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

ASSENT TO EILLS.

Message from the Governor received and
read notifying assent fo the Ffollowing
Bills:—

1, PPolice Offences (Drugs).
2, Jury Act Amendment.

METROPOLITAN MAREET TRUST
REPORT.

The PRESIDENT: In aceordance with
Section 21 of the Metropolitan Market Aet,
1926, I have reccived a copy of the aecounts
of the Metropolitan Market Trust, together
with the Auditor-General’s report thereon,
for the year ended the 30th June, 1928
The report will be laid on the Table of the
House.

BILL—GROUP SETTLEMENT ACT
AMENDMENT.

Recommitial.

On motion by the Chief Seeretary, Bill
recommitied for the further econsideration
of Clanse 2.

In Commitiee.

Hon. J. Cornell in the Chair: the Chief
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 3:

The GHIEF SECRETARY: T move an
amendment—

That the words ‘‘amount so apportioned and
the amount which’’ bhe struck out, and the
words ‘‘expenditure as the board may think
fit, so far as such expenditure’’ inserted in
lien.
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The Parliamentary Drafisman writes—

THis Bill ae printed does mot, it scoma to
my; axpress the intemtion. The idea ia thuil
the board should have power, in apportioning
the dmount chargeable o settlers, to write off
portion of the actusl expenditure, [ think it
itepirable for further recommittal to make the
amondment as ehown,

That portion of the clamse will then read--

with power to the board, at its discretion,
to fix the amount cha.rgeable and to be appor-
tionefl to efch pareel of land within the group
scttlement area at such sum below the actual
expenditure as the board may think fit, so far
as auch dapenditurc shall he found by the
board to be in cxcess of the capitalisation
which cach group settler’s area can reasonably
bear, having regard to the prospective indome
derivable therefrom.

" The clause does not give sufficient power to

the hoard to write off expenditure.

Hon. A, Lovekin: That is what I have
been contending all along.

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: I think the
amendment is in accordance with what [
snggested to the Committee. I previounsly
sought {o secure an amendment to cover not
oftly the amount apportioned but also the
amount experuled, and the alteration now
proposed should meet the case.

Hon, Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM: [
understand that none of the group settlers
ean make a suceess of their holdings if they
are charged the actual cost, and the objees
of the Bili is to permit of the cost being
reduced s¢ that settlers will be able to pay
their interest bills and make a success of
their holdings. 1 should like to know
whether the Goveroment wish to be em-
powered to reduce the liahility of the group
stttlers as low as possible, or whether it is
the wishk of members to limit the powers of
the Government to reduce the capitalisation.
Provided we have the right men to ap-
portion the amounts, I think we =honld
Teave it in their hands.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: The amendment seems
to meet the case and we now get hack to
where we started. The starting point was
that no group settler shonld be asked fo
remain on hig holding if it carried a eap-
italisation that would involve the pay-
ment of more interest than he conld earn
from working the holding. In order to do
that we must give the board wide nowers to
determine what is a fair canitalisation.
Subject to seeing the amendment in print,
T think we might feel satisfied with omr
three weeks’ labour on this clause,
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Hon. Sir KDWARD WITTENOOM: I
heard a remark that some members were
afraid to trust the board. I think we should
leave it to the Government to put the group
settlers in such a position that they can
carn a good living, We should not restrie:
ihe powers of the Government in the matter
of reducing the amounts.

Hon. A. Lovekin: We ooly say that the
Government should take the respensibility

Hon. Sir EDWARD WITTENOOM:. |
merely wish to make myself clear.

Amendment put and passed; the clause,

as further amended, agreed to.

Bill again reported with a further 'uuend-
ment.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 3) £1,000, 000
Stunding Orders Suspension.

THE CHIET SECRETARY (ilon. J. M.
Drew—Central) [-}.44]: [ move—
© That so much of the Standing Orders be sus-
pended i3 1s neeessary to enable the Supply

Bill (\‘u 3) to be put through ita rcmaining
stages in one eitting.

Question put and passed.

Second Reading.

THE CHIEY SECRETARY (Hoao. J. M.
Drew—Central) [456] in  moving * the
second reading said: ‘The amount applied
for wnnder this Bill is £1,000,000, beinge
£650,000 from Consclidated Revenue Fund,
£300,000 from General Loan Fund, and
£60,000 from Covernment Property Sales
Fund. Tt is approximately one month's
supply, and is considered sufficient to carry
on until the Tstimates have heen pussed.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Did yon
gay one month’s supply? )

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Yes °

Hon Sir Fdward Wittenoom: "That i+

2,000,000 a year.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: Prevmus
sopplies granted were £2,860,500, being
£1,700,000 from Consolidated Revemiic
Fund, £1,100,000 from General Loan Fund.
and £60,500 from Government Property
Sales Fund, The expenditure against these
supplies to the end of October was
£2746318. The result of four moﬂths
operations to the end of October shows a
deficiency of £508,644. The deﬁmencv for
the corresponding period of last vesr was
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£352)999. Thus there is an increase this
year of £155,645. The expendilure for the
same period execeds that of last year by
£181,999, and the revenue by £26,354, the
result being a net increasec in the deficiency
of £165,645, as I have staled. The growth
of expenditure is due in a measure to in-
creased payments on account of interest and
sinking fund amounting to £76,932. There
are a number of inereases on departinents.
Revenue also shows an inerease, bul not to
the same extent as expenditnve. The rev-
enue position during the four months has
been very adversely aflected by the shipping
strike. The Railway Department alone esti-
mate their losses to dote at about £100,000,
Harbour revenue has also suffered severely,
and other sources of revenue have been
affected to a lesser extent. T move—

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

In Commitiee, elv,

Bill passed through Committec withont
debate, reported without amendwnent, and
the repoxt adopted.

Read a third time aund passed.

BILL—EDUCATION.
Assembly’s Amendments.
Hon. J, Cornell in the Chair;
Sceretary in eharge of the Bill.
No. 1.—Clause 7, Subeclaunse (2). Add at
the end the words “subject to the regula-
tions relating to the Roard of Classifiers.”
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—
That the amendment be agreed to.

the Chief

This refers to transfer of teachers. Through
an oversight recognition of the board of
classifiers was omitted.  One member of
that board represents the Minister for Edu-
cation, another the Director of Bdueation,
and the third the Teachers’ Union. Promo-
tions are decided by the board.

Question put and passed; the Assembly's

amendment agreed to.

No. 2—Clause 7, Subclause (3). Strike
out the words “shall not be,” and insert the
words “are not'” in liem thereof. ‘
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The CHIEF SECRETARY: T move—
That the amendment be agreed to.
The marter iz aiready provided for in the
Publie Sevvice Aet, and the Parliamentary
Draftsman suggests that the c¢lause should
be made simply declaratory,

Question put and passed: the Assembly’s
amendment agreed to.
No. 3—Claunse 17.

(4).
The CHIEF SECRETARY: I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Sirike out Subelanse

This refers to the sending of a motice by
post, instead of the serving of a smnmons.
The provision is sirongly opposed by the
Crown Law Department, who say it should
appear in the Justices Aet.

Hon. A. LOVEKIN: T hope the Commmii-
tee will not agree to the Assembly’s amend-
ment.  [lon. members will recollect that
some two or three vears ago 1 endeavoured
to get a sinnlar amendment into the State
Children ety o enable notices to be sent
to the parents of delingquent  childeen, in
place ot the service of zummonzes, which
are costly and oppressive. The Crown Sol-
icitor then stated that the proper place for
the amendment was not in the State Child-
ven Aet, but in the Fdueation Aet.  The
State Children At contains a similay pro-
vision referving {o traflic eases, nofices be-
g sent by post imsteald of sommonses, 1
did not press for incorporation of the
amendment in the State Children Aet, be-
cianze T oroalised that every Ael should he
~elf-contained as far as possible. The pres-
ent proviston 1s part and parcel of the Edu-
vation Aet itzelf, und ought {o he in that
Act, The Justices Aer deals with sum-
monses and complaint= generally. Tt seems
lo me unwise to wmake an exeepiion in the
Justires Aet, when we can get direct to the
point in the Edueation Act. where it be-
mes.  To lodee o complaint and issue a
cummons against every parent whose ehild
heronies a truant. is oppressive. It is only
poor parents whose children attend scherd
irregulariy. To me it seems monstroas that
a vourt <ioald he compelled to impose a fine
of ds. and 3s. ensts in every such case.
There is freqwently the excuse that the
parent has neglected to inform the Fduea-
tion Department of +he child’s illness, The
2. costs are made up of 2s. for the sum-

mon~ and  1a. for =ervice.  When the
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order for costs is made, it autcmativally
beeomes Ts. Gd,, because a distress warrant
follows, and if there nre no goods
and  chattels another warrant follows,
with more costs.  In many instances there
are mileage fees at the rate of ls. per
mile.  Tn the cose of a parent residing at
Wanneroo, that would mean 14s. The par-
ent could be swmmoned by a notice posted,
costs thus being avoided. The Director of
Edueation is in tavour of this prineiple.
The Minister hax just told us that the
Crown Lew Department, too, are in favour
of the principle, but that they eonsider the
amendment should be mnde in the Justices
Aet. Thoze who administer the Education
Aet, the beneh of magistrates and the clerks
of courts, are in favour of the amendment,
and T think the amendwent is in its proper
pluce in this Bill There are numerous
cases of hardships. Only with in the last
fortnieht In the Children’s Court there were
several such cases.  One man was fined 5s.
with 3s. costs and he said, “You will have
tn give me time to pay because [ am an in-
valid pen<ioner, and 1 have to keep mysell
and my boy on the pension, and sometintes
I am =iek and [ am compelied to keep him
at home” 1 eancelled the fine that I bad
impused and 1 told the man  he need not
worry any more about the costs. 1 got a
receipt for the costs and thal ended the
matter. When T was leaving the court that
day ihe clerk presented Lo me for signature
a alistress warrant for 15= | looked into
it and found thot the woman voncerned was
in receipt of State relief and had been fined
35 with 3s. eosts and the amonnt had got
up to 13=. 1 had not the heart to allow that
warrant to wo out and in that case, too, [
seenred the receipt for the omount and
ended the matter.

Hon. Sir Fdward Wittenoom: Are those
uot exceptional cases?

Hon. A, LOVEKIN: No, there are doz-
ens of theni. T have paid the costs many
time= since 1 have heen assorinted with the
Under the Tratfie Aet delinquents
are brought to the court by notice <ent
through the pest.  The smne practice counld
he followed in connection with these cases.
In 29 cases out of a hundred the children
are absent from :chonl on account of sick-
ness of the parents. A\l the oflicers of the
court are it Eavour of the amendment and
the Chief Secretary musl agree that it is

eonrl.
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in, this messure that such an amendment
should appear and not in the Justices Act.

Hon, A, J. H. SAW: I intend to sup-
port Mr. Lovekin’s amendment. The prin-
ciple is agreed to and it s merely a question
of the statute in which it should appear. it
seems quite reasonable that it should be in-
serted in the Bill before us. Let we relate a
little inecident that occurred in connection
with an mnendment 1 moved when I was a
muech younger wmember of this House. In
an amendment to the Health Aet I moved
to insert a provision to give the eoroner
power to order a post mortem examination
in certain cases where persons were sus-
pected of having died of some vivulent con-
tagions disease. The amendmeunt was in-
serted and it went to another place. To
my astonishment it was objected to by Mr.
Angwin, who succeeded in econvineing an-
other place that the amendment should ap-
pear in the Coroners Aect. I waited my
time and after the lapse of some years a
Bill to amend the Coroners Act came be-
fore this House and I seized the oppor-
tunity to get the amendment inserted. It
went to another place and again to my as-
tonishment the same people objected to the
amendment and said it should have been
inserfed in the Health Act Amendment
Bill. Fortunately, however, that very wise
provision was aceepted as an amendment
to the Coroners Aet. Mr. Lovekin has con-
vineed us of the wisdom of the amendment
and, as T consider it should appear in the
Bill we are now diseussing, 1 shall sapport
its retention.

Hon. W. J. MAXNN: 1 intend to support
the retention of the amendment in the Bill
because T have known ecases wlhere a set
of circumstances have operated similar to
those outlined by Mr. Lovekin. The Edu-
cation Bill in my opinion is the Bill in which
the amendment should appear.

The CHTEF SECRETARY : | agree with
what Mr. Lovekin savs and at an early
stage | told him ihat 1 was not opposed to
the amendment. [ have no desire to see
the Bill jeopardised beeause it 1s important
that we should get this consolidating Bill
through because, at the present time. the
Art is pasted all over with amendments and
regulations.

Mon. A. LOVERIN: T have no wish to
joopardize the prospeets of getting the Bill
throngh hecanse 1 know the Chief Secretary
ha- taken a oreat interest in if, but T
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really think we shuuld send the amendment
back 1o another place since members do
now understand the position, whereas they
did not understand it before. 1t is quite
open for another place to ask for a con-
lerence, and 1 Lave no doubt that if the
conference {akes place, the manangers of
another place can he convinged that this
is the Bill in whieh the amendment should
appear, The Government should take some
heed of those who are administering these
Aets, and I assure the House that I would
not bring anything forward unless I knew
that the depariment and the oflicers con-
varred. Last session [ submitted an awend-
ment to the State Children Act to enable
proceedings to be transferred from Perth to
Albany, Broome, Geraldton or Port Hed-
land to save hench warrants heing issued
from Perth tor the arrvest ot defaulters in
those distant towus, and so incurring the
expenditure of perhaps £15, taking the de-
fanlters away from jobs, only to find on
tlieir arrival in Perth that they had no
funds, and that having been removed from
theiv positions there was then less possi-
hility to recover the amonnt than if the
delinfuents had been permitted to vemain
in thetr johs. The clerk of the enurt who
made the suggestion to me was carpeted
tor having done so. Hon, members here
were zood enough to adopt the snggesiion
I wade and we passed it 1o another place.
The amendment was vbjected to and event-
ually a conference took place and the man-
agers from nnother place gave way o this
House. The result of that amendment in
a few months was the saving of £180 to the
department by way of expenses that would
have been incurred in Bringing men in from
the back blochs for not complying with
maintenance owrders. But for that amend-
ment to the Ael, it wonld have ineant tak-
ing 11 men out of jobs. Those men were
permited to remain where they were and
the existence of the amendment led to the
recovery of a good deal of the mainten-
ance money. The amendment we are now
considering is somewhat similar and I hope
the Commtttee will he with me in insisting
an its retention. I am sure another place
will vet sce the necessity for it

Hon. F. H. H. HATLL: T have given due
consideration to the position in which the
Chief Secrotary finds hims=elf, hut T know
also the great interest Mr. Lovekin takes in
the Chilitren’s Cowrt and therefore intend
to support the retention of the amendment.
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The least we can do is to try to meet
the wishes of Mr. Lovekin in this matter.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I am pleased to
hear the spirited case put up by Mr. Love-
kin in support of the amendment which he
secured to this Bill, Perhaps, however, if
the matter were deferred for a day or two
a compromise might be effected between
him and the Solicitor-Genernl. Tn any
event, I intend to vote against the Assem:
Wy's amendment.

Question put and negafived; the Assem-
hly’s amendment not agreed to.

A Committee consisting of the Chief See-
retary, Hon. . Lovekin and Hon. A. J. H.
Baw drew up reasons for not agreeing to
amendinent No. 3 made by the Assembly.

Reasons adopled, and a message aceord-
ingly returned to the Assembly.

MOTION—COLLIE POWER SCHEME.

Debate resumed from the 18th October
on the following motion by the Hon. J,
BEwing:—

That in the opinion of this Flunse the Gov-
ernment should forthwith procced to establish
in the Collic eoalficlds area a mencrating plant
capable of supplying electricul current for
ligchting and awotive power throughout the
whole or the greater portion of the State.

HON. J. EWING {South-West—in reply)
[5.30]: T had anticipated that some hon.
members would have continued the disenssion
of my motion. I think it would be wrong
to take up the time of the House at any
wereat lencih in replyving tu the debate. T
would like to read what the manager of the
Electricity Supply Department stated when
referving to his previous recommendation for
the extension of the gencrating plant at the
East Perth power house. In the eourse of
his vemarks, Mr. Taylor stressed the neces-
~ity for early action. He stated:—

Lt wits estimated by the end of next year the
whole pf the present boiler house plant would
he in operation. [f the continnally growing
load was to bLe carricd. it wus e-sential that
addditionul plant be ordered, and a start ma le
with the foundations. The time was coming
when the doad would have increased to such
an extent that it would be impo-sible {0 tako
any plant out of commission exeept on Sun-
days. which would not permit of overhauling.

I know that the caze put up by the Minister
in reply fo my speerh was alma t entirely
prepared by the manager of the Electricity
Departinent. 1 want hon, members to look
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upon this question not as one between the

East Perth power station and Collie, but
simply as a national scheme out of which
much good and great advantage must acerue
to Western Australia. I eould go into the
whole question at great length in order to
answer the points raised by the Minister and
other hon. members, but I do not think it
would be wise to do so. Hon. members have
made up their minds that something should
he done to put the generation of electric
power on a national basis. I think they are
quite satisfied on that point. I recognise
that the veply of the Minister indicated the
attitude of the Government for the time
beinrr. T believe, however, if Ministers were
to go into the quéstton thoroughly, they would
realise that many  inacenracies advanced
against my motion hy the Chicf Secretary at
the instance of the manager of the Electricity
Department, could be set aside in the inter-
ests of the Collie scheme. At some future
time, [ may take ndvantage of an oppor-
tunity to dizcount the statements made by
the Minister. Tor the moment I will content
myself with mentioning one or two points,
which should be sufficient to eonvinee the
Minister that the explanation made to the
THouse. as the result of the information sup-
pliecd by Mr. Taylor, represented nothing
more than a hoax or a farce. The Chief
Secretary told ns that the capitalisation of
the Fast Perth power station amounted to
£807,651, while the transmission lines, sub-
stations, ete,, inelnding the fifth anit, repre-
sented another £312,611, making &  total
capitalisation of £1,120,262, Tf anvhody
were t0 go into the question thoroughly, they
would agree with me that the eapital ex-
penditure, accoriing to the departmental re-
port for the last finaneial year, disclosed that
the wnount debited to the eapital aceount in
respeet of the power station was £922,395,
although the Minister gave us the figures as
£807,651, 1 want hon. members to peruse
the report i=sued by the Commissioner of
Railways in which the eapital expenditure on
the power slation is given as €922,395, There
is n footnote indicating that that amount ex-
cludes €239,724, £193,200, £3,194 end £11),
all of which vepresented expenditure in-
curred in eonrection with the erection of the
fitth unit. [ maintain that those ainounts
should have been added to the ecapitalization
of the stheme tor the vear ended the 30th
June la-t. Had that heen done, the Elec-
tricity Department would have shown a loss,
instead of a profit of C11,000. As the vears
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go by, that loss will go on increasing. The
eapilalisation of the plant to-day is
£1,460,713, whereas the Chief Secretary said
it was £1,120,262, showing a variation of
£340,451.  The capital expenditure repre-
sents an interest charge per unit of .17, or,
on the renl eapital, of .277d., which would
mean a selling price of 1.03d. The average
selling price is .96d., so a loss has been made
on that aecount already; that is fo say, the
loss would have been made had the full
amount of the ecapital cost been debited
against the scheme, I maintain that the in-
terest charges on the whole of the capital
expenditure should have been against the
figures for the financial year ended on 30th
June last, and not for the cnrrent hinancial
yvear, The report T have referred to shows
that the loss has been much greater during
the latest quarter than for the eorresponding
period of the previous year. Had the full
amount of the capital been taken into ae-
connt, the position would have hcen worse
to the extent I have indicated. 1 want to
emphasise the point that it is evidently the
intention of the Government to extend the
scheme, and they will have to do so over a
period of ten years. By that time the
capacity of the East Perth power station will
he 215 times what it is at present. T agrce
that the sixth unit must be constructed, and
that will mean the addition of another
£538,318 to the capitalisation of the schene,
hecause we can take il that the amount in-
volved in the installation of the sixth unit
will be not less than the amount spent in
connection with the tifth unit. I1f that is so,
it will mean that the eapitalisation of the
power house will be just on £2,000000.
Thus I do not think it possible to argue
against my motion for the adoption of the
Collie scheme, My argument is that this is
a national scheme, whereas the East Perth
power station can supply only the reguire-
ments of the districts within a radins of 27
miles of the city, and ean never be regarded
as a scheme capable of supplying the re-
quirements of the State. What we want is o
power scheme that will provide for the re-
quirementsof ali the people. The Minister said
that it was my policy to close down the East
Perth power station. My poliey is nothing
of the kind. What T desire is to allow it fo
continne until we reach a shnilar position to
that attained in Vietoria wheve, at Yallonrn,
power iz heing generated at the cheapest
rates possible in suflicient quantities to sup-
ply not only Mclhonrne but the whole of
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Victoriu. It we go in for a scheme of de-
veloping power at the souree of coal supplies,
the same thing should apply here as applies
in Vietoria. The East Perth schane then
could form a portion of the bigger scheme
that wonld be centralised at Collie. T will
wot =y any ore, becanse I helieve hon.
meihers have wade np their minds as to
what should be done. The East Perth power
liwuse, which is not a national seheme, is
heavily eapitalised, and the time is not far
distant when the capitalisation will be in
the vieinity of £3,000,000, 1f that is the
deterinined poliey of the Government, they
are welcome to it, hecause it will not be in
tha interests of the people generally. It is
the desire of people living in other parts of
the State to have the advantage of cheap
clectricity supphies, just as it is the desire
of peaple living in the metropolis. The
jeople in the outer districts cannot zet those
sapplies from the Last Perth power station.
and the House should agree to an extension
f not at Collie, at any rate af some other
centre where power will bhe generated
cheaper than is possible at East Perth fo-
Jay. T maintain that an cnormous saving
would be effected if the Collie scheme were
to be adopted. Hon. members ecan appreciate
for themselves that the present is the time
when opportunity should he taken to get on
with that scheme. As to Mr. Taylor, the
manager and engineer in charee of the Wlee-
tricity Department, T do not take exception
to what he has done. n the other hand,
Me, Taylor is not progressive, and does
not look far enough ahead. I think the ad-
vice he has given to the Government is very
bad indeed, and 1 believe that if he were
to deal with the subject in accordance with
his knowledze and the dictates of his own
heart, he would move in the direction out-
lined in my motion at once, 1 think we
should have some expert to zo into the whele
question.  Bir John Monash is well known
to all of us. Te has done wonders at Yal-
lourn where he has produeed the cheapest
cleetrie power in the world, Why should
we not avail ourselves of the expert advice
of Sir John Monash to ascertain whether
the secheme T advoeate is n reasonable one
or not. T hope hon. members will vote for
the motion, and that they will agree to trans-
mit it to the Legislative Assembly for its
concurrence. T hope the matter will he dealt
with in that heuze this session. Then some-
fhine will have heen aceamplished along
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lines 1 have been advoeating for many years
past.

Question put and pussed,

On motion by Hon. J. Ewing, resolution
fransmitted by message to the Legislative
Assembly, for its conecurrence.

BILL—ELECTORAIL DISTRICTS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

Debate resumed from the 22nd Novem-
ber.

HON, SIE WILLIAM LATHLAIN
(Metropolitan-Suburban) [5457: T rise
with a great deal of trepidation to speak
on the Bill because, after the doleful, dis-
wmal remarks of Mr. Hamersley, I wounder
whether, as a humble metropolitan repre-
sentative, I have any right to speak at all on
the Bill or to express any opinion upon it.
‘When the hon. member was speaking to
the Bill the other night. he disclaimed the
right of the bootmaker and of the agricul.
toral implement maker to any serions con-
sideration whatever.

The Honorary Minister: 1le said he
would not allow the agrieultural implement
maker a vote.

Hon, Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: Met-
ropolitan members representing so  very
many electors are to he east into utter ob-
livion. That is what Mr. Hamersley would
have. I have alwavs thought that many
industries were heing carried on in the met.
ropolitan area entireiv for the henefit of
the primary producer. Amongst those are
the superphosphate works. in which a con-
siderable numher of men are employed, But
Mr. Hamersley declares that the bootmaker
and the agricultural implement maker have
no rights at all. The only logical coneln-
sion one ecan come to is that the man en-
gaged in the mannfaecture of superphos-
phate also has no rights. I am well aware
that wheat was grown in Western Australia
hefore snperphosphate was introdneed on
anything like a biz seale. Bnt T think even
Mr. Hamersley will agree that with the
nse of superphosphates millinnz of arres of
land in Western Anstralin have been
brought under eultivation which, withount
superphosphates. would have heen eompar-
atively nseless. Yet the hon. member would
give to all those engaged in the manafae-
ture of superphosphates litile or ne repre-
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seatation at all. I should have thought
that n man like Dr. Saw, one of my es-
teemed colleagues, who has given so much
of his time to the curing of ailments, not
only of residents of the metropolitan area.
hut also of eountry people, would be ¢n-
titled to some consideration. Then there
is my otler colleague, Mr, Stephenson. He
bas oceupied the whole of his time in sel-
ling primary products to the residents of
the city and therefore rendering a benefit
to those engagzed in the primary industries.
Surely he should be deserving of some con-
sideration. As for me, unfortunately I am
one of the parasites, for my principal oc-
cupation is the selling of socks. That is
not of much good to the people of the coun-
try areas, because probably they do not
wear socks. In my experience in this House
[ have never heard a greater lack of syin-
pathy towards the representatives of the
metropolitan people as a whole than I
heard from Mr. Hamersley when he was
speaking to this Rill the other evening.

The Honorary Minister: And he resides
in the metropoliftan area,

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: Itis
a shame; he ought to he made live in the
conntry. But apari from that, one would
imagine that those country representatives,
in their ambition to do¢ the best for the
men on the land, were actually supermen.

Ton. W. J. Manu: Some of them are.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: But
I am referring to Mr. Hamersley, One can
only assume that when we go to our long
rest there will be a special place prepared
for these supermen.

Hon. E. H. Gray: It will be a warmer
place than for the ofhers.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: No;
not for the hon. member. When he goes
to his supreme resting place he will ho et
by the Angel (Gabriel who, on hearing the
knoek on the door will say, ““Who is
there?” The answer will be ‘‘Hamersley,
of the Country Party.’”’ He will be ad-
mitted with all pomp and ceremony, placed
on a hizch dais and given a golden harp.
All T can say is that in mv opinion a flute
wonld be very much more appropriate.

Hon. W. J. Mann: Do vou ihink rhe
people there will wear socks?

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLATN: T do
not know.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: T see noth-
ing of this in the Rill.



2006

Hon. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: No,
but Mr. Hamersley eould, Members repre-
senting agricultural areas have had a great
deal more than their fair share of repre-
sentation in every Cahinet we have hLad
during the past 10 or 13 years.

Hon. C. . Baxter: That quite disproves
the elaim you are putting np.

Hop. Sir WILLIAM LATHLAIN: XNo:
it does not. In the Mitchell Government
the whole of the metropolitan area
had but one member, and when Mr.
Draper retired there was no metrapolitan
representative left in the Cahinel. During
the first three years of the regime of the
present Government there was bul one
metropolitan member in the Cahipet, and
even now there are but two. Tt is the first
time for many vears that the people of the
metropolitan area have had two repre<en-
tatives in the Cabinet.

Hon. W. T. Glasheen: You seem fo get
all you want without representation there.

Hon. Sir WILLIAM TATHLAIN: T
agree with the econtention of Mr. Harris
respecting the mining and pastoral areas
In all probahility Boulder, Brown Hill-
Tvanhoe, Hannans and Kalgoorlie will ron-
stitnte four seats. 1n my opinion the quota
there should be raised to about the same
ns that for agrieultnral areas, and a further
seat should be given tn the onter goldfields
areas, which spread over se large a terri-
tory. DMr. Hamersley said that beeanse
the population had inereased thronghout
the agrienltural areas in abont the same
pronortion a< it had increased in the metro-
politan area, he felt that the metropolitan
area was not entitled to five extra seats.
and on the other hand the ecountrv areas
should he given some preference. Tn my
view the quota proposed for the agricultnral
areas is a fair and reasonable one. Tf their
population has inereased in the same pro-
portion as that of the metropolitan area,
all T ean say is they must have had more
than their fair share of representation
under the previons redistribution of about
18 vears ago.

Hon. W. T. (Glasheen: Tt is not always a
question of population.

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: No.
Take the Federal electorate represented by
Mr. Green; it covers more than one-
third, nearly one-half of Western Australia.
But I really think that under the Bill the
agrieultural areas are to have fair and just
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representation,  Regarding the measure as
a whole, the Government are to be con-
gratulated wpon having brought down so
fair and rveasonable a proposal. There
mighi easily have been in the Bill many
things which might not have been accept-
able to a majority in this Honse. The Gov
crmuent have proposed a fair and reason-
able distribution in regard to the people as
a whole, irrespeetive of whether they reside
in the metropolitan area or in any of the
agricultural areas. 1ln all probability the
Government, when they allotted a quota of
4,000 to the apgricultural areas and a quota
of 6,400 to the metropolitan area, recog-
nised the higher intelligence of metropolitan
members and  eoncluded that they could
=afely he given a larger quota of eleciors
fo look after.

Hon. C. F. Baxter: Is it the higher in-
telligence that has prevented them from
being included in snecessive Cabinets?

Hon. Sir WILLTAM LATHLAIN: No,
it is the modesty of metvopolitan members
that precludes their heing ineluded in Cab.
imefts, and that is a gquality unknown in any
but metropolitan members. I will support
the Rill hecanse the proposed distribution is
in the best interesis of the people as a
whole. irrespective of scction; and after
all, it is the people who have the right to
representation and it is the people who will
be the judges of what is to take place. The
quota allotted to the metropolifan area is
fair and reasonable and so, too, is that
allotted to the agrvieultural areas. The only
objection T can see in the Bill is as to the
central goldfields area. The quota allotted
to those seats is too small. Still we have to
realise that any Government hringing down
a Bill of this sort could not fail to have it
in mind that charity begins at home and
that self-preservation is the first law of
nature. Mowever that may be, the Bill is
a fair and reasonable one, and I will sup-
port the second reading.

HON. H. SEDDON (North-East) [5.57]:
In rising to support the Bill I may say it is
long overdue.  When we heard that the
Government were bringing down the Bill,
naturally we were curious to see exactly
what lines they had been working upon.
It is now quite evident that the result of
the Bill will be te transfer five seats from
the goldfields areas to the - metropolitan
arez. But apart from that, it is clear there
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ha~ Been an attemp: to revosnice u some-
what smaller quota tian was propo-ed in
the Bill previowsly before Paclisment, and
an attempt to appay the prineiple of com-
munity ol fntere-ts in determining  the
divisions in whieh the electorates ure to b
placed. One point arises there, namely,
Just exactly the way in which the BBill will
flink up with the Electoral Act Amendinent
Bill, providing For joint rolls. Beeunee it
is evident, hoving rogard to the prineiple in
the Bill before us, thar it will be impessihlo
to arrange for coterminal boundarie: -
tween Lhe State and the Federal divisions.
That being so, T contend that the framing
of thiz Bill along the lines followed is un
effective answer to the qaery raised by Mr,
Harris and otler members us to the ability
to make the previons measure a wo:k'lbl--
one. 1 think the principle lail down and
taken under this Bill clearly demon-trate-
the impracticability of making the ™ joint
rolls secheme woikable.

Hon. ®. H. Harris: Bul thix will make
it far worse than it is now.

Hon.

H. SEDDON: [ contend that
the Government, unless they  have in.
formation unknown to us at the pre-

sent time, should withdraw that mrasure
and bring down a mare praciicable Bill.
There are ane or two points arising out of
the present moasure to which I should like
o direct the attention of the Chicf Seere-
tary because they are matters that require
explaiming. Tt may be of interest to mem-
bers to know that the Federal rolls upon
which the recent election was held contain
for the State of Western Anstralia a total
of 203,146 electors. Az is well known, the
Federal authorities have means of kecping
their rolls up lo date that certainly are not
aviilable to the State authorities. One
would thercfore expect to find the Federal
talls up to date, seeing that they have bewn
specially preparved for an election. It mu-t
hie horne in mind that in beth instances we
have a ovstem of compulsory  enrolment.
Havine that principle and a similar fran-
chis¢, one wonld expect to find that the
total number of clectors on the Federal rolls
would compare with thore on the State
roll«. .\s a mutter of faet they do not com-
pure at afl.  While the Federal rolls show
a total envolment of 203.146, the State rolls
show 214689 electors,  That i~ a difference
of 11,543 in the total wnzolments, althousn
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we have the same franchise in both in-
~lanees,

Hon. B, H. Harris: The State rolis were
eampiled at praetieally the same date.

tion, H. SKEDDON: | understand that is
s beeause (he desive of the Government
i~ to lune the rolls as neurly complete a-
possible when they refer the matter of dis-
trict boundavies to the Commission. It i
up to the Governmeng to eaplain why the
State rolls contain 11,545 more names than
are to he Tound on the Federal rolls made
up to practieally the same date,

The tlonorary Minister: s it not up to

the Federal Governmen{ to explain their
rolls?
Hon, H. SEDDOXN: T pointed out ihat

the Federal Government lave facilities for
revising their rolls that are not available
to the State and they have just revised their
volls for the election. 'The State Govern-
meni have revised their rolls, and yet we
find that though the two rolls have been
revised to practically the same dale, there
is a disparity of over 11,000 elcctors. The
Chief Sceretary should make a note of it
in order that he might give the House an
explanation when he replies to the debate.
A point touched upon by previous speakers
and elaborated by Sir William Lathlain
is the discrimination heing made by the
Government between the eentral goldfields
seats and the outer goldfields seats. Mem-
hers are aware that the previous basis upon
whieh representation was to he made pro-
vided a speeial arrangement for the outer
woldfields as against the central goldfields.
Under this Bill the Governmeni propose to
treat them all alike. The cfeet will be that
while we have in the North-East Provinece
an aren of 143,211 square miles, the portion
of the province coniained in the central
woldfields area covers an area of only 86,

square miles.  Thus we shall have in the
outer goldfields 143,123 square miles which,
unrder the basis of representation laid down
by the Bill, will have one Assembly seat. in
the circumstunces there is adenuate ground
for drawing the attention of the Govern-
ment to fhe proposed guota because it ap-
[wars to me that by consolidating, as they
will consolidate, the representation in that
comparatively narrow area known as the
cenfral  goldficlds  area, and allowing the
whole of the reat of the goldfields to be
represented by only one member, they will
Le in-tituting a state of affairs similar to
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that in the district represented by Mr. Green
in the House of Representatives,

Hon. E. H. Harris: There would be one
wore member for the Murehison.

Hon. H. SEDDON: There will be ouly
eight seais for the whole of the preseul
goldticlds, whereas under the Bill intro-
dueced by the Mitchell Government pro-
vision was made for nine seuts. Yet s tre-
mendous storm of indignation was raised ou
the goldfields in 1922 at what was deseribed
as an attempt to vob the goldfields of ve-
presentaiion. This Bill will reduce the
goldfields representation by one more seat
than was proposed by the Mitchell Gov-
ernment, and still we hear practically no
protest from the goldficlds members.

The Honorary Minister: How many seuts
would vou have got under the Aitcheil
scheme with the present envolment?

Hon. H. SEDDON: I am glad the Hon-
orary Minigter lias raised that question be-
cause [ have certain figures that will be
illuniinating, as they illustrate the difference
between the enrclment at the present time
and the enrolment when the Mitchell Bill
was introduced, 1n 1922 the central gold-
fields area contained 11,184 electors and the
outer goldtields area 7,517 electors. The
11,184 electors would have been represented
by four memhers and the 7,517 electors by
nine members under the Mitehell Bill. At
present there are 8,395 electors in the four
central goldfields disiricts, a decreased of
2,789 sinee 1922, The outer goldfields dis-
triets, which contained 7,517 in 1822, now
contain 7.1 electors, or a decrease of 74
electors. Yet it is proposed that the central
goldficlds area, which has lost 2,789 elee-
tors, should still vetain the same basis of
representation, namely four seats, while the
outer goldficlds avea, which has lost oniy 76
clectors, should be allowed only four seats
out of the nine existing at the present time.

Hon. E. H. Harris: That is the point.

Hon. H. SEDDOXN: Those fizures speak
for themselves.

The Honorary Minister:
answer my quesfion,

Hon. H. SEDDOX: Those figures are
sufficient an=wer to any query as to the hasis
of repre-entation under the two measures.
There iz another point to which T wish to
direct the attention of the House, and that
is to the state of affairs which existed when
the previous measure was introduced. Into

They do not
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the debates in another place was imported
a spirit that in my opinion was most unde-
sirable, a spirit that reflected very little
eredit upon the representatives there owing
to the way in which they attacked the per-
sonnel of the Commission appeinted to
arrange the boundaries for the redistribution
of seats. Members may recollect the strony
eriticism that was offered when the report
of the Commission was iabled. Attacks
were made on the personnel of the Commis-
cion that from this stage I think mest mem-
bers will deplore.  Unless the Government
are very eareful, they will produce a similar
state of affairs which, in fairness to the
gentlemen to be appointed to earry out this
work, they shonld endeavour to aveid. The
zentlemen to he entrnsted with the respon-
sibility of re-alloeating the boundaries are
a jndge of the Supremme Court, the Surveyor
General and the Chief Tlectoral Officer.

Hon. E. H. Harris: The people who were
roundly abused on the previous occasion.

Hon, H. SEDDOX: They certainly came
in for very severe eriticism on that occasion.
n order to avert a repetition of that sort
of thing and te aveid placing members of
PParliament in an unfair position, the Gov-
ernment should take steps to provide that,
on the report of the Commission being com-
pleted, it should beeome law without further
discussion, We have to recognise that as a
result of the efforts of those gentlemen, cer-
tain seats will be wiped out. Tt is only to
he expected of hnman nature that there wili
he expressions of disapproval, not only from
members of Parliament but also from the
distriets concerned, when it is found that two
or three seats are to be merged into one.
Opportunities will be available to members
to protest against the report of the Commis-
sion, We have to recognise that the members
nf the Commission are gentlemen above sus-
picion. T am firmly convinced thevy are
uhove suspicion and will carry out fheir
duties in acenrdanre with the principles laid
down in the measure.

The Honorary Minister: Have you con-

sidered the constitutional aspect of that
nuestion?
Hon, H. SEDDON: T have found no

reason whyv such a procedure should not be
adanted if it was inirodueced in due form
to Parliament.

Hon, A. J, H. Saw: Tt was nof intro-
duced when the Mitehell Government’s Bill
was hrouchi in.
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Hon. H. SEDDOX: Thai is so, and the
result in another place was a stone-wall of
28 hours, whereby the Labour Party saved
the situation as far as they themselves were
concerned, Another point regarding the
Commission should be brought under the
notice of the Government. The members of
the Commission have their time oecupied in
earrying out their routine duties, and they
are fo be given a job that will take a good
deal of their time and will expose them to
searching eriticism both in and out of Par-
linent. I should be glad to learn that
the Government are prepared to make some
recognifion of the work of the (Commission.
Special work in that or any other direction
should be specially recognised, and I should
he glad to have an indieation that the Gov-
crument  will  recognise the responsible
aml onerous duties that the members of the
Commission will be undertaking in re-allo-
rating the representation of the people. In
conclusion, I wish to urge on the Govern-
ment onee more the desirability of keeping
the Commission’s veport ont of the arena of
politieal debate and accepting the findings of
the Commission by arranging that thev bhe
adopted without debate and without afford-
ing an opportunity for the aerimonions dis-
cussion that oerurred on the previous ocea.
sion. Havine dicected attention to eerfain
disabilities that T contend will exist under
the present measnre, T support the Bill.

On motion by the Chief Seeretarr, dehate
adjourned.

House adjonurned af 6.14 pm,
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p, and read pravers,

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Messnge from the Governor received and
read notifying assent to the undermentioned
Bills :—

1, Police Offences (Drugs).

2, Jury Aet Amendment.

PETITION—TEXAS COMPANY
(AUSTRALASIA) LIMITED.

Mr. ROWE (Xorth-East Fremantle) pre-
sented o petition from the Texas Company
(Australasia), Lid., praying for the intro-
duction ot a Bill t¢ provide powers for the
storage and supply of oil, liquid fuel, petro-
leum, spirits, kero-ene and petroleum pro-
dncts and for other purposes.

Petition received, and the prayer of the

petiticners grantead.

BILL—TEXAS COMPANY (AUSTRAL-
ASIA) LIMITED (PRIVATE)
Introduced by Mr. Rowe and read a
first time.

Referred to Select Commiliee.
On motion by My, Rowe, Bill referred to
a select eonmittes econsisting  of  Messrs.
Lindzay, Marshall, North, Sleeman and the
mover, with power to call for persons and



