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workers should wait so long for a hearing.
1 understand the judges of the Federal court
expressed regret that they did not have this
particular power. 1 am sorry the Attorney
General is opposing this new elause beeause
it only gives the court discretionary power to
grant a retrospective award when the court
thinks such an award should be granted.

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

Ayes .. P
Noes .. .. .. <. .. . .. o0k
Majority agaiust .. 8
AYES
Mr. Collier Mr. Troy
Mr. Jones Mr. Willcock
Mr. Mullany Mr. O’Loghlen
(Teller.)
Nogs.
Mr, Brouo Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Draper Mr. Money
Mr. Duft Mr. Scaddan
Mr, George Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Harrison Mr. Thomson
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Willmott
Mr. Maley Mr. Hardwick
(Teiler.)

Amendment thus negatived.
Title—agreed to.

Bill teported with amendments and the
report adopted.

RESOLUTION—RETURNED SOLDTERS
AND RAILWAY PASSES.

Council’s Messape.

Message weecived from the Couneil re-
questing concurrenee in the following resolu-
tion:—**That in the opinion of this House
the Government should (1) grant free tran-
sit over the State tramways to cx-members
of the A.LF. who are blinded or totally and
permanently incapacitated, or eligible for
full membership in the Maimed and Limb-
less Men’s Association; (2) and in the event
of the request made by the Federal Exeeu-
tive of the Retorned Soldiers’ League to the
Federal Govermment bheing definitely refused,
grant to cx-members of the A.LF. free rail-
way transit provided that they are _(a)
blinded or totally and permanently incapaci-
tated; (b) immates of or attonding for treat-
ment at military hoapitals, sanatoria,
escent homes, and hostels; (e) eligible for
full membership in the Maimed and Timbless
Men’s Association,”’

BILL-—-PRICES REGULATION ACT
AMENDMENT AND CONTINUANCE,
Messape received from the Cowneil noti-
fying that it had agreed to the amendments
made by the Assembly.

Hougze adjourned at 11,58 p.m,
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isston ...
QUESTION—WHEAT, SUPPLIES FOR

POULTRY FARMERS,

Hon, J. DUFFELL asked the Honorary
Minister: 1, In view of the decision of the
Government to fix the priee of f.a.q. wheat
for local consumption at 9s. per bushel free
on rails metropelitan basis, in the event of
the whent poel Dbeing continued, will such
wheat be sold for poultry feed at the same
price? 2, [f not, why not? 3, What provision
will be made to seec that adequate supplies
of suitable wheat are available for poultry
farmers? 4, At what price will such supplies
be obtainable?

'Fhe HONORARY MINISTER replied: 1,
No. 2, It is anticipated that there will be
sulﬁuent low grade wheat available for use
as feed for poultry. This can be bought
dirces from prowers or from the Wheat
Scheme. 3, Facilities will be afforded poul-
try farmers teo obtain inferior wheat direct
from the growers at prices mutually suitable,
and from the Wheat Scheme at fair doek
from average value of fa.q, pool wheaf.
Whether such supplies will be adequate will
depend on the demand for wheat in com-
parison with demand for substitute feed at
different prices. 4, Answered by No. 3,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Onr motion by Hon. T. Moore, leave of ab-
sence for six consecutive sittings granted to
the Hon. .J. W, Hickey (Ceutral} on the
ground of ill-health.

BILL—PACTORIES AND SHOPS.
Revived.
The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION (Hon.
H. P. Colebatch—East) [4.34]: I move—

That the Committee stage of the Fae-
tories and Shops Bill be revived at the
stage at which the Chairman left the Chair.

Point of Order.

Hon. Sir B, H. WITTENQOOM: I risc to a
point of order. We have a Standing Order
bearing on this motion and it distinctly says
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that a motion ‘‘that the Chairman do now
leave the Chair’’ will, if carried, supersede
the procecdings of a Committee; but the Com-
mittee may on motion after notice be revived
for a future day. Standing Order 99 reads—

No notice of motion shall be given after
the Council shall have proceeded to the
business of the day, as set down on the
Notice Paper, unless by leave of the
Couneil.

it will be within the recollection of mem-
bers that notice of this motion was given
after a comsiderable amount of business had
been done, and in the circumstances I would
point out, though I do not wish to take any
advantage of it or prevent debate in any
way, that it might be as well to be quite
clear as to how we are goiug to proceed.

The PRESIDENT: In answer to the hon.
member, speaking strictly according to the
letter of the Standing Orders, the contention
might have something in it, but it has be-
eome the practice in thia House for notices
to be given during the business of the Howae
and, thercfore, I would not rule the motion
out of order on the gronnd suggested.

Tebate resumed.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
With regard to the point raised by Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom, it would have been a mat-
ter of indifference to me personally if the
point had been taken, and if the motion had
been ruled out of order, because 1 should then
have found it neeessary to give notice to.
morrow, and had that been denid me I
should have given notice for the succeeding
gitting of the Housz, which would have had
the cffeet of hanging up the debate over the
week-end. T have found on many occasions
that the hanging up of a debate over the
week-end has allowed for an expression of
public opinion, and T ean assure the hon.
member that T would have nothing to fear

from an expression of public opinion on this.

question. Therefore it would have snited me
as well ag if the point had been taken. The
motion is intended to meet a very extraordin-
ary and, [ may say, absolutely unprecedented
position that bas arisen as a result of the
motion of yesterday, when the Chairman was
moved out of the Chair. T confess that T
was taken entirely by surprise, and one rea-
gon for my surprise was that it had heen
suggested to me by onc hon. member, who T
presume had some knowledge of the course
that was to be adopted. that it might be de.
sirable, in view of the large number of
amendments on the Notice Paper, that the
Bill should be referred to a select commitiee
of this House for the purpose of arranging
these proposed amendments in a convenient
order, {(onsequently, Y say it was a great
surprige to me to find that such an attitude
should have been taken up. T would ask hon.
members to consider how their action is
likely to appeal to the public. ATter all, we
arc the servants of the publie, and therefore

[COUNCIL.]

are entited to comsider how the public will
regard the action taken by this House. The
course laid down for the consideration of
publie Bills'is well known to hon. members,
The first reading is a purely formal matter,
but the seccond reading is provided for the
aceeptanee or rejection of the principle of
the Bill. That is the object of the second
reading—the aeceptance or rejection of the
prineiple of the Bill. That this is a proper
course must be obvious on the very slightest
vonsideration, beeause if we reject o Bill on
the second reacding, we reject it after debate,
and after having had an opportunity to give
to the publie our reasons for rejeeting the
mengure. What did this 1fouse do in eonnee-
tion with this Bill? The House passed the
second reading of the Bill withont a division,
Amongst all those who spoke there was only
one member who intimated opposition to the
second reading. This hon. member did say
that, if he thought he could get sufficient
support, e would move that the Bill be read
a second time this day six months, Apart
from that, however, members withont sup-
porting the Bill in its entirety and while re-
serving to themselves the right to move
amendments in Committee, approved of the
prineiple of the Bill, and the Bill passed its
second reading without a division. ITow are
the public likely to regard yesterday’s action
after that—to pass the second reading with-
ont a division, adepting the principle at the
time when it was open to members teo give
their reasons for rejeeting the prineiple, and
then at a subsequent stage to throw out the
Bill on a motion that does not permit of
any debate, and when wmembers eannot give
tn the public their reasoms for rejecting the
Bill? | put it to memhers that this a most
extraordinary attitude for a House of review
to adopt. The public will consider it an ex.
traordinary attitude, too. We acecpted the
sceond reading of the measure, after having
had an opportunity to give reasons for and
against the principle of the RBill. Some mem-
bers aceepted the Bill by saying they in-
tended to support the second reading; others
approved of the general principle, but de-
sired to wmake certain amendments in Com-
mittee ; others silently acquieseed in accepting
the principle of the RBill at the stage when
it was open to them o give their reasons
for accepting or rejeeting it

Hon. 8ir E, H. Wittenoom: Did you never
know of a Bill being thrown out on the third

reading ?

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION: Yes;
if is competent on the third reading for mem-
bers to give their reasons for throwing out a
Bill, but after members had aceepted the
principle of this Bill and at a stage when it
was not competent to give their reasons for
rcjecting the Bill, they threw it out. T aask
members to consider how an independent
publie are likely te judge an action of that
kind, whether they are likely to repard it
as being in aecord with the principles of a
Housec of review, T have looked for the
veasons which actuated hon., members in the
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attitude they adopted. Of course they had
ng opportunity to give their reasons yester-
day on a motion which, withont any disre-
pect, might be termed a sand-bagging mo-
tion, The only reasons I have been able to
find are those advanced by Sir Edward Wit-
tenoom in the Press this morning. The hon,
meniber said that he and other hon. members
—which suggests that the matter had beeo
discusscd and considered beforehand

Hon. R. J. Lynn: A caueus meeting !

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: He
and other members supporting him consid-
ered the measure woworkable and not in the
best interests of the community. I submit
that thess would have been cxeccllent reasons,
if they eould have been substantiated, for
throwing out the Bill on the seeond reading.
But in what position do members now place
themselves?  They place themselves in this
position: they approved of the second read-
ing of a Bill which they knew to be unwork-
able and contrary to the best interests of the
community. They were not prepared to give
their reasons why they thought it unwork-
able or contrary to the best interests of the
community, They approved of the second
reading when they could have given their
reasons, and threw the Rill oot at a stage
when they could not give their reasons. They
could not have given their reasons yesterday
evon if they had desired so to do.

Houw. J. J. Holmes: You introduced the
Bill to the Hounse and then gave notice of
57 amendwments,

The MINISTER FOR TDUCATION: (
shall come to that poiut.  'T'he hon. member,
with his usual exapgeration, says ‘T gave
notice of 57 amendments. [ lhave not given
notive of 57 amendments, but I shall deai
exhaunatively with the question of the amend-
ments which [ have put forward and with
the utterly improper amendments that had
ne right to be put on the Notice FPaper,
added by members to ereate an atmosgphere
which might justify the unpreeedented
attitude they took up,

Hon. J. Duffell: You have given notice
of 19 amcudments,

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION: Mr.
Lovekin said if he could get members to
gupport him, he would move that the Bill
he read a segond time this day six months.
Nis attitude one can understand and respect,
even though one does not agree with it. But
the position is catirely different as regards
those membera who approved of many of the
prine¢iples of the Bill, and expressed warm
sympathy with some portions of the Bill and
" declared their intention of trying to secure
an amendment of other povtions of it, and
whn then, by this vote on which they were
not allowed to give their rcasons, set ouf to
destroy the Bill, They are in an entirely
different position, as are also those members
who silently aequiesced in the passing of the
second reading, when they had an oppor-
tunity to tell the pullic and their constitu-
ents why they approved of the Bill, and then
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sought to throw it out in a way in which
their reasons could not be questioned.

Hou, J. Duffell: Did you say something
ahout a somersault?

The MINISTER TOR FEDUCATION: |
did not say anything about g somersault,

Hon. A. H. Paaton: The hon. member has
got that on his mind,

Hon. J. Duffell: 130 not make any mistake
ihout that.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: Lt
was also said by Sir Edward Wittenoom tn
the I'ress that it was the intention of those
who voted with him to introduce another Bill
aiming not only at the carly closing of shops,
Lut at other matters affecting indunstrial con-
ditions What arc we to assume from that?
That this Bill, which has received the care-
tul eonsideration for a peried of years of the
department charged with its administration
—n department not of partial men, but of
impartial men familinr with their wark; a
department Who have ecseaped publie eritic-
ism on every side, who have been commended
from all sides for the way in which they
carry out their work—this Bill, which is the
work of that departwient, which is a Bill
whereon the officers of the Crown Law De-
partment have spent many hours and even
many days, a Bill to which a seleet com-
mittec of the Legislative Assembly gave sev-
eral weeks, this Bill is te be east aside, and
in its place is to be substituted o Bill drafted
apparently on the spur of the moment by
Sir Edward Wittenoom and his supporters,
Is it likely that that Bill is going to be a
more  perfeet ingtrament than the one we
have now before ns, or that that Bill will
lend itself more readily te amendments in
the interests of the community generally
than the one we bave before usf  Is it likely
that n Bill of that kind would meet with o
cordiul reception in another place, especially
after this Ifouse had, in o manner that T
repeat is ahselutely without precedent, turned
down the Bill on which the scleet committee
of another place had spent a great deal of
time—a Bill which canc to vs, not 28 the
reanlt of close divisions in another plnce—
and this is a point that is worth the while
of hon, memhers to keep in mind—but with
the general approval of all parties in an-
other place? T do not say for one moment
that everybody in another place pgot eox-
actly what he wanted in that Bill, That was
not the case, and that never will be the case
as long as we have parties. Iowever, the
Bill cume to uws with the general approval
of another place, and the circumstances of
the ease were not sueh ag might justify this
House in taking extraordinary action. 'The
ease would be entirely different if the Bill
came to us from a bare majority in
another | place, and on the eve of a
general election, when the House might say
it was justified in throwing out the Bill so
that the electors might have an opportunity
of declaring what their wishes really are.
But, T repeat, this Bill ¢came to ns with the
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general approval of another place. ls it

likely that another place would he prepared

to s.e that Bill tossed incontinently aside and
in its place some other measure, 2 measure
aiming not only at the carly closing of shops,
but at wmuny other matters affecting indus-
trind conglitions, aml projonnded by Sir kKd-
ward Wittenocom and his friends?

Hon. R. ... Lynu:  Was net another Bill
similar to this rejected on another occasion?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: L
will explain to the hon, wember what hap-
pened amd how the llouse fook sgomewhat
siwilar action and how then members pleaded
with the Minister in eharge of the Bill to re-
instate it so as to get them out of the hole
in which they {ound themselves.

Hon. J. Canninghom: Not forgetting your
own action,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: L
was not in the louwse then.

Ilon. J. Cunningham : Yoo were in this
House last session. .

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: The
hon, member is labouring under 2 delusion.
The ondy other oeeasion on whieh a Factor-
ies and Shops Bill was dealt with bere in the
manner surgested by Mr, Lyan was o 1902,

Non. J. Cunningham:  What about the
Bill last session!

The MIXNISTER FOR EDUCATION: I
Lave already explained that T introdveed that
Bill and cndeavoured to get it through, and
that when I found the opposition to it toe
strong I withdrew it. | would submit, how-
ever, that a Bill deaftel in the circumstances
suggested by Sir Edward Wittenoom s not
likely to b eatisfactory to members of this
House.

Hun. A,
Bill

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION: We
will come to that point later. Of course [
do not vt know what that Bill is. 1f my
motion is rejected—whichk 1 sincercly hope
it will not be

The PRESTDENT: Tt wonld be better for
hon, memhors to confing themselves to the
action of the [Movse in rejecting the Will in
the asanner in which that has been done,
aud (v the possible reinstatement of the
measure.  The meritg of  the Bill have
atresuly been fully disenssed on the second
reading.

The MINISTER FOR EDUVCATION: 1
gquite understand that, Mr. Presilent; but 1

Fovehin: It ia part of your own

did not think | was offending in drawing
altention to the 1epsens given by Hir
Fdward Wittenoom for the aetien which

I'ns been taken.

The PRESIDENT: That subject is gradu-
ally heiug intredueed, and 1 wish it to be
aveided.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: If
the veasons given by Rir Edward Witfcnoom
were grood reasons, then there would be little
chaner for this motion of mine, Tf they
were bad reasons, then [ take it this meotion
will be agreed to. Yn regard to the proposal

(COUNCIL.]

that snother Bill should be put up, [ would
like to remind the House fhat it will be im-
rossible to put up a Bill whichh would take
the place of this #ill, ene of the reasons
being that reveaue shall be provided suili-
cient to carry on the administration of the
measire, This Houae could net initiate legis-
lation of that kind. This House could not
puet up oo Bil which waonld provide revenue
for the earrving on of the administration of
the measure. Lhat feature of the Will, th.re-
fore, which js one of its most important
features, and a feature in practice, T believe,
in every Stat: of the Commonwealth, woull
have to be abandoned even if the vourse sus-
aestodl by Sir  Edward Wittenoem  were
agreed upon. [ would ask hon, members very
seriously  to consider the position of thia
House aa n Houwse of review il the course
suggested s adopted --to pass the  seeomd
reading of a Bill without a division, then to
throw the Bill out on 2 meotion whith ¢m-
not be dehated, and then to introdece an-
ofher Bill to serve some of the purpose of
the il which has heen  rejected. The
nearest paraliel that T can find to the aetion
taken yvesterday was in conneetion with the
Factories and Shops Bill introduced in 1902;
but even there the pesition was widely if-
ferent.  That 141, so far from hine earried
on the second reding without a division aml
ap: arently  with  the geoneral approval of
wmembers, was hotly contested on the second
roading. A motion was submitted that the
Bill b read a second time that day six
months, and that motion was defeated by 15
votes to 11, the seconil reading being car-
ried. T do mot propose to quote from the
debate of 1902, but I should like to direct the
attention of hon. membhers to o passage of
Bir Edward Wittenoom’s speeeh on that oe-
casion. The hon. gentleman was over-flowing
with the milk of human kindness, and was
full of sympathy for the toilers.

Tlon, Sir B. Wittenoom: e always i

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
[Towever, he was afraid that the Government
were going too far.  Sa he voted for the
second reading, and then subscquently he
voted for the sand-bagging motion  which
threw the Bill out. o that the hon. mem-
her is quite consistent in his inconsistency.
What bappened in 1902 was that when the
seeontd reading had been ecarried the 13ill was
taken into Committee.  One of the first
¢lanses in the Bill was the interpretation
¢lause. When the Commitiee came to the in-
terpretation of the word *ffactory,”’ a mo-
tion, which was quite eonsistent with the at-
titicle a number of hon. members had taken
up previously and for which they had given
their reasons—and this fact makes the position
then entirely different from the one with which
we are faeed to-day—a motion was moved
that the definition of ‘‘factory’’ should be
struck oul. The definition was struck ont,
and the Minister in eharge of the Bill then
moved to report progress, an entirely reason-
able and proper thing to do, becanse a very
serious alteration had been made in the Bill.
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The Committee on that oeccagion refused to
allow the Minister to report progress, and
an hon. member moved ‘‘That the Chair-
man Jeave the Chair.’’ That motion was car-
ried by 12 votes to mine, and the report of
the proecedings concludes with these words,
““and the Bill lapsed.””  Now, the Minister
on that oceasion did not take the action that
1 have taken now, and he refused to take it
for this reason, that the House, having
struck omt the definition of *‘factory,’” had
taken the responsibility  of  destroying
an essential feature of the Bill. 'Lhe Minister
gaidy; “*The Government regard this Bill as
an important Bill''—as the present Giovern-
nient regard the present Bill--"*and [ am
wot prepared to allow this Chamber to muti-
late the Government’s Bill; and therefore 1
do not propose to reinstate it.”’ Then Lhose
very members who had voted the Chairman
ool of the Chair, and thereby destroyed the
Bill, were not long in discovering the diin-
cult position in which they had placed them-
selves.  They were not Jong in discovering
that that was not the sort of action which
wid expreeted from a Chamber of review, and
they pleaded with the Minister to reinstate
the BRill.

Hon, 4, 7, Holmes: Have you got the plea?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: Yes,
¢ the houn. member looks up ‘‘Hansacd’’
for 1902 he will find it all, The Minister
of that «day finally was prevailed upon to
pive notice of motion that the Bill be rein-
statwl; but when the time came for him fo
move that motion, he refused to do se, and
for the same reason. A private member of
the Council then pave notice of motion for
the reinstatement of the Bill, That private
member's motion was earried, and the very
iwendwers whe had moved the Chairman out
of the  C(hair, and for the time heing had
destroyed the Bill, reinstated the measure.
They proceeded with  its  consideration by
atriking out all the references to factories
aml passing the Early Closing Act as we have
it to-dny, with onc or two amendments to
which T referred in moving the seeond read-
ing of this Bill, That is the nearest parallet
I enn find to the action which has heen taken
on thiz occasion, but T must point ont again
how far it is from being an exaet parallel
to the action taken in that case. The mem-
hers who took that action in 1902 gave their
reasons on the second reading, and hotly con-
tested the prineiples of the Bill to which
they objected. On this occasion the objee-
tion was not taken on the sceond reading.
On that oecasion, the Chairman having been
moved out of the Chair, the Bill waa sub-
sequently reinstated, and the House satisfied
itself with knocking owt those eclauses to
which it objected. On this occasion some-
thing of an ontirely different character is
econtemplated. T drew attention when mov-
ing the seeond reading of the Bill—and I
intended even before you had spoken, Mr.
President, to avoid any referenée to the Bill
itself, .but this much T think T may be en-
titled tn say—to the faet that our factories
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legislation is obsolete. I do not want te
offend in any way against the principles
of debate, and I do not know that I am not
out of order in referring to the motice of
motion which Mr. Lovekin has given this
afternoon, I may say that all that I had in
wy mwind, and all that hon, members had in
their minds, sugrests that vnless my motion
ia agreed to and the Bill procceded with, all
that portion of the measure referring to fae-
torics is to be passed out.

FHon, A, Lovekin: That is right.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: 1
ask hon, membhers to bear in mind that our
existing factories legislation was passed in
1904 and has not been amended sinee, There-
fore the rejection of my motion, in view of
the hon. member’s statement, will be tanta-
mownt Lo n declaration by this House that
the factory legislation which was good
enough in 1904 is good enough to-day.

Hon. A, Lovekin: Not at all.  wWe want to
sce that the country has a chance of getting
factories established here.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: The
lon, member would seek to delete ali that
portion of the Bill referring to factories.
For that reason I say that the rejection of
my motion wounld be tantamount to a re-
fusal on the part of the Homse to consider
amending factories legislation, that is to say,
to consider legislation amending a Factories
Act passed in 1804 and not since amended.
Tf hon, members like to take up that atti-
tode, the responsibility of course is with
them.

Hon. J. K. Dodd: They take the business
of the House entirely out of the hands of
the Government.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
Quite so. The present Early Closing Act was
passed in 1802, Tt is 18 ycars old; and al-
thouph it has been amended since in twao
directions, those amendments have been eom-
paratively small and unimportant, The legis-
Iation generally is the legislation of 1402.
Now [ would like to refer to the number of
amendinents on the Netice Papor, Amongst
thoze amendments are no lesz than 27 to
strike out whole clauses, With all respect
T submit to you, Mr. President, than an hon.
member has no right to put on the Notice
Paper a notice to strike out a clange, Amend-
ments put on the Notice Paper should be
amendments which hon. members intend to
move. No hon. member, T contend, has the
right to put on the Notice Paper something
that he knows perfectly well he eannot move.

Hon, A, Lovckin: It is only fair to give
the Minister notice of what one proposes.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
What would become of our Notice Paper
if every member thought it incumbent
upon him to put on that Notiee Paper some-
thing to show how he is going to vote on
every question that comes before ns? The
Notiec Paper ig intended to show what an
hon. member is going to move, and it is
not competent for an hon, member .to move
that a clause be struck out,
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llon. A. Lovekin: They were just put uon
to lot you see what was intended,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION : 1
never asked for them, and I thank no one
for having put them on. They have been
put on the Notice Paper in violation of
the proper prineiples of the Notice Paper.
They had no right to be put on, and the
cffeet of putting them on is simply to load
up the Notice Paper aud so appear to
justify the extraordinary and unprecedented
coenduct that has taken place.

Hon. A. H. Panton: They did not give
youn notice of what they were going to do
yesterday, did they?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
Searecly. Tn regard to the other amend-
ments, Mr. Holmes has referred to the
amendments which I proposed to move. 1
told the House on the second reading that
amendments made in the Chamber itself
are not satirfactory : that is to say,
although they express the meaning of the
House clearly enough, it often happeus
that they conflict in some way with other
¢lauses, and so it is highly desirable that
amendments made in the Housa should. if
possible, be subjeeted to review. T told
the House on the second reading that the
action of another place in the appointment
of a select committee and in the amending
of the Bill set up a necessity for close
scrutiny by the Crown Law Department
and the depurtment charged with the ad-
ministration of the Act; not with the in-
tention of in any way altering the decisions
of the seloet committee of another place,
exeept in so far as they might be altered
by the deliberate vote of this Ilouse, but
to correct small mistalkes which might lead
to misunderstanding. With a hig Bill such
us this, these errors are bound to creep in.
Of the 40 odd amendments which I placed
on the Notice Faper, only three or four
affected the Bill in principlee.  The rest
were all to correct mistakes and avoid mis-
understandings which might arise.

Hon. Sir B. H. Wittenoom: Why did
they do that in another place?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: 1
rannot say.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Why do
vou send the Bills down properly?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION : [
do not send them down at all; they are
sent up to me. However, that is the posi-
tion in regard to the amcndments which 1
placed on the Notice Paper. Those amend-
ments, with only three or four cxceptions,
did not alter the Bill in any way, and those
oxceptions were deliberately aimed at giv-
ing just consideration to those cases in
regard to which petitions have heen sub-
mitted to tha House, particularly in regard
to small shopkeepers and mixed businesses.
Apart from them there was not any amend-
ment involving an alteration of principle,
Are we to sssume that because three or
four membors place on the Notice Paper a

not

not

| COUNCTL.]

large number of amenflments, many of a
trivial eharacter amd others which should
not be on the Notice Paper, the Bill cannot
he dealt with thig session?

Ton. A, Lovekin: That is not guite cor-
rect,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
What is the justification for the action
taken! I have to look, hon, membors will
have to look for some justification for an
action never hefore taken in this Chamber.

Hon. J. Duftell: It would not be easy to
justify some of your actions.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
I gather that some hon. members find a
justifieation for that action in the large
number of amendments onYthe Notice
Paper. If that be the case, and if the
principle were to be accepted, then when-
ever a Bill came before the House it wonld
only be neecssary for half a dozen wmemnbers
who oppesed it to load up the Notiee Paper
with amendments, many of them of a trivial
character, and declare that in view of the
number of amendments it would be futile
to proveced with the conszideration of the
Bill, I recognisc that probably seme hon,
members whe veted the (hairman out of
the Chair may have done so because they
were not prepared to consider the Bill at
that time; if =o, it ix quite eompetent for
them to vole in an opposite dircetion now.
But T make this final appeal: that this
House is a House of review. If we are to
abandon  our funetions as a House of
review and say we are going to reject
and then re-initinte legislation, we can
hardly expect that that legislation will re-
ecive very vordial consideration in another
place. -

Tlon. X, Lovekin: It is a part of their
oW

The MINISTER 1OK EDUCATION: T
do not know how many membera of this
House are aequainted with the Bill which
the hon. member intends to put forward.
Apparently he desires that that Bill shall
he taken eognisanee of by hon. members
in order that it may influence them in their
vote on this motion, that they should tnrn
down this motion heecause they are promised
something else from Mr. Lovekin, T do not
know hew many memhers ara aware of
what it is whielh Mr. Lovekin promises
them.

Hon. A. Lovekin: Thev all know it.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION : T
know nothing of it. The hon. member did
tell me one or two things yesterday, one of
which would put our legislation in regard
to sheps a long way hchind what it is to-
day. That i all I know about it, and from
what T know of it T am not prepared to
reject the opportunity for putting a well-
considered Bill on the Notice Paper merely
because some other Bill is to be presented
by Mr. Lovekin,

Heon, J. Cornell: **I agked for bread and
ve gave me 3 stone.’’
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The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION :
What will be the position of the 1louse in
the eyes of the public if, having aceepted
a Bill on the secomd reading, they then
throw it out on a motion which cannot be
discussed ! What interpretation is te be
placed upon an action of that kind? There
is bat one, sind ong which T am sare is not
in accord with the feelings of the majorvity
of the House.

Hon. 8ir K. L. WITTEXOQOM (XNorth)
[5.7] We have listened with a great deal of
interest to the sophistival remarks whieh have
fallen from the leader of the House, but be-
youd the fact that he has given a very fine
display of the uumsual quadity oF his clo-
quence and his fine control of the FEnglish
language, 1 do not think his arguments have
heen at all eonvineing.,  1le started by telling
us how the Bill would affect the publie. He
pretends not fo understund why the action
taken yesterday was taken; he pretends to
b jgrmorant of that, whilst he knows perfeetly
well what the reasons were that indueed
members  to act as they did.  He has
told us of all the forms which the Bill is sup-
poscd to go through. They were already
familiar to hon. members. It will be within
the reeollection of all that although the sce-
onel reading was put through on the voices--
and [ should like to say, incidentally, that 1
didl not vote for the second reading and that
I was not in the Chamber when it was passed.
Nor was 1 in accord with the second reading,
ami therefore [ am not inconsistent in the
action 1 have taken. Nor do 1 consider that
those who passed the second reading on the
voiees dare inconsistent " either; because they
have found out that the Bill, which nobedy
ean explain, is not suited to the requirements
of the country and, instead of making a fur-
ther mistake, they have hal sense enough to
review their action and afford a farther op-
portunity for discussion before the Bill he-
comes law. That is oue of the reasons for
their later action. The reasons are perfeqtly
plain.  In the opinion of a good many, and
of myself in particular, the Bill is not one to
meet the requirements of the State. TIn the
first place, it ig an ill-considered Rill. The
hon. memher asked just now how we eould
think of throwing out such a well-considered
measnre: and in the next breath, he told us
that he had 40 amendments to make to if.
The Bill ecome from another place, where
hawrdly any hon, member understood it. This
is the well-considered mensure! When we
diseuss it with members of this House it ia
found that hardly anyone understands it, and
even of those friendly towards it one or two
have said it is very eomplicated and that one
never knows where one phase beging and an-
other comes in. The publie, when they know
the truth, will say that this House is a House
of roview and has tried to review a Bill that
came from another plaee but found it such a
mixture of impossibilitics that it was im-
practicable to make anything of it. Tn econ-
sequenee, rather than the Bill should go for-
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ward ifter the second rending, the House de-
vided to take the only nlternative left and deal
with it in another way; and provided also
that rather than the country should go with-
out the particular amendments required, an-
other Bill should be jutroduced.  The hon.
niember asks what sort of o Bill wo are pre-
pared to introduce, and what sort of a re-
coption it would get in another place. L
know that in another place it would he
kicked out, beeauvse the Government would be
Jealons of this Tlouse preparing a Bill that
sviteil the country. No Rill that went to
another place from here in those circum-
stuces would he received. At the same time,
there is no reason why we should not try to
suggest to the Government what is required.
[ want to deal with the Bill, T do not want
to «drag hon, members through what hap-
pened 18 years age. T do not want to camou-
flrge this business by telling the House what
was dene by Sir Edward Wittenoom muny
vears ago, andl what sort of a apeech he maile.
I want to come to the Bill before ns, and
sy it is a Bill which no reasonable sct of
business men could possibly accept.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member must
confing himself to a diseussion of the action
of the Honse, not of the Bill.

Hon. Sir B. H. WITTENOOM: T am try-

-ing to give reasons why the action, which was

so ohjectionable to the leader of the Honse,
was resorted to. It was Dbeeause the Bill
vontained utterly impossible provigions. There
is a number of reasous, but T cannot go into
them all, beeause you have ruled that it would
not _he right, andt your decision iz perfectly
correet,  One of the most important reasons
is that there are in the Bill so many condi-
tions hedging about those who own factories
that industry would be stilled and noboly
ofher than a fool wonld put & penny into
factory—at all evonts, not if he had to carry
ov that factory in aceordance with the pro-
visions of the Bill. Qur objeet is to en-
courage factories, to encourage people to de-
velop industry and to invest their mouey
therein. The Bill would stiflc exacetly what we
wish to see fostered. .Amongst other things
it interferes with the existing privileges of
n eertain elass of people. T could give many
rensons why the Rill sheuld not be conaidered,
hut the main reason is that those membhors
who the leader of the House thinks were in-
eonsistent in voting for the sccond reading
and afterward for the moving of the Chair-
man out of the Chair, have since considered
the Bill more fully, have had sufficient
strength of mind to recognise that they made
an error in allowing the second reading to
fro through an the voices, nnd in consequence
they have corrected that orror in the onlv
possible way it could he done. I agrea with
the hor. memher that it was not the sort
of methed that would wnsually be adopted.
Mr. Panton is always smiling and interject-
ing. I do not suppose he is in aceord with
what T say.

Hon, A. H. Panton: Not a hit,

.
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Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENQOM: Becaunse
e hus only been interested in two classes
sinee he hag been here, He was, however,
sent here to consider all classes of people in
the country, not only two. We want Bills
to enit everyone as well as the worker. We
have to consider the proprictor, the man
who has invested his money. We have to
study all ¢lasses of the community and it is
necessary, to do that, that we should give
more attention than was proposed to a Bill
like thia, The Bill contains about 160
ciauges. It was almost rushed through

this House on the second reading. 1
was astounded when I found ou read-
ing the aewspaper that it had gowe

through on the voices without further dis-
vusgion. Une or two hon. members, sueh as
Mr. lolmes, spoke against it, but the ma-
jority of us did not realise what it meant.
In these cireumstances hon. members took
the only course they could, which I agree
was ot one that anyone would adopt if they
had an alternative. What T would suggest
is that, if the leader of the 1louse dves not
carry his motion, a new Bill be breught
down by the Government embodying some-
thing which is comprechensible.  This Bill is
absolutely incomprehensible. To say it is a
well vonsidered Bill is an insult to the peo-
ple who had anything to do with it. The
Bill is a conglomeration of conditions which
would never work, and in certain circum-
atances would be of the very preatest hard-
ship to the community. Many of us, and all
who took part in the division yesterday, are
in aceord with the main principles of the
Bill, We have every desire to make -the
working people in factories, workshops and
anywhere else as comfortable as possible,
but we have to look at two sides of the
question. If we are to develop the resources
of thig ecountry we must have Bills that suit
both sides and not Bills that suit only one
pide. The leader of the House says that the
House will be taking a pgreat responsibility
if it rejects his motion. If there is any
loss to the community by this Bill being
thrown out, the Government must take the
greatest responsibility for having sent down
the Bill in the condition it is in. That is
the position we want to take up, The Bill
has been sent dewn fo wuws, and therefore,
there is no tespongibility wpon this House in
the matter. We say that this House, which
ia a House of roview, has reviewed the Bill
carefully and feund it an impessible Bill,
What is the use of one member bringing in
30 amendments, another 50 amendmcents, and
another 10, and calling them all a Bi? By
the time we had got these amendments into
shape and worked as bard as possible, a week
or twoe would have elapsed. Then probably

another place would not agree with a great
deal of what we had done, and the conse-
quenee would be that no Bill would be
pasacd this session. The leader of the House
said Be wanted the reasons for our action.
There i one solid reason for it, namely, that

[COUNCIL.]

theBill is a hopeless Bill, Nothing can be done
with it by way of amendment. The responsi-
bility of sending the Bill down is entirely im
the hands of the Government in another
place. They cannot expect us to saddle our-
selves with a Bill whiek we do not think will
be in the best intercsts of the country, As
it was passed inadvertently on the second
reading and was reconsidered, the only pos-
sible method of changing the position was
by adopting the course that was taken yester-
duy. [ shall vote against the motion.

Hon, J. DUFPFELL (Metropaliton-Subur-
ban) [5.20]: I listened with a great deal
of attention to the remarks of the leader of
the 1iouse, hoping that he would be able to
give us an explanation of the attitude which
ke adopted yesterday. I regret to say he did
not enlighten me in any way. He referred to
the extraordinary action taken by this [{ouse
on the Bill, but I ¢ontend that the attitude
talken by the Ilouse was not nearly so extra-
ordinary as that adopted by the leader when
the Order of the Day was called on yester-
day afterngon. Three minutes before you,
8ir, were asked te leave the (hair for the
purpose of considering Order of the Day
No. 1, that is the Factories and Shops Bill,
in Cowmittee, we had handed round to us an

. addendum to the XNotice P’ajer containing

ahout 49 amendments to be moved by the
Icader of the Ilouse. The thought occurred
to me immediately that this was a (lovera-
ment Bill sent down to us from another
place and that the member of the Govern-
ment in this Ilouse, the leader of the 1louse,
was going to move 49 amendments to it, and
was asking us to give immediate conaidera-
{ion to them. Thig was a most extraordinary
uction. The action that T would have con-
sidered suitable would have been for the
teader of the House, when Order of the Day
No. 1 was called, to have asked that this
Order of the Day be postponed to cnable
miembers to consider these 49 amendments
and tabulate them and see how far they
improved, or otherwise, the Bill we hai under
vonstderation.  The cextraordinary asetion of
the leader of the Tlouse on that oveagion is
on & par with other extraordinary actions of
his on previons oceasions. T have here a
volnme of the Minutes of Yroccedings of this
Ffouse for the yepr 1914-15, in which I find
that even Mr. Colebatch——

The PRESIDENT: The Minister for Edu-
cation,

Hon, }. DUFFELL: Moved in a similar
dircetion to that which he now considers a
most extraordinary aection, with regard to
nmendments being placed on the Notice
Paper. He said  that the action on
that oceasion was one without pre-
vedent. T  contend that the action
uof the Minister for Edueation is also
without precedent, at any rate within
my knowledge as a member of this Chamber,
As representative of the Government the
Minister places 49 amendments on the Notice
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I'aper, which we had not actually
had ue opportunity of knowing anything
whout, and three minutes after we had
received the adilendum he moved that you,
Sir, do leave the Chair tor the purpose of
eonsidering the Bill in Committee,

The Minister for JBducation:
move anything of the kind.

lon, J. DUFFELL: 1t was the first Order
of the Day. 'The leader of the Uouse had 49
iwnemlments to tiee Bill on the addendum and
then aitlowed yon, Sir, to leave the Chair, and
expeeted us to know exactly what he had
placed on the Notiee Paper. Such an action
wits unprecedente:l and certainly warranted
the stop talen by members of this House.

he Minister for Mdueation: Which you

seen and

1 did not

devide-l upen  before you knew anything
about it.
ot W, DUFFELL: The leader of the

lHouse does ot know what he is talking
abunt.
he has muade. | think I shal succeed in con-
vineing the leader ot the llouse, it he is open
te eomviction, that e kas on more than one
coewom pertormed most extraordinary ae-
fums, [ do not desire to refer to the action
e took when he was appointed leader of
the tjovernment, and will leave that out al-
together.  Since he has heen leader of the
Hou:e [ say that on more than one occasion
his actions bave been most extraordinary in
regard to measures which have been sent up
trom another Chamber.

The PRESIDENT: The actions of the
Minister are not under consideration.

Iton. J. DBUFFELL: With all due respect
to youn, Sir, | have to teply to the statcments
which have been made by the leader of the
House with regard to onr actions of yester-
day. That is what I am endenvouring to
detend.

The Minister tor ducation:
best reply you ean put up?

Hon, JJ. DUVFELL: I remember an ocea-
sion when the leader of the House eommitted
an act in connection with his duotics as a
pressman which will never be forgotten in
this State, Does he want anything further
than that! Tf we were to talk ahout ae-
tions. =

"The PRESIDENT: The hon, gentleman
must not persist in this line of argument.

Ion. ). DUFFELL: Al right, Mr, V'resi-
dent, 1 will go on with the motion before us.
1 have plenty to say upon that. We had
wmiler cousideration, at the time that this
aetion was taken, a Bill which was supposed
to be a Bill having reeeived the consideration
of members of another place. Ft had also
been referred to o seleet committee of an-
other place and was sent on to us. We spent
hours over this Bill; I say with certainty
that 1 have never spent more time on any
Bill than T have spent on this ginee it was
received by this House.

Hon. A. H. Panton: It got on your nerves,

Hon J. DUFFELL: Tt necither got on my
nerves nor into my affections.

[s that the

He has ne ground for the statement .
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tion, A, tL Panton interjected. .

Hon. J. DUFFELL: The bon. member is
probably relerring to a petition that is on
the Table of the House. The hon. member
himself directed a Minister of Wesley
Church, Perth, to sec me with the ohject
of my presenting this petition before Par-
liament, } Jay that against him as a charge.
Knowing that lhe wants to make that an
exeuse that 1 am favouring Chinese because
| have laid this petition on the Table of the
[fouse, 1 take his remarks for what thay
e worth, aml that iz nothing at all, The
Bill is supposed to Le onc to heal the wues
that the Labour party and every other party
in the State are subject to at present. In
other words it is a Bill that iw going to pres-
age the dawn of the millenium, That is Mer.
Panton’s contention and that of those who
are supporting him. It is a Bill that is
going to work womders,

Hon, A, H. Panton: | Jdid not say that.

Hon. J. DUFKFELL: There is one part of
the Bill whieh is to provide Tor the aholition
of the late shopping night. [ am entirely
n aceord with that, .

The PRESIDENT: | ask the hon. mem-
ber not to diseuss the details of the Bill,
which have already heen diseussed on the
second rerding.

tlon. .1, DUFFELL: { am giving reasons
for my action yesterlay. It is upon that
I must make myself understood. I have been
sent to this "hamber by the people of the
metropolitan-subnrban area, and it is in
their interests that I speak and not to please
certain hon. members.  Anything that will
have for jts objeet the abelition of the late
shopping night will receive my attention. Tt
was with that objeet in view that another
Bill has been printed sinve to take the place
of thisz Bill, and to afford an opportunity of
placing an the slatnte-book a2 measure which
will abolish the late shopping night and re-
lirve the people who are siffering at present.
If this Bill is allowed to come on with nearly
200 amendments to it on the XNotice Paper,
I am vonvineed—-T helieve the leader of the
Housy in his inncrmoest heart knows that
thiz is so  there will he no possibility of the
3l being dealt with, and the amendments
wade by this Chamber accepted by another
ifonse,

The Minister for Eduenation: T know noth-
ing of the kind.

Hon, T. DUFFELY: There are many things
you do not kuow, hmt we will tall you by
dcgrees,

The -PRESIDENT: Will the hon, member
kindly address the Chair?

Hon, J. NUFFELL: The leader of the
House drew me off the track.

The Minister for Fdueation: I rise to a
point of order. The hon. member has made
an absolutely false accusation against me, T
simply deny it.

Hon. J, DUFFELL: In what regard?

The Minister for Fdueation: It was an ab-
solutely false aceusation.
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. lten. J. DUFFELL: In what regard? 1
do not know to what the Minister refers. [
bave net made any accusation against him,

The PRESIDENT: Does the Minister for
Education wish- eertain words to be with-
drawn or contradicted?

The Minister for Education: No.

The PRESIDENT;: The hon. member may
proceed,

tlon. J. DUFKELL: This Bill with nearly
200 amendments to it is brought down to us
for comgideration. A great many of these
amendments  will  require a  considerable
amount of study. I am given to understand
it iy the inteution of the Governmeat to close
the session on the 10th of tlus month. That
being so, what possible hope have the Gov-
ernment of getting the Bill through under
present @ircumstances? Iven if we put it
through, what chance is there of another
place  giving  its  concurrence to  the
amendments we ake here, and of the
Bill passing through  all  its  steges
and  being  placed on  the statute-book?
No more hope than the Minister for Fducu-
tien has of .flying to heaven this afternoon.
The lender of the Ilouse referred to the
sction that was taken yesterday as most
extraordinary. The action that we took on
that occagion was not in opposition to the
abolition of the late shopping night, the
definition of small shops, or the amcliora-
tion of the conditions of the people
whom the muasure aimed to assist. [ go
further than that when 1 draw attention to
the petitions which have been coming in
ty thia Chamber. We have at present
petition signed by 8,647 persons. Names
arce rolling in at the rate of 300 per day, and
these are not yolicited, 'There are no repre-
sentatives of uny party going round in an
endeavour to secure additional nauwes. If
this Rill goes ou for consideratiou, beforc
long 1 shall have a further petition to
present which will eontain 16,000 nanes of
personts who claim that the measure will be
inconvenient to them.

Lan. J. Cornell: You will go down fo
posterity as the member for petitions,

Hon. J. DUFFELEL: We are asked to give
turther vonsideration to this Bill, and if
that is the honest wish of the leader of the
Houge he has not gone about it in the best
wuy to pet us to do so. | can go ou for n
considerable time; T have many notes of
matters which [ eonld deal with. However,
1. have made it clear that the object we had
in view in voting agninst the Bill yesterday
afternoon was not to introduce a monegy
Bill—that is the wsual gag—but a measure
that would have for its object, in a few
clauses, the abolition of the late shopping
night, the definition of a small shop, and
one or two other sinall matters, leaving an
opportunity for the further consideration
of the Fuactories Bill during next scasion
of Parliament. T have no alternative but
to continue the attitude T adopted yester-
day and vote against the Bill, with the
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object of securing another Bili, ns L have
already indicated.

Hon. . STEWART (South-East) [5.33]:
[ have listened to the lecader of the Housc
and, although he said » great deal, he did
not give an adeqnate reply to those mem-
bers who moved the Chairman out of the
Chair ycsterday afternoon. Any member of
the House who considers to the full his
duty te, and the dignity of, thie House
must feel that he has ample justifieation
for the action taken en that oecasion. Con-
sidering the nature of this measure and the
faet that the leader of the Flouse was
apparently unable to give members certain
information which was asked for during
the second reading debate—

The Minister for Edueation: Regarding
what !

Hon. H, STEWART: Regarding certain
sections of the Bill. 1Under the ruling of
the Presideut it wounld not be right to give
dctails, but all members know, as the Min-
ister knows, that he was not prepared to
indicate what wore the definite meanings
of certain portions of the Rill, The measure
was dealt with by a seleet committee in
auother plaee, anil members in this Iouse
lind very little time to read the report of
that eommittee and at the same time deal
with the sceond reading of ithe Bill. Only
a small proportion of the people who gave
evidenee before the select committee were
voncerned with factories and conditions in
the country. The Bill mainly provides for
matters affecting the metropolitun  area.
The report of the seleet committee shows
that when the members of that body were
facerll with the opposition of the people in
the country amd of people representing
factories, they did not sec fit to make pro-
visions to meet their desires in the Bill
itaclf. The measure passed through another
plice in what might he regarded aa record
time, for the reason, 1 snppose, that the
seleel committee had dealt with it. Tt went
through practically hefore the report was
real by members of that House, When
we remember all these things it goes o long
way towards the justification of members
who took the action complained of yester-
day. These are only some of the arguments
that could be advanced. As a member of
the Legislative (ouneil, T have a great
feeling of resentment regarding the way
this Chamber iz dealt with session after
gession. T resent the way measures are
brought hefore this Chamber. When we
could go ahead with Bills they de not come
hefore us. When Billa are introduced here
and passed, they are taken to another place
ard thrown naside, This Chamber has not
reccived that consideration whieh should
he given to it. Every member of the House
is entitled to resent the attitnde of the
leader of the House, and the manner
whiech he meglects to represent the rights
of members of this Chamber to the Gov-
crnment, in order that the business coming
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hofore the IMouse may be brought forward
more satisfactorily.

Hon, J. J. Holmes: Why ure they holding
up the Estimates now! They are finished
in another place. ‘

Hon., 1I. STEWART: That is another
reason in support of the action taken by
members yesterday, 1 am coucerned also
regarding my own attitude in this matter.
Meusures are frequently introduced by the
Jovernment ag framed by the Parliament-
ary draftsman, and recommended by the
leader of the Honse. T recolleet the Droving
Bill, which came hefore the Chamber on
ong oceasion and was eordially supported
by Sir Edward Wittenoom during the
second reading debate as being a most
perfeet measure, because it had the en-
dorsement of the late Mr. Sept. Burt. Be-
fore the Committee stage, T and another
member went through the Bill, with the
result that a large number of amendments
were plaved nn the Notice Paper. T do not
know whether that was not suffigient reason
for the Bill to be killed, Tt might well have
Leen, judging by the way it was puat before
this Chamber. .\ scleet committee was ap-
pointed to deal with the measure, aml
praetivally all the amendments we had on
the XNotice Paper were earried. T have
not mueh gympathy with the leader of the
House on this oceasion, and members
reeent the way the rights of this House
have heen represented to the Government,
When a Hill ¢omes down to this Chamber
we should be prepared to consider it. I
recall to mind what took place during the
closing hours of last session, when we re-
ceived the Land Aet Amendment Bill from
aother place. A majority in this Tlouse
endeavouredl to get o proper interpretation
cmbodied in that measure, and to have a
wrong righted. In apite of ,that faet the
Government did not ileal with that measure
in the way T believe the publie wished it to
have heen denlt with. We were promised
that the measure would come down this ses-
sion, and it is not here yet.

The PRESIDENT: T think the hon. mem-
ber ia straying somewhat from the motion.

Hon, H, STEWART: When members eon-
sider the similarity of the action taken on
that oceasion in comparison with the present
instanee, this furnishes another vindieation of
the action taken hy wmembers yesterday. [
believe this House is prepared to go on sit-
ting indefinitely to deal effectively with
legistation. Witheut any question of
aympathy with the leader of the TTouvse, [
think we should consider this Rill, and I in-
tend to support the wmotion, Apart from the
Iarge number of amendments on the Notiee
Paper, it is cxtremely probable that all the

amendments  necessary are not on  the
Notice Paper yet, Possibly the Bill will
have to be recommitted several times. We

shonld consider the Bill in Committee, and
endeavour to amend it in mwany directions.
We have not been treated fairly, and if we
ave to pive the Bill the attention it deserves,
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we will be here for a very long time. The
session will not close at the eorly date which
the Government desire. 1n fact, there is no
prospect, if we are to do our business as we
should do it, of the House rising about the
10th of this month.

Hon., J. E. DODD (South) [5.42]: 1 did
not intend to speak on this motion, but hav-
ing heard what has Leen stated by onc or two
members I think that perhaps a word from
some of those who are supporting the Gov-
crnment nay not be out of place. T olject
cntively te the attitude adopted by Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom and those supporting him,
beeanse it looks to me simply a matter of
tactics. Tt is not a matter of the ordinary
business of the House, but, to use vulgar par-
lance, mcrely showing the Government a
point.

Hon, .J. Duffell: The Government showed
ug 40 points yesterday.

Hon. J. E. DODD: As the teader of the
House has alrendy indicated, the proper
conrse to adopt would have heen to defeat
the Bill on the second reading. [f that had
hween done, none of us could have taken ex-
voption to the attitude of members who were
opposed to the Bill, In moving the Chairman
out of the Chair those members stifled fur-
ther dchate on the Bill. The Government have
every right to complain regarding the way
members have taken the husiness out of the
hands of the Government. When the Lahour
Government were in power T recollect that
there seemed to be on occasions a desire to
take the business out of the hands of the
leader of the House in this Chamber,

Hon. A. Sanderson: Mear, hear!

Hon. J. E. NDODD: On cvery oceasion
some members endeavoured to prevent that,
and you. Mr, President, on several occasions
veted with the Government possibly apgainst
your convictions berause you did not desire
to sce the business taken out of the hands of
the Government. That is one of the prin-
eipal reasons why T am supporting the Gov-
crnment in a matter of this kind, T do not
think we should take the business out of the
handa of the Government, whatever our
opinions may be. Tf we intend to deteat a
measure, let us do so in the proper manner.
We liave every opportunity of doing so. If
members do not wish to vote against the
second reading of a Bill, surely sufticient lati-
tude will be given in Cemmittec to oppose
any clause they desire. Tn regard to what
has been proposed by Mr, Lovekin, does any
hon. member think that the Government will
aceept a part of this Rill? So far as T am
coneerned, althongh every clanse of the pro-
posed Bill may be in accord with my prin-
ciples, T will opposc the second reading of
it for the reason that T do not believe in the
ndoption of such taetics in this Chamber. T
have offered a certain amount of criticiam as
to the manner in which the Bil} has been sent
up, On the gecond reading T stated that T
objected to the way in which the seleet com-
mittee secured their evidence; I objeeted he-
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cause the select committee lefl out the gold-
ticids.  ‘Lhat, however, was not suflivient to
induce me to vote apainst the Bill. The
select committee, in my opinion, did not de
their duty when they omitted a large popula-
tion on the goldfields, and thus deprived that
seetion of the ecommunity of the State from
piving evidence in  conneetion with  the
Bill, but wo one cun justify hiy action of
yesterday on that scote. Mr. Dufi¢il has
referred to the petitions which have been
sent rouwd for signature. Mr, Dutlell stated
tkat sonie 380 people signed the petitions
every day. 1 have n boy 14 years of age,
amd he eame home and said, **Dad, T have
signed a petition against the Factories Bill.”’
1t appears that he was out and some small
shopkeepers were inviting people to sizn the
petition against the Bill, and this boy of
mine was allowed to affix his siguature to it.

Hon, J, Duffell: Bid you ask him his age?

Hon. J. E. DODD: L said he was my boy.
That is the manner in which signatures are
heing seewred to thege petitions. As to the
I}ill bringing about avy radical alleration, [
raw attention to my seceond reading speech,
aml 1 wonld alse reter hon. membera to what
is bappening in other parts of the workl. 1In
conneetion with the League of Nations and
the 1 abour Convention, which is not made
up altogether of labourites—there are em-
ployers of labour at that convention, and
ue fewer than 3% countries are represented
-—that convention 1eccommended  prineiples
tar in advance of those embodied in thy Bill
which we have dealt with so  sammarily.
Yet hon. members, in a young country like
ours, say that we ean capsize all industvy
and turn the plare upside down beeause wo
are introducing legislation which gives con-
sitlerntion to a number of employees. T was
wirnsed at the attitude adopted by Sir Ed-
ward Wittenoom,  Whenever he is in oppo-
sition te any measnre that js beforc the
Houns», the hon. member puts me in mind
of General Stonewall Jackson. T do not
know whether you, Mr. President, know
of the incident, but at one time General
Jackson had o negro servant, and this ser-
vant, whenever his master was pgoing  to
do something wgreat, deelaved “IIx prays
like Hell.”" Ion. members will agree will
me that whenever Sir Sdward Wittenoom is
woiny to do anything great, he flatters,
like that handsome genius whe is suppos-
wl 1o pregide over those regions. Whenever
the hon. memhber is going to put up a case,
he will tell the leader of the House, or
mavbe hon, members, what a splendid case
has been advanced, and what splendid argu-
rients have been used, and how he has al-
most been persuaded  that the measure
should be adopted. Whenever the hon,
member takes that attitude I know he is
going to recowl his vote in the opposite
wav. I gincerely hove the House will not
stultify iteelf by opposing the motion which
tins been moved by the leader of the House.
We should not put the leader of the Hounse
in a humiliating position, [ should cbjeet
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very strongly if I were in his place. We
should eertainly not put him in the posi-
tion of having the business of the Govern-
ment taken out of his hands, simply by sub-
t(_ar,‘s'uge. 1 hype the motion will be car-
rigd.

o, A, SANDERSON (Metropolitan-
Huburban) {5.53}: | Dhave not spoken un
Lhis Biil, either on the :econd reading or
in connection with the motion before the
Iouse. In ouder to keep very elosely to
the motion which is lLefore us, Jet us see
exaetly what it is, and whether we should
go hack to the stage at whieb the Chairman
left the Chair, [ will tell bhon. mew-
bers and the public cutside tbhat the threats
~=1 think wua might eall them  threats- -
from the leader ot the House— -

The Mintster for Jsdueation: 1
thientenel,

Hon. A, HANDERSON:  Well, shall we
say that the Chamber was warned—perhaps
that word will commend itselt 1o the leader
of the House. 1 should have no hesitation
in eaying insble or outside the Mouse, that
the peoj.e who are interested in the RBill
have only the Government to thank for the
positien in which the Bill is at the present
tin. Perbaps I could cestablish the posi-
tion Detter outside than 1 can here at the
monient. 1 will pot it to the leader of the
louse and to his supporters —lis ecurious
suppoiters, politically speaking—what the
position is in connection with the Bili. Here
we are on the lat December, and T am askal
to support the leader of the Touse in this
proposal. I supported him yesterday.
There was o strong feeling against the
Bl heing proveeded with at this stage. Wo
weie defaited.  Why not aecept defeat !
Now the lewmler of the House asks me to
support the wotion he has moved. I say,
““Very well, 1 may be led on as 1 have beeu
fedl by the great leaders ol the Nationalist
and the liberal party until | find myself
where T am.'' The leader asks me to sup-
port him o revive the Committec stage of
the Bill.  In Committee, as is well known,
there would be every opportunity for discus-
sion of the Bill at greaut length.  There iv
determined opposition to it from, if not a
majority, a large minority in this Ilouse,
and as my colleague suggested just now,
how eam the Qovernment possibly expect
to get the Bill through! T will tell the
leader of the House the conditions on which
i am prepared to sopport him. T do not
know how it will appeal to his colleagues
aud I am not surec whether T am permitted
to  make recference to the Governor’s
“peech. But let vus 1ake it from our own
knowledge of the Bills promised and Bills
introduced, and the present stage of the
session.  There is the Mining Act Amend-
ment Bill. I am prepared to fight that to
the last diteh. Then there is the Land Act
Amendment Bill, which will deal with the
pastoral leascs, the Wheat Marketing Bil),
the Grain Elevatora Rill, and the taxation

lutve not
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meoagures, to say nothing of the Estimates.
1 put it to you, Mr. President, and to the
Government supporters—and what a mixed
lot of ~uppo-ters they are, politically speak-
ing—we are here as a House of review and
T use my diseretion, as 1 think, to the best
advantage of the country, Here are five
measures of prime importance:  1'ersonally,
J say at once that T do not regard the Fae-
tories and Shops Rill as a measure of prime
importance. Tt is a Bill that should receive
the most careful consideration in Commit-
ten,

Hor. J. Nicholson:
Commitice.

Hon, A. SANDERSON: That is the point
we are diseussing, We are asked to go-into
Committee on this Bill, and I will support
avery member who brings forward amend-
ments, but what T want to know iz where
the Government are going to land us during
the next fortnight with the other Bills that
have to ecome up. Take one, the Wheat
Murk%eting B5ll. This measure is going to
Jand us in further diffienlties, and it ecer-
tainly wants the fullest disevssion, T will
tell the leader of the Honse that I am pre-
pared to support him to-day, but with more
hesitation than I did yesterday. The only
reason for doing so s that the people who
senit me here want the Factories and Shops
Bil! fully discussed. They arc a very diffi-
cult Int of peonle to deal with, especially in
conneetion with a Bill of this kind, because
{ find that the small shopkeeper fears that
someonc is going to tread on his toes. Buf
the small shopkeeper is no different from the
(*hinere seetion of the community whe are
raferred to in the Bill. That section will
get as mueh consideration from me as any
other, and beeause it is in a small minor-
ity it is all the more reason why it should
lave a full and fair hearing. T shall sop-
port the leader of the House once more.

Hon, Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Only once
more.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: T shall do so with
hesitation, beeanse T do not expect to satisfy
oither of the parties this afterncon, bt T
hope T shall satisfy those people who sent
me here to lonk after their interests. When
wo get into Committee we shall have a full
opportunity to diseuss every point in the T,
and T will repent what 1 said at the com-
mencement. If this Bill ig leat or hung up,
and if there is dissatisfaction outside as a
result, T shall be ahle to explain to anyone
who cares to go into the maiter that the
people who are to blame and who ought to
be hlamed and who will be blamed are the
Ministers whoe are in charge of the publie
affairs of this country.

Hon, T, .T, HOLMES (North) [6.1]: Very
fow remarks from me will enable me to jus-
tify my action yesterdsy in supporting the
rejection of the Bill. T have listened very
attentively to the cloquent address put ap
hy the leader of the Homse. From start to
finish he reminded us that the Conneil was
a House of review, and I would like to ask

Then let it go into
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him what have we reviewed this session, We
have been in session for four’ mounths and
what have we reviewed? We reviewed the
Prices Regulation Act Amendment and Con-
tinunance Bill and another place re-reviewed it
and sent it baek, and we are now reviewing
the Jactories and Shops Bill, or ai least we
were doing so yesterday. Need I say more
ag to the argument of the leader of the Housa
that this Council is a House of review beyond
referring to the faet that the whole of the
legislation mentioned in the Governur's
Speech and elsewhere has not reached vs yott
The Estimates have been dealt with in an-
other place and finished, or they ean be fin-
ished at any time the Government so deaire.

The DMinister for Tducation: The Loan
- istimates have not yet been considered.

Hon, .J. J. HOLMES: T am not referring
to the T.oan Fstimates. The Government

have a majority in ancther place. and they
have practically finished their consideration
of the Estimates, and they might at least
have had the courtesy to complete them and
sent the Appropriation Bill here to be re-
viewed, On the second veading debate |
traversed the Factories and Shops Bill from
A tfo % insofar as I had Leen abls te give
ntlentinn to the wmeasvre, and it was my in-
tention when the Bill renched Committee to
seek to get it so amended that it would be
cquitable alike to the employer, the employes,
and the publie, Sinee T have besn a member
of this Couneil, there has never been a Bill
brought hefore the House to which I have
devoted so much attention as to ihiz Factor-
ies and Shops Bill, and I candidly admit
that it has got me into a fog and I claim to
have ordinary intelligence, if no more. This
measure  eonstitutes two Bills in one, a
Faetories Bill and a Shops Bill, and we
should have had separate measures. I
have worked hard on this Bill, and |
have come to the econclusion that it is
quite impossible to amend it and make
anything of it. The Minister complains
that we should have rejeeted the Bill on the
geeond reading. At that time a lot of us
did not know that it was loaded, but when,
in course of preparation for the Committee
atage, we fonnd that it was loaded, that the
Minister himself had given notice of 47
amendments and that other members had
amendments by the score which they desiréd
to sce emhodied in the Bill, we came to the
conclusion that we would he only wastin:
time to attempt to further cousider it, and
instead of throwing it out on the second reaid-
ing, we took the opportunity at the next
stage by moving the Chairman out of the
Chair. . ;

Hon. F. A. Baglin: Tow many times did
you interject? |

The PRESIDENT : The hon. member
must not nddress other hon. members.

Hon, J. J. HOLMES: The hon. membor
is not on the Fremantle wharf now, Sir; and
he cannot do as he likes here. a8 he conld do
there, due to the laxity of the Government
controlling the affairs of thia country. The
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Minister, in order to justify his case, went
hack to 1902 and referred to what members
did in 1902, T was not a member of this
Houge in 1902, and [ am not in any way re-
spongible for what happened then., [ may be
permitted to say that there is a prineiple in
this Bill giving the Minister power—and the
Minigter himself has admitted it—to wipe
out whencver he desires every small shop in
the community. This provision has heen in
exiatence since 1902, and it shonld never have
heen passed,

The PRESIDENT: [ mvst ask the hon.
member not to discuss the provisions of the
Bill.

‘The Minister for Kduecation: Neot to wipe
ont every small shop when he desires.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: The fact that this
Bill seeks to re-enact that provision is one of
my reasons for opposing the measurc. This
Bill contains @ eclaunse giving the Minister
power by proclamation whenever Fe desires
to wipe out every small shop.

The Minister for Education: Not power to
wipe them out, hut to refuse to re-register
them.

Hon, J. J. HOLMES: T am not permitted
ts discuss the point and I hope T shall not
have an opportunity to do so at a later stage,
beenuse I trust that the Bill will not eome
baek for further consideration. The Minister
asked what hope there was of another place
aceepting a Bill that it was proposed to in-
troduee into the Couheil.

Hen. A, H. Panton:
Hage.

Hon. J. J. HOLMES: What hope is there
of getting through all the legislation fore-
shadowed in the iovernor’s Speech, none of
which with the exeeption of this Bill has yet
reached wg, and this one subjeet to 49 amend-
ments indieated by the Minister and all the
other amendments which have been placed on
the Notice Paper, what hope is there, T ask,
of getting this Bill through? This Bill was
dealt with in the only practicable way—short
and sharp—in order to let the Government
know that they could not humbug us about
as they think fit, that they cannot keep im-
portant legislation back till the last minute
and then rush it through in 24 hours, mean-
while keeping us going on a Bill of this de-
seription which the Government themselves
knew could never he carried. One woulkd
almost think that the Minister had been put
up to move the 47 amendments in order to
keep us going, and to fill in time until an-
other place was ready to push in their legis-
Intion. oo

The Minister for lducation:
very absurd suggestion. .

ton. JJ. J. HOLMERS: Nevertheless, it is
my opinion, and from what T have seen going
on in this country—and T go aboyt with my
¢yes and ears open—1T honestly think it is
not far out. T oppose the motion, although
it has becn so clogquently moved by the leader
of the House.

That is only camon-

That is a

[COUNCIL.)

Hon. A, H. PANTON (West) [6.7): T
have listened with a great deal of interest
for some explanation from some of those
metbers who took action yesterday to reject
this Bili. So far three members have spoken,
and with the exeeption of the fact that they
have made a tremendous lot of neise, I have
not heard anything in explunation of their
action,

Hon. J. .I. Holmes: You are' aceustornod
to that,
Hon. A. IT. PANTON: Yes, and I am

getting a lot more of it here. So far us I
¢an gather from the remarks of the three
members who have spoken, the principle rea-
son for rejecting this Bill is that they are
going to introduce auother Bill. This is
sheer hypoerisy on the part of hon. members.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member must
not acense any other hon, member of hypoce-
risy.

Hon. A."H, PANTOX: T am very sorry,
Sir, and T withdraw the word if withdrawal
be necessary. Members know as weli ns T
de that if they jutroduee o Bili, and pass it
through this Tlouse, it will have no chance
of getting any further. Thia is the reason
why they are talking of introducing another
Bill. It is a rather remarkable faet that th:
two members chiefly concerncd in the rejec-
tion of this Bill are mostly concerned with
the early elosing of shops in the metropolitan
area. It might be a coincidence that one of
them represents the Metropolitan-Suburban
Provinee and the other the Metropolitan Pro.
vinee where most of the shop assistants live.
1 can claim to have been more closely naso-
cizted with the shop assistants and factory
workers during the last six or eight years
than any other hon. member.

Houn. .J. Duffell: Did you try to get them
to stop work yesterday!?

Hon. A. H. PANTON: The hon. member
will get all the stop work he wants if it is
necessary for him to attend and cxnlain the
attitude which he has taken up in this House.
1t the rejected Bill is not revived, [ have no
hegitation in saying that I shall attend all
the stop-work meetings which are likely to
be held, and there is likely to be one every
Triday night. T shall go further, The last
{wo agreements, drawn ap between thc shop
sssistants and the emplovers withunt geing
ts the Arbitration Cowrl, contained certain
clauses which were withdrawn by the em-
ploycea conditionelly on the emplovers nsaist-
ing to obtain the passage of this Bill tnrongh
both Houses of Parliament.

Tlon. A. Lovekin: That is what they are
doing now,

Hon. A. H. PANTOXN: We lLavae the evi-
denee tendered before n seleet committee
aprointed by another place, which shews that
only one husiness man, Mr. Monuromery, of
LI'remantle, opposed the provisions of the Tili,
and Mr. Montgomery all his life hns bLecn
opposed to tradc unionisa,

Jion. J, Duffell: And Mr., Davics of Ger-
aldton.
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“Hon. A, H. PANTOXN: I am speaking of
the metropolitan area, Mr. Clifton repoe-
santed the views of the whole of the business
people in Fremantle before the select ccn-
mittee,

Hon, B, .I. Lynn: They repudiated his re-
presentation.

Hon, A, H, PANTON: The hon. memher's
collengues will repudiate anything at any
time,  If they repudiate their representa-
tive [ eannot help that; there is the sworn
evillence which was tendered before the sel-
vei committce. The reason why the clauses
to which T have referred were withdrawn
from the agrecment was that the employees
Lad a guarantee from the employers 1o assist
to get the Bill passed by Parliament. The
shop assistants can now come to only one
logival conclugion and that is that the em-
ployers have, so to speak, got them up &
tree and are mow secking te cut down the
tree from uander them.
elanges withdrawn fram the agrecment, the
cmployers are using their  influence with
their representatives in this House to defeat
the Bill

Hon, J. Nichalson: [ risc to a point of
order. T have not moved in this matter as
I have done otherwise than from my own
ideas, and T have had no anggesticus whatso-
ever made fo me by anyone.

Hon. A. H. PANTON: I said that therc
was only one logical conclusion which could
e drawn by the shop assistants, and that is
the conelngion which T draw.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member must
not repeat that statemeut after the assor-
ance of the hon. gentieman that in his easc
it is not so.

Hon, A. H, PANTON: Very well, I shall
not repeat it. I have listened with a great
deal of interest to the references made from
time to time in this Council, as to 1t being
i non-party House, the bulwarlk of the Con-
stitution nnd the essence of democracy, Now
we find Mr. Holmes complaining that for
four months we have had nothing to diseuss.
Yet on the first oeecasion on which the Gov-
cranment scnd along something worth diseuss-
ing, aceording te the hon, geatleman, he is
not prepared to discuss it.

Hon, T. J. Holmes: I gave my reason.

1lon. A, H, PANTON: It seems to me that
those members who adopted the attitude of
rejecting the Bill yesterday wish, while wav-
ing the flag of demoeracy with one hand, to
choke demoeracy with the other. Irrespee-
tive of what happens to this motion, T shall
oppose any further Bill which may be
brought dnwn because it would merely be
Iirought down in the hope of placating the
shop assistants of thc metropolitan area.

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

Ayes ..
Noes .. .. ..

)
| =l BER

A tie ..

[1 Decemeer, 1920.]

After getting the.
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AYES,
Hon. T. A. Baglin Hoa. T. Moore
Hon. C. F. Baxter Hon. A. Sanderscn
Hon. H. P. Colebaich Hon. A. J. H. Saw
Houn. J. Cornell Hon. H. Stewart
Hop. J, Cunnlogham Hon. A. H. Panton
Hon. J. E. Dodd {Tclier.)
Nogs.
Hen. J. Dufteli Hon. C. McKenzle
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. J. Mills
Hon. V. Hamersley Hon, J. Nicholzon
Hou. J. J. Holines Hon. 8ir E. H. Wittenoam
Hon_ A. Lovekln Hen. BE. Rose
Hon. R. J. Lynn (Teller,)
PaTgs. .
AYES, Noks.
Hon. J. W. Hlckey Hon. R G. Ardagh
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon. E. M. Clarke

The PRESIDENT: In order to permit of
further deliberation, 1 give my casting vote
with the ‘¢ Ayes.?’

Question thus passed.

Sitting suspended from 6.17 1o 7.3 pam.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING,
1, Sale of Liquor Regulation Act Contin-
nance. .
2, Licensing Act Amendment Continuance.
Passed.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT,

Received from the Logislative Assembly,
and read a first time.

BILL--TNNKEEPERS.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
{(Hon. H. . Colcbatch—East) [7.35} in mov-
ing the second reading said: Early in this
session a Bill was introduced and passed
through Parliament for the purpose of limit-
ing the liability of common earriers. [n that

.case it was pointed out that the law in re-

gard to common earriers had been amended
it England many vears ago, but had not
been amended in this State. Exactly the
same thing applies to the liability of inm-
keepers, and the purpose of thias Bill is to do
substantinlly for the inkeeper what was
done for the ¢ommon carrier by the Bill
passed at an earlier stage of the session,
Apaiu, in this ease we are simply following
what has been done in the Oll Country for
many, many, years. As far back as 1863
a law was passed in Fngland limiting the lia-
bility of innkeepers in the manuer in whieh
it s proposed to limit their liability under
this Bill. Should this measure become law,
no innkceper will be liable to make good to
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any lodger any loss of, or injury lo, goods
or property brought to his inn, not being a
horse or any live animal, or any gear apper-
taining thereto, or any carriage, to a greater
amount than the sum of £30, except in the
following cases, where such goods or such

property have Dbeen stolem, lost, or in-
jured, by the wilful act; default,
or neglect of such  innkeeper or a

servant in his employ, or where such goods
or property have been deposited cxpressly
for sate custody with the innkeeper. The
necessity for legislation on these lines was
emphagised recently, when a case was brought
bofore the Supreme Court in which a lodger
at one of the Perth hotels claimed several
hundreds of pounds—T am not sure that the
amount did not rum into four figures

Hon, 8ir E. H. Wittenoom: It was over
£400.

- The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:—

in respect of jewellery that had apparently

been stolen from the lodger’s room, and of
the existence of which jewellery the inn-
keeper probably had no knowledge whatever.
I am not aware of the exact grounds om
which thaf ease was decided, but T believe
the innkeeper gained the verdiet. Had this
Bill heen law, however, it wounld not have
been competent for that lodger to obtain
from the innkeceper more than £30 nnless the
Jewellery had been specifieally entrusted to
the care of the innkeeper, or unless the owner
of the property could demonstrate that the
theft had beer made possible by the wilful
act, default, or neglect of the innkceper or
any person in the innkeecper™s employ. At
the present time that is the law in England.
An innkeeper is only responsible up to the
amount of £30 unnless the loser of the goods
can prove one of two things—negleet on the
part of the innkeeper or somceonc in his em-
pley, or else that the article was committed
to the innkeceper’s carc. This Bill, if passed,
will cstablish here the relationship between
innkeeper and lodger which has existed for
the past 60 yecars in England, and which is,
I think, entirely cquitable. Our present law
cannot ba regarded as equitabile, sinee uwnder
it & lodger can clnim any amount against an
innkeeper in respect of goods stolen, and can
rgeover it excepting in rircemstances such as
exirted in the ease tried recently, where the

innkeeper was, T belicve, able to prove neg-’

ligence on the part of the lodger. Tn any
event, negligenee on the lodger's part iy a
ecomplete answer by the innkeeper even to a
e¢laim for a lessr sum than £30, The pass-
ing of this Bill will bring our legislation into
conformity with that of the Old Country,
and also with that of the other States of the
Commonwealth. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

Hon. Sir F. H. WITTENOOM (North)
[7.39]1: T have much pleasure in supporting
this Biil, which T c¢onsider a wvery useful
measure and one that ovght to have been

[COUNGIL.)

brought in some time age. [n the past inn-
kecpers und hotelkeepers have been  com-
pelled to take a great deal of risk; and, aparct
trom that phase, there is always the possi-
hility of collusion on the part of people who
might possibly arrange a theft by which they
could profit afterwards, In the cirvnmstances
I have pleasuie in supporting this measure.

Question put and yassed.
Bill read a sccond time. -

~ In Committee.

Biil passed tvhrough Comimittee withoeut
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILL — MEEKATHARRA-HORSESHOWN
RAILAVAY.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER TOR EDUCATION
(Hon. H. P, Colebatch—East) [7.42] in
moving the second reading said: This is a
very important Bill, and one which 1 have
no hesgitation whatever in comtucniling to
the faveurahle consideration of the House.
The meunsure asks authority for the con-
struetion by a private company of a private
railway (o run from Meckatharra nerth to
Peak Hill, and thence northwards to the
Horseshoe Reef, a distance of 85 miles. The
ronte of the railway is set out on the plan
whieh hon. wiembers peresive hanging vn the
wall of the (bambher, The purpose of the
railway ig to enable the company, the Gen-
cral Chemieal Supply Co., Ltd., who at pre-
sent hold cortain Ieases in that lovality, to
open up amd develop those leamses, which
contain manganese deposits of great valne
and of very comsiderable dimensionz. Two
reports on the extent and value of the man-
ganese deposits have been submitted, One
is by Mr. G, B. 8 Dunn, mining engincer,
who estimates that there is o the snrfaee
2,700,000 tons of high-grade manganese ore,
valued at 127 mithions aterling,  The other
report, by Mr. Montgomery, the State Mio-
ing Fingineer, is to the effect (hat the de-
posits contain not less than 117 million tens
of ore of good markotable quality, easily ob-
tainable by open exeavation, and that most
probably there are much larg e guantities
of ore helow the superficial eourse which
alene has been taken into aecount in his
firnres. So that the twe cstimates do not
necesarily conflict with cach other. Mr.
Nunn's estimate of 2,700,000 fons of ore
is not disputed Ly Mr. Montromery, who
says that there is eertuinly 1%, million tons
on the surface and prebably a very much
Iarger quantity below.  M%. Montgomery
states the present value of the 1Y million
tons, delivered in England, at 13 millions
sterling. The estimated value per ton in
cach report is approximately the same, The
State Mining Engincer's repert goes on to
say that the quantity in gight justifies the
econstruetion of a railway to connect the
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mines with the State railway system at
Meekatharra, and alse justifies the construe-
tion of eore-loading bins and appliances at
ieraldton, Mr.  Montgumery  further
states—

When onee a railway has been huilt
there, thero would seem to be uno reason
te tear that the mines could not put their
ore npon the world’s markets in open
competition with that of India.

At the pre-ent time, as no doubt hon. mom-
bers who stwly the metal market at all are
aware, there is a manganese fumine in Fug-
land,  Last year Great Britain was €lo,
(N0 worth of ore short. The Tmpmial Gov-
erument are doing everything possible to in-
crease the supply of manganese are. This
ore, a8 members are aware, i used exten
sively in the manufacture of stecl, which, ot
course, is of the ntmest importance throwgh-
cut the British Empire. The development
of these manganese leases will, aceording to
the reports, be a profitable enterprise for the
company, who will have to lay out a very
large sum of moncy, and thua employ-
ment will be given to a great many workers.
The railway, as is uswal, will be surveyed
hy the Tublic Works Department.  Such
('rown lands as are required for the railway
will be leased to the company for a term ot
40 years, and provigion is made that where
it i necessary to resume private lamds,
those private lands will be reanmed by the
Governmient under conditions applying  in
sueh eaxes, and the company will have to
pay the eost, The Government will have the
right te purchase the railway at any time
during the currency of the lease, the price
to be determined by the Engincer-in-Chief,
but not to exeeed the cost of construction,
less depreeiation,  While the railway is to
be constructed fer the scrvice of the com-
pany developing the mangnnese ore deposits,
it is intended that it shall be made of gencral
service 1o the people of the district, and the
eompany will be required to earry goods and
passengers for that purpose. The company
may make by-laws, which will be subject to
the approval of the Governor., T have no
douht that whilst it would not he within the
range of practical politics to construet such
a railway at the present time for the gen-
cral development of rhe distriet, the exist-
ence of the railway will be of immense
velue to the industries there, particularly to
stork raisers and others in the loeality. Re-
cently the Federal Government arranged for
a fortmightly mail serviee Ly motor from
Meokatharra to Marble Bar, and the patron-
age is of sueh an extent that a private in-
dividunl has found sufficient justification
for running a passenger service on the alter-

nate weeks,  There s quite a num-
her of industries which will be faecili-
tatrd by the constrnction of the line
—although that is purely a side issuve,

and the sole justifieation relied upon for
building the line is the development of the
manganese ore deposits. Tt is estimated’ that
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the vost of constructing the line will be
about a guarter of a miliien sterling, s=o
hon, members will see that the project is
of considerable magnitude. It will be no-
tieed that under the 131l ne provision is
made as to the gauge of the railway. Last
year the llouse passed a somewhat similar
Bill vontemplating a very  mueh  shorter
line to vonneet the lead mines at Ajana with
the Htate railway system,

flons J, Cornell: That was a tramway, not
a railway.,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: No,
it was deseribed in the Bill as a railway. In
that case no wention was maide ju the Bill
of the gauge of the railway, but it was stated
hoth here and in another place that the in-
tention of the proprietors was to constenet
the railway on the 2ft. Gin. gauge, a Toot
narrower than the ordinary railway system in
this State, and that they contemplated trans
ferring their product from the narrower gauge
railway to trucks on the State riilway sys-
tem. [n the sume way this Bill makes no
provision as to the width of the railway, but
[ understand the present intention of the
eompany is that it shall be the 3ft. 6in.
gauge. There is no wish whatever to set up
uny false pretenee or anything of that kind,
because the eompany naturally take this view:
on investigation it will have to be determined
whieh is the cheaper method of bringing the
manganese ore to the place of treatment. [
say candidly that although the intention is
to construct the railway on the 3ft. Gin,
gaupe it is not intended to tie the company
dowt fo that. They are to he given the same
free option as the people at Ajana, namely,
to do what is best for their industry. The
industry is an enterprise of great magnitode,
and a lot of eanital will have to be invested,
and the promoters are entitled to say, *‘We
shall investigate the thing thoroughly, econ-
gidering sll the phases of the shipment of
ore, and its transferemce from the narrower
gange to the 3ft. Gin. gauge.”' Whilst it B
the nresent intention of the company to build
a 3ft. 6in. railway, it i3 in the Bill left =o
the company to do the best in their own in-
terests in order to properly develop their in-
dustry. There is one other point in regard
to which the Bill differs slightly from the
Ajana proposal, namely, in regard to the
earrying of passengers and freight, Tn the
case of the Ajana Rill, provision was made
that the Governor should make by-laws for
the regulation of traffic on the railway: in
this case the owners are to make hy-laws,
but those by-laws must he apnroved by the
Governor and published in the *fGarette.’’ 1
merely draw  attention to the difference,
which ig really not a material one, and T ask
hon. members to bear in mind the fact that
this eompany are taking on a very big pro-
position which, if it sneceeds, will undoubt-
edly be of very great henefit to the State.
T do not think thev are asking anything un-
reasonable in the Rill. T move—

That the Bill be now read a second time,
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Hon. A. SANDERSON (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban} [7.52]: We ought to welcome any
Bill which shows that there is to be some
development in the country; but when we
have a railway Bill like this before us and
know something of what has bappened be-
fcre, we realise that it requires full considera-
tion. 1 know nothing whatever abent this
railway, exeept what we have heard {rom ibe
Minister., I know nothing whatever ahout
the company. I do not say the Minister has
not given us some information, but I should
certajuly like a great deal more before I am
nsked to vote for the Bill. We have an
cxtraordinary way of eonduncting public busi-
ness in this State, and then we are surprised
when this or that turns up and entirely up-
sets our caleulations and hopes and wishes.
[ have had ne opportunity for knowing any-
thing whatever about the company. 1 do not
snggest it is not a company with sufficient
eapital and with all its affairs in perfect
order, but we have no evidence that the com-
pany has any money at all. Here is the
proposil; the owner is to be given two years
after the passing of the Aect in which to
make a start with his construction. The
Minigter himself has told us that the com-
pany will investigate the propesal after we
have passed the Bill, Not until then will
the company defermine whether the railway
is to be of a 2ft. 6iu. or a 3ft, Gin, gauge.
1 do not know much about railway construe-
tion, and T do not pretend to he a great av-
thority on company matters, hmt T should
imagine that uny company which asks for n
concession from us should be prepared to put
down on paper what the financial position of
the company is and what the ecompany actu-
ally propose to do. Surely for their own
moteetion they yould be well advised to find
out, before they ask for the concession,
whether the railway is to bhe of 2ft. Gin. or
aft. 8in. gauge. Unfortunately, dwmiag the
last month we have had n very scrious rail-
ovay accident on ome of these private rail-
ways. ] imagine that matter ix being in-
quired into. But here the company are to
carry goods and passengers under conditions
tn be spproved by the Governor in Council.
Does that mean that we arc to be in any way
responsible for the conduet of affairs on that
line? We know exactly how the public treat
these matters. The public know perfeetly
well that 90 per cent. of the railways of the
Htate arc Government railways, and they will
get on to thiz line naturally assuming that
the Government ure locking after their in-
terests.

The Minister for Edueation:
reapongible for accidents on the
line, which is the same as this.

Hon. A. SANDERSBON: No, that is a pri-
vate company of some magnitude. This line,
85 miles in length at £3,000 per mile, is not
going to be a first class railway.

Hon, H, Stewart: Tt dependa on the coun-
try.

Hon, Sir E. H. Wittenoom:
is as flat as a pancake.

We are not
Midland

The country
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Ton. A. SANDERSON: [ am not speaking
with any hostility to the company. I know
nothing whatever about it. But if we are to
be purties to this agreement, I think we are
entitled to have a good deal more information
than we have already. Clause 3 provides that
it shall be lawfuil for the ewner to construct,
maintain and work the railway. Clauvse 8
provides that as soon as the railway is com-
pleted the Minister for Lands may lease the
railway to the owner for 99 years. That,
surely, is o wrong way of doing business. Jf
the company get a concession for the rail-
way what do the eoinpany want a 99 years
leuse for?

The Minister for Hducation: That is for
the land on which the railway is to be con-
stroeted.

Hon, .JJ. Nicholson: No. [t means a lease
of the railway, not of the land.

Hon, A. SANDERSON: The 1ill was not
bronght dowu until this afterncon. I am only
commenting on it as it appears at first
glanee. The Minister is in error when he

“talks of leaging the laml; it means the lease

of the railway. Tt is not important, cxcept
us cvidenve that the Mintster has not
grasped the position on that particular point:
and, considering the number of things he has
to do, I am not gueprised at it, T take it
the measure has heen earefully econsidered
hy the Government; but there is no evidenee
of that te the ordinary member. We have
here & map of some value, But to tell me
tiat the company are to have two yearg after
the passing of the Act hefore they get to
work—what is the objeet of that?

Won. J. Duffell:  They have to get the
money,
Mon. A, SANDERROX: Now we are De-

gining to et some evidenee.  They have
still to get the woney.

Hon, . li. Harris: You do not think they
have the mouey now, do you!

Hon, A, SANDERSON: Tt is not un-
known in company affairs that eompanics
have the necessary moncy when  starting
aperations 1 do not know whether this com-
pany has money or not.  When the Bill is
through it will certainly have an asset. We
all know the troulle we got into through
these ratlways, and the bad odour we have
got inte with people vutsile, We are fold
that this company has no money.

Hou. id, M, Harris: I believe it has
£5,000,

TEon, A. SANDERSON: That will ot
go far in the building of 2  railway. One

hon. member says the company has no woney,
and another says it has £3,000.

Tlon. A V. Panton: That s a contrn-
diction.
Tlou. A. SANDERSON: T do not seek

to reconcile the observations of hom mem-
bLers.  Five thousand pounds may be soffi-
cient for the preliminary cxpenses, such as
having this Bill printed and pasgsed through
Parlinment. T am not going to be a party
to passing a measnre of this kind until T
know what the position of affairs is. T re-
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wiember the trouble wo got inte seme 30
yvears ngo in conneetion with the Midland
Railway Company’s Bill. The company re-
ferred to in the Bill now before nus can, when
the Bill passes, go to different people and
say, ‘*Here is the propgsal.’’. [ do not sug-
gest there is anything wrong in that, but as
representatives of the people we are entitled
to know more about the whole matter. There
is no reason why the General Chemical Com-
pany should not supply the information, Tt
is not easy to carefully criticise a measure
like this in the position in which we find
ourselves.  Anything that will help Meeka-
tharra will have my support. Tt is not in
opposition to the company that T make these
observations, for 1 wish it every suecess, This
proposal, however, vonstitutes a change in the
railway construction poliey of this country.
T do not know whether it mcans the Gov-
ernment intend giving up the idea of build-
ing railways, aud whether they find it beyond
their power to run them suecessfully from
the financial point of view. T trust the Min-
ister will sce that the fullest possible infor-
mation is supplicd as to the position of the
company and what it is proposed to do. T
will net be a party to passing the provision
that two years after this Bill becomes law
the company can start this railway.

The Honorary Minister: What period do
you suggest?

Hou. A. SBANDERSON: That is not a
matter which can be decided off hand, If
woe piss the two years’ term, the company
may” eome to the Government and say they
have not more than £20,000 or £100,000, aml
ask for an extension of the concession. I
have no desire to sce companies that eome
to this State dissatisfied with the treatmeunt
they receive here, as has been the eage with
other companies. Soeh companies turn round
and attack Parbament and Western Austra-
lia bocanse of the treatment which in many
cases they have brought upon themselves.
Tiet us cast our minds back €o the French tim-
ber affair, The impression left uwpon my
wind in that regard is that those people wera
treated very shabbily.

The Minister for Education: In what \\ay’
Their money was returned to them.

Ton. A, SANDERSON: The impression
left upon my mind was as I have stated. The
Government said they were going to put the
thing through and then dropped it for some
reason.

Hon. A. H. Panton: They had not the
mouey,
Ton, A. SANDERSON: The negotiations

were hadly condueted. There should bave
heen a proper bargain and proper investiga.
tion wmde beforchand. Tt is most regretta-
Lle that we did not get an Anglo-French
company interested in the progress and devel-
opment of this country.

Hen, A. I. Panton: We bought another
mil} instead.

The TIonorary Minister: What is the good
of n company without capital?
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Hon. A. SANDERSON: This from the
Honorary Minister! Perhaps I had betier
leave that alone. I have no desire to indulge
in persenal observations in the conduct of
public business, 1 desire to see some arrange-
ment made satisfactorily to this company
and ourselves., Possibly iz Committee we .
shall get more information than we have at
present reveived, and such as will enable
members to exp]aln to people outside, who
have cevery right to know, exaetly what the
position of affairs is.

Hon. J. CORNELL ({Scuth) [8.7): By
this Bill we arc asked to cast a vote for or
againgt the cstablished poliey of railway
construction and maintenance in this State.
I{ proposes to vest in the company concerned
the rvight to construct 85 wmiles of railway.
It also proposes that the railways should be
constructed a  portion of Western Aue-
tralia, of which an organisation, which has
my strongest appreciation, says its poten-
tialities are unlimited. The jumping off
point of the propescd national railway is
Meckatharra. [ will not cast a vote to set
agide the existing policy of railway construe-
tion and maintenance in Western Australia.
1 shall probably lay myseclf open to the charge
of being opposed to eapital and to providing
facilities to assigt eapital to come to this
State, That is not so. A good deal of capi-
tal has come to this State during the last
25 wears, on the understanding that the Gov-
ernment of the State will construet and run
their ovwn railways, Thia Bill proposes to alter
that position. To whom does the Bill propose to
give this power? What is this chemieal eom-
pany? Who are its directors, what is its
capital and what is its object? The Minister
tor Education has put forward no case as to
why we should alter the present policy. T
people outside this Chamber knew what this
meant, the same thing would happen as oc-
enrred in eonnection with the proposed sale
of the State sawmills to o Freneh company.
Publi¢ opinion side-tracked the Government.
Almost every society aud organisation of re-
pute in the State resolved that the State was
to continue to conduct its own trading con-
cerns,

Hon. H. Stewart: What is the capital of
this company?

Hon. 1. CORNELL: I {do not know. The
company has pegged out certain hase metal
leases at the head of the proposcd line.
What work or devclopment will he carried
out? What is there to justify us in consent-
ing to the comstrnction of this line? What
is the necessity for hurry until the company
Jjustifies its existence? There is no analogy
between this company and the other two
companies which have built private railways,
the Midland Railway Company and the com-
pany which constructed the Great Southern
line.

Hon. J. Ewing: There were land grants
in their cases.

Hon. .J. CORNELL: Conditions were im-
posed whieh ensured that the eompanies
fulfilled their obligations. One is still doing

’
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so. What will happen in the case of this
company will probably be that when this
gigantic cgg has been brought into exist-
enee, a favourable opportunity will be taken
to put it on the market and leave it, I
view this as an experimental company, and
one that is resourceful and after something.
The Minister has drawp an  analogy
between  this proposed railway, and the
Ajana-Geraldine line to the Surprise lead
mines,  There is noe analogy between the
two, The management of the Surprise lead

mine more than justified their  existence
under unfavourable eouditions, They did
all  that  resourcefulness  and  initiative

could do te make the surrowmdings of the
mine congenial to those working on it, All
this was done before they asked for a tram
line, They made the requesi in order to
provide trangport facilities from the mine
to the vail head, and not for the purpose
ol carrying passengers. That was the sole
purpose and function of the Ajana tram
line, ‘Phere is absolutely no analogy  be.
tween the proposal andev the Bill and that
particular line, T have visited Ajana
and am aware of the different conditions
which operate there.  What the company
in that instance desired to do was practieally
on the same lines as Millars and the Pire-
wootll company have been allowed to o,
Uoder this Bill, it is a totally different
project.  This iy to give the company n
right similar to that held by the Midland
Railway company and by the old CGreat
Seuthern Rallway company. [t is a diveet
departure from the catablished priveiple
governing the canstruction and control of
the railways of the State by the State.
When 1T belonged to the Labour parey, i
wag a1 vecognised principle  with  that
organisation that on all oceasiony  they
should oppose the coustruction of railways
hy private eompanies.  There should  not
he any departure from that prineiple whieh
ia cndorsed not only hy the people of West-
ern Awustralin, but by the people of Aus-
tralia as a whele, ¥t would be injurious to
the woelfare of the country if we were to
agree to any such proposition. T do not
know whether theve has hoen any ehange
in the policy of the Labour party, but if
not, I know [ shall have the support of the
memhera of that party in this House, Iu
going through the Bill, T find that all the
company has to do, to all intents and pur-
prses, is to find the monev and the Railway
Department will practieally construet the
line. .

Hon. H. Srewart: No, they anly surveyr
and locate the line.

Hon. J, CORNELL: Yes, and, if neces-
sary; eonstruct it. Tt will really be under
the supervision of the Commissioner of
Railways and every action of the company
will he subject to the veto of the Commis-
sioner, Onee we agree to a departure from
a principle of such importanee as this, we
will have further measures of this nature
brought before ns. There is no gnarantee
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whatsoever that if the company couvstruct
this line, in three or four years’ time the
conditions will not be observed and the
matter will lapse. Therc is no provision
as fto the gange of the railway. The leader
of the House in introducing the Bill suid
that there was ne similar provision regard-
ing the Ajana tramway, T have already
pointed out that there is no comparizon
between the two propositions and, in any
case, if it was desired to construct a Tail-
way to replace the Ajana line, it could be
done in two or three weeks, Has any
member in this Chamber given any con-
sitleration to the havee thnt has been
wrought in Australia from the standpoint
of defenee on acecount of the break of
gnuge in the rrilways of Australia! If the
speand reading of the Bill is agreed to, I
hope that members will itosist  that  the
gange shail be in conformity with that which
obtuins within the State. Assuming that
the Bill hecomes law, and the company gets
this voncession, their lease will extend for
9 vears, which is a very long period. We
hope that the company will become prosper-
ous and will be & boon to thia country. We
wili assume that other resources in  that
locality and in the arcas beyond, will be
developed and that in due course the north-
ern railway project which Mr. Jiles has
mentioned on  several oceasions will be
talken up scriously. Unless we take steps
regarding this gauge question, we will find
that we will be confronted with the
problem of the dual gauge in Western Ana-
tialin just as that very problem is now
faring Australia as a whole. If we permit
the company to have a narrow gauece, and
the company in due course allow their lease
to lupse, the whole of the rolling stock will
be wasted. I hope the House, therefore,
will congider the necessity for providing
that the gauge shall be the standard ome.
We should have some information as to
whether the bylaws, which the company is
empowered te frame, are to bhe subjecet to
the veto of Parliament, They should be,
and T consider that Parliament should see
that they are made snbjeet to its approval.
I intend to vote against the sceond reading
af the Bill an the ground that it is detri-
mental to the existing railway policy of
this State., Woe have not sufficient evidenee
of the bona fides and intentions of the
company nor have we sufficient evidenee
that they will spend the money nececssary
under this Bill. The question is =0 im-
‘portant and far-reaching that the House
shonld be informed as to who are the
directors of this company. We shonld not
deal with the company. We should deal
with the directors. T want to know who
they are and then I will satisfy mvself to
what extent thev are desirous of working
in the interests of the State, the base metal

indnstry or of themselves, .

Hon, T. EWING (South-West) [8.25]: 1
have listened to the hon. member who has
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just spoken and [ give him hearty support
regarding many of the matters which he
has referred to, partieularly regarding the
broak of gauge which is sought to he
permitted under this Bill,  The Minister, in
introducing the Bill, stated that no gauge
in comeetion with the railway was men-
tioned in the measure. !t is possible that
it may be a 2ft. fin. gauge instead of n
3ft. 6in. gawnge. An encrmous amount of
moncy has to be spent in Anstralia in con-
nection with the break of gauge probiem.
It is a very svrious matter mel une wnich
will cost Australin many millions of money
to rectify. It is causing euginects of note
grave concern, Although in this particular
instanee, the question at issue is a small
tmatter in comparigon with the majoer jwo-
blem confronting Australin, it is one that
deserves very grave zomsideration. 1 hope
provision will be made in Committec that
the gavge shall be 3ft. 6in. It may prove to
be the nucleus of a railway going north, as
auggeated by Mr. Miles, and if we de not
make some provision such as I have indi-
cated, then we will be confronted with
trouble at the very oufset. Regarding other
matters affected by the Bill, T do not e
fieve in o dog in the manger attitude at all.
This country requires development. Tt ia
easential  that wo sheold  have eapitnl
bronght inta the country, and if these peo-
plo are preparcd to spend £250,000 in order
to construct this railway o that they may
he able to develop the mangancse deposits,
I am with them every time, T am satisfied
that such a step would he in the interests ot
the State. The provision of £250,000 is
perhaps a liberal allowanee for the construe-
tion of the line, bhearing in mind the in-
creased costa which are now levied.  The
people concerncd in the company are satis-
fied with the reports made by Mr. Dunne

., and by the State Mining Engineer, the lat-

ter being 2 wmore conservative document.
The State Miping Tngineer estimates that
thers are 1,230,000 tous, valned at 23 mil-
lion pounds. Mr. Dunne estimates the de-
posit as aggregating 2,700,000 toums, whirh
woull be waorth about 27 million pounds.
These are big figures, [t has to he remem-
bered that the (lovernment are not prepared
to build a line at the present time. They
have not pot the money to do so. 1If the
Governmeni cannot spend that money 1o
construet the line and thes» peonle are wil-
ling to do so, T say good fuek to them, If
we arp not to encourage capital to come into
this State in order to cnrry ont work which
will be beneficial to the State a3 well g to
those introducing the eapital, such a course
will be most unwise, So far as the rail-
wiy construction poliey is  concerned, it
wonld be greatly to the benefit of the State
it the Government could construct and con-
trol all railways. 1f that were so, there
would be no question of anyone clse control-
ling or construrting any line whatever in
this State. Memhers must reeognise that
the position in Western Australin is that a
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large number of ngrieultural railway lines
have been anthorised hy Governments dur-
ing the past few ycars and those railways
will lhave precedence cver thia partieular
tine, L would he no party to authorising
the construetion of this line before those
whieh have been promised and aunthorised in
the past, are constructed in the agricultural
nreng.,

Hon. J. Cornell: If the late Lord Forrest
had gone on that pelivy, they would never
have securcd a line to IKalgoorlie.

Hon, J. EWING: The lines I refer to have
heen authorised by Parliameni, The Gov-
ernment have not got the money to con-
struet the lines and it is not likely that
they will get the moncy for somc consider-
able time. [f we arc to develop these man-
ganese deposits and the company are pre-
pared to spend £250,000, they should be
encouraged to do so. It is known that the
deposits of manganese will be cxtremsly
valuable in thiz State. 'The lender of the
House in introdueing the moensure stated
that the manganese was tequired in the old
country, [Personaily, I would like to see this
manganese used in Western Australia. L
would have no ohjection to manganese being
exported to the old countiy for use in con-
nection with the manunfacture of steel, but
L hope to sec steel works established in the
Sonth-West in the course of n very [ew
vears. I am satisfied we must take a bront
view of this matter, and that if we caunot
take the necessary steps which will Lring
about the development of the manganeso
deposits, we should permil others who are
prepared and willing, to do so, I am sorry
that Alr. Cornell holds the view to which
he gave expression, beecause it might have
the effect of putting Lack the progress ot
the State for many years, Naturally, it
would be better if {he State eould carry
out the construction of this railway. 1
would ask the hon. member, however, where
could the State get the moncy with which
to construet the line? Tf it were possible
for the State to carry out this work, I
should certainly support it heing built by
the State. But the State ecannot do the
work, anil therefore we should not deny the
right to other people to do it for us. They
will he watched carefnlly, and the State
will be thoroughly protected. T can only eox-
press the hope that those who are ennnected
with the develepment of the manganese de-
posits will be suecesstnl in their efforts, and
I shall be only too glad, as & member of this
Touse, to assist them. 1 intend to support
the second reading of the Bill

Hon, J, DUFFELL (Metropolitan-Subur-
and [8.33]: T realise that the Bill, although
sinall, embodies a big principle. Tt is neces-
sary for ns to ascertain the reasons for grant-
ing n eoneession of this nature. In that diree-
tion T look to the person who introdueed
the Bill, apd T find that it was presented in
another place by the Premier. That should
he & guarantee that the Government are
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seized with the importance of the Bill. T
am not so much concerned about the General
Chemieal Company; 1 am not so much con-
cerncd as to whether they are going to raise
funds for the Imilding of this railway, but
L am coneerned with this fact, that the Bill
will facilitate the development of a large de-
puosit of manganese ore which has been found
in n certain portion of Western Austraiia.
1 take it for granted that the Government
are satisfied in regard to the bona-fides of
the company coneerned.

Hon, A, Sanderson:
fied.

Hon. J. DUFFELL: That is the point.
We waut to know whether the company have
# clean title to this deposit of mangauese.
1 am not yet quite sure, hut 1 take it that,
ng the Premier has introduced the Bill, he
i~ satisfied with the reports he hay received
trom his officers that the ore is there in the
quantities stated, He must also be satistied
that the development of that deposit of ove
will be ‘put in hawml, and that it will be
turned inte marketable channels in such n
thanner as to redound to the credit of West-
ern Anstralia, not only by way of cash bt
also as another illustration of our possession
of great mineral resources. L notice that Clanse
11 places a limit on the tiwe to be granted to
the company to find the money for the con-
struetion of the line. It is only reasonable
that there should be a time limit, I bave on
all ceeasions cxpressed myself very definitely
on matters of this kind, and it has always
been my desire to assist in the development
of the natural resonrces of the Btate. We
have granted councessions from time to time,
amongst others to the Lake Clifton Company.
T am told in conneetion with that eoncession
that work is progressing satisfactorily, and
I believe that if the concession is granted as
provided in the Bill before ns now, we shall
nssist to develop what must hecome a valna-
ble nsset. T hope that, when the Minister is
replying, he wilt mssure the House that the
company who are applying for this conces
sion have a clear title to the deposit of orc,
and that they will be able to carry ount the
conditions required of them,

On motion by Hon. 8ir F. II. Wittenoom,
the debate adjourned,

We have to be satis-

BILL—RATLWAYS CLASSIFICATION
BOARD.

Sceond Reading.

The WMINISTER FOR LEDUCATION
(Hon. H, T. Colebatch-—East) [8.33] in mov-
ing the seeond reading said: This Bill is in
some respects not unlike the Bill passed at
an earlier stage of the session to establish
an appeal board in conneefion wtili the civil
service. It is not entircly on all fours with
that Bill, beeause the cirenmstances are dif-
ferent in thig respect, that the eivil serviee
were oxcluded from the provisions of the Ar-
bitration Court, whereas the railway officers
have the right to go to the courf, but the
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court has not the power to do what is eon-
sidered desirable. There are differences also
in the powers with regard to classification.
This is a elassifiention hoard, whereas the
civil serviee board is for appeals against
classifientions.  But in a pgeneral way, just
as that Bill was intended to devise a satis-
factory method of dealing with disputes be-
tween the serviee and the Government, so
this Hill iz intended fto devise satisfactory
methods of dealing with disputes and differ-
eneed between the Commissioner of Railways
and the officers of the railway seevice. The
purpose of the Bill is to provide for 2 board
for the vlassification of the salaried staff of
the  Government railways, The salaried
staff of the Railway Department, in eominon
with the wages stafl, are at the present time
eutitled to approach the Arbitration Court
for the seitlement of disputes which may ex-
ist Letween the salaried staff and the Comn-
wisstoner  of  Railways, The Arbitration
Court has proved an unsatisfactory tribunal
in the matter of dealing with classifieations,
and after earcful consideration it has been
thought desirable to provide a tribunal! that
will earry out this work in & way which wHl
do  justive to hoth parties and avoid the
trouhles which have existed in the past. IF
the Bill becomes law, and the board is estab-
lished, the railway ofticers will no longer be
cititled to approach the Arbitration Court.
One of ‘the clauses of the Bill takes away the
right they have at the present time to approaeh
the Achitvation Clourt, Tu Vietoria n classi-
fication honrd affecting the salaried staff of
the vailways of that State has recently been
appeinted, and this Bill is founded largely
on the Vietorian meagnre. Tt provides for a
hoard consisting of aceredited representatives
of the Commissioner and of the salaried offi-
cors with a chairman, who shall be a magis-
trate, or some other person mutually ngreed
upon by the parties. With the board will sit
two assessors, one of wham will be appointed
by the Commissioner and the other by the
salaried officers.  The uassessors will be en-
titled to examine and eross-examine witnesses,
take full part in the proecedings with the
members of the board, but they will have no
voiee in the devision that will be arrived at.
The wembers of the hoard will hold office
continuously until their period expires, or
wntil they are replaced under the provisions
of the Bill. The hoard is inteaded to be a
continuous hody, hut the asscssors will vary
Trom time to time. They will be men with
teehnieal konowledge aml experience in the
partienlar seetions in conneetion with which
the ingniry or elassifieation s being held.
There are several branches of the serviee—
such as ways and works, the cxisting lines,
and the traftic branch. In the Arbitration
Court it has frequently been felt that three
men are under o disadvantage when called
npon to deal with a variety of interests. Tn
this ease the difficulty is songht to he over-
eome by having at the disposal of the board
assessors representative of the Commissioner
and the employees who will have cxpert
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knowledge and expericuce of the particular
class of work in regard to which the classifi-
cation is procceding. The railway officers
have for some time past been asking that a
hoard of this deseription should be appointed.
The provisions of the RBill do not go nearly
s0 far as the officers of the Railway Depart-
ment would desire, but they do represent a
veasonable compromise.  The duties of the
hoard are set out in Cluuse 15, which really
is the most important clavse of the Bill. [t
siyg—
(1) The bonrd shall havé jurisdietion—
(a) to elassify all sularied positions in the
sorvice of the Government Railways, ex-
cept heads and sub-heads of branches.
When the Bill is in Committee I propose to
submit an amendment fo the interpretation
vlauge giving the definition of heads and sub-
heasds of branches, because this has not been
sufficiently provided for, The matter was
(hscussed between the Commisgioner and the
vailway offteers, and on general lines an
agreement was arrived at as to what shonld
cenatitute heads and sub-heads of branchbes.
It ia not intended that the elassifieation of
headds and sub-heads of branehes should come
within the jurisdiction of this board. That
will be a matter within the exclusive right of
the Commissioner. Clange 15 continnes—
(b) to create classes, and to provide the
minimum and maximum salaries of all posi-
tions in any class; (c¢) to preseribe the
method by which officers shall be advaneed
from the minimum to the maximum of the
salary ossigned to their positions, or from
¢lass to class; (@) to hear and determine
any appeal by any officer or class of offi-
cers in respect of the classification, re-
classification, or salary of such officer or
class of officers, or his or their office or
oftices. (2.) The board may determine—
{a) the maximum number of hours to be
worked daily or in any period; (b) the
maximum nomber of hours which a shift
may extend; (e} the minimum interval
for rest hetween shifts; (d) the maxi-
mum nomber of shifts to be worked weekly
or in any period; and (e¢) what payment
or allowanve (if any) shall be made by
reason of any eondition of employment
affecting remunevation (but not including
payments of allowanees in respect of acci-
dents), such as payments of allowances to
he made—(i) for overtime or emergency
work; (ii)} for Sunday, holiday, or night
work; (ili) for travelling time; (iv) for
relieving expenses; (v) for travelling or
ingidental expenses; (vi) for relieving in
higher positions; (vii) for distriet allow-
ances:; (viii) for work performed under
special eonditions; (ix) for youths living
away from home; (x) for sick pay, annual
and long service leave; (Xi) or any other
matter submitted by mutual consent; and
may make awards with respect to any of
the matters referred to in this swbsection.

Therefore, the powers of the board are eom-
prehensgive and practically cover any matter
which might reasonably be dealt with by the
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Arbitration Court, in regard to other indus-
tries. It is considercd that the board will
present an easier, much loss costly and much
more antisfactory tribunal than the Arbitra-
tion Court in existing econditions ean pos-
sibly do. Tt will be available whenever re-
quired, which is another congideration of great
importance, beeause the Arbitration Court,
caliel upon as it is te deal with all indus-
triecs of the State, is usually overburdened
with work, and it is difficult for those who
desire to approach the court to do so within
a eouvenient time, This board will be avail-
able at all times, so that difficulties may be
quieky settled. Partly because of the cxpert
knowledge which the assessors will have ang
the constitution of the board geuerally, it
shoulid be able to arrive at conclusions more
satisfactorily than might be expected from
the Arbitration Court in cxisting ecireum.
stanees. [ would draw special attention to
the fact that promotion is not a matter with-
in the functions of the board. This will re-
main 2 funetion of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways. T do not think it is neeessary at this
stage to deal at any length with the separate
elanses. The Bill provides for the constitun-
tion of the board, and for the temure of
office, the period being three years and the
members eligible for re-appointment. 1t
provides for the filling of extraordinary va-
eancies, for the ereation of the board in easc
of failure to elect members, and for deputy
members in the absenee of members, and
it gives the right to vote for the board to
every officer of the department. The pro-
vigion relating to the constitution of the board
reads—

One member shall be a magistrate, or
such other person as may be agreed upon
between the Minister and the Railway and
Tramway Officers’ Tndustrial TUnion of
Workers, and sueh member shall be the
chairman of the board. One member shall
be a person nominated by the Commis-
sioner. One member shall -be a person
clected in the prescribed manner by the
Railway and Tramway Officers’ Tndustrial
Union of Workers.
hat iz practically the same as the repre-
aentation of the Civil Service Association and
the Teachers’ TUnion in conneetion with
their appeal board. There is power to ap-
point clerks and to carry on the machinery of
the bhoard.

Hon. J. Ewing: Will not it be much more
cxpensive than the present system?$

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: T
do not think it will be as expensive ag the
Arbitration Court. Provision i3 made that
the cost shall be a ¢harge on the railways.

Hon. Sir ¥. H, Wittenoom: Thig is in ad-
dition to the Arbitration Court,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
Quite so, but if the Arbitration Court had
to deal with additional cases, its cxpenses
would be greater. Members must admit that
the Arbitration Court cannot deal with the
whole of the cases. We should need two Ar-

4\
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hitration Courts to deal with all the cases
necessary, The awards of the board will be
final, and in this rcspect the provision is
gimilar to that c¢ontained in the Public Ser-
vice Aj'peal Board Bill. [ move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

fn Committee.

Hon, J. Ewing in the Chair; The Minister
for Edueation in charge of the Bill

Manse 1—Short Title:

Hon. 1. STEWART: It was due to in-
advertence on my part that the Bill passed
ita second reading. The President in putting
the muestion, was certainly too quick for me.
T have not even read the Bill, and [ ask
the Minister to postpone the consideration
of ;the Bill in Committee until membera
have had an opportunity to study the Bill.
t do not think any other member has read
the Bill

Hon, Sir B. H. Wittenoom: Yes, I have
read every word of it

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION: T
am willing to report pragress on the nest
claunse.

lanse put and passed.
Glause 2—Tnterpretation:

The MINISTER FUR EDUCATION: 1
have ne wish to proceed with the Bill until
members have had an opportunity to study
it.

Progress reported.

MOTION— ELECTRICAL ENERGY.
To Inquire by Royel Commission.

Dehate resumned from the previons day on
the following metion by Mon. J. Ewing—

That in the ouninion of this ITouse the
Government shonld appoint a Royal Com.
mission to inquire into the feasibility of
generating electrical energy at Collie, and
transmitting the same from there with a
view to rcducing the cost of the supply of

power for industrial ond domestie  pur-
poses at contres where it is reiuired.
Honr, R, J. LYNN (West) [8.54]: T com-

mend the hon. member for having brought
forward this motion, and I hope that the
Gevernment will tnke into consideration the
questions which it raises. 1 am not in favour
of the appeintment of a TRoyal Commission
at this stage, because I think that the Gov-
ernment will have sufficient data and ample
time to give thorough consideration to the
motion. There is ro doubt in my mind, or
7 think in that of any hon. member, vegard-
ig the great advantage to be gained from the
provision of cheap power for industrial and
other purposes in the metropolitan area, but
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it would take twore than a Royal Commis-
sion to decide this matter, because the ques-
tion of policy would have to be considercd
by Parliament. Some years ago, when the
proposition for the ingtallation of the Fast
Perth power house was put forward, T was
one of the severest critica of the scheme, he-
cause I considered that the Government of
the day were infringing the rights of the
local authorities, Beenuse of my opposition
to the sheme in those days I have watched
its progress. Looking back over tha inter-
vering years, I must say that those who
were responsible for the inauguration of the
scheme are certainly to be commended for
the foresight they showed. Tn those daya we
had in the metropolitan area several power
houses generating electricity, and I could
not see how a Government scheme could pos-
gibly get a sufficient number of consumers
to warrant sueh heavy expenditure, The re-
turns dealing with the FEast Perth power
house show that the growth has heen in.
deed marvellous. In the East Perth power
house we have plant eapable of gencrating
52 million units per annum, and at the
present time only 18 or 19 million units
per annum are being  consumed. Yet
the power house is producing current
at a lower cost than any station
in the United Kingdom, Current is boeing
sold in various distriets within a radius of
10 to 15 miles from the power station at a
lower cost than in any other part of Aus-
tralia, not excepting Tasmania.

Hon, J. Ewing: What is the rate?

Hon. R. J. LYNN: Tt is as low as .75 to
the Perth City Council,

Hon. H. Stewart: Are not the Govern-
ment making a less on that?

Tfon, R. J. LYNN: No. That is ono of
the questions with which T intend to deal.

Hon. J, Ewing: The Government are not
making a less?

Hon. R, J. LYNN:
ment i@ not cater for
Council the overhead charger would Dbe
considerably in exeoss of what .they are
to-day. It is necessary (o have the large
consumption ;  otherwise the overhead
charges would result in a considerable loss,
T.ast year the Joss was approximately
£4,000, after allowing for obsoleseence and
interest and sinking fund. But if there
were not large consumcrs like the Fre-
mantle tramways and the Perth City Coun-
¢il, the overhead charges would have
hrought about & mueh larger loss than that
actually iuncurred. Flad the scheme been
originally located at Collie instead of being
pioneered in the metropolitan area, it would
have cost an extra amount of £30,000 per
annum. FEven now the eonsumption is only
18 million unita per anmum, whereas the
East Perth nower house is enpable of pro-
ducing 52 million units per annum, At the
present time it would not be an economiv
proposition to cstabliah further works any-
where in this State, irrespective of the coat

No. TIf the Govern-

the Perth City
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of establishment, becauwse there would be
duplieation of capital expenditure unless
there was a consumption of more than the
maximam that the East Perth power sta.
tion can now produce. AMr, Ewing referred
to the great advantages which would necrue
to the metropolitan area if fhe current
counld be disposed of at such a price as
would, according-to Alr. Edmiston®s report,
result in a consumiption of 15 million units
annually.  All hen, members are aware that
a previous Gevermmeat made a contract to
supply the Perth (‘ity Couneil with eurrent
at .73d. per unit.  But the Perth City Coun-
¢il are guire unable to retail the current at
anything like n veusonahle rate, beenuse of
the overhead eharges connceted with the
conneil's other seheme, which cost about
L0000 or £450,M0. The vesult is that,
on top of the vharge of 754, payable to the
Government, and the cost of distribution,
the P'erth City Council must make provision
for wiping ouwt the heavy capital expendi-
ture incurred through the purchase of works
hefare the eatablishment of the East Perth
power house, [ am qguite sure that we
would not be a party to repudinting the
agreement entered into by a previous Gov-
ernment with the Perth City Council, In
order to bring about the consumption Qe-
sired by Mr, Edmiston, and referred to by
Mr, Bwing, of 15 million units per annum,
it would be necessary to abolish or repudi-
ale or eancel the agreement with the DPerth
City Couneil. 1 do not intend to aay any-
thing with respect to the administration
from the Perth City Couneil aspeet, hut [
must express my vegret that the Perth ity
Couneil are not alive to their responsibili-
ties as regands the extension of power in
the metropolitan arcu, Tt may aafely he
siid that Perth is the worst it town le be
found in the svorld.

lton. A. Sanderson: Oh, come, come!

Hon. R. J. LYNN: T do not know one
worse for its size. T.et me give the House
an idea of the business eapacity of the
people running the electrie distribution in
the metropolitan area. T did not know any-
thing of the Perth City Council’s business
nmethods when 1 put electrie light into my
own house. My first bill was for 92 units,
costing 7s, Gd., equal to 134d. per unit. My
next bill was for 43 units. Now, 02 units
had cost ¥s. Gd.. but these 58 units eost
19s. 4d4. 1 ventured to snggest to the Perth
City Council that their minimum was a
most extracrdinary thing. Tn the kindliest
sparit T inquired whether they eonld not
eharge me the minimum of 60 units, so that
I might get those G0 units at 1%4d., equal
.to Bs. approximately, instead of paying 19s,
4d. for 58 units. ITowever, in order to get
the minimam of 60 units for about 6s., in-
stead of paying about £1 for a lesser num-
ber of units, T have to run a radiator in
summer 80 as to make up the consnmption
of cnrrent necessary to enable me to geot
electrieity at the reduced cost. Can a more
ahsurd position be imagined? If Mr. Fwing
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thinks the Perth City Council have the
business acumen znd business capacity to
dovelop the metropolitan congumption to an
extent of 15 'willion unite per annum, and
te do it on their present basis of charging,
L do not agrve with him.

Hon. J. Ewing: [I'at someone else there
to do it.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: That consumption
cannot be obtained unless we repudiate the
agreement mimde by a previous Government
with the Perth City Couucil, Such a thing
1 feel sure neither the present Government
nor any othier Government would be pre-
pared to do. Independently -of the consump-
tion necessary in order to justify the instal-
lation of & power house at Collie, | shall
not argue that when railage amounts to
129. per ton it is net possibls te pgencrate
current at Collic more cheaply than at the
East Perth power house; hut I do say that
it would be quite impossible at present to
greet a large generating station at Collic and
transmit the current to the metropolitan
area except at an oxiremely heavy cost.
There would be no advantage derivable from
such a procvecding, becaunse the present sur-
plus at the Kast ’erth power house is equal
to about 32 million units per anwum. [t
has been stated that for the establishment
of industrics in the metropolitan area we
st have some station  to  piencer the
business, Those who have been and are in
chargo at the Hast perth power howae have
worked very hard, and as regards the con-
samption outside the five-mile radius have
dona very well indeed. So far as 1 kuoow,
only two or three industries are likely to
require large sapplies of eurrent here within
the next two or three years. The develop-
ment of those industries would undoubtedly
asstst very materially to plaee the Govern-
ment’s electrie power undertaking pn 4
good finaneial footing, When that situa-
tion has materialised, it will be time cnough
to consider the extension of the cxisting
gencrating plant and probably the erection
of another plant in the place where coal is
cheapest. I shall not enter into the tech-
nical side of the question, not being too
well versed in it; but T do know that te add
to the capital cost already ineurred while
the present power station is eapable of put-
ting out three times the current it now puts
out, would not be an cconomic proposal, es-
pecially in view of the fact that the charge
made by the Western Australian Govern-
ment is Jower than the charge in any other
part of Australasis, T am somewhat op-
posed to the cngagement of experts in this
connection until snch time as the Govern-
ment consider it necessary to embark upon a
new scheme., Assuming that the motion is
carried and that a Royal Commission is ap-
pointed, the Government will be engaging
oxperts, at very heavy cost, to report years
hefore their reperta will he required. 1
think some time must elapse before anv fur-
ther increase in the consumption of clectrie
current ean be expected in the metropolitan
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arei.  Conditions must first become more
normal.  Qutside the onc or two industries

mentioned by Mr, Ewing, there ure only the
works to treat iron ore from Yampi Sound.
When the day arrives—and I shall he very
pleasedl tndeed if it arrives early—that it is
necessary to cstablish large works for the
treatment of Yumpi iron, the question will
arise where that vre sheuld be treated, and
also the further question at what point a
power atation should be erceted. Apart
trom the coal question, there are many con-
siderations applying te the installation of 2
plant. One of them is a supply of good
water.  Whilst I commend Mr. Ewing for
having bronght this matter forward, 1 do not
think the present time is suitable: for the
cstablishment of electric works at Collie. 1
have gone into the figures of the approxi-
mate cost of installing a power house there,
and also of the cost of transmitting earrent
from Collie to the metrcpolitan area. 1 rea-
lise what such a scheme would mean to the
metropolitan ares generally if the eonsump-
tion of eurrent werc such as to warrant the
expenditure. But 1 do wige that in view ot
the surplus capacity available to-day at the
East Perth power station, it would not e
advisable to ineur that additional »xpemli-
ture at present, or, indced, wutil sueh ‘o=
as a further quantity of electric power is
required beyond what the East Perth power
house ean supply. Mr. Ewing thought it was
quite possible that suflicient money would be
forthcoming from, L take it, private en-
terprise to embark upon such =2 scheme.
There again, that would be a question
of policy for the Government or for Tarlia-
ment, but not fer a commission to decide, as
to whether the concessions should be granted
to private enterprise. I question very much
whether, in the first place, we could get pri-
vate cnterprise to provide the capital, and
even if we could, I do not think Parliament
woull grant the coneession. I am willing to
admit that if some system could be deovised
wherehy the eonsumption could be inereased
in the moetropolitan area where the conven-
ienee would be so very great, especially in
summer for cooking purposes, it would be a
considerable advantage and would add
greatly to the success of the system,

1lon. J. Cornell: [t would save a lot of
energy expended in chopping the morning’s
wood, :

Hon. R, J. LYNX: That is one of the ex-
ercises T enjoy. But nnder the existing ays-
tem, which gives {he Perth City Couneil a
monopoly within a radius of five miles of the
town hall, T da not think, unless the eity
conneil were prepared to allow the Govern-
ment to pioncer this business, they will sue-
eeed in devising such a system., 1 do not
know whether it is part of their policy to
encourape the use of gas as against electrie-
ity in the metropolitan area, but I think the
instance I have guoted will indicate to the
Housge that if they are desivous of extending
it in the direction of bringing about an in-
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erensdl consumption ‘within their area, thev
will have to adopt some other methods than
those in cxistence. 1In the wuriginal scheme
it was intended that the clectrification of the
railways should be part and parcel of the East
Perth power installation, but becanse of the
capital cxpenditure involved and, I suppose,
of the serapping of so mueh plant, it would
net, | understand, be economical or advan-
tageous to make the alteration at the present
time. T ecommend the hon. member for hav-
ing brought this forward, but I do not think
the time is ripe for the appointment of ex-
prerts to make the investigation,

Hon. J. E. Dodd: Mave not they a per-
mancent commission at Collie?

lon. K. J. LYNN: They have had many
coninissions.

Hon, J. E. Dodd: They had one which sat
for about three ycars,

Hon, R, J. LYNN: Yes. It may be neees-
sary for this commission to also visit
Canada and other places to colleet the re-
quired evidenee. There can be ne question
about the great value attaching to this if
the current can e produeed at a price whiek
will encourage the cstablishmeni of indus-
tries. The frouble is that within a radius of
five miles of the Perth Town Hall the citr
comeil have a monopoly, Thnt reaches tz
Claremont. On the other hand, the Freman-
tle Tramway Board have a monopnly agree-
ment with the Government for the supply
of clectricity within a radins of five miles

of the Fremantie Town Hall Mo, for
& distance of 13  miles from the
Fremantle Town  Hall, through and

heyond Perth, no matter how desirous those
in control of the systetw may be of extending
their bnsineas, it will be imposaible for them
to do so unless we repudinte the existing
agreements, That being so, any industry
would have to go beyond that 15-mile limit
to obtain current at a rcasomable rate. [
have had a good deal of experience in con-
neetion wtih eontracts cutered into by the
Fremantle Tramway Toard. They were in
# position to make agreementa for the supply
of electricity at a very little margin of pro-
fit over and above the Government price,
a8 low as onc peuny per wnit.  But that does
uot apply to the Perth municipality, and it iz
impossible to establish any additional con-
sumption within the Perth radius unless the
couneil are prepared to aceept a very small
margin of profit, as ngainst loading up the
system to provide moncy for obsolescence in
eonnection with the previous powor station.
T vammend the motion to the Government.
T believe they are alive to the pesition, and
T hope that, having brought his question be-
fore the House, the hon. member will per-
haps withdraw his notion.

On motion by the Honarary Minister, de-
bate adjourncd.

House adjourned at 9.22 pm.




