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The SPEAKER took the Chair ait 4.30
p.m., and read pratyers.

QUEXTION-EDt'CATION, INSPEC--
TORS' DUTIES AND HOLIDAYS.

Mr. JOHNSON (for Mr. Price) asked
the Minister for Education: 1. How
Many' schools has the Chief Inspector in-
spected during the past year (not merely
casually' visited) ?1 2, How manY holidays
has inspeelor MCollu1M had at Christ-
mas vocation during the last four years?
3, Has he been on full pay during such
holidays? 4. Howv many holidays is lie
entitled to under the Public Service Re-
gulations! 5, How many schools did In-
spector Robertson visit during the four
weeks ending 24th November last? 6,
What time did he spend at each school
during that period?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
repJedc~: 1, None, except the orphanage
and industrial st-hools, numbering- seven.
2, Six months' long service leave has been
taken in addition to the annual leave.
He has been pernitted to take the long
service leave in detached sections, as it
has suited the convenience of the De-
partment. 3. Yes. 4, A fortnighit's an-
mnal leave and the long- service leave
prebcribed by the Public Service Act.
5, Four. One of the weeks consisted of
school holidays, and was spent by Mr.
Robertson in correcting examination
papers and office work. For four days
of another week hie was coiiducting an
examination. 6, Three days (about 15 ,/
hours plus 9 hours travelling-). Two days
(10/12 hours plus 4 hours travelling).
Two days (9/10 hours plus 21/2 hours tra-
veiling) ; and one dayv (1/2 hours plns 5

hours travelling) respectively. On the
day of visiting the last school, Mr. Rob-
ertson was unwell.

QIIESTLON-POLICE FORCE, CHAR-
GES AGAINST CONSTABLES.

Mri, JOHNSON asked the Prernicr: 1,.
Was a charge made by a Mr. Mathea, of
BUrtville, against certain constables9 2,
If so, did the boa. Colonial Secretary or
Comrmissiouer of Police Promise anl in-
quiry? 3, Was the inquiry held? 4, If
so, what was the nature of the inquiry?
5, If not, why was the inquiry not held?

The PRlEMIER replied: 1. Yes. 2,
3: antd 4. A preliminary inquir ,v was hield,.
as a result of wvhich the charges were
considered to be groundless, and Mr.
Mathes was so informed. 5, He has
since repeated the charges. which will
now be made the subject of a board of
inqlui-v unde,- the Police Act.

QITSJO -LQuol l 1aw, 1909,.
APPLICATIONS FOR SUSPENSION.

'Mr. HUDSON asked tlie Attorney
General: 1. [lave applications been made
for t lie suspension of "'The Wines, Beer,
and Spirit Sale Act, 1909, " in ally places
in W.A.? 2, If so (a) what are the
names of these places and their respec-
tive distances from licensed Premises?
(b) Hav'e an , v such app~licatIions been re-
fliscd. anid for what reasouis? :3. Has the
operation of the Act been suspended at
Northampton? 4, Are there -any licensed
premises withlii 15 miles in upwards of
Northampton ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL replied:
1, Yes. 2, (a) Grass Patch, 19 miles;
Watheroo. 24 miles; Three Springs, 35
miles (1); Three Springs, 34 miles (2);
Dumibleytng, 25 miles: (4nowangerup, .30
miles; Nalcaiii. 25 Miles (1); Denning-
up. 30 miles; Brouzewing. 40 miles: Na!-
cain. 25 miles (2): Linden. 40 miles;
Business Area 82M, 21 miles: Murray
Loc. 163, 19 miiles: Sum-lion. 110 miles;
Bolgart, 23 miles; Boyaip Brook, 20-
miles: Lime-stone WYell. 15 miles. (b) All
have been refused in the exercise of the -
discretion vested in the Governor in
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Council. 3, Yes, as from 1st January,
1911. 4, There are no licensed premises
within 15 miles of Northampton, but at
Northampton itself there are three prem-
ises holding- wayside house licenses, all
of which, by reason of the population of
he townshiip nnw exceeding the limit

prescriha-d h ' Seetioin 20 of J7 Victoria,
No. 25, expire on .31st December, hence
the necessity for suspending the opera-
tion of the Act at that place.

Q-UESTION-LAND SELECTION, G.
DOUST'S APPLICATIONS.

Mr. HUDSON asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Referring to the answers given
by the Minister on the 7th September
lest to questions regarding the applica-
tions of George Iioust for land at Dal-
yap, were not the applications of Doust
lodged at the Land Office, Esperanee, on
the 21st August. 1909, two days before
the application of Dempster was lodged
in Perth?4 2, if so, how does the Minis-
ter reconcile these facts with his answer
No. 3 to questions mentioned? 3, Does
the 'Minister give preference to applica-
tions made in Perth over those made at
country offices? 4. If so, why? 5, Will
the Minister reconsider Desist 's applica-
tionl~

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1. The applications were lodged
at the Resident Magistrate's office at Es-
perance. 2, Esperanee not being an office
at which applications take priority under
Section 17, the applications must he
dated from the time they are received
in Perth. .3, Yes, where Perth is the
office for receiving applications, the Act
prescribes that they shall have priority
according to the date of receipt at such
office. 4, See reply to No. 3. 5, "No,
as the land has already been granted to
Mr. F. G. Dempster.

QUESTIO"N-AORICULTURAL BANK,
APPLICATION FOR LOAN.

Mr. HORAN asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Will he make himself acquain-
ted with the details of the application of
H. G. Toll for a loan from the Agricul-

tural Bank in respect of certain lands
held by Toll in the Broome Hill district?
2, Is he in a position to say that the
statements contained on departmiental
files are consistent with fact ?

The MINISTER FOR LAND'S re-
plied: 1, 1 am acquainted with the case
of Air. H. G1. Toll. 2, 1 am of the Opinion
that the depai tinental statements4 are
consistent with fact.

QIESTLON-LANI)S lDlPARTMENT.
SEAR CHIING FILES.

Mr. JOHNSON (for Mr. Price) asked
the Minister for Lands: 1, Hns his atten-
tion been drawn to the followiaft ex-
tract of evidence given by a representa-
tive of the Sunday Times before the
Royal Commission on alleged corrup-
tion: ''The Lands Department had adop-
ted tie practice of allowing acces to the
files, saying in reply to inquiries. 'Here
are Ihe filies. Search for yourself.' The
Minister gave his sanction to this ar-
rangement 12 monthis ago.'' 2. Is such
evidence correct? 3, If so. will the
Minister allow members of Parliament
and all representatives of newspapers
similar privileges when conducting in-
quiries; at the Lands Departmentl

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2. It is the practice to
show files to representatives of news-
papers who mnake inquiry as the result
of sonic complaint that has been made to
their offices ii' connection with the work
of the TLands Department when the news-
papers are good enough to make inquiry
before publishingw the complaint. As this
information must in common fairness to
the newspaper correspondents be of the
fullest possible nature, it is necessary
that the files be produced. The files are
not, however, produced without discrim-
ination. 3, Certainly, when it is thought
advisable in the public interest.

QUESTION-SCHOOL ATTENDANCE.
MrETROPOLIS.

Mr. HEITMANN asked the Mfinister
for Education: 1, How many es-seventh
scholars wvere attending the metropolitan
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schools prior to the establishment of cen-
tral schools? 2, Hlow many are there at
1)re.3ent?

The MlINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1. 139 in December, 1908. 2,
203 in July, 1910.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. Heitnianr. and the Minister for
Mines.

Mr. HEITMANN (Cue): On a matter
of privilege I would like the opportunity
of saying a few words in reference to
something that took place in this Cham-
ber some time ago. M1y attention has
been ('ailed to page 222 of Hansard of
this session, flan the speech of the
'Minister for 'Mines I interjected in a
very uncomplimentary ' vway, I must now"
admit. I was under the impression that
I had been called upon to withdraw tial
remark, and had withdrawn it. But my'
attention has been drawn to tihe fact
that it exists in Hansard, anod that I
had not withdrawn it, and I wish to say
in calmer moments I regret having made
the remark, and also i-egret that things
had been said towards me which made
me lose muy self-control. I regret the
the whole affair had happened. I would
like to say that at that time the debate
on the Add reis-in-lieply was in progress.
and the Mfiniklor for '-ines was replying
to some remarks of mine in reference to
the repiort of 31r. 2 lontgonerv. the State
Mfining Engineer, on the conil ilon of'
the miners at Day Dawn. The Minister

:Said, if I may be allowed to (1uo0e from,
Tiansard-

As far as the report which is beiwi
oibtained is concerned. lion,. miemnbers
will, no doubt, on reading the papers.
have noticed that Dr. Cnmpston has
made a very exhaustive examination in
most of the miningl centres. It would
not be right for me to make any r~e-
marks with regnid to what that re-
port might be, but there is one thing
that I was pleased to see, aind wvhich
goes to show the difference between the

*various -people who are endeavouring
to mitigate the disease. I recently
noticed that Dr. Cumpston sent a let-
ter of thanks to Mr. Dodd and M0r.
Glance, and other members of the
union at Boulder for the assistance
they gave him; but I saw no reference
from the doctor to, the assistance given
him by the member for Cue when he
visited the Cue district.

When I heard those remarks I thought,
and I still think, that they were most
unfair towards me. For many y ears I
have fought the cause (of the miners, al-
together disinterested. I have fought
for them even against some of the miners
themselves. After the Commission had
been appointed, and wvhen Dr. Cump-
slon visited Cue. I was working on a
mine some miles in the bush with machi-
nety that required a lot of attention. but
I made it myv business to he in attend-
ance on the Commissioner at night time,
and to offer him every possible assist.
ance in the obtaining of witnesses and
in other ways. Consequently, when those
remarks were wade I felt that they were
most unfair; but, as I have said, the
cause of the sick and diseased miners
can be fought without one losing his
temper. I again say that I regret hav ing
made thnse remarks, and I trust flint
there will be no cause for making such
statements in the future. IL at all events,
will refrain from making similar one,.

The MITNTSTER FOR MINES (Hlon.
H. rregoriy) :T beg to thank the bon.
member for the very hononvable state-
ment hie has just made to 'the House. It
is verY probable that when discussingz that
matter I may' not have been awore of the
work put in by the lion, member, but I do
know that so far as endeavouringr to have
inquiry made in reference to thi mate

of millers' phthisis is concerned the mem-
ber undoubtedly has beeni very prominent.
I thank him very' much indeed for his
kind withdrawal: it often takes more
courage to make such a retraction after
the 'matter has appeared in flansard. I
thank him very much indeed, and I only
hope that the words complained of will
he excised from flarsard.
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BILL -PERINANENT RESERVES.
R.EDEDICATION.
Second Receding.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
J1. Mtchell) in moving the second reading
said: Some time ago Hunbury town lot
127, containing a quarter acre of land,
w'as allotted to the Goldfields Fresh Air
League in order that they might erect a
building to accommodate the children who
were sent to the coast during the summer
months. It was found that it was alto-
gether unsuitable and far too small. The
Hunbury Town Council were approached,
and they agreed to allow the Fresh Air
League one and three-quarter acres on
the Western coast. This will be a much
more convenient place for the children
than the original block. They will have
their buildings on portion of the 2 &,aere
reserve, and they will be right on the sea-
beach. The land we now desire to grant
to the league is known as part of Class A
reserve 4991. The Muncipal Council have
been consulted, and as the goldfields peo-
ple are anxious to erect a building on the
land, their desire is that the land should
be pranted and this can only be done with
the assistance of Parliament; and it wil
not be until this measure becomes law
that they Pan set about spending money
in connection with the building. I dare
say bon. members know the objects of the
Goldfields Fresh Air League. I believe
the league do very good work for the chil-
dren in the way of bringing them down to
the coast and providing them with recrea-
tion during the hot summer months. I
hope the House will agree to this Bill. I
.am assured by the 'Municipal Council that
this proposal will not interfere with the
public park, and that it wvill be beneficial
to the children wvho come from the gold-
fields. I move-

'Tat the Bill be nou: read a second
lime.

On motion by 'Mr. Scaddan debate ad-
journed.

BILL-LAND AND INCOME TAX.
Second Reading.

The PREMNIER (Hon. Fiank Wilson):
in turning the 9000d reading said: The

reason for bringing this measure forwarjI
at the present time is that it may be
passed as early as possible so that the
Taxation Department may get to work
sending out notices of assessments, and
begin collecting the taxes for the present
financial year.

'Mr. Walker: Are you going to bring-
down the Mtachinery Bill?

The PREMIER: No, certainl y not.
Mr. Walker: We may require to make

amendments.
The PREMIER: The hon. member can

move an amendment if be wishes to do-
so, or hie caii table a motion instructing
the Government in connection with it.
There are many ways of proceeding. Any-
how, this measure is only the ordinary
taxation measure in order to raise rev-
ernue. It is an exactly similar Bill to that
which has been passed in this House dur-
ing the last three years. This is the fourth
Bill of its kind to impose land and in-
come taxes. It provides for the same
rates, namely one penny for every pound
sterling on the unimproved value of land
as assessed under the Machinery Bill, and
a tax of fourpence in the pounrd on in-
comes subject of course to the exemp-
tions which are provided. With regard
to this measure it is not necessary for me
to delay the House very long. During the
year 1909-10 the estimate of revenue from
income tax was £37,000, and the actual
receipts amounted to £!43,965. This year
hon. members will see by turning to my
estimates that I hope to obtain £44,000,
almost the same amount as we received
last year. It is true that we expect to get
some increases with regard to income tax,
but this will be more especially from set-
tlers on land, those who are cultivating
the land, but hon. members will remember
this is counteracted to a more or less ex-
tent by the reduction which is allowed.
Last year from land tax the Treasurer
estimated the receipts to be £33,000, and
he actually received f34,344. During the
present financial year I have estimated
that the land tax will yield £40.000, an
increase of some £6,000, which I think
will be obtained owing to the fact that
the official values of land made by the
department will to some extent be put into
effect. We expect that the increase of
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values of our lands wvill be retarded, cut rview, or the Suine Court
slightly at any rate, by the imposition of The rest~b She appeals 't e-officials have
the Federal land tax. The administration been able to deteri~ine by the very ne-
of the department has during the past cessary powers they have under the As-
year been carefully handled, and not- sessment Act which compels taxpayers to
withstanding the faict that there is still a produce their books. Ini these instances
large amount of capital work to be car- when the books of account are produced
ried out, and notwithstanding that we the result is that the appeals are with-
have still a very large area of estates to drawn. Tn that respect T am glad also to
value officially, T wish to point out that he able to eon'-ratulate the department On
the wvork h;as beeun carried out a., having not only saved the department
cheaply ag in the other States of the considerable trouble and expense, but also
(:ommonwvealth. 'Vile expenditure of saved the taxpayers inconvenience and
the department, which includes also the expense. The amount of arrears out-
collection of dividends and totalisator standing at the end of the last financial
taxes the same as is done in the other year was as far as income tax is con-
States, equals oly six per cent, of the erned £3,060. With regard to the land
total revenue collected. If we eliminate tax, the amount was £E6,485; the two to-
those two taxes, then the cost is slightly gether making a total of £10,500 in round
over 11 lier' cent. Taking the whole of figures. This is much less than previous
the work of the department into consideraq- arrears, and I hope as time goes on and
tion, it has been carried out as cheaply' as the department gets into better working
in the Eastern States, notwithstanding the order the amount will get smaller. It is
fact that our taxes are considerably absolutely Impossible to conduct the of-
lower. This reflects credit I think upon fairs of the department without some er-
those in charge of the department. The rors, and perhaps the late passage of the
matter of ap~peals is one I think that the Taxation Bill is to be blamed to some ex-
department should receive some credit for, tent for these errors. The department in
With regard to the land tax they, have had the earlier portion of the financial year
150 appeals lodged against assessments has been working on the arrears, and
made, and 22 of these have been disposed every step is being taken to collect the
of. Every appeal on being lodged is care- amount. There is only one other matter
fully gone through by the chief land tax that I think I need refer to on this oc-
assessor, and his assistants, and also the casion. and that is the incidence of the
appraiser of the value of the land, Of income tax as far as we have the in-
course by having this supervision over formation available. Hon. members will
these appeals it is very often found that realise that this information cannot be comn-
a number of errors have been committed plete until some years have elapsed be-
with respect to values and areas anid cause we Alwoys have arrears coming in.
localities, and after having been referred I have, however, a return showing the in-
back and gone into carefully. the matter ridence of the income tax for the year
in dispute has been adjusted. Of course 19RS-fl which is practically complete with
the investigation of these appeals takeq the exception of some small arrears out-
uip a lot of time, and there is a standing for t'hat year. I do not think
delay in disposing of the claims. Never- this table hoc Yet been published: at any
theless it is satisfactory to know that a rate it will appear in the niext report.
number of appeals have been settled by This shows that in that year there
the staff. and that the people concerned were 4,632 taypa 'vers with incomes
have not been subjected to the annoyance between £200 and £300 per annum.
and inconvenience of appearing before the Of these, owing to the rebates. 996 were
court. The same thing applies with re- relieved altogether from payment of in-
gard to the income tax appeals. There come tax, and the number who were taxed
have not been so many of these appeals amounted to 3,636. The total amount of
lodged, bill two of these which involve income for these 3.636 individnalq was
qguestions of law will be settled by the in round flIgre; C1.213.000. the total
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amount of exemption was slightly over a
million, and the total amount of taxable
balance £121,989. We received £C2,044 by
way of taxation from these individuals,
equalling an average assessment of 11s.
3d. per head. Between £30 and £500 in-
comes we had 2,736 taxpayers. Of these
11 wvere -relieved who did -not pay any
tax at all. The number who paid income
tax was 2,725 and they paid on £376,2S4,
producing £6,159 as income tax, or an
average assessmient of £2 s. 2d. Oil
incomes between £500 and £C700 there
were 8933 individuals; 3 did not pay any
income tax and 830 were so taxed. They
were taxed on £239,000, in round figures,
and rlhey paid £4,33-5, or an average as-
sessament of £5 4s. lid. Between £700
and £C1,000, which was the next step in
incomes, there were 564 persons. Of
these two did not pay income tax, and
the 562 did. The total amount on which
they paid was £284,000, and the amount
received from that was £4.778. equal to
an average assessment of £8 10s. With
incomes of from £1,000 to £1,500 there
were 362 persons. only one of whom was
exempt from paying income tax. The 361
paid it, and they paid on £296,000, a
total of £4,992 or an average assessment
of £13 6s. 7d. On incomes of from £1,500
to £5.000 we had 335 tax payers. They
all were taxed. They paid on £602,000,
producing £10,1381, or an average assess-
mnent of £30 5s. 3d. With incomes of
£E5.00 and over were 32 tax payers. They
were all taxed. They paid on £339,000
an amount of £3,8995, or an average assess-
ment of £113 7s. 4d. The total was 9,514
tax payers, of whom 1,O]3 were exempt,
while 8,601 paid income tax. They paid
Onl £2',1,100 a totat amount of £38,861,
the average assessment being £4 10s. 3d.
per tax payer. T think it will he readily
seen that no matter what fears we had
at the time we introduced this taxation
it has worked out, so far as we have gone,
fairly equitably, and has fallen on the
rirhbt shoulders. We find that the great
majority of the tax payers, the small men,
pay very much below the average, the
average being £4 10s_ 3d., whilst those
who are earning salaries or incomes under
flO0 have paid only Us. 3d. on an aver-

age, while those 'having incomes betweent
£300 and £500 have paid £2 5s, 2d. as.
against £4 10s. 3d. All the others have,
of course, paid over the average in order
to counterbalance the lower payments I
have referred to. This is as it should be.
It is placing the burden on those who) are
able to afford it, and I ami glad to lie able
to give these figures in order to show that
the taxation, although at present it does
nt provide anything near as much re-
venue as L, as Treasurer, would like to,
see, is fairly doing its work, and as time
goes on I have no doubt we shall be able
to make it a very much larger sourc of
revenue.

Mr. Seaddan: It is getting a bit late.
The Federal authorities are hooking on to
some of it.

The PREM1IER: Not in respect to in-
come tax. They have got on to the land
tax, and pretty heavily. However, I hope'
the leader of the Opposition will agree to,
pass, this measure through Committee to-
day,

Mr. Seaddan:- No, I desire to secure-
the adjournment of the second reading.
There are a few anomalies I propose to.
touch upon.

The PREMIER: 'Not in this?

Mr. Walker: Yes, in this.

31r. Scaddan: We tried to amend it
last year.

The PREMIER: You wanted the As-
sessment Bill brought forward last year,.
but you know the Assessment Bill cannot
be brought forward this year. I would
like to point out to those hon. members
who fought to have the taxation measure
coupled with that dealing with assess-
ment, that even our friends in the Federal
Parliament have followed our example
and kept the two measures apart.

Mr. Walker: See what von do by had
example.

The PREMIER: However, I have mueb
pleasure in moving the second reading..

Mr. SCADDAN: I beg to move-

That the debate be adjourned.

Motion passed, debate adjourned.
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AN-NUAL ESTIMATES, 1910-1911.
In Committee of Supply.

Resumed from the 29th November; 3Mr.
Taylor in the Chair.

Vote-Executive Council, £75-agreed
to.

Vote-Legsative Council, £1,811:
Mr. WALKER: In view of the turmoil

going on at Rome and the movement to
abolish the House of Lords, it would be
well if the Premier wvould explicitly tell
the Committee what he proposed to do
in regard to the abolition of another
place. Members would be told wve must
have something in the nature of a House
of review, but it seemed to him that ano-
ther plate was just as hasty in the passing
of its measures as was the Legislative As-
sembly. An instance of this had been
shown, in the passing of the Southern
Cross-Bullflnch Railway Bill. The cry of
the country was for the abolition of this
fifthI wheel of the legislative coach, and
the best way sympathy could be shown
with that cry was to refuse this vote,
whieh would be a signal of the closing
of the doors of that institution. He
would remind the Premier that earlier
in the session the Government had pro-
mised, if not tire extinction of the Legis-
lative Council, at least some alteration of
the franchise on which the institution was
based. That promise had never been
kept, and it was only right that the Pre-
mier should give some statement as to
the intention of the Government in re-
gard to this question.

The PREMIER: The question of the
usefulness of another place was far too
wide to be confined within the discussion
of the vote uinder consideration. The
member for Kanowna knew that we could
not possibly in a Committee of Supply
get an expression of opinion in regard
to so important a question.

Mr. Walker: You had certain refer-
ences to it in the Governor's Speech.

The PREMIER: The question touched
upon in the Governor's Speech was that
of reducing the franchise. That would
come along, but if hon. members were go-
ig to hasten with the business of the
country in the same degree that they had
done during the last five or six weeks

certainly some considerable time would
elapse before the question could be
seriously entered upon. It was to be
hoped members would not retaird the pas-
sage of the Estimates by raising this dis-
cussion on a question which would be
better handled when a Bill of the sort
was before the House, and which could be
handled at any time by a direct motion,
moved by any bon. member. At any rate
he could not go into the question of the
abolition of the Legislative Council on
this occasion.

Mr. HEITI'rIANN: It was a very broad
question, perhaps too broad to be dis-
cussed now, nevertheless it should not be
necessary for a, member to bring on a
motion to have it discussed. Sir Newton
Moore in his first presessional speech at
Bunburv said his Government would fav-
our the reduction of the franchise for the
Legislative Council, and the same prom-
ise had been given each year in succession.
There were two members in the Govern-
ment, the Attorney General and the Minis-
ter for Works, who pledged themselves
in the past to the abolition of the Legisla-
tive Council. It was due that the Pre-
mier should make some effort to fulfil the
Promise made.

The Premier: I intend to do so if you
will let me go on with the business.

Air. HEITMAUNN; There were 37 Bills
sow on the Notice Paper.

The Premier: Why not pass them?9
Mr. HEITMNAYN : They would be

passed in accordance with their import-
ance, but we should first of all be given
an important measure asked for for many
years by the vast majority of the people
of the country, and promised by nearly
every member of the Government, and
supported by nearly every member on
the Government side. Stich a measure
should have been introduced in the early
part of the session so that members, and
even members of the Legislative Council,
could have the opportunity of discussing
it. The time was not far distant when
some change must -take place in the con-
stitution of the Legislative Council. The
writing was on the wall. Even the Daily
News said the Legislative Council must
on. Another important phase of the

1975
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question was the effect the present fran-
chise of the Legislative Council was hav-
ing on the people of the country in reia-
dion to the Federal Parliament. The idea
prevailed that the people could get f rom
the Federal Parliament 'what was refused
in this State and would be refused here
while the Legislative Council was consti-
tuted as at present. In order to save
themselves the members of the Legislative
Council should broaden their franchise.
At any rate it wvas time we had a definite
statement from the Premier as to Whether
a Bill was to be brought down or not.

Mfr. WALKER: The Premier had mis-
understood the point raised. There was
no other part of the session wheu -we could
reasonably ask the Premier to make a
statement as to the attitude of the Gov-
ernment on this subject. The statement
in the Gover-nor's Speech in July last was
the statement of Sir Newton MAoore, and
that was a distinct promise that a Bill for
the liberalisation of the franchise for the
Upper House woudd be brought down this
session; but although in general terms the
present Premier had informed us that he
and his colleagrues were running in the
groove set out for them by the 'Moore
Government, yet in detai there was, no ex-
pression of the opinion of the present
Premier upon the point. One could not
hut think there was some spir-it of avoid-
ance of the rulfilment of the programme,
because there was no intimation as to the
intention of the present Government to
carry out that policy. Now we had
reached the close of the session, when the
business sheet was full of Bills, which we
could not possibly consider and do jus-
tice to in the time allotted, yet in the most
nonchalant way the Premier told us he
would consider it at some time, or. if he
did not, members could bring forward aL
motion to deal with the question.

The Premier: I said only with regard
to the abolition of the Legislative Coun-
cil; please quote mue rightly.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member was
not quoted, except as to what was said in
the direction of giving members a chance
to discuss it. The sense of what the Prem-
ier said was that if members wanted
to disculs the whole question relatinga to

the Upper House, it could he done by
meaus of a motion. But there was no
chance of the Government giving preced-
ence to a motion of that kind aver the
Bills which were tabled for the consider-
ation of members. So there was no
chance of dealing with the matter except
tite present. lo England the people
were in the throes of excitement and nas-
cent revolution on this subject, yet it was
too small a question to devote a few min-
utes to in this Chamber. However, it
would need to he faced at no remote
dlate, bet-ause it was the one question
stirring upl the pablic mnind throughout
the lenrthi and breadth of Austrahasia.
It wats Oi~e of those questions in which the
whole destiny of the land was wrapped
up as regards the future. Tt was the one
cry of the people, that if the Upper
House question was not dealt with we
would have Unification, and our State
Parliaments would be Wiped 00t Of ex-
ii-tence; so it was a most urgent point,
and one that wouild have to be decided in
the future, as to whether we would deal
with the Upper House or whether the elec-
tors upon the Federal roll should deal
with State Houses in their entirety, either
wipe them out or wipe out the Upper
Houses only. This point had assumed
actual shape. yet we were to have no
statement upon it from the Premier. It
was conceivable the Government might
not approve of the liberalisation of the
franchise in the way foreshadowed by
Sit, Newton Mfoore at the last general
elections. The G.overnment might wish
to change the entire constitution of the
Legislative Council. He (Mr. Walker)
would prefer a nominee House to a
Chamber constituted as the present
Imeishative Council, though be would pre-
fer still more that the constitution of the
A\ssembly should be altered and the Con-.
cil entirely abolished. These were not
fancifol questions sprung on the Govern-
ment. but were questions that should have
been considered before this, and which
should be answered from the Government
standpoint before any step was taken in
pawsing the vote on the Estimates for the
Legislative Council. The point was
whether members were to submit to pass-
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ing the vote in silence or be accused of
blocking public business. What would the
people say if members allowed a question
of this importance to pass entirely with-
out notice at the only possible time the
matter could be discussed? We were sent
here by electors who had made it a plank
in their policy to abolish the Upper House.
We had received no statement from the
present Government, constituted as it was,
as to their attitude on this question. Were
we not strictly within our rights in asking
a number of formal questions of the Gov-
ernment. Did the Government intend t~o
liberalise the franchise of the Upper
House. and if so to what extent; or did
the Government contemplate any reduc-
tion of members in that House? Did the
Government contemplate the abolition of
that Chamber, and the alteration of this
Chamber as a consequence? He was en-
titled to have answers to these questions.
Again he was voicing the opinions of the
people: he was sen~t here to try and carry
out their wishes in that direction. His
voice was their voice. When he asked
there questions, therefore, it was the duty
of the Government to give some definite
answer to them, and again he submitted
the proper time to ask was now when the
vote for the Legislative Council was un-
der consideration.

Mr. SCADDAN: The member for
Kanowna had adopted the right atti-
tude in asking the Premier to make a
statement at this stage as to his intention
regarding another place. He wished to
draw the attention of the Premier to the
fact that we had discussed this matter on
a former occasion when the Premier made
his ministerial statement on taking office.
The Premier on that occasion omitted to
make any reference in his remarks on the
Constitution Act Amendment as to a re-
duction of the franchise for another
place. The Premier said that he would
introduce a Bill, but he did not state that
it would contain any clause that would
make the reduction of the franchise of
another place possible. Here was the
Premier's statement-

We also intend to submit to he
House a Constitution Act Amendment
Bill,

The Premier: Whose statement is that?
Mr. SCADDAN: The Premier's state-

ment.
The Premier: Is that statement not all

right?
Mr. SCADDAN: No. He would show

it was not all right. The Premier went
on to say-

a Bill which has been promised for
some time, and we are going to endeav-
our to pass it.

It looked very like that. Here we were
getting towards the end of the session.
and the Bill had not been introduced in
this Chamber. He was not in the con-
fidence of the Premier, but he would be
able to tell members why the Bill had
not been introduced. The Premier want
on to say-

Amongst other things it will increase
the life of Parliament from three years
to tour years, and it will also abolish
the necessity for a member of the
House, on accepting a portfolio, hav-
ing to seek re-election. That, of course,
will be accepted by members of the
Opposition.

That was all the Premier stated was
going to be contained in a measure of
vast importance to the community at
large.I

The Attorney General: "Amongst other
things."

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes, but when dis-
cussing the vote of no-confidence against
the Government, be (Mr. Scaddan) took
the Minister to task for his omission in
that direction, and he asked then why the
Premier had not made provision in the
Constitution Act Amendment Bill for a
reduction of the franchise of another
place, or whether the Premier would --
introduce the Bill as previously rejected
by another place, and the Premier replied,
asking, "Did I not hear him make that
admission?". He (Mr. Scaddan) had
looked uip Ransard and the reports in the
Press, and he found they did not contain
any admission by the Premier. The Pre-
mier had carefully avoided making any
reference as to his intention regarding the
introduction of this Bill. What conclu-
sions were we to draw from the attitude
taken tip by the Premier on that coca-
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sion? If attention had not been drawn
to the omission, one could accept the Pre-
mier's assurance that it was his inten-
tion to make the reduction. Would the
Premier slate now that hie intended to do
so ?

The Premier: A reduction of the fran-
chise?

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes.
The Premier: Certainly.
Mr. SCA1M)AN: Then lie accepted h1e

Premier's assurance. Ile would tell I he
member for Ranowna the reason the Bill
had not been introduced yet, because the
Premier wanted the assistance of another
place to pass his Rledistrihution of Seats
Bill. The Premier had no desire to rile
another place until they had assisted him
to pass the Redistribution of Seats Bill;
therefore the Constitution Act Amend-
ment Bill which had previously passe]
this Chamber, and could he passed again
in a couple of sitlings, had not been in-
troduced, and we were approaching the
close of the session. It must be remeta-
bered that the other Chamber was eo:i-
tinually warning the Government against
filling their Notice I'aper with important
measures towards the close of the session,
and that if the Government did so they
would decline to pass those measures.
Did the Premier not know that that warn-
ing had been made again, and that the
gentlemen of another place were deter-
mined to carry out that threat; probably
lie did know, and that he was anxious
they should do it. Probably that was why
the Premier wvished to put the Constitit-
tion Act Amendment Bill so late on 'he
Notice Paper. One did not desire to inu-
pute motives to anybody, but, judging by
the actions of the Government, and when
speaking of the Government he meant 'he
Rason, the Moore, and the Wilson Gov-
ernments, they had dilly-dallied with this
measure on constitutional reform for Cie
past five years, and now we were getting
towards the close of another Parliament,
tlhe Hill had not reached the Assembly,
and there was the threat of another place
hanging over our heads. One must think
that there was no desire on the part ef
the Gonvernment to have this Bill enacced.
When the Premier sought re-election for

Sussex in .1905 he promised his electors
that this would be one of the first mea-
sures introduced in the Assembly. The
Premier had repeated that promise on
two occasions when he had stood for re-
election, So did Sir Newton 'Moore when
Premier. The Premier had now stated
fl'at it was still his intention, but it was
niothing more nor less than flying kites to
assist the Government in the election
which would take place next year. The
Government had no more desire to pass
this measure than had the Government to
paqs the Licensing Bill last session. The
action of the Government in connection
withI thle Constitution Act Amendmnent
Bill right through the piece showed that
those iii charge of the Ministerial bench
were not in earnest in this matter. Their
heart wvas not in the right place in eon-
jiection with this measure. Mr. Rason
told the electors that it required a strong
man to jut rOdlee this Bill, and that lie
intended to do it. The present Premier
had made use of such words as these, that
the Government would stand or fall on
a policy of a reduction of the franchise
of another place. He (iMr. Scaddan)
would probably receive a reply that the
Constitution Act Amendment Bill was
passed in another place, but that the
majority was not that required to aniend
the Constitution. That too might he ohle
of the strings which the Government had
to their bow, but if the Government de-
sired to have that Bill passed into law
last session they could have obtained the
votes, on that occasion, of certain sup-
porters. The Premier must recognise I hat
the people of the different States desired
to make some progress in legislation; they
were not prepared to stand still, and if
the Legislative Councils did not permit
the legislation to pass which would be
of benefit to the community, then the
people would look in other directions for
it, and the people were doing that to-day.
It did not matter to the mass of the
people where they obtained their benefits,
either from the Federal Parliament or
the State Parliaments, but the people
were determined to get them. So long as
the Legislative Councils remained thie
people reognised that they could not set
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those democratic measures which they-
desired, and they would therefore go to
the Federal Parliament to get them. Hie
trusted the Premier would make a definite
announcement not only to this Chamber,
bitt to the other Chamber, and to the
country at large. We desired the people
to recognise that the Assembly would in-
,sist that the people should get such mea-
sures on the statute-book as they desired
irrespective of whether the people of
another place wished it or not, and if t'ie
Council acted as they had done in Ime
past they wvould have to go, or we would
have to go. That was, the State Parlia-
ment would have to go bolurs bolus, and
he for one would not object to the wh.)le
State Parliament going if another place
s;tood in the way of democratic progress
in the State. As a matter of fact he
would urge that the people should look in
the direction where they could get their
reforms easiest, whether through the

-Federal Parliament or the State Par~ia-
nent, notwithstanding that hie might be
told by members opposite that he was
against State interests. It was no use the
Premier stumping the country in April
-next against the referendums which would
be submitted to the people unless be took
some strong action in regard to another
place. The democratic people of the coi-
munity wvould not listen to the Premier
for one mioment so long as he did 'not
insist that s-ome reform should take place
in another place. The piecemeal reform
proposed by the Government would not
give satisfaction. The Legislative Coun-
t'il could not stand in the way of the
progress of tbe State, and the sooner the
Government recognised. that for the pro-
teelion of the State interests, the better
it would be for them, for the Parliament,
atid for the community as a whole.

The PREMIER .All members who
b1ad spoken -were out of order inq
discussing a question of that descrip-
tion, for it had nothing whatever to do
with the Estimates before the Commit-
tee. Rot as so much license had been
permitted to the leader of the Opposition
and other members, perhaps he might be
pardoned for taking up a very few mnin-
utes. in respnnding. At the outset he

wanted to say that he %vas not prepared
at that moment to debate the bigo quies-
tion as to the existence or non-existence
of another place, but he did repudiate
the suggestion of the leader of the Op-
positio n-and it came fromI that hion.
member with very had grace-that the
Government were not sincere in the mat-
ter of reducing the Legislative Council
franchise.

Mr. Swan: How can we think deffer-
ently 1

Theo PREMIER: The lion, member was
so dense that he Could not think at all.
As the leader of the Opposition knew
well, he had been a member of other ad-
ministrations ever since the Labour Gov-
emninent left office, and he had been
Actinig Premier during Sir Newton
Moore's absence in London. Immediate-
]y on Sir Newton's return the Gover-
nor's speech was framed, discussed in
Cabinet, and adopted, and he (the Pre-
mier) vas a party to the adoption of
it and to the endorsement of the pro-
gEramme mentioned therein. It was well
known to the leader of the Opposition
that he (the Premier) was prepared to
carry out the promises of the .prcvious
AdministratioQ, and that the policy of
the Government was to bring down a
measure to reduce the franchise -of the
Legislative Council to £15, as had been
announced on more than one occasion by
his predecessor.

Mr. Scaddan: At the Subiaco meet-
ing when I was, present you omitted to
make any mention whatever of this sub-
ject when alluding to the Bills von in-
tended to introduce.

The PREMIER: A speaker was nut
supposed to mention every item of a
policy that was in print. He did not
go about with a pack of notes, and hie
did not require to touch on every item
on every occasion, nor would time per-
mit him to do so. He wanted only* to
touch on the important matters, or the
matters that specially interested the aud-
ience he -was addressing. Ta doing that
he was only taking a leaf from the book
of his friends opposite. He hoped that
he had made it clear that if the session
was unduly extended into the warm
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moufts of the summer, and that if incas-
Lire., of importance were not passed dur-
ing the sossioli, it wvould not be lisa fault.
Those measures would be introduced,
and if mnenibers opposite would help him
to put them throug-h and to get through
thle Estimates--

Al'. Walkor: Without debate?
The PREMIERi: Without the debate

excperieneed in the Chamber recently,
wheni menibers had spoken for 21/ hours
and ]1/Y hours on one subject in attack-
ing the Government instead of applying
themselves to thie business of the House.
On (-ver' subject thiere was a discussion
of the Government.

Mr. Scaddan: But these Estimates are
your policy.

The PREMIER: The discussion was
absolutely out of order. The question
was wihetlher a suim of £E1,800 should] ha
spent on the Legislative Council. If
mnenmers wanted to strike out the item
they must do so, bitt they could not
go nil round the alleged misconduct of
the Premier or the Governmnent in dis-
euissing the matter.

Mr. Walker: When we have a griev-
antce now is our time to state it.

The PREMIER: Now was not the
time to discuss whether the Legislative
Council should be abolished, or whether
support should be given to certain gen-
tlemen iii their proposals for Unifica-
tion, or whether the Premier was going
to get a hearing when he went to the
goldfields.

Mfr. SCADDAN: Ever since the Pre-
mier had taken charge of the Govern-
ment members had looked for a state-
ment from him ia connection with that
most important measure, the Legislative
Council Franchise Bill, one flint had been
promised for fire years by each of the
Governments who had succeeded the
Lahour Grovernment.'

The Premier:. I told the honi. member
that the measure is going to be brought
down this session1 and introduced in this
House. I can go no further than that.
This discussion is foreign to the Esti-
mates.

Mr- -SCADDAN: Surely the Premier's;
politcy was shown in rihe Estimates, which

included provision for the carrying on
of all departments. The Committee were
discussing a provision for carrying on
the Legislative Council, and now was the
timc. for diseus itsg tile Govel-rment'a in-
tentions in regard to that Chamber.

Mr. Osborn: If they did not intend to
carry it on they would not have the item
there.

Mr. SCADDAN: After that statement
from one of the principal supporters of
tile Goverinment would the Premier still
adhere to his statement? The Premier,
not once, h ut on several occasions., had
refrained from making any mention of
a Constitutioni Act Amendment Bill
which would contain provision for the
reduction of the francvhise of another
place. 'When lie announced at Subiaco
the Government's intention for the ses-
sion he mentioned the Licensing Bill, the
Health Bill, and the Roads Bill, and said
that other important measures would in-
clude the Redistribution of Seats Bill;
those were the four important. measures
which the Government intended to place
before Pnrliament. Surely that was pro-
nounced enough. Either the reduction
of the Le-gislative Council franchise was
an unimportant matter or else the Gov-
ernment did not intend to bring it for-
ward this session. That was the only
conclusion people could draw from the
Premier's remarks. The Bill should be
before the Rouse at the present time,
and the fact that the Premier now stated
that hie intended to introduce the Bill
led one to believe that he wanted to
pass the Redistribution of Seats Bill
through another place before bringing
forward the franchise Bill.

Mr. WALKER: There was no breach
of procedure in discussing that matter
on the Estimates. It was the duty of
members to correct abuses before grant-
ing supplies. That was the dearest priv-
ilege of Parliament, and the object for
which Parliamnmt existed. No hatt lee
had been more fiercely fought than upon
the question of not granting supplies
until grievances had been redressed.
Members we-re now asking for the rer-
of a very serious grievance. The
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consideration of Bills in the Federal
Legislature dealing indirectly with that
very question made it necessary for mem-
bers to know what attitude the Govern-
ment would take in regard thereto. Not
only in the Federal House, but in every
State Legislature at the present moment
the question was one of the liveliest char-
acter, and that it was not a trivial matter
he ventured to draw the attention of the
Premier to a report given in the Adelaide
Observer of the 26th November, headed
"An ex parte statement." This report
reads-

The Attorney General in moving the
second reading of the Bill to provide
methods for the settlement of dead-
locks between the two Houses, mnade a
-violent attack upon the Legislative
Council. In South Australia, he said,
they had an Upper House without a
soul to be damned or a body to be
kicked. It arrogated to itself the right
to deliberately 'thwart the expressed
views of the c onstituents. It was never
intended that there should be a body
so lost to its sense of popular respon-
sibilitv as to take an obstructive atti-
tude upon almost every case. It would
have been better to have had a nominee
House, to which the Government could
have appointed some venerable old gen-
tlemen who had done something in the
city, who would be willing to while
away their timne in the Upper House
during their less somnolent moments.
The Uipper House had served no useful
purpose during the whole of its career,
'because no Bill which ought to have
been stopped had been stopped by it,
but many measures which ought to have
been passed had not become law as the
result of the obstructive tactics. (Mr.
Young:-"That is an ex parte state-
inent.") He challenged the hon. mem-
ber to point to a Bill that had been
stopped t-hat should have been stopped.
(Mr. Young:-"I could contradict you
but I do not suggest that any Bill I
name would suit you. What would have
suited you five years ago might not suit
youn now') (Mr. Denny:~-"Bills have
been blocked that should not have been
blocked.'') (Mr. Youn:-"I can give
you an instance of a Bill that should

be blocked-the Taxation Bill.'') Mr.
Denny :-The lion. member is changing
his ground. The domninating factor
against that Bill is not its merits but
selfish interests. A gentle confidence
trick is being worked on the electors
by the Upper House. Continuing, hie
said the Register had a leading article
on "Save the Constitution," hut they
had no Constitution in South Australia
that was worth saving. It wvas as bad
and unworkable as any Constitution
could be. The Labour party was not
going 'to allow the Upper House to
dominate it, and then expect the Gov-
erment to say, "We must save State
rights." It was better to depend upon
the Federal House, and let those who
stood in the way of reform pay the
penalty. He had advised the Labour
party not to bother about the State
Legislature, but to get all its powers
from the National Parliament. (N&,.
Youug:-"You must uphold the Coni-
stitution.") It was not worth uphold-
ing. (Mr. Young:-"Yon have taken
an oath to uphold it.") That was a
little joke of the hon. member's. (Air.
Young:-"That is the easiest way to
turn it off.") It was a derelict Consti-
tution, which was not set upon grounds
of reason, but was an intolerant a,-
gression against the wish of the people.
Mr. Cordon: On a point of order. Was

it permissible for the hon. member, if
he could not make a speech off his own
bat to read the speeches of others?

Mr. WALKER: An interruption of
that kind was to be expected from the
hon. member. When he contributed any-
thin.- original or of value to the House
we should hoist a flag on every turret of
this building.

The Labour party would strongly sup-
port the referendums. In the other place
the Factories Bill had been hung- up so
that Mr. Moulden could catch a train.
(Mr. Hombrg:-'-'You know that is
wrong.") It was in Hanward. (M1r.
Young :-"OTbe same reason that we will
adjourn on December 2nd.") The hon.
members would have ain opportunity
of coming back after the Mfurray trip.
The CHAIRMAN: Would the hon.

member say how the statement he was
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reading affected the item tinder discus-
sion?

Mr. WALKER: Everything in the re-
port had been read so that he could not
be accused of reading inaccurately. It
wvas to show that a Mfinister of the Grown
had drawn attention to the fact that the
Lab~our party in South Australia would
be advised to vote for the referendums?
Why? Because of the existence of that
Chamber which had everlastingly blocked
leg-islation for the people. That was the
connection between the extract and the
item under discussion.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
wats hardly in order in discussing the al-
teration of the Constitution onl this item.
While every latitude had been given to
lhon, members to express their views bon.
members would realise that under the
item one could hardly discuss the whole of
the Constituition or the alteration of it.

Mr. WALKER: What was under dis-
mission was thiat which was comprised in
and covered by the item on this vote. This
was the only opportunity the Committee
had of ever discussing this question.

3il. Scaddan: We can refuse Supply.
Mr. WALKER: We could do that, and

our solid reason would be because the
Government, in its promise of
legislation, had broken faith with
the Chamber and the people,
and had not cardied out the pro-
mises they had givenl and apparently had
no intention of earrning out those pro-
maises. What time could we have but now
to deal with this question unless we were
to be false to our- duties. It was the oly
chance we would have to bring the mat-
ter lbcfore the Government. and to do so
in no kid-glove manner and in no honeyed
speech, hut in such a form that it would
be recognised, so that what was meant
would be understood. There was more
in this than appeared on the suorface; we
were standing on the edge of a precipice.

Mr. Gordon: I wish you would fall in.
31r. 'WALKER: The murderous senti-

ments of t-he hon. member were recipro-
cated, and if tbat hon. member fell in
first he (1r. Walker) would do himself
the honour of jumping on him. These
unseemly interruptions allowed the hon.

member's unfitness and incapacity to take,
part in any way in a debate of this kind..
In the consideration of this vote the very.
existence of the Chamber in which we sat
was involved. and if wye neglected to bring
the Government to its duty' upon this-
point nowv we should have no other op-
portunity before the referenda were taken
at the beginning of next year. and blindly,
without a statemient from the Government
lie people of the State might be expected
to vote, and how would they be likely to,
vote? They' would be likely to vote for
increasing the powers of the Federal Leg-
islature, because they wvould say' . "
have a Chamber there which the Govern-
ment declined to reform in a substantial
manner, and whilst that Chamber is there
the liberties and privileges and the high
ideals of democrac 'y are impossible." That
Was the position, therefore we were in
perfect order in discussing it. He was not
satisfied with the reply the Premier had
given. The Premier had told the Com-
mittee in effeat that there was an inten-
tion to bring down a Bill, but when the
Premier had the opportunity of classify-
ing the Bills, the important Bills, he gave
place to only four, and in that list of
four this measure of reform was not
given. Could we infer anything else but
that: it was to be kept dangling as a stock-
in-trade, hanging it up for exhibition and
not for sale or use, or to be putl into prac-
tise ? We had the right to
say t o the Government, "You
are using this as an adver-
tisenient for political purposes and.
no more." Were we not right in saying
that the Government were not in sober
earnest upon this great question, and that
there was no intention on their part to
alter the Constitution of the Upperfiouse?
The Government would go to the country
and say' that the Opposition were blocking
the measure. He -was tired of hearing the
excuses which were given by the Premier
again and again. There had never been
in the history of Western Australia an
occasion where there was less obstruction
to a Government than the present Gov-
ernment had .reeeived during the course
of its areer. Could we be accused of ob-
struciting now in devoting a few minutes
to the discussion of this momentous ques-
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lion affecting the destiny of the wvhole of
Australia?

-Shuin 0 .szrprnded from 6.15 io 7.30 p.m.

Mr. WALKER: Before concluding be
-desired to make clear the object be had in
,endeavouring to force onl the Government
the necessity for dealing with the ques-
Xion of the Upper House reform. His
,object was to draw attention to the one
stern fact which we were now encounter-
ing, namely that unless we dealt with the
-question the rights of all electors of the
State would be taken from them, and we
should be governed from one centre of the
Commonwealth. In the interests of local
government, indeed of this very Parlia-
ment, he was drawing the Government's
.attention to the necessity for dealing with
-the matter trenchantly and strongly. He
bad always been in favour of local gov-
,ernment, but the whole of the Common-
wealth was declaring that if local govern-
ment meant government by a class in the
community, by the Uipper Houses,
'if thle will of the people was
to ho f rustrated, thea these
Upper Houses must go. That was

The writing on the wall. Hence it was
no trivial thing, butt a matter for speedy
and earnest attention. We should have
.a pronouncement clear and certain before
the debate was closed. He had *drawn

.nttention to 'the subject as a duty to the
people and to -the House of which he was

.a member.

Mr. HOLMAN: The vote was of such
'importance that it should not be passed
without a pretty full debate. The Legis-
lative Council was popularly believed to
be a House of review, placing a cheek on
hasty legislation. During the past few
weeks, however, we have seen most import-
ant measures sent to that place and passed
through without any consideration what-
ever. He was quite sure that measures
had nro reviewv whatever in another place,
for no matter how important the question,
it was there dealt with and disposed of
in a very brief time, unless, indeed: it
was something affecting the position of
members in another place, when it was
-either held over or thrown out. In his

opinion the Legislative Council should be
wNiped oat altogether. If we were to have
the control of our own affairs the sooner
another place 'was done away with the
better for the State. So long as the
Legislative Council continued in the paths
it had trodden in the past, so long would
the people clamour for more power being
placed in the hainds of the Federal Parlia-
ment. We should either do away writh
the Legislative Council altogether, or so
ilberalise its franchise that the people of
the State might have a greater voice in its
election. Under existing conditions the
work done by the Legislative Assembly,
representing some 140,000 electors, could
be brushed on one side by the Council
representing only 30,000 property owners.

Mr. Brown: It is a pity the electors
could not be here to see the way we eater
for them.

Mr. HOLMAN : If wve were ail like the
hon. member those electors would be
catered for very poorly indeed, because
there was no more incapable member in
the House than the member for Perth,
-who, however,, was not altogether respon-
sible for -his inabily. The question of
the day was whether or not the people
-were to be allowed to govern the country.
No matter -what democratic legislation
,was passed by the Legislative Assembly,
when it reached another place the inter-
ests of the people were sacrified. for -the
purpose of bolstering up the property
owners. Surely if the people of the
State as a whole were capable of electing
the menbers of the Legislative Assembly
and of both houses of the Federal Par-
liament, they were equally capable of
electing -the members of the Legislative
Council. In another place, which sat on
an average only one-tenth of the time we
sat here--

3%1r. Brown: They do all the work we
do, anyhow.

Mr, HOLMYAN: The work done by the
Legislative Assembly was undone in a
very short time after reaching another
place.

The CHAiRM1NAN: The bon. member
was hardly in order in following that
line of discussion.
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Alr. HOLMAN: The object of his re-
marks was to show that the Council could
nude the whole of the work done by the
Assembly.

The CHAIRMAN: The vote was not
dealing with the Council in any respect
other than the paying of the officers
necessary to the carrying on of the bush-
ness of that Chamber. It 'had nothing to
do with the franchise of the Legislative
Council, or with amending the constitu-
tion.

Mr. HOLMAN: What opportunity
had we bad or would we have of discus-
sing the Legislative Council?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would have been more in order on the
general discussion on the Budget. Now
that the items were under discussion bon.
members ought not to think they were
still on the Budget. While on the Bud-
get, debate had been allowed the great-
est freedom, but now wve bad reached the
items it was to be hoped members would
confine themselves to 'those items.

Mr. HOLMAN: In view of the ruling
given he would deal with item No. 1,'
The President. That gentleman was the
bead of a body having power to veto
every measure sent along from the Legis-
lative Assembly.

Mr. SCADDAN: On a point of order.
Before we proceeded further he desired
to know whether the Chairman proposed
'to alter the usual practice of discussing
each division generally before taking the
items. We had always discussed a divis-
ion generally, and then subsequently pro-
ceeded to discuss the items.

Mr. Holman: I would like the Clerk
to keep his mouth shut when we-are deal-
ing with the Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would be required to withdraw that re-
mark; it was a reflection on an officer of
the House.

Mr. Holman: The -remark would be
withdrawn, hut be hoped the point men-
tioned would be observed in the future
and that the Clerk would be asked to with-
draw if the Clerk did it again.

Mr. Scaddan: Was it to be the practice
to' ha% e a general debate on each division?

The CHAIRMAN: Theme was a mis-
understanding because the item had been
called by him instead of the vote. Hon.
members could deal with the items in dis-
cussing the vote. The vote was the "Leg-
islative Council." Liberal discussion had
been allowed, and he asked hon. members
to confine themselves to the vote as neariy
as possible.

Mr. Gordon: The member for Murchi-
son cited item No. 1

The CHAIRMAN: If the hon. menm-
ber called item No. 1 then the hon. memn-
her must deal with that item, hut it was
to lbe presumed that the member for Mur-
chison took his cue from the mistake
made in mentioning the item instead of
the vote. Whbat was intended was to state
the question as the vote instead of the
item.

Mr. HOLMIAN: In referring to item I
his impression was that the whole of the,
Council vote could be dealt with. He
was dealing with the work of the Legis-
lative Council when called to order. This;
work could not be conducted if the vote
was struck out. He was anxious to know
what the position would be if the vote
were struck out. In drawing attention to
the manner in which the Legislative Coun-
ci] had done their business in the past, it
was to showv how the sympathy of the
people had beeni alienated from that
House, and that this was bringing about
Unification. In dealing with this subject
he was confining himself strictly to the
vote. If we allowed business to be con-
dueted as now, where all the work of the
Assembly could be vetoed by the Council;,
we should -be in danger of the people ris-
ing up against present conditions and
asking for Unification to be brought
about. This he did not desire to see. If
we Could not discuss the business methods
of the Legislative Council under this
vote--

Tbe CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was not in order in discussing that under
this vote.

The '.MINISTER FOR MIfNES: If the
hon. member was allowed to discuss the
constitution of the Legislative Council he.
would be at liberty to discuss every matter-
undier the sun.
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The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Murchison was not in order in 'discussing
the Constitution under this vote. Con-
siderable freedom had been allowed in the
diseussio- of the vote, and it was to be
hoped that members would now confine
themselves to the items. It was distinctly
out of order to attempt to discuss the con-
stitution or the franchise of the Legisla-
tive Counci under this vote.

Mr. HOLMAN: It was intended to
mnove an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would be in order in doing so.

Dissent from Chairman's Ruling.
Mr. Walker: Before that is done I

venture to dissent from the Chairman's
ruling. We are discussing -a vote under
Supply which deals with the Legislative
Council, and I submit that everything
affecting the work and character of that
institution, all grievances, complaints and
-expenses connected therewith, can be dis-
cussed under this rate. It is absolutely
necessary that members' night to discuss
so important a matter should not in any
way be curtailed, and therefore I venture
to dissent from the Chairman's ruling.

Mr. Hudson: 'What is the ruling?
Mr. Walker: That we should confine

ourselves to the items included in the vote.
The Chairman: I ruled that the hon.

mnember for Murchison was not in order
in discussing -the constitution of the Leg-
islative Couincil under this vote, -nor in
discussing the franchise of the Councl ,
which is covered 'by the constitution.

Mr. Hudson: Do I understand-
The Chairman: -My ruling has been oh-

jected to) and the member for Kanowna is
submitting it in writing. There can be no
further discussion.

Mr. Walker: My dissent is, "That the
-ruling of the Chairman of Commnittees
that the member for Murchison is not in
order in discnssing the constitution and
-the franchise of the Legislative Council
-under the vote 'Legislative Council' be dis-
,sented from."

.The Speaker resumed the Chair.
The Chairman reported to Mr. Speaker

that dissent had been 'taken in writing to
the ruling that the member for Murchison
-was out of order in discussing the fran-

chise of the Legislative Concil tinder the
vote for the Legislative Council.

2%r. Walker: I -am sorry -to have to ap-
peal to you, Mr. Speaker, but the ruling
of the Chairman was a clear restriction
of the right of debate on the Estimates.
It is a clear rule of logic in -debate that
whatever is relative or can be rendered
relative by analogy is per-missive in the
course of debate. When we come to a
division dealing with -any specific subject,
such as the Legislative Council, all mat-
ters pertaining to the management, regu-
lation, coarse of conduct, business, ex-
pense or -whatsoever can reasonably be
connected with. the subject or issues out of
it, are relevant and therefore premissive.
The Chairman 'has said that we cannot
deal with the constitution of the Legis-
lative 'Coancil. The very items of the
vote are part of the constitution of the
Council. The items President, Chairman
of Committees, Clerk of Council, messen-
gems, are all part of the elements or con-
stitution of that body. We are to vote
money for the maintenance of -these offices
that constitute that Chamber, and -the
question can naturally arise--is it worth
while paying that mnoney? If that ques-
tion at all be put, and you must admit
that such a question would he rela-
tive to the vote, then come the. ques-
tions-What is the money paid for?
Can we do without it? Cannot we dis-
pense with that Chamber altogether?
Cannot we save the country the money
that we are asked to> vote? All that is
relevant, and if you put a question like
that you are justified in putting your
reasons why we should dispense with
this annual payment of money. On going
into that you can go into the wisdomt or
not of retaining another assembly. So
far as it deals -with the Constitution,
you cannot deal With the office without
dealing with the constitution of that
Chamber. Then as to the franchise, that
is a question of Government policy. The
policy of the Government with regard
to the Legislative Council is legitimately
no part of the Estimates, but under this
vote it is the only time we can deal
wvith the Governiment's policy as affect-
ing the franchise of the Upper hlouse.
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If that is so, an hon. member in dis-
cussing the attitude of the Government
towards the franchise cannot but be in
order. There is no other place in the
world where he can discuss it. What is
the object of discussing this question at
all, but to have abuses reformed if pos-
sible; to have the Government keep faith
in regard to their promises. It surely
is not contended that we must take the
vote without discussion. My point is
that whatsoever naturally arises from the
discussioii of the payment to the main-
tenance of this branch of the Legisla-
turc is cogntate to the matter.

The Premier: On a point of order. I
submit there is no motion before the
House, and at present the member is
out of order in addressing you. The
Chairman's ruling has been dissented
from, and under Standing Order 115 no
member shall be permitted to speak un-
less he is moving a motion or concludes
with a motion. You have not yet given
your opinion as to the ruling of the
Chairman, and therefore, I maintain the
member for Kanowna is entirely out of
order in addressing the Chair it present.

Air. Walker: I am surprised at the
Premier. In fact you are appealed to
by a direct motion.

Mr. Speaker: I did not give any
ruling.

Mr. Walker: Neither would you be
justifled in doing so without the House
hearing my reasons for the motion.

The Attorney General: Are we to re-
ply? Why, the debate may go on all
night. It is an absolute travesty of Par-
liamentary proceedings.

Mr. Hudson: Is the hon. member in
order in talking across the Chamber?

IMr. Walker: I ask your protection
from the insolence of the Attorney Gen-
eralI.

Mr. Speaker: I was looking uip a case.
A similar question was raised last year.
I was glad to hear the member say a
few words, but to put the matter in
order I have no hesitatin in saying that
I uphold the ruling of the Chairman of
Committees. Exactly the same ruling was

1.l. %P

Mr. Walker: I beg Mr. Speaker's par-
don. Your ruling no longer ago than last
year was dissented from; the House re-
versed your riling.

Mr. Speaker: I remember the ease
exactly.

Mr. Walker: Your ruling, similar to
what you have delivered now, being
overruled by the House, the House takes
precedence over your ruling; the House
deeides its own conduct and custom. I
am standing by wvhat the House has de-
cided. I refer you to Ifansard of the 23rd
Novemher, 1909. I do not know whether
it wvas I wvho raised the point, but the
point was raised on the 23rd November;.
the case was precisely on all fours with
the present one.

Air. Speaker: I was referring to the
14th October of last year.

Mr. Walk-er: But this is November, a
month later.

Mr. Speaker: I do not think you will
find that on all fours with the present
ease. The ex-Attorney General raised*
the point contrary to mn'y opinion.

Mr. Walker: The Chairman said--
The bon. member will he quite in

order in discussing all tbe items of the
sub-division. ''Water Supply and Sew-
erage, C5,668.'' but in discussing, say.
the metropolitan wvaterworks and sew-
erage, lie must deal with that on the
Loan Estimates, wvhich I assume will
be brought before the Committee at a
later date.

And it was Mr. Bath who moved dis-
sent from the Speaker's ruling, and hit
said-

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that I must
dissent from your ruling in this mat-
ter. I do so for the reason that if
hon. members are debarred from dis-
cussing the administration of the
Works Department there will he no
other opportunity to do so during the
present session, and therefore the ad-
ministration of the department must
go entirely without discussion.

This ease is on all fours. If we cannot
discuss these matters on the vote for the
Legislative Council, we cannot discuss
them at any other period of the session.
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anywhere else. The authorities were
quoted on that occasion, and various
members spoke. You ruled as you do
now. Mr, Bath dissented from your rul-
ing. and I had the mortification of sec-
onding it. The Premier and Minister for
Works spoke and a long discussion en-
sued, and the question was put and
passed.

Mr. Speaker: May I point out to tile
hon. member that the cases are not par-
allel. As to the ease in November, thle
hon. member is strictly correct in what
he states happened. In October you will
find that this very vote was before the
Rouse. The Chairman ruled exactly as
the Chairman to-night ruled, and the
matter dlid not proceed further. If you
look at the 14th October, 1900, yon will
see that.

Mr. Walker:- Yes, but I want you to
observe that it is the latest decision that
rules and guides. In October the point
was taken hut not upheld. In November,
which is later on, the last decision that
is to guide you, the decision of the
House, that was taken in November.

Mr. Speaker: But the words are so
different, as the hon. member must see,

Mr. Walker: That being the latest de-
cision, I -want to show you that the two
are exactly on all fours.

The Premier: The lion, member -will
excuse ine. I miaintain on a point of
order that you, having given your de-
cision, rightly or wrongly, if a member
wishes to proceed further he must no-w
dissent from your ruling.

Mr. Speaker: That is so.
The Premier: And then lie can state

his ease.

Dissent from Speaker's ruling.
Mr. Walker: Then you put me in the

position of starting& de novo. If Mr.
Speak-er happens to forget the decision
given, it is permissible for me to re-
mind him. But if I have to take the
courtse of moving dissent from your nul-
ing, then there is nothing else open to
mue. I beg to move--

That the House dissents from Mr.
Speaker's ruling.

The Prvemier: There wasi no decision
in November of last year.

Mr. Speaker : If the hon. member
will pardon mc for a moment, I wish to
make it more clear so that members may
understand me. I have given a ruling;
it is the same as that given by the Chair-
man of Committees in October, 1909, and
is on all fours with the present ease.
It is reported on page 1009 of Volume 1
of last year. In the ease in November,
which has been referred to, the dissent
from the ruling of the Chairman was as
follows:-

I dissent from the Chairman's ruling
on the grounds that if members are not
permitted to discuss the administrative
work of the Minister for Works and
his officers on the general discussion
of the Works Estimates, no other op-
portunity will be afforded to hon. mem-
bers.

It was debated, the House overruled, and
thle action of the a-Attorney General
was upheld. It having been -the custom
to discuss the items in general the House
ruled, and it has a perfect right to guide
its own business, that the general item
could be discussed at that stage. There is
no parallel between that case and this
ease. I w-ill say no more but leave it in
the hands of the House.

Mr. Walker: You simplify my task of
showing there is the strictest parallel.
The vote under discussion was, "Vote,
Public Works and Buidings," and under
that vote -the administration of the Pub-
lie Works Department was entered into
in all its regards, from every aspect. The
Chairman ruled that you could not dis-
cuss the general administrative work of
the department, that is the general work,
that is you could not speak generally to
the subject, but a member must confine
himself to the items. That was the rul-
ing, and the meaning of it. What is the
contention of this motion of ours. The
quesion is:. "Legoislatire Council, £C1,811."1
and it is; now held that the various items
from which the Council can be considered
are not legitimately in debate; that is to
say, the ruling now is as before, that is,
that a member cannot s~eak generally
about the Legislative Concil, he must
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confine himself to the particular items.
They are precisely on all fours in that
respect. If you admit that it is legiti-
mate to discuss public works administra-
tion, the Public Works Department, its
officers and so forth, under the general
vote, then it is legitimate to discuss gen-
eraily the doings of the Legislative Coun-
cii and it is legitimate to discuss generally
how that Council can be improved and
bettered, how it can be rendered more
serviceable to the State.

Air. Hlolman: Even by wiping it out.
11r. Walker: Even by that method.

All these things generally are cognate to
the subject of the Legislative Council,
and so the two motions are precisely on
all fours. For what is claimed now is only
the right to generally discuss the Legis-
lative Council: and you cannot touch the
Legislative Council without considering
the Government's attitude towards it.
And is iL not on this very subject that we
have to consider the conduct of the Gov-
ernment? It is not when dealing with
Estimates that we do this? Let me re-
mind you as guardian and custodian of
the liberties of this House tlhat there is
not a point in history more clearly set-
tled in the course of Parliamentary gov-
ernment than that upon the asking for
the granting of supplies we can discuss
all evils and grievances incidental to or
connected with or arising out of that
grant. Most of the great battles of Par-
liamnentary government have been fought
over this very question I am fighting to-
night.

Mr. Speaker: I desire to point out
to the bon. member that the point is that
the member for Murchison is not in
order in discussing the constitution or
the franchise of the Legislative Council.

Mr. Walker: What are we discuss-
ing9 Let me showv you bow relevant it
is. The vote is £1,811 for the Legislative
Council. Am I not in order in saying-
that is too much to he spent on the Legis-
lative Council while the franchise for the
Council is what it is, that we have aot
the best men there to serve the country
and duly earn that money whilst wre can
only get repreientatives in that institui-
tion from a eertain class in the comn-

munityi I may say that in the interests
of this taxpayer this money ought not to
be spent at all; indeed, I may say that
we are spending too much money on that
Council, that this vote is wasted money.
Am I not then entitled to show why it is
wasted? I say it is wasted because we
cannot get the representatives of the
people's will in the Chamber whilst the
franchise is what it is. And I am
the more justified in discussing the
franchise of that Chamber since it is
upon the Government programme. It is
a part of the Government policy to alter
the franchise of that House, it is part
of the Government programme, and me
stand face to face with them. They, in
the name of the Sovereign, are asking
for supplies; we say, "We will not give
you supplies unless you fulfil your pro-
mise to the Chamber in regard to another
place." That is the method by which
Parliamentary government is conducted.
That promise having been made to deal
with the franchise of the Legislative
Council, we have a right to consider the
p)romise of the Government in that
respect when we meet with the vote upon
the Estimates. And, just as in the other
instance it was argued that we should
)iave no other opportunity of discussing
the question, so here, likewise, to make
the parallel absolutely complete, we shall
have no other chance of discussing his
matter except upon this vote; and mem-
hers are not going to lose any of their
privileges in this respect. I will admit
there are rio great and burning questions
between the two Houses just now; but a
time may come, as it has come in Eng-
land, when the two Houses will stand
facing and menacing each other, and
when it will be absolutely necessary to
consider upon Supply the treatment thIt
the Commons shall mete out to the Lords.
The parallel is complete. Nay, more, I
need Only refer your mind back to your
reading of history. When the time comes,
as in the history of Great Britain, whea
the Sovereign upon his throne shall he
taken to task on these Estimates,' howv
can we stop and say that on this Vote we
must halt and not do anything in the way
of criticisinz the character of that instii-
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tution I It seems to me it is completely
belittling the Assembly; and it is to p)1e-
vent that belittlement which we are bring-
ing upon ourselves that I am drawing
attention to this question to-night. I sub-
mit, with perhaps a little more heat in
the force of my utterauces than need be
for the subject, I submit that the two
cases are parallel. The House has already
ruled that we can generally discuss that
voe. We cannot undo that ruling; and,
even if the House votes you right, Sir,
you have acted wrongly in departing
from a precedent. That wrong the House
cannot right by virtue of a majority, and
by this line of proceeding we are render-
ing the Chamber ridiculous and con-
temptible in the eyes of the public.

Mr. Keenan: I think, -Mr. Speaker,
the reference you made to the decision
arrived at in this Assembly last October
is not entirely accurate. If Your Honour
will refer to Hanson?, page 1010 of the
1909 volume, you will find that the then
leader of the Opposition asked whether
the hon. member was not entitled to dis-
cuss the question on this identical vote,
and the Chairman did not decide the ques-
tion. What the Chairman did rule on
was that the member for Murchison
was out of order in a motion hie submit-
ted that the vote be reduced by a cer-
tain sum of money. By reference to page
1010 your Honour will see that an in-
terjection was made by the then leader of
the Opposition, and the reply by the Chair-
man was that when the necessity arose a
ruling- would be given on the point. No
ruling was given.

Mr. Monger: Were you Attorney Gen-
eral then?

Mr. Keenan: No. I would lik
Mr. Speaker to take into consideration
the question, is it not within the pro-
vince of every member of the House to
say that he is opposed to this exp-ndi-
ture for any just cause or reason what-
ever? And if it is within his province to
oppose the expenditure of money is
he not also entitled to -give his reasons,
unless on certain grounds of public pol-
icy or precedent those reasons be dis-
orderly? I submit that to adopt a nl-
ig of the restricted character Mr.

Speaker suggests here to-night would be
practicall 3  to curtail the freedom of
speech of hon. members. And where is
it to stop? It must come to this: that on
all these large departmental votes simi-
lar objections may be taken and no dis-
cussion on the general question of a de-
lpartiuenil vote will be in order. Now
the member for Kanowna is quite right
in stating that at a subsequent stage of
the session then in progress this ques-
tion wvas given further consideration;
that is, the question of the right to dis-
cuss the Estimates generally. And the
House very reluctantly resolved to dis-
sent from Mr. Speaker's ruling, and
therefore laid down a new rule of con-
duct. But I feel the) e is no desire to
chop and change the order of our debate.
We have proceeded on certain lines, well
demonstrated for many years, and un-
less there be some grave reason we should
not depart from them. It would require
a reason of an extraordinary character
before we should impose a restriction
upon our proceedings on free debate in
the House, merely for the purpose of
facilitating the passage of the Estimates.
I am not oiie to sympathise in any way
with any attempt to debate at undue
length every item on the Estimates; but
to hold that opinion is a very different
thing from sharing in the views of those
who think the Estimates voting supplies
should be rushed through the House.
There is the widest possible difference
between the two views, and if one has to
make a selection between the two, name-
ly, a lengthy discussion and no discus-
Lion at all, I would prefer to vote for
the lengthy discussion. If we are to
depart from the right path of full, free
and proper discussion, let us wander in
the direction of more freedom instead of
greater restriction. Hut I Principally
rose to draw 'Mr. Speaker's attention
to the fact that there has been no such
decision as your Honour fancies there
has been by the Chairman of Commit-
tees in October, 1909. The point then
pitt to the Chairman was not decide4 by
him, and the House has never on any
occasion held that if a member oppose a
vote of this character he should not be
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entitled to lay before the House the yea-
son for his opposition. It would be a
most dangerous precendent to commit
ourselves to a decision of that character.

The Attorney General: In dealing
with matters pertaining to either
House it is advisable wve should keep in
our minds that the House exists for the
transaction of public business, and not
for the purpose of blocking public busi-
ness. There is a very evident danger in the
anxiety which some bion. members op-
posite display for the preservation of
the utmost freedom of speech, that they
may go so far in the opposite direction
as to make the transaction of the business
of the country in this House a matter of
virtual impossibility. I also submit that
whatever your ruling may have been last
session, it is perfectly open to you to re-
verse that ruling if it should have been
given in error, in order to give the House
an opportunity of expressing an opinion
upon it. In regard to your ruling of the
23rd November, I see f~omo the report in
Zfansard that that ruling was dissented
from, but that the matter never wvent to a
division.

Mr. Keenan: May I call the hon. mem-
ber's attention to page 1522, column 2:
"Motion (dissent) put and passed."

The Attorney General: The motion
was put and passed, and it is men-
tioned that there was dissent. Now it is
perfectly clear from this record that the
House never voted on the question.

Mr. Scaddan: The lion. member may
not be intentionally misleading the House,
but he has misread the record, which
means that the motion to dissent was put
and passed.

The Attorney General: It was put
and passed, hut there was no division
upon it at all.

Mr. Scaddan: It was passed unani-
mously.

The Attorney General: Nominally.
I admit, it mast be taken as hav-
ing been carried without any effective dis-
sent; but if that question were put in the
Chamber to-day, and if you adhere to
your ruling of the 23rd of November, and
the House has an opportunity of again
voting on the matter, I think there is a
very high degree of probability that in-

stead of dissenting from your ruling the
House would be found endorsing it. We
endeavour in these matters to follow as
far as possible the procedure of the
mother of Parliaments, the House of
Commons, and even that House, on ac-
count of the obstructive tactics pursued
by members, has found it necessary for
its own protection to bring into force
rules of procedure, wvith a view to limit-
ing the debate, infinitely more stringent
than any rules we have in this Chamnber.
But, if liberty' of speech be threatened
who are the members who have endan-
gered liberty of speech? Are the 'y not the
inerbers opposite who on every conceiv-
able subject speak at inordinate length.
who, though they prate of majority rule.
are not content to go into the div-
ision lobby and allow a question
to be decided onice and for all by
a vote, but wvho use every device.
not to obtain a vote, but to pre-
vent the obtaining of a vote? And it
would be useless for any hon. member to
deny that he is aware of what is the
opinion of the public at large iii regard to
that matter. With regard to the question
as to whether the bon. member was in
order in dealing with the matter of the
Legislative Council, its constitution and
its franchise, there is I siibmit a clear
ruling in May on this point. In May, 11th
Edition, page 623, it is stated explicitly-

The administrative action of a de-
partment is open to debate, but the
necessity for legislation and matters in-
volving legislation cannot be discussed
in Committee of Supply.

Now what have hon. members been dis-
cussing all this time but the necessity for
legislation, and matters involving legis-
lation? I submit, therefore, that in the
rules as laid down by May, the recognised
authority, the Chairman of Committees
was fully- in the right in ruling the mem-
ber for Murchison out of order, and that
you are equally in the right in supporting
the ruling of the Chairman. I submit al-
so that the main question decided in Comn-
mnittee of Supply is relevancy to the ques-
tion before the committee, and if you ask
yourself also whether the matter being
dlebated by the member for MIurebison is
relevant to the issue, and you have tbat
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ruling that thle necessity for legislation
anid matters involving legislation cannot
be discussed in comnmibtee of supply, there
is no other couarse, if 'ye are to be gov-
erned by the procedure of the House of
Commons, than to rule the member for
'Murehison out of order.

Mr. Meflowall : I want to be
clear as to what the opposition to
your rifling means. I remember very
vividly the Chairman of Committees
last year ruling that we could not discuss
each department generally. At a subse-
quent period that ruling was reversed, as
has been pointed out already. What I am
concerned about is, supposing thex.uling
of the Speaker is upheld this evening,
does it mean that we cannot discuss the
various departments generally? I want
to receive a clear statement from the
Speaker on that point. For instanee, say
that when we come to the Colonial Trea-
surer's department, if your ruling is up-
held will it be necessary to discuss the
Estimates item by item, and not gen-
erally?~ It must he within the recollection
of every member present last session that
we indulged in a general discussion be-
fore we reached t-he items, and even last
night the M3inister for 'Mines, when we
'were discussing- the Bstirnates generally,
interjected. "You will all have an oppor-
tunity of discussing. the departments gen-
erally under the various headings." I
maintain that the right to discuss mat-
ters generally under each heading is of
great consequence indeed, and therefore
I contend that anything which will tend
to debar us from discussing these matters
will be inimical to the best interests of
the country.

Mr. Scaddan: The ruling will not affect
that at all.

Mr. 'MeDowall: I have only risen
to be perfectly clear on that point. The
dissent is from the ruling that we cannot
discuss the question of the Constitution
and franchise of the Legislative Council,
and that I am now assured will not affect
the general discussion under the various
headings.

Mr, Seaddan: I asked the Chairman,
and he told me that.

Mr. 'Meflowall: Very well, I am
satisfied on that point. I do not think
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that we should be debarred from. discuss-
ing the whole question of the Legislative
Council reform under this clause. A large
proportion of the people of this State are
perfectly satisfied that thle Legislative
Council wants reforming vecry consider-
ably. In the circumstances, we deem it iie-
cessary and advisable to take every op-
port unity of drawingj attention to the
necessity for reform, and, if we cannot
discuss it on this item, where on thie Es-
turmates. can we discuss it? It has been
pointed out that we ]nigbt desire to re-
ject the item absolutely, and that we
might dissent from the cost of Parlia-
ment so far as the Legislative Council is
concerned. In those circumstances, it
would be a very serious blow to us if we
were not to have an opportunity of dis-
cussing this question very fully. Now
the Legislative Council may be a splen-
did institution-

Mr. Collier: It is.
Mr. Melo wall: I think the hon.

member spoke ironically.
Mr. Fonikes: No, he did -not.

Mr. Meflowall: The hon. member
for Claremont says. be did not, and that
is sufficient guarantee to me that there
is a necessity for reform. We know that
legislation is constantly shirked by
that body, and bbat no liheral measure
can be got through the Legislative Coun-
cil. Further, we know that the people
are turning their attention to the Federal
Parliament on account of the conserva-
tism of the State Pma-liament.

The Attorney General: Ta the hon.
member in order in discussing that ques-
tion?

Mr. Speaker: 'My ruling is the ques-
tion before the House. The hon. member
is a little wide of the mark.

Air. Meflowall: I am discussing
your riding, end I am giving reasons, and
very sound reasons, why your ruling
should not be upheld. Those reasons are
the necessity for reform. However, I
bave said all I desire to say, and there-
fore I shall have pleasure in resuming my
seat, and I hope that your ruling will not
be upheld.

Mr. Foulkes:- I would not have
risen to take part in this discus-
sion had I not before me an account of
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the speech 1 made onl the occasion when
your ruling was dissented from in Novem-
ber last in regard to this question. I
remember that there -was a strong feeling
on both sides of the House at the time
because the Chairman of that day had
ruled that we could not enter into a gene-
ral discussion with regard to the various
departments. I pointed out that it had
been the practice for many years for
members to take part in a full discussion
on the administration of the various de-
partments, and I also pointed out that if
the Chairman's ruiliiig was correct, it would
be impossible for us to discuss that ad-
ministration. It is quite true that you gave
your ruling oin that occasion in support
of the ruling of the Chairman ; but after-
wards youi stated that there was no other
construction to be placed on the decision
of the House than that your ruling was
disagreed with, and that the old custom
was adhered to. So I take it there is not
the slightest doubt whatever your decision
this evening with regard to this point is
that we have full liberty to discuss all
matters of administration, but it seems
to me, with regard to this particular mant-
ter, the question of the amendment of
the Constittion cannot be said to be a
discussion with regard to administration.
Whatever our views may he with regard
to the political views of tile Legislative
Council, that has nothing whatever to do
,with administration of any partictilar de-
partmnent, and for that reason I say the
two cases we have had put before us are
not. analagous. So long as we have full
liberty to discuss the administration of the
various departments, that is not sufficient
to give us full power to discuss the politi-
cal views of another 1p1ace. Whether
those views are wrong or right it has
nothing to do with us. The members of
another place are responsible. like our-
selves, to the people who elect them. We
cannot expect them to have exactly the
same views as we have. They are not
there to represent any one side more than
any other side. 1 do not think the two
cases are analogous. Therefore, I shall
support the ruling.

Mr. Walker: In reply to the Attor-
nev General, who s;eems to have taken the

strongest view ilL support of your ruling,
may I venture to retort that the surest
way of losing the liberties of this House
is to let loose the Attorney General upon
them. He uses that kind of irritating and
Lunnecessarily abusive language that is cal-
cutlated to call forth resistance and ob-
struction. It has no bearing as to the
correctness or otherwise of your riding
that in England they haveiclosure re-
gulations. We have them here. Other
provisions they have in the old country
for the restrictions of debate or in order
to correct abuse of debate, are within our
powers. It is altogether beside the qile-
tion to nmake an iUjust reflection on1 this,
Assembly such as was made by the At-
torney General. He tias ]lot answeredl
the member for Kalgoorlie, who points
out that die two cases, that of co-night
and the decision of the 23rd November of
last year, are on all-fours. The question
in November was the discussion of a de-
partment, whether we should go into the
matter generally and adduce all matters
cogent, or whether we should go into the
items; and that is the discussion now, for
it was the poit mnade by the Chairman

-of Committees in his ruling that wve could
not discuss outside the items comprised
in the rote. When i first worded my ob-
jectionl to the Chair-man's ruling it was in
that form; but to make it more general in
deference to the Chairman's wishes, I put
it in the langulage in which it is now
couched on the paper before 'Mr. Speaker.
I want to point out the ingenuousness of
the Attorney General in dealing with the
quotation from May. He quoted the fol-
towing:-

The administrative action of at depart-
nient is open to debate.

And he wvent on further-
'But the necessity for legislation and
matters involving legislation cannot be
discussed in Committee of Supply.

If lie had been, may I say, frank to the
Chamber, he would have told us that this
was only a limitation amongst a number
of limitations to a discussion either on
general matter or upon item-;. For in-
stance. May goes on-

Nor can a member discuss a grant on
which the Committee have resolved, nor
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a grant not yet brought forward. So
also when a proposal has been made to
omit or reduce an item, debate is res-
tricted to that item, and reference is
not permitted to any other item in the
grant. Reply in Committee to state-
ments made in -the House on the Esti-
mates is not permitted.

And so on. There are A. number of these
objections to spontaneous discussion al-
together remote from the subject being
sprung on the Committee. These restric-
tions are quite clear and commonsense,
and it does not require anybody to point
them out. But there is a statement in
May where it is distinctly declared that
all matters that are relevant to the vote
can be discussed-

in accordance with general usage the
main principle which governs debate
in the Committee of Supply is rele-
vancy-
The Attorney General: I quotedl that.
Mr. Walker: The hon. member did not

quote it.
The Attorney General: I mentioned i t,

anyhow.
Mr. Walker: The hon. member did not

draw attention to it.
The Premier: They are not relevant,

that is the trouble.
Mr. Walker: I have to show that. If

I cannot, my ease fails.
In -accordance with general usage the
main principle which governs debate in
Committee of Supply is relevancy to
the matter which the question proposed
from the Chair submits to the Com-
mittee.

If that be our rule of guidance, then I
submit the position placed by the member
for Kalgoorlie cannot be answered. It
is relevant to give reasons for voting
against that item, 'and the reasons may
be that the Council is not constituted pro-
perly. In fact, whatever reasons are
good, reasons which can be born ration-
ally iii man's brain, that are not altogether
irrelevant to it, that have connection with
it are justified, can he used and should be
used. N~ow, it is perfectly relevant to the
subject of the Legislative Council, rele-
rant strictly, to discuss as to how it is
constituted, whether it is a liberal House

or is based upon a .liberat or narrow fran-
chise., That is perfectly cogent. We are
voting for the continuance of a House
which we say ought to be demolished, for
which there is no longer necessity; and
it is perfectly rational to say that that
House, constituted as it is, ought not to
have supplies granted to it. That is
cogent. And it is perfectly relevant to
even deal with legislation connected with
this matter, because it is in itself a legis-
lative body, and a part of the legislative
machinery. Therefore the restriction ap-
plied in May to general departments does
not apply to a branch of the Legislature.
We cannot help but deal with legislative
measures in connection with it, as it is a
legislative body; and since in the Gov-
ernor's Speec there is a paragraph di-
rectly becaring upon the matter, and it
has been part of 'the policy of the Gov-
ernuent-I am putting it is strougly as
I can-to bring in legislation affecting
the constitution, character, and franchise
of that House, and -the Government have
failed to do it, when we reach the financial
pert of the Budget we ask why they -have
not done it. is that not cogent; is it not
relevant? How can it be rifle out of
order-? And if we ask them why they
have not done it and go further and say
it ought to have been done, and that they
oug-ht to go further than even they pro-
pose, how does it -become out of order?
All of it is relevant. Whatever naturally
arises out of the subject or by analogy
serves to illustrate the subject, is relevant
to the- question and is before the House.
It is only plain, ordinary logic; and to
depart from it would be to turn this
Ho1use into a Chamber of irrational men;
for discussion would be ahsolutely impos-
psibe as to the course taken by the Gov-
ernment affecting any department if we
were compelled to confine ourselves to
each individual item as it arises- More than
assisting the Government, more than mere
dissent from your ruling is involved in
this question. The whole quest-ion of our
liberty to criticise not this Government
but all Governments that may come after
is involved in this. It is too dear a
liberty to sacrifice lightly. It has here
won in the blood of our ancestors. It has
been won at the point of the sword, in
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defiance of Icings and despite standinig
atrmies.

ThIe Attorney General: And will he
lost by excess of jaw.

Mr. Walker: I did not catch that.
The Attorney General: You said that

it had been won at the point of the
s-word, anti I say it will he lost by excess
of talking.

Mr. Walker: What will Who de-
,I'Midcs Parliamentary institutions more
than the Attorney GeneraL? Who sets
himself to overthrow all the established
customs of ages move than the lion, mem-
ber? Excess of talking! Excess of
hypocrisy, excess of humbug, excess of in-
sinenity. excess of place-hunting; that
is what is likely to kill the institutions of
this country. Give me straightforward.
hionest conduct; and ev-en if that conduct
be erroneous, I can symipathise with it.
can give it the hand of friendship; but
the conduct that is shaped for immediate
victory at the expense of troth, and to the
abuses. of one's opponents unjustly, that
receives my scorn whenever it is exercised.

Tile Attorney General: You can apply
vowr own words very -aptly to yourself.

Mr. Walker: It is thus ever. One
is interrupted and sometimes one is
goaded iiito saying things one is sorry for
afterwards. I put it to you 'Mr. Speaker
that the House has already decided this
point, and that was mnade clear by the
member for Kalgoorlie. The Attorney
General did not give an answer on that
point. The rote of dissent was put and
passed, but no division was taken. How
much more honourably did you act on
that occasion? You recognised the posi-
tion and you manfully expressed it to
this House. You said, "There is no other
construction to be placed on the decision
of the House than that my ruling is dis-
arced with." At that we stand. That
was the decision of the House and the de-
cision you recognised. To nighit you have
departed from it.. In that you committed
an error due doubtless to forgetfulness.
But a parL; of the House to-night is se-ek-
ing- to undo the decision and an lion.
member who voted then for that decision.
and who spoke in favour of it. is now
twisting and going to the other side.

What kiiad (of a House have we got thaL
seeks by a majority of one, by the muster-
hag' op of numbers, to undo what the.
House has done. The majority there to-
night mnay say this4 is right, and the ma-
jlority here lu-morrow may say that the
samet tiiiig is wrong. It is Linseemly, it
is Lljbecouuing. and it is a degradation of
the Chiambier, and a decision having been
arrived at there shiould be no rescission
except by a specific motion. You cannot
inda& that question except by specific mo-
tin. The House has decided oue way
and you are boauald by that decision. If
yvour decision were wrong we should have
this unseemly state of affairs that you
ru led wrongly, but the House to save you
rni pa in said yomi ruled correctly, and so
we should he playing the game of little
childrea, soothing what are not your
wunded feelings-. becau-:e vayai are not
wvounded in carrviiug omat the rules of the
House. Yon need not a vote of the Inan-
jority to coaisole yout amnd Soothe you whenr
y'ou imave gone a little out of tlae way. Tlae
facts are plain and the logic is clear.
These facts cannot be altered and a vote
of the majority will not make the truth
the untrutha or the untruth the truth, but
it will show to what depths, we have fallen
for political party ends.

Mr. Speaker : Before putting the
questioai T desire to say that the es-At-
toney General was slightly in error in
saying that I did not properly quote the
case of October last year. If he looks at
page 100 of Hiansard of last year he will
find that the Chairman ruled "The
hon. member could not move that the vote
he struck out andi the matter lie desired to
refer to should hare been discussed ear-
lier on the general debate." T sim point-
ing out what the Chairman ruled in the
first instance. I want to state with all
due respect to hon. members who have ex-
pressed their opinions, and to the legal
members also, that I differ from them.
Thme eases are not parallel and I am satis-
fled on that point. Of course I am giving
expression to my own mind and feel-
ingPs. The question to-night is as to flue
constitution and the franchise of the Le-
gislative Council, matters whichi are not
relevant to the point at issue. What other
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discussion may take place has nothing to
do with this subject of to-night. The
bon. member's motion for dissent. is
against the member for Murchison having
been ruled out of order, and on that point
I Uphold the Chairman's ruling. I as-
suime that the House has control of its
own business, and although on a former
occasion, as pointed out by the member
for Kanowna, My ruling was overruled
by the House, which had a perfect right
to do so, to-night. following upon the
opinion I hold-and 1 have the authority
of M1ag, and as properly pointed out by
the member for Kanowna, that in the past
if I have found that T was wrong. I have
been ready to admit it-I consider the
cases are not parallel, and I uphold the
Chairman's ruiling .

Question (dissent) put and a division
taken with the following result:-

Ayes
Noe,

- . 17

- .. 21

Majority against

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mir.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Bolton
Collier
Gill
Gourley
Heltuaann
Holnman
Ho ran
Mud sn
Mcooal

B rown
Butcher

Coweber
Dagileb
Davies
Foulkes
Gregory
Hardwick
Harper
Jacoby
Layman

Arga.
Mr.
Air.
Mr.
Mr.
MIr .

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Noss.
IMr.

Mr.
Sir
Mr.
M r.
Ifr.
Mr.
Mr.

IMr.
Mr.

.. 4

O'Ldgh len
Scaddan
swan
Troy
Walker
Ware
A. A. Wilson
Underwood

(Teller).

Mitchell
Monger
N. .1. Moore
S. F. Moore
.Murphy
Nonman
Osborn
Pieare
P. Wilson
Gordon

(Tell"r).

Question thus negatived.

Comzmittee Resumed.

Mr. HOLMAN: According to the deci-
sion of the House it would not be possible
to discuss the constitution, or questions
relating to the franchise of the Legislative
Council. Members, however, would be in
order in referring to the period of time

the Legislative Council worked, and also
the Uselessness of that body to the State,
in order to show that the expenditure of
this large amount of money onl the Legis-
lative Council was not warranted. Onl
c('nsideling the duties performed by the
Legislative Council the Committee would
agree that this expenditure was large in-
deed. We could easily save expense in
regard to that Chamber, and surely that
was wvorthy of consideration. The
Clerks and messengers of the Council had
not one-tenth the amount of work to per-
form which was carried out by the officers
of the Assembly. During this session the
Legislative Council had adjourned for
weeks at a time. while, when they did sit,
it was only for half an hour,. Yet the ex-
penditure was going onl all the time. And
the Council had a Clerk to look after the
business that was not done. while our
Clerks were over-burdened with work; and
that was the House vested with power to
undo anything we might do. The Council
did not sit during the first five months of
a six months' session, while the business
which had taken the Legislative Assembly
fire or six months to consider was rushed
through the Legislative Council in the
lnst few weeks of the session. The Coun-
cil had a faculty for passing weeks' of
work in the course of an hour or- two.
Surely as a house of review it should give

-more consideration to important business.
Mr. Osborn: Mfembers of that place

cannot accuse us of hasty legislation.
Mr. HOLMAN: The members of an-

other- place were useless as a check on a
Government assisted by supporters like
the member for Roebourne, who would
acquiesce in anything the Government did.
In the dlosing hours of the session the
Government moved the suspension of the
Standing Orders and passed most im-
portant legislation through wholesale
without any consideration. and those mat-
ters were thien rushed through the Legis-
lative Council-

The CHAmRMAN: The hon. member
would not be in order in pursuing that
line of argum~ent.

Mr. HOL-MANK: Surely an hon. mem-
ber would be permitted to reply to an in-
terjection and make himself clear. if
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the question of hasty leislation could not
be dealt with on this vote it was of no
use discussing the vote at all. All the
proceedings of the Legislative Council
consisted either of hasty legislation or of
blocking democratic measures. There
was, uinder this vote, an amount for select
committees. A select committee from the
Legislative Council had, last session, dealt
with the Fire Brigades Bill, a measure of
the utmost importance. He had gone
through the whole of the evidence taken
before the committee, and he would defy
any practical man to show that the recom-
mendations of the committee were of any
value to the State. No sooner had those
recommendations been passed into law
than practically the whole of the bodies
concerned had objected to what had been
done. This went to show that even in the
smallest matters of detail the people were
decidedly against the Legislative Council.
The Council should be reformed or wiped
out altogether.

The CHAIRMAN: It was to be hoped
the hon. member would not pursue that
line of arigument further.

MT. HOLMAN: Would the moving for
the reduction of an item prevent discus-
sionI

'The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would be in order in moving to reduce any
of the item on the vote.

Mr, HOLMAX: Hut in regard to the
total, would it be in order to move to
reduce that? If he moved to reduce the
total vote by £1,000 would it be possible,
after the amendment was dealt with, to go
back on the item?

The CHAIRMAN: Decidedly not.
Air. HOLMAN: It had often been done.

If the whole of the items were passed as
printed would it be possible to move to
decrease the total vote?

Mr. Jacoby: No.
Mr. Scaddan: You are not the Chair-

man.
Mr. HOLMAN: If the items were

dealt with seriatim and passed, would it
be in order then to move to reduce the
totalI

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would then be in order in moving to re-
duce the lotal.

.Mr. Jacoby: But if the items have been
passed, the total must stand.

The CHAIRMAN: The itemsq would
not have been pssed; they would have
been discussed, but not passed.

Mr. Jacoby: Would we be in order in
discussing the items after -passing the
whole amount 9

The CHAIRMAN: No; once the vote
was passed the items could not be dis-
cussed.

Mr. Hudson: But if an item was re-
duced we would have to deal with the
total as a reduced vote.

The CHAIRMAN: Hon. members who
were asking these questions knew as well
as hie did, that if any item in the vote
were reduced the total vote would he
correspondingly reduced.

11r. HOLMAN: If an amendment to
reduce the first item were carried, would
that item be finished witlh?

The CHAIRMAN: If no items were
reduced the vote to go to the Committee
wvould he as printed. Any hon. member
wvould then be in order in moving to re-
duce the vote. He hoped members would
not discuss this question any longer.

Mr. JACOBY: Supposing there were
five items of £100 apiece, and each item
was passed, surely it would not then be
open to members to move to reduce the
£5009 The practice had been that after
each and every item was passed it was not
in order to move to reduce the total.

The CHAIRMAN: Items were not
finally passed until the whole vote was
passed. Frequently an item was dis-
cussed and no amendment moved; when
the discussion on that item ceased menm-
bers passed to the next item. If an
amendment was moved it was put, and
then the Committee went on to the next
iteni, and subsequently the total vote was
the question before the Chair.

,Mr. HUDSON: Would it be in order
to move to reduce an item from £600 to
£500?

The CHAIRMAN: Certainly.
Mr. HOLMAN: Having entered his

protest against the vote, he would do no-
thing- more. If the people had the op-
portunity to express their opinion in re-
gard to the Legislative Council they
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would do so in no uncertain voice, and
if the people had t he power to alter
the position, as it was now, members
would not need to be discussing that
item.

Mr. HUTDSON: Why was the salary
of the President fixed at £600, and why
-was his position exaggerated above that
of the Chairman of Committees?

Mr. Jacoby: It is provided by statute.
M.Nr. HUDSON: If it was a statutory

vote, why were the Committee dealing
with it at all? In his opinion the item
was paid out of general revenue. He
wanted to know what amount had been
expended on the President during the
last three yvears. If the Treasurer had
any figures it was to he hoped he would
be prepared to place them before the
Committee.

The Attorney General: Under Sec-
tion 35 of the Constitution Act the sal-
ary of the President has to be the same
as the salary of the Speaker.

Mr. HUDSON: Supposing the Presi-
dent. lied been overworked?

The Attorney General: It does not
matter, we canitot go beyond the law
by a vote of the House.

Mr. HUDSON: The Attorney General
had over-ridden the law on many occa-
sions, and he had failed to administer
the law in regard to betting and many
other matters.

The CHAIRMAN: The lion,. member
would be more in order in discussing
that under the Attorney General's &e-
partment.

Mr. HUDSON: Was a salary of £600
sufficient to support the dignity which
the President put on! The item shonid
he reduced by £C100.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Sec-
tion 35 of the Constitution Act provided
that the salary of the President should
be at least equal to the salary of the
Speaker, and that the salaries aind al-
lowances of offieers of the Legislative
Couneil should be the same as the sal-
aries of corresponding officers of the
Legislative Assembly. The Chairmen
bad ruled, and that ruling had been sup-
ported by the Speaker and upheld by
the House. that the necessity for legis-

lation and matters involving legislation
could not be discussed in Committee of
Supply. Any" alteration of the salary
of the President of the Legislative Coun-
cil was a mattter involving legislation.

MLr. HUDSON: Was it to be understood
from the Attorney General that the Presi-
dent's salary moust be the same as that
of the Speakei q!

The Attorney v cuteral: If we reduce
one salary, we itutst reduce the other.

Mr. HUDSON: When the question of
thie salary of the Speaker was rached
the Committee would have already pas-
sed the item for the President's salary,
and then it would be impossible to re-
duce the Speaker's salary or the Presi-
dent 's salary.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The President
hlad been re-electted during the current
year as a member of the Council, and
there mast have been some time when hie
was not President of the Council and
not even a member of the Council; yet
the salary of £600 appeared on the Eis-
timates just the same, although the sal-
ary of the Chairman of Commnittees was
reduced by £133 owing to it being for
only portion of the year. Perhaps the
Attorney General could explain.

Mr. Jacoby: It is provided for in the
Constitution.

Vobe put and passed.

Vote, legislative Assembly, £3,209:
Item, Chief Messenger and 0111cc

Clerk, £225.
Mr. SCADDAN: Why was it that the

chief messenger was now styled "Chief
Messenger and Office Clerk" and the
salary increased from £200 to £225? Ie,
did not object to the increased amount,
but desired to know the reason for mak-
ing the chief messenger an office clerk
as well. Were the Clerk and Clerk As-
sistant overworked? If so, why dild not
the Sergeant-at-Arnis render assistance,
as he had little to do but shift the Mlace
on and off the Table. The chief messen-
ger had quite sufficient. to do without at-
ten ding to office work.

The PREMIER: The office of chief
messenger carried with it a considerable
amount of clerical work, and it was at
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the request of the chief messenger that
the words "'office clerk'" had been added
to the designation. That officer had
wiltti asIking f'm an advance in salary,
anld siipge.stiuig the alteration in the de-
sigliation of his position, and that re-
quest had been acceded to.

The CHAIRAN: If hon. members
dvisired to deal with preceding items, now
was their opportunity before the dis-
sion on Item 6 was continued.

Mr. ITYDERWOOD: Items 3 and 4
should be discussed. In his opinion all
the clerical work could be done by
the Clerk and Clerk Assistant. In tak-
ing vskork from those two oiceers; who had
not too much to do, and putting it on
arother who liad all the work of the
House to do, was not a fair division of
labour or of pay. They did not require
Iwo brilliant men who were paid salar-
ies almoi as 1hih as heads of depart-
mienis to do the little office work conuec-
led with the Chamber. The chief mes-
senager dlid praetically oil the work, and
the chief wyork of the clerks was to look
up points of order and instruct the chief
messenger to do the work. In fact the
chief messenger was the drudge of the
FfRitise, and] was overworked. If the
clerks took it that their position was
only to instruct others to do the work
they' should get someone else to instruct,
because the chief messenger had quite
enough work to do as chief messenger
without having additional work. The
-work of the library was also done by the
eind messenger withour drawing the sal-
ar- provided. In fact the only thinig the
chief messenger did not do was to draw
the salary for the work he did, and all
the other officers in both Houses did
was to draw the money.

Mr. I3CADDAN: One could not agree
with the member for Filbara in reference
to the work of the clerksz. Persons hold-
ing responsible positions should not be
overworked,. otherwise mistakes mnight
happen that would cost the country L
great deal More than the salaries paid.
Did the fact that we were making the
chief messenger office clerk mean putting
additional work on him?

The Premier: No.

Mr. SCADDAN: If additional assist-
ance was required, the services of the
Sergeant-at-Arms should be availed of
during the session, bteuaLISV the chinf
messenger has already sufficient to
do, and had all the work of
the library on his hands. The
messengers were overworked, absolutely
underpaid and sweated. It was unfair
to keep them working all hours for the
pay they were getting. No doubt the
clerks were busy during the session and
worked long hours, but in the recess they
had very little to do and could get away
when they liked. On the other hland the
messengers could not.

Mr. Heitmann: It was understood we
were discussing "Item 3, Clerk of Assem-
bly."

The CHAIRMAN: Item 6 was uinder
discussion. The Committee were asked if
any member wished to dismiss any item
prior to Item 6 before the member for
Pilbara spoke, but no member rose, and
the member for Pilbara was called upon
to resume his remarks.

Mr. Seaddan: That is correct.
Mr. COLLIER: The member fo)r Pul-

bara observed he preferred to discuss
the matter onl Item 3, and so proceeded
to discuss the matter, and no other item
haod since been called for.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Pilbara, said the point could be discussed
on Items 3 and 4, but proceeded to discuss
Item 6. The member for Boulder was
only in order in discussing Item 6.

Mr. COLLIER: Nearly all the remarks
of the member for Pilbara were directed
to Item 3.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is only in order in discussing Item 6.

'Mr. Collier: It is absolutely wrong.
The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member

must withdraw that remark. [A pause.]
Does the hon. member withdrawI

Mr. Collier: Yes.
Mr. TROY: The Chairman was under

a misapprehension.
The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is

not in order in discussing any item other
than Item 6.

Mr. TROY: The member for Pilbara
was. distinctly heard to say-
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The 4 VAIRMAN: Order! The lion.
member.s not in order in pursuing that
argumem

Mr. TI )Y: Being compelled to discuss
Item 6 it would be necessary to include
remarks 4 other items. There wast no

desire to a Vuss officers who lied no right
Of repy \.t unfortunately, in discus-
sing these 11 flimates, reference had to be
made 1o th4, lapacity or ability of certain
officers.

Mr. Heitn oin: Did the Chairman rule
that the med, er for Pilbara "'as discus-
ing- Item G. 1

The CHA' tMAN: Yes. If tile ion].
member had leen in his place when the

qfuestioii 7 aised he Would have Under-
stood that e lte leader of the 0 ppo-
sition spokql hat hioii. member was asked
if lie was eussing Item 6, and the hon.
member saf that he was only making re-
ferenlce to; The discussion was allowed
to proeed4 but in order to remove any
doubt frog the minds of members, it was
pointed o it, when the member for Pul-
bara spol , that if any member desired to
discuss 9)item between 1 and 6 it would
be nees4try to speak before the member
for Pilb~ra spoke. . As no lion. member
rose, the member for Pilbara proceeded,
though that lion. member pointed out lie
could speak onl items 3 and 4.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Thne halt. member
said lie preferred to speak onl Items 3 and
4, and did so.

The CHAIR2IAN: The member for
Pilbara discussed Items 3 anid 4 in com-
parison with Item 6. but the burden of
his argument was the overwork of the
officer dealt with in Item 6. Hon. mem-
bers would not, he hoped, go back on the
items.

Mr. TROY: It was pleasing the chief
messenger was to receive an advance in
salary. It was thoroughly deserved.
The officer was most courteous and oblig-
ing, and was always attentive to his
duties. and did work for which he was
not paid, more particularly in the library.
Ini fact the officer did the major portion
of thne library work. It was to be hoped
any remiark made by lion. members would
not hie to his detriment, or be made the
occasion of tyranny towards him. If the

additional title lent more dignity to the
position, by all means let the officer have
it. There were officers in the House,
who, while they Would refuse a living
wa±±e to people outside, did work outside
tile House for which they' were paid.
They did this work outside without the
con~sent of the House. If they did obtain
consent, from whomn was it obtained?

Air. Gordon: Are you referring to the
typist?

Mr. TROY: There was no reference to
I he typist. That officer was veryv useful
indeed and enabled him (Mr. TProy) to get
through ai good deal of work onl behalf of
164' unnstituents. There should be a gen-
eral understanding- that if officers were
p~aid for certain work they should do that
work.

Vote put and pasesd.

Vote-oint Honsr of Parliament,
C7.040:

Item. (lardener, £130.
Mr. AN(;WIN: Did the Preinnkr antici-

ple Ihiat a gardener at £150 would be
caplable of looking alfter the bowling
green 3?

T he PREMIER: As far as lie knew
aboutt a bowling green hie would say that
one gardener would be quite sufficient,
at any rate, for the first few years of its
existence Or until it became fit for ule.
At thne priesen t time there w%,as not much
to do onl the bowvling green. When it
was in first class order the g-ardener might
reqire assistance.

'-Ir. ANOWIN : The only conmclusion
that could be arrived at was the Premier
knew very little about tile upkeep of
bowling greens. As a matter of fact, it
would take more than ofle gardener to
look after the gardens without the bowl-
ing greens. anid it wvould be necessary' to
give the latter close atention. He en-
tered his protest against having a bowling
green in connection with Parliament
House. If lion. miembers wvanted to play
bowls there were other bowling greens,
and surely thiose should be sufficient. The
Premier should issue a note of warning
to the House Committee that it was not
intended to waste any money in prodid-
ing luxuries of this description in con-
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neetion wvith lParlianent Hlouse. if hon.
members wished to play bowls they
should join clubs. Members Spent siaffi-
cient time outside thle Hlouse without the
Governmaent provided all added attI ae-
tin in the shapje (A at bowling grevn. Hn
members were sent to P'arhiament to carry
out thiir (lit ies, not t o play bowls. This
particular bowling- green was one of the
largest in the metropolitan area, and to
keep) it in order would take double the
a mount which wlas provided on the Esti-
mates.

Mr. Bolton,: Not for that alone.
'Mr. ANGWIN: Yes.
Mr. Bolton: I deny that.
Mr. SCADDAN: The member for East

F'remiantle miighit mrge that members
should do away wvith t he upholstering Onl
their chairs because they (lid not have
similar upholstering in their owu homes.
and the billiard 1-041111 should be closed.

Mr. Angwvin: I would sell the billiard
table.

Mrl. SCADDAN: We might also do
away with the bart because the member
for East Fremantle wvas a teetotaller.
This showed thle narrow g-roove in which
the hell. member worked. He (Mr. Send-
dan) did not take intoxicants, but he wvas
not narrow enough in his views to object
to others indulg-ingt in themn. 'file samne
thing applied to bowling. With regard
to the building- itself, lte exterior was ait
absolute disgrace. Certainly the grounds
had been very considerably improved of
late, anti the attitude of the member or
East Fremantle. if adopted. would only
result in the belittling of Parliament. I e
members took notice of such narrow
views as those ofl the members for East
Fremantle and Claremont we should cer-
tainly be belittling Parliament. It was
doubtful whether thle member for East
Fremantle had a proper idea or propor-
tion. The cost of the upkeep of the
bowling, green would be very little. and it
was to be hoped that the Premier and thne
House Committee would not take any
notice of the remarks of the member for
East Fremantle and that they would con-
tinue to do the good work wvbich hiad
already been done in beautifying tlhe
surroundins of the House. It was to be

hoped also steps would be taken to m-n
prove the appearance of the exterior of
the building, which was absolutely dis-
graceful.

Mr. ANUWIN: The space between
Hay-street and Parliament House had
been considerably improved, and the cost
ot' maintaining it would be nothing com-
pared with the cost of maintaining tie
b~owling green. The cost of getting the
howling green info proper order would be
considerable. He contended that bhe
House Commnittee was going- beyond
necessities in the work they were doing.

Mr. 1IEITMANN :Hon. members
would agree that the gardener wvas doing
really good work; that officer had broughit
the gqoujnds into something like a present-
able appearance, and to be able to do that
it was necessary that the gardener should
have dlevoted a good many years to his
t rade. I a these circumnstance a slr
-,' £150 was altogether too small for a
head gardener with two or three men
und'(et his control. The state of the
grounds at the present time was a credit
to the gardener. It was to be hoped those
in charge of the finances would take into
consideration the question of raising thec

gdener's salary. The least that should
be paid Ira was U3s. 4d..a day.

Mr. U'NDERWOO)D: There could be
n.o doubt that the g-ardener was doing
goo)d work. In his (Mr. Under-
wood's) opinion the gardener was
underpaid. He was convinced that to be
a good gardener a man required as much
training, as much intelligence, and more
energy than wvas necessary in a good
Clerk of Parliament; and when we conl-
sidered that the Clerk of Parliament re-
c-eived £600 a year it would be seen that
£150 was not an adequate remuneration
for tile gardener. [t had beent decided by
the House Comititee that a cottage
should he provided for the gardener, rent
f ree. Even) 1150 andt house rent was
scarcely sufficient for a man of the gar-
dener's stamp. He did not know why
the proposal to improve the gardener's
remuneration had ,nft curlier been con-
sidered by thne House Committee.

Mr. Scaddan: Beeanse they are a body
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211r. UNDERWOOD: It was not so
wuitch that; it was rather that they did
not iunderstanil men. There was an idea
among superior people that if a man did
itot etimplaiii about his wages he was not
worth anyv more. As a matter of fact some
worthless men were continually asking
for more pay, while there were many
good men wdio did not ask for anl increase,
except by way of demand. A workmen of
the capacity of the gardener would be
one who, if he put in a request and that
request was refused, would leave the job.
The facet that the gardener had never
made a request was probably the reason
why his case had been overlooked by the
House Committee. It was understood the
g'ardener had made a verbal request, but,
apparently. he had given more attention
to his work than to the host methods
of securing higher pay.

Mr. 0'Loghblen : Tlhat does not ap)ply to
ourselves.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: 1. have put iii my
application but have not received satis-
faction.

Mr. A. A. Wilson : But vou will not
leave.

Mir. UND'R WO0l): It was to be
hoped the question of the gardener and
his wages would receive thle attention
of the House Comnmittee, and that when
thle House Committee made a recoinmen-
dation to the effect that the gardener
should receive anl inerese. the Treasurer
would endorse that recommendation.

Item. Cleaner--, and kitchen and dining
room waves.

NMr. SCADDAN:- It was understood the
dining room attendants had applied to the
House Committee for increased wages,
a nd that those applications had
not been favourably considered.
If this was so the House
Committee were nothing short of
a body of sweaters. This was a matter that
ought to receive attention. The caterer,
Mr. Kitchener. received £150 a year by
way of a subsidy for carrying on the bar
and dining room for the convenience of
members. The caterer had no work to do
hei and that of supervising, and was pro-
vided wvith a staff. whose wages were paid
out of the item under discussion. Over
and above the £150 subsidy the caterer

was provided with all necessary utensils.
including linen, finding nothing except
eatables and drinkables, for which lie
charged at a rate fixed by the House Com-
mittee. Admittedly, during recess the
position could not be very remunerative,
and probably, taken all the year round,
the prospects of the caterer were not such
as would justify him in expecting to be-
come a millionaire. That did not get away
from the fact that thie men employed in
thle dining room were underpaid; somne
of themt worked front 12 to 16 hours in
one shift and were not paid for overtime.
Onl the day' s on which the house was not
sitting those attendants were told to stand
off. They worked unreasonably long hours
while the House sat, and were told to
stand off when the House did not sit.

Mr. Butcher: Does not their pay go on
all the same?

'Mr. SCADDAN: Thley, were paid so
much per week, hut they got no over-
time, no matter how long their hours.
Over and above their pay. which was
little enough, they were provided with
one mneal per day, but what was the use
of one meal per day to a man who per-
haps was living at Cottesloe and was told
to stand o4ff on Satuirday anid Sunday? On.
paper it looked as if these men were
being paid fairly liberally, hut in fact
they were absolutely sweated, and it was
a disgrace to Parliament that it should
be so. They were kept there early and
late, and surely Parliament and thle
countryv could pay them a reasonable rate.

The Premier: What do you call a rea-
sonable rate?

Mr. SCADDAN: A reasonable rate was
a rate that prevailed anywhere else. It
was only when the Hobse was sitting that
the men were in attendance and were able
to get at meal. Now that the matter had
been brought before members it was out
of the hands of the House Committee, and
it devolved upon members to see that the
waiters were given a fair rate of pay.

(Mr. Brown took tke Choir.)

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for Ivan-
hoe had accused the House Committee of'
being nothing more nor less than sweaters,
and in support of that statement had al-
leged- the payment of a low rate of wages
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to the waiters in the dining room. As a
member of the House Committee during
the last three or four years he desired to
exonerate any Government from having
anr*ything to do with the regualation of the
wta-.;; that was entirely a mnatter -on-
trolled by the ouse Commitlee. When lie
first became a member of the Committee
the waiters were receiving W. per day and
flo, overtime was paid. In considerationl
Lif the long lhoirs worked by the men
when the House was -sitting late, the
House Committee raised the wages to 7s.
per day and the head waiter was ad-
vanced from 7s. to 10s. per day. In ad-
dition the men were given 12 meals per
-week, and were placed onl the same foot-
ioi-V as regards hours as; had been fixed
by the Arbitration Court for men follow-
ing the same occupation iii the city. They
worked .56 hours per week and were paid
for- overtime at the rate of Is, per houir.
It was the desire of the House Committee
that these men should not work more
than .56 hours per week, and wvhen it was
found that they were working very long
hours and had already w-ot inl their time
before the end of the week. other men
were taken on.

Mr. Scaddan: Rallier tian pay Is. per
hour overtime.

Mrl . 1'AY LOVU: It had not beeni a (lues-
lion of thle Is. per hour overtime; the
principle was not to overwork people. In
addition to the 7s. and two meals per day.
and oveitime at the rate of Is. per- hour,
the waiters were paid during recess l
per week as a retaining fee; and by virtue
of their position in Parliament House
their seri-ves were in great demand out-
side. To his; mind they were better paid
to-day than any other nien in the State
who were following a similar- calling, and
it was questioniable whether there were
any other men better paid than they were.
taking all things into consideration.
If it was desired that these waiters should
be worked eigzht hours a d-ay at a shilling
an hour on the principle of no work no
pay and no meals and no pound a week
during recess, it would be -absurd. It
would g-ive them worse conditions than
those they now had. True, the waiters
had applied for an increase of wages, but
the Uniri Committee did nnt feel dis-

posed to granlt the request because it was
thought the waiters were given a fair and
reasonable tiling. fit justice to repre-
sentatives~ of the Legislative Council on
the House Committee, they were always
anxiouis to give what was considered fail,
when any claims were put before them.
The House (Coummittee dealt with these
men iii a fair and liberal manner. In
1909 dulflht %iugust three waiters received
0O os. each; inl September the walges paid
were £9 9s. 6d., C9 Ss. 9d., AnLd £1 0 2s. 6d. ;
and in October 0i 2s. in the three eases;
while from the 22nd November to the
15th December of the same year. when
the House sa four days a week, the over-
time earned -by these wraiters was £3 19s.
6d,, V3 14s. 6d., and £3 3s. 6d. respec-
tively. Duringl November of this year
each waiter received £10 0s. 9d., £10 Ss.
9d., and £10 12s . It was unfortunate the
House Committee could not regulate the
hours- hetter- owing to the indefiniteness
of the hour-, the House would sit. The
committee desired to avoid employing
these men overtime, and thought it pre-
ferable to bring in other waiters. 'Memt-
bers should disabuse their minds of the
idea that the House Committee wras a
sweatingc concern.

Mr. Horan: It is very near it accord-
111w to your ownl ti.gores.

Mr. TAYLORP, In addition to the
wvages mentioned each waiter receivedl one
pound a week during recess.

Mr. SCAl)OAN: These waiters re-
ceived 7s. a day, and two meals a day;
and if they worked long hours and
cut out their 56 hours they were booked
off, otherwise the House Committee would
have to pay the awful rate of one shilling
an hour overtime.

Mr. Collier: The lowest rate for (over-
time in the State.

Mr. SCADDAN: The jnstileation put
forward by the House Committee was that
the scale was in accordance with an
award of the Arbitration Court, but Par-
liament was higher than the Arbitration
Court. Were we to set an example of
keeping men here from S o'clock in the
morning until 8 o'clock the next night, as
had happened, and then to book Ghe men
off to save a miserable shilling an hour?
We were. told they got two meals a day
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if they liked to tramp from their homes
to the House to get those meals. The
House Committee was not generous
enough to say, "You have wvorked
your hours, you need not coime hack
ror three day' s, aid here is your
meal money."' It was an absolute
disgrace that these men, who were married
men, should earn only £0( 9s. for the
month. It was astounding that the mem-
ber for Mt. Margaret should leave the
Chair to give the House informnation of
that kind. When a man had done eighit
hours' work in one day, every hour he
worked over that period he should be paid
for it at overtime rate. The whole ques-
dion boiled itself down to whether the
House Committee was generous in view of
the fact that they gave these men £1 per
week during the recess as a retainer.
1rhese men should get at least 10s. a day,
and if they worked overtime they should
be paid for it.

Mr. Horan: Let Parliament be an ideal
employer of liabour.

Mr. SCAflDAN: Exactly.
Vote put and passed.

Vote-Premier's 0/lee, £820-agreed
to.

Progress reported.
House adjourned at 20.55 p.m.

Friday, 2nd December, 1910.

Paper presented .......................... 2003
Anma E stites, Votes ad Items discussed 2003

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
10.30 a.ni., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Premier: Report of the Board

of Management of Femantle Public Hos-
pital for the year ended 30th June, 1010.

ANNUAL ESTI-MATES, 1910-11
Jn Committede of Supply

Resumed fromt the previous day: 11r.
Taylor in the Chair.

Treasury Department and Administra-
tive Branches (Hon. Frank Wilson,
Treasurer).

Vot e-i'reasu ry, £8,528:
Itemn. Examiner and Public Debt Av-

countant. £4&O.
Mr. BOLTON: The item showed an in-

case of C5 on the salary. Was this in,
accordance wvith the Public Service Comn-
misioner's classification, or wvas there any
other special reason for itl It seemed
that those officers in receipt of good sal-
aries were the only ones set down for
increases, while others equally deserving.
but in receipt of lower salaries, had been
passed over.

The PREMIER :All the advances
shown were in accordance with the Pub-
lie Service Commissioner's classification.
They had been made on the recommenda-
tion ot the heads of the departments and
the Public Service Commissioner, bring-
ing the officers a step nearer to the maxi-:
main of their classifications. This par-
ticular officer was highly capable and lie
(the Premier) was only sorry we could
not give him more.

Vote put and passed.
Vote-.ludit, £7,806-agreed to.

Vote - C~omnpassionate Ilto wantes,
£770:

'.rt. ANf4WVN: Under this he~ading hie
desired to drawv the attention of the Tress-
urer to allowance made when insurance
companies failed to pay compensation in
regard to cases for wvhich they had re-
ceived premiums. In respect of their emn-
ployees; thle Gov-ernment paid insurance
p~remiumlas under the Workers' (Compen-
sation Act. With so large a number of
men employed the Government should
form an insurance fund of their own.
However, the point was that lie had
known instances of insurance companies
collectingl the premiums and subsequently
refusing- to pay the compensation to which
the victim of an accident was entitled.
whereupon, unader the vote "Compensa-
tion allowances" the Governmnent stepped


