other chaps.

[Mr Angelo took the Chair.]

My, Chesson: Most of them -cast postal
votes as soon as the writs come ont.

Mr. LAMBERT: The members for Kim-
berley, Gascoyne and Pilbara find that the
busiest period of their lives is getting postal
votes prior to an election,

My, Teesdale: You get up a sweat at elee-
tion time in order to get votes.

Hon, W, C. Anpwin: Why should we keep
a House for the Government?

Mr. LAMBERT: Tf the figures of the
Electoral Department could be taken as an
indication of the enrolment, we might subject
them to a eritical analysis, but though com-
pulsory enrolment has been the law for a
coople of years, I have not heard of one pro-
secetion. There are dozens of prosecutions
under the Federal Act, but the State Govern-
ment have shown a wicked disrcgard for this
statute. If it were enforced, it would prob-
ably be found that there were hundreds of
eligible voters not onr the roll. If a proper
eanvass were made in my district and the
compulsory enrolment provision enforeced, I
believe the roll strength could be increased
by 25 per cent. If a stranger happened to
stray into the Kimberley district, the mem-
ber for the district would learn of it at once
by wireless.

The Premier:
Bill?

Mr. LAMBERT: Even if the peregrinating
kangaroo entered the Kimberley area

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Kanga-
ro0s have not votes.

AMr. LAMBERT: Bat f,he'v are as muich
deserving of votes as many of the constituents

What hag that to do with the
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to whom I am referring. Let me take as an
illustration the poor wage slave who may
wander into Kimberley; a Mulga wire im-
mediately reaches the member for Kimber-
ley announcing the fact. I regret that the
Government have not arrived at a definite
policy regarding a redistribution. It is all
very well to presume to appoint commissioners
to lay down a quota and arrange preliminar-
ies, but if the Goverpment consider that the
movement of population is & permanent one,
they should have a policy to meet the circum-
stances. If the Premier would withdraw the
Bill, he could introduce a short measure con-
taining some element of political decency. He
could state it was his belief that the goldficlds
were played out, that the great mining areas
bhad shrunk and were likely to continue to
shrink, and that they were depopulated to
such an extent that they should lose five seats.
He could also admit that the cockies were
being bolstered uwp by the 1.AB. to the
extent of nearly two million pounda of the
State’s funds, and that es a consequence they
ware growing in population. Thia is the
spring onion crowd. It is not for the Premier
" to rob the goldfields of their representation
in this Chamber, but to more closely analysae
the facts which are to lead up to that. If
the Premier has a policy in connection with
the redistribution of seats he should not cam-
ouflage it under this Bill. He should not
first go to his intermittent and shifty sup-
portera, who comprise the” remnants of the
politiecal life of this country, and consuilt
them as to what they think is required to
give better representation in this Chamber.
He should state definitely, ‘It is my con-
sidered opinion that the mining areas of the
State have petered out.’’

The Premier: I should say nothing of the
gort.

Mr. LAMBERT: On account of the war
the population of the poldficlds has gomne
down, and also because the Government will
not give them a shilling. Everything is geing
to the spring onion crowd,”as my hon. friend
opposite says.

Mr. Teeedals:
again.

Mr. LAMBERT: These are not my words.
The hon. member calls them f‘the political
allies of the Government, the apring onion
Party.,'

Mr. Johnston: We will see about this co-
alition if that is the way they are talking
about us,

Mr. LAMBERT: No doubt members nf the
cross benches will be forced to review that
coalition the moment they find it is no further
uge to them. They have followed that line
of action in the Federal arema, and I think
they will continue to de so until an ocutraged
public puts them oot of the political life of
the country. In 1913 Ceolgardie had a
voting strength of 3,000. To-day it is about
balf that number.

The Minister for Works: A quarter.

Mr. LAMBERT: The Minister is thinking
of his own electorate. At the present

I will never confide in yon
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juncture we should not inform the outside
world that the mineral wealth of the State
is reduced to such an extent as to justify
Parliament in cutting down the representa-
tion of the goldfields by one-third. In twe
decades the goldmnining industry has con-
tributed a little over 1456 million pounds te
the State. It enabled Western Australin to
cmerge from a penal settlement into a proud
position amongst the States of this mighty
Commonwealth. Surely the goldficlds con-
stituents deserve more than this at the hands
of the Government, Ministers must have some
policy, as they have in conueetion with the
farming distriets. I admit the Government
are doing their best to open up the great bush
lands of the State. I do mnot believe, however,
they have shown sufficient enterprise or given
enough assigtance in the direction of opening
up the hidden mineral wealth of the State.
Metropolitan members who have found fauH
with the Bill must congider how it will affect
them, I again express regret at being foreed
to speak at this late hour.

The Minister for Works:
forced you to do it.

Mr. Lutey: We should not be asked to si
here until this hour.

Mr. LAMBERT: During the session we
have done a great deal to help the Govern
ment, who in turn should consider our per
sonal feelings. I hope other members will
not he called upon to speak at so late ar
hour on a meagure like this. If no consider
ation is to be extended to us, let us know il
immediately, and we shall shape our poliey
accordingly. If that poliey should be differ
ent from the onc we have pursued to date
this will be a continuous session up to nexi
Christmas.

The Minister for Works: That is anothe:
threat.

Mr. LAMBERT: It is not a threat, but 2
statement of fact, The Minister for Work:
will find that if he gets me on my feet her¢
at midnight, under the hecessity of apeaking
for three or four hours——

The ACTING SPEAEKER: I must ask the
the hop. member to keep to the Bill,

Mr. LAMBERT: Again I appeal to the
Government, in all fairness, not to expect toc
much from us. It would be well if the Gov
ernment were to review the factora whict
have cansed the shifting of popnlation, in
stead of attempting to take advantage of the
temporary shift from the mining to the agri
cultural area. I do not kmow that member:
on the ¢ross benches ean view with much com
fort a measore for redistribution of seats
The same fate they met under the present
Federal electoral system awaits them at the
next State eleetion. The fact of their seek
ing to take advantage of their temporary
numerical strength here, while supporting :
composile Ministry, will be remembered
Probably it will never be expressed in figure:
what that composite Ministry has cost the

country. N A

No one has
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The ACTING SPEAKER: That has
nothing to do with the Bill, Mr, Lambert. I
must ask you to keep to the Ball,

Mr. LAMBERT: T make that rcference
only by way of leading up to the fact that it
is dangerons for a prominent politieal party
to seck by unfair means to shape legislation,

particularly legislation having for its objeet:

the permanent subordination of another poli-
tical party. In the North-West the Govern.

ment have four supporters, and this
Bill “proposes to grant those four
supporters  political  immunity. The

member for Kimberley (Mr. Durack) will be
able to go on representing his 1,200 electors,
and being returned by 700 odd of them, to
the end of time.

My, Tecsdale: He has to take his ehance.

Mr, LAMBERT: It will be Buckley's
chance next time. The member for Roebourne
(Mr. Tezsdaie), with his effective voting
stiength of 264——

Mr. Teesdsle:r A lot of them are your
people. X

Mr. LAMBERT: By the time the effects
of this Bill are properly realised, our people
will be galvanised into anch political action
ay previously did honour to the constituency
of Roebourne by enabling it to return a4 La-
bour membe¥, ¥

Mr. Teesdale: That was the only lapse
they made and that was when I was away.
1 jerked him out quickly when 1 came hack,
and you know that too.

Mr. LAMBERT: The hon. member was
not in this Chamber at the time. The member
for Gascoyne {Mr. Angelo) is another Gov-
ernment supporter and a prominent member
of the Country Party. He too, has been
granted political immunity. Is it a coinei-
dence that all these members are Government
supporters, whilst in the case of the majority
of the goldfields electorates, their represen-
tatives are members of the Opposition? It
is regrettable that the Government have not
seen fit to formulate a policy regarding the
alteration of the electoral boundaries. )|
again appeal to the Premier to give this Bill
greater consideration. It has been stated,
rightly or wrongly, that the Opposition of
to-day have nssisted the Premier to such an
extent that had that assistance been with-
drawn at times, the far-reaching effects could
hardly be realised. Had we done so, we
would have been true to our sound policy, so
far as Western Anustralia itself is concerned.
However, we have little to gain frem the
present Administration. ~We are fully in
accord with the Premier’s policy of land
settlement and, notwithstanding the vagaries
of what may be calied the ‘‘spring-onion
erowd,’’ we are not going to allew the ad-
ministration of this eountry’s affairs to be
tempered with by an executive sitting in 8t.
George 's-terrace, or any “‘spring-onion
group'’ who may attempt to dietate to the
Government what they shall do. Whilst the
Ministers in charge of the administration of
the affairs of this State are true to that line

of policy, T believe that, even at a reasonable
political sacrifice, the Opposition will support
them. If the Premier were to bring down to-
morrow a Redistribution of -SBeats Bill em-
bracing the policy of the Mitchell Govern-
nment, if it were fair and equitable, giving
due consideration to distance from the centres
of population, community of interests and so
forth, the Opposition would embrace heartily
the opportunity to——

My, Teesdale;: Fire it ont.

Mr. LAMBERT: To vote for the measure.

On motion by Minister for Agriculture de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 12.35 a.m. (Wednesday).

Aegislative Council,

Wednesday, 24th January, 1923.

————
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.an., and read prayers,

QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION,
PITHARA EASTWARDS,

Hon. J, MILLS asked the Minister for
Education: The Railway Advisory DBoard
having reported favourably upor a proposed
railway from Pithara eastwards, will the
Government, during the next session of Par-
liament, introduce a Bill authorising the con-
struction of the first section of this line?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-

plied: The question will receive congidera-
tion.

QUESTION—HOSPITAL FOR INSANE,
ATTENDANTS.

Hon. F. A. BAGLIN asked the Minister
for Educatton: Refernng to the answers
given to the questiona asked by me on the
13th December last, will the Minister explain



