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It is unwise and unjust to discriminate be-
tween one portion of the State and another.
The Bill discriminates between the North and
the South. Under the Bill, in the South we
have to pay half the road board rate, while
in the North we have to pay 10s. per thous-
and, A holder of a million acres in the
northern portion of the State would bhave to
pay under this Bill a vermin tax of £500,
but if he were brought under the same pro-
vigions in the South-West he wouid only pay
£50.

Hon. H. CARSON: 1 regret I was not here
when the amendment was before us, Tt ig im-
possible for the farmer to fence his water
against the rabbits if he is going to carry on.
How ¢an he water his stock exeept by opening
and shutting gntes? I am not in agreement
with Mr, Holmes’ amendment. T think the
amendment which would meet the wishes of
members of another place, as well as here,
would be one which would apply to the coun-
try within the boundaries of Nos. 1 and 2
fences, from the Bluff out to Nannine. This
wonld apply to all the sonth-west division of
the Stato and a little cast of the south-west
division.

Hon. .J. J. Holmes: That is the position.

The CIFAIRMAN: The hon. member is dis-
cussing the alternative amendment proposed
by the Honorary Minister.

Hon, FL. CARSON: If the Honorary Minis-
ter dogs not move the amendment I have sug-
gested T shall oppose his, and endeavour to
frume one which will meet the wishes of all.

Hon, . MILLINGTON: On a previous oe-
casion T spoke against the propesal intreduced
by Mr. IHolmes. We did not then know ex-
actly what his amendment meant. It was not
explained by the Minister in another place,
and he may have misled some hon. members
there. Many of those who voted ngainst the
proposal of this Chamber, however, knew the
position. The dilficulty has arisen beeanse Mr.
Holines asked too much. ITad he included the
aren within the rabbit-proof fence, between
the two fonges, and also the fenee running
from the Blaff up to beyond Nannine, that
wonld have included the aren between Yalgoo
and Nannine, which was excluded by the Bill
as it left this Chamber. The boundaries out.
lined by Mr. Holmes are more or less imagin
ary ones and leave out a hig section of the
country within the rabbit-proof fence. That
part of the State would be a breeding ground
for rabbits, and there would be nothing to
prevent them from swarming down into that
part of the country brought under the pro-
visions of the Bill. T am prepared to admit
that there are ¢onditions in the North to which
this Bill could not apply. Before Mr. Holnes’
amendment would be nccepted by another
place he would have to include that big area
of country between Yalgoo and Nannine,
which is within the rabbit-proof femec. Tt
is quite natural to exclude country outside
the fence, but it has not been explained to
my satisfaction why the area I have men-
tioned should be excluded.

Ion, J. J. IOLMES: I was under the im-
pression that my amendment embraced the
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peint raised by Mr. Millington. Everything
inside the rabbit-proof fence, according to the
Solicitor General, was to come within the
scope of the Bill, namely, up to the Murehi
son River or the No. 8 fence, but everything
outside that was to be excluded. It is purely
a misunderstanding.

Hon. C. F, BAXTER: Mr. Holmes' explana
tion about the Bill not heing understood in
another place is a reflection upon hon, mem:
bers there. The two following clauses were
repealed, and the Bill was made to apply only
to one section of the State. My amendment
wouldl mean that it wonld apply to the pas
toral areas with the exception of Clause. 81
namely, that to do with the fencing in of
water.

Hon, J, J. HOLMES: How would the Hot
orary Minister define the responsibility of the
owners of holdings representing one or tw«
million acres¥ He says the only question ir
dispute is in econneetion with water asupply
but there are hundreds of other matters in
volved in the Bill whieh could not be satisfac
torily applied to the northern areas. Some o
the holdings in the North have no boundarie
and no boards, and yet the Government conls
impose the maximum penalty or rate an¢
spendd the moncy on the eradication of rabbit
in the South-West. The existing legislatio
for the North is far more stringent than tha
for the South.

Heon. Sir BE. H. WITTENOOM: The Bill is
to a large extent, drafted on the assumptio
that it wonld apply to the South-Weat division
I suggest that progress be rcported and th
whole matter gone into.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: I am agreeable t
that course.

[The Deputy Speaker resumed the Chair.)
Progress teported.

House adjourned at 9.58 p.m.

Legislative Hssembly,

Wednesday, 11th December, 1918,

The SPRAKER took the Chair at 4,80 p.m.
and read prayers,

[TPor ¢‘Questions on Notiee’’ and ‘‘Paper
Presented’’ see ‘‘Votes and Proceedings.’”

BILL—LOAN, £780,000.

Tatrodueed by the Colonial Treasurer anc
read a first time.
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MOTION—RAILWAY PORTER OAKES,
TO INQUIRE BY SELECT COMMITTEE.
Mr. SMITH (North Perth): [437]: I
nove—

That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into the case of railway employee
Onkes.
do not think many words from me are needed

o convipee the House of the desirability of
arrying this motion. Those of us who heard
Jakes's case put forward for the first time by
he member for Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker)
he other night must feel convineed that a
rave injustice has been done to an old em-
loyee of the Railway Department.

The Minister for Railways: In what way?
Mr, SMITH: That is exactly what we wish
3 find out, and this is my reason for moving
he motion. T am not satisfied that Oakes has
eceived that justice which should Dbe meted
nt to an old employee of 22 years standing.
am prepared at any time to rise in my place,
nd move for an inquiry into the gricvance that
ny of our State employees may have. The
ember for Kanowna put the ease clearly and
rongly, and after listening to him I have no
ssitation in saying that this is one of those
1se8 that onght to be publicly inquired into.
he Minister, in his reply, was net at all con-
meing. Tle assured the House that the appeal
sard, which had heard the ease, had dealt
ith it fully and fairly, and had given a fair
wdiet, but T was not satisfied with that. I
ag specially struek by the fact that, although
1 appeal had been made to the Minister, he
as obfiged to admit that he had not even read
@ letters. This convinces me that this em-
oyee has not reecived that consideration or
istice to which he is entitled at the bands of
g cwmployers.

Mr. O7Loghlen: Ty it customary for the Min-
ter to rcad all these documenta?

Mr. SMITH: This was & special appeal to
e Minister.

The Minister for Railways: There was an
weal by way of a deputation. What more
y you want?

Mr. SMITH: I think the least the Minister
n do is to read any communieation of that
rt which may be addressed to him. It is a
ry deplorable state of affairs for the Minis-
r to have to admit in the House that he did
i read the letiers.

Mr. Munsie: Hle did not read the evidence.
The Minister for Railways: T did not read
avifdence. .

Mr. SMITIT: Incidentally the Minister was
ensed of having considerably delayed his
ply-

The Minister for Rallways: Have yvou seen
e notes of the deputation?

Mr. SMTTH: I do not think it necessary to
- into the ease in detail, beeanse most mem-
rs have had the matter hrought fully under
3iir notice. Briefly, Porter Oakes has been
ployed by the Railway Department for the
st 22 years. Fe has an honourable record,
t having a black mark against him. He is
married man with a family, although of
arse that dees mnot count in the mafter of
ing justiee to an employee. He was engaged
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in the work of checking tickets on the rail-
wayg, and in the course of hig business he
issned one of those paper tickets that are
nseally soid to passengers who board a train
at sidings where there are no ticket officers.
This ticket which Torter Oakes issued, was
written in dQuplieate by means of a ecarbon.
1t was for a passenger who was travelling from
Meckering to Northam and the fare was 4s.
2d. Nothing further was heard of this ticket
until it turned up some weeks later and showed
unmistakable signs of having been altered as
from Northam to Perth and the amount of the
fare was also altered. I understand inquiries
were made by the Railway Department. They
ealled upon Oakes, who on Leing shown the
ticket, admitted straight away that the signa-
ture on it was his. ¢ did not know what the
whale thing was about, but the handwriting
seemed to be so like his, it was such a clever
imitation of his sigunture, that he had no
hesitation in acknowledging it as his. Further
inquiries were made and it was found that the
ticket had been collected some time after it
was issued, but by whom it was not known.
Oakes was then suspended hy the department.
He appealed and was reinstated and he was not
only reinstated, but the department paid him
for the time he was off duty and paid his
costs in comnection with the matter. Strange
to say, althangh they admitied he was not
guilty, they ¢id the extraordinary thing of
fining him £1 and paying his costs. Oakes,
considering that he was an innocent man, felt
very sore over the matter, and it was only
natural that he should feel that way. He
took the usual steps to try and get justice, and
the appeal bhoard decided that he was guilfy
of an irregunlarity and not forgery. Me re-
entered the service, but still ho had a stigma
against his name.

Mr. Munsie: And as they say that the ir-
regularity consisted of altering the ticket, he
must have been guilty of having done it.

Mr. SMITH: If ho is guilty at all, he is
guilty of having forged the ticket and he
should not be in the service. On the other
hand, if he is mot guilty, he sheuld be fully
reinstated without any punishment. T have
anly to remind the House of the famous Me-
Leod case which was on all fours with thig,
and the extraordinary thing now is that the
Railway Department still insist on using the
earbon system of issuing tiekets to passengers,
notwithstanding the faet that it has been
proved that they can be so casily altered.
However, that is their business, hut T wonld
remind the House that MeLeod’s ease was an
almost similar onc to this, and after having
been mnjustly punished, he stuck to his gums
for a number of years. There were several
inquirics and vwliimately he was ablo to seenre
the appointment of a Royal Commisgsion which
completely cleared his character. That shows
that no confidence can be placed in the Rail-
wav Apneal Board.

The Minister for Railways: Then it should
be aholished.

Mr, SMITH: The fact remains that in con-
nection with an exactly similar ease in which
McLeod was concerned, justice was denied to
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that individual for a number of years, but he
persisted in his demands for justice to such
an extent that he eventually obtained it. This
is a very similar ease. I regret that the in-
action of the Minister should make it necessary
for any member of the House to move in this
direction, In on ordinary business such a
thing could not possibly oceur. The matter
would be dealt with in a sensible way and the
individual congerned would be found guilty or
not guilty., When an ewployee of the Gov-
ernment appeals for justice and is able to put
up a rcasonably strong case, it is the duty of
the House to listen to him and it the Minister
refuses justice we should see that the em-
ployee gets the treatments he deserves. There
can be no doubt as to the manner in which we
should vote on this question,
hon. members is to find out the true facts of
the case. I am not appealing to the House
for consideration for this man if he does not
degerve it. 1 want to find out whether his
statements are true or not. Tt woull be a
lamentable thing, if such an old employee of
the State as Cakes was punished unjustly.
I have cvery confidence in submitting the
motion for the cousideration of membaors.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS (Hon.
C. A. Hudson—Yilgarn) [4.53]: I have been
accused of not reading the evidence in' the case
in whieh Oakes, a railway employce, appeared
hefore the appeal boord appointed under the
Railways Act. I plead guilty to not having
read that evidenes because at the time T made
the statement it was not necessary for me to
do so. After the deeision of the board had
been given, a deputation waited on me in con-
nection with the matter and statements were
placed hefore mo by the members of the union
concerned, and by Mr. Walker, the solicitor
who represented Oakes at the hearing bLefore
the appeal board, All the evidence given
before the uppeal board wag condensed by
Mr, Walker in his statement to wme, and I
therefore failed to sec the necessity for read-
ing the evidence again in order to come to the
deeision which I arrived at, The aceusation
by the member for North Parth that T was
negligent is ‘one which is not true, He him-
self has not stated that he has read the evi-
denee nor has he given any intimation that he
knows what is in that evidence from which the
conclusion was drawn by the appeal board.
The whole force of these proceedings is such
as to warrant me in thinking that there is
something more behind this appeal than ap-
pears on the surface.

Mr. Smith: Not so far as I am concerned.

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: Every
person who has had anything to do with the
matter so far has aceused someone else, They
pretend to be trying to clear the character of
Oskes, but in doing so they are taking the
opportunity of casting slura on other people.
The appeal board was attacked by the mem-
ber for North Perth when asking the House
to do justice to a Government employee, The
hon, member'’s accusation is against the gen-
tleman who oceupies the position of chairman
of that hoard, Mr. Davies, police magistrate
of Perth, and to say that he was biassed, to

The desire of
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say that he did mot do justice to the matter,
is to make an aceusation which Wwas unjust.
A further accusation Wwas made against Mr.
Hope, who has for over 20 years been
in the service of the Railway Depart-
ment, Mr. Hope is a gentleman who, we
were told the other night in the Iouse,
and during the progress of the deputationm,
was biassel and that he wounld do any-
thing in the interests of the Railway De-
partment irrcapective of whether it was just
or otherwise. That accusation also is unjust
and nntrue. A further accnsation was made

that Mr. Iope had exercised occult in-
fluence over the other wmembers of the
benel;, that he had hypnotised them, so
Mr. Walker said. I Dhave asked for =a
lemenstration by Mr, Jope of his oc-
cult powers, but 1 have mnot yet been
able to get it. Possibly if a sclect com-

mittee s appointed, the menibers of it will be
able to securc it, but with regard to the main
issue, is Parlinment goin% to accept its own
decision or 13 it to go back on it? Ou a
previous oceasion T drew attention to the
wording of the Ratlways Act, which provides
that in the case of the dismissal of an official
of the department, or if he be fined, he has
the right of appeal to the board. That board
consists of the vpolice magistrate, a member
clected by the union to which the individuaP
belongs, and a member appointed by the
Commissioner of Railways, In this instance
Mr. Davies, police magistrate, acted with
Mr, Williams for the cmployee and Mr. Hope
for the Commissioner. In establishing that
hoard by Aet of Parlinment it was distinctly
laidl down that the decision of that board
should be final. Tt was an extraordinary pro-
vigion which was made for an employee to
appeal from the deecision of his employer, It
wns Tight, too, that he should have that ap-
peal and the legisluture said that the deeision
of the board, to whom he appealed shounld be
final, Now we are asked to say that the de-
cision given by Parliament when it passed
that Act is not to be upheld. I have admitted
that T have not read the evidence, and I do
not intend to read it. The position was this:
As has heen pointed ont by the member for
North Perth, Oakes was chorged with an
irregularity and it was conaidered by the
Commissioner, that the gravity of the offence
demanded his dismissal. He had his appeal.
The appeal court reinstated him, but fined
him £1 for an irregularity and allowed him
some costs. So that the Honse may be fully
informed on the subject, perhaps it would be
ag well if I read the judgwment given by the
chairman of the appeal court, which is as fol-
lowg:—

In this appeal Chas. Doaton Oakes ap-
plies to this board and it has had the mat.
ter of his appeal hefore it. It appears,
from what has becn told us, that on the
19th July he was dismissed the serviee for
an alleged irregularity in comnection “with
the issue of railway excess ticket No. ¢‘J,’*
01151, between Meckering and Northam. I
got the impression when this case started
that the irregularity consisted of some
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grave act of dishonesty on the part of
Oakes, and the suggestion in my mind was
that the ticket wag issued by him for the
puorpose of defrauding the department. I
thiek it i3 my duty at the-outset to say
that the suggestion I mention has been
wholly dispelled, and that so far as Oakes’
honesty i3 concerned (I speak for the whole
board on this point), it has been proved not
to be in any way at fault by whatever
action he may have been guilty of in con-
nection with this matter. Travelling be-
tween Meckering and Northam on the date
in question, he issned to a passenger an ex-
coss ticket; the passenger took the ticket,
and some dispute took place as to the fee
required. Eventually the ticket was re-
turned to the department, and some two
monts later an alteration of the ticket was
discovered. The ticket was issued between
Meckering and Northam, and the green
ticket issved to the passenger showed the
word ‘‘Perth’’ .instead of ‘‘Northam,”
also the signature buing out of place when
compared. This immediately aroused sus-
picion, and Onkes was calted upon by an
inspector deputed to investigate the mat-
ter. [t scemed to me that there were
three or four suggestions open, as fol-
lows:—1, That Oalkes issued the ticket in
question for the purpose of making money
out of it. 2, That he issued it to a friend
for the purpose of franking him over the
railway. 3, That the passenger to whom
the ticket was issued altered the ticket
himself for the purpose of travelling over
the rmilway without paying his fare. 4,
That it may have been altered sinee its
being handed in to the department. Now,
to deal with the fourth suggestion first,
The ticket was received at Meckering by
the officer there, and we are told that it
was sent by him to headquarters, and that
it would reach there, in the ordinary c¢ourse
of events, on the 30th April,. When heing
cheeked at headquarters, it was found to
be on the file for the month of April. Tor
any person to attempt to utilise the ticket
after that, it wonld mean that that person
would not only have to have access to the
file to sccure the ticket, but that he would
alao have to have acedss to it for the pur-
pose of putting it back. Now, if a person
in the department sought to abstrnet the
ticket, and use it for the purpose of malk-
ing money for himself, there would be ne
necessity to re-write the signature on ib,
and, as Mr. Angel has puot it, that person
baving aeccess to the file there would also
be no necesgity for him (o even return the
ticket to the file in its altered state; he
could have destroyed the ticket, and there-
by absolutely preciuded any prospect of
the discovery of his action. So that T
think, as reagsonable men, we must dismiss
that suggestion. Regarding suggestion No.
3, we saw Brooks in the hox, and he
seemed to be wvery straightforward, He
did not strike onc ag being a highly edu-
cated man, and he would require, accord-
ing to the expert witnesses, to have at least
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some knowledge of penmanship to be able
to forge a signature. But cven if it was
done, where was the necessity to alter any-
thing on the ticket except the destination
station? In addition to that, we have the
man’s own sworn statement that he went
to Northam and drew his pay; I under-
stand that his movements have been traced,
and that he purchased another ticket to
Perth, and he did not use the Meckering-
Northam return portion until on his re-
turn trip te Meckering, In view of these
facts, T think we must alse dismiss that
suggestion. Now, regarding the sugges-
tions (Nos. 1 aud 2) that Oales did it
for the purpose of making money, or far
passing his friend over the railways free.
In each of these cnses, if Oakes did so, he
would then be dishonest. But we have sat-
igfied ourselves that there is no dishoncsty
on his part. Therc was another sugges-
tion, that someone had done it for a joke;
well, people do not usually do this class of
thing for a joke, so that I don’t think we
ean give it any serious eonsideration. We
are now back on to the point as to whether
Oakes altered tie ticket himself. On this
question a very grent deal of the evidence
has revolved. As sgou as the discovery of
the altered ticket was made, investigations
were set on foot. Oakes was called into
the inspeetors’ office. At the time, there
were two inspectors there (not by design),
and the second inspector was sufficicntly
elose to hear, perhaps not a complete dis-
cussion, hut he declares he heard, and had
a recolleetion of, the prineipal features of
the matter. Mr. Storman gave his version
of the procecedings. He snid that he wrote
out a brief account of the interview, which
he swore embodied Oakes' statement re-
garding the ticket. He suid that Onkes ad-
mitted it was his signature and that he
signed it and inserted the name ‘Perth’?
and Mr, Drown bore Mr, Stormon out so
far ns that statement is concerned. 1t ap-
pears that certain other statements ivere
not embodied in the account. sent to the
Chief Traflic Manager, and a good deal of
eriticism took place, hut I don’t think we
are seriously concerned in that. As against
that statement, we have the statement
made by Oakes that he said the writing
wns not his, but that it was like his. Heo
eame baek the next day and suggested
that it was a elever forgery, and he has
maintained that attitude ever since.
These were the men who were supposed to
have put the third degree en Oakes when
they took his statement. The finding con-
tinues—

Apart from the fact that the two senior
officers referred to are of some high stand-
ing in the servies and of high reputation,
we have the stntement that Oakes himself
said that his memory was not too good.
Putting it in that light, can any respon-
sible body of men accept Oakes’ version of
what took place as agninst that of the two
senior officers? Therefore, I think the only
reasonable conclusion we can come to i3
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that the statement of the officers is
correct. After conmsidering the whole
of the facts, 1 have come to the

conclusion that there is evidence here from
which o reasonable body of men must draw
a reasonable coneclusion, viz., that Qakes is
the person who altered the ficket. And,
having come to that conclusion, it seems to
me that the main featurc of the inquiry is
presented to us in the latter portion of the
sitting, and whieh is found against Oankes.
Some question has been raised as to what
was referred to as ‘‘Star Chamber Prac-
tice’? and Mr. Haynes invited an expres-
sion of opinion on that point. In this opin-
ion, I do not speak for the other members
of the board, T can only refer those persons
to the practice adopted commonly by the
police in taking statements (whether it is
good or had is a matter of opinion). When
& man is arrested, or rather before Deing
arrested, when suspicion rests upon him and
a statement has to Dbe token a procedure
gomewhat similar to that operating in the
Railways is followed; his statement is then
read over to him, and is signed hy the sus-
pected party. Tf a person is brought up in
the Railway Department, it seems to me,
if he is not able to recollect the incident
or the eircumstanees surrounding the inei-
dent, the only sensible thing for that per-
gon to do is to say straight out that he can-
not remember it, and time to think it over
would have been given himj it seems ap-
parent to me that sueh a course as that
was open to Oakes. There was another
point T have omitted to refer to when con-
sidering which person’s statement should be
accepted—that of Oakes or those of the
two inspeetors—that is, the incident which
took place in the office. Oakes =aid that he
came baek and asked Mr. Drown to ring
Mr. Stormon and tell him he wanted to see
him, but Ay, Drown stated he did not know
why Onkes wanted to see Mr. Stormon, as
Onkes {id not tell him. Oakes’ statement is
a complete contradiction to that—that is
the point on which Mr., Drown would be
personally concerned, Now, to my way of
thinking—and it is the only reasonable con-
clusion to come to, which is backed up by
evidence—Oakes, having made out the
ticket nnd seen that the pencil did not
transfer the carbon through on to the green
ticket, then did or sought to do what he
knows, and knew then, wns wrong, namely
to make the ticket which was illegible
legible, and it struek me that he was not
guilty of nny very serious irregularity, al-
though T am told that the department does
view it somewhat serionsly. If my conelu-
gion i8 corroet, then Oakes has brought some
of the trouble upon himself, because if he
did do so and had owned wp to it at the
time the investigation offiecer questioned him
I don’t think the present lengthy proceed-
ings would have been at all necessary. We
have come to the conclusion that Oakes
should be recinstated, and that his reinstate-
ment should take place as from the date on
which he was dismissed, but in lien of that
punishment, T think the ease will be met
adequately if he be fined £1,
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That is the statement of the magistrate, It
sums up the whole position. Having that
statement before me, I did not think it ncees-
sary to read the whole of the evidenes, and I
do not intend to do so now. The question of
costs arose. Mr. Haynes asked the beard to
allow the following ecosts in connection with
the case:—%£4 ls. 5d., Brooks’ witness fec;
£3 89, hondwriting expert’s fec (Hyman};
“l6s.,, advertisoment in ‘¢ West Anstra]ian”;'
£28 17s., T. Walker’s fee; Ts., photgraphs of
tickets; £18 4s., shorthand reports (W. E.
Hale), 10s., Mr. Huynes’ visit to Meckering;
total, £55 19s. 3d. Mr. Angel strongly op-
posed the applicatien on the grounds that ne
mention whatever of dishonesty was mmde
either in the letter sent to Oakes requesting
his defence against dismissnl, or the letter
eonveying his dismissal, and that therc was
ahsolutely no necessity te bring a legal repre-
sentative into the matter. After diseussion, the
chairman agreed to allow the following costs:
£4 1s. 5d., Brooks’' witness fee; 16s.,, adver-
tisements in the ‘‘West Australian?’; Total
£4 17s. 54, whieh expenses were necessary in
order to clear Onkes's name from the imputa-
tion of forgery. It was on that deeision that
an appenl was made to me as Minister. Mr.
Walker and others attended. On the question
of costs, let me draw attention to one faet:
after some discussion, during which Mr.
Walker had claborated, as he did in the House
the other night, Oakes’s case, criticised the
judgment of Mr, Davies and generally dealt
with the board in his own peenliar manner, I
tried to got from him what he really wanted.
T said, “This i3 coming back to the question
T nasked you at the inception, as to whether
I am asked to review the decision of the court
or not.’’ Mr, Walker replied, ‘“ You are asked
to review it, but legally you eannot. Tt is a
final eourt. Rut semething might be done. T
shonld say yon econid return that £1 fine and
pay his ecosts.”’ In regard to the ecosts, I
have already peinted out that, under the Rail-
ways Act, solicitors are not entitled to appear
hefore the appeal conrt. If theae costs were
atlowed, the board would not be acting in ae-
cordance with law, Subelange 4 of Section 7¢
of the Government Railways Act provides that
ne solicitor or counsel may appear and be
heard beforez the board. Tn this case the
golieiter was not heard, but he attended to
watch the proceedings, and it is now soupht
to get a remission of the fine, together with
payment of his costs, and 18 gnineas charges
for the shorthand notes. I leave it to the
House as to whether they are going to uphold
the decision of Mr. Davies, which was given
on sound grounds.  Oakes wag found gnilty
of an irregularity and was fined £1 on that
account. There was 2 suspicion of dishonesty
againgt him involving him in £4 or £5 of costs
to clear himself of that charge. Those costs
were nllowed him by the appeal board. Ho is
reinstated and any suggestion of dishoneaty
is removed. AN I con say is that it is sought
by this motion to recover the costs he inecurred
in defending himself, T oppose the motion.
Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) [5.13]: I
think it will be necessary to amend the motion
by deleting the words *‘select committee’’
and substituting the words ‘Royal Comamis-
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sion.”’ Moembers are aware that the session
iy drawing to its close, and therefore if a
delect committee be appointed 1t will auto-
matically lapse when Parliament is prorogued.
Consequently, if the select committes be mnot
formed within the next week, it will nut have
an opportunity of sitting at all, Bo if the
House thinks an inquiry is desirable, it will

be necessary to have that inguiry made by.

Royal Commission instead of by select com-
mittee. T do not wish to go over the whaole
ground again. Sufficient has heen said, first on
on the Railway Estimates, and again here to-
day, and the House is fully seized of the facts.
Most unbiassed people will say that there has
begn a misearriage of justice.

The Minister for Railways:
biassed, I suppose.

My, WILLCOCK: No, I said ‘‘most un-

binssed people’’; I did not say all of them.
I have no axe to grind in econncetion with this

Then L am

question. I have had nothing whatever
to do with it. But naturally I took
an interest in the matter, I read a

-gougiderable portion of the evidence, and
I have been unable to find any
.proof of the charge. I am unable to discover
in the evidence any proof that Oakes altered
the ticket or was guilty of dishonesty or even
-of irregularity. On that point there is no evi-
dence except the statement made by him when
in an excited condition, having just had a
charge of a very seripus nature preferred
against him; and that statement ho subse-
quently ‘denied. The departinent can pro-
duce no other cvidence that he altered the
ticket or even did anything irregular, When
charged with this scrious offence, Oakes ad-
mitted that it was his signature, or that the
gignature was like his; but as soon after as
he possibly could he endeavoured to retract
that statement, saying the signature was a
clever forgery. I do not want to take the atti-
tude of asserting that every time an employee
has unsuccessfully appealed to the Appeal
Board ho should eome to Parliament and en-
deavour to gel the board’s decision wupset.
But in this particular case it seema to me, per-
gonally—I will put it that way, irrespective
of the Minister or anybody else—that this man
was not gnilty of any irregularity. TIn those
circumatances I think that any action which
can be taken to clear the wan’s name ought
to be taken. Even a man charged with a erim-
inal offence and found guilty is entitled to
have his name ecleared if evidence nfterwards
comes out proving that he wag not guilty. In
the cireumstances I think we should have a
Royal Commission appointed. In the first in-
stance the course was adopted of approaching
the Minister in charge of the department and
asking for a remission of the penalty. Many
people considered that Oakes was not guilty
of the offence, and the course was accordingly
adopted of appealing to the Minister in con-
trol of the department by & suggestion that
in view of the eircumstances he might sec hig
way clear to remit the fine, which remission,
of course, would carry with it the payment
of any costs incurred by Oakes. The Minister
did not see his way elear to agree to that

ASSEMBLY.]

course, and therefore the only other course re-
maining for Oakes for the purpose of clearing
his name is to come to this House and nsk
for a Royal Commission to go right into
the matter.

Mr. Foley: Provided those costs were paid,
do you mean, there would not be much trouble
ahout clearing the man’s name?

Mr. WILLCOCK: No¢; I do not mean that
at all. But as things are, the fine remains
against bim. The opinion of the general pub-
lic seems to be that Oakes hay been guilty of
dighonesty, notwithstanding the decision of the
board which was read out by the Minister to-
day. That decision does not reach everybody,
and the stigma remains on Cakes’s name. As
ragards the costs, the Minister has said that
no charge of dishonesty was made against
Oakes; and yet the chairman in allowing the
coats of the attendanee of the witness Brooks
and also the cost of the advertisement in the
“West Anstralian’’ said it was necessary for
Brooks to attend in order to clear Oakes of
the imputation of forgery. By the use of that
phraseology the chairman cxpressed his agree
ment with the view that there was an impus
tation of forgery against Oakes.

The Minister for Railways: Which was en-
tirely removed.

Mr. Munsie: Then why fine Oakes £1%

The Minister for Railways: Because he al-
tered a ticket irregularly., He says he did.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The solicitor who ap-
peared for Oakes would not have been there
at all had not the imputation of forgery been
made. The solicitor was introduced into the
matter because of the charge of forgery and
the consequent possibility of eriminal proceed-
ings. TFor the same reason it was necessary
to bave a record of the evidenee whieh could
be sworn to, and accordingly a professional
shorthand writer was employed to take a ver-
hatim note. Y deo not wish to dwell on the
subject. Sufficient has been said to warrant
the appointment of a Royal Commission of
inquiry. I hope the House will agree to the
amendment, beeause if the motion is carried
and a select committee appointed, it will be
almost impracticable to do anything before the
session closes.

Mr, SPEAKER: [ ean sccent the first part
of the hon, member's amendment, namely to
strike out the words ‘‘a selecet committee.”’
If thosc words be struck out, and if the lLom.
member then moves to insert, in lieu, the words
““a Roval Commisgion,’’ it will be necessary
for him also to insert the words “‘in the
opinion of this House.”’ Tt is not dompetent
for the House to order the appointment of 2
Royal Commission, ’

Mr. WILT.COCE: T will follow the course
suggested by you, Sir

Amendment (that the words ““a seleet com-
mittee’’ be strueck out) put, and a division
taken with the following result:—

Ayes
Noes

b o | M

A tie
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AYES,
Mr. Angelo Mr. Money
Mr. Broun Mr. Nuairn
Mr. Draper Mt. Pickering
Mr, Dufi Mr. Piesse
Mr, Durack Mr. Pllkington
Mr, Gardiner Mr. ’. T. Robioson
Mr. George Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Hudson Mr. Thomsen
Mr. Letroy Mr. Underwood
Mr, Maley Mr. Hardwick
Mr, Miichell (Teller.)
NoEs
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr, Browp Mr. Mullany
Mr. Cheason Mr. Muonsia
Mr. Collier Mr. Rocke
Mr. Davies Mr, Smith
Mr, Toley Mr, Stubbs
Mr. Green Mr. Troy
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Veryard
Mr. Holman Mr. Willecock
Mr. Jones Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Lambert {Teler.)
Mr. SPEAKER: I give my casting vote

with the Noes, thus protecting the revenuo.

Amendment thes negatived.

Mr. MUXNSIE (Haunang) [5.28]: The sug-
gested appointment of a Royal Commission
having been negatived, I desire to say a word
or twe in faveur of the appeintment of a
seleat committee. Tf a seleet committee is
appointed and gets to work forthwith, there
wiil still be an opportunity for getting to the
bottom of the ecase before the session closes.
The Minister in his speech laid stress on the
question whether this House is going to alter
its own deeision; and the hon, gentleman read
the scetion of the Railway Aet which dis-
tinctly states that the decision of the appeal
board shall be final. However, the House pre-
vieusly reversed its own decision in this re-
spact, when passing a resolution recommending
the appointment of a Royal Commission into
the Meleod case. 'That precedent would justify
the House in again altering its decision on
this oceagion. There ig not the slightest doubt
that the appeal board made a mistake in the
Meleod case, and I an satisfied in my own
mind that they have made a mistake in this
ease alze. T ecanunt understand the finding,
even as read by the Minister here this after-
noon. It is unjust to the employee to say that
no charge of forgery was laid against him.
In point of fact, that really was, in the first
instance. the charge.

The Minister for Railways: Forging what?

Mr. MUNSIE: The altering of a ticket,
which action would be tantamount te forgery,
inasmuech as the employee would he altering
the destination of the ticket from Northam to
Perth for the purpose of coliecting extra rev-
enne, which preaumahly he would then put in
his own pocket. That was the contention.
That was really what Qakes was charged with
first.

The Minister for Works: How could he col-
lect the extra money when he left 4s. 2d. on
the ticket?
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Mr, MUNSIE: That is all the more reazon
for saying that the decision of the appeal
board in the c¢ase of Oakes was utterly absurd
and ridiculous, seeing that there was no possi-
bility of his profiting illegaliy. No motive
has been shown up to date, cither before the
appeal board or anywhere eise, for Onkes to
alter the ticket; none whatever, He could not
derive ony peenniary bonefit from sach an
action.  Certainly, he was not making any
alteration wigh a view fo assisting a friend,
as has been suggested by way of motive. The
very substance of what the wan was charged
with, the board say le is guilty of, and they
fine him £1. Tf the evidente was sufficient to
enable the chairman to reaxch the conelugion
that Oakes was guilty of altering the ticket,
the fine of £1 was no sufficient penalty.
There is no gquestion about it. He did not
alter the ticket at all. I want to know how
it iz when one writes out a ticket with the
earbon between the two sheets, that the earbon
copy i3 eorrect and the original incorreet.

The Minister for Works: Was the earbon
copy covreet?

My, MUNSIE: Yes. The witness who pur-
chased the ticket stated that it was issued to
him from Meckering to Northam and that it
was issucd correetly,  When it gets to the
andit office, **Northam’’ is partly rnbbed out
and ‘“Perth’’ written over it. Those who were
there ard saw the photograph of the ticket say
that ‘‘Northam’’ had been there at onc time
and that 4s. 2d. had been there also. In the
face of that evidence I cannet for the life of
me sce how one can have the iden that the
man would go into a dream, for so it anpears,
and rub ‘‘Northam'’ out and write ‘‘Perth’’
on top, It is ridiculous to me. I do not bhe-
lieve the man did it, and if he did not do it
Le iy cutitled to justice.

Mr. TEESDALE (Roebourne} [5.32]: I
support the motion in this instanee, but U
should' like to express an opinion that some-
thing should be done to prevent the House
being made the vehicle for inguiry every time
2 man has o grievanee. It is & nies piteh we
are coming to when 50 members have to sit
here for two or three hours and disenes some-
thing that should be left to a board of appeal
composed of honourable men, who, according
to some members, have no repntation to take
away. It is 2 scandalous thing that we should
git here in judgment on them, If these men
have not the reputations which it is stated
they have, then they should not be where they
are, but we have no right to sit here and take
their reputationg away on the evidence which
has been submitted. The hon. member, Mr.
Mungie, has stated that he is perfectly cer-
tain the man Oakes never altered the ticket.
He knows nothing about it, any more than T
know that the man did alter the ticket.
It is quite time these boards of appeal were
digselved and an end put to this wretehed
farce, if this sort of thing is to go on.

Mr. Munsie: Tt is time the Railway Com-
missioner came to his senses and prevented
the igsng of these ticleta at all.

Mr, TEESDALE: Are we to have a repeti-
tion of this kind of thing right throughout the



1470
State, beenuse every man who has had a griev-
ance during the lase two or three years, follow-
ing the enses of McLeod and Oakes, will come
hgre and ask to have their grievances re-
dressed. I have a vright to express my
opinion, and I say it is a ghagtly shame that
the reputation of cerfain men shouid be taken
away—I refer to those men who sit in high
places, There is too much of this kind of
thing in Western Australia, this slinging of
mud, and it is time it was finished. It is not
right to waste the time of 50 members of Par-
liament on these grievances, I admit this man
hag o grievance, but let it be redressed by the
right parties. This man Oakes bas some little
ground for having his ecase brought forward,
because we have alrecady broken the rule in
the case of McLeod. It iz only on that ground
that I shall vote for the motion.

Mr. BMITH (North Perth—in reply) {5.35]:
I am thanktul for the little consideration
which the member for Reebourne is extending
to me this afternoon. He adwmits that porter
Oakes  descrves some little consideration, as
he has a little ground for compluint, and fer
that reason lhe intends to vote for the wiotion.
T hope the hon. member will be a little more
considerate for this man Onkes who has had
a serious eharge levelled against him. I deny
that there has been any slur or accusation made
against the appeal hoard in the nature which
the member for Reebourne has stated here to-
day. | think he has exaggerated things con-
giderably. I simply stated that T was not
satisfied with the decision given by the appeal
board in this ence, but I did not accuse the
hoard of giving an improper decision or being
prejudiced, 1 snid that I was not satished
with their decision, This is one ense in whieh
the Mouse is justified in rendering assistance.
I shouid like to say that T think it was very
ungencrons  on  the part of the MMinister,
especially being a member of that honourable
profession, the legal profession, in practically
accusing the member for Kanowna (Hon., T.
Walker} in moving in this matter because he
had not been paid his costs. Such remarks
were most uncalled for.

The Minister for Rajlways: You made an
acensation againgt me and the appeal board.

Mr. SMITH: Tt was very unjust that the
Minister should aceuse the member for
Kanownsn of bringing this matter forward be-
eause his eosts had not been paid. My motion
does not contemplate dealing with the costs
at all. Tt is an inquiry into the ecase of railway
porter Oakes. The selcet committec would
have no power to order the payment of costs,
hut if the eommittee think they arve justified
in rocommending that the Government should
make some payment of the costs, well and
good. But in my motion there is not the slight-
est snggestion that the eommittee shonld con-
sider the guestion of costs at all. All the com-
miftee will be concerned about is that this
man shall have his character cleared, and I
understand that is all the man Oakes asks
for. I do not think there is anything furtier
for me to answer, The cnse has been thor-
oughly thrashed ont. The member for Han-
nans (Mr. Munsie) made a point very elear
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that cscaped my notiee, and that wns that the
ticket had beeu altered after it left the hands
of Oakes. The great peoint made by the ehair-
man of the appeal board was that the ticket
had been altered by Oukes te cover up somo
irregulavities, but the witness who bought the
ticket stated cmphatieally that when he re-
eeived the ticket it was in order and intaet,
and i any alteration was made on the ticket
afterwnrds Oakes was not the man whe made
it, because he had not the opportunity. I do
not know how the magistrate overlooked that
important point.

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

Ayes .. - .. .. 31
Noes .. e o Lo 11
Majority for .. .. 20
AvTes,

Mr. Angelo Mr. Mitehell

Mr. Angwin Mr. Money

Mr. Brown Mr. Mullnny

Mr, Chesson - Mr. Munsia

Mr. Collier Mr. Nabrp

Mr. Davics Mr. Pickerlng

Mr. Draper. Mr. Pilkington

Mr, Duff Mr. Rocke

Mr. Durack Mr. Smith

Mr. Green Mr. Stubbs

Mr. Grifiitha Mr, Teesdalo

Mr. Harrison Me¢, Troy

Mr. Holman My, Veryard

Mr Jones Mr. Willcock

Mr. Lambert Mr. @'Loghlen

Mr. Lutey {Teiler.)

Nora.

Mr. Broun Mr. Plesse

M. Gardiner Mr. R. T. Robinson

Mr. George ' Mr. Thomson

Mr. Hudson ¢ Mr, Underwooed

Mr, Lefroy " Mr. Hardwick

Mr. Maley . (Teller.)

Question thus passed.

Ballet taken and a seleet committee ap-
pointed consisting of Messrs, Nairn, Mullany,
Green, Willeock, and the mover (Mr. Smith);
with power to call for persons and papers, to
sit on diys over which the House stands ad-
journed, and to.report this day week.

Mr., THOMSON (Katanning} [555]: T
move—

That the evidenee be not printed and that
ten typewritten copies be provided.
My objeet is merely to save expemse.

Mr. SPEAKER: T think we had more type-
written copies than ten last time. I faney it
was 12 copies,

The Colonial Treasmrer: You cannet oot
more than ten eopies from one machine. For
more than that it will be necessary to type it
twice.

Mr. SPEARER: I am informed that we
can have ten copica from one operation of the
machine. Therefore the motion will stand,

Question put and passed.
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RETURN—RETURNED SOLDIERS AND
LAND SBETTLEMENT.

Mr, DUFY (Claremont) [5.56): I move—

That a return be laid upon the Table of
the House showing, 1, The number of re-
turned soldiers who have hecn settled on
the land. 2, The arca and location of the
Iand taken up. 3, The value of each area
which has been allotted to them,

I do not anticipate any opposition to the
motion, Pnhlic concern and anxiety is grow-
ing in regard to the pesition of the returned
soldiers desiving to go on the land. Hon.
members will agree that it is a question which
will not permit of delay. This view is borne
out in o cablegram published in the ¢ West
Australian’’ a few days ago as follows:—
London, Dee, 9. Numerous steamers are
being diverted for the purpose of repatri-
ating Australions and New Zealanders, in-
cluding a number of large insulated vessels,
and also many liners never previously at
the autipodes, so that considerable ton-
nage will be available in March and April
to 1ift the Government’s purchases of
dairy produce, wheat, and wool.
Tn view of that, is it not well to know what
provision has been made? I have had a little
experienee in repatriation work, having been
connceted with the office of repatriation and
compensation in Afriea for some two years. I
believe the people in Anstralia to-day do not
rceognise the immensity of the work De-
fore them, nor do they recognise that
the respensibility is ours, aud that any
monetary sacrifiece we may make is
inadequate as compared with the sacrifices that
have heen made by the soldiers at the Fromt.
Therefore, I hope I shall not be viewed as an
alarmist when I say we should be up and do-
ing, and taking a bigger intercst in the re-
patriation of our soldiers who are to return
to us in large numbers in a very short period.
The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Meore) [6.1]: The return asked for by the
hon. memher is now being prepared, and
will be laid upon the Table promptly.

Question put and passed.

BILL—CONSTITUTION FURTHER
AMENDMENT.

Seccond Reading.

Debate resnmed from the Gth December.

Mr. THOMSON (EKatanning) [6.2]: T
consider that the leader of the Opposition is
to be commended for having brought this
matter before the House. The guestion is one
ahove party politics, and the Bill is consistent
wth the spirit of the times. Some effort should
be made to meet the extraordinary cases
quoted by the sponzor of the Bill. I do not
know that T am quite prepared to go as far
as the leader of the Opposition proposes, but
I certainly cousider we should have some de-
finite amount fixed as regards rental. I also
consider that those who have a vote for the
Upper House should have some small stake
in the country. I trust this House and the
leader of the Opposition will be prepared to

has
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secept tho smail amount of 5s. per week.
Taking into consideration that the average
reutas of a house in the metropelitan area is
from 17s. 6d. to 20s, per week, one must re-
alise that in fixing the amount of &s,, we shall
be going a long way to meet the wishes of the
leader of the Opposition, That hon. gentle-
inan stated that South Australia had given
soldiers the franchise for the Upper House.
I regret that he did not embody a similar pro-
vision in his Bill. For my part, I consider
that anyone who has gone forth to fight for
the country is entitied to the fullest electoral
privileges. I hope, therefore, that when the
Bill is in Committee a clause to that effect
will be added to it. In all sincerity, I say the
man who has risked life and limlb for the
conutry is justly entitled to exercise the full
franchises in the government of the State,
The returncd soldier is fully entitled to that
privilege. As regurds the rental of 5s. per
week, one ean hardly rent 2 room in the met-
ropolitan area at that rate. The wmember for
Forrest (Mr. O’Loghlen), I believe, stated
that on the timber mills rentals are 6as. 3d.
per week.

Mr, O'TLoghlen: That is so.

Mr. THOMSON: It is plain, then, that tha
fixing of the 5s. rental goes n long way to-
wards meeting the wishes of hon. members
oppogite. 1 repeat that I consider all men
who have scen active serviee should have the
right to vote for the Upper House,

Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet} [6.6]: My in-
tention is to support the second veading of
the Bill, although in my opinion its provisions
do not go far enough. Mowever, when the
measure reaches the Committee stage, I pro-
pose to submit an amendment providing what
I believe is fully the desire of this party and
fully the desire of the ecountry; that is, an
adult franchise for the Legislative Council
Let me say here that I am surprised and dis-
appointed at the Premier’s attitude on this
L3ill, The hon. gentleman traced the so-called
liberalisation of the franchise for the Upper
House in this country from the initiation of
responsible government. But he was not pre-
pared, so he said, to go any further to make
one step in advanee of the position which now
obtains in that respect. Whilst I am surprized
and disappoeinted, I can at least concede this
to the Premier, that he is honest. He
taken wup the attitude -which to
the mnatural one, heenuse he
represents  the old  Conservative influence
in  this country. I realise, and T
willingly concede, that the Premier, in deter-
mining that his attitude towards this Bill
must be a hostile one, is taking up an honest
attitude and one that is natural to him. We
cannot follow him in that respect, but ean
only express our surprise and disappointment
that one who leads a National Gevernment,
one who has mouthed so long and so
often the sentiment that the grent
struggle so recently terminated is  one
for the purpose of conceding to  all
classes the fullest liberty and demoe-
raey, shounld refuse to necept liberal views re-
garding proposals in this Chamber, irrespee-
tive of the quarter from which they may orig-
inate. I do not wish to refor at length to the

him s
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specch of the Attorney General, which caused
some heat in this House, becaunse we under-
siand that gentleman’s ways and insinuations.
We understand the insinvating manner in
which he puts forward his proposals. I
certainly do not desire fo comment upon
those proposals further than to say thut
when ho stated he was facing one way
and the Premier another way, he was
playing with our intelligence. We understand
the Promier just as well as the Atiorney Geo-
eral understands him, and we know full well
what the Premicer has said on this subject, and
we know full well the Premier’s opinion and
attitude. The Premier stated that in his
opinion the bicumeral system of government i3
the hest; and I have no doubt that a great
many in this eountry will agree with him in
that view. But I think few will agree with
him that a bhicameral system with our present
franchise is at any time the best. Personally,
T have no time for the bicameral system. In
my opinion a wnicameral system is all that is
necessary for this or any other country.

Tion. P. Collier: Espeecially for the States
of the Comommwealth,

Mr, TROY: Yes. I shall give reasons in
support of my view as I proceed. Tho Pre-
mier further said that the pregent franchise
was the bulwark of our Constitution.

The Premior: No; that the Upper House
was.
Tlon. P. Collier: Yes; as at present consti-
tutedl.

My. TROY. The Upper Honse is the bul-
wark for all the unprogessives and all the
gelfish reactiouaries in thiz aand every other
ecountry where an Upper House is clected on
a restricted franchisec. That is the only sensa
in which an Upper Mouse iz a bulwark. It
never has been and never will be a bulwark
of the people’s rights. 1t will never be a
bulwark fer the defence of the people’s rights.
Here, and in every other country, the Upper
House has proved a bulwark for the preserva-
tion of the rights of ccrtain vested inferests,
and a bulwark that wonld serve to op-
pose to the last extreme avery reform. The
Upper Youse of Western Australia in that
respeet has beon ne different from any Upper
House elsewhere. Tt is an insult to the intelli-
genee of members of this Chamber who have
been here for a mumber of years, to tell us
that the Upper House as at present consti-
tuted is o bulwark or stands theve in erder
to conserve the liberties and rights of the
great majority of citizens. The experience
of us who represent demoeratic sentiment ia
that the Upper Honse exists to block any
legislation which means progress, any legis-
lation which means advancement, any legisla-
tion which provides faller and freer and more
equal rights to the gemeral body of the com-
munity. In my opinion it is the moat notor-
ious class HMouse existing under any Constitu-
tion in a civilised country. The people who
oppose this Bill must be blind to the progress
of events. If they imagine for a moment that
the general body of electors in this new era
are prepared to sit down ealmly -under the
present Constitution, they are going to be

' State.
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sadly disappointed. They forget that all over
the world a new era is dawning. They for-

get that all over the world the great
mass of the people are demanding
equal and full representation in  gov-

ernment, and full opportunities in govern-
ment.  In the face of those faets, we find
members of a Government, and supporters of
a Government, imagining that if they concede
half 2 step it i3 going to be suflicient, that
the people will sit down and say, ‘‘Thank you;
weg take it as enough; that will do Ffor the
time being.”’ T say again, the people who
hold that view are blind to the progress of
events; because, ungwnestionably, in this and
in every country where the people are edu-
eated and reasonably intelligent, they are go-
ing to demand at last, und none too scon, the
fullest rights and opportunities for self-gov-
ernment. The leader of the Opposition, there-
fore, has heen most moderate in his Bill, [
congider that from the standpoint of this party
ke has becn too mederate, but I have no doubt
that his desire has been to secize the first op-
portunity of testing the fecling in this Housa,
and of making one step—in my opinion it
will not be the last—towards the fullest re-
presentation of the people of Western Aus.
tralin in hoth Houses of Parliament, To my
mind, the present system of government is a
frand and a humbug., Tt gives power with
one hand, and takes it away with the other.
It sends to this House a majority representa-
tive of the poople of Western Australia, elected
on a certain platform and on certsin prinei-
ples; and then the Constitution places in the
hands of members of another Chamber, repre-
sentative of only a small section of the peo-
ple, the power of vetoing all leaislation, the
power of opposing all legislation, the power
of destroying all initiative,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. TROY: T have already said that the
present franchise is a humbng and a fraud in
that it gives power on the one hand and takes
away power on the other. It gives respounsi-
bility to a Government in this Chamber, with-
out power, becanse it allows a .majority in
another Chamber to veto any legislation which
may he brought forward in this Honse by the.
representatives of the people of the whole
A system which does that is a
frand. Members in this Chamber are sent
here by the whole of the adunlt people of West-
ern Australin with a mandate to do ecertain
things, yet n bedy sitting in another place,
representing only a faction of those people,
are able to set their face against and suceess-
fully oppose any principle put forward by a
majority in this House. That is not repre-
sentative Govermment; it is not true Govern-
ment, and the sooner such a system is ahol-
ished the better it will be for democracy in
this country. At the present time in Western
Australin the Upper House has more power
than the House of Lords in England. We look
upon the Old Country as bheing very conserva-
tive and very unprogressive, yet in our own
State where democratie sentiment is supposed to-
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be predominant we find that the Upper Chamber
has more power than las the House of Lords,
Yet there are some members who consider,
notably the Premier, that we arc not living up
to traditivns of our race if we go one step
further than we have already done in connee-
tion with the franchise of the Upper House.
I hope this Housc will not be guided by the
Premier because as the leader of progressive
thought he is utterly hopeless, This Parliament
must determine for itself whether the people
shall be fully and adequately rpresented or
whether they shall not. The present franchise
is purely a property one. A person having
property of the value of £50 is entitled to a

vote. A person living in a house of the
annual  value of £17 is also  entitled
to a wvote. I will not deny for =a
moment that property has some rights—

the right of protection—but surely property
has not the right to say what laws are good
for the whole section of the community and
what laws are not, beecanse people who have
no property are just as mmch entitled to say
what legislation is goed for them and what is
not. I will not concede for one moment that
beeause I possess a cerfain amount of pro-
perty that gives me the right to dictate
what legislation is in the best interests of the
mass of the people. People who have no pro-
perty are as good judges as those who have,
and all that property can expeet is the right
of protection under the laws of the country,
We are told again that this vote is the reward
of thrift. Tf the owner of property worth £50
is enfitled to a vote, why deny that vote to
the person who posstsses property to the valne
of £49% Tf a person who rents a house, the
annual rental valne of which is £17, is cntitled
to a vote, why deny it to the man who lives
in a house, the rental value of which is £16%
A distinetion is also made between the great
bodv of deserving settiers in the country. The
City man who pays o rental of less than 10s.
is entitled to n vote, but the man who goes
out to the hack eountry and lives in what the
Attorney General contemptibly referred to as
a shanty, 2 man who gives services to the
country equal to those of the City man, is
not entitled to a +vete. The whole gys-
tem is fnll of injustice and we in this House
who ¢laim to be demoerats should not rest
satisfiedd until there is provided in the Consti-
tntion a franchise which will give the fullest
eitizenship and justice to all the peeple in
Western  Australia. Take shearers, timber
workers and all other men and women who
ercate wealth in the country. They arc de-
nied a vote for the govermment of their own
country. That sort of government which has
obtained for so long shonld not obtain any
longer. 1f it were a test of character or in-
tellectuality, there might be something to eom-
mend it, but it is not. A person of the verr
worst character, provided he has certain pro-
perty can command a vote, while the person
of the very best charaeter who has no pro-
porty iz denied a vote. A spieler, a person who
tets honsca for immoral purposes, a usurer, &
eriminal, so long as he escapes the clutches
of the law, provided he has property, is en-
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titled to a vote for the Upper House in the
Parliament of Western Australia, Whereas
the very best citizens, those on whom the wel-
fare of the country depends are entirely de-
nied that vote. Just by way of emphasising
the argument of the lealer of the Opposition,
whercas 40,000 persons in Western Australia
are entitled to speeial privileges heeause of a
certain  amount of property they possess,
60,000 people arc denied those privileges, The
present franchise is not actuated by any
seuse of justice, and the existing position of
things should not obtain for one moment
longer. I have heard the elaim put forward
that the Upper House is a check on hasty leg-
islation. I bavea very vivid recollaction of Bills
z few years ago providing for the expenditure
of nearly three miilion pounds passing the
Upper Chamber in about 20 minutes, After
all, who has given anyone the right to say that
the Upper House is competent to revise hasty
legisiution? Nobody is infallible, and if there
i3 any necessity for ome Dbody to revise the
work of another bLody of men it is just as
possible that the legislation of the Upper
House would be as fallible as the legislation
of this Jouse or any other House. I do not
think that any hon. member with experionce
would for one moment put forward the state-
ment that the Upper House exists beeanse
it iz a check on hasty legisiation, T4 is not
and it nover has been. It is no more competent
to deal with legislation than this Chamber,
and sp far as hasty legislation is coneerned,
it will carry in that Chamber in one sitting
five times the legislation which has cver been
earried in this Chamber in a3 many sittings.

The Minister for Works: Not initinted legis-
lation.

Mr, TROY: Yes. There might be some
occasion for a special franchizse for =
section of the people if they were essen-
tially the taxpavers. [ have heard the
argument put forward that the Upper Houso
eleators arve the principal taxpayers. One
member of that House has said to me that 30
per cent. of the people paid all the tazes of
the State. I claim they do no snch thiug.
Of the three million pounds revenue which
we receive ¢very year, only a very small pro-
portion is paid by direet taxation. 1 am
satisfied that a great mass of the cominunity
pay even more than a seetion and it is as well
to know that a grenter proportiod of our
revenue ¢omes as a bonus from the Common-
wealth, it being derived from ecustoms, while
the direct taxation is made nwp by payment
from the whele community either by way of
land amd income tax, stamp duties, or in
other ways. The great mass of the peoplo
poy that. For instaoce, the stamp’ dutics nre

paid by the community, Ton. membera
will find that %0 or 80 per cent. of
the reveuue of Western Australia is  de-
rived from eustomg or by way of indirect
taxation. On that score the eclaim that
certain individuals are  entitled to
special  representation beenuse of  the
taxation they pay camot be further
congidered. It may be stated that if we

grant the adult fracehise, which I propose
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to move as an amendment to the Bill, there
will be no necessity for the Upper Honse, 1
willingly concede that. I look forward to the
time when there will be no Upper House. I
am not afraid of what may happen as 2 re-
sult of this, [ am not afraid, either, that
some Government may eome into power and
will carry sueh extreme and unfair legis-
lation that will be injurious to the people of
the SBtate. T have a heart-whole respect
for the corrective influence of the people at
general  eleetions. A Government  which
comes haek to-day with a majority will find
that after o few years have passed over their
hends that majority will have disappenred.
The Government which passes legislation
which is injurious to the great masscs of the
people, cannot for any length of time hold
the people, as long as the people have the power
that is necessary for their purposes. There
ia nmo utility or necessity for two Cham-
bers. In the interests of economy, the
Upper House ought to be abolished. T ask
lon, members to follow the lead of Cunada.
In all the States of Canada, with the excep-
tion of two, Quebec and Nova Seotia, the
Constitution provides for the government of
the country by one House of Parliament,
and these States have a population mueh in
excess of nny. Auvstrolian State. The Pro-
vinece of Ontario has a population of two
million people, and yet one House of Parlia-
ment has been sufficient for many yeors to
provide all the legislation for the people of
that counfry. There has been mo unfairness
or injustice done, Manitoba has a popula-
tion of 455,000, and on¢ Hoéuse of Parlia-
ment is all that is necessary for the govern-
ment of that country. British Columbia
has a population of 392,000, and one HMouse
of Parliament, Saskatchewan has a popula-
tion of 497,000, and New Brunswiek a popu-
lation of 351,000, Al these States, with the
exception of Alberta, have populations far
in exeess of Western Australia, and yet they
can all manage to govern themselves by the
aid of onec Touse of Parliament.

Hon. J. Mitehell: How is that elected?

Mr. TROY: Tt does not matter how it is
elected, one Touse of Parliament is sulf-
cient, T do not care which House obtains
in Western Australin. Let it be the Upper
House on the adnlt franchise. The Heouse
which is most liberal and mest demorratic
ought to be that which will exist. T have
no cbjection to the Upper House existing
and this House disappearing if the other
Honse will adopt the adult franchise, and
represent the whole of the interestzs of the
people of Wostern  Auatralin, When the
Constitntion of Western Awustralia, about
which the Premier spoke the other night, was
granted, Lord RKnutsford was then Sceretary
of State for the Colonies, and he strongly
advised the Legislative Couneil of that day
to adopt the single Chamber Constitution.
He drew their attention to the experienee
of Ontario, and the successful government
of that State by one House of Parlinment.

The then Legislative Couneil replied that
Ontario was not on all-fours with Western
- - e 0% - oA * s 7T 1T LT3 "2 4% ..
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Dominion Parlinment of Canada. That was
the only argument put forward by our Legis-
lative Council. Tf that was their enly argu-
ment then it wust now be abandoned, he-
cauge Western Australin has behind it the
Commonwealth Parliament. We are to-day
on all-fours with the great majority of the
Canadian States, which are governed by
one House of Parliament, and I think,
at this day in the twentieth century,
we ought to adopt legislation with that end
in view. 1 have been long convineed that
government by a Parliament with a proper
mandate from the people is an impossibility
in this country under the present Constitu-
tion, I have in this Chamber scen
Governments come to this House with a twoe
to one majority, hot and fresh from the
elegtions, with a direet mandate from the
people, and I have scen that Government so
harasged and handicapped and embarrassed by
another place as to make their work absolutely
useless and valueless. I have always held the
opinon that that sort of thing cannot go on
for long. The Premier will eoncede nothing.
We must leave him where he is, where public
opinion was 100 years ago. Other membrrs of
the House, however, may concede something.
I want them to understand this, that although
the Jeader of the Opposition has only asked
for a little he is not content with that, Ho
is only testing the feecling of the House, and
if the Attorney General is sinecre in his eom-
plaint that the leader of the Opposition has
not gone far enocugh, may I say, on hehalf of
the leader of the Opposition, that as far as
the Attorney Ceneral will go beyond what is
now proposed, the leader of the Opposition will
be with him? We are all with him, We want
to go the whole length, We do think
there are memmbers on the other side of
the House who are fully alive to the sentiment
of the times, and who believe that the time
bas cowme when the peovle should have an
opportunity of deciding what legislation they
want, and how far they want it. At present
the will of the people is restrieted by the des-
potic opnposition of n place which represents
only a fraction of the peovle of the country,
T have pleagare in supporting the Bill, and I
Iropose, in Committee, to move certain alnend
ments which will provide for the better repre-
sentation in another place of the people of
Western Anstralia,

The COLONIAL, TREASURER (Hon, J.
Gardiner—Irwin) [7.52]: I pronosc to leok at
thiz question from rather a different stand-
point than probably some hor. membars, I
am in a way half sorry that thiz Bill has been
introduced at present, not from any opposition
to it but because I realise that the readjust-
ment of the politieal situntion is going to be
one of the greatest problems of peace, and the
man who does not renlise and recognise that is
altogether ont of step with the great events
which have hanpened during the curreney of
this war. Holding that view, therefore, T
should like the question to have been discussed,
fiot in the closing hours of the session, with o
House mentally tired—this is being Salﬂ with-
out offence—in the ypresence of unhealed

P L N . T I R T S
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lurking suspiciou that this may be for political
purposes, but discussed with a House refreshed
and rencwed, haviuog behind it, say, six montls
of peace, wherein we can gee What the nations
of the world are deing, and how they are going
to face the rebirth of a new national life.
America has zaid that this war was to keep
the world free for demoeracy. I like heotter
the words the Premier of France used when
he said that we were fighting to keep fthe
whole world habitable for free men, The
thoughful man sces as the issue of this war
a new demoeracy. The squatter’s son and the
ghearer’s son have been holding each othaer’s
lives in their hands on oceasion. The mine-
owner’s son, the mine manager’s son, and the
mine worker's gon have been, what in Aus-
tralia is the highest qualification of kinship,
mates. Now, as a result of that, I am per-
feetly satisfied that when these men come back
earrying with them the reecollection of so many
dangers that they have shared fogether, there
is going to be a richer and a2 more lovable de-
mocracy than even some of us have dreamt of.
I had just o slight instanec of that brought
under my notice recently. A letter was sent to
me hy a boy, highly edueated, and what one
would eall well connected. Tn this lebter he said,
Do not take any notice of this man’s gram-
mar or what he has been,  He iz just the
whitest bit of manhood® that God made, and
do your best for him, heeruse he deserves it.’’
What man in the presence of such a testimony
as that, hoping as we do ag the result of this
great struggle for something better in life,
has not to renounce many of his pre-war
political belicfs? I think wo are going to be
foreed, whether we like it or not, but it is very
much better, rather than be foreced, to adopt
that rule for which one hag a matural inclina-
tion, and which justice and fearlessness make
one take, and realise that whatever is best for
the individval must of neecssity be best for
the State, We will be blind indeed if we do
not go outside our own community and sce
how the nations of the world are viewing this
project. Our vision has been washed slearer
by the sacrifice of blood, and one ¢can go almost
where one will at present, even amongst the
civilised nations which were our allies and
amongst those which were partially uncivil-
ised, who were our opponents, and find the
strong trend that is growing up there. Let ns
take Ameriea, for instance. America is en-
franchised to a very great extent indced. In
that country they arc giving more power to
women, and in the Senate of Ameriea we find
Mrs, Janet Rankin. At the laat elections therc
were many women candidates.  If we read
eloser andt see how the Government of
America has taken every chance and has done
most drastic things to protect the welfare of
the people, not only as individuals but for
the whole of the nation, and if we go on read-
ing closely, as I have read, and study the mnat-
ter with this particular object, we can come
to no other conclugsion than that Ameriea is
to-day nearer to government by the people,
for the people and for the good of the whole
of the people than she has ever been. We
find, in France, where saerifices have been
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made by the people of that nation, that make
cvery nation of the world take off their hats
in reverence, the great preaching for lib-
erty, equality and fratermity has Dbecome a
stronger bond that it ever was before.
Go further; ge to a ncutral nation like Spain.
We find in Spain there was a sort of smoulder-
ing revolution against tyranny, and against
something almost oguivalent to  militarism,
What huppened? 8o strong was the public
ouinon that something had to be done to
quell the revolutionary apirit, to give the peo-
ple some outlet for their thought and action,
that actually four men who were in prison for
fighting for popular libertics were returned
to the Corteca. Turn to IEngland. Those peo-
ple who know Kogland to-day, say it has be-
come revolutionised in the matter of repre-
scotation. Eungland is now doing what the
leader of the Opposition is net doing by this
Bill. She is giving greater power to the
women of the nation, It is generally recog-
nised that whilst the men have been the
nation’s spirit in thig confliet, the women
have been the nation’s scul. Tuke Russia,
There we see that in return for tyramny
anarcliy has resulted, simply beeause the Gov-
arnmenty of Russia failed to realise what
other nations of the world are to-day realis-
ing, that the people are a foree and muost
he treated ng a force. In Russia we get the
evils resulting from not giving the people
some strength and some wvoice in the govern-
ment.  Next, take Germany, and what do wo
find? 'That for years the great industrial
training of (termany which would have made
her a mighty nation, has been subservient to
the drastic, autoeatic power of militarism.
There to-day the people are saying, ‘‘We
want to be a free people, a people fitted to
take our place in the world, and to use owr
powers for that development which shall be
the development of the people as a whole.”’
That is the position. To-day we find that
the nations that have been fighting to kesp
the world free for dewmocraey, althongh dif-
fering in speceh and in race, are being bound
together by the erimson thread of brother-
hood, whieh i3 going to msay "We want the
whole world to be babitable for free men.’’
I am only giving my personal views, formed
on what I have read and have thought out.,
That is my reading of the position. Quite
candidly I say that I consider my sons, who
have fought for my property, have a greater
claim to it than I who legally own it. Per-
sonally, T make that admission quite frealy;
and justice compels me to add that there are
on the Eastern goldfields, homes that have
gent sons and husbandg to the Front, but
that do not carry the qualification for the
Upper House. And as stated by the mem-
ber for Ferrest (Mr. O’Loghlen) there are
fine homes in the forest country that have
sent their men to fight for our homes, but
that do not earry the qualification for the
Upper House. Surely it is going to be a very
hard thing for any uantion realising her ob-
ligations, to withhold from those who have
fought for her any fran¢hise that obtains
in {he national life. If this war has proved
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anything, it has proved that falsc ideals ean-
not withstand any strain. No onc can fail
to admit that in many instances nations have
built up false ideals and false idols. There
is no disguising the faet that we as a nation
have worshipped wealth, that in many cases
we have considered preperty absolutely sac-
rosanct. Wo hove worshipped position and
power. In the hour of the nation’s trials,
when her back was right against the wall,
what was her greatest assety Men. If a
nation reecognises that her manhood is her
greatest asset, them the life and the happi-
noss of those men arc going to prove one of
the gravest problems we have to tackle in
peace. o bring home an illustration that T
sometimea used ~during the congeription
eampaign: If I were the wealthiest man in
the whole community and I put the whole
of that wealth into this seale, to assist tho
nation, and if in the other scale a widow put
the thought of her only son who had made t_:he
supreme sacrifice—which scale wounld weigh
heavier? Yet we find it very tempting to
give power to wealth and to forget the
widow. Tha sim of the whole world has
beon to crush militarism in Germany, We
gaid that the world could not be freed until
that had been done. The dread was one that
we carried to bed with vs every night. It
was a drend constantly present to our minds
during waking hours. But we must be care-
ful that we do not re-build many of those
idols which in the hour of nveed we found to
be elay. I am giving these views as I tried
during this war to assimilate information
from the newspapers. I read the newspapers
of alnost every nation in order to try te
keep in toueh with thought thronghout the
world, Therefore, this is to me a far bigger
question than the mere granting of the fran-
chizsa nt the present time. I believe the
pations will have an ideal. I consider that
every individual in the community ought to
have an ideal of what should be the new
national life. If we are going to re-huild
o nation, or if we are going to muke a
nation, we have to remember the conditions
which hrought abeut the late crisis. We have
to fulfil onr word to the men who have fought
for us. Thig is onr land, but they have
n far greater claim to it than have some of
us. We have to renlise fully that this is n
diMienlt question, and mot a question which
we should appronch with any preeonceived
political idens at all. It is something
bigger than that.
unbound by any other thought tham, *‘What
is best, what js highest, for the nation?’’
T con concoive of no higher ideal thau that
expressed in the words of Gearge Eliot—

T want to see the foundations of this new
uation, the dawn of which we sce in the sky,
iaid wpon the white gnartz of true justice,
freedomn, and national uvprighiness, bound
together by the fine gold of brotherly love.

And that seems to be, in my view, the ideal
of the nations who fought with ws and for
ug, and also of the nations whe now feel_ that
they have been duped and misled. That is the
ideal they are poing to strive for. It is be-

We should approach 1t
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cause T want to have behind me, in arriving
at a deeision, something strouger, something
that shows more clearly the trend of opinion,
that T would rather have this diseussion ad-
journed till next session. Then when we come
to this great question, let us disenss it at our
best. We all know that nearly every man in
this House is brain weary; and herc is a ques-
tien ealling for the best wisdom of the Cham-
bor. 1t i8 not a question of one House or
two Houses, hut a queslion of what the nation
is going to o to see thnt the new super-strue-
ture will be such as will be for the benefit
of the people. We have only to think of thia:
had but a tithe of the money spent in this
war Deen devoted to the betterment of the
people, how much finer a world would this have
been! Go further, and say, had but a frae-
tion of the human sympathy that has urited all
clagses and e¢rceds and scets during this war
been shown before the war for the well-being
and the betterment of the people, how much
a brighter werld would this have been| If
we are going to learn any lesson from the war,
let it be a lesson that says that the whole
community are an asset to the State. The
man who brings children inte the world is an
asset to this State, and one of the most valu-
able. Such a man may not be able to accumu-
late property, but outside of that, we have to
consider whether wo should not revise our
views and march with the times, so that we
may escape those dangers which have beset
other nations. We pride ourselves on this
being a free land with free institutions, Let
ng show to the world that in the making and
in the keeping of thosc institutions, we, as leg-
istators, bear in mind the great sacrifices which
have been offered for their maintenance; and
therefore, let us discuss this question untram-
melled,

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam) [8.13]: I
listened with interest te the Colonial Treas-
urer’s specch, but T do net quite know where
he stands, and I do not suppose ahvone clse
Iknows. But if the defeat of this Bill of the
leader of the Opposition will mean the bring-
ing down of a Bill of the same character by the
Government early next sessiom, then I advise
the rejection of this Bill. Teor, the Bill does
rot rocognise a single existing qualification.
It does not pretend to do that. Still, what we
have to consider is this Bill of the leader of
the Opposition, Tt is as drastic a measure as
well could be brought forwnard, short of en-
tirely wiping out the franchise for the Upper
House. The leader of the Opposition proposes
to abolish every qualification that now ex-
ists, To-day the man who ownsg £50 worth of
freehold land has the voie for the Legislative
Couneil. That gualification is to be abolished.
To-day the man occupying & house of the an-
nual value of £17 has the vote for the Legis-
lative Council. That right is to be abolisbed,
wnder ‘this Bill. Again, the man who pays
£10 per annum in Crown rentalz has the vote
for the Legislative Council, That right is also
to be aholished. Every one of these gualifica-
tions is to be abolished under this Bill

Hon. P. Collier: It establishes newer rights.
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: But I think the House
should leave the position as it is. True, the
hon. member has nasked vs to be amazed at
the moderation of the Bill. He said in effect,
I want more thon this; I want o abolish
gvery qualification for the Upper House.’' If
he snceeeds in abolishing the present quali-
fieation he proposes to substitute household
suffrage. What does he mean hy a house, an
what i3 the change? At first sight it seems
that it would not make very much difference
in the metropolitan area, or at Northam, or
in any of the coastal towna, Tt did seem that
this proposal of his would extend the fran-
chise largely on the timber argas and on the
goldficlds. But what do we find when we look
into it? What are we to regard as a house;
anything that is attached to the grornd? TFour
posts put in under a roof would entitle a man
to a vote. Tf we take Prince’s Buildings we
find the hon. member provides that the care-
taker is the only man to bave a vote. Take
Emanuel’s Buildings, with the many flats let
to families; and again we find that the only
man there with a vote would be the carctaker.
+ Mr. Munsie: Not at all.

Hon. T. MITCHELL: That is the true read-
ing of the measure. That is the proposal of
the hon. member, "Will the hon, member deny
that he propores that every man who ocennies
any detached building of any sort will have
the right to vote under the Bill¥  Take the
man whe employs a gardener: if the gardener
has n small room at the back of the garden
he will be entitled to register.

Hon, W. €. Angwin: That is his house.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes. It does not mat-
ter whether he is married or single, ho will
have the right to vote while he continues to
oceupy the reom,

Mr, Mullany: He will be paying rent for
the room,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: He may be or he
may not. If we apply the Bill to the North,
we find that the resident station owner will
have a vote. while if the owner bo absent the
manager will have a vote. Any man who oc-
eupies a structure about the station will have
& vote.

Hon. P. Collier: Give ns some rensons why
he should not have a vote,

Hon, J, MITCHELL: No; I am pointing
out the chunges propesed by the leader of the
Opposition.

Ion. P. Collier: We all know what the
changes are. Give us reasons why they should
not be coffected.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We do not all know
what the Bill means. It is competent for the
leader of the Opposition, when replying, to
give reasons in support of his proposals. The
leader of the Opposition does not propose that
married men should have the franchise.

The Attorney General: Nor married
women,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: He says that a mar-
ried man living in a flat should not. be en-
rolled.

Hon. P. Collier: T will enrol all married
men and all gingle men if you will come with
me to that extent.
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Mon. J. MITCHELL: The hon,. member
did not trouble to point out what he 'really
proposed. The Attorney General said he
would make the position elear. Certainly he
made his own position clear, He proposes to
go farther than the leader of the Opposition.
He proposes also to wipe out the right to en-
rol on the secore of ownership of property.

The Attorney General: No, you did not
hear my speech. .

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I did, and I saw a
further explanation in the newspaper a day
or two afterwards,

The Attorney General:
understand.

Hon. J. MITCHELT:: The leader of the
Opposition does not proposc to recognise Te--
sponsibility. The franchise to-day is expected
to include married men, who certainly have
more responsibility than single men. As a
matter of fact, the other Housc is the House
of married men and of the thrifty. The sum
of £17 i3 not a very high rental, and it can-
not be argued that the £50 qualifiention is
very high. There is no young man of 21 in
this State who conld not, if he wished, find
money to buy a £50 bloek of land.

Mr. Munsie: If every single man owned
land and the married men did not, it would
he the House of single men,

Hon. J. MITCHELL: No. I would give &
vote to every married men. I am prepared to
support a propesal of that sort, As a matter
of fact, that is really what we expected would
happen when the annual value of the honse
was reduced to £17. How does the leader of
the Opporsition justify his propesal that only
the occupier of the house shall be allowed to
become enrolled? He does not attempt e
justify it. It would be very difficult to justify
o franchise of that sort.

Mr. Mungie: It is more difficult for you to
put up a justification of the principle that the
man who owns the house should have the vote,
while the man who oceupies it has none.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The man who occeu-
pies it has a vote.

Mr, Mansie: Thousands of them have not.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Attorney Gen-
eral sald he would not take the vote from
women. How do the women get their votes?
They get them almost exclusively from pro-
perty.

The Attorney General:
them there.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: How would the hon.
member leave them there while striking off
the men?

The Attorney General: My suggestion was
to replace the £17 franehise by a heusehold
franchise.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: 'Well, that is clear
at all events. T am afraid the Atiorney Gen-
eral wag proviously misunderstood. Then we
need not bother about the vote for women, for
the woman as owner of the house gets a vote,
while the man gets a vote as occupicr. What
has heen urged by the leader of the Opposi-
tion in support of the deletion of all that we
have and the substitution of this proposal?
He has justificd it this way: he says, *‘I
want to abolish the qualification altogether.
I know I cannot get that in one step, so T

Well, you did not

I propose to leave
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will take this as a first instalment.?” T do
not know whether he will get it or not, but I
do know that he did not justify his statement
in repard to the pnst netions of the Legisla-
tive Council. ddverylody koows that the Goun-
cil have nothing to do with administration.
As o matter of fact, no one knows that better
than the leader of the Opposition, who was a
Minister for years, e knows that the Coun-
cil did not prevent his Government adminis-
tering the affairs of the country as they
wished,

My, Munsie:
know it.

Ton. J. MITCHELL: The Council cannot
interfere with administration to any great
extent. Becanse the Legislative Couneil pre-
vented the pussing of a taxation wmeasure,
which a great many members of this House
did not agree with, is not to say that they in-
terfered with administration.

Mr. Munsic: They threw out 33 Bills in
two years.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: This House will re-
member that, without a serap of authority
even from this Chamber, just a little before
that time, the hon. member and hia colleagues
entered into many schemes, such as the pur-
chase of some ships. They did practically as
they pleased. Of course the other place has
the right to rejeet any measure of taxation,
and I suppose they questioned the Bills sub-
mitted by the Liberal Government to 2
greater extent than they questioned Bills sub-
mitted hy the Labour Government.

Mr. Mungie: Beeause they unsed to move
that our Bills he read that day six months.

Hon. 7. MITCHELL: No. they certainly
treated scriously every propossl sent to them.,
They Aid not treat any measure without con-
sideration.

Mr, Lmtey: What about the Leoan Bills?

Hon. . MITCHELL: On that point, how
does the hon. member explain that Loan Bills
totalling some 15 million pounds got through
in a short five yeara?

Hon. P. Collier: They were mostly for
building railwavs to which you had committed
the country before we eame into power.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Did the hon. mem-
ber’s Government honour every promise made
by the Liberal Government?

Hon. P. Collier: Maost of them.

Hou. .J. MITCHELL: No, they #id just ns
they pleased abount them.

Hon, P, Collier: We were three years build-
ing yonr railways.

Hon. J, MITCHELL: T hope the hon. mem-
ber docs not wish the country to belicve that
the whole of the money horrowed by the La-
bour Government was spent in huilding rail-
ways authorised before they came into power.

Mr. Mungie: Abont half of it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Nonsense, However,
he that as it may, I think nothing can be said
against another place in regard to the method
of treatmet meted ont by it to the Labour
Government. The Bill embodies a question
which is probably the strongest party question
that could be submitted. No member who sits
on my right is doing other than he promised
Lafora he waa aleotard  MThev wara all vrobirrnnd

Of course they did, and you
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to the House pledged to the reform, and evon-
tually the abolition, of the Upper House,
Mr. Munsie: Whieh it should be.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: That may be so. I
am not questioning their right to give effect
to their pre-war election pledges. Everyoue
undstands where this party stands. We guita
understand that the National Labour mem-
bers on the Government side will express their
own view. But still their attitude, as is the
attitude of overy othcr member is, well nnder-
stood by the clectors. There iz n¢ one who
sits on this side who is not pledged to the
retention of the Upper Houge and who is mnot
pledged to the retention of the fraunchise
based on to some extent property and also on
the present system of giving votes to ocou-
piers, married people.

Hon. P. Collier: That is not what you do.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: That is what we do
and what we are pledged to. If members on
this side wish to alter the franchise, therc is
no reason why they should not do se. But
before they do so they should go back to their
clectors and consult them, and if returncd
they will be perfectly justified in sapport-
ing the Labour party.

Hon, P. Collier: What do you consider o
fair measure of reform in this divection?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I have already told
the hon. member that every warried maun
should have a vote for the Legislative Couneil,
awl o £50 property qualifieation iz not moeh,
The hon, member says that because it does not
include every house occupied by a married man
he wants us to vote for his proposal. His
proposal goen further than giving a vote to a
married man; it goes further and gives votes
to a numher of single men living in camps,
This franchise is not a rich man’s franchise.
The man who has £100,000 worth of property
in the city of Perth stands in the same posi-
tion a3 the man who has a £50 block. Tach
has ehe vote. Tt is not a rich man’s House;
Tt iy the House of the thrifty. Anyone who
invests £50 in property has as much right to
recurn someone to represent him in another
place as the man who owns the bizgest block
of land in the city of Perth. I have been en-
deavouring to point out what we stand for
and what the members who sit on this side
are pledged to.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (THonorary Minis-
ter): Talk for yourself.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: T am not talking for
the hon. gentleman. T am talking for cvery-
one who is returned opposed to the Tabkonr
party. T the lcader of the Opvosition will he
honest ahout the matter he will admit that T
am perfectly right. These views are held by
the different parties. I do not understand
quite what the attitude of the Government is
towards the measure, The Premier said that
e would oppose it, and T understand the At-
torney General said he would go a little fur-
ther than the leader of the Opwosition. The
duty of the Government is to be of one mind
an the question: cither adopt the proposal of
the leader of the Opposition or oppose if, and

if it is defeated that wonld surely mean the

Ionfont nf the Tovarninyend Tha Attnrnaw
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General tried to justify the statement of his
leader when he really disagreed with his
leader. He is quite right in saying he will
oppose the measure.

Hon. P. Collier:
tion though.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes, it is, I should
like to know what the Government intend to
do, whether they intend to vote with the leader
of the Opposition or to oppose the measure.

Hon. P, Collier: Some of them do.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: T want to know what
the Colonial Treasurer intends to do. I hope
the measure will be defeated. I admit some
reform is necded. I think the Government
shoulid go into the matter and bring down the
neeessary Bill next session for some reform,
Members ought to realise what is meant by
the Bill now before the House. I believe ome
hon. gentleman who said he would support the
proposal did not quite realisc what the leader
of the Opposition praposed fo undo.

Hon. P. Collier: Who is that®

Hon, J. MITCHELL: T do not think it is
neeessary to mertion the name. So far as I
am concerned, whilst 1 agree that we should
extend the franchise to merried people, I am
not voting for a BRill to disfranchise all those
who are on the electoral roll.

Mr. MULLANY (Mcenzies) [8.37]: 1T in-
tend to support the second reading of the Bill,
the object which I take to he to broaden the
franchisc of the Legislative Council of the
State, to remove an injustiec which the most
valuable class of eitizen of the State have
been labouring under during the past years.
I want to say T entirely disagree with the
attitude adopted by the Premier on this Bill
1 want to say further, and this more particu-
larly in reply to the member for Forrest—
I am speaking now for myself only—that when
I pramised support to the Government it was
on the distinet understanding that there was
going to be no party following byt that cvery
member had an absolute vight, and still re-
mained 2 member of the party, to exercise
his own judgment on any Bill that came be-
fore the House. The Fremier stated that he
desired to be very eareful indeed in making
an alteratinn in the Constitution which may
have a tewdency to do something whieh even-
tually might abolish the Legislative Comueil
or the hi-eameral svetem of legislation, and
he made the statement that the bi-eameral
system was the bulwark of the British Con-
stitution. TUnder the vresent method of legis-
Intion we have in Western Australin and in
other parts of the British Empire, the very
men who have becn responsible for and who
are in faet the hulwark not only of the British
Conatitution hut of the British Fmpire, but
who are smarting vnder a sense of injustice.
I Ao not only refer to the men who so reeently,
and right back through the history of the
British Bmpire have fonght for the preserea-
tion of the Empire. While T desire to give
appreciation to their efforts, there are also
the pioneers and workers who have done a
great deal to help to build up the Fmpire who
are being treated unjustly and uunfairlv under
the present system. Therefore I welcome the

This is not a party gues-
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present Bill as being a step in the direction

.of remedying somo of the injustices they are

suffering under to-day. The member for Nor-
tham made n statement that the Bill would
not have mueh cffect in the metropolitan area
or even in Northam-—quite characteristic of
that hou. gentleman—who in the whole of his
public earcer has utterly failed to extend hig
vigion beyond the metroyelitan area or Nor-
tham. Particularly on the goldfields and in
the timber areas there are grave injustices
being perpetrated to-day under the present
aystem which this Bill will be a start towards
renmoving. We know there are men on the gold-
fields and in the timber areas who take a keen
interest in political matters, men who are in
the aggregate much keener students of politi-
cal affairs than men in the metropolitan area
or prohably in the farming areas, although I
might say that in reecent years the farmers
have appeared to wake np considerably and
are applying their own peevliar politieal
methods to the affairs of to-day.

Mr. Pickering: Why peeculiar®

Mr. MULLANY: The hon. member knows
withont it being noecessary te explain to him,
The men on the timber areas nml on the gold-
fields areas are keen stndents of politieal
affairs. They are the very men to feel so
keenly their position to-day. To go back to
the rrosecntions which have taken place during
the last few months at the time of the Legis-
lative Couneil elections, I want members to
place themselves in the position of some of
the men who were prosecuted for hreaking the
electoral laws on that oeeasion. I am mnot here
to endeavonr to cxensc them. I say that whilst
the law is as it is, it shonld be respeeted, but
the position of these mien is that whiist on the
goldficlds and timber arens married men rear
familics, men who feel they are worthy of
equal consideration with any citizens. are placed
in a vosition becanse the valuation of the
house in. which they happen to be living is
a few shillings or a few pounds per annum less
than a set wvalue, and are deprived from
oxergising  the full rights of citizenship,
I want to contrast the position of the
teamster or the navvy on  the Trans-
continental railway line and others, and ask
are these men worthy of full eitizen rights
in Western Anstralia  just as much as
the man who rents an offiee in the Terrace in
Porth and carries on his bvsiness there. T
want tn know which man ia of most value to
the State, and forther I want to szy, notwith-
standing the remarks of the Premier and the
member for Northam, that publie thought has
advanced mueh Auring reeent hanpenines, that
men who are going to s‘and un in the face of
pubtic opinion are likely to go out of publie
life altogether. Agnin, referring to the prose-
entions on the goldfields, T know some of those
people who were prosecuted, and T know that
they voked not beeanse it way their desire to
break the law, but becange thev thought they
wore entitlell tn vote wnder the provisinng of
the Aet. This Bill, if it jg earried, will more
clearly define the gualifications of eleetors, and
ther will not experience again the trouble
which befell them reeently. I want to refer
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to the speech which was made by the leader
of the Oppositien on tliis subject u few waeky
ago. During the course of his remarks, the
hon., member showed to members of the House
some photog:aphs of what were called gold-
fields shanties, made of hessian, the owners
of which, he stated, had not heen prosecuted.
He also showed tho photographs of houses the
owners of whieh had lad proceedings taken
against them. 1 am referring to the houses in
Comet Vale, and the leader of the Opposition,
in the ecurse of his remarks, said that a cer-
tain individual, a mine manager, had husied
himself taking these photographs to send to
Perth. The leader of the Opposition also
stated that {he individual who took the photo-
graphs had in the past employed on his ming
75 per eent. Ttalians or aliens. I was not eon-
cerned about that, but what I take exception
to is that the lsader of the Opposition made
the remark that if the member for Menzies
had been in his place he would have stated
that he knew the mine manager at Comet Vale
would always sack a Britisher in order to em-
ploy o foreigner. I do not want to disenss
that aspcet of i, but I desire to say that I
have never given the leader of the Opposition
or any other member of this House——

Point of Order.

Mr. Troy: T rice to a point of order. What
is all this diseussion about¥ It has nothing
whatever to do with the Biil.

Mr. 8peaker: T think the hon.
is leading up to the prosecutions which took
place in conncetion with hessian houses.

Mr. Troy. The hon. member is clearly re-
ferring to the remarlks made hy the leader of
the Opposition this session.

Mr. Bpeaker: Order! The member for
Menzies 13 veferring to photographs of hes-
sian houses in suppport of his arguments in
favour of the Bill

Mr. Troy: If you will refor to “‘Hansard?’’
report you will find

Mr. Bpenker: Order!
member’s point of order?

Mr. Troy: T am siating it, and T ask you
to listen to it. T nsk that ‘‘Hansard’’ bear
me out that the hon. memher for Menzies is
now referring to a statement made by the
leader of the Opposition in this House earlier
in the session. Any refercmece to a speech
made by an how. member this session is out of
order. The Standing Orders provide that the
debates of the current session must not be re-
ferred to. That is point of order Ne. 1. My
second point of order is that the hon. member
iz diseussing a statement made by the leader
of the Opposition regarding the employment
of aliens at Comet Vale, and the action of n
mining manager in sacking Britishers in order
to employ foreigners. Whether that mine
manager did or did not i3 entirely foreign to
the subject under disenssion. That is the
second point of order.

Mr., S8peaker: The member for Menzies
referred to a speceh made hy the memher for
Boulder earlier in the session in connection
with some prosecutions arising oub of the ox-
ercise of the franchise for the Legislative

What is the hon.

member
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Counegil on the goldfields. The member for
Boulder, according to the statement just made
by the member for Menzies, produced some
photographs showing the houses that the
people who were prosecuted were living in,
and he referred to certain remarks made
hy the leader of the Opposition. The hon.
member did not guote from ‘‘Hansard.’’ He
merely rteferred to the debate, and stated that
the leader of the Opposition put words into
his mouth whieh he had no authority to do.

Mr, Troy: On a further point of order, 1
asked you now, Mr. Speaker, to get a state-
ment from ‘‘Hansard’’ and if my point of
order is incorrect that fact ought to be stated.
It your statement is correet it will be in keep-
ing with the remarks taken down by *‘‘Han-
sard.’”’ 1t is customary whenever a guestion
iy in dispute to refer to ‘‘Hansard’’ re-
ports,

Mr. Speaker: I cannot uphold the hon,
member’s point of order, and I desire to state
further that I object to discussions in this
House being referred to ‘‘Hansard.’’ If the
hon. member cannet hear and cannot watch
the discussions without referring -to ‘‘Han-
sard,”’ T cannot assist him. TReference to
“Tansard’? is a procedure which should only
be vesorted to when some serious question is
in dispnte.

Mr., Troy: If the Standing Orders provide
that certain statements shall bhe taken down,
hon. members lave & right to ask for them.

Mr. Speaker: The hon, member should
have asked for those statemcnts to be taken
down nt the time, and the Speaker would have
direeted the clerk to do so under the Standing
Orders.

Mr. Troy: I ask—

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must dis-
agrea with my ruling, or he must resume his
seat.

Dissent from the Speaker’s ruling.

Mr. Troy: | move—

That the Speaker’s ruling be disagreed

with.

T would not have done so, but for the attitude
vou, Sir, have adopted. I de not now take
exception to your ruling beeause you have ruled
against me, but 1 take cxeeption to the manner
in which you did it. T cannot, as a member
of this House with some knowledge of the
Standing Orders, allow the Speaker or any
other official to bluff me into aeceptance.

Mr. Speaker: Order! T did not attempt
te bluff the hon. member in one iota, and T
will not allow the hon..member to address the
Chair in that manner, .

Mr, Troy: T do not propose to address tho
House other than in the manner in which the
Standing Orders permit me. T am ecutitled,
in moving that your ruling be disagreed with,
to say that your manmer in expressing your
riling was such ns to lend me to believe that
vou wanted me to aecept your vuling by fore-
ing me to aecept it.

Mr, Speaker: Nothing of the kind. I
am sorry if the hon, member took that view,

Mr, Troy: T took that view, and T am not
one to sit under that kind of thing. I am pre-
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pared to aeecept your ruling, always provided
that the ruling is given in accordance with the
Standing Orders, hut I will not accept any-
one’s ruling when it is given in a hostile man-
ner, and in language which has o tendency to
be overbearing. Having cxpressed my view
and satisfied myself, I shall witbdraw the
motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

Debate resumed.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Menzies
may procecd.

Mr. MULLANY: T regret the interruption
of the member who rose to a frivolous point
of order.

Mr. Troy: I rise to a point of order, The
hon. member cannot discuss my point of order.

Mr, MULLANY: I am not discussing it;
1 am merely passing an opinioxn.

Mr. Troy: You cannot even do that.

Mr. MULLANY: T desire fo say that T did
net quote anything from " Hansard’ during
the few remarks that T made. As a matter of
fact T have not usad any notes, and ! ¢laim
under the Standing Orders, that I have a per-
feer right to” refer to any debate that took
place in the House, so long as 1 do not quote
it from ‘‘Hansard.”' I was discnssing the
employment of aliens on the goldfields, and
saying that this Bill makes provision that only
British subjeets will be entitled to excreise
the franchise, I am in order in pointing out
to hon. members that there is no danger of
aliens who happen to be on the goldfields areas
becoming enfranchised if the Bill is passed.
T hope the second reading of the Bill will be
carried, so that the injustice which many
people in this State are suffering from will
be vemoved. T do not agree with members
who take that view. Whilst I would vote for
the abolition of the bi-cameral system, I would
extend it not only to all the Legislative Coun-
cils in  Australin, but aise to the Federal
Senate. We know that whilst we have a Ted-
cral Senate elected on an ndult franchise, we
have heard no agitation for the abolition of
that Chamber. If appears to me that in pass-
ing this Bill we may possibly strengthen rather
than weaken the position of the Legislative
Council in thia State, as there appears to be an
inherent tendeney, when any section of the
people become possessed of something that an-
other scetion has not, or when one person gets
ahend of his fellow-man, for a Jealousy to
spring up, beeanse of the privileges enjoyed
by one which arc not possessed by the other.
We have in the Degislative Council of this
State some members who were elected to that
Chamber pledged to support its abolition.
Those members are aware that to bring that
about & rvesolution must he carried in the
Legislative Couneil, but not onc of those hon.
members has moved in that direction. Of
course had they done so thev would not have
had much chance of earrying it, but if thev
had bronght forward such a proposal it would
have placed us in the position of meore intelli-
gently diseussing this Bill, as it would have
foreed those membhers of the Council who say
that in their opinion it is not neeessary to re-
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tnin the bi-ecameral system, to establish some
sort of case to justify the existence of the
Couneil. T remember on one occasion some eight
or nine years age, when a member of the Legis-
lative Council at that time, not a member of
the Labour party, was approached by a certain
individual and was asked by that individual

_to move for the abolition of the Couneil, he

said he would consider the matter, but did
not fecl disposed to do it. Tt was impressed
upon him that in the course of 20 years or
so the Legislative Couneil would eertainly
be abolished. When that time came it would
be n fine thing for him, and would be some-
thing for people to talk about, to have becn
the muan to move for the abolition of the
Council.  This rvather appealed to this mewn-
ber of the Legislative Couneil, and he said
he would give the matter consideration. He
pave it consideration for a few days and met
his friend again and said, ‘I have decided
not to go on with the matter we were speak-
ing of. I will not attempi tho have the
Counecil nbolished.’’ Tis friend asked him
why this was so and he said, *“L am not go-
ing to do it beeause they might possibly
earry it.’’ I would not like to say that any
of my friends of the Lahour party are actu-
ated by anything like such a wmotive ag this,
but I say that in the interests of Western
Australia and the people, it wonid be o very
good thing for those in the Council to move
for the abolition of that House. ¥For the
men who have been clected te represent pro-
perty in that Chamber, and who claim that
it would be bad policy for Western Australia
to do away with the bi-cameral system, it
would give them aa opportunity of justify-
ing their cxistence as Legisintive Council-
lors if they would do so. I do not think I
caun agree with this Bill in its entircty, bnt
in committce some amcndments may be
made to it. I would weleome amendments
to go further than is at present proposed,
and wonld pive the adult franchise fully
it T could do so. T trust the House will
carry the sceond reading of the measure, if
for mo other reason than that it will put into
the minds of hon. members the injustice
which under our present system is being
done to the good and worthy ecitizens of West-
ern Australia.

Mr. PIESSE (Toodyay) [9.2]: Tt was a
forgone conclusion that this  Bill would

appeal to hon. mcmbers, but in its present
form it is dangerous inasmuch as it repeals
the very kervel of the Canstitution Aet. I
wonder if hon. members have carefully read
the seetion of that Aet which it is
proposed to repeal. The repeal of that clause
does away with the rights and safeguards
which nre so essential to the Government of
the State. I personally favour the widening
of the franchise of the Upper House. I
cannnt see why a £10 hounseholder shonld be
disqualified and a £17 householder be quali-
fied to vote. The majority will recognise
that therc are special concessions due in
electoral matters to returued soldiers, It is
a privilege which has been accorded to these
men wnder the South Australian Constitution,
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and I cannot see why we should not -extend
the snine privilege to our own soldiers. I feel
sure that these men, from the wonderful ex-
perience they have had, will return to these
shores with wider ideals and wider politieal
views, and that there i3 no fear that there
will be any abuse of their privileges. I can-
not agree, however, with the member for
Menzies (Mr, Mullany) in his remarks regard.
ing the abolition of the Upper Flousg, 1 feel
sure the time is not ripe for thia.

Hon, P, Collier: It is rotten ripe.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary Minis-
tee): 1t will possibly be ripe next year.

My, PTESSE: The time will not be ripe
for a year or two. The Bill proposes to re-
penl Section 15 of the Constitution Act, The
clause which proposes to do this is too
limited in if+ charvacter. and is too vague.

Ion, P, Collier: It is pretty definite.

Mr. PIESSE: A £10 qualification, which
is certainly a wide one, would mean less
than 5s. a week to the voter.

Mr. Munsic: What about the man who
owns his own house which is worth £10 to
him?

Mr. PIESSE: The 5s. a weck should be
suffiecient to meet all just demands in the
matter of elections for another place. I hope
members will weigh well the serionsncss of
this proposal.

Mr. O’Loghlen: There is ome pleasing
feature about it; all parties are united.

Mr. PIESSE: We are justified in holding
convictions and in expressing them. Whilst
I hold the opinion that it i3 rcasonable to
widen the franchise I do uot think the pre-
sent is the right time to carry out such n
proposal. It is a sericus matter to repeal the
Constitution Act, and members would be
justified in refraining from voting for the
seeond reading of the Bill. I take it, from
the ntterances of the Atforney General, that
it is the intention of the Gevernment to in-
troduee n measnre having a wider scope than
this.

Mr. Munsie: Tf the time is ripe,

Mr. PIESSE: This moeasure limits the
qualification of houscholders. There should
also be the qualification for a leaseholder. Lot
us take the far North, for instance. If we
remove thit qualification we will find that
possibly half a dezen electors wil be re-
turning members to another Chamber. 1
question if there would be sufficient eleetors
in the great North to cleet three members to
a provinee. Tt iz quite justifinble that we
should still retain the property qualifieation,
the leaseholder’s gualification ns well as the
houschelder’'s qualification.  The freehold
qualification is also necessary. I am averse
to plural voting. Tor the Senate, or the
Housc of Represcentatives, one vote is suffi-
cient. T hope that hon. members, hefore giv-
ing n vote on the Bill, will weigh it very
earcfully, and take the serionsness of its
effect inte consideration. The lender of the
Opposition hag seored o point in bringing this
Bill hefore the Honse. Tt is a harmless look-
ing sheet, bhut hus most serious consequondes
embodied in it. I wonder the leader of the
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Opposition did not embody in the Bill a quali-
flention for women to sit as members of Par-
linment.

Heun. P. Collier:
ment to that effect.

Mr. PIESSE: It is a serious step, and
one whiel will have to receive the most
careful tonsideration. [f women are qualified
to sit in the fTouse of Commons, they are, I
venture to sny, equally qualified to sit in a
State Parliament, There are persons in this
Chamber upon whom women members would
have a toning influcnee. The Bill represents
a bomb-shell so far as the Constitution is eon-
cerned, I again express my convietion that we
shall have to widen the franchise for the other
Touse, and give privileges to returned soldiers
and go so far as to permit women to sit in
Parliament.

Hon. R. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minigter—Pilbara) [912]: Some remarks
have been made concerning this Bill heing a
party question and as to the position of Min-
isters. 8o far as Ministers are individvally
concerned on this proposition, we are abse-
lutely free to vote as we like. Any expression
of opinion possed by the Premier is the Pre-
mier’s own opinion, and not that of Ministers.
When we get a Cabinet Bill we agrec as a
Cabinet to it, but when we get an outside Bill
we uge our own diseretion, I disagree with the
opinions expressed hy the Preomier that this
House is the bulwark of the Constitution, and
could not possibly he done away with. I still
hold the view that this House can be done
away with with considerable advantage to
Western Australiz, With all due respeet to
the leader of the Opposition, T think his pro-
posals are somewhat crnde. After looking at
the Bill it scems to me it is just a matter of
tnking the vate from one sertion of the nennle
and giving it to another section, not ineluding
the whole of the people at all. T have tried
in my mind to amend the Bill and find ong
what could be done. When T have had the
whole of the people in and have framed a Bill
T have come to the conclusion in my own mind
that it is not required at all, becauwse if we
get a duplication and another House elected
on the snme franchise as this House, it is not
NGCESSATY.

Hon, P. Collier:
rid of it

Hon, R. H. UNDERWOOD
Minister): That
makes n mistake.

Hon. P. Collier: That is where I am right.

Hon, R, H, UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minister) : There is no more grievous waste
of good Australian money, than that expended
on the upkeep of the Senate and we ecanuot
get rid of the Senate.

Hon. I’. Collier: Because the people do not
want to get rid of it.

Hon. R. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minister): Apparently they are prepared te
pay for it.

Mr, O’Loghlen: The Scnate has one fea-
ture, that cach State has the same representa-
tion in it,

Hon, R. TI. TUNDERWOOD (Monnrarv
Minister): I will gzo so far as to say that it
would be infinitely hetter to waste our money

I will aceept an amend-

That is the time to get

{Honornry
is where the hon. member
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on o chamber which is harmless than to wuste
it on a chamher which i3 dangerows to demo-
cracy. That is all one can say for the Federal
Senate. To-night we have heard some sugges-
tions that returned soldiers should have a vote
for the Upper Chambev, T stand quite clear
in speaking on this question, because I have
30 many friends and direct relatives who have
been at the Front—some of them have stopped
there. I can speak on this subject without
the sliphtest risk of being regarded as unsym-
pathetie to retwrned soldiers. The suggestion
that returned soldiers should have a vote for
the Logislative Council is absolutely and posi-
tively absurd and ridiculous. To begin with,
is the boy who went to the war any more cap-
able of governing the country than are the
father and mather who bore him?

Mr. Pickering: Possibly.

Hon. R. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minister) : There is a possibility the other
way teo. Wa shall only get an even average.
Again, take the man who was 43 years of age
when war was deelared, and the boy who was
not 18 years old when peace was declared:
are they both nonentities and unworthy of a
vote? ILet hon. members seriously consider
that aspeet of the question. As T say, T ean
speak for returned soldiers. T do not want
members to try to get an odd vote from a re-
turned sgoldier by giving him somethine that
is of no valoe to him. The returned soldier is
a eitizen, and we hope to be able to provide
him with a good country to live in. Having
provided him with that, T do not know what
much more we can do.

Hon. P, Collier: And let us give him the
vote the same as to every other citizen.

Ten. R. . UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minister) :  Certainly. He becomes a citizen
of Australia; and T say, let vs make Aus-
tralia n good country for him to live in, The
member for Northam (Hon. T. Mitchell) said
that he wonld reduce the franchise to 59, per
week,

Hon. P, Collier: For the married men, eut-
ting out the single men.

Hon. R, H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minigter): TYes: and it is the same with the

hon. member’s Bill, If the measure is passed
as printed, it ents omt thonsands of men and
women who ought to have the vote.

Hon. T. Collier: Yes, and then it is said
that the Bill moes too far and is too drastie.

Ton. R. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary
Minister): T have thought over this question
again and again, trring to work out some sys-
tem which wonld operate evenly, and T have
heen wnable to find onc. The only even way
T ean diseover is to aholish the other Honse,
Then the member for Mt, Magnet (Mr. Trov)
said, ““T.et nsg have ndult franchise for the
Council.’’ Bnut in that ense Aduplieation will
result.  Under our Constitntion this is the
Hause which takes responsibility and deals
with finanee. Tf we get another Honse that
will say yes to_ us, it is nseless, because we
have already said yes. Tf we get another
House that snvs no o ns, that House is wrong
utterly. This is ahgolute logic. Mome remarks
bhave heen made about plural voting, and T
think there might be a possibility under this
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Bill of scewring some small measure of reform
in that direction,

Mr. Munsie; It would be a good big mex-
sure of reform to eut out plural voting.

Hon. B. H. UNDERWOOD (Honeorary Min-
ister): Yes. The greatest anomaly T know of
is the plural voting for the Couneil. FPerson-
ally, I am struggling along financially on an
overdraft; ond I bave three votes for the
Couneil,

Hon. P. Collier: You should not have.

Hon, R. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary Min-
ister): Yet there are men owning thousands
and tena of thousands of pounds who have only
one vote for the Gouneil.

Hon. P. Collier: They might net have any
vote for the Council,

Hon, H, R. YNDERWOOD (Honorary Min-
ister): Yes; becanse they would he house-
holders. The property qualifieation is an ab-
solutc anomaly. As regards the North Pro-
vinee, whieh the House will allow T know some-
thing about, at least one-third of the voters
are permanent residents of Perth or the Sonth-
Wostern Division. They do not reside in the
North at all. Many of those who have votes
for the North have never resided in the North,
A man who has never resided in the North
should not have a vote to return legislators
for the North,

Mr. Jones: Some of them ecould not point
out their runs on the map.

Hon, R, . UNDERWOOD (Honorary Min-
istar): A little while ago therc was an inter-
jection as regards giving the vote to the man-
ager instead of to the owner. The man who
will go up north to manage a station is the
man entitled to a vote. The man who stops
down here and mercly tells his banker to col-
leet his dividends does not come into it at all,
The member for West Perth (Mr. Draper)
has a vote for the North Provinee, and all he
ever does with regard to the North is to in-
struet liis banker to colleet his dividends.
FPossibly, if he strikes a bad time, he will have
to instruct his hanker to pay out for the defi-
¢it. Just one other proposition I desire to
camment upon—that it might be a correct
thing to give the vote to the taxpayer. But
whenever one analyses these schemes one finda
anomalies. Who are the taxpayers?

Mr, O'Toghlen: FEveryhody.

Hon. R, H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary Min-
ister): As a fact, the man who spends his
moncy in tobacco and beer and whisky and
goes to the races pays more taxation than any
wowsegr in the country, There is no shadow of
doubt abont that, If we are going to give a
vote to the taxpaver, then every drunk in this
country is entitled to a vote; Dbecause the man
who spends his money in aleohol is the most
heavily taxed man in the ecountry. It just
comes to this, that wherever ona tries to get
the right person to give a vote to one finds
anomalies, .

Hon. P. Collier: That means, give it to all
of them.

Hon, B. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary Min-
ister) : Then we shall have an absolutely use-
less second Chamber,

Hon. P. Collier: Of which we can get rid.
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Hon. It. H. UNDERWOOD (Honorary Min-
ister}: T am going to voie for the second read-
ing of the Bill. If it is possible in Committee
s0 to amend the measure as to wipe out plural
voting, I shall support that. If anyone can
show me how to get rid of big anomalies, T
will vote for the whole lot. But I will not
vote just to give one section of the community
the franchise for the Upper House.

[The Deputy Speaker (Mr. Stubbs) took the
Chair.]

Mr. ROCKE (Sonth IFremantle) [9.26]:
The desive to do justiee permentes every phase
of life, perhaps more partieularly the indus-
trial and the political phases, It therefore
behoves ropresentatives of the people to make
the path of tramsition from the old order te
the new as smooth as possible, It will be
safer beecause the demand for reform is not
going to end in mere demand, but will enn-
tinue nntil accomplished. This Bill ig not only
the result of a desirc on the part of the leader
of the Opposition who introduced it, nor is it
only the result of a desire on the part of a
group of members of this Chamber to intro-
tuce a reform. Tt is the inevitable resunlt of
the immutable process of evolution which is
operating now, and which has operated sinee
the time when this old world was withont
form sed vanl Iy due time man was ovalvd
Probably he came from the lewer orders of
Nature. However, he had within him this sup-
eriority, that he was endowed with an intelli-
gence. From the time he was able to record
his thoughts, it iz easy for us to trace him.
We trace him from tribe to nation, from serf
to vagsal, a~d thon upwards to the signing of
the Magna Charta. In each stage through
whick he has passed he has groned for the
light; and in each stage of his evolutionary
career he has had thrust npon him greazer re-
sponsibilities, As a result of those respon-
sibilities he has made certain demands. He
has had te take upon himself the maintenance
and the defence of his country; and in return
for that he demands, and rightly se, a foll
voice in its government. To say that he pos-
sesses that full velec now, under the State
Constitution, i3 to say something which is not
right, for the simple reason, as pointed out
so often, thot the minori‘y overr-le the ma-
jority in Western Australia. There was a
movement in the direction which we arc now
discuasing even before the war. I remember
in 1913 Mr. Lloyd George, speaking in Bng-
land, said, ‘‘Already we sec the gleam of the
dawn of a better day.”’ Shortly after that
gtatement had been made, the ecalamity of
war broke upon the world; and for a time,
no donbt, that enlamity has obseured the dawn
of which Mr. Lloyd George spok%e. IB3ut has
it obliterated that dawn? T think, not. For,
if the war has done one thing more than an-
other, it has brought to those who have taken
part in it a broader comception of life, and
probably a nobler ideal, an ideal to strive for,
go that we shall not be again overwhelmed
with the eataclysm of war.  When I speak
uf ‘‘thosec who have taken part in the war,”’
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I mean tho mothers and fathera who have
wmmle sacrifices, as weil as the sons. This zan
vuly be brought about by a democracy baving
taken its true place in sha.ing the destinies of

Wherever thers is g bi-eomernl sys-
tem: of Government—the ane exeeption being
perhaps our Australian Commonweulth—we
have the same foreces operating, ome force re-
presenting privilege and monopely and the
other more popular one represcnting demao-
eratic ideals. But thosc ideals are overruled
by the will of the minority. Only last week
we Jound that in the New Zealand Parliament
the lower House passed by a good majority a
meusnre of pulitical reform, which on finding
its way to the Upper Chamber way ignomin-
iously defeated. During the war the ery was
heard on every hand that {he future could
never be in any sense represcntative of the
past, that existing political and industrial con-
ditions would have to be relegated to the melt-
ing pot. But how many people now are pre-
pared to stand by that which they udvoeated?
Of course, there was a purpose behind their ad-
voeaeY. | am thankful that some at least are
true to the statements they made. I was
Meased with the speech of the Attorney Gen-
cral in this House one cvening last week. Tf
lie ean convert the Premier, T think he will
do a splendid work.

Hon. P, Collier: You recognise the magni-
tude of the task?

Mr. ROCKE: Our present Constitution pro-
vides that bricks and mertar must overrule
huminanity. That, of ceurso, is in direcet op-
position to the interests of democraey. Tf the
adnlt franchise is good for the Senate, then it
ghould be good for our State Legislature. The
people cannot have self-government under ex-
isting conditions, though we often hear some
of .our people boasting of the democracy un-
der which we live. Whilst existing conditions
prevail we do not know what democracy
means. To broaden the franchise for the Up-
per House, or to abolish it altogether, what-
ever the people decide upon, would give the
peo~le something more tangible than they

have " at present in the way of legis
lation  without reducing in  any way
its ecfficiency. TUnder existing conditions

this House, elected Ly the people, will pass
legislation, That legistation goes farther on,
and for some time nobody knows what will
happen to it. If it were possible to reform
the other House—and T realise this is as
hard a tusk as converting the Premier—we
should not in any way lessen our politieal
cfliciency. Rather would we strengthen it,
beeause when the voice of the people spenks
and the people’s will is given effect to, it is
found that the people are not very far out.
The Coloninl Treasurer spoke feelingly of
the relation of the Government to the gov-
erned, and he said it was going to be the
biggest problem of peace. Every student
must realise the truth of that. Men who
have fourht and suffered, and also those who
have made sacrifices at home, are not going
to be satisfied with what they have had in
the past, but are going to demand a full
measure of the right of self-government—
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and they are going to have it. TIs it not
wiser to give to the people the rights which
they demand than to force them to take
those rights?

Mr. Brown: Is that a threat?

Mr. ROCKE: No, it is net.

Hon. P. Collier: Even the mildest men are
beginning to threaten.

Mr., ROCKE: No sane person would shut
hig eyes to the fact that o storm is coming
unless the path is made smooth,

Mr. Pickering: Why anticipate it?

Mr. ROCRE: To play the ostrich and put
onc’s head in the sand may be good enongh
for the member for Sussex, but not for wise
men, I should like to see the azbolition of
Le bicameral system. The duplication of
the work means duplication of eosts. The
member for Toodyay spoke of granting
privileges to the soldicrs. T objeet to the
word ‘‘privilege.'' Whatever belongs to the
people is a right, and a right is by no means
a privilege, I should like to see the Con-
stitation amended in suech a way that women
would he able to fake their seats in Parlia-
ment, if elected. The women have made
greater sacrifites during the last four years
than have the men, yet they have not the
full rights of citizenship, and I look forward
to the day when those rights will be con-
ferred upen them. I have pleisure in sup-
porting the scecond reading,

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [9.37]: I lis-
tened with interest to the speech of the
leader of the Opposition when moving the
second reading, and I have since read that
gpeech, In addition, I have paid attention
to the interjections made by the hon. mem-
ber. Tt seems to me this Bill was introduced
by the leader of the Opposition, not with any
desire to get it throngh, but merely with a
view to sceing how far it was possible to
take it. T depreente the readiness with
which the leader of the Oppogition has wel-
comed any propogsed amendment. This mea-
sure is of vital importance, and the hon,
member ehould have fully considered it, and
80 bh.lpcd it that he eould honestly oppose
any amendment to it whatever, He shounld
not be ready to amend it at every sugges-
tion. Tf one reads the speech made by the
hon, member, it will ba seen that the Bill by
no means meets his desires. Tn that spcech
he pointed out that this is only a beginning,
that he is after more. He has not had the
courage to bring before the House a measure
that would secure the hearty support of 2
majorite of members, I will not support the
Rill, not becavse the time is not ripe, but
beeanse I agree with the lender of the Oppo-
gition that it is not an adequate measure.
If he hed had the conrage to hring in a full
measnre, a Bill for the aholition of the
Upper HMouse, I should have heen much more
ready to support it.

Mr, O'Loghlen: Why not be honest? Yon
would not snpport anything of the sort.

Mr. PICKERING: The hon. member has
no knowledge of my opinions of the Legis-
lature. No man has any right to interpret
my views on thiz matter. We have listened
to an outburst of rhetorie from the member
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for South Fremantle, which has conveyed
but little knowledge to the Chamber. 1
gave him a careful hearing and I have the
right to expeet the same.

Mr, O’Loghlen: Will you vote for the abo-
lition of the Upper Houscl

Mr. PICKERING: I am prepared to vote
for its abelition, rather than to vote for a
compromise such ag is snggested in the Bill,
What about the other Statesf The lender of
the Opposition has said that the franchise in
ather States is, in the main, identieal with that
in Western Australin. That is true; but what
evidence have we that the other States are work-
ing in the direction indicated by the leader
of the Opposition?

Mr, Jones: Youn will see at the next clee-

tion.
Ny, PICKERING: We do not see it to-
day. No evidence ean be given of any such

movement except in one direction which nenrly
every member has condemned namely the ex-
tension of the franchise to those men who haye
made cvery sacrifice for the country. Those
are the very pecple tliat, miembers say, deserve
no consideration from the State other than
that extended to any other citizen. As a
threat to induce the carrying of the Bill it
has heen suggested that there is a social wp-
keaval, Tt has heen made a threat, not only
by the member for South Fremantle, whom I
am not considering at this stage, but also hy
the leader of the Opposition, who is respon-
sible for the Bill, Of course, there is a soeinl
upheaval all over the world, I am prepared
to give every consideration to a mensure that
has behind it the faith and econfidence of its
gpongor. T am in aeceord with the Coloniat
Treasurer when he says that this is much too
important a measure for us to sericusly com-
#ider in the last hours of the session.

Hon. P. Collier: That is a miserable subter-
fuge; and you have been talking about cour-
age!

gM.r, PICKERTNG: We have heard ahout an
agitation for the change. There i3 ne such
agitation in Western Australin to-day, no agi-
tation for an alteratien of the franchise of
the Tegislative Council.

My, Jones: Have yon your finger on the
pulse of Western Australia?

Mr. PTCRKERING: T daresay my finger is
just ns intelligent ns yours.

Mr. Jones: I do not earry my intelligence
in my finger.

Mr, PICKERING: T do not know where elge
you carry it. At the last elections the ques-
tion embodied in the Bill was not submitted
to the electors. I have not yet any mandate
from my electors, and T do not know what that
mandate will be when it comes. T have no
knowledge of the opinion of my eleetors on thia
subicct, but T will have an opportunity of
ndging it in the 1ntcr|m between this and
the next session.

Mr. O'Loghlen:
about it.

Mr, PTCKERING: T am prepared to nccept
the responsibility for any of my actions in
this House. We have heard o lot ahout the
rights of property. What ja meant hy that9

And you will find out all
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‘The interpretation ) put upon it is, net the
rights of preperty, but the permanence of in-
terests a3 against passing interests.

Mr, O’Loghlen: Yet it was those passing
intereats, those nomads, the timber workers,
who scut you lere.

Mr. PICKERING: I am prepared to stand
by anything I say in this Touse. The ques-
ion, to my mind, is this: the permancnce of
interests as against the transient interests of
this State. The permanent intcrests are those
which have to bear the burden of taxation, or
what may result from hasty or ill-considered
‘taxation and legislation. The permanent
‘people hiave all their intergsts tied up in the
State, and yet these people are twitted because
they have property. 1t is not property at all;
it is the different interests, transient interests
as against permanecut interests. Members have
talked abonf hasty legislation and the neces-
sity for the Upper House. I would remind
‘members of an important wiecasure which was
returngd by another place only the other day
with a large numher of amendments, all of
‘which were adopted by this House,

Mr. O’Loghlen: They were admitted by your
Minister to be finicky amendments,

Mr., PICKERING: There has heen a great
deal said by the member for Mt. Magnet about
those who pay taxation having the vote. I
tontend that under the nwasure iutroduced by
the leader of the Opposition there was very
little difference in the incidence of taxation.

" Mr. O'Loghlen: What would yon suggest?

Mr. PICKERING: § suggest the abolition
of thc Upper House if the hon. member is
going to do anything.

Mon, . Collier: And failing that?

Mr. PICKERING: T am not here to sug-

west. We will be prepared te bring forward
o mensure next session,  Then the time will
he ripe.

Mr. O'Loghten: That is the point that hurts;
you do pet like the idea of the leader of the
Opposition getting in first.

Mr. PICKFRING: The principle underlying
the object of the Rill is the amendment sug-
gested by the member for Mt. Magnet, to bring
the franchise down to equal iines. That, to my
ind, is the height of absurdity. Anyone who
advoeates the bringing of the Upper House
to the same franehise as this House is advo-
cating lunacy, and will not get my support.
Until a measure is brought before the Iounse
which is worthy of members’ consideration, I
will not support it

Mr, NATRN (Swan [950]: T intend to

support the measure, because T realise
that the desire of fhe leader of the
Opposition is to remove anomalics. and to

do it in a way which will be a sense of justice,
rather than open uwp the larger issue which
has been talked this evening. "We have to face
this question, and I intend to support the
measure, beeause by doing so we shall remore
anomalies which have no right to exist in our
electoral laws. T have no intention at this
moment to enter into a discnasion as te the
merits or demerits of the bicameral system;
that is quite apart from the question before
the House. As far ag T am eoncerned, T be-
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lieve in the bicameral system, but that has
little bearing on the question which is now
before the louse. I want to say this, if it was
clear that this was only 2 move to destroy the
Legislative Council I should approaeh the
guestion from o Qifferent point of view.
Whether it may be from the point of view of
cortain members, I believe that certain mem-
bers have admitted it is a move in the diree-
tion of the abolition of the Legislative Coun-
cil. But it does not appeal to me in that
sense, and because of that it is no reason why
I should not follow it as far as I ean. IE
other members desire to use the Bill s a
means to an end, still T do not think it can he
done hy this measure, They will have to re-
ceive the cndorsement of the people of the
State Lefore they can go to that limit, This
is o question of doing something now, and I
gay thers are anomalies in the Electoral Act
which require removing. I have seen cvidence
of them too frequently, where ecven the officers
and those in the highest position in the Eleg-
toral Dopartment ecannek correctly interpret
the meaning of the £17 franchise, I helieve
that wg would be wise to go to the extent of
a full and free honsehold suffrape—residential
suffrage for householders, I believe in doing
that, and we should be able to give some sensec
of seccurity to the person who is thought to
lave some stake in the counntry. I am firmly
convinced that there iz no greater stake or
responsibility that anyone has ‘in the com-
munity than hizs home, his wife and his child-
ren, We may take all others preat or swmall,
but that one predominates, and it
should qualify a man in atl respects and give
him the full ¢xcreise of his manhood and also
his full responsibility, In consequence of that
I shall support the measnre. ¥ want to do fair
and square justice to those who have a home
and a family. They have responsibilitics and
have a duty to the country. Such a man
would net fail to appreciate and exercise the
franchise.

Fon., W, O ANGWIN (North-East Ire-
mantle) [9.55]: T was rather amused at hear-
ing the member for Sussex state his views on
courage. We have already had an example of
the hon. member’s courage in this Chainber,
and I want to say his courage was very small
indeed. He could not put his courage into cf-
fect. He wanted to try and point out that the
leader of the Oppositicn in introdueing the
measure had not the courage to carry it to
the extent that he wonld like it to go, 1 want
to say, and I do not eare whether it is an
alteration of the Constitution Act or any other
Act that i3 dealt with in this Chamber, it is
never earried in the first instance to the extent
that members degire that it should go. We
try, if possible, to go bit by bit. We endea-
vour to cducate the people pradually to what
cventunlly they must go. After the disturh-
ance which has taken place during the past
twelve months in regard to the franchise for
the Legislative Council, the lender of the Op-
position has scen fit to try, if possible, in in-
troducing this measure, to make the question
of the qualification nne that ean be dealt with.
We have never been able to obtain the mean-
ing of the £17 elear annuval value.  As the
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member for Swan (Mr, Nairn) pointed out,
we cannot get any authority whatever to say
what the clear annual value of £17 means.
Even the legal adviser of the Government said
that the annual value was the annual value;
that iz the advice which he has given us.
When we find one who holds the high position
as the prineipal legal adviser for the Govern-
ment, the Attorney General, giving such a de-
¢ision as that, the time must have arrived
when we must make it clear to everyone in the
State what the clear annual value is.  The
member for Sussex (Mr. Pickering) wanted to
know what cvidenee we have that other States
were maving in this direction, Have we to
wait until the othor States move in every in-
stanee? Have we to follow them? Members
get up frowm time to time and peint out that
other States are following Western Australia,
that we are taking the lead.

Mr. Broun: What about Quecnsland?

Hon, W, G, ANGWIN: Queensland is tak-
ing other action altogether, which this Bill
«does not provide for. As far ns we are con-
cerned we think the Legislative Counecil ean
go altogether. That is not in the Bill, but
we have advocated before now that it should
be done, and we belicve that the voiee of
the people should be taken on that question
a8 o whole. As we stand to-day, T maintain
the people of the State require n Bill for the
purpese of the alteration of the fran-
chise in the manncr introduced in this Bill
by the lender of the Opposition, whe stated
that it docs not go as far as he requires.
It does not go as far as 1 require. I would
give every soldier a vote. The leader of the
Opposition is of the same opinion, and is will-
ing to acecpt an amendment in that diree-
tion. We would ge furtber and give overy
adult a vote. We realise that the prosperity
of n country depends entirely on its popu-
lation. Tt is a bad look-out for Western Aus-
tralia if our population is to remain what it
is to-day. Our only hope for the future is
in inerease of pepulation. Preperty is not
worth a hang without population, and yet pro-
perty eontrols the legislative powers of Par-
liament. Manhood and womanhood are not
taken into consideration at all in the matter
of the Council franchise. I am reminded of
the story of a man in America who possessed
certain property gqualifying him for a loenl
government franchise. The property in-
cluded in a donkey, and during the year the
donkey died. Therenpon the man was struck
off the roll, on the ground that be no longer
possessed the amount of property nececessary
to qualify him. Thus it was really the
donkey that had the vote, and not the man.
[f T had £50 worth of property in cach pro-
vince of thig State, T would have ten votes
for the Couneil. But if T had £500 worth
of property in one provinee, and that only,
I would have only one vote. Thus the pro-
perty qualifieation is gone. A man owning
the whole of the city of Perth could algim
only one vote in vespect of that property.
Like the Colouial Trensorer, I fect that the
time i3 not far distant when there will be a
revulsion of feeling in Australia, as there has
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been in other parts of the world, unless the
people obtain that frecedom and that pelitical
liherty for whish Australia has fought on
the battlefields of the 01d World. This Bill
represents onc step in the forward direction,
We on this side feet that it would have been
intpossible to obtain consideration for a
measure going to the full extent we degive to
go. We ask hon, members to deal fairly with
this Bill, realising that its object is to give
one vote for the Council to cach houscholder,
and to abolish the present anomalics. T trust
the Bill will pass,

Mr. MUNSIE (Hannans) [10.4]: I desire
to say a few words in support of the sccond
reading, and in reply to various argnments
which have been advaneed against the Bill
First of all, let me decal with the Hounorary
Minister for the North-West. No method of
reform of the other Founse known to me but
has been meationed by the Honorary Minis-
ter. But in every onc of them he has found
some-anomaly or ether objectionable feature.
Outside of aimple adult franchise T, too, can
find anomalies in every system., But, as a
demoerat, I am prepared to amend the Coun-
eil franchise as proposed by this Bill, be-
cause f Dbelieve the effeet will be to render
the franchise clear and plain for every man
and every waman in Western Australia to
understand, The present franchise, T am
nbgolutely suve, is not understood. The
Attorney General himself, speaking on this
Bill, has said that many cleetors o not an-
derstand the meaning of ““£17 clear annual
valne’’ and that tkose who understond the
meaning of the words say they do not, The
Attorney General added, “But to me it is as
clear as day.’’ I heard the Attorney Gen-
eral address himself to that very same sub-
jeet in this Chamber for at least 20 minutos,
and when he was definitely asked, “What
does £17 clear annual value mean®’’ he re-
plied, ‘It means £17 clear ammueal value.’’
That is all we were able to get from the
Attorney General. Probably one of the hom.
gantleman’s  stntements is  eorrcet—that
those who know say they do not know, Cer-
tainly, it there is in this State onc man or
onc woman who does uwnderstand the phrase,
T have yot to meet him or her. The Chief
Flectoral Officer and his staft absolutely dé
not know. Or, if Mr. Stenberg docs know,
he tnkes the attitnide described by the Ai-
torney General, and says he does not know,
One cannot get from the Chief Electoral
Officer a deelaration of the meaning of ¢‘£17
¢lear annnal valne.!’ Nor can”one get such a
deeluration from his assistant, or from the
Crown Soliciter, or from any other man,
Next, as to the argiment for the retention
of the present franchise for the Upper House.
We henr it contended that people permitted
to vote for the Council should be people with
some stake in this conntry, or with some
respousibility in it.  'Then it is urged that
at oll events the people who cleet the Upper
IMonse are the people who pay the taxes.
But our taxation returns do not support that
assertion. I admit the Federal Government
rolleet from the individual more than the
State Government do; but the bulk of the
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Customs revenue i8 paid by the workiug
man with a family—he pays to the same ex-
tent as the rich man., In the direction of
State taxation, our Taxation Cowmissioner’s
latest returns show that the people carning
from £201 to £299 per annum pay the most
in the way of income tax, and have done s0
every year right through., And it is to be
noted that these returns are snbject to the
£200 exemption, The taxable amount of in-
comes hetween £201 and £299 is given ag
£2,266,487, Next comes the taxable amount
in respect of incomes ranging between £300
and £499. So that it ig the smaller men who
pay the bulk of income taxation—beeause of
their numbers, I acknowledge. According
to the Commissiouer’s latost returns, there
are in Western Australia 9,386 persens with
incomes of less than £300 per anvum.  Of
those 9,000 odd, fully 3,000 residing on the
goldfields are disqualificd from voting for
un Upper House member, And then wo are
told that the pressut position is just. "I cn-
tively coneur in the statement of the member
for North-Tlast Fremantic (FHon. W. C. Ang-
win) and the member for Sussex (Mr. Pick-
ering) that there is abselutely no necessity
for an Upper House in Western Australia,
“or, for that matter, in any State of the
Commonwealth, since Fedaration.

Mr. Broun: The Queensinnd people said the
opposite at their referendum,

Mr, MUNSIE: Another referendum is
going to be taken in the near future, and
that derision will be reversed.

Mr. Broun: Perhaps.
it Mr. MUNSIE: There is no perhaps about
it.
Mr. Broun: Tt
Mr. MUNSIE:

in this respeet,

remzins to he seen.

It remains to bhe scen ouly
that at the roferendum in
gquestion only a little over onc-third of the
electors on the roll voted.

Hon. W. (. Angwin: That was owing to
the law case.

Mr. MUNSIE: That Quecensland referen-
dum calls to mind the liquor referendum
talken in this State. In Queengland at the
Upper IMouse referendum, as here at  the
liquor referendum, only ahout one-third of
those who cntered the polling Dbooths re-
corded their votes. The others got hallet
pipers, which had to bo issued te them, but
simply threw the hallot papors on the floor.
I wasg serutineer in onc booth, and the floor
of that booth was simply earpated with uu-
used hallot papers. Only 17 or 18 votes were
recorded on the liquor question in the booth
whare T was serntineer. But over 900 votes
wero polled in that booth on the main ques-
tion of the eleetion. Tn the ease of Queens-
fand, there was at the same time a referon-
dum tialken oun o queskion that meant more
te the people than did the retention or the
aholitien of the Legisiative Council—a lifo-
aund-death question, and the peoplo voted on
that. They did not hother about voting for
or against the continued existence of the
Upper House.

Mr. Davies: T think that Queensland refer-
endum was taken in eonjunction with the Fed-

© eral clection.
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Mr, MUNSLIE: Either that, or in econjune-
tion with the couscription referendum, The
Colonial Treasurer, to my way of thinking,
througliout his speech put up a really fine ease
in favour of the Bill. He certainly said that
he thought we ought to be careful, that this
was too big a guestion to rush through at
the end of a session. But there are other sub-
jects now betorc the House, not discussed or
only partly discussed, which in my opinion are
far more intricate than is this subject of the
Legislative Council franchise. The Treasuror
said that he thought the proper thing was to
give the people of Western Australia a chance
to scc what other countries were doing or
would do in this respeect. The people have
elected wmen to the Parliament of Western Aus-
traliz who are quite capable of judging and
forming opinions, I have never yet contested
an election or spoken from a platform without
having heard the question of the abolition of
the Legislative Council referred to. IFven on
the conscription issue there was hardly a meet-.
ing I spoke at without some reference being
made to the Legislative Couneil of this State.
Public bodies have goue so far as to appeal
to the Fedoral Government to initiate a refer-
endum for the purpose of the abolition of the
Legislative Council. On two onceasions Bills
have been introdneed and passed by this House
and sent to another place having in view the
abolition of the Upper louse, and instituting
the initiaiive and referendum, Then hon.
memhars say there is no justification for the
abolition of the Upper House. There has also
been an agitation to make the qualification for
the franchise in anotiier place more liberal
than it is at present. People talk about what
constitntes the property qunalification. As a
matter of faet Billy the blaekfellow, if he
owns £30 worth of property is entitled to a
vote in the Upper House. Any enemy sub-
jeet, provided be is naturalised and owns pro-
perty of the value of £350 in eaech province,
may rceord ten votes, but if a citizen is merely
producing wealth in this State and there are
many thousands of them; not one is entitled
to 2 vote for the Legislative Conncil. Why?
Beeanse a roads board or municipality may
value their property at £10 clear annual value,
The property may to the individual he worth
£20, but he has no chance of getting a vote.
He is fined even if he attempts to get his name
ou tho roll. I have heard no argument put
up in opposgition to the Bill. Some hon. mem.-
hers have said that the time iz not ripe for
the introduction of sueh a bhill. Baot so far
ng they are concerned, the time will never
be rips. The greatest compliment that eould
hiave been paid to the leader of the Opposition
has been paid to him because those who pro-
fess to bo most strongly opposed to him de-
clare that the Bill goes too far and those who
are trying to side track it say it does not go
far enough.  The prineipal objection which
has come from the Ministerial side of the
House, partienlarly from the member for Nor-
tham, is that the Bill is wiping out plural
voting. The member for Northam wag nalso
careful in laying stress on the nsmber of peo-
ple that the Bill would disfranchise. I admit
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it will disfranchise the man who to-day has
a vote where his wile is the owner of the
property, but I do not believe that will hap-
pen in more than 300 instances throughout
the State. Tho people it will disfranchise are
those who vote ag frequently as eight times?

Mr. Teosdale: Would you give them one
vote?

Mr. MUNSIE. Yes, and for the provines in
which they reside. Thete is a provision in the
Electoral Act which allows me the privilege
of permitting my name and the name of my
wife to remain on the roll in the constituency
that I represeut, although I do mot reside
there, I have never taken advantage of the
opportunity to vote there because I do not
kelieve in the principle.

Mr. Broun: There is no necessity for you'

to do so,

Mr. MUNSIE: If I could not get into Par-
liament without recording my own vote I would
remain out, Tf I resided in Perth I wonld cer-
tainly record my wvote there and nowhere else.
There are dozens of people living in the city
and suburba of Perth who record a vote every
two years for.the return of a member for the
North province, although they have never
heen in the North-Wost.

Mpr. Teesdale: Those few pay £33,000 n year

Mr. Teeslale: Very few now.

Mr. MUNSIE: There are still a number,
in rent.

Mr. MUNSBIE: To the men who have pion-
eered the North-West and made money out of
the North-West, T say more power to them.
But T do not wunt that to be misinterpreted,
beeause I elaim that to-day they are holding
more than they have a right to hold.

Mr. Teesdale: They have a legal right to it.

Mr. MUNSIE: But not a moral right.

Mr. Tecadate: Nobody wanted it when they
took it up.

Mr. MUNSIE: Many wanted it later on, T
hope the second reading of the Bill will be
earried and T hope those hon. members who
believe that the Bill does not go far enough
will come along with amendments when the
Bill is in Committee.

Mr. DAVIES (Guildford) [10.25]: I am
somewhat af o disadvantage by having been
unaveidably absent from the House during
the greater part of the debhate on this Bill,
but that notwithstanding and at the risk of
perhaps repeating what has already been said
I intend to offer a few remarks in support of
the sccond reading of the Bill. The only ob-
Jection I have to the measure is as deseribed
by the member for Hannans, that it does not
go quite far enough. I think however that
difficalty ean Le overcome when we get into
Committee. T am against any man or any per-
son having the right to east more than oue
vote for the Legislative Council. I am one of
those who have subscribed for a nomber of
Years to the plank in favour of a refercndum
in connection with the abelition of the Upper
House. Tf such a referendum were taken I
would be prepared to abide by the rosult, and
at some fnture time if that resnlt was not
satisfactory te myself or the party to which T
belonged, T would again advoeate a referen-
dum, as they are doing to-day in Queensland,
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But T think it would be well for the House
to remember that when the referendum was
taken in Queensland, it was token during the
last Federal clection, and when the result of
the Federal dlections was known in most of
the States, people in Western Australia were
very much concerned as to whether an a,ﬁfirnr!a—
tive vote had Deen cast throughout Australia.
The only State we were in doubt about was
Queensland, but to all intents and purposes
the resuit of the referendum in connection
with the abolition of the Upper House in that
State was known two or three days hefore the
resnit of the Federal eleetions. Queensiand
was looked upen, and T believe it is still
looked upon, as the most ultra-labour State
in the Commonwealth, but that notwith-
standing a majority of 60,000 people recorded
their votes against the abolition of the Legis-
lative Couneil. That vote was not taken on a
restricted franchise either. It was taken on a
franchise similar to that of the Federal Par-
liament, the adult franchise.

Mr. Munsie: How many peopls recorded
their votes for the Benate candidates?

Mr. DAVIES: It is o remarkable fact that
it the people of Quecnsland did not record
their votes for the abolition of the Couneil
there, they have to take the responsibility,
and it is useless for any hon. member of this
Chamber fo say that they threw the ballot
papers on the floor. They had the opportunity
there of declaring whether they would abolish
the Council or mot. I am going to appeal to
hon, members to alter this mensure in respect
to the people who are now disfranchised. Take
the number of women referred to by the mem-
ber for Hannans. Hundreds will be disfran-
chised owing to the faet that they are pro-
perty owners and under this Bill they must
be householders before they ean reeord a vote.
Then, again, there are hundreds of men who
have been away fighting and who are owners
of property. Those men, unless they are mar-
ried and are houschelders, will be disfran-
ehised owing fo the fact that they arc not
lionseholders., I am surc it is not necessary to
appeal to hon. members fo see that those men
are not disfranchised. T am one of thosc who
will he prepared to snpport the honschold
franchise or universal suffrage for the Legis-
lative Council. Some will say, if you support
it in that direction there is mo neecessity for
the seconid Chamber. I agree that the sooner
the people realise there is no necessity for the
secontd Chamber, the better will it he for this
country, T am with the member for Hannans
{(Mr. Munsic) in saying that sinee we have
Federation the Legislative Council is not re-
aquired. T have heard members declaring that
the Conneil had done nothing whatever in the
direetion of passing democratic legislation.
Let me remind them of one thing at least
which the Council did during last session,
when in the income tax measure they in-
creascd the exemption for children from £20,
as passed in this Chamber, to £26, That must
stand to their eredit.

Mr. Munsie: It doees.

Mr. DAVITES: And I think it is an indiea-
tion of the readiness of several members in
that Chamber to bhroaden the franchise and
extend the benefits of demoeracy. I cannot
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understand why the measure has been brought
down so late in the session. 1 could under-
stand it perhaps it there were an election for
the Upper House next year.

Mr. Munsie: MHow long bas it been on the
Notiee Paper?

Mr. DAVIES: I caunot say. Iowever,
that is not a very great objection to the
measire. It there is time, I think everybody
should have an opportunity of discussing it.
I am prepared to give consideration to the
views of all hon. members, and to vote aecord-
ing to my judgment. I do not know that there
is any scrious objeetion to the Bill other than
the fuact that it is going to disfranchise some
who to-day have the franchise. However, [
think there is sufficient common sense in the
Chamber to recognise that fault in the Bill
and to see that justice shall be done and the
franchise extended to every aduit. Then, if
the objection is raised that we are simply
duplicating this Chamber, so much the better
for those prepared to advoeate the abelition
of the Legislative Council. I intend to sup-
port the second rending,

Mr. PILKINGTON (Perth) [10.33): T was
not present when the Premier addressed the
House ou the second reading, but T unde:-
stand his attitnde was one of vwncompromising
opposition to the Bill, If so, I desire to say
that he has my undivided and most warm-
hearted support. 1t is wvscless to suggest that
this is mot a party question. It has beecn o
party question for so loug as the Labour party
has been in existence. The Lahour party has
always been in favour of the abolition of the
Upper House, while those oppozed to the
Labour party have always been in favour of
the retention of the Upper House. The Bill
brought forward by the leader of the Oppo-
sition, althongh'jt docs not profess to abolish
the Upper HMouse, has been brought forward
quite candidly as part of the policy of the
Labour party, with a view to reducing the fran-
chise of the Upper House, and with the ulti-
mate view of ity abolition. There can be no
question as to what is intended, no question
ng to the ultimate result which will follow if
lion, members opposite suceeed in their object,
whigh is, I think, candidly the aholition of the
Upper Mouse. T have a strong helief in the
bicameral system, I Dbelieve it is very desir-
able that that system should be maintnined,
and most desirable that it should be maintained
hy some sort of qualiication which will ensure
that those persons who have indieated and
definitely shown that they intend to make their
home in this eountry shall have a vote for the
Legislative Counetl.  True, that is done by a
property qualifieation, But, after all, we must
have some qualifieation of the sort in order to
ensure that those who have definitely decided
to make Weatern Australin their home shall
have a vote. Tt is perfectly true that anomalies
exist. Anomalies will always exist in any sort
of qualifiention that ean he suggested; huot
80 long as we have a system snch as we have
at present. at lenst we shall avoid the over-
whelming anomaly that a man who has defi-
nitely made his home in Western Australia shall
have no more say in the management of the
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aftairs of the State than a person who may be
a mere sojourncr here for a year or a couple
of years, 1 lLave pleasure in supporting the
attitude of the Promier, and I will vote against
the second reading.

Mr. BROUN (Beverley) [10.36]: I intend
to vote against the sccond reading. I am of
opinion that this is a move in the direetion
of the abolition of the Upper House. Some
years ago we had a franchise of £25, That
has been reduced to £17, which in my opinion
is sufficiently low. 1 do not think we shoull
still further reduce it. To one owning pro-
perty in this State the franchise is a liok bind-
ing one to the State in which he lives. In
having property we have something to keep us
here, Without it we might be shifting from

- State to State, wherever we thought we could

earn the Dbest livelihood. 'That is not in the
best interests of any country. 1f those of us
whoe own property have something to protect
us, it means that we stay here, and the State
will progress and improve and become a place
fit to live in; whereas, on the other hand, very
little encouragement would be given, and the
country probably would remain stationary, and
we should be living practically on one another.

Mr. Smith: Do you think all the intelli-
genee is centred in property owners?

Mr, BROUN: No, I do not say that, but
I must say that property-owners should have
some pretection, should be protected from any
drastic legislation. In the Upper House we
have that protection. We are safeguarded by
those in another place. It is ouly by having
the members of another place elected on a dif-
ferent franchise that we can get full pro-
tection for property-owners. I admit that we
do not require two Houses on the one fran-
chise. In my view the Australian Senate is
an ahbsolute farce, and of no use whatever,
T am net going to vote for any measure which
has for its object the abolition of the Upper
Honse, but intend to vote for the franchise
being retained as it is at present. I hope hon.
members will endeavour to protect the other
Chamber, so that property owners may have it
to look to as a safepuard asainst hasty legis-
lation in this Chamber. We¢ have had ex-
perience of hasty legislation being passed in
this House, and had it also passed through
another place and become law it would have
been most detrimental to the best interests of
the State. As a property owner it is my inten-
tion- to vote against the measure.

On motion by Mr. Teeadala
journed.

dehate ad-

Houze adjourned at 10.42 pm.



