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

QUESTION-EDUCATION.

Perth Technical College.

Hon. C. IF. B3AXTER asked the Chief
Secretary: In regard to the additions to the
Perth Technical College, 1, What funds
have been provided by (a) The Common-
wealth? (b) The State? 2, Were tenders
calledI If so (a) under what system (day
labour or piecework) ? (b) What amounts
,were tendered? 3, If tenders were not
called, why not?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
]From the Commonwealth Youth Employ-
ment Fund1 £15,000; from the State Loan
Funds, E31,922; from Jubilee Fund,
£13,200; total, £E60,122; 2, No; 3, This is a
matter of policy.

QUESTION-AGRICULTURAL BANK.

Farm Valuation Basis.

lion. A. THOMSON asked the Chief.
Sec-retary: Will he place upon the Table of
the House the basis upon which the Agri-
cultural Banik determines the value of farm
properties under its control I

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
Valuations of securities are mainly based
oil the situation of the property, rainfall,
value of improvements, and productive
value, varying according to locality. De-
tails respecting basis adopted in each par-
lienlar district cannot be disclosed as such
disclosure would not be in best interests of
the Agricultural Bank.

QUESTION-RAILWAYS.

Free Transport for War Service
Personnsel.

Ron. I{, L. ROCH-E asked the Chief
Secretary: As free passes over Government
railways are being granted in other States
i o members of the A.I.F. when on leave,
will the State Government grant the same
privilege to Western Australian memubers of
the A.I.F. in this State? If not, why not!.

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
This matter is tbe snbject of an understand-
ing reached by the Premiers' Conference,
and while one or two States have modified
their attitude because of circumstances,
this has not been done generally. It is esti-
mated that the cost of granting the conces-
sion in Western Australia 'would he more
than £150,000, and in these circumstances
the matter requires grave consideration.

QUESTION-BETTING.

Fines Imposed and Paid.

Hion. J. CORNELL asked the Chief Sec-
retary: 1, What was the total amount paid
in fines by persons (a) conducting illegal
betting shops, and by persons assisting
therein; (b) street betting, for the financial
years 1937, 1938, 1939, and for the months
of July and August of the current year?
2, What was the total amount paid in fines;
during the abovementioned periods by per-
solls (a> owning illegal betting premises;
(b) leasing and then subleasing illegal bet-
ting premises; (c) within the precincts of
illegal betting premises when the police
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recured grounds for a prosecution against
the occupier thereof? 3, Has the total
amount of fines imposed been paid? If not,
what proportion Ithereof remnains unpaid,
and is it considered to be recoverable? 4,
Has imprisonment been imposed upon any
person found guilty of illegal betting? Uf
not, why not?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied:
1, (a) and (b) For 12 months to 30th June,
1937, £13,777; for 12 months to 30th June,
1938, £19,963; for 12 months to 30th June,
1939, £:28,634; for 12 months to 30th June,
1940, £29,521. In Perth and Fremantle dis-
tricts for-July, 1940, £1,719; August,
1940, £1,267. 2, The department has no
information in this regard. 3, No. The
amount outstanding is £618, but prospects
of recovery are hopeful. 4, One case at
Fremnantle on 27th July, 1939. The ques-
tion of fine or imprisonment is one which
rests entirely with the magistrate or justices
hearing the case.

QUESTION (2-AGRICULTURE.
Bran and Pollard Supplies.

Hon. 0. B. WOOD asked the Chief Sec-
retary: 1, Is the Government aware that
substantial sales for export of bran and
pollard have recently been made from this
State and that a shortage of supplies may
occur? 2, In view of a possible shortage
of bran and pollard, will the Government
examine the position with a view to retain-
ing sufficient stocks of offal in the State,
thereby protecting the interests of the dairy
farmers and poultry and pig raisers in re-
spect to prices and supplies?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
U'nder the National Security Regulations it
is impossible to supply information of the
actual quantity of bran and pollard ex-
ported, but it can definitely be stated that
during the last few months the actual
quantity exported by the State would not be
sufficient to cause any great concern. 2,
The quantity of offal available in the State
is largely governed by the sales of flour
overseas; if no such sales are effected then
necessarily the quantity of bran and pollard
available in the State will be reduced.

Hay Position.
Hon. G1. B. WVOOD asked the Chief Sec-

retary: 1, Is the Government aware that a
state of uncertainty still exists in the coun-

try in respect of the hay position? 2, Is
the Government aware of the fact that if ail
assured price for bay is not announced at
once, insufficient hay will be cut for the
State's requirements? 3, Is it the inten-
tion of the Government to buy hay this
year direct from the growers? 4, In view
of the urgency of the position, will the
Government make an announcement imame-
diately as to the quantity of hay (if any)
it intends to purchase, and will it pay a
price comparable to £8 los. per ton for
chaff in Perth?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: The
Ron. G. B. Wood may recollect that he was
one of the persons invited to the confer-
ence to deal with this matter and that ha
participated in it. In addition to certan
conclusions being reached ait this conference
at which hep was present, which conclusions
completely answer his questions, the matter
has been fully dealt with in to-day's issue of
the "West Australian."

BILL--ELECTORAL ACT AMEND-
MENT (Na. 1.)
Second Reading.

Debate resUMed from the previons day.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [4A41]:
The Bill contains provisions that most
members; will be prepared to support, hut
there are others thiat I hope will be
amended. Therefore I am prepared to vote
for the second reading with a view to
amendments being made in Committee. The
first part of the Bill meets a defect in the
Act insofar as at candidate may put the
country to the expense of a further elec-
tion through his disqualification to sit in
Parliament. In those circumstances -we
should endeavour to avert such a possi-
bility. Clause .3 deals with circumstances
arising during the conduct of an election.
Subeclause 1 covers withdrawal and seems
to be quite in order, but it is with Sub-
clause 2 that I find fault. I do not think
there has been an instance in this State
of a candidate having died between nomin-
ation day aind election day. Tn any event
we should remember that elections are
fairly expensive. A candidate might have
incurred all the expense of contesting an
election only to find himself confronted by
additional expense through having- to fight
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practically a second election. I do not
think that is just, and on that and other
rounds I oppose the provision that there

must he a fresh election if a candidate dies
between nomination day and election day.
At the same time I wish to acknowledge
that the Commonwealth Electoral Act con-
tains a provision of this kind. Under that
Act, if a candidate dies between nomina-
tion day and election day, the election
must be declared void and another election
must be held.

Hon. J. Cornell: floes that apply to both
Houses ?

Ron. H. SEDDON: No, to the House of
Representatives. With that precedent the
Government has an argument in favour of
the Bill, but I do not think the principle
is a right one and for that reason I shall
oppose that provision. When a candidate
dies after the poil has started, the circum-
stances would be on all fours with the ce
I have just cited. The next provision deals
with the death of a candidate on polling
day after the poll has closed. In those
circumstances there is justification for
holding another election. Those are all the
remarks T have to make on the Bill, except
to repeat that I do not think we would be
justified in accepting the amendment con-
tained in Subelause 2 of Clause 3.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (Hon. WV. H.
Kitson-West-ill reply) [4.45]: Although
I realise that this Bill will pass the second
readine, T should like to take the opportunity
to reply to some of the points raised in

opoiion to certain features of the measure.
Sir Hal Colebatch yesterday suggested that
the second part of the Bill savoni-ed of the
introduction of a steam roller to crack a
nut; in other words, that the House was
asked to provide for an emergency that had
nlever arisen in the whole course of the
State's history. Because something has not
occurred in the past, that is 110 reason why
there should not be a provision in our legis-
lation to meet an emergency of the kind
when it does occur. As was pointed out by
Mr. Seddon, the Commonwealth Electoral
Act makes provision for the procedure to be
followed in the case of the death of a can-
didate for election. It is rather interesting
to note that the provision made for the
Senate is different from that for the House

of Representatives. Section 83, Subsection 1
of the Commonwealth Electoral Act, readsg-

If after the nominations for an election for
the Senate have beeni declared and before
polling (lay any candidate dies and the candi-
dates remaining are not greater in number
than the candidates required to be elected,
they shall forthwith be declared to be elected
and the writ returned.

The appropriate provision for the House
of Representatives is as follows-

If after the nominations for an election for
the House of Representatives have been de-
clared and before polling day any candidate
dies, the election shall be deemed to have
wholly failed.

The Chief Electoral Officer of the State has
suggested that the reason for this discrim-
ination between the two Houses of the Com-
monwealth Parliament may be as follows:-

(1) Tn Senate elections a number of candi.
dates have to be returned at the same elec-
tion.

In other words, there is more than one mem-
ber for the one electorate.

(2) A Senate election necessitates a State-
wide poll.

(3) There is no provision for a by-election
for the Senate, casual vacancies being filled
by resolution of the Parliament of the State
in which the vacancy occurs.

(4) The Constitution contemplates that the
Senate shall be mainly a non-party Chamber
safeguarding the interests of the States,
whereas the Government is usually formed by
the party predominating in the House of
Representatives.

Hon. G. W. Miles: It is a pity that the
Senate is not a non-party Chamber.

The CHIEF SECRETA-RY: In other
States of the Commonwealth there are vary-
ing provisions to meet a contingency of this
sort, and it might be of interest to memnbers
to have a full knowledge of the facts before
adopting the principles of this Bill. In New
South Wales, for instance, the appropriate
section of the Act known as the Parliamen-
tary Electorates and Elections Act of 1913,
Section 187, reads-

If after the nominiations for an election in
any district have been declared, and. before
polling day, any candidate dies, the election
shall be deemned to have wholly failed, and a
new writ shall forthwith be issued for an elec-
tion in the district.

Hon. J. Cornell: That only applies to the
Assembly in New South Wales. It does not
apply to the Council.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: Are there not some
nominated members in the Council in New
South Wales?
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lon. J. Cornell: No. The Assembly elects
the Council.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The point
raised by Mr. Cornell is of course interest-
ing, but it does not affect the principles here
in question. In South Australia it is pro-
vided by Section 69) of the Electoral Act,
1929-1934-

Tf a nonilnated caudidate dies before or on
polling day the election shall be deemed to
have whllv failed.

Thu Ny find New South WVales and] South
A'aistmalia with provisions somewhat similar
to that of the Conmmonwealth and to that in
this Bill. In Queensland the Elections Act
of 1915, Section 47, provides-

if at any time after election day and be-
Sne polling day any candidate dies, the re-
'turning officer shall forthwith report the fact
of such death in writing to the Minister, and,
where niecessary, may do so under the Tele-
graphic Messages Act of 1872. Thereupon
the writ shall be deemed to be vacated, and
a n1ew writ shall be issued, and all proceed-
ings in connection iilh the election shall be
hod and taken anew.
So, that Ihere is another State which has
the soime provision as that which Sir Hal
Colebatch likens to taking a sietea roller to
crack a nut. The ease of Tasmania shows
a variation. Section 76 of the Electoral Act,
1907, reads-

If after the nominations have been declared
and before polling day any candidate dies,
and the candidates remaining are not more
than the number required to be elected, they
shall forthwith lbe declared to be elected and
the writ returned.
It will be observed that the Tasmanian leg-
islation is based on that adopted for the
Senate, and probably for similar reasons,
the Tasmanian electorates for the lower
House being multi-member divisions.

H~on. J. Cornell: Each of them retnrns
six members.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: New Zee-
land legislation goes a little further by ren-
dering the election void only if the death
of p candidate occurs before the close of
the poll, whereas elsewhere the election be-
comes void if the death occurs before poll-
ing dlay. New Zealand legislation contains%
various provisions dealing with the matter,
and for the purpose of record I will read
them to the House--

(1) If a duly nominated candidate, who
has not withdrawn, dies after the day of nom-
ination and before the polling day, the re-
turning officer shall, upon being satisfied of
the fact of such death, countermand notice
of the poll.

(2) If any such candidate dies upon the
polling day before tlhe hour of closing the
poll, the returning officer, upon being satisfied
of the fact of such death, shall immediately
close the poll, and declare the sme to be nul
and of no effect.

(3) All proceedings with reference to the
election in either of such cases shall be cam)-
mnenced afresh in all respects as if the writ
had been received by the returning officer on
which p~roof was given him of such death:
Provided that it shall not be necessary to
nominate afresh any candidate who at the
time of the counterm~and or closing of the poll
was duliy lin ated.

(4) Where the proceedings in any election
are to he comtmenced afresh in consequece of
the death of a candidate, the returning officer
shall, previous to their commencement, indorse
on the writ the fact of such death, the date of
the proof thereof, and of the countermand or
interruption of the poll in consequence, as the
case may he.

(5) Where an - poll is interrupted in coll-
sequence of the death of a candidate as afore-
said, all ballot papers placed in the several
ballot boxes shall be taken out by the several
deputy returning officers and, being made up
into, sealed packages, shall be sent by them,
respectively, unopened to the returning officer,
who shall forthwith, in the presence of a
magistrate or a justice, burn or otherwise des-
t roy* the sealed packages unopened.

That, then, is the New Zealand provision.
It appears that in every ease quoted by me
provision is made more or less as we are
enideavouring to make provision in the Bill
before the House, with the exception that
we go into at little morc detail, and provide,
in effect, that where a candidate dies be-
tween the closing of nominations and the
counting or the poll there shall be a neAN
election unless as the result of the Count
of the poll1 it is indicated that the candidate
who has died wvould not have succeeded.

Hon. J. Cornell: The Chief Electoral
Officer has mrade one omission, in not stst-
ing whether or not the provisions apply to
both Houses. I know that they do not.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: What, in
theo other States of the Commonwealth? I
have not submitted this information to tim,
House as being the case in the whole of the
States. I am merely giving bon. members
information supplied to me concerning
eases where similar provision to that in this
Bill applies at the present time.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: There is no Council
in Qacenslund, for instance.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Wherever
the Council is elected, the same provision
would apply.

Hon. J. Cornell: No.
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Trhe CHIEF SECRETARY: I say it
must he so. However, this Chamber should
have a knowledge of the position in the
other States.

Mion. J. J. Holmes: It would be funny if
the New South Wales Assembly elected a
dlead man to the Council.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: No doubt
it would. Another point-raised, I think,
byI Mr. Cornell-had reference to the pro-
vi-ion in this Bill for the use of the same
roll at the new election. The hon. member
suggesited that if there was to be a new elec-
tion, it would be desirable to atart afresh in
accordance with the provisions of the Elec-
toral Act as they stand, thus delaying the
election for a period, and of course allowing
other persons5 to conic on to the roil,
finlisation of all the various activities prior
to an election thus being delayed by the
preparation of a new roll. Commonwealth
legislation provides that in a new election,
niecessitated by the death of a candidate,
the roll to be used at such new election shall
he the roll prepared for the election which
failed. I consider that only fair. Further,
the Bill now before us has received the
r1(eornmendation of the Chief Electoral
Officer in this State who, in samimarising
the~ position, comments thus-

I ronnmider, in view of existing legislation,
in the Commonwealth and tine other States,
U114l hearing in mnud that which is the mnost
iulhortant consideration, namecly, to give effect
to the wishes of the majority of electors, it
wouldl appear advisable to bring the Act more
into line with the Commonwealth provisous
anid I recommend accordingly.

Reference was made by Sir Hal Colebatch
and Mr. Cornell to a reply I gave to a
(Ilutction asked in this House that we have
no record of any case where a candidate had
died between the day of nomination and the
closing of the poll, and Sir Hal Colebatch
referred to one ease which mnight very easily
have come within that category, but the full
particulars of which I am niot aware of.
There was, however, one instance in the
Commonwealth sphere when Senator For-
syth died in 1929 while conducting his earn-
paign. He died between nomination day and
polling day. I understand also that there is
another ease on record but I have not been
ahic to obtain particulars of it. However
that may be, I do think in view of the ex-
p)erience we have had in the last year or two
in this State as well as what has happened in
the other States, we will be doing- the right

thing by amending the legislation iii the
(lirection we now propose. So I still hope
that whetn the Bill is in Committee members
will agree with the point of view which has
been advanced and which I have shown is in
line with the legislation existing in most of
the States and the Commonwealth.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time

In Committee.
lon. V. H1ameraley in the Chair; the

Chief Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2-agreed to.

Clause a-Amendment of Section 87:
lion. Sir HAL COLE BATCH: I sin pre-

pared to admit that there is some reason
for the clause but I ann still of the opinion
that we are likely to run into danger by
agreeing to it as it is. There may be it
long contested campaign and if on the eve
of the 'election a candidate who may not
have any chance of being elected dlies, the
election will have to be conducted over
again. I know of one candidate who made
his opening speech in at lion's cage niot long
ago. There arc two or three amendments
that should be made to Subsection (2)
of proposed Section 87. After the word
"(lies" in the fourth line the words "and not
mnore than one candidate remains" should be
inserted. If there were more than two can-
didates and one should happen to die, the
election would go on uninterruptedly. My
amendment I admit will not entirely meet
the position that the Government wishes to
bring about. I move an amendment-

That after the word ''dies" in line 4 of
proposed new Subsection (2) the words "and
not more than one candidate remanins'O be in.
serted.

.Hon. J. CORNELL: The easiest way out
of the difficulty would be to strike out all the
words down to the third proposed subsec-
tion. The first proposed subsection could be
left in. We are in the fiftieth year of re-
sponsible Government and an emergency
such as that for which provision is sought
to be made has never arisen.

Hon. J. J1. Holmes: We have not had 50
years of motor traffic.

Hon. J. CORNELL: The only ease that
has been referred to by the Chief Electoral
Officer was that of the late Brigadier-C en-
eral Forsyth who died after nomination
(lay. The Comnmonwealth Parliament
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amended the House of Representatives por-
tion of the Electoral Act but allowed the ex-
isting Senate position to stand. In that way
there was recognition of differentiation be-
tween the two Houses. In this State there
is a difference between the two Houses inas-
much as the 50 members of the Assembly
carry out an election at the one time, whereas
in connection with the Legislative Council
Chamber only one-third of the members face
the electors on the same dlay. Again, there
is compulsory enrolment and compulsory vot-
ing for the Assembly and that has made the
job easy ats far as getting the electors to
the poll is concerned. With regard to the
Legislative Council, enrolment is still volun-,
.tary and the franchise is entirely different
and it is not compulsory for the elector to
record his vote. Thus there is a fundamental
difference. We are going to say now that the
same principle shall apply to what we might
call the continuous; House as applies to the
House which entirely disappears at general
election time.

Hon. 3 J. Holmes: Why note
Hon. J. CORNELL: What is the neces-

sity for it9 I do not consider there is any
need for it.

Hon. G. FRASER: The amendment sug-
gested hy Sir Hal Colebatch does not appeal
to me because it ded not remove the diffi-
culty we set ourselves out to overcome when
the Bill was drawn up. There may be half
a dozen candidates and hie said that if two
or More were in the field the election would
go on. That, however, does not show that
the remaining candidates might be suitable
candidates. It does not remove the
difficulties we set out to overcome.
It has heen said that there have been no
instances of deaths occurring in this State
to justify the measure. Suich an experience
has, however, hefallen other States, and in
the last year or two similar incidents harP
nearly occurred in Western Australia. IT
is no use looking hack over 50 years and
saying that the Act has been in operation
all that time without any need having
arisen for this amendment. Electioneering
is entirely different to-day front what it
'u'as in the past, and the possibility of can-
didate's being killed during a campaign is
much greater than formerly. Provision
must h-e made for the majority of people in
an electorate to have an opportunity to re-
turn the candidate they favour. To-day
it is possible for a person who ordinarily

would have no chance of being elected to
obtain a seat fortuitously. If a mistake
occurs with relation to the Legislative
Council it cannot be rectified for six years.
If, as Mr. Cornell said, there is no need
for the Bill, there can be no harm in plac-
ing it on the statute-book.

The CHAIRMAN: There are two amend-
mients before the Committee, one front Sir
Hal Colebatch and another from Mr.
Cornell.

Hon. J. Cornell: I have not yet mo~ ed
mline.

The CHAIRMAN: Sir Hal Colebatch's
amendment is to insert after the word
ddies"-

Hon. J. CORNELL: My amendment
comes first.

Hon. Sir Hal Colehateb: I will withdraw
my amendment for the time being.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Mr. Cornell wants to
wipe out the clause.

Hon. J. CORNELL:- No, I do not. I am
referring to Subelause (2). If my amend-
ment is not agreed to, Sir Hal can then
move to insert further words. I move an
amendment-

That subelause (2) be struck ount.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Mr. Fraser went
to some pains to improve the knowledge
oF the House onl this matter, but he only
confusedl the issue. I agree that Sub-
clause (2) should he deleted. There is not
the slightest reason for it. Mr. Fraser
tries to justify its inclusion on the score
that it will restrict the electors' choice. It
mnay do so, but that does not justify an
amendment of the Act that will create more
drawhncks and lead to increased cost. The
idea is that if there arc six or seven can,
didates and one dies, there should be an-
other election, hut who is to say that the
candidate who died was the most important
candidate? Why expect candidates who
have taken part in a campaign to have to
go through it all again on account of the
unfortunate death of one of the contest-
ants? The political issue can be disre-
garded. We should take the reasonable
view, which is to consider the position of
the men who contest an election and not do
anything that would put them to further
expense and effort.

Hon. G. W. MWILES: I support the clause.
Mr. Baxter has said there is no logic in
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x2r. Fraser 's argument, but I think there
is a good deal of logic in it. We have only
to consider the election before last.

lion. G. Fraser: And the last Common-
wealth election, too.

lion. G. W. MILES: This is a non-party
House, but the other Chamber is not.
There one political party selects a candi-
date to contest a seat. The other parties
are not satisfied to enter one candidate to
oppose him, but have two or three con-
±estants. If the candidate chosen by the
first political party dies, that party theta
has no opportunity to have one of its rep-
resentatives returned. There is wore like-
lihood of candidates being killed through
motor accidents to-day than formerly was
the case, One of the best members we had
in another place and the most respected
-woman member of Parliament we had .oid
just after a recent election. Had she
died before or on polling day the
electorate would have been represented
by a man opposed by the majority of the
constituents. For that reason, the legislation
should be mnended.

li1on- L. CRAIG: The subelause should
be struck out. It appears that the
electors, who are the people that really
mattr, have not been considered. Surely
they should have the right to say which
party they wish to represent them in Par-
liament. As Mr. Miles has pointed out, if
this provision is eliminated and a candidate
for a safe seat dies, the district will be
represented by somebody not approved.

Hon. J. Cornell: Does that reasoning
:apply to the Council?

Hon. L. CRAIG: I am speaking particu-
ladly about the lower House. It applies to
the Council but not to the same extent.
Here we have two parties representing one
province; but I am sure the people of the
South-West would be horrified if a member
of the Labour Party were to represent
them in this Chamber. I might be standing
for election the year after next, and the
'Labour Party, in its folly, might select a
candidate to oppose me. Afterwards I
might die. Honourable members can imagine
the horror of the people of the South-West
if the other candidate were elected. It
would take them almost a generation to for-
get the event. The people of a constituency
iave the right to elect the representative

they desire. The people more particularly
concerned are the electors. I hope, there-
fore, the clause will not be interfered with.

lion. H. S. W. PARKER: The funda-
mental principle of democracy is that the
People shall be allowed to elect their own
parliamentary representatives. For that rea-
son I think it would be wrong that a candi-
date should be permitted to win a seat
through the death of his opponent. The
man who won a seat in those circumstances
would not be a valuable asset in either
Chamber, and would not enjoy the confi-
dence of his fellow members or of his con-
stituents. It is possible, of course, he might
have proved the popular candidate had the
other man survived. I support the sugges-
tion advanced by Sir Hal Colebatch.

Hon. J. Cornell: Fremantle is one illus-
tration indicating the will of the electors.

Hon. H. S. W. PARKER: The electors
have made their choice there.

Hon. G. Fraser: That has not yet been
proved.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Previous speakers
have referred to the choice of candidates
being left to the electors. I point out that
Labour representatives are brought into the
arena by selective ballot amongst the Labour
organisations. In such instances the elec-
tors have to accept as a. candidate the man
who is put before them. Many people vote
for Labour candidates -who are not really
entitled to record a vote.

Hon. E. M. HEENAN: Mr. Fraser put
forward the right viewpoint, and spoke very
sensibly and adequately. I do niot think the
Committee would agree to the suggestion
of Sir Hal Colehatch. Unless the clause is
passed, the electors will be disfranchised.
That is the point at issue. The proposition,
after all, is fair enough. I should be sorry
for the five candidates if the sixth man were
to die on the eve of an election, but that
would amount to the fortune of war.

Ron. L. B. BOLTON: The suggestion
advanced by Sir Hal Colebatch is a good
one. If there are more than two nomina-
tions for a seat and oie of the candidates
dies, the electors then have a choice from
amongst the survivors. That would be in
accord with my view.

Hoan. 11. SEDDON: There is a great
deal in M1r. Baster's argument. By means
of the selection ballot the electors have a
limited clinics in certain directions. Admit-
tedly, any person who wishes to do so may
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nominate, and that gives people greater
freedom onl the one side than they enjoy onl
the other. A candidate is often faced with
heavy expenses. it might be possible wO
coriid a juan to withdraw from an election
because he could not bear the additional
cost imposed] upon him. By that mneans at
good mail may be kept out of Parliament.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I deprecate
the introduction of politics into the debate.
They have nothing to do with the Bill.
Every State of the Commonwealth, withi
the exception of one, and the Common-
wealth itself, has made a somemvliat similar
provision, and we need not worry too much,
therefore, about the other aspects of the
case. The point raised by Mr. Seddon ;s
not a very important one.

lon. A. Thomson: It is of imp~ortalnce
to the candidate.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Bill
mierely provides that the date of the election
shall be postponed. The candidates are not
obliged to go through the whole campaign
again. The only additional expense in-
volved in the case of people who have
already lodged their nominations would be
conseq~uent upon deferring the election for
a week or a fortnight beyond the original
dante.

Hon. J. Cornell: Under the existing ma-
chinery the election could not be held for a
mjonith.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: That would
not be so under this Bill. The issue would
not affect the man who died, but it would
affect the electors. The Bill has not been
introduced as the result of any political
pressure, arid I trust, therefore, the amend-
merit will not be agreed to.

lion. J. CORNELL: Most of the argu-
mlents in favour of the retention of the
subelause have been directed at the Legisla-
tive Assembly. There is a fundamental
difference between a continuous. House, and
one that is not continuous.

The Chief Secretary: Not in principle.
Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes. In the last

-lection for this Chamber the Labour Part 'y
handpicked its seats. It had a chance in
three and went for those three. It was not
concerned with the other provinces. Had
liy opponent in the last election died be-
fore polling dlay, I would have been faced]
with considerable financial loss. The Chief
Secretary said there would he little delay
as a consequence of this Bill. Assuming that
the candidate died just before polling day,

the election could not take lplace for at
least three weeks; but actually a month
wvould have to elapse, and that would mean
additional expense to all the candidates
concerned. Thie provision could be mde
to apply* to the Assembly only. In fact, if
the Assemly insists upon this provisioli,
that House can be notified that the Council
does not want it.

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

Ayes 7

Noes . . . .. 1u

Majority agnHinst .

Hail, S. Cornell
Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. It. V. Pleae
Ron. H. Seddon

12

A vc..

IHon. A. ThomsonHon. G. B. Wood
Hon. C. F. Baste(r Tle.

NOE~S.
Ila1. otn Hon. J.3J. Holnt,
Hot,.' S Ha.1lb tolcbat' Hon. W. H. Kitson
Hon. L. Craig Hon. W. J. Mann
Bar. J. A. Dimmnitt Hon. 0. W. Miles
Hon. J. MS. Drew Hon. T. Moore
Hon. 0. Fraser Ran. H. S. W. Parker
Bor. a. H!. Gray Han. H. L. Rorho
Hon. E. H. H. Hail Han. H. 'mickey
Hon. W. R. Hall I Hon. F. R. Welsh
Hon. U. M. Heenan (e/.

Amenldment thus nlegatived.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I niovt.
an amendment-

That after the word ''dies'' in line 4 of
Iproposed new Sulbsection (2), the words ''and
not more than one cndidate remains'' be in-
serted.

I am free to admit that the amtendnlent will
not entirely meet the p)osition, but T cannlt
see how that could lie done without causing
still grenter trouble. If the amendmlent li,
agreed to, the electors would have sonic
choice shlould one candidate die.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I hope, tli-'
Committee will not agree to the amendment.
The issue involved is a matter of pirinciple.
If we are to reach a decision on that basis,
the principle must apply irrespective of thle
number of candidates at the election.

Hon. T. Moore: Or what it eostsl
The CHIEF SECRETARY: That is wo.

There is no nieed to go over the argument.,
already advanced. If they were valid re-
garding thle previous amendment, they tire
equally so now.

Amendment put and a division
with the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

taken,

-. .. .. 17

Mijority againA
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AYES.
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon, H. b.. Roche
lion. L1,. Bolton Hon. H. Seddon
HOD. Sir Hal Colebsteb lion. 0. 13. WOod
Hon. 3. Nicholson IHOn. H. 5. W. ParTker
Hon, H. V, Fins (Teller.)

Hon. J. Cornell
M-on. L. Craig
hloh. J. A. Dimmitt
Hon. J.26M. Drew
Hen. 0, Krager
Hon. BC. H. Oresy
Hon. E. H. K. Hall
Mon, S, M. Heenar.
Hon. .J. Holmes

Roll. W, J. Mean
Mon. G. W. Miles
Hon. T. Moors
HOn. A. Thomson
Hon. H. Tucker
Hon. F. R. Welsh
Hon. W. R. Hanl

(Telfer.)

Amendnment thus negatived.

lion. J. NICHOLSON: I remind members
o~r the discussion regarding the difference
between the conditions affecting the Legis-
lative Assembly and the Legislative Council
respectively. The Federal Parliament has
recognised the difference between the Rouse
of Represientatives. and the Senate. The
very fact that the difference is recognised re-
gairding the Senate inmels me to mnove anl
amendmlent, which I propose to insert in the
first line, of proposed new Subsection (2).

lion. G. Fraser: That amendment could
not be accepted. We cannot go back, and
we have already dealt with an amendment in
the fourth line.

lion. T1. NICHOLSON: Then I will move
to recommiit the clause.

Hon. J. J. Holmes:- What do you wvant?
floe. J1. NICHOLSON: I want to insert

a provision making proposed new Subsection
(2) apply to the Legislative Assembly only.

Hon. J1. J. Holmes: You cannot do that.
Are not members of the Legislative Council
as likely to die as members of the Legislative
Assembly?

Hion, H. S. W. Parker: More likely.
lion. J. Cornell: No. We are like Johnk-

mae Walker.
The CHAIRMAN: Perhaps the hon. mem-

ber -ould insert his proposed amendment at
the end of the first paragraph.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I think it will he
necessary to add it to the end of the clause.
In order to get over the diffiulty, I intend
to move that a proviso be added to the clause;
bitt I shall do so after Sir Hal Colebatch
has moved his amendment.

lion. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I move an
amendmnent-

That at the end of paragraph (f) of sub-
tlause 2 the following words be added:.-' Iii
the event of such withdrawal the candidate's
deposit shall he returned."

As the clause stands,, a candidate who has
contested an election that is declared void is

entitled to withdraw his nomination, but only
in accordance with Section 81 of the Act.
That section, however, says that if -he does
withdlraw his nomitnation he shall lose his
deposit. Suppose a candidate has fought
an election and that then, owing to the death
of one of the candidates, another election is
to be held, lie should be entitled to withdraw
and his deposit should not be forfeited. It
may be that the election has gone far enough
to show that he has no chance of winning.
I cannot see that any good purpose would
he served by compelling him either to pro-
ceed with the election or to forfeit his de-
posit.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I cannot
agree to the amendment. Sir Hal Cole-
batch, when speaking oa the second reading,
quoted a ease within his own knowledge,
where a person was dissuaded from tin-
mating onl the ground that he did not hre
a chance of winning the electioii. The can-
didate who did nomiinatea died hefore elee-
tionl day. Therefore, the person who did
not nominate decided, rightly or wrongly, to
nominate for the second election. He did
so and lost his deposit.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: Quite right.
The CITEF SECRETARY: Rupposp

that candidate had nominated in the first
election, knowing full well that he had no
chanice of wvin ning it. H~e would put the
State to the expense of an election because
he wanted to contest it. Would it be right
that he should he allowed to withdraw his
deposit on the- death of his opponent? He
had no hope, of' winning the election and had
put the State to the expense of conducting
one. If Sir Ila] Colebalteh had his way, the
candidate could say, "I have tried myself
out and realise ntow that I hve no chance of
winning the election, mid therefore I w'ill
withdraw."

Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: That is a remote pos-
sibility.

The ('~EFSECRETARY: It is a east:
with~in the knowledge of Sir Hal Colehatchi.
Take the case of two candidates contesting-
an election, one of whom is so unfortunate
as to die on election day, and suppose there
is proof positive that the candidate who did
not die had no hope of winning the election,
naturally he would say, "I will not go onl with
it and would like my deposit returned." On
the other hand, if be were running- close and
a new election would bring forward aL candi-
date unknown in the electorate, the candidate
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'who did not die would consider he had a
better chance than he had had previously
.1ad naturally would stay in the election. We
mus9t not forget, however, that the -State
would be put to the expense of conducting
that election. In fairness to all parties, it
is equitable that the candidates who are left
in an election which is declared void should
continue in the new election. If they wish
to withdraw, they should be governed by the
provisions of the existing Act. That is the
logical way of looking at the matter.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I am sur-
prised at the Chief Secretary's opposition
4o the amendment. Having got all that his,
-party wants, apparently he is not prepared
to repcognise that a candidate's chance of elec-
tion under this new principle might he
seriously prejudiced and he might have to
fight another election. The Bill, as it stands,
~is entirely inconsistent with the statement
-that in this event the election is void. Yet
the man who has fought through that elec-
tion and who my have abundantly saved
-his deposit, but who sees he has no chance
of winning a fresh election, is not to be
allowed to withdraw and receive his deposit.
The Chief Secretary has misunderstood the
mieaning of the amendment. If there are
several candidates and the election has pro-

eded so far that three or four of them
realise, after having spent a grest deal of
money, that they have no chance of winning,
surely the Chief Secretary would not insist
that they must fight another election at the
risk of losing their deposits, and possibly
putting the country to the expense of an elec-
tion which otherwise would have been un-
necessary.

Hon. G. B. WOOD: I support the amend-
mneat. T maintain it would not be legal to
forfeit a candidate's deposit and force him
to fight another election in the circumstances
mentioned by Sir Hal Colebatch. I am
surprised at the Chief Secretary's attitude.

lion. J. CORNELL: I also am rather sur-
prised at the Chief Secretary's attitude, he-
.cause generally he is logical. We must re-
cognise that the Bill fundamentally alters
the principal Act, inasmuch as it provides
that if in future a candidate dies before the
finish of the count, there shall be aL new elec-
tion. If there are only two candidates, how-
ever~, and one dies no election will take place.
The surviving candidate would be declared
elected.

Hon. J. J. H1olmes: If a candidate is pre-
pared to go on, he would not have to put
up the deposit a second time.

Hon. J. CORNELL: That was pointed
oat. It is not right that lie should lose his
depos it, because it is not the fault of the
surviving candidate that the other candi-
date died. I hope the Committee will not
ag-ree to the amendment.

Hlon. 0. FRASER: I hope the Chief
Secretary will reconsider his decision and
aceplt the amendment, which appears to me
to he fair and reasonable. The Chief Sec-
retary has said that a person who nominates
may find that he has no chance of winning
an election. Then why put the country to
the expense of an election? Why not allow
him to withdraw and receive his deposit?
In that way a. f resh election would be obvi-
ated. The candidate may force an election
by allowing his £25 deposit to remain.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: This is not
a question, as was suggested by Sir Hal
Colehatch, of a party having secured prac-
tically all that it wants. I have already
said that this is not a party measure and I
deprecate any suggestion that the Bill is
brought down to further the interests of
any one political party. The suggestion has
been made that my argument is neither
reasonable nor logical. I am still of the
opinion that it is both. The Bill provides
that forthwith after the death of a candi-
date the election is wholly void and a new
writ shall issue;, and it gives those who were
candidates in the first election the right to
continue as candidates in the second elec-
tion.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: it does not give
them the right; it compels them to do so.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Bill
also provides that the fresh election shall be
fought on the roll that was prepared for the
first election. Therefore the only diffr-
ence is that the date of the actual election is
delayed. I contend that if a candidate goes
so far as to nominate for an election and
the election is not completed until a date
later than that originally fixed, he should
not have any rights other than those which
apply to the first election. Those rights
are governed by the Act, which provides
that after a certain date a candidate cannot
withdraw his nomination except by forfeit-
ing his deposit. I fail to see anything
illogical in the argument I have submitted,
neither do I consider it to be unreasonable.
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I have no feeling in the matter at all. Even
if the Bill includes the proposed amend-
ment, it wvill be better than is the principal
Act; but I am putting forward the best
argument I can for the Bill. Nothing has
been said so far to convince me that there
is anything wrong with the Bill and parti-
cularly with the clause we are debating.

Hon. 3. Cornell: If a candidate paid his
deposit seven days before the second polling
day, would not he be entitled to have it
refunded?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Act
would apply as it now stands. A writ is
issued forthwith, the day for the closing of
nominations is flied forthwith, the 'day for
the election is also fixed forthwith; any per-
son who desires to fight an election under
those conditions would not wish to withdraw
his nomination before the election.

Ron. Sir HAL COLEBATCH: I am
sorry if my remarks suggested that I con-
sidered there was any party significance in
the Bill. If what I said suggests that, I
gladly withdraw it.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. Sir HAL COLIWBAT OH: I direct
the Chief Secretary's attention to the words
in the proposed new Subsection (2), "such
election shall, by reason of such death, be
deemed to hav-e wholly failed and the writ
issued in respect tbereof shall be deemed to
he vacated." Yet a candidate wbo has been
put to the expense of fighting an election
is to be compelled to fight another. That
seenms to be quite unfair.

Hon. 3. 3. HOLMES: I have not fought
an election for 25 years, but what used to
happen was that a parasite or two would
hang around on nomination day to see
whether something might miscarry and en-
title him to the nominee's deposit. That can-
not happen now. A man might take a chance
by nominating, although everybody might
know that be had no hope of being elected.
If one of the candidates died during the
election, according to the Bill, without the
amendment, the other candidates could nom-
inate again and would not have to pay a
second deposit.

The Chief Secretary: The original nomin-
ations would stand.

Hon. L. Craigo: The original candidates
must stand again; they could not wvithdraw'.

The Chief Secretary: They could with-
draw, but would lose their deposits.

Hon. J1. J. HOLMES: If one of the can-
did ates discovered that he bad no chance of'
being elected, and wanted to withdraw, it
would not be Lair that he should receive his.
deposit. The country would be put to the'
expense of holding an election, I oppose,
the amendment.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Utnder paragraph:
(f), if a candidate dices within the period,
in question, the election is void and a new-
election has to take place. All the procedure
laid down in the Act must be followed. A
writ must be issued, at least seven days must
elapse between the issue of the writ and
nomination day, and at least 14 days must
elapse between nomination day and polliig
day. Any person who had not nomninated for
the voided election might nominate for ther
new election, hut all the candidates at the
first election would be automatically nomin'-
ated for the second election.

Hon. L. Craig: Whiether they desired it or
not.

Hon. J. CORNELL: Yes. If ally candi-
date desired not to stand for the secon&
election, he might withdraw at any tims not;
later than seven clear days before polling
day, but his deposit would be forfeitcd. A.
re-nominated candidate would be in the same
position as before in the matter of withdraw-
ing.

(Ion. J. J. Holmes-. Then the amiendment:
is not necessary.

Hon. 3. CORNELL: That is so.
Hon. Sir Hal Cole batch: The candidate

would not receive his deposit back.
Hon. 3. CORNELL: No, he would lose

his deposit.
Hon. H. TUCKEY.: I cannot understand

the opposition to the amiendment. If a can-
didate hats given months to campaigning and
incurred expenses of several hundred pounds.
and the election is cancelled, he should have
the right to withdraw and should have his
deposit returned.

Hon. L. CRAIG: I wish to be clear on
this provision. A candidate dies and the
elect ion is void. Therefore the position of
the otber candidates would be as if nothing
had happened. That being s6, -surely any
of the candidates should have the right to'
withdraw from any subsequent election and
obtain his deposit.

Hon. A. Thomson:- I agree with that.

893.
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lion. J. A. flimiit:- Then all deposits
would be returned.

Ron. L. CRAIG: They should be. The
whole of the proceedings would have been
voided, and the money should be autoinati-
cally returned to the candidates. To facili-
tate matters for those who have nominated,
wve provide that the original nomination will
suffice, but anyone who does not wish to nom-
inate for the second election should he able
to get his money. That wouldl be only
reasonable.

lHon. 0. FRASER: The amnendmnent would
mnke it possihle for a candidate- to withdraw
ait any time right up to polling dlay. That
cannot be intended.

li1on. J. Nie-holson: Make it nomination
day.

lion. 0. FRASER: That would be better.
Hon. J. A. Dimmitt: A candidate could

not withdraw before lie had nominated.
Hon. G. FRASER: But the candidates

in the first election would be automatically
nominated for the second election.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATOJI: I have no
objection to the substitution of the words
.9nomination day" for "polling day."

lion. J. CORNELL: I suggest that para-
graph (f) be struck out. Paragraph (d)
provides that "all proceedings in connection
with such new election shall he had and
taken anew."

H~on. 0. Fraser: The only difference it
will make is that the other candidates will
have to re-nominate.

lion. J. CORNELL: Yes, and then all
candidates will be on the samne footing.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: If 'Mr.
Cornell's proposal is adopted, every person
who desires to contest the new election must
nominate, and any one of the original candi-
dates would have one -week in which to with-
draw his nomination without forfeiting his
deposit. From nomination day to polling
day, if he wishes to withdraw his nomina-
tion he must forfeit his deposit. I do not
raise much ohjection. However, a further
provision will be needed for the return of
the deposit to every candidate.

lion. J. Cornell: What would happen to
the deposit of the candidate who dies? Is
ther any machinery for returning it?

The CHIEF SECRETARY: We are get-
ting rather involved. In view of the dis-
enasson which has taken place, further eon-

sideration of the clause might well be post-
poned. Let us be perfectly sure of what
we are doing.

Rion, L. CRAIG: "Null and void" surely
meanls "ras if nothing whatever had taken
place." Then all the money must be re-
turned. Surely it belongs to the candidates.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The Bill
provides that in a ease of the kind we are
discussing the writ shall be issued forth-
with. There is little time between the de-
dlaring of the election null and void and the
issue of the writ. Thus there is little oppor-
tunity for consideration by a candidate who
might be in the North-West. Tie would,
moreover, find it difficult to get his new
nomination in within the seven days. Again,
for mainy reasons a candidate might not be,
aware of what was taking lace; lie might
be travelling, for instance, between the
Eastern States and Western Australia.

Hon. Sir HAL COLEBATCH:- I ask
leave to withdraw my amendment, tein-
porarily.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move-
That further coiisidcratiou of the clause be

pest ponct1.

Motion puLt amid passed; the clause post-
poned.

Clauses 4, 5-ag-reed to.

P~rogress reported.

BILLS (2)-FIRST READING.

1, Kalgoorlie Health Authority Loan.

2, Petroleum Act Amendment.
Received fronm the Assembly.

BILLr-ELECTORAL ACT AMEND-
MENT (No. 2).

Second flea ding.

HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central) [7.58)
inii oving the second reading said: In in-
troducing this short amending measure I
believe that most members of the Chamber
will agree that there is little room for dif-
ference of opinion as to the objects the 'Bill
seeks to achieve. Since being a member of
this Chamber I have had it brought to may
notice repeatedly that when electors have
attended pollingm booths to record their
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votes, either through a clerical or a
printer's error they have found their names
omitted from the roll. That this fact has
been noted by the Commonwealth Elee-
tolral lDepartmenlt for some years is proved
lby the provision which has been made to
iccl. such eases. I introduce this Bill at
the request of people who have been de-
jrircd of their votes in the circumstances
I have stated. It may surprise members-
lo know, as it surprised mc, that the follow-
ing numbers of people have been enabled
to exercise the franchise 1)y reason of the
Commonwealth provision to which T have
-referred :-Forrest division, 2253 in 19.31,
24:3 in 1934, 127 in 1937; }'renmntle division,
87 in l9W31, 277 in 1934, 149 in 1937; Kal-
goorlie division, 111, in 1931, 166 in 1934,
168 in 1937:' Perth division, 264 in 1931,
192 in 1934, '251 in 1937: Swan division,
290 in 1931, 229 in 1934, 100 in 1937. I am
informed by the Commonwealth Chief Elec-
toral Officer that those people voted tinder
Sect ion 121. I have here a declaration that
must he signed by at person who claims
that his namne has been wrongly or in error
removed from the roll. The person must
satisfy the Chief Electoral Officer that the
claim hie makes for enrolment is in order,
and provision exists that anyone who is not
entitled to vote shall not. be enrolled. 1
hare that claim here and any mnember who
desires to see it may do0 so.

Ron. Cr. Fraser: They can vote under it
section of the Commonwealth Eleetor~1
Art, but the rote will not necessarily hie
accepted.

Hon. E. H. H. HA-TLL: The Bill requires
120 further explanation, because that is all
there is to it. Mtembers have the oppor-
tatnity of perusing it and satisfying them-
selves that what I have stated is all it con-
tains. I do not think there is any one of
us. who would do anything that would de-
prive anl elector duly qualified to vote of
his right to exercise the franchise. The
Bill will apply to both Houses, that is to
say, the provinces of the Council and ee-
to-ra districts, of the Assembly. There can
be no room for difference of opinion onl
the subject. My one desire, I repeat, Is
that those who are entitled to vote shall
not he deprived of the right to do so.
Through the medium of the Press electors
are urged to see that their names appear on

the rolls, but we know that muany do not
avail themselves of thle opportunity to make
that cheek, and onl going to the booth find
thaint their namies; are not inc 'luded onl the
roll1. Las Saturday I went to the Town
Hall1 at (ieraldton to record my vote, and
a y oung F'ellow there, looking at mc with at
smlile or, his face, said that my name cil
not appear onm the roll, ie asked for my
fiull name, and when hie did so I thought
he( wvas Joking. The, presiding officer, hlow-
ever, was able to find it. As the Bill wvill
be bound to meet with the approval of ever,,
memiber in the Chambiner, I have no hesitIa-
titl inl commending it. I move-

That tlhe Bill be now read a siecond time.

Onl motion by the Chief Secretary, de-
bate adjourned.

BILL-RESERVES (GOVERNMENT
DOMAIN).

Second Redig

Debate resumed front the previous day.

HON. W. J. MANN (South-West) [8.51:
Onl two occasions when similar Bills were
presented to this House I vrotedaais
them. I did so Imineipally for the reason
thalt I considered that thle House had not
been supplied with all the evidence that wasq
necessary to enable uts to arrive at a deci-
smon on a question that involved the expen-
diture of a good dleal of money. As a re-
sult of the participation in the investiga-
tions of the Joint Committee appointed by
both Houses andi a study of the voluminous
evidence that was; takent by that committee,
I saw the ncessity for early action to end
a state of affairs that is more or less de-
plorable. [ make no apology for having~
changed my mind. It was the correct thing
to do. I think also that had it been pos-
s ible to put before the House the evidence
that was submitted to the committee, thle
Bill would probably have been passed
onl a previous occasion. However, that
course was not followed. The members
of the committee were given the opportun-
ity of hearing first-hand from responsible
officers just how the position stood. Before
I go further I wish to say that I realise
that there are two questions involved, one
heing the embarking on considerable expen-
diture at thle present time, and the other the
desirability of coming to a decision regard-
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ing the Site. It is on the second questien
that I propose largely to address my re-
marks, What concerns me most on the
question of the site and the recommenda-.
tions of the Joint Committee are certain
allegations made in this House yesterday.
Members will recall that the members of the
committee representing this House were
elected by vote. I feel sure that every memt-
her of that committee enjoyed the Lull eon-
fidene of the House in the task allotted to
him to inquire diligently into the question,
and it was expected that a recommendationi
would be made that would be in conformity
with the evidence tendered. With, shall I
say, studied gravity and a great deal of
emphasis, Sir Hal Colebateb said last even-
ing that it might be suggested as presump-
tion on his part to set his opinion against
the unanimious recommendation of the Joint
Committee representing all political parties,
and be added that he could only say that
his opinion was in complete accord with the
evidence submitted and that not one wit-
ness's evidence could be interpreted as sup-
porting in any way the proposals em-
bodied in the Bill. I propose to prove
from the report from which Sir Hal
quoted, and which I presume he read
carefully, that his opinion is not in
complete accord with the evidence sub-
nitted, and I am afraid that a very de-
liberate attempt was made to damage the
committee in the eyes of the peopkc of the
State. Sir Hal said that not one witness
gave evidence that could be interpreted in
any way-I want members clearly to under-
stand that these are his own words--as sup-
porting the proposals contained in the Bill.
I do not suggest that the hon. member has
not a perfect right to express his Views and
opinions on this, or any other matter, but I
do submit that it was presumption on his
part, in fact something much worse, to make
statements which I shall prove from the
report are utterly, totally and grossly in-
accurate. Sir Hal suggested that Parlia-
nient might he constituted into something
in the nature of a grand jury to visit the
place of tho contemplated crime. That is a
serious statement, and I take it as a direct
reflection on the members of the committee
who made the reconmmendation. I think
members should be very careful in using
terms of that description lest some other
people use them also when replying, as I
have said, to totally inaccurate statements.
Sir Hal Colebatch first referred to the wit-

nesses. Re detailed the number who gave
evidence and divided them into sections. I
say here that a number of the witnesses
cailed had no opportunity and were not
expected to voice any opinion regarding
any site. Some of them were invited to
attend the committee to elucidate the vary-
ing phases bearing on the question, and not
one gave evidence that could be interpreted
in any way as supporting a particular site.
I shall quote their words and leave it to the
House to determine who is telling the cor-
re't story. The ]on. member, 1 am sorry
to say' , nude a deliberate attack on the corn-
m1ittee, and that attack has been given pub-
Jicity in the Press, an attack that I think
wvill he condemned by any lair-minded per-
son. It is quite impossible to quote all the
evidence of the v[Ir[ous witnesses. I propose
first to refe-r to that of Mr. Clare, the Prin-
cipal Architect, and then to ask hon. mieni-
hers whether or not his statements can be int
any way interpreted as being against ther
proposal. I consider that right through his
evidence he made it clear that the site re-
commended by the eommiittee was the most
desirable one. But before turning to his eni-
dlen ce, I wish to refer to a matter which had
a cons iderable bearing on my change of
opinion, namely, the deplorable conditions
in which a great portion of the civil service
is working. In dealing with the proposal to
provide additional accommodation Lor
various departments, N1r. Glare said (ques-
tion 60)-

We propose to give the Titles Office an in-
crease of abaut 7.5 per cent, on the present
area. I do not know whether you hare in-
vestigated that department, but it is grossly
overcrowded aind is very scattered. Part of
the storage accommodation is in the Supreme
Court buildings, and another part is in the
old Savings Bank huilding. It would be im-
possible to carry an much longer under the
conditions obtaining in this department.

I have heen informed that most of the docit-
nients housed in the Titles D~epartment are
of considerable value.

The Chief Secretary: An actual value can-
not he placed on them.

lIon. AN. J1. MANN: That is so. They are
of ;'ery considerable value, and it is highly
essential that steps should be taken without
any further delay for their proper preser-
va~tion. The fart that they are scattered
around the city is a circumstance that should
not be allowed to continne. One never knows
what might happen to A batch of documents
even in the Supreme Court buildings. If by
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chance they were damaged or lost, chaos
would he caused in a number of directions'
As a result of his investigoations Mr. Clare
p~rovided for an increased area for the De-
partineut of Agriculture of 114 per tent.

Ile said-
That again is duo to the fact that the exist-

iug offices are eatirely inadequate end are
scattered all aver the city. There is one part
in tire Observatory building, anotljer part in
the Chief Secretary's Department, and an-
other part int the Lands Department.

That is in addition to the portion in St.
(icorge's Terrace. So there we have a de.
pertinent whose aetivities are spread over
four different areas. I think it is within the
knowledge olf most member-, that the main
portion of the Agricultural Department is
little Je'4s than a rabbit warren that could be
easily destroyed by fire. If any justification
is needed for my change of opinion, the con-
dition of those two departments is surely
sufficient.

lion. Sir Halt Colebatch:- You do not claim.
that Mr. Glare supported the Government
Domlain site, do yonl?

Ilon. W. J. MANY: Yes, I do.
Hon. Sir H~al Colebatch: In view of his

evidenceq
Hon. W. J. 'MANN: I will prove it fromi

his evidence. If the hon. menmber will listen
eare~fully he will hear it. On page 10 appears
the following, in question 109-

I feel that the first thing to be decided is
whether yout are to have at block of centralised
Government buildings. The next paint to be
determined is the location of those buildings.
I consider they should be located as near as
possible to what will be the centre of the city
in the futnre, so far as we can gauge it at
present. The block of buildings should also
be central on the main business and profes-
sional axis of the city. In Perth we have a
wonderful waterfront and in addition we have
a splendid foreground extending upwards of
500 feet in depth. Along that foreground
beautiful gardens could he consItucted, th1us
giving us a wonderful frontage for any scheme
of Government buildings. I feel that in select-
iug the site we should make use of the water
frontage.

Then he goes on to say -what occurs in other
ports of the world. Later the Chairman
asked the witiness, "Yon place much value on
the aesthetic feature of the l)roblem 2" And
Mr. Clare replied-

Yes; we have a real liability to posterity to
adopt that attitude. We should not saddle
them wit great bare buildings without any
appropriate setting, especially as with the ex-
p)endi~ture of a very lithe more we could erect
attractive buildings in beautiful surroundings.

Thjis would add to the beauty of the city and
man improved working conditions for those
employed in the public offices. Moreover, space
would be provided where people could go in
the heat of the day and sit in the shade that
would be found in the gardens. Most certainly
such a scheme would be a definite contribution
to the beauty and attractiveness of the city
and could be provided at very little more cost
than would be entailed in the construction of
bare, naked buildings.

If Mr. Clare in those remarks dlid not very
definitely show a preference for that site,
I am unable to uinderstand English.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: Provided you
include the Christian Bros. College site.

Hion. WV. J. MANN: The hon. member can-
not bring in provisos. I suggest that he
made a statement last night that he is now
sorry for-the statement that not one wit-
ness gave evidence that could be interpreted
in any waRY as being in favour of the pro-
posal. Now he wvants to quibble about possi-
bilities. We shall lprobakly hear some more
of his quibbles later on. Referring in ques-
tion 120 to the departments being spread
over the city, Mr. Clare said that if the
Government Domain site were utilised-

We would not hare that trouble because we
would bhare wide roads running round the
buildings and the Terrace wvould be widened at
that point.

Question 121 and the answer are as fol-
lows-

You are now referring to the site in the
Government Domain l'-Yes, or in that vicinity.

There again is a definite indication that the
Govern ment Domain site was uppermost in
his mind and was preferred by him. Then
Mr. Holmes asked a question-I believe 'he
was being facetious at the time--and the
witness replied, as follows-

You emphasise the importance of gardens
anid surroudings; but we cannot live on
views 2-N-o, but if it would cost very little
more to create beauty, why not do sot It
will nut rust very munch mere.

All this points to the studied conclusion of
Mr. Glare that the Government Domain site
was the one he preferred.

H~on. Sir Hal Colebatch: Conditionally.
He made an absolute condition.

Hon. W. J. MNANN: lie made no condi-
tions at all. Re was not there to make con-
ditions. Hle was there as a Government offi-
eer to accept whatever conditions the com-
mnittee: or the Government said he should
design buildings for. It would have been
presumption on his part to dictate to the
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vommittee where the site should be, but he
was of great assistance to the committee
when, with his professional knowledge, he
,expressed his view as to the most desirable
site. There is much more that one could
quote from Mr. Clare's evidence, but I pro-
pose now to turn to that of Mr, Davidson.
Mr. Davidson gave evidence at considerable
length. He took the committee on a journey
all round the world and-

Hon. J. J1. Holmes: Canme hack to the Gov-
ernment Domain site.

Hon. W. J. MANN: Yes. Re expressed
some rather remarkable ideas, but I presume
that as a town planner he had a right to ex-
press them. The end of his answer to
Question 236 was as follows-

If public buildings to accommodate public
servants are erected on the two flanks, there
is nothing at the present time to stop any
person from starting a manufactory adjacent
to the site, and this could be prevented only
by costly resumption.

Then occurs the following:-
237. Would that not apply to any site?-

That does not apply to one site at least. The
site near the Christian Brothers' College has
none of those disabilities because the Crown
controls the land round it.

Does Sir Hal Colebatch pretend that Mr.
Davidson did not regard this as a desirable
site 7

Hon. Sir Hal Colehatch:- Rend his answer
to Question 274.

Hon. W. J. MANN:- I wilt read plenty
of answers before I am finished. I have
quite a lot to say. I sat quiet for the little
while I was here during the hon. member's
speech. Unfortunately I did not hear all of
it.

lion. Sir Hal Colebatch: took at Question
274.

Hon. W. J. MANN: Am I to address the
House, Mr. President, or must I put up with
a running fire from a man who cannot take
his gruel?

The PRESIDENT: I must ask the hon.
member to allow the speaker to proceed.

Hon. W. J. 'MANN: T paid Sir Hal Cole-
batch the compliment of remainng quiet
during the portion of his speech that I heard,
though it was very difficult for me to do so.
I presumne he wvill do the some for ip. He
will have an opportunity later to refute
what I am saying and to prove whether not
one witness in any way supported the comn-
mittee's recomnmendotion. I was speaking of
Mr. Davidson's evidence and pointing out

that lie declared the site near the Christian
Brothers' College had none of the disabilities
lie had referred to, thus inferring very com-
pletely, without any equivocation whatso-
ever, that that was the site he favoured. Let
me now turn to Question 274. Mr. Davidson
was asked-

Are you satisfied with the proposed site at
the eastern end of Government House Domain,
or do you think there is any alternative site
we would coasider as challenging it either for
suitability or preferencee-I can find no rival
to it on actual facts, proiided we acquire the
area held by the Christian Brothers. It is the
only site we can secure and capitalise that will
give us the requisite area and the permanent
light. It is the only site that provides for
growth in the next 50 or 75 years.

That statemnt envisages taking over the
Christian Brothers' College. When Mr.
Davidson made it he was referring to the
fact that it was proposed originally to
take only two acres from Olovernment
House domain, quite a different proposition
from what followed. Neithier he nor Mr.
Clare in hisa most sanguine moments
thought that the committee or anyone
would lie courageous enough to say, "Take
eight acres from Glovernment House domain
if thnt is necessary in order to do the
prope~r thing-.'' I discussed the mnatter with
Mr. Davidson and I know what was in his
mind. Ha never dreamt that the full area
would be0 recommended, as indeed it was.
The taking over of the Christian Brothers'
area would give the full extent of lend re-
quired. I am speaking for myself when I
s ay that when the acquisition of the
Christian Brothers' College was considered,
together with the acquisition of other pro-
perties elsewhere in the city, the committee
examined a number of sites, all of which
T think, with the exception of three, meant
the resumption of expensive buildings.
Some of the suggestions of witnesses were
so far-reaching that no committee would
.have dreamt of accepting them. One was
that the State should resume that portion
of land north of the railway station that
Iie9 hetwveeu Beaufort-street, WilIlia m-s treet
and as far back as Newceastle-street, a
huge area that would cost a large sum of
money to acquire, seeing that it contains
the Swan Barraceks, the Museum, schools.
etc. That was put uip as a suitable site by
One witness. One of my firs;t ideas before
T knew -vhat area was, required was that
the stitc at the top of Beonfort-s-treef brideec,

S98



[26 SEPTEMBER, 1940.J 899

betkween Forrest-street, Jamnes-street, Stir-
1mng-street and Heaifor-t-street, portion of
which belongs to the Railway Department,
iniqbt be usefully employed, as it comprised
tour acres. Ini view of the evidence sub-
nitted, I had to change my mind. More

is necessary than just the land on which to
erect the buildings, and we therefore had
to Ioolk ahead. 'Mr. Clare and others said
we must provide traffic facilities such as
parking, and other factors. After viewing

n iumber of sites and suggested resump-
tions, the committee tentatively came to the
conclusion that it was advisable first to
explore the position with regard to Gov-
ernment Domain arid] Parliament House
grounds, neither of whiiich meant any re-
sinollition. The Observatory site was ruled
out, largely because of its inaccessibility
for this purplose. The faict that the coal-
maittee did not recomniend the Christian
Brothers' site has tn dcrOt2atory hearing oil
the site or the building, or onl what it may
havec cost. There is evidence by one witness,
tile senior valuator for the Government,
fint we would harve to pay something like
£75,000 for the Christian Brothers' College
site. T am not here to debate that point.
The commnittee considered it as we con-
sidered other things, and decided first to
explore the two sites to which I have re-
ferred. Although (lie college is mentioned
several times in the report, it is always
mnentioned-I think T call truth fully and
honestly sax--with the original proposition
iii mind.

Hio,. J1. Nicholson: That was only two
,itres.

Flon. W. J. MANN: Yes. Two acre"
would have been, useless without thle
Christian Brothers' site. Had there been
no more than two acres to add to the
Christian Brothers' College site the question
mnight have assumed a diffei'ent C01fl 1)CXiOh.
Prior to the committee being formed, peop)le
whose opinions I value exp~ressed to til
tile hope that the Chr-istian Brothers' Col-
leg.e area would riot be resunied. I wag
told several times that the Brothers hoped
the property w-ould rema in in their hands.
I do not say' that has any bearing on the
situation, hut I enll truth P.,l lyv say that the
Blrothiers at no time did anything, to my'-
knowledgle, to suggest they wanted the flov-
erninent to resume the property. It is
Fair to those concerned that I should make

that statement. Mr. Chare made thc posi-
tion clear, and 1 have proved by reference
it) Question 274 that Mr. Davidson was of
the same opinion. I have selected the sailient
features of thle statement of witnesses. I
glive t hema to memblers arid have quoted the
question numbers so that they may look
them imp and see how far that evidence is in
accord with the allegations made yesterday.
In Question 302 'Mr. Sumnmerhayes referred
to several of the sites, chiefly the Town Hall.
Somc investigations have been made eon-
rening a site for the Perth Town Haill-
The witness said-

Thien there is the question of the Govern-
merit DIaonain laInd arid thle present suggested
site at thle eastern end of that block. If that
sceic was proc-eded wit!,, I do not know
whether it would be possible for the City
Council to acquirec the present Treasury Build-
rig site. That would manke an ideal site for a

town hal I and mounicipal offices, provided tire
(;.,,ernimcnt offices were within convenient dis-
tam-c, say, oin the Government Domain site.

The witness thought it would] be possib1le
to place the Perth Town Hall onl the block
that was considered by the committee and
rejected for Government offices. Hie went
on to say that that site was possibly the best
that could be used for Government build-
irigs, and in saying that lie was referring to
the domain. Cannot members understand
plain English" Can it be Raid that the
wvitness was opposing the use of dile dlomain
site or was hostile to it? Mr. Summerhayes
is anl accepted authority, and says in plain
words that this is possibly the best site that
could be used for Government buildings.
He further said:-

It ties a river frontage across the Esplaiaude
Ijid buildings could bie designed with an at-
tractive appearance fromn the river. The site
would be convenient to thle municipal offices
of thle city; it would be convenient to the
business community and the public; it would
hie convenient, also, hearing in mnind the future
development of tile city, which I think must be
eastward. That development should be eon-
sidered as part of a complete scheme for the
ti-hole of the block, and not merely one end.
of it.

It was not within thne province of the Joint
Cornmrittee to consider thne ultimate utilisa-
tion of the whole block. I know what was
in the mninds of members of the committee;
it was that ultimately the whole of the
block would he utilised. I will riot defer
to Sir Hal Colebatch or to anyone. else in
in ' love for old buildings and landmarks.
But whlen, I say that, I do riot suggest I do
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so without regard to the marich of time and
the ravages of antiquity. If any member
were to inspect the Government House
building and look carefully, he would see
definite evidence of the ravages of time.
Decidedly it will not be very long before
much money will have to be spent on the
building or it will drift into a state of
decay. The building is very old and is de-
finitely showing signs of wear and tear. I ,and many others, are of the opinion that
the existing site is not ideal for a vice-regal
building. There is no necessity for Gov-
ernment House to be in the centre of the
city. In many parts of the world where I
have been, vice-regal buildings are situated
outside the city confines, and I believe that,
provided a suitable site can be obtained, we
shall ultimately follow that example in
Perth. The proviso that "development
should he considered as part of a complete
scheme for the whole of the block and not
merely one end of it" sets out exactly what
was in the committee's mind. I am sure
that each member of that body will support
mne wholly in that suggestion. Mr. Sum-
inerhayes went on to say-

The Government House site is too valuable
and important to Perth as a site for the Gov-
ernor 's residence.

That hears out exactly what I have said
-A much more appropriate place for that
would possibly be on the Observatory site, or
somewhere up there. That is not a develop-
ment for the moment, but could be visualised
for thle future. If that alteration could be
made, and the development of the whole of
the domain could be considered as one entity
for the housing of Government offices, etc., I
think that would be an ideal site.

I ask Sir Hal Colebatch if that has not a
great bearing on the matter. Is that not a
straight-out statement?

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: Read some of
his other answers, too.

Hion. W. J. MANN: I am dealing with
the questions. Sir Hal Colebatch quoted
those that he wanted to place before the
House, and I am following suit. I am
quoting passages that will bear no other
construction that those I suggest. The
statements are very definite, and disprove
altogether the allegations that have been
made. Then, again, we find in Question 308
the following:-

Yesterday evidence was given that placed
great stress on the importance of public build-
ins being erected to face the water front.
Do you hold that viewi-luildings facing the

water front are very attractive, but from the
appearance point of view more than anything
else. In other cities every possible advantage
has been taken of water fronts. One of thle
most outstanding examples of that is the
Stockholm town hall, a delightful structure.
In the U~nited States are to be found many
developments along the water frontages, and
wherever possible the authorities endeavour to
utilise such frontages. Perth possesses a beau-
tiful water front. This should be further de-
veloped, and Ibuildings could be erected there
to enhance the appearance of the city. I do
not know whether you have noticed the, to my
mind, remarkable improvement in the appear-
.once of Perth since the erection of tall build-
ings. Coming round the Mount in the morn-
ing, one finds that to be one of the most strik-
ing features-the effect of the buildings ris-
ing out of the city; that is, just looking across
the water to them. The same thing would ap-
ply to the Government buildings here.

What Mr. Summerhayes says there very de-
finitely indicates his preference for this site.
I cannot understind the suggestions tbat
have beeni made on this point; they pass my
comprehension altogether. I cannot regard
this evidence as in conformity with state-
ments such as we have heard. Then, again,
the question of parking accommodation was
very important in the selection of a site. It
had to be borne in mind that there would be
an aggregation of departments ink one area,
and there would be naturally a lot of traffic.
People who wished to transact business at
the Government offices would require to
leave their motor cars in a parking area,
and therefore the committee had to give
attention to the question of parking. In
reply to a statement by Mr. Styants, Mr.
Sunerhayes said-

The development today, however, is to pro-
vide one's own parking wherever possible. To
my mind the Government Domain is an ideal
one to provide for sub-basement parking into
which the motors could be run.

That provides further evidence that this
witness favoured the site. In Question 314,
which I put to Mr. Summerhayes, the re-
port says-

From the general trend of your evidence, I
take it that two things stand out. One is that
you consider Parliament House building
should dominate the city from an architectural
point of view ?-Ycs, I agree with that.

I may say in explanation that 'Mr. Summer-
hayes, like most of us, was keen that noth-
ing should be done to detract from the ap-
pearance of Parliament House. Hence my
question. Mr. Summerhayes agreed that
Parliament House should dominate the city
from an architectural point of view. Now
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I ask members to follow closely the words,
which they will find in my Question 315,
and Mr. Sumrhys reply, which were
as follows:-

The other point is that you are definitely
favourable to the Government Domain site?-
Yes, with the provision that the whole of that
block should be conserved for future develop-
ment.
The very thirng that was in the mind of the
committee! F~or any member of this Chin-
ber to turn round and insinuate, or allege,
that the Joint Committee had brought down
a recommendation that was definitely not in
accordance with the evidence, is to me inex-
plicable. I cannot find any term ade-
quately to express my opinion of such a
suggestion. I have quoted a definite state,-
ment that cannot be controverted. If Eng-
lish means anything, that answer I have
just quoted is a definite reply to the state-
ment made by Sir Hal Colebatch.

Hon. Sir Hal Colebatch: Read Questions
316 and 317.

Hon. W. J. IfANN: I have many that I
wish to deal with, and I have already been
speaking for about an hour. I do not want
to be too voluminous in my effort.

Hon. J1. J. Holmes: You ought to make it
short, sharp and shiny.

Hon. W. J. MANN: I have now dealt
with three witnesses, and the next I shall
refer to is Mr. Fyfe, the Surveyor-General.
whom we hold in high esteem and whose
opinion in worth having. Mr. Fyfe's cvi.
dent-c dealt largely with valuations and
changing valuations occasioned by the erec-
dion of buildings, the opening up) of certain
thoroughfares, and so on. In question 356
1 put this to Mr. Fyfe-

Have you in the paut ever had in your mind
what you considered an ideal site for a block
of Governnent buildings?

Mr. Fyfe's reply was-
Yes, at the time when Foy & Gibson's were

offering for sale at £66,000 a large area be-
tween Mill-street, St. George's9-terrace and
Bazaar-terrace and when the Technical School
was owned by the Crown as it is now, thea land
intervening could have been acquired at a
reasonable price. That block from the east
side of the Technical School area to Mini-street
between the Terrace and Bazaar-terrace, would
have been an eminently desirable site for pub-
lic buildings. However, that is past history,
and developments since the time that was on
offer at that price prevent consideration of
the block at the present time.

In other words, that property had increased
in value to an enormous extent.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: It had been built
upon.

Hon. W. J. MANN: Yes, and it was very
doubtful indeed if the Government would
now dream of resuming that area because
of the vast expenditure that had been in-
curred in the erection of buildings there not
long before. Mr. Fyfe went on-

Consequently I faour the proposal approved
by the Legislative Assembly to place buildings
on the Government Domain site.
There is witness No. 4, yet we were told
that the committee had brought forwvard a
recomnmendation for which the evidence pro-
vided no support. There again we have a
very definite statement. Mr. Fyfe's original
idea centred upon the site around Mill-
street. I can tell the House that that par-
ticular site was also mentioned and a fur-
ther proposal that Mill-street might be con-
tinued right through to Murray-street and
that the land between the newv shreet to
King-street might be utiised. That was
another project that was quite out of court
because a small fortune would be required
to resume the properties affected. We con-
sidered many sites, and we brought to bear
on the investigation, within the compara-
tively short period at our disposal, all the
energy and investigatory powers we pos-
sessed, to the fullest extenlt possible. Memn-
beis should realise that another committee
sat years ago-I b~elieve for three years-
without producing a recommendation. I
believe it suggested four sites, but Parlia-
ment House and Government Domain sites
were excluded from the investigation. The
instructions on that occasion was that those
two sites should he preserved and not con
sidered for Government offices. I shall
quote Question 373 which was also ad-
dressed to Mr. Fyfe-

From the point of view of suitability, the
sites resolve themselves into two in number,
the Government House Domain and the Par-
liament House grounds. If that is so, which
of the two areas would be your choiceet-I
should say the Government Domain site. The
Parliament House site is at the western end
of the ultimate development of the city,
whereas the domain site is more likely to be-
come. central in 50 years or so.

There is another definite opinion. Of the
two sites he definitely plumped for Gov-
ernment Domain. Then we had evi-
dence from Mr. Parry, another architect.
I shall not weary members by quoting fur-
ther. I think I have offered a complete
answer to Sir Hal Colebatch's allegation.
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Other witnesses gave the committee valu-
able evidence. Mr. Harold Boas, architect,
gave us very useful evidence, but I think
his No. I site was north of the railway sta-
tion to Newcastle-street, taking in the Art
Gallery and other buildings. Of course that
site could not be considered. 'Mr. Milien,
chanirman of the State Transport Board,
gave valuable evidence about the city traffic.
Mr. Allinghiam, President of the Perth
Chamber of Commerce, told us that the
Chamber had no views as to any particular
site, but expressed the opinion, in effect, for
what it was worth, that we were incapable
of comning to a decisionl and that the
matter should be referred to a technical
commission. Sir Hal Colebatch, just be-
fore I was called out yesterday, referred to
one matter on which I agree with him,
namely, the Perth Hospital. I thi6k the
piresent site is a shocking one for the build-
ing being erected oil it, and if the Joint
committee had had anl op)portunity to sug.
gost a site, I sin sure it could have done
vecry much lbetter.

I wish to make oite other reference
colncernling at sub-heading in the newspaper
regarding this mlatter of the site for Govern-
mnt olbees. The sub-heading was '"Wan-
ton Vandalism.'' According to the report,
Sir Hal Colebatch spoke of the need for re-
moving sonmc trees in order to give effect
mo his project. I have known the eastern
end of Glovernment Domain for- 44 Years.
I walked over it hailf-a-dozen times% (luring
the sittings of the committee, and( I looked
alt it again to-day, slnd I say that for a long
time it has been and( still is a disgrace.
True, mchl of its disgraceful condition is
now concealed by the sand that has bee,
dumlped onl thle site, but for years it was
nothing lint a mnosquiito farm wvith a lot of
'leviying, debris lying about. The greater
portion of tbe site %%as not used, though A
cowr might have wandered into it occasion-
all 'v if it could have got through the scrub,
hut the area had nothing to commend it as a
beaut 'y spot or an ornament. It was merely
the end of the domanin onl which overn-
ment House -stands. At the nearer end the
p~icturet is more p)~leaant, bilt the few trees
that would haove to he removed in order to
give effect to this P~roject would, in a very'
few years, fall down if t he -' were not
chopped down. The back Portion is used
for a mamnure dump and( a few potting sheds
for the Government gardener. There is no

question of vandalism; there is no question
of any contemplated crime. Rather would
I say, with due modesty as a member of
the committee, that the report is a care-
fully studied one, and the recommendation
is one with which I am proud to be asso-
ciated. I regret exceedingly that Sir Hal
did not read the report as he should have
done. If he did read the report, I can only
regret that he should have been so unfair
as to neglect to quote the very definite
references I have given to the House.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [9.0]:
1 have only a few words to say on the Bill.
Last year and the year before I was one
of those memubers who opposed this site for
Governmeait offices. I did so because I con-
sidered it was inadvisable from the historical
asp)ect and front the aspect of the beauty of
the city to interfere with Government House
grounds. After a very keen debate, this
House' appointed rep~resentatives to act onl a
joint committee with members of another
place to consider the whole question. An im-
lportant condition under which thle appoint-
Ment WaLS mnade was that at verdict must be
arrived at by three-fourths of the members
comprising the committee, and there were
on thle Committee Some Members who had
beeni very strongly opposed to the Govern-
ment Domain site. The committee has made
its report, and its findings have been elabor-
ated in masterly fashion to-night by Mr.
Mfann. Having remitted the matter to a
Joint committece, I for one feel that we must
abide by the conclusions% and recommends-
tions of the committee. I listened to the re-
marks of Sir Hal Colebatch last nuight as to
the effect the Bill would have in improving
thme value of the land owned by tile Christian
Brothers. Obviously, in making that re-
mark, Sir Hal had in mind thle Possibility
that the Government later on would need to
purchase that site, but I think 'Mr. Amnn's
remarks, have proved that, in arriving at its
decision, thme committee simply considered
the Government's requirements. Ini provid-
inig for the new road shown in tlie plan, thme
committee was mnerely actuated by the con'-
sideration that it wats essential for the (joy-
erment oives. The fact that the Christian
Brothers' prolpertY* will beniefit is beside th,
questiona. Ini the circunmstances, I am lire-
Pared to accept the findings of the eommit-
tee and] will su pport the Bill.
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HON. E. H. H. HALL (Central) [9.12]*
1 have no desire to record at silent vote on
this question. At the same time I do not
wish to lay myself open for another lecture
by Sir Hal Colebatch through merely exer-
cising Jay undoubted right to speak ini this
Chamber. I think the committee's de-
cision was subject to an undeserved attack
by a member who should have known bet-
tr, one who repeatedly turned round during

the course of his remarks and addressed me
instead of the Chair. I would have risen to
a point of order had not I realised that
the bon. gentleman has had much more ex-
perience in this Chamber and in other places
than I have had. Still he nearly provoked
me to commit a breach of the peace.

The PRESIflENT: The ho". member
should have called attention to the matter
at the time.

Hon. E. H. H. HALL: I dlid not know
that I could do so; at any rate, I was too
upset at the time. As a lady friend of mine
once said-

The PRESIDENT: The question before
the Choir is that the Bill be read a second
time.

lion. E. H. H. HALL: If I am given an
opp~ortunity, I will link up my remarks. We
have just listened to a severe castigation by
Mr. MIann of the hon. gentleman who lee-
tured me the other evening as to wvhat I
should or should not (10. I think that much
of the discussion on this subject, if you,
Sir, will pardon me for saying so, has keen
entirely out of order. We are not here to
discuss the matter of sites; the question is
whether we are prepared to authorise the
Government to commit the State to great ex-
penditure for the erection of public offices.
I recognise, just as much as does any other
member whose duties take him to the de-
partments, the need for better aecomnoda-
Lion. I know that many of our officers are
badly housed and have to work uinder condi-
tions that should not be tolerated. I sym-
pathise fully with them. But I maintain that
their conditions of employment and their
housing conditions could have been improved
years ago, and could be improved now, with-
out committing the State to the expense to
which we are asked to assent. We have
heeni told the Government does not intend
to proceed with the erection of all the build-
ings at once, but that the work will he done
piecemeal. Mly opinion is that the Govern-
nwrnt will be forced to adopt the latter

course. Probably I shall be charged with
narrow-mindedness, but my opinion is that
whilst we as part of the Empire are engaged
iii the terrific struggle and arc faced here
at home with the deplorable position of our
primary producers, a position unparalleled
in the history of the State, this expenditure
on public buildings should not be under-
taken. I symipathise with the public ser-
vants; but I sympathise more keenly with
the men and women in outback portin of
the State who for years have been compelled
to put up with infinitely greater difficulties
and discomforts, in addition to extreme isola-
tion. Is not the time opportune for the Gov-
ernment to consider the position of these
thrice-unfortunate people outback? On
calmer reflection members will, I hope, con-
sider that the present time is not opportune
for the proposed expenditure on office ac-
commodation. Until the financiers of West-
en Australia have given consideration to our
distressed primanry producers on the land. I
am in duty bound to oppose a Hill of this
nature.

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[9.17]: Whatever feeling of warmth has
been introduced into the discussion on the
Bill, I think the House should at least feel
benefited by the fact that the debate has
broughit to light probably a fuller under-
standing of the conclusions arrived at by
the Joint Committee than otherwise would
have been possible. - Sir Hal Colebateli,
using that right which every member
possesses, has seen fit to examine with a
critical eye the evidence given before the
Joint Committee, and has brought out im-
portant and salient points in that connection.
But the very fact of his doing so gave Mr.
Mann an opportunity, on behalf of himself
and other members of the committee, to
prove to Sir Hal Colebatch that there were
other facts which operated to induce the comi-
mittec to make the recommendations it did,
facts which obviously must have been' over-
looked by Sir Hal. Not only is the House
indebted to those lion, members for the care
they have taken in bringing the subject be-
fore us, but each of them may now congra-
tulate the other on having respectively been
able to inform each other of facts which
possibly had ecape1)d their observation pro-
viouslr.

The purpose of the Bill is to excise from a
Class "A" reserve a certain portion of land
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known as the Government Domain. When
the matter was before this Chamber last
session, I in common with other members
took the opportunity to oppose any action
in connection with the matter, and also any
proposed resumption of a spot which I re-
garded as one of Perth's historic land marks.
I have a great reverence for old sites and
old places. Certainly I felt, when the
measure was before us previously, that it
would be something almost in the nature of
desecration to remove from that reserve the
piece of land which it was proposed to re-
move. With other members I opposed the
measure. But apparently the Government
felt a certain amount of urgency in regard
to the matter, and a suggestion was made
and adopted to have a joint committee of
members of each House to examine the sub-
jeet fully. We appointed our quota of the
members of that committee, and I feel that
all the members of the committee have faith-
fully discharged their duty. No one can
make any allegation to the contrary. T
would be the last to suggest that they have
done otherwise. That being the ease, and
following the usual precedent and the usual
,custom when select or other committees have
been appointed, I am constrained1 and feel
compelled, to acquiesce in this joint coin-
anittee's findings. Indeed, I consider it would
be wrong for us to make a departure from
long-established custom even in connection
with at matter of this nature, and in connec-
tion with the excision of this land from a
Class "A" reserve to which I was absolutely
opposed, and to which really I am still
opposed. flowever, I feel bound, having
regard to that established custom, to recog-
nise that I must follow the precedent of
former years.

Hion. C. F. Baxter: Do not you think that
portion of that land should be open to
theP public I

Hom. J. NICHOLSON: That might pus-
-sibly be arranged afterwards.

lon. C. F. Baxter: It should he done now,
in this Bill.

Hion, J. NICHOLSON: I am not, how-
ever, going to submit my acquiescence with-
out making some comment on the Bill, and
on the plan which is attached in the form of
a schedule to the Bill. I observe that a
road is now set out on the plan. That road
was not indicated when the matter was dis-
-cussed last session. The making of the pro-
posed road on the present plan was not

brought to the notice of the House then. I
certainly cannot, from what I have read of
the evidence, see exactly why it is necessary
to make, and have declared, a public road
dividing this land from the adjoining land.

Hon. J1. J. Holmes: One must have a
road into the building surely!

lion. J. NICHOLSON: There are two
roads at the present Lime, one having a front-
ago to St. Goeorge's Terrace, and the other
running down near the waterfront.

Mfembers: No.
Hon, J. NICHOLSON: 1 understood it

went right down to the waterfront. Surely
it could be arranged to provide for a private
road like the well-known private road at
the Anglican Cathedral, where our public
offices now have a frontage. There is no
need that I can see to threw away as a
public road this large portion of land, the
surface of which will pass out of the im-
mediate jurisdiction and control of the Gov-
erment and, if declared as a public road,
a highly valuable piece of land will be lost,
A private entrance can be provided for the
purposes of the building, with the necessary
fence to retain privacy such as there is in
Hay street at the present time in the eawe of
the road I have referred to.

lon. J1. J. Holmes: It is supposed to re-
main open for the use of the people.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: The particular
roadway I refer to is, as bon. members are
aware, protected by posts at the Hay-street
entrance.

The Chief Secretary: You do not want to
perpetuate that kid of thing, surely I

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I do not see the
necessity for driving in there. Anyone de-
siring to visit any office down the proposed
roadway would walk down from the Ter-
race.

Ron. T. Moore: But people drive up the
roadway you speak about-drive right up
to the posts.

Hon. 3. NICHOLSON: In connection
with the proposed road there is no mention
of Government House.

Hon. J. 3. Holmes: There must be a road
either at this end of the block or at the
other endl. If at this end, it would be right
up against Government House.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: There is one
chain of frontage to St. George's-terrace
which will he lost for all purposes.
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The PR ESIDENT:- I suggest to the hon.
member that this is a matter of detail
affecting the Bill and that when we get into
Committee it will be quite competent for
him to move to strike out Suhelause (h).
That would cover the particular point to
which he is referring. Perhaps that aspect
of the question had better be dealt witb in
Committee.

lHon. J. NICHOLSON: I will follow your
suggestion, Sir. I can but express the view
that there arc many matters relating to this
Bill which perhaps can be dealt with more
fully in the Committee stage. In the mean-
time I content myself with supporting the
second reading.

On motion by Hon. J. A. Dimmitt, de-
bate adjourned.

House adjourned at 9.33 p.m.
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QUESTION-PERTH HOSPITAL,

Administrative Costs.

IMr. NEEDHAM asked the Minister for
Health: What was the amount of the ad-
ministrative costs of the Perth Public Hos-
pital (exclusive of the manager's salary)
for the financial year ended June, 1940?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH -re-
plied: The administrative cost of Perth Hos-
pital for the flnaneial year ended June,.
1940, was £10,156.

QUESTIONS (2)-DROUGHT-
STRICKEN AREAS.

Wheat for Stock.

Mr. BERRY asked the Premier: As the'
Government cannot he represented at the
Federal conference on Friday, will he tele-
gralph an urgent request that the Federal
Government through the conference make-
available immediately sufficient money to,
purchase nil wheat necessary to feed dis-.
tressed stock in. Western Australia's
drought-stricken areasY

The PREMTER replied: As requested by,
the Minister for Commerce we have air-
mailed our views regarding the hay and
stock feed position and also particulars of
measures taken or contemplated to cope
with the present position in the wheat in-
dustry. In a communication to-day, Fri-
day's conference is referred to as an emer-
gency meeting and the wider problems are,
to be the subject of a further meeting to be
held shortly.

Relief Measures.

Mr. BERRY asked the Minister for
Lands:- 1, How many sheep and lambs could
the Government acquire and handle in cola
storage at Wynd ham Meatworks or else-
where for canning or other economic pur-
poses to aid the distress caused by drought!
2, Would the Government inquire from the
Royal Commissioner on the pastoral indus-
try, how many sheep, ewes preferably, could
be grazed on unstocked areas in the north
and north-west of Western Australia where
adequate rain has fallen to justify such
transfer9 3, How much 6-row barley for
which the farmers have received only Is.
ld, per bushel remains available for dis-
tribution ais sheep teed (a) in Western
Australia, (bi) in Australia! 4, What ar-
rangements as to price per acre and trans-
port charges have been made to hire bind-
ers which Will not be used by owners this
season in drought-stricken areas, to out hay
in areas more favoured?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, The Wyndham Meatworks could probably

905


