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BILL—PENSIONERS (RATES
EXEMPTION).

Message received from the Assembly noti-
fying that it had agreed to the Council's
amendment in the Bill snbject to a modifiea-
‘Hon.

House adjourned at 10.52 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30 p.m,,
:and read prayers.

QUESTION—MEAT EXPORT, JAVA.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN asked the Premier:
Has be reccived any reply to his correspond-
ence with the Commonwealth Government re-
garding the export of corned meat and small
goods to Java by Messrs. Baker Bros., of
East Fremantle?

The PREMIER replied: No, but analyses
of samples submitted by the Collecter of Cus-
toms have heen made by the Government
Analyst, and a rcpert, highly favourable to
the quality and condition of the beef, has been
subwitted. As a result of this, it is expected
‘that approval for export will shortly be given.

[ASSEMBLY.]

QUESTION—WOOLLEXN MILLS AND
L.A.B. CLIENTS.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN asked the Premier:
1, Ts the following statement eorrect, smt o
farmers by the organiser of the Western Aus-
tralian Worsted and Woollen 1lls, Ltd.:—
‘¢ Emanuel Buildings, Perth. Arrangements
have been made with the LAB, by which
fully assisted settlers may apply for shares in
this company and for which payment will be
made by the board and charged to the set-
tler's aceount. Already many settlers lave
signified their desire to take up shares if they
can Q¢ so under these conditions, and it is
felt that you will appreciate such an oppor-
tunity. I enclose an abridged prospeetus and
application form, and upon receiving the lat-
ter back completed, with the exception of the
amount payable on application, same will be
submitted to the I.A.B. and, if approved hy
them, you will be duly notified and the shares
placed to your name on the company’s re-
gister. The value of the shares will be paid
in full by the Industries Assistance Board.
Yours faithfully, E. B. Ayris'’? 2, If correet,
are not the I.A.B. made aware of the fact
that Parliament refuosed a similar concession
to the Western Augtralian Grain Elevator Co.¥
3, Would it not be preferable for the LA B.
to pay the creditors’ accounts before giving
consideration to the establishment of any
company? 4, Under which seetion of the
Industries Assistance Aet have the board
power to advance money to settlers for such
purpeses &s the establishment of worsted and
woollen mills?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No. Instructions
have been issued by the I.A.B. that if any
client, against whom no ¢laims have been lodged
by outside ecreditors and who has a suarplues
over and above retention money of £1 per
acre, applies for shares, payment may be
made out of his eredit balance. 2, The same
procedure was laid down for the Grain Ele-
vator Company. 3, Answered by 1. 4, Ans-
wered by 1.

QUESTIONS (2)—RAILWAYR.
Nyabing-Pingrup extension eastwards,

Mr. A. THOMSON sasked the Premier: In
view of the extensively signed petition pre-
sented to him praying for a ten-mile extension
of the Nyabing-Pingrup railway in an easterly
direction, and in view of the fact that the
Railway Advisory Board have recommended
that any extension shounld be in that direction,
will he give his earnest consideration to the
question of submitting this proposal to Par-
liament while the construction plant is in the
district?

The PREMIER replied: The Advicory
Board did not recommend this extension, but
this, together with other railway propesals,
will receive due consideration, There are
railways long authorised still to bhe laid duwn,
and railways such as the line to serve the
land between the Eastern Railway and the
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Dowcrin-Merredin line long promised, that
must be considercd at an early date.

Electrification, Fremantle-Northam section.

Mr., A, THOMSON asked the Minister for
Railways: In view of his statement on the
Railway Estimates regarding the possible sav-
ing by the electrification of the railway from
Fremantle to Northam, will ke have the mat-
ter thoroughly investigated and submit a de-
tailed report to Parliament next session?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied: In-
vestigations will be made and a report sub-
mitted to Parliament when available.

QUESTIONS (2)—WATER STUPPLY,
NORTH PERTH-MT. LAWLEY,

Private sources.

Capt. CARTER asked the Minister for
Works: 1, In view of the present unsatis-
factory condition of the water supply in the
higher levels of the North Perth-Mt. Lawley
area, and with a view to its improvement, will
he allow private owners of a satisfactory
water supply te be disconnected from the
main, giving rebate of rates so that oniy the
usual flat rate for vacant blocks shall be
charged? 2, Will he rccommend to Cabinet
the advisability of instituting a scheme for
agsisting private property owners to sink wells
or bores and erect pumping plants so that a
decent potable supply of water can be as-
sured them? 3, If he will not aecede to these
requests, will he state his reasons and further
state what he intends to do under the present
totally unsatisfactory conditiont

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, No. 2, No. 3, The reticnlation service is
being reinforced us speedily as funds will per-
mit, The service is not generally unsatiafac-
tory. Yesterday 12% million gallons were
delivered, and only 10 complaints out of
the 40,000 services were received.

Loftus-street pumping station,

Capt. CARTER asked the Minister for
‘Works:
fine eoal dust expelled from the chimney stack
at the Loftus-street pumping station are eaus-
ing serious inconvenience and loss to the re-
sidents in the immediate vicinity of the pump-
ing plant? 2, Can anything be done to pre-
vent the trouble recurring? 3, If aso, will he
cause immediate aetion to be taken to re-
medy the matter?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied .
1, He is aware that complaints have been
made. 2, The matter is under investigation.
3, See answer to No. 2,

QUESTION—ELECTORAL, PROSECU-
TIONS.
M:r. WILLCOCK asked the Premier: 1,
How many prosecutions have been inmstituted
under the compnlsory enrolment section of the

1, Is he aware that smoke, grit, and -
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Electoral Aet? 2, What is the amount that
has beeu received by way of finest 3, How
many prosecutions wera successful? 4, How
many prosecutions swere unsuccessful

The PREMIER replied:
7d. 3, 87. 4, One.

1, 88. 2, £38 0Os.

QUESTION—COMMONWEALTH STEAM-
EES, FREIGHT CHARGES.

Mr, LAMBERT asked the Premier: Will
he make representations to the Federal Gov-
erument regarding the prohibitive freight
charged by the Commonwealth steamships for
primary products shipped to the Eastern
States?

The PREMIER replied: Inquiries will be
made regarding these rates and if they are as
stated, representations will be made to the
Prime Minister.

QUESTION—FRUIT INDUSTRY, A
GLUT.

Me. O’LOGHLEN, without notice, asked
the Premier: Do the Government propose to
take any action to deal with the glut in the
soft fruit market, which necessitates the
dumping of tons of fruit?

The PREMIER replied: I think I should
have had notice of the question. The Gov-
crnment are willing to do everything they can
to assist in the marketing of the fruit. X
have already informed deputations that a
good many of the people in the back coun-
try are without fruit, and that if only the
fruit can be got to them, there will be a
market for all the fruit that we can grow. 1
do not think that it is & matter quite for the
Government to deal with; but it ought to be
possible for the fruitgrowers, with the as-
gistance of the Government, which will be
readily given, to dispese of all the soft fruit
grown in the State. Hoft fruite cannot be ex-
ported, and the only means of disposing of
a glut of soft fruits lies in the establishment
of jam factories, The Government will be
glad to render any assistance they can.

QUESTION—FORESTEY ROUYAL COM.
MISSION’S RECOMMENDATIONS.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN, without notice, ashed
the Minister for Mines: TIs it proposed to
give effect to all or any of the recommen-
dations of the Porestry Royal Commission?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
The report is under consideration. Some of
the recommendations have already been put
inte practice; others are being considered.

BILL—CLAREMONT AND PERTH ROAD
DISTRICTS RATES.

Introduced by the Minister for Works, and
read a first time.
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MOTION—STANDING ORDERS
SUSPENSION.

Close of Session.

The PREMIER (Hoon. Sir James Mitehell
—Northam) [2.42]: 1 move—

That for the remainder of the sessiou
the Stahding Orders be suspended so far
as to enable Bills to be passed through alil
their stages in one day, and messages
from the Legislative Council to be taken
into congideration on the day on which
they are received.

For obvious reasons 1 did not wish to move
this motion until certain measures bad been
disposed of. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition agrees with this motion. There
is very little on our Notice Paper that
cannot be dealt with under the suspension
of Standing Orders usual at the cloge of the
session. If there is any matter in respect
of which hon, members desire fuller con-
sideration, T promise that the Government
will not take advantage of the suspension.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN (Forrest) {2.43]:
There 48 no objection to the passing of the
motion, but can the Premier intimate when
the session is likely to close? Can he give
any indication as to how another pilace will
expedite the business of the Government?

. The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
—Northam—in reply) [2.44]: There is only
one member of another House in this
Chamber, and he i not present at the
moment. I should very much like to be
able to inform hon. members that another
place will deal with all matters on its Notice
Paper at this sitting. :

Mr. Teesdale: It all rests with the roguc
elephant.

The PREMIER: I think the session can
close this week, or at any rate on Friday.

Mr. SPEAKER: It mneeds an absolute
majority of the House to carry the motion.
I have counted the House, and I find that
there is more than an absolute majority of
members present. I shall put the question,
and if there is no nepative voice, I sghall
declare the motion earried unanimously.

Question put and passed.

BILL—ELECTORAL DISTRICTS.
Third Readivng.

The PREMIER {Hon. Sir James Afitchell
—Northam) [2.45]: 1 move—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [2.46]: I hope the House will not
pass the third reading of the Bill. It is a
machinery measure, but when we come to
an amendment of the Electoral Aect next
session, it will require an absolute majority
of the House. On no occasion has the
present Bill reeeived the vote of a majority
of the members of thia Chamber. Nezxt
session’s Bil! to amend the Electoral Aect

_had the consideration it deserves.

+ the electors as 3 whole,
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will be based on this machinery measore.
To all intents and purposes, the Bill is one
for the redistribution of scats because it
will be impoesible for the comurissioners to
go outside the four corners of the measure.
That being so0, T ask the Premier to pause
before sending the Bill to the Legislative
Couneil. All Bills for the redistribution of
seats should have the support of the
majority of the members.

The Premier: Thig Bill has that support.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No. The highest
number recorded in favour of the Bill dur-
ing any of the divisions waa 20. The Pre-
mier will require 26 votes to carry a Bill
to amend the Electoral Act when it comes
before us mext session. In the opinion of
a large number of members, the present Bill
does not give satisfaction., On many occa-
gions the division figures were 17 to 20.
There was another divigion, when the figures
‘were 15 to 16.

The Premier: And one of 10 to 22.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN : These divisions
show that the Rill does not give general
gatisfaction to the House. Members on the
Oppositien side of the House are anxions
to have a Redistribution of Seats Bill that
will be removed from party polities.

The Premier: Hear, bhear! I agree with
that.

Hon, W. . ANGWIN: When the bound-
aries of an electorate are altered, no omne
ean say who will be elected to represent any
constituency. It all depends on the electors
who are comprised within the houndaries of
the new constituenciea, It is enly right and
fair that the representatves of the people for
the time being rhall provide a machinery
Bill that will give fair, just and equitable
representation, The Bill iz far from jnst
and will not give fair representation in the
new Parliament. When members realise the
action that the Premier has taken, it should
demonstrate to -them that the Bill has not
It pro-
vides that in gome parts of the State very
few electors shall have the right to send &
representative to Parliament, while in other
parts large numbers of electors will have
only a similar right. It is not equitable to
It is provided that
83,000 electors will be represented in Parlia-
ment by 14 members, while 83,000 will be
represented by 36 members. No one ean say
that that is fair,

The Premicr: It was deeided on the vate of
the House and not by a party vote.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I know that. The
present stage of the Bill js the last oppor-
tunity we have for reconsidering the Bill. The
particnlars regarding the measure were d¢i-
vulged to certain members of the Assembly
and they agreed to snpport it. The member
for Sussex (Mr. Pickering) has informed us
to that effect.

The Premier: T do not know that they all
did.

Hon. W. (. ANGWTIN: Those memhers who
were not present, of eourse, did not agree to
support it. The Minister for Education, with
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his usual eloguence, traversed the details of
the Bill whea they were placed before those
tion. members. I guarantee that the Minister
for Edueation could place arguments against
the Bill before those hon, members with
greater force than he did to secure their sup-
port for it.

The Premier:
to those members.

Mr, SPEAKER: 1 do not know that that
has anytbing to do with the Bill.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN: I am referring to
the way in which this was done. Since that
time, those members have heard the other side
of the question as well,

The Premier: You had better not say too
much about the other side of the question.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Therc is nothing
wrong with our side of the question.

Mr. Pickering: What is your side?

Hon. W. ;. ANGWLN: If the hon. member
wants to sit here till to-morrow morning, I
will give him the other side. It is not my in-
tention to do that.

Mr, SPEAEER: Order!

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Hon. members have
the same opportunity for discussion on the mo-
tion for the third reading of the Bill as they
have at the second reading stage. The only
stage at which such discussion is debarred is
on the first reading.

Mr. Pickering: That is so, but I want to
hear the other side.

Mr. Tecsdale: We want a bit of a rest now.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Bill is unfair
to the electors and it will not give just repre-
sentation to them in Parliament. It is brought
forward for the purpose of stuffing Parlia-
ment,

The Premier: Nothing of the sort.

Hou. W. C. ANGWIN: It is advanced for
the purpose of suiting the objects of ome
section of this Chamber and the. effect of it
will be that we will pass legislation regarding
which a large proportion of the electors will
bhe without any voice. Instead of legislation
for the pgovernment of the pesple by
the people, it is merely, as one hon.
member interjecte@ for the government of
the people. That being so, the legisla-
tion is bound to canse dissatisfaction
throughout the State. I am justified in pro-
testing against the third reading of the
Bill for that reason. I have not come aeross
one person who, after reading the reports in
the *‘Daily News'’ has agreed that the Gov-
ernment’s proposals are equitable, After
reading the discussions which have taken
place, they do not apree with the praposition.

Mr. Piekering: They think it is too gen-
erous,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: They think it 1s
unfair and that the Bill i3 brought forward
for political purposes.

Mr. Teesdale: It is a new role for yon to
adopt, posing as the champion of the “*Daily
News.’’

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The *‘Daily
News’' has given 8 good deal of space to

He merely gave particulars
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reports of Parliamentary debates during the
eourse of this session.

Mr. Pickering: Which no other paper has
done.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The other papers
cannot afford to give such space to the dis-
cussions, or, at any rate, they have not done
it to the estent the ‘‘Daily News’' has gone.
It is only since the publication of these re-
partg in the ‘‘Daily News’' during the pre-
sent session of Parliament, that the people
outside have known what has beer done by
their representatives in Parliament.

Mr. Pickering: And the reports are noa-
political.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: So far as this Bill
is concerned in particular, the reports which
have been published have been fair and just.
The people should have o fair knowledge of
the position. So far as the metropolitan area
is concerned there are very few people fho
agree with the proposition before us.

Mr, Richardson: I have not heard one
who agrees with it.

Mr. Pickering: T have not heard one who
is dissatisfied.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I think it will be
agreed that this is not legislation which will
help the people to work in harmony or bring
that prosperity to the State which we desire,
When the people realise that Parliament has
taken an action which will debar a large sec-
tion from having representation here, they
will go where they can get fair representa-
tion or eise continue ¢reating disturbances to
force the hands of the Government. There
is no doubt that in bringing forward the Bill.
the Government have done more that will
tend to create unrest in the State than any-
thing else.

Mr. Pickering: You would not know that
from the comments of people outside.

Mr., Lambert: You certainly would not
hear such comments in Busselton.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The hon. member
would not knmow it, becanse he was not here
for a large portion of the time to hear the
discussion that took place. When he did
come in, he expressed his disgust at some of
the siatements that were made regarding the
Bill.

Mr, Teesdale: There you arel The mem-
ber for Bussex will never live that down!

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The member for
Sussex esaid he was amazed at the statements -
some hon. members had made. He did not
know anything regarding the actions which
members had takem in the House, unless he
read the reporta in the ‘‘Daily News.’’

Mr. Teesdale: The ‘‘Daily News'’ iz a
public philanthropist!

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: While injustice
has been dome to the metropolitan area, a
greater injustice has been done to the gold-
fields.

The Premier: The less yon say about that
the better. You want all the representation
for two spots in the Btate.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: No.

The Premier: Yes, yon do.
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Hon, W. C. ANGWIN:
Premier say that?

The Premier: Take your speeches on the
goldfields quots!

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: We agked for 25
representatives for the metropolitan and gold-
fietds areas. How could that be regarded
as wanting a majority? There are 120,000
electors who will have 25 members and the
balance of the clectors will comprise about
65,000 electors.

The Premier: You did not couple those
two areas in your speeches.

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: We did.
The Prewier: You did not, and you had
no right to do so anyhow.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I placed before
the House a proposition that there should be
10 for the goldficlds, 21 for the agricultural
aren and four for the North-West. That
would allow 15 for the metropolitan area
If that does not mean 25 for the metropolitan
and goldfields areas combined, I do not know
what it means. Yet the Premier says I never
propoged anything of the kind.

The Premier: I have it here.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: I am mot con-
corned about that. We were here from 2
am, til 6 p.m. on Friday debating praeti-
cally that one guestion, and all we asked was
not that the goldfields be given an extra
member, but that they be given .63 of a mem-
ber, because the Premier’s own quota, as
given on the second reading, provided that
the goldfields combined were entitled to 9.37
members. We asked for that additional .63
owing to the large area of the goldfields and
the importance of the mining industry to the
Btate, that they might have 10 members.
Wo endeavoured to stress the importance of
the industry, an industry which has done
more than any other for the State, and which
in future we hope will revive and again
become the prineipal industry of the State.
It is true the agricultural industry has made
great atrides, but we have done everything
possible to assist it. We have supported the
Government in every proposition to assist the
agricultural industry, but that is no justifi-
cation why the agricultural area should have
undue representation as against other parts
of the State. We are sent here to see that
every industry and interest has fair and
equitable tepresentation. [ ask the House
to vote apgainst the third reading. If the
Bill had been fair, I would not have spoken
a word on the third reading. If the Bill
contained a semblance of fairness, I would
not be found opposing the third reading, but
members must realise that the people as &
whole are not in favour of the Bill, Tt will
have a tendenecy to make them obey laws om
which they will not have an opportunity to
express their opinions. I enter my protest
against the third reading, believing that the
measure is neither fair, Just nor equitable.

How ean the

The PREMIER (Hon. Bir James Mitchell
~—Northam—in reply) [3.4]: I am surprised
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at the speech of the hon. member. I could
quite understand it if it were delivered om
the hustings in Mareh, 1924, but I caonot
understand it now.

Hon. W, Q. Angwin: It will be of no usc
then, because that will be too late.

The PREMIER: The hon. member knows
what will be said then. During the pussage
of the Bill, I have found myself voting in
all sorts of divisions with members repre-
senting every party in the House. [ voted
with Mr. Corboy, with My, Chesson and again
with my old friend Mr, O 'Loghlen.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: On one occasion only,

The PREMIER: And again with Mr
Munsie,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Yes, to vote against
the metropolitan area.

The PREMIER: On that occasion the
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon. W,
C. Angwin) was voting against us.

Mr, Lambert; You are easily comforted.

The PREMIER: I suppose the hon. mem-
ber was there, too, The Bill is perfectly
fair and is not designed to give undoe e
presentation to any of the people. It is quite
useless for the hon. member to say he ig here
on the vote of the working men, and that 1
am hera on the vote of other people, We are
all here on mixed votes.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I did not say that.

The PREMIER: The hon. member in.
ferred it. I would be ashamed to be A mem-
ber*if I could not fairly represent all sec
tions of the people.

Mr. Teesdale: Hear! hear!

The PREMIER: Every member is re
taurned by a mixed vote, and I hope it wili
always be so. Polities ehould be above every-
thing else, and it ought to be poseible for the
electors to exercise a wise discretion. Let the
people have a chance to return the represen
tatives they desire. Do not let ua aay the
working man will vote this way and the non
working man will vote another way. It i
not a case of having special electorates re
tarning certain members.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is what you have
done under this Bill.

The PREMIER: We have not, This Bil
nrovides for fair representution. Under the
single electorate system and the system of
which the hon. member approves—special re-
presentation for speeial industrics—we eannol
get an equal number of electors for 2aet
cleetorate. That mever has been done, and
I do not know that it has ever actually beer
proposed.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
ing Order 120 states—

A reply shall be allowed to a membel
who has made a substantive motion to the

House, or moved the second reading of z

Bill, but not to any member who has movei

an order of the day (mot heing the sceond

reading of a Bill), an amendment or in
struction to a committee.
The Premier has moved an order of the
day that the Bill he read a third time, o he

T find that Stund
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bas no right of reply. The member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Apgwin) has
not moved an amendment. I am sorry to
have to rule the Premier out of order, but
that is the instruction contained in the Stand-
ing Orders and T cannot go beyend it.

The Premier: I am sorry too. It scems
very unfair under the Standing Orders.

Mr. Lambert rose to speak.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Coolgardie may procecd.

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [3.9]: Just
a minute.

My, SPEAKER: The hon. member must
not treat the House with disrespect.

Mr. LAMBERT: I do not know that there
is any disrespect in asking you to pause a
moement.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
proceed if he intemds to spenk.

Mr. LAMBERT: I desire to move an
amendment.

Hon. W. C. Apgwin: Move to strike out
““now’’ and add ‘‘six months’’ end that
will allow the Premier to speak.

The Premier: You need not trouble about
me.

Mr. LAMBERT; I wust offer a final pro-
test against the passing of the Bill, There
has been no great public demand for the
Bill. The Premier the other night spoke of
having a mandate from the people to do this
and that. I do not know that the redistri-
bution of seats was ever mentiomed at the
last generzl election. Many matters of Gov-
ernment policy were mentioned and gince then
have been conveniently forgotten.

The Premier: You have no right to say
that sort of thing. You promised prohibition
and alt sorts of things which have not been
mentioned since.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1¢

Mr. BSPEAKER: Order! That has noth-
ing to do with the third rcading of this Bill

Mr. LAMBERT: I deo not kmow that I
ever associated myself with prohibition. The
Premier is a little astray in that observa-
tion. At the last general election the matter
of a redistribution of the electoral boundaries
had no place in the Premice’s policy speech.
There has been no great desirc tor a redistri-
hution of seats. At the present time we are
engaged on a developmental scheme actually
trying to recover the threads of industry lost
during the war. Many of the industries loat
a good deal of population during the war.
1T refer particularly to the mining industry
which suffered considerably, not only during
the war but during the period of reconstrue-
tion. There is now every indication that the
old-time prosperity of mining will be reached
again at no distant date. If we pass this
Bilt it will be tantamount to declaring that
the mining fields of Western Australia are
on the down grade, and should be deprived
of congiderable parliamentary representation,
1{f members peruse this morning’s ¢‘ West
Australian’’ they will see that significant de-
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velopments are taking place on almost every
goldfiedd in Western Australia, particularly
the Eastern Goldfields, and everyone must be
impressed with the possibility that at no dis-
tant date we shall have a revival of the in-
dustry to sugh an extent as will bring the
population np to the level of a few years ago.
Apart from that we have the commendable
land {development policy of the Premier, 1
am optimistic enough to believe that in a few
years’ time there will be big industries in
some of our agrienltural centres which may
justify another redistribution of seats. There-
fore, the launching of this Bill at the present
juncture is premature. 1t has not been de-
manded by any important section of the com-
munity. One or two of the metropolitan news-.
papers have made pagsing references to it
when they were short of news or for some
other reason best known ta themselves. There
are one or two anomalies in the represenia-
tion of the gold-mining areas but anomaliss
will erop up in a year or two even in the
agricultural areas which the Premicr is trying
to settle to-day. I do not say that the Pre-
mier has been designedly unfair in drafting
this Bill, but the result could not be more
disastrous to the goldfields if the measure
had been deliberately desigmed to filch from
the goldficlds all the parliamentary represen-
tation fossible. A grave error in the Bill was
that pointed out by the member for North-
East Fremantle last night, that this quickly
coneeived Bill gave agricultural representa-
tion almost within a stone’s throw of the eity
boundary. This is a grave anomaly, and we
can only hope that the powers of the com-
misgion will be sufficiently elastic to remedy
it. T bardly think the Premier would justify
agricultural representation almost within a
stone’s throw of the Perth Town Hall.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair,]

Mr. Pickering: There is some division.

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, and a reasonable
division could be struck, one whick would he
fair to the agricultural area and to the metro-
politan area. This Bill i3 not fair in that
respect.  In view of the fact that the gold-
fields may revive at any time, and that the
logs of goldfields population is not due to any
exhavstion of the mincral resources, we uare
justified in protesting against the passing of
the Bill which will de an injustice to the
goldfields areas. Without « desire to fur-
ther delay the Honse, T move an amendment—

That ‘‘now’' be struck out, and ‘*this
ilay six months'' added.

The PREMIER (Hon, Sir James Mitchell—
Northam—on amendment) {3.187: I am glad
thc hon. member has submitted his amendment
ir moderate language. All the same it is not
plearant for anyone to be accused of unfair-
ness. I do net like it. T have always en-
deavoured to be fair and can claim to have
been fair with regard te the Bill, I have
said that we cannet have an equal nomber of
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voters in each electorate. Hon. members op-
posite elaim that the goldfields should be bet-
ter treated because they hope to see a revival
in mining. I, too, hope there will be a revivax
in mining, and my desire is to see more peo-
ple on the goldfields than we have ever bad.
But where the votes are, so the representa-
tion must be.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
provide for that.

The PREMIER: It does so as far as the
goldfields are concerned.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: No; 9.37.

The PREMIER: The Bill does not pro-
vide for representation of 9.37. There may
be more electors on the roll to-day than there
were when I got the figures, but I ¢laim thag
the goldfields have been correctly treated.
The quota for the goldfields is very mueh
lower than that of the scattered agricultural
districts. Never beforc in the history of the
State has such a proposal been submited to
provide for goldfields representation, I am
asking that the quota for Kalgoorlic shall be
the same as the quota for the Avon electo-
rate. We should realise that justice has heen
done to the people of the goldfields. Of
course I know that the Bill will he discussed
and that Kalgoorlie will say, ‘‘ You have not
done justice to us; Mr. Lutey told us so.”’
I intend to go to the goldfields and wil meet
the hon. member there.

Mr. Lutey: You had better keep away.

The PREMIER: I shall trust to the good
sense of the people of the goldfields. I have
heen there before in troublesome times and |
shall ga again in connection with this Bill. L
will be obliged to go there to explain the
position and the hon. member will not °get
much change out of me. If we have been
generous to any part of the State it has been
to the goldfields. There is no need to discuss
the matter at any length, but T do resent be-
ing told that the Bill is designed to provoke
atrife and trouble in the community. It will
have no such effect. The Government of the
country is in wise hands and it will not mat-
ter to the people how their representatives
are retnrned or whether they come from Kal-
goorlie, Perth or the North-West, so long as
the representatives who are returned do their
duty well. If the member for North-East
Fremantle had been in his seat he would have
heard me tell the House that the quota for
the goldfields would be 500 lees than the
quota for the geattered agrieultural distriets.
The hon. member in his wildest moments
would not suggest that the quota should be
less than that of the agricultural districts. Tn
the Bill that he produced in 1913 the repre-
sentation to the goldfields under the then
population was six

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
was 13,

The PREMIER: That Bill provided that
there should be automatic redistribution. The
goldfields would have had aix seats under
that Bill. The goldfields are much better
treated now.

Mr. Heron: They will tell you differently
when you go up there.

This Bill does not

TUnder that Bill it
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The PREMIER: 1 mn perfectly willing
to go np there. The great trouble that al-
ways follows redistribution is that the people
are deceived by statemcnts made regarding
the Bill and not by the Bill itself. The pro-
visions in the present Bill are much rounder
than the arguments used on the hustings
against the Bill. Hon, members opposite had
thres meetings of their party in connection
with their Bill before they could get an
agreement on it.

Han. W. C. Angwin:
having had meetings.
The PREMIER:

we had a meeting.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
Suszex blew the gaff.

The PREMIER: There i5 no reason why
parties should not have mectings over a mat-
ter of this deseription. But we have never
had n caucus meeting, and we never bind each
other, let va get away from all this paltri-
ness in reference to parly meetings. We know
the Oppesition hold meetings, and we do not
object.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: We do not object
to you holding meetings, but we objeet to you
denying the fact,

The PREMIER: I cannot allow my tem-
per to be upset by these interjectioms, but L
do feel a little annoyed when I listen to the
arguments of the memher for North-East
Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin). Someone
said when listening to his statements: ‘I
should not mind all this from any other man,
but the people will believe Mr. Angwin.’!

Hon. W. C. Angwin: They will believe me
this time, and I am correet.

The PREMIER: This time the memhber
for North-East Fremantle is not correct, and
it people want proof of that, they have only
te rend his speeches in ‘‘Hansard,”’ and take
the Bill and comparc it with that of 1013,
The hon, member said that such a Bill should
be fair, just and equitable. It is fair and
just, and it provides equitable representation.
I do not know that it could be more fair. [t
may be urged by the metropolitan people—-as
a matter of faet, it is not urged by them—
that in giving the metropolitan area two seats
they are not securing adequaie represonta-
tion. Some hon, members have urged that
there should be 15 szeats allotted to the metro-
politan area, but no one asked for more than
one extra seat. As a matter of fact, when
the question wenmt to a division, some Op-
position members decided to vote against any
increase in the represemtation of the metro-
politan area. However, the metropolis will
have an inereased number of representatives,
for Perth has a very large population, but at
the same time the agricultural, goldfields, and
Northern areas will have fair representation
as well. Later on, the House will have an
opportunity of dealing with the Commission’s
proposals regarding the various distriets. 2
hope the amendment moved by the member
for Coolgardie will not be agreed to. T trust,
also, that the Bill will he carefully explained
to the people later on and if that explanation
be made fairly and reasomably, they will

But we did not deny
No one here has denied

Yes, the member for
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agree that we have done the best that is pos-
sible for the goldfields. I will not be told by
anyone in this House that I have no con-
ideration for the goldfields. I have the
greatest consideration for that part of the
State, for I know the value of the mining
industry and what it is worth. It is entitled
to adequate representation in thia Chamber.
That part of the State will have at least
nine members, if not more. In faet, it will
bave representation beyond its just claima
under the Bill, compared with the agricottural
districts.

Mr. Heron: What about a comparison
with the North-West?

The PREMIER: The goldficlds members
eannot object to the proportion. I would
be ashamed to be conneeted with any pro-
posal which wes not brought down in all
fairness, or with any proposition that was not
fair and just to all sections of the com-
munity. The Bill is net caleulated to pro-
voke troubles and strife, but to give satisfae-
tion and fair representation to everv class of
the community.

Mr, PICEERING (Sussex) [3.35|: The
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) said
that there was no necessity for the measnre.
He should cast his memory back to 1913
when a similar measure was introduced by
the Labour Government. That surely s an
indieation that there is a necessity for the
measure, apart from the fact that there has
been a general outery for more thau a year
for a redistribution of seats, The Bill pro-
vides for any alteration of boundaries that
may be necessary from time to time, but T
think it would have been wise to include
a provise that no alteration in bonndaries
ghould take place for at least five years.
That would enable hon. members to hecome
familiar with the boundaries of their
electorates. I am not partieularly anxious
for a Redistribution of Seats Bill. 1 am
familiar with the boundaries of my eclector-
ate and my electors. It is not » inatter of
meeting personal wishes, however, but of
what is fair to the State as a whole. Not-
withstanding what the member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) has
said, the basis on which the Bill rests is
sound. It will give general satisfaction to
the people throughout the State. So for
from not having heard anyone approve of
the Bill, I have good opportunities of meet-
ing the people of the metropolis, and T am
prepared to assert the contrary to what the
member for North-Fast TFremantle hasx
stated. Some question has been raised re-
garding the Swan eleetorate which, it has
been stated, should be included in the metro-
politan area. It must be recognised that at
some part of the State, a line of demarea-
tion must be drawn, Tf one referred to the
agricueltural and weiropolitan areas, it is
quite reasonable to assume that there should
be snb-divisions of the Sonth Fremantle and
Guildford electorates, for there is a large

3017

agrieultural element in each of them. In
these eircumstances, I do not think there is
any justification for trying te disturb the
equitable margin shown regarding the Swan
electorate. It is ridiemlous te expeet that
such a Bill wonld receive the approba-
tion of rhe whole Chamber. It has been
thoroughly debated for morc than 29 hours
and it emerged from the Comnrittee stage
with only a minor alteration. Peeculiariy
enough, that minor alteration was in the
interests of the Party taking such strong
exeeption to the measure,

Mr. Lutey: You were bound and gagged
at your party meeting.

Mr. PICKTRTNG: | take exception to
that statement, 1 made a frank admission
of what I knew of the Bill. T was bound by
my promise to support the measure, wirich
1 think is in the best interests of the State
as a whele. My conduet during the debate
is evidenve of my satisfaction with the Bill.

Mr. McCALLUM  (South Fremantle)
[8.38]: After 30 hours of discussion, we
failed to impress the Premier with our con-
viction that the Bill i unfair. T do not
know whether next time a Bill comes down,
we will have to extend our protests hevond
30 hours. .

The Prewmier: Please God, no!

Mr. McCALLUM: If the Premier is 30-
hour proof against attacks upon his convie-
tion that the Bill is fair, we will have to
extend that protest. He has repeatedly
made the statement that where the popula-
tion goes, there the votes will go.

The Premier: Within the divigions set out
in the Bill.

Mr. MeCALLUM: And lhe has asserted
that if the goldfields had the population,
they would get the vote, He has not fol-
lowed that principle in the Bill.

The Premier: Yes, within the scope of the
divisions.

Mr. MePALLUM: Where the metropolitan
aren has inereased by 350,000 electors, the
ugrienltural areas have increase by 10,000,
and yet the agricultural areas, with their
incrense of 10,000, are fo get two extra
sents, and the metropolitan area, with an
increase of An,000, is only to get two seafs
as well. The Premier’s argument does not
work out fairly. The Premier said that in
their wildest claimg, goldfields members
would not argue that their portions of the
State were entitled to more than the agri-
eultural areas, They are entitled to more.

The Premier: | compared one small area
with one g aica.

Me. MeCALLTUM: Why did not the Pre-
mier compare the Hannans electorate with
the Northam, Bunbury or Albany constitu-
ency? Such a comparison would not suit
him., T wauld emphasise the disadvantages
under which the miners in the outer gold-
ficlds labour compared with the men work-
ing in the agricuitural areas. Ts there any
ecomparison between the conditions under
which the miner is working at Wiluna or
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Lake Darlot, and the man working at Bruce
Rock or Northam? The Premier’s compari-
son between Kalgoorlic and Avon suited his
arguments, but he would not embark upon
a comparison between Hannans and the
agricultural seats I referred to. If the
Premier had given effect to his arguments
in the Bill, it would have been all right, but
he has not done so.

The Premier: There are 500 fewer electors
in the goldfields electorates tham in the agri-
eultural distriets.

Mr. McCALLUM: It will not work out in
that way. The Premier lumped the gold-
fields districts together, instead of dividing
them.

The Premier: You were against the Mur-
chison in your arguments.

Mr. MeCALLUM: We are trying to secure
Jhe position of the Murchison and the North
Coolgardie goldfields seats. The Premier is
very apt at putting forth arguments and
gtatements, bui when it eomes {o their appli-
cation in the Bill, he will not have it. The
people, when they understand the Bill, will
sea that it is not equitable, and will take
steps to preveni the comtrol of Parliament
resting with one particular seetion of the
community.” We on this side have striven to
prevent that.

Mr. Teesdale: We on this side will see
that it does not oeceur.

Mr. MeCALLUM: We have examined the
Bill in all its phases. Every one of our
amendments provided againat handing over
the control of Parliament to any particular
gection of the community. What we want
is fair representation for all seections. We
have failed in that, notwithstanding which
the contention is still put forward that the
Bill assures fair representation for all. If
the third reading be ecarried, the Bill will
have to be left to the people. I regret that
we were unable to get a decision which wounld
have prevented handing over the struggle to
the people. It would have been very much
better if, at the next election, we eonld have
told the people that the Parliamentary re-
presentation provided waa equitable and just.
We cannot do that, because all our afforts
have gone for nanght. If the Bill expressed
the arguments used by the Premier, it
would be all right. It does not do that, nor
will the Premier allow us to amend it to
conform with his own contentions. The miner
is entitled to more consideration than are
others because the miner’s life is barder than
the lives of those engaged in other industries,
while his prospects are the poorest of all. I
regret we ghould have been vnable to amend
the Bill. Sinee the Premier insists upon
putting it through the third reading, we can
only hope that before it beeomes operative
there will be such an influx of population in
the mining districts that even under the Bill
the representation provided will be more
nearly equitable than it would be to-day.

Amendment put and negatived.

[ASSEMBLY.)

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

Ayes . o .. .. 23
Noes . .. . .13
Majority for .. .. 10
AYES,
Mr. Angelo Mr. Mann
Mr. Broun Bir James Mitchell
Mr. Carter Mr. Money
Mr. Davies Mr, Pickering
Mr. Denton Mr, Sampson
Mr, Durack Mr. J. H. 8mith
Mr. George Mr. Stubbs
Mr, Harrlson Mr, Teesdale
Mr. Hickmott Mr. A. Thomsott
Mr, Johnston Mr, Underwood
Mr, Latham Mr. Mullany
Mr. C. C. Maley {Teller.)
NOES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Marshall
Mr. Chesson Mr. McCallum
Mr, Corboy Mr. Hichardsom
Mr. Cunningham Mr? Willeock
Mr. Heron Mr. Wlilson
Mr. lLambert Mr. Munsla
Mr. Luley (Feller.)

Question thue passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILL—PERPETUAL TRUSTEES, EXECU-
TORS AND AGENCY COMPANY (W.A.)
LTD. (PRIVATE).

Report of Committes adopted.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILL—HOSPITALS TAX.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT.
In Committee.

Mr. Stebbs in the Chair; the Minister o
Mines in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to.

Clause 2—Amendment of Section 6 of Act
No. 50 of 1920:

Mr. DURACK: It would appear that if a
person holds a license and the land is after-
wards sold under a Crown grant, he would
have no right to prospeet over it. Some pro-
vition should be embodied in this clause giving
the holder of a license the same right as the
Crown enjoys in this respect . I would sug-
gest the addition of the words ‘‘prior to the
granting of the license.’’ T think this wounld
meet the case.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is
only one ease where this sort of thing applies
at the moment. I nope the two parties in
digpute will amicably settle the matter. If
not, I think I have power under the Act to
enforce an arrangement. The surface rights
to land are granted to a maximum depth, in
some cases to 200 feet below the surface.
From 200 feet down to the centre of the earth
belongs to the Crown. TUnder the Act the
holder of a license has a right to prospect on
Crown land, but he cannot go on the snrface
of private property that lies over any Crown
land. This may mean that a certain pereent-
age of land that has been alienated may not
be prospected for oil from the depth below
the surface when it becomes Crown land.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Do you not thisk the
owner of alienated land would enter into an
agreement with the other people in such a
case?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If it is
discovered that land under the 200 fret from
the surface is worthy of being prospected
for oil and the owner of the land will not do
that prospecting, the State should be entitled
to take the matter in hand. 1f, however, the
holder of private property is prepared to
prospect for oil on his own property, he
shonid be placed in the same position as the
permit holder. Licenses that are now being
issned give the right to prospect on Crown
land other than under alienated properties.
It the owner of private land does not pro-
spect, and there is evidence of oil under his
property, the State should be able to see that
sueh oi] resources are prospected.

Mr. Underwood: What is private property?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Tt is land
alienated or in process of alienation.

Mr. Underwood: You mean land that may
become freehold?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes.
There may be a big area of land that is
alienated, but the Crown lands under it may
not be got at because they are covered with
private property. If the owner does not pros-
pect we ought to make provision that, sub-
Ject to compensation, prospecting for oil on
Crown lands below the sarface shonld be made
possible. There is no serious diffienlty in the
matter, and T am not concerned whether the
elause is passed or not.

Mr, DURACK: Take the case of a licensee
who has certain rights to prospeet. Should
his area be sold or alienated at any period
ahead, he would have no further rights to
prospect under this elause.

The Minister for Mines: No.

Mr, DURACK: That wonld be scarcely
fair. Take the people who are operating now
and have spent a considerable sum of money
on the work.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Land has
been alienated under different conditions. On
land that is alienated to-day the oil rights
are reserved to the Crown. The holder of a
license can prospect for oil there, subject to
the approval of the Crown, and that of the
holder of the freehold land. The point raised
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by the member for Kimberley is already pro-
vided for in the original Act,

Mr. CHESSON: I hope the clause will be
passed as printed. Any person who desires
to prospect for oil should be allowed to do
so on land in course of alienation from the
Crown or on private property, provided ample
compensation is allowed to the owner of the

and.

Mr. DURACK: How is the licensee pro-
vided for under the Act? Therc are certain
licensees operating on Crown lands to-day.
Should that land be sold at a later date they
would have no right to anything beyond the
200 feet. That is not the intention of the
Act. They may have spent £50,000 and the
Crown may say, ‘‘We will grant you no fur-
ther rights.'’

The MINISTER FOR MINES: This is
provided for in the principal Aect. But if
it is necessary to prospect on private property,
there is power for that to be done, subject to
the person whose land is being used reeeiving
eompensation aceording to the purpose for
which the land is taken. If tbere is oil, the
owner must be compensated for deprivation of
his surface rights.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 3—agreed to.
Clanse +—Amendment of Section 10:

Mr. DURACK: This is a matter on which
operators stick. The extension of oil rights
to the several portions of an area held should
not be at the discretion of the Minister. I
think the original intention was that oil
rights should extend to every portion of the
land held under lease. This clanse should
read that the licensee's rights shall be deemed
to extend to the several portions of the area
held.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: One or two
licensees asked for this clange, Personally I
do not think it is needed. An area is granted
ta prospect for oil. In the event of oil being
discovered and reported, the Government Geol=
ogist, after inspection, defines what he con-
siders is likely to be the area of the oil basin.
That area is then exempted, taken out of the
license. The holder continnes te prospeet in
the area. The original® discovery, howerver,
forms no part of his license. If he discovers
another basin within the boundaries of the
area, he is in exactly the same position as he
was in before he found the first basin, We
grant licenses up to 10 years and during that
period there can be no interference with the
licensee. I ask the Committee to Qelete the
elause.

Clause put and negatived.

Clanse 5-—Power 1o reward the discoverer
of o0il on an area of which he i3 not the
licensee:

Mr, DURACK: If a person gave informa-
tion of seepage, and this led to a discovery,
I do not think the original licensee would be
entitled to royalty, because the second mam
would he the discoverer.
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Mr, Wilson: Too thin.

The Minister for Mines: The only discov-
erer under the Bill is the Jicensee,

Mr. Chesgpn: The licensce iz fally pro-
tected.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The priuci-
pal Act gives the licensee protection, in the
event of mineral oil being discovered in pay-
able quantities, which i8 a different thing
from mere indications. Suppose a boundary
rider or a stockman travelling about the coun-
try discovers indications as the result of whieh
an oil basin is found by the livensce; then
such boundary rider or stockman would be
entitled to a reward. There would be mo re-
ward unless oil was discovered in payable
quantities, and it is only the licensee who ean
diseover oil in payable quaatities.

Mr. DURACK: I fail to see how the lic-
ensec i3 profected. Section 10 is not suffic-
icntly definite.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The licensce is quite
safe under the present Minister,  All other
countries, ineluding the Northern Territory,
have cut down the area of the license very
materially. But thig is a Bill to extend. The
member for Kimberley wants further exten-
sion, wants the world and the sun and the
planets. The Bill does not go to the root of
the question, and te try to amend it is vseless,
The member for Kimberley is interested, and
should not be in the Chamber while the Bill
is being discussed. There is a Starding Order
that a member of Parliament must not debate
any question affecting his own personal in-
teresta.

Mr. Durack: If that applied, there wonld
ba very few of us here.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I do not mind sayiag
that the member for Kimberley and the Min-
ister for Education and the Hon. G. W. Miles
are deeply interested in oil leases. The mem-
ber for EKimberley has no right to remain here
while this Bill is under discussion.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses § to 8—agreed to.
Clause 9—Tailings Lease:

Mr. CHESSON: I think a muachinery leasc
should be ineluded.

The Minister for Mines: That dges not

apply.
Mr. CHESSON: A lot of abandoned leases
are held as machinery areas and there is no
hope of getting the right to go into the main
shafts. In many instances the machinery is
obsolete. Tf a prospector obtains the for-
feiture of a lease, it is useless unless he can
use the main shaft. Often as mueh as five
acres is held 28 a machinery area. If the
words suggested were included, aecess would
be given to a lot of Jand now held aup.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Under the
existing law and regulations, a machinery
area is only an authorised holding, and anyone
can take it up as a mining tenement, lease
or claim, by the ordinary process we are
setting ont for a tailings lease. If the war-
dea held that because it was n machinery area,
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the shaft belonged to the holder of the ma-
chivery area and should not be used, it would
be quite contrary to the spirit and intention
of the Act, The main shaft ean be used.
If the machinery is interfering with mining
operations, I believe the Minister has power
to call upon the holder to remove his plant.
The only reason we give a machinery area is
that the holder way be treating tailings or
sluicing. Tt is an authorised holding which
dovs not carry mining rights, If he is hinder-
ing mining operations, the Minister can een-
cel his machinery aren and make it available
for lease or claim purposes. If the hon, mem-
ber can cite a case of an aven being held up,
I shall have the matter inquired into, and if
there is not the necessary power already, I
shall introduoce legislation next session to
grant it. I do not belicve that the holder
of an authorised holding should interfere
with mining operations.

Mr. CHESSON: I accept the Minister's
assutance that if I can bring & case under hia
notice, he will have the Act amended. I wish
to ensure that a person who takes up an aban-
doned holding shall have the use of the main
ghaft, In order to use the main shaft, 3 man
requires the surface rights so that he might
instal an up-to-date engine. In the past fic-
titiows prices have heen put upon obsolete
machinery.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 10— Principal Act to he reprinted as
smended :

Me. MUNSIE: Should not this clause be
amended to include the amending Act of 1621 ?

The Miniater for Mines: No; the amending
Act of 1021 contained s similar provision and
therefore it became part of the Act of 1920.

Clause put and passed.
New Clause—Amendment of Section 26 :
The MINISTER FOR MINES: 1 move—

Thet the following be inserted to stend as
Clause 9 :—*" Provisos arec added to Section 26
in Part IIL. of the Mining Act Amendment
Act, 1921, as follows:—(1) Provided that
where severa) tribute agreements are made in
respect of the same mine, the period for which
any subsequent agreement is granted may,
with the approval of the warden, be less than
six months if necessary to enable to respective
terms of the zeveral agreements to cxpire at
the same time: Provided also that a tribute
agreement may (with the approval of the
warden) be varied by a subsequent agreement
as reganis the land to be let by amendment ol
the defined boundaries thereof, ar the addition
or substitution of other ground, whether con
tiguous or not, to or for the ground as originally
derined ; and such variation may have effecl
for the residue of the period for which the
original ngreement is operative, or any Te
newal thereof.’ ™

The member for Hannana brought under mj
notice the necessity for this provision. Omt
mine in particular is working on tribute only
and has a plant treating the whole of the orn
produced in that mine. It is necesaary that the
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mine should be able to make its tribute aglee-
ments to espire together. If therc were four
parties working for three months, & couple of
others for two months, and one for o month, it
would be impossible to keep the plant going.
If & man has a tribute for gix months from the
1st March, the mine will not let a tribute ofter
that date, hecause it cannot let a tribute for
less than sixv months and it is subject to six
months' notice. There are blocks of land which
miners are anxious to get on tribute, hut cannot
get hecause of the minimum peried of six monthe.
Other men have thrown up old llocks because
they proved unpayable, and wish to take up
other hlocks, but these men also are idie. The
new clause is only a fair proposition.

Mr. MUNSIE: 1 support the new clause.
On one mine in Kalgoorlie there are four tribute
parties who had reasonably good tributes. They
worked their ground right up to the boundary
of their tribute blocks, and there was good ore
minning into vunused lend. The mine owner
will not let a trilbute, and he cannot-extend the
boundary: Such men should be alle to follow
payable ore into wnused country without being
compelled to register a fresh tiihute agreement,
which meens an apreement for 12 months. When
I was last in Kalgoorlie [ wos spproached by the
tributers and the mine owner who requested this
amendment. If the amendment is passed, i6
will mean that 30 more men will go to work
within & weelk.

New clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with an amendment and the
report adopted.

Read n third time and transmitied to the
Coungil.

Validity of Member's Vote.

The CHATRMAN : Hefore T leave the Chair,
I may be permitted to refer to the point raised
by the member for Pilbara in connection with
the validity of the vote of en hon. member who
has a pecuniary interest in the subject matter
before the House. Standing Order 192 directly
prohibits that. I have,had ** May ™ turned up,
and * May " says that if any person is interested
in a matter which is then before the House,
his vote shell rightly be challenged. but where
in common with others of His Majesty's subjects,
& member holds a pecuniary interest in that
subject matter he will not be debarred from
taking an active part and voting on the question
before the Chair. If there is any hon, member
in this Chamher who owns a lease, his vote will
rightly be challenged.

Mr. GNDERWOOD : 1 do not know how far
that extends—*" holding in common with otheis.”
I do know, at least I think I know, that in con-
nection with the Okes-Durack oil leases the
original fnder was Okea, Then Durack, Cole-
batch and Miles went through that country and
they paid QOkes £3,000 or £4,000 and became the
owners of the lease. ’

The Minister for Mines: The question is
whether the member for Kimberley is entitled to
vote,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is the position,
and it is just as well that members ghould know
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that Mr. Durack, Mr. Colebatch, and Mr. Miles
are the holders of the Okes-Durack oil license.

Mr. DURACK : I am astounded at the asser-
tion made by the memher for Pilbars that Mr.
Colebatch and Mr. Miles sre associated with
me in the oil license. Those gentlemen may be
sharcholders in the company, but they certainly
never had any association whatever with me in
connection with my operations in acquiring this
lease. The hon. member should- be hetter
advised in his facts and not make rash statementas.

Mr. ANGELO: 1 presume & member can
speak on a question in which he is interested
even though his vete may be disallowed.

The CHAIRMAXN: Only his vote cen be
challenged.

MOTION—MIDLAND RAILWAY
COMPANY'S LANDS.

Acquisition of Concession.

Debate resummed from 25th October, 1922, on
motion by Licut. Col. Denton—

That in the opinion of this House, if an
equitable arrangement can he made, the lands
and railway of the Midland Railway Company
should be acquired by the Government of this
State, and that a valuation of both the rail-
way and the unalienatcd and partly elicnated
fands be made as soon ra possible.

Hon. M. F. TROY (Mt. Magnet) [¢4-53: It
has been said that if Parlisment agrees to the
motion, it will mean that the Government will
he compromised.

The Premier: That the Government will not
be free in their negotiations.

Hon. M. F. TROY: Yes. Drobably that is
correct in part. It may create an opinion in the
minds of people overseas who want to dispose of
this railway that & vote of this character is bind-
ing on the Government. Of eourse, we know if the
motion is carried, it will he a mere pious ex-
presaion of opinion, that it will not bind the
Government one way or the other. If such &
mation were to hind the Government, 1 would
not vote for it. In any question such as the
purchase of the Midland Company's property,
it is desirable that the Government should have
an entirely free hand. This is not the first time
that the purchase of the Midland Railway
Company's concession has come before this
House. 1 have a lively recollection of one of
the first occasions when the matter was brought
forward by the late Mr. Daglish, when Premier.
1t was my first term in Parliament, and I re-
member the whole buisness. The Daglish
Government entered into negotintions with the
Midland Company to purchase the concession
for a million and a half.

The Minister for Worl's: £1,140,000.

Hon. M F. TROY: 1 know it was & com-
paratively small amount, and had the Govern-
ment made the purchase without consulting
Parliament, the deal would have gone down to
history as one of the finest brought off on behall
of the State. But the Daglish Government
decided to submit the matter to Parliament.

The Minister for Works: There were a lot of
rumours about at the time.

Hon. M. F. TROY : Parliament messed the
matter up principally on account of party
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politics. ~There were two men largely re-
spongible for the failure to carry out the deal
and they were Meagrs. Rason and Crepory. I
was here at the time and I knew of their duplicity,
and T knew also that they wore largely respon-
gible for the rumours. I remember & speech
made by both Gregory and Rason at Midland
Junetion, in which they gave it out that members
of the Government stood to make a personal
profit out of the transaction.

The Ministér for Works: There were others
besides them.

Hon. M. F. TROY : The “ Sunday Times,” and
some of Mr. Daglish’a own party were not too loyal
either. Mr. Daglish was accused in public in the
Press and in this House by members of the
Opposition  with trying to bring about a
transaction which was corrupt. I know that he
was assailed by Rason and Gregory. After 20
yeara I make this accusation hecause it waa
my first cxperience in Parliament and I was
not as wicked as T am today. I was im.
pressed by the manner in which the matter
was brought before the Houase, and the action
that was taken to destroy the whole trans-
action. Mr. Daglish is now dead, but I
will do this justice to his memory by saying
that there was never a cleaner proposition put
before the House than the suggested purchase
of the Midland Compsny’s concession. Just at
that time there was a stnike at Lawlers and Blaok
Range and Senator Lynch who was then a
member of this Chamber, and I, were proceeding
to the apot to endeavour to eettle the dispute,
Before going away we had to get pairs. I paired
with Mr. Quinlan the then member for Toodyay,
who supported the purchase. 1 told Mr. Daglish
what I had done. He said to me ** How are you
going to vote” I gaid, I am in {avour of
the purchase.’® Mr. Daglish replied, ‘I wish
you would stay here and vote against the
purchase.,’” I asked him why, and his reply
was, *' Because of the rotten inainuations about
corruption on the part of the Government in
connection with the transaction.” I said, “ If
that is how youn feel about it, why did you in-
troduce the Bill ?"' Mr. Daglish answered, ** T
promised that if the Government did not purchase
the line we would submit the matter to Parlia-
ment,’” and I am keeping my word. MMr. Daglish
added that he was washing his hands of the
whole business. Furthermore, he said this to
me, and it was prophetic, * Mark you, if
the Government de not purchase the con-
ceasion for a million and & quarter now, in 10
years time they will have to pay more for the
railway itself.”” Those words have proved to be
quite frue, for the company scvon afterwards
sold half & million pounds worth of land. A
dissolution occurred later and the fight ranged
round the purchase of the Midland Railway.
Some of my own electors said to me, ** We should
not vote for you because you supported the
Midland Railway busziness.” I informed those
people that the proposal was an honest one, but
they were influenced hy what appeared in the
* Sunday Times" and the talk in the House
and thought it was corrupt. I give these par-
ticulars, because I have heard so many people
say that the Government missed a great oppor-
tunity. I assert the Govermment never had a
chance of doing anything, for Parlinment would

[ASSEMBLY.]

not give them the opportunity. As I aaid in
those days, time would have justified the pur-
chase of the line. I know & man who contested
the Central Province election a little while ago
who said¢ that the Labour Government should
have purchased the line. They never had such
an opportunity. He was a man who was mixed
up in the opposition to the purchage. To bring
about the downfall of the Government, he did
not scruple to even injure the interests of his
constituenecy.

Mr. Money: That is party polibics!

Hon. M. F. TROY: Yes. It can never be
said of the Labour Party that they have de-
scended to that sort of thing,

The Premier: I think Dr. Ellis was the prin-
cipal opponent at that time.

Hon. M. F. TROY: 1 attended the party
meetings. No man knows more about the whole
transaction than I do. I can pub my finger on
those who were concerned in the intrigue inside
the House, and I know what occurred outside.
It was & regrettable incident altogether, for the
State missed a great opportunity. There is
no better piece of country for agricultural pur.
poses than the Midland Company's proposition.

Lieut. Col. Denton: That ia correct.

Hon. M. F. TROY : There is a fine rainfall in
that part of the State and there are large areas of
aplendid land which are gituated in the central por-
tion of the State, so far as markets are concemed.
The railway must be purchased by the Govern-
ment at one time or another. 1 would not be
& party to tying the Government's hands re.
garding the purchase. I would not like to zes
the Government forced into the position of
having to pay s price which was not fair or
or reasonable. I do not propose to put them
in that pesition.

The Minister for Works : Hear, hear!

Hon. M. F. TROY : If the Midland Railway
Company are prepared to do business on reason-
able lines and make a faigoffer o the Government,
the House should support the Administration
in purchasing the line. I support the proposal
because of one other factor. The Midland lands
are not used to the best advantege. The-com-
pany sold land to people who posscased money
and who bought large arens. Unlike the Great
Southern and the land served hy other Govern-
ment railways, the areas along the Midland line
are too big and, in those circumstances, pro-
duction cannot be secured to the extent achieved
in other portions where the holdings are smaller,
I would instance the Nangetty and Urilla stations,
and other holdings along the line. If those
large holdings were repurchased, they could be
maede highly reproductive. None of the advan-
tages cnjoyed generally by settlers in other
parta of the State, can be secured in the Midland
areas until the railway is purchased I do not
beliove that there would have been any necessity
for the construction of the Wongan Hills-Mullewa
line had the Midland line been purchased years
ago, for we would have had spur lines running
out to serve such centres as Perenjori, Morowa
and Dalwallinu.

Mr. Teesdale: And they would have acted
a3 feeders for the main railway.

Hon. M. F. TROY : Thatisso. Idonot want
Parliament to be placed in the position that we
were in in 1905. T hope the Government will
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endeavour to secure the line at as reasonable &
price as possible. If they do so, Parlisment will
support the purchase.

Mr. Davies: Do you not think the carrying
of the motion will hamper the Government ?

Hon. M. F. TROY : Yes, to the extent that
the sharcholders in London will think that, as
a resolution has been carried in Parlisment,
we can force the Government to carry out the
terms of the motion.

Me, J. Thomson: This motion will put back
the purchase 25 yeas.

Hon, M. F. TROY : If we can get an offer the
Government should purchase the line, but we
should not compel them to do so.

The Minister for Works: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. F. TROY : I have always stood for
the purchase of the railway, se it will benefit
the country snd also my electorate. On the
other hand, if 1 were 5 member of the Govern-
ment, I would not purchass the line unless I
could get a reasonable bargain. 1 support the
motion but not with & view to committing the
Government to the purchase of the railway at
any cost. 1 would not stand for that at all. I
want to see the line purchased and I leave it to
the Government to make the bargain.

The Minister for Works: And to take the

responsibility.

Hon. M. F. TROY : That is so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Mr
Speaker,

Mr. SPEAKER : [oes the Minister desire to
gpeak ¥

l)Thla MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, ] wish
to have something to say on this matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: But the hon. member has
not the right to speak twice on the same motion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T have not
spoken to it yet.

Mr. SPEAKER : I have the hon. member’s
name on my list and if he looks through * Han-
sard "’ he will see bhat he has spoken.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 do not
think I have spoken on it at all.
Mr. MONEY (Bunbury) [5-8]: If there is

any serious intention of negotisting for the
purchase of the Midland railway line, it will be
very inadrisable for the House at any stage to
pass such & motion. As mentioned by the
Premier and others, it is not that the motion will
carry much weight with us hut it may be mis-
construed elsewhere, and it may prejudice the
CGovernment in making a good bargain. It will
he treated by people in London as » mandate from
the people of the State to purchase the line. In
the circumstances, I will vote against the motion.

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

Ayes ... 27
Noes ... 13
Majority for 14
AYERS,
AMr. Angelo Alr, Davies
Mr. Angwin Mr. Dentoo
Mr, Broun { Mr. Gibson
Mr. Chesson | Ar. Harrison
Mr. Cunningham { Mr. Heron

[109]

3023

Mr. Hickmott

Mr. Pickering
Mr. Hughes Mr. Richardson
Mr. Johoston Mr. ;. H. Bmith
Mr. Latham Mr. A, Thomson
Mr, C. C. Maley Mr. Troy
Mr. Maon | Mr. Willeock
Mr. Marshall | Me. Wilson
Mr., McCallum Mr, Munsie
Mr. O'Loghlen (Teller.)

Nors.

Mr. Curter Mr. Sampson
Mr. Durack ! Mr Scaddan
Mr. GQeorge Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Lambert Mr. J, Thomeon
Mr. Lutey Mr. Underwood
Bir James Mitchell Mr. Mullany
Mr. Money (Teller.)

Question thus passed.

Mr. Teesdale: This means a million pounds
more that the Government will have to pay.

The Minister for Works: Half s million,
anyhow,

Hon. W. C. Angwin : If that is 0, the Govern-
ment will not purchase it at all,

Mr. J. Thomson: Tt means blocking it al-
together.

MOTION—NARROGIN-DWARDA RAILWAY.
To inquire by Select Committee.

Debate resumed from 26th October, 1922,
on the following motion by Mr Hickmott :—

** That & Select Committee be appointed to
inquire into the advisability of constructing
the Narrogin-Dwarda railway, and that all
work on that line be suspended pending the
report of the committee.”

Mr. LATHAM (York) [5-18]: While there is
now very little time for the work of a select
committee, still I think some of the information
which has been gained through the discussion of
this motion will be of benetit to the State. I
have no wish to oppose the construction of the
line, but there are other lines which should have
preference over this one. ‘The line has been
authorised, and unless good reason can be shown
for repealing the Act, the work should be earried
out eventuslly, but there arc in other districts
men who have held their land for 12 years and
who ate still carting their wheat over long dis-
tances, across had country. There ia no reason
why preference should be given to this Narrogin-
Dwarda line.

Hon. W. C. Aogwin: There is nothing in the
metion giving it preference.

Mr. LATHAM: Still preference has been
given to it. The money could be better spent
on railwaya in other portions of the State. For
instance, there is the Kondinin-Narrogin line,
the Nyabing-Pingrup line, and the Esperance
railway. There will come a time when the
people who have so long waited for railway
communication will walk off their holdings and
claim compensastion from the Government.
Wheat cannot be commercially carted lo
distances. There are all those people epst of

Totadgin—



3024

The Premier: You are now discussing the
Narrogin-Dwarda railway.

Mr. Johnston : He wants the money spent in
his own electorate.

Mr. LATYHAM : Nothing of the sort. I want
just treatment. It is the hon. member who
wants everything spent in his own electorate.
Did not the member for Forrest relate how the
whole wealth of the State was centred on Narro-
gin? There is no necessity for the present
Government to mete ovt to the member for
Williams-Narrogin (Mr. Johnston) any special
privileges, The day for that has gone past.
New railways are authorised, yet peopie are kept
out in the wilderness without railway com-
munication. Ministers should have some feeling
for those people. 1 hope this Narrogin-Dwarde
railway will not be econstructed until other
railways authorised at the same time are running,
There is no necessity for this line, for no portion
of the land to be served is beyond 16 miles from
an existing reilway.

The Minister for Works:
district are in a bottle neck.

Mr. LATHAM: They seem to be very for-
tunately situated, I am glad the Mnister
stopped the construction of the line, and I hope
that no further construction will be undertaken
until Parliament meets next session. I want
fair play for all those who are farming miles
away from any existing railway. If there be
money available for railway construction, it
should be spent in the interests of those people.
A select committee just now would be of very
little vse, notwithstanding which T will support
the motion.

The people of the

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell—
Northam) [5-24]: Of course there is very little
to be achieved by carrying the motion at this
late hour. Quite a number of railways were
authorised years ago. Some of them have been
built, while others have yet to be constructed.

Mc. Harrison : They should all be built.

The PREMIER : In view of the high cost of
material it has not been posaible to build them
all within a short time. The cost of rails is atjll
high, although not as high as it was a few
months ago. We could not afford to purchase
rails at the top of the market, for that would
have meant the over capitalisation of the work.
The House suthorised the construction of this
railway a long time ago, and after the lapse of
years it is & serious metter to materially alter
the course of the line. I want the line, not to
serve the town of Narrogin, but to serve the
gettlers. Of course I can understand the atti-
tude of the member for Williams-Narrogin,
although I do not approve of it.

Mr. Lambert : What attitude ?

The PREMIER : An attitude of hostility to
everybody opposed to the line, whether in thia or
in another place.

Mr. Johnston : I heve relied on your promises,

The PREMIER: Of course we must have
regard for human nature, and the hon. member
knows how this affects his electorate.

Mr. Johnston : After having started the work,
it was pretty rough to stop it.

The PREMIER.: The construction of the
line wos not stopped. A deviation is required
and must be made. The line will he gone on
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with. It is sometimes necessary in the public
interest that there should be delay, or that there
ghould be a material deviation of route. It is of
no use expecting people to live on the land
without ressonable mcans of transport. What
we want in point of railway construetion is the
giving of an undertaking to the public on the
land that railway facilities will be forthcoming.
This line will run through an old settled district.

Hon. F. T. Broun: They arc not already
served by & railway.

The PREMIER : Not all of them.

Mr, Latham: The farthest out is only 16
miles away from an existing railway.

The PREMIER : The country west of Beverley
is far more thickly populated than is this dis-
trict. Our railway lines have to pay, for our
financial troubles have heen largely due to
losses on railways.

Mr, Lambert: Agricultural railways.

Hon. W. C. Angwin : The Lake Clifton railway,
for instance.

The PREMIER : Yes, and the Margatet River-
Augusta line, bought by my hon. friend. This
i also & dead loss, but it is now being converted
into use,

Mr. Lambert:
there,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Lake Chifton line
will not open up any country.

The PREMIER : I am sorry the Lake Clifton
line was purchased, particularly as things have
turned out. That is not the only line that has
been bought. When we have people on the land
we must serve them with railways. Several rail-
ways were authorised just before the Labour
Party went out of office, That Government had
not time to build them ; had there been time
the lines could have been built very much cheaper
then than they can be huilt to-day.

Hon. W. C. Angwin : It was intrigue that put
ue out of offige.

The PREMIER: The Labour Govemment
were pub out for the good of the country.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The country has been
going to the bad ever gince.

The PREMIER : When the ball is set rolling
it is diflicult to stop it. It is no use cryiug over
gpilt milk. I was & party to this line being
authorised and if deviation is needed it will have
t0 be made. I have no admiration for the part
the member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. John-
gton) played in connection with this line.

Mr. Johnston: It was rather awkward rte-
minding you of your promises.

The PREMIER : 1t is not because of anything
he has done that I am opposed to the motion.
It is no use appointing & select committee at: this
stoge, and I hope the House will not agree to
that being done. No gooed can come of it. This
mailway was authorised some years ago. I
would have no reasson for changing my opinion
in the matter except that I know there are other
districts we must serve with railways. If the
digtricts I have in mind could not be served
with railways, I might be prepared to vote for
the cancellation of the construction of this line,
but I know the other districts can be served and
the reilways can be made to pay.

Mr. LAMBERT (Coolgardie) [3-33]: 1t is
rather heart breaking to hear these juvenile

It was your colleague over



[31 Janvary, 1923.]

pioneers of the country shedding copious tears
becauee every farmer has not a railway running
to his own slip rails.

Mr. Harrison : To whom do you refer ¢

Mr. LAMBERT: I donot know that members
of the cross henches have done much for the
settlers in the Esperance district, who have been
waiting for many years for the construction of
the anthorised railway. No good purpose would
be served hy referring this matter to a select
committee. We have been treated to a good
deal of Press controversy in respect of this
railway. The Esperance line should be built
before any other. Members on the eross benches
should realise that this country has speat eight
or ten million pounds in building agricultural
lines, and that the loss to the general taxpayers
ia over half & million of money.

Mr. Pickering: Where would we be but for
the agricultural districts ?

Mr. LAMBERT: It is refreshing to hear the
declaration of the Premier that he is not going
to build railways unless they pay.

Mr. Harrison: Will the Esperance railway

ey ?

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes. It would have paid
20 years ago if it had been joined on to the
tailway system.

Mr. Hacrison : Why not 25 years ago ?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
must not interject.

Mr. LAMBERT : The State is going on in &
dangerous way building loop lines in & haphazard
fashion, and running them into bottle necks
everywhere. Some unniform system should be
adopted of grid-ironing the State in an efficient
manner. Al these railway should be run to
some definite terminus.

Mr. Harrigon : That should have heen done by
& former Government.

Mr. LAMBERT : If the hon. member's party
had given allegiance to that Government it
would have been done. You cannot expect
anything to be done under present conditions.
There should be a review of our present system
of building spur lines. The State should be
cut up in such a way that where loop lines are
put in some definite objective should be arranged
for. They should not be run out to dead ends,
and be obliged to carry & number of empty
trucks on the return journey. The member for
York (Mr. Latham) urged that the solid yeomanry
of the country would sacrifice what they consider
to be their birthright and leave their holdings,
unless each one was provided with a 3ft 6in
gauge railway to his own slip rails. That is all
moonshine. The farmers have been well treated,
far better than many others who ought to have
been served with railways., Before further con-
gideration i3 given to any elaborate extension of
spur lines, the Government should announce their
policy regarding the proper co-ordination of these
gpura with the railway aystem. Most members of
the cross benches want at least a dozen spur lines
built in their districts.

Hon. M. F. Troy : A line for every settler.

Mr. LAMBERT : One running to every slip
rail. The Premier says he is going to ignore
these empty demands that are made upon him
here, there and everywhere.

Mr. Pickering: I do not know how you draw
that inference from his remarks.
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Mr. LAMBERT : I hope the Premier will atick
to his guns, and insist that before a line is con-
structed there is sufticient settlement to justily
the belief that it will not be operated at an
enormous loas. Already our agricultural lines
are being tun at a loss. They are carrying
superphosphate to the farmers at {d. per ton
per mile, and performing other services which
increase the det.cit of the railways. There must
be a halt somewhere. A certain political element
for its own remsons prefers to disregard all
reasonable decency by requesting the construction
of a number of lines which must be operated at
e toss. T would remind the membher for York
that many people are looking for land.

Hon. F. T. Broun: They will grab the farms
that other men have pioneered.

Mr. LAMBERT: No one desires that.

Hon. ¥. T. Broun: You are suggesting it.

Mr. LAMBERT: Np, the member for York
says they will walk off their holdings if they
do not get railwaya.

Hon. F. T. Broun: People have been in the
district for 11 years without a railway,

Mr. LAMBERT: Some people have been
in the Esperance distriet for 20 years with-
cut one. So long as spur lines are built in
every district, members of the eross benches
are prepared to ignore the interests of other
parts of the State. It is absurd to continue
our present system of railway eonstructionm.
This matter should be removed from political
influenceé, interference and control, which -
have in the past been so detrimental to the
revenue of the State. Some system should
be evolved to ensure our raflways being opoer-
ated at a profit.

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [5.44]: I am
astonished that the member for Coolgardie
should have drawn the inference he did from
the remarks of the Premier. The Premier
gaid he was a party to the promise made when
the subject was brought before the Chamber,
but that if it were necessary for a deviation

“to be made it would be made. The arguments

put forward by the member for Williams-
Narrogin (Mr. Johnston) were mot in the
direction of a spur line. He was in favour
of converting what was now a spur line into
a main line, and connecting it with Nar-
rogin, which has a big railway depot fully
cquipped for handling all forms of traffic.
Everybody knows that Narrogin is situated
s0 as to he the most suitable depot for the
control of the railway service in that por-
tion of the Great Southern district. 1 do
not know what the member for Coolgardie
(Mr. Lambert) had in mind when he gave
us a dissertation on railway freights. I do
know that goldfieids members have frequently
protested against what they termed excessive
freights on the goldfields railways.

Mr. Lambert: Yes, because there is such
a marked difference between our freights and
ours,

Mr. PICKERING: This party does not
stand for differential railway freights.

Mr, Lambert: Will you back up that state-
ment by a straight vote on the auper and
wheat freights? ’
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Mr. PICKERING: The poliey of our Rail-
way Departmment has been developmental. It
has been considered advantageoua here, as in
most c¢ountries, to make a low rate for man-
ures, providing that the resultant crop pays
the cost of its transport, However, that snb-
ject has nothing to do with the question. 1
regret that members on these eross benches
have seemed to helitile a distriet which every-
one knows to be a good distriet, with the idea
of boosting other portions of the State. Most
distriets can stand on their own merits, and
their claims for a railway are as a rvle sub-
stantial. The member for Coolgardic re-
ferred to our railway system as a grid-iron
stretching all over the State.

Mr. Lambert: I say our lines have not been

constructed with a view to economic¢al opera-
tion.
Mr, PICKERING: Does the hon. member
suggest that we shonld pull up the lines and
rebuild them elsewhere? The position which
faces this country is that the lines are there,
and that we must make them as profitable as
we ean in their present situation. I regrat
that members on these c¢ross benches have
allowed their personal electoral inferests to
gway them on this motion, which should be
viewed as impartially as possible. This par-
ticular railway was adjudicated on in the
year 1015; and doubtless, as in the ¢ase of
most proposed railways, settlement has anm-
ticipated the comstruction of the lime.

Mr. Johnston: Numbers of returned sol-
diers have settled on the route.

Mr. PICKERING: We shonld not allow
ourselves to be swayed by the arguments of
the member for Pingelly (Mr. Hickmott) and
the member for York (Mr. Latham}, who
have contended for the revocation of the pro-
mise given by Parliament in 1915, With the
member for Coolgardie I trust that a select
committee will not be appointed. The Pre-

mier has spoken of the inadvisability of ap-

pointing a committee. What good ecan they
do in 48 hours? If the select committee
should be appointed, and subequently con-
verted into a Royal Commission, and then if
in thé course of their investigations they
should find it necessary to travel beyond the
borders of this State, I hope the Government
will accord them treatment more generons
that which was extended to me. Members
should view thia motion dispassionately, not
allowing themselves to be swayed by heated
words which are apt to be uttered in eir¢um-
stances such as the present. The member for
Williams-Narrogin (Mr. Johnston) knew that
the railway had been started, and he had the
definite assurance of the Minister for Works
that it would go on. Is it not natural that
a member should be indignant when such a
promise is not fulfilled?

The Minister for Works: In my position
you ¢ould not have taken any other action
than that which I took.

Mr. PICEERING: 1 do not doubt that
the Minister did what he personally consid-
ered to be right. T am not satisfied that rea-
sons of sufficient weight have been brought
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forward here to justify uwes in supporting
cither the action of a responsible Minister in
another place or the action of the Minister
for Works. Everything seemed to be going
swimmingly, and then suddenly everything
went up in smoke, and the member for
Williams-Narrogin was disappointed. To add
fuel to the fire, as the member for Pingelly
did, is in my opinion an unworthy action.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber should not eay that,

Mr. PICKERING: I withdraw it. I de
not wish to be in any way offensive to the
member for Pingelly, However, a definite
assurance having on¢e been given to the
settlers in & certain area that they would be
given a railway, it is the bounden duty of
Parliament to fulfil that promise. Broken
promises are not conducive to the development
of the country.

Mr. MONEY (Bunbury) [5.54]: To some
extent I am at a disadvantage on this ques-
tion, not having been in the House “when
the railway was authorised. Many years
have elapsed since its authorisation, and
therefore my duty is to inquire whether
the circumstances then put forward war-
ranted the authorisation, and also to inquire
whether those cireumstances have materially
c¢hanged. The question has been discussed
at considerable length, The member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Lambert) referred to the
condition of our finanees, and the Premier
himself has reminded the House that unless
he is satisfied the railway will pay, he
cannot embark on its comstruction. I have
been waiting for ioformation as to how
many settlers will be served by the rail-
way

Mr. Hickmott:
already served.

Mr. Jobnston: There are 18 returned
soldiers settled on the route.

Mr. MOXNEY: I also await information
as to what will be the traffic on the line,
and what likelinhood there is of the line
paying. No one is more anxious than I am
to fulfil a promise made to the people. It
would not be amiss if the Government at
once put motors on the ronte te bring inte
Narrogin those milk cans which represent
the only item of traffic put forward.

The Minister for Works: What abont
timber from Dwarda?

Mr. MONEY: There is the Collie-Narrogin
railway. Do the people at Narrogin want
the earth? There are timber mills at Collie,
with which eentre Narrogin has direct com-
munication. T heard at Narrogin thai
although the Collie-Narrogin line was con-
strurted to give that inland centre access to
a port, the people there now want three
ports in all: Albany, Bunbury, and Fre-
mantle. There are many country distriets
which have pot even one port. Narrogin,
it appears, wants timber supplies not only
from Cellie but also from Dwarda,

The Minister for Works: Narrogin can get
timber cheaper from the Dwarda line.

About "four who are not
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My, MONEY: I am not yet aware that
Ithough we have the State Sawmills and
-arious private sawmills, one ¢an get timber
heaper from one sawmill than from another.

The Minister for Works: There is longer
ailage in question.

Mr. Johnston: Dwarda is much closer to
Jarrogin than Colke is.

Mr, MONEY: I am surprised, in view of
his linc having been aunthorised so long,
hat the member for Pingelly (Mr. Hick-
10tt), who ia inferested very much in the
istriet to be served by the line, has asked
or an inquiry, Again, Mr. Greig, who is
ctually a representative of the distriet
ffected, has said that the line is not
varranted, and has asked the Government
o stay their hand pending inquiry. In any
ase, I cannot uwnderstand the anxiety to
tifle inquiry. I have been astonished to
‘bserve that some speakers on this question,
liverting from the Dwarda-Narrogin rail-
vay, have said, ‘*We want to get to Arma-
ale.’’ 1 object to such centralisation, and
cannot understand how members who have
‘ecentralisation as the first item on their
rrogramme ask for centralisation at every
pportunity. Unless it can be proved that
his proposal will pay, have we any right to
arry it out, in view of Western Australia’s
inancial position? Is it simply & question
f carrying out a promise although every
ircumstance may have altered sinece the
riginal authorisation? If we decided 10
r 12 years agoe to construct an engine, and
hen, before we started on the work, our
lant became antigquated and we saw that
he proposal was useless, should we still con-
truet that engine? T refer the member for
vorth-East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin)
o the filee In 1914 the report of the
Advisory board favoured the line to assist
he working of the railways, but did not
ecommend it for other reasons.

Mr. Johnston: The hon. member is mis-
aken in that.

Mr. MONEY: The file and the debate in
he House contain nmo other reason.

Hon. W. €. Angwin: That is with regard
o the joining up point.

Mr. MONEY : Yes. A Ilater advisory
joard report is absolutely against the con-
truction of this line until last on the pro-
mramme. The Commissioner of Railways
ays it will not facilitate the working of the
ailways. He will not be able {o use it——

Mr. Johnston: As a through line.

Mr. MONEY: On aecount of the grades,
nd the traffic wounld =still go round via
jpencer’s Brook.

The Minister for Works:
.ifference of opinion on that.

Mr, MONEY: I am thankful for the Min-
ster's interjeetion. That is why the matter
hould be inquired into. Members of the
listrict are divided, the House is divided,
nd, seeing that the line has waited eight
ears, let it wait another month or so to
.geertain whether the altered circumstances
varrant its construction. Not a single fact
ias been adduoeed to show that the line has
ny chance of paying. T asked the member

There s a

for Pingelly (Mr. Hickhmott) how many
people would be afforded facilities who have
not facilities to-day and his reply was
‘‘four.’’

Mr, Johnston: And dozens of others.

Mr. MONEY: Members are not agreed on
even that point. The latest advisory board
did not inspect the route and the board who
did inspect the route did not report on the
important question of grades, a question on
which the board who did not inspeect the
route did report upon. Although the select
committec may have a life of only 48 hours,
it will be an indication to the Government
to make full inquiries before launching out
on this expenditure and satisfy themaselves
whether there are sufficient people to be
served, whether there will be sufficient
traffic to make the line pay, and whethes
the expense is justified in view of the
present state of the financeas.

Hor. W, U. Angwin: We would have no
railways if we adopted that line of argu-
ment.

Mr. HICKMOTT (Pingelly—in reply)
[6.5]: 1 wigh to assure membera that
I moved the motion without any heat or per-
sonal motives. I moved it because I thought
my action was in the best interests of the
Btate generally. I regret that the motion
has been shelved until almost the cloge of the
session. Had it been gone om with, there
would have been plenty of time for a select
committee to inspect the route and present
a report.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You could only take
your turn.

Mr. HICKMOTT: As the motion has been
shelved so long, I suggest that a select com-
mittee be appointed and converted into a
Royal Commission without pay to report next
gession. The advisory board’s report on the
comprehensive scheme of railway construe-
tion mentioned several sections and this was
the last section recommended for construction.

Mr. Johnston: I think you are mistaken.

Mr. HICKMOTT: The report says—

The construction of Sections {a.) and
(b.) would leave a section of 42 miles from
near the 42-mile peg on the Albany-road to
near the junction of the l4-mile Brook.
That is where the present line is to go. The
14.mile Brook is exactly 14 miles from
Wiiliams, so members wiil see that it is within
14 miles of the Williams railway. The
advisory board state that it is 20 miles from
Dwarda to Williams so that anybody between
Dwarda and Williamg must be within 10 miles
of either line. They also tell uwa it is about
30 miles from D'warda to Popanyinning on the
Great Southern, so that anybody between
these two points would be withio 19 miles of
a railway, Following the railway up it
and the Great Bouthern line converge, s0
that the people situated thereabout are in
¢lose proximity to a railway. Therefore no
settler is more than 14 or 15 miles from rail-
way communication. The soldiers on the
Noombling estate, to whom Mr. Johnston
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referred, are the soldiers on whose hebalf I
have sought a deviation of the line ever since
I have been in the House. When I first
entered the House 1 moved for an extension
of the line for a distance of eight miles up
the Hotham River. It was contended that
would serve the people further north wha
eould not be served from the present route
from Dwarda to Narrogin. That is good
land and well settled and it would have given
those people facilities to get their produce to
market, I do not say they are more than 15
miles from a railway, but they have very
bad roads over which to cart. They grow a
considerable quantity of grain, and the ex-
tension would have assisted them consider-
ably. T have a letter from the chairman of
the Wandering Road Board, Mr. T. H. Price,
which states—

At 3 meeting held here on the 24/9/22
I was instructed to write you congratulat-
ing you on your action with regard to
Dwarda-Narrogin railway. Tt has given
the matter publicity, which otherwise it
would not have had. I was alse asked to
explain some of those ¢ommunications con-
nected with the same subject. The motion
of censure from Wandering Agricultural
Society was carried at a meeting that was
not at all representative, and you can rest
agsured that it did not in any way repre-
sent the opinion of this district. With
regard to other communications which the
member for Narrogin has used in the
debate on the motion, purporting to have
the aufhority of the road board
Mr, Johnston: They were sent to me,
Mr. HICKMOTT: The letter continues-——
T can say, as chairman of the board, there
hag been no communication of any kind sent
to the member for Narrogin emanating from
the road board, and we intend to investi-
gate the matter at our next meeting.

That gentleman has lived in the distriet for
14 or 15 years.

The Minister for Works: What does that
go to show, misrepresentation?

Mr. Johnston: Not so far as T was con-
cerned.

Mr, ITOCRMOTT: It looks like it.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Which was misre-
presentation, that letter or the other one?

Mr. Johngton: Mine was signed by the
secretary of the road board.

Mr. HICKMOTT: Another letter from W,
F. Dees, secretary of the Wandering-Noom-
bling sub-branch of the Returned Soldiers’
League states—

I am writing on behalf of the above
branch of the Returned Soldiers’ Leaguc
to express our gratitude and appreciation
of your efforts to procure a branch line
from Dwarda to Codjatotine. Such a line
would be a great boon to soldier settlers
on this estate and residents generally.
Wighing you every further suecess.

T have received a tetegram from Mr. Lamb,
chairman of the Pingelly Road Board read-
ing—

[ASBEMBLY.]

My board desires to express apprecit
tion of your action in eonnection with pr
posed Narrogin-Dwarda railway.

A telegram from Mr. Darcey, secretar§y
the railway league, Pingelly, reads—

Wandering show committee only si
members, Codjatotine and distriet wit
you; meeting to support you next week.

Sitling suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

AMr. HICKMOTT: The opinions expresse
in the letters and telegrams which 1 rea
from representative men justify my actio
in asking for the appointment of a sele
couumnittee to inquire into the advisability o
roustructing this line. Further than that,
have been wrging ever sinee the line was m
thorised that the latest advisory hoard’s
purt strongly recommends the extension o
the line as far as Codjatotine Pool which i
30 miles North-east of the present te
minus. The advisory board go on to say tha
if the line is constructed 13 miles furthe
north to the valley of the Hotham River, i
will serve not only the present soldier settle
ment of 17 or 18 on the Noombling e:
tate but algo the people further nort
who have been there for many year
without railway facilities. The advisor
board cxpressed surprise at the quality o
the country from a mixed farming point o
view. I recognige that the appointment of .
sclect committee at this stuge of the sessio
will net be of much use, secing that the com
mittee wonld not have any time in which t
earry out ita labours. All the same, I woul
like to draw attehtion to the traffic carrie
over the railway as the result of settlemen
around a few of the sidings. To the east an
North-east of Narrogin we find that the whea
handled last year totalled 51,272 bushels, Thi
freight came fram Narrogin 7,831 bushels
Highbury 18,583 bushels, Williams 11,51
bushels, Boundain 7,890 bushels and Yillimin
ning 10,449 bushels. The little siding of Al
dergyde, 18 miles east of Brooktem, on th
Corrigin line, and which would be served b
the Brookton-Armadale line, which iz als
recommenided by the advisory board, accounte
for 53,113 bushels. The total for the distriet
therefore, was 148,855 bushels. Thiz will giw
an idea of the traffic that would be availabl
if the shorter route to the seaboard us recom
mended by the ‘advisory board, were carrie
ont. Then we have the answers which wen
given to the questions which were asked 1
another place by Mr. Greig at the heginning
of the session, regarding the utility of thi:
ling if it were constructed. These are th
questions and the answers which were fur
nished:—1 (a) What is the steepest grude ot
the railway line from Pinjarra to Narrogi
going east, via Dwarda; (b) what is th
steepest gprade on the same line Trom Narro
gin to Pinjarra going west?—(a) 1 in 30
(b) 1 in 40. 2 (a) What is the steepes
grade on the line from Perth to Narrogin, vis
Spencer's Brook; (b) what is the steepest
grade on the same line from Nnarrogin
Perth?®—(a) and (b), 1 in 45 in the ranges
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ut the general ruling grade is 1 in 60. 3
a) What is the difference in tonnage that
n engine would take to Narrogin, via Spen.
er's Brook, versns Pinjarra and Dwarda;
b) what is the difference in tonnage that
he same engine would take from Narrogin to
‘erth, via Spencer’s Brook versus Pinjarraf
—-(a) A clazs ‘*M’'’ locomotive would take to
larrogin via Spencer’s Brook 275 tons; from
‘injarra via Dwarda, 140 tons. (b) A class
‘M’ locomotive would take from Narrogin
ia Spencer’s Brook 370 tons; from Narro-
in to Pinjarra via Dwarda, 285 tons. 4, Do
he Commissioner and the heads of the
tranches of the Department consider the link-
ng up of the railway from Dwarda to Nar-
ogin would assist in the ecomomic working
f the Government railway system?—DNo.
'hose are conclusive anawers supplied by the
eads of the department, and they prove that
1y action in requesting the appointing of a
elect committee was justified. But as I have

tated, it would be quite impossible for the -

elect eommittee to carry out any kind of an
nvestigation within 48 hours, which is about
11 the time that would be available. T there-
‘ore ask leave to withdraw the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

10TION-—RAVENSTHORPE SMELTERS.
Privy Council Appeal.

Debate resumed from the 14th September
m the following motion moved by Mr.
Jorboy—

That in the opinion of this House tho
decision of tthe Government as publiely ax-
nounced, to appeal to the Privy Counecil
against the decision of the High Uourt of
Australia in the matter of MceNiel and Ber-
nales versus the Crown is unwarranted, and
should not be proceeded with.

Mr. MARSHALL (Murchison) {7.42): I
1ave no desire to delay the House 1n talking
m this motion because we kmow that the ap-
seal which was made to the Privy Council
a8 been disallowed. The Government cannot
low go any further and therefore it is use-
ess wasting time debating the subject.

Mr. MacCallum SMITH (North Perth)
7.43]: 1 agree that it is only waating time
o debate this mation, hecanse of the dismis-
al of the appeal to the Privy Couneil, but 1
vould like to ask the Premicr whether he has
my intention of effecting a settlement by
beying the verdiet of the court. I know that
he Government were doing their best to
woid having to pay, but now that the appeal
1as gone by the board, T understand they are
itilt delaying settlement. That is not what
e would expect from any Government.

Mr. SPEAEKER: The motion does not
tover the point the hon. member is diseussing,.
I'he hon. member can only debate what is
sefore the Chair.

Mr. MacCallum SMITH: 1 think 1 am in
wder in asking whether the Government have
iny intention of settling this matter.

Many of the people who obtained judgment
against tbe Government are miners in a small
way and they have had to mortgage their in-
terest in the judgment in order to carry on.
They have been harshly treated by the Gov-
ernment. If an ordinary individual had been
guilty of conduct of this sort, they would
have been worthy of the greatest censure.
Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow the hon.
member to follow that line of argument.

Mr. CORBOY (Yilgarn—in reply) [7.46]:
I had a short conversation with the Premier
a little while ago and I wish to make publio
one aspeet. The position is that small mine
owners have been compelled, owing to their
financial circumstances, to go to money lend-
ers and get advances on the strength of the
verdiet,

Mr. Lambert: Their security is not too
good.

Mr. CORBOY: This iz no laughing matter
for people who are up against it. I can
vouch for a easc where a man, in order to get
an advance of £20, had to give an order for
£35 and only received £18 10s.

The Premier: Let him go to court! There
is a Usury Act that can settle that sort of
business.

Mr. CORBOY: I am aware of that, but
the Premier must know that many people do
not like going to court to admit they have
been taken down. Delays in the gettlement
are causing much trouble. The time for the
Government rendering accounts expired over
a month ago. The Mines Department was gran-
ted'an extengion for a fortnight, but the court
attached the accountant of the Mines Depart-
ment 80 that, in the event of the order not
being complied with, he could be dealt with
for contempt of court. That order expired a
considlerable time ago, but the accounts havae
not yet been rendered. It is grossly unfair
for the Government to continue such dclays
when the highest authority in the Empire
has given a decision against them. The Gov-
ernment should not continue to withhold these
payments. Such a course of action does not
make for confidence in constitutional govern-
ment. I do not blame the Premier in the
matter, because I think he is ignorant of
what has been going on. The Crown Law
authorities promised the solicitor for the plain-
tiffs that they would get the accounts to-day.
To-day the plaintiff’s solicitors were informed
that they could not get the accounts but the
Crown Law authorities guaranteed to give
them up to-morrow. That sort of thing haa
been going or for over z month and it has
caused grave hardship. I hope the Premier
will give us an assurance that there will be
no further delay in rendering the accounts,

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 would pnint out to hon.
members that the motion must be withdrawn
Tt cannot be discharged.

Mr. Corboy: I will withdraw it.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir .Tames Mitchell
—XNortham) [7.50}: I do not know that I
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can digcuss this matter as I would wish to,
nor can I say what is in my mind at this
stage., Had we discussed the question under
other circumstances, I would have been
frank about the whole matter, The render-
ing of accounts should take place as quickly
as possible and we must obey the order of
the court. The fact that I do not think we
should pay a farthing of the judgment does
not weigh in the matter, for we must obey
the court, nmot cheerfully, but of necessity.
I speak in the interests of the people as a
whole,

Mr. Corhoy :
deny that.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Some of them would take
down God Almighty himself if they had the
opportunity.

Mr, Corboy: S0 would some of the officers,
too.

The PREMIER: Tne rendering of accounts
will not be delayed.

Mr. Corboy: That is the assuraace I desire
from the Premicr. I ask leave to withdraw
the motion.

Motion by leave withdrawu.

That is controversial. I

BILL—CLOSER SETTLEMENT.
Council’s Message.

Order of the Day read for the considera-
tion of Council’s Message.

The PREMIER: I move—

That the consideration of the Order of
the Day be postponed.

M:r. SPEAKER: Before postponing this
Order of the Day, I wish to make a few re-
marks, The message reads as follows:—

The Legislative Council aecquaints the

Legislative Assembly that it has decided

that the Closer Settlement Bill trans-

mitted by Message No. 13 is out of order
inasmuch as it i3 an amendment to the

Constitution Act and purports to alter the

Constitution of the Legislative Couneil

and the Legislative Assembly, and there-

fore it requires a special certificate to the
effect that the Bill has passed its second
and third readings by an absolute
majority of the total number of the mem-
hera of the Legislative Assembly. As the

Bill containa no such eertificate the Coun-

¢il under the terms of Standing Order No.

180 is precluded from proceeding with the

Bill.

That message arrived here considerably over
two months ago. 1 prepared some remarks
upon it and I committed them to paper so
that I would not forget them. Those re-
marks are as follows:—

As the laying aside of this Bill by the
Council on the grounds of an alleged de-
fect in procedure, must convey the infer-
enee that a blunder had been committed
by this House, and by myself, I feel it
due to hom. members to justify their
actions and mine in the matter. As the
circumatances of the case are familiar to
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hon. members the argument may be re
duced to a very few worda: (a) A forcec
sale under the Closer Settlement Bill i
not a contract within the méaning of th
Constitution Act. (b) That being ad
mitted, for Clause 13 to remove any die
qualification of members, and ao alter the
constitution of either House, is a logica
impossibility. (e) The view that Claus
12, by incorporating the Bill with the
Agricultural Lands Purchase Act, enable:
members te enter into contracts unde;
that Aet without endangering their seats
is untenable. To make it tenable, it would
he neceasary to hold that the words **thi
Act’’ mean in Clause 12 the Closer Setile
ment Act, and in Clause 13 the Agricnl
tural Landa Purehase Aet and Closer
Settlement Act. Such a view, T can onlj
regard a3 being fantastie, (d) Clause 1:
ioes not amend the Constitution Aet and
if it did, it wonld not on that account
make an ahsolute majority necessary it
spite of a supposition to the contrary
The error in this supposition may be re
moved by a2 mere glance at Section 73 of
the Constitution Aet 1889, which, apar
from the provise with regard to Bill
altering the coustitution of ecither House
expressly gives power to the Legislature
to repeal or alter, hy any Aect, any of the
provisions of that Act, on the amendmeni
of the Act of 1899 in which these section:
oecur. There is no restriection whatever
For these reasons, if the point had beer
raised in thiz House, I should have ruled
without hesitation that anm absolute
majority was not required.

I do not thiok a motion to postpona the

Order of the Day ia required. The Bill is

ended,
The Premier: It has died a natural death
Mr. Corboy: An unnatural one.

BILL—PENSIONERS (RATES EXEMPTION)
Council’s Amendment.

Congideration resumed from 11th January o
the following amendment made by the Couneil :—
“ Clause 2.—Strike out all the words after the
figures ‘1919 in line four, and insert ¢he follow
ing words :— the water, stormwater, and sewer
age rates, meter rent, sanitary and pan rates ir
respect of land of which he ias in occupation as
owner. The payment of such rates shall be
deferred, and the same shell be payable only on
the sale of the property or the death of thc
pensioner, but in the meantime they shall hecome
a first charge on the property, subject to any
rights of a mortgagee existing at the date of the
passing of this Aet.”

In Committeec.

Mr. Angelo in the Chair ; Capt. Carterin chorge
of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN : To the Council’s amend
ment the member for East Perth (Mr. Hughea
has moved the following amendment :— Strike
out the words - subject to any rights of & mort
iagee ’exiating at the date of the passing of thie

ct.' '
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Capt. CARTER: When laet the Bill was
before us we had reached an almost unique
position, inasmuch as it was discovered by the
member for North-East Fremantle (Hon. W,
C. Angwin) that certain amendments passed by
this House had not been included in the fair copy
of the Bill sent to another place. At that stage
it was decided to await an interpretation of
the constitutional position. 1 understand the
position is this: This House has received from
the Courcil the amendment now under con-
gideration. We accept or reject or modify that
amendment, and so conclude our work on the
Bill, which will then go back to ancther place,
where attention will be drawn to the omission
from the Bill as originally sent to another place.
The idea underlying the modification moved by
the member for East Perth is to preserve the
existing right of the mortgagee over a pensioner's
property. I do not think there is any necessity
tor the amendment.

Mr. HUGHES : The hon. member haa reversed
the object of the amendment, which really ia
to safeguard, not the mortgagee, but the muni-
cipality. Under the Counscil's amendment, on
the demise of the pensioner the postponed rates
become a prior claim on the property ; but if
there be a mortgage on the property, the mort-
gagee has the prior claim, and the municipality
can get nothing until the mortgagee is satisfied.
That is very unfair to the local authority.

The Premier: And to others.

Mr. HUGHES : If the property be worth not
more than the mortgage, the mortgagee will be
the virtual owner of the property.

Mr. MacCallum Smith : How many such cases
are there ?

Mr. HUGHES : It is, not the number of cases,
but the principlee I do not think the hon.
member would deprive the local authority of their
righta as against, not the pensioner, but a money-
lender.

The Premier: It is no offence to lend money.

Mr. HUGHES : No, but where the mortgagee
is to have a prior claim as against the muni-
cipality, the advantage is, not with the pensioner,
but with the mortgagee.

Mr. MacCallum Smith : The modification will
make it very hard for any pensioner to secure
a Joan.

Mr. HUGHES : It will mean no more than that
the municipality shall he entitled to their rates,

The Premier: We have no warrant for setting
aside the rights of one individual to the advantage
of another.

Mr, HUGHES : By the same token we are not
entitled to set aside the rights of a municipality
for the benefit of & mortgagee. 1 would place
the municipality on the same footing as the
mortgagee. In the case of & mortgage being
right up to the security, unless my modification
be agreed to the mortgagee will come in and
deprive the municipality of its rates, In re-
licving pensioners the Committec should not
say that in certain cases not only shall the
pensioner be relieved of his rates, but that the
mortgagee shall have priority over the muni-

cipality.

The PREMIER : What we propose to do is,
not to relieve the pensioner of liability for the
payment of rates, but merely to postpone such
payment. The rates might pile up ageinst the
property, which at the death of the pensioner
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will cover the rates. Now the Committee is
asked to agree that the rates may pile up against
the intercsts of the mortgagee. That would not
be right. We ought to respect the claim of the
mortgagee. If we fail to do that, then, as soon
a& the mortgage falls due it will be called up,
which will be hard on the pensioner. By accept-
ing the modification we might do more harm than
good to the pensioner, for if we interfere with
the interests of the mortgagee it will be very
dithicult for any pensioner to raise a loan.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: This Bill is for the
assistance of old age pensioners, and not for that
of the municipalities, If any member places
the municipality first he is opposed to the Bill.

Mr, Hughes: That is not true.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Itis. The Bill is to
give relief to old age pensioners.

lslélr. Richardson : At the expense of someone
else.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: The member for East
Perth instanced a property valued at £300 on
which there was a mortgage of £200. If this
proviso were included the mortgagee could call
in his mortgage, and the old age pensioner might
be forced to sell and lose the whale of his equity.
The more reasonable of the councillore in the
municipalities have now agreed that it would
not be an undue hardship on the local authorities
if the payment of rates were postponed.

Mr. %rful[sny: The Bill does nothing for the
poor devil who has no property.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: That is so. After
the tirst year no municipality will suffer any
hardship a8 a result of the Bill

Mr. Mullany: This other amendment will
injure the old age pensioners.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN :
conaider ¢them.

Mr. PICKERING: The member for East
Perth does not appreciate the wishes of the
Committee. He is trying to please both parties
We have no intention of assisting municipalities.
Qur concemn is to relieve the old age pensioner.
We should not countenance anything in the form
of retrospective legislation.

Mr. RICHARDSON : I support the amend-
ment of the member for East Verth, Our laws
should be based on equitable grounds. On the
one hand we have a mortgagee who has loaned
a certain sum of money upon the house of an old
age pensioner, We then force a municipality
to become a losn agency, and yct give it no
benelit by way of payment in return. 1 see no
necessity for the Council's amendment, which
is undesirable. There is no equity about the
whole Bili. Rates have always been looked
upon a8 a hirst call upon property., If we agree
to the Council's amendment, we shall be altering
the whole of our law on that subject. Why
regtrict the municipality and allow the mortgagee
to go free ¥ We should agree to the Council's
amendment only on the understanding thet the
mortgagee guarantees payment of rates to the
municipality. ‘

Mr. McCallum Smith: This would penalise
the old age pensioner.

Mr. Richardsen : The Bill would not de much
good for him in any event.

Capt. CARTER : The Bill is not designed to
aasist any person other than the old age pen-
sioners. It does not make o loan agency of &
munioipality, The local authority to a certain

Yes, we have to
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extent represents the community, which is bein,
asked to do something under this Bill for the old
people who are in receipt of pensions from the
State. Every local authority has been circular-
ised at heavy cost, and everything has been done
to malign and misrepresent this Bill,

Mr. Richardson: Who has done that ¥

Mr. Willcock : The Perth City Couneil.

Capt, CARTER: The gentleman who sits
with the Town Clerk of Perth sent the circulars
out, He had behind him o solid phalanx of
gentlemen tepresenting other municipal couneils.
I am glad to say that since they understand the
pturport» of the Bill they have no longer opposed
i

Amendment on Council's amendment put and
passed ; the Council’s amendment, as amended,
agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN : The member for North-
East Fremantle, last time this Bill was in Com.
mittee, raised a point of order. He drew atten-
tion to the fact that the amendment made to
the Bill, namely the substitution of the words
“ may claim to ™ for * ghall " in line 2 of Clause
2, did not appear in the certified print. The
go‘mt of order raised by the hon. member must

e upheld. The position is this: An amend-
ment was omitted in the fair print of the Bill
made for the third reading. The error not
baving been observed in time, the Bill would
become law as it now stands, and would not be
invalidated by the omission. But for such
cireumstances there is & procedure laid down by
Joint Standing Order No. 12, which reads—

Upon the discovery of any clerical error in
any Bill which shall have passed both Houses
of Parliament, and before the same be pre-
sented to the Governor for the Royal assent,
the Clerk of Parliaments shall report the same
to the House in which the Bill originated, which

House may deal with the same as with other

. amendments.
The attention of the Clerk of Parliaments will be
drawn to the error. After this Committee’as de-
cigion on the Council's message has heen deslt
with by the Council, a letter will be submitted to
the Clerk of Parliaments in the terms of the
Joint Standing Order which I have read.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Chairmen of Committees reported the
resolutions.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Legisletive Council's
amendment has been agreed to subject to a
further amendment.

Capt. Carter: That is not correct.

Mr. SPEAKER : That is the report 1 have.

Mr. Hughes: That is correct.

Mr. Munsie : No one called for a division.

Mr. SPEAKER : On the 11th January, when
the Bill was before the Committee, on the motion
of Mr. Angwin the word ** health " was inserted
between ** meter rent* and ‘ sanitary.” Mr.
Hughes moved to-night that the words ™ subject
to any righta of a mortgagee existing at the dete
of the passage of this Act”™ be struck out.
* Health " was inserted between ‘* meter rent "
and " sanitary.” That is the amendment upon
the amendment from the Council

Capt. CARTER : With all due deference to
the Chairman who presided over the Committee,
I venture to suggest that the question wes mis-
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construed by the Committee. Hon. member
understood that the proposed amendment b
the member for East Perth had been rejected
We voted apgainst it. I venture to say that ;
substantial majority of members will suppor
me in this view. Now we hear that the amend
ment of the member for East Perth waa earried

Mr. Munsie : It was so given by the Chairman

Mr. Hughea: Tt was declared carried on th
voices.

Mr. SPEAKER: As there is a confusior
would it not he safer to recommit the Council’
message and let the Committee definitely decide

As to recommittal.
Capt. CARTER : 1 move—

That the Council's message be recommitte
for the purpose of further considering th
amendment moved hy the member for Eas
Perth.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I object to this. Th
question was put quite plainly by the Chairmar

Mr. MacCallum Smith: Be fair. You knroy
& mistake was moede.

Mr, WILLCOCK: We carry an amendmeni
and the whole thing is decided, and the Chairmai
reports to the Speaker ; and after that somebod
wants to quibble about a vote which was taken
I say the opportunity to guestion the vote ha
been lost. This is a matter of procedure an:
precedent,

Mr. Corboy: The Chairman put the questio
quite plainly.

Mr. WILLCOCK : Opponents of the amend
ment of the member for East Perth now wak
up end want the whole matter recommitted
To tecommit in the circumatances would he ¢
ereate n very bad precedent.

Mr. HUGHES: I oppose the recommittal o
the message. An smendment on the amendmen
was moved, and the Chairman of Committee
put the question in the ordinary way, and ver,
definitely, that the worda proposed to be struc
out stand part of the question. Then the Chair
man deelared that the noes had it.

Mtr. Pickering : That was a misconception.

Mr. HUGHES : The hon. memher might sa;
that of any amendment after the Committe
stage. The question was put twice, because th
Chairman slso put to the Committee that th
amendment as samended be agreed to. Thal
too, was carried on the voices. If members wer
not gufficiently interested in the Bill to kno
what the question was about, they are no
capable of giving an intelligent vote on th
measure.

Mr. MacCallum Smith :
yourself,

Mr. HUGHES : It was only when the membe
for North-East Fremantle suggested to me tha
my amendment had not been carried, that I ha
that little dispute with hkim which hon. member
opposite construe into uncertainty on my part.

Mr. PICKERING: The question is one ¢
giving effect to the will of this Chamber. Ev
dently the Committee were in favour of th
smendment submitted by the Council. If ther
wag any doubt, the Chairman of Committee
should have repeated the question. The Com
mittes thought the question was being decide
o8 they wished. Therefore members shoul

You were unceriai
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have another oppurtunity of voting on, the
yuestion,

Hon, W. C. ANGWIX :
regards the second time the question was put,
hut there is no douht that the amendment on
the amendment was carried. If the amendment
goes back to another place as amended here, it
will return here. 1 have never seen a recom-
mwittal on such a ground as suggested in this
case. The Chainman of (Committees reported
e+actly what took place. '

Capt. CARTER : Were the Chainmnan of
Committees to speak, this matter would probably
assume o very aifferent comple:ion. He dis-
tinctly stated the question that the wo:ds propos-
ed to be sbruck ovt stand Jrart of the clause, and
" gave the decision to the Ayes.

Opposition Meinhcis: To the Nocw.

Capt. CARTER: If the Chaiiman of Com-
mitbees were speaking himself, he would say
what I have said. I venture to asseit that there
ave more members with me than against me
a8 to recommitting the Bill,

Mr, Corhoy: On o point of order, is this an
cxplanation ? *

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 desire to point out that
the House can order a recommittal at any time
until the roport has heen adopted. The reason
why 1 suggested recommitting was that 1 mysclf
had no knowledge of what had occurred or of
what the Committee had done. From what [
could gather, the House did not appear to be
very sure cither. 1 thought the fairest and
simple<t method of getting over the difl'culty
would he to resommit the amendment of another
Maee and so arrive ot tinality.

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

Ayes . . .. .85
Nu e A e A 1
Majority for .. 13
AYER,
Mr. Angelo Sir James Mitehell
AMr. Broun AMr. Money
Mr. Carter Mr. Pickering
M, Nentown Alr. Riehnrdsen
Alr, BDarack My, Samipron
Mr. George Mr. Seaddan
Mr. Gibron Mr, J. H., Smith
Mr  Mavrisan ' Aty L M. Smith
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Johnston Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Latham l Mr. Underwoad
Mr. C. C. Mailey . Mr, Mulleny
Me. Mann ) (Telicr.)
NUES,
M. Angwin Mr. Marshall
AMr. Chesson Mr. MeCallum
Mr. Corboy Mr. Munsle
Mr, Cunninghain Mr. Willcock
Alr. Hughes ( Me. Wilson
Mr. Lutey | Mr. Tleron
v {Telicr.)
{iestinn thus passed.
Reeommittal.

AMr. Angelo in the Chair; Capt. Carter in

charge of the Bill

I made an error as
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The CHAIRMAXN: The question is ‘*That
the Cooneil's amendwment be agreed to,”’ to
which the member for Kast Perth has meoved
an amendment to strike out the words “*Sub-
jeet to any rights of a mortgagee existing at
the date of the passing of this Act.”’

Mr, MUNSIE: T cannot see why members
should be so anxious to protect a morigager
and not a munieipal couneil. A mortgagee
is not ecompelled to lend money.

Mr, Pickering: But he would have lent it
already.

Mr. MUNSLE: Me was not compelled to
lend, and yet a municipal council will be
prepared to forege their elnim for rates. In
other respects a council have first claim for
-ates.  When the Bill was belore the Houae,
no suggestion was made about protecting a
mortgagee, but another place which looka
after vested interests wants a mortgagee
proteeted in preferenee to a munieipal council.
Tf this Bill is passed, a mortgagee will sce
that the rates are paid in order to protect
himself.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIX: A mortgagee will
sce that the rates are paid and that the pen-
stoner pays them. Otherwiss he will call wp
the mertgage or sell the proporty. Our aim is
te protect the pensioners, not the municipali-
ties, Tf there ave any existing mortgages
and rates nre owing, the value of such mort-
gages will deerease every year.

Mr. Richardsen: What will
future?

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: A mortgagee van
tuke the risk iF he so desires, but if a mort-
wage exists now, the mortgagee may call np
the meney,

M. Hughes: Tf he can.

Haon, W, . ANGWIN: TThen he will put
the property on the market.

Mpe. Bunsic: He eannot unless the term has
expired.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: A majority of
mortgages have a  curremcy not  exeeeding
thiee vears, and the mortgngee could e¢all an
the money. I am afraid of foreed sales. Very
rarely {loes n property realise its valne at a
foreed sate, T want to prevent a foreed sale
and the possibility of a pensinner lInsing his
cquity in a preperty which he has mortgaged.

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

happen  in

Aves 13
Noes 22
Majovity against 0
AYEB.
Mr. Chesson Mr. Marshall
Mr. Corboy My, MeCallum
Mr. Conningham Mr. Richardson
Mr. Heron Mr. Willcock
Mr. Hughes . Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr. Munsle
Mr. Lutey (Tellcr.)
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NOES,

Mr. Apgwin Sir Jamces Mitchell
Mr. Broun Mr. Mopey
Mr. Carter Mr. Pickering
Mr. Denton ¢ NMr. Sampson
Mr, Durack Mr. Scoddan
Mr. Gibson Mr. J. H. Smith
Mr. Hlckmoit Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Johnston Mr. Teesdale
My, Latham My, J. Thomsen
Mr. C. C, Maley Mr, Underwood
Mr. Mano Mr. Hartlson

(Teller.}

Amendment on the Couneil’s amendment
thus negatived.
Question put and passed;
amendment agreed to.
Resolutions reported; the report adopled,
mud 8 message accordingiy retnrned to the
Couneil.

the Council’s

BILL—INTERPRETATION ACT

AMENDMENT.
Seeond Reading.

Mr. MONEY (Bunbury) [9.3] in moving
the second reading said: The object of the
Bill is to amend Scetion 36 of the Interpre-
tation Act of 1918, Tt is nceessary to state
what Scetion 36 is. Parngraph (¢) of Sub-
section (1) provides that regulations may be
ninde and that they shall be Taid before both
Houses of Parliament within 14 days after
publication, if Parliament is in session, and if
not then within 14 days after the commenee-
ment of the next session of Parliament. In
the event of Parlizinent not being in session,
it is provided by Subsection 2 that anything
done  under the regulations before  being
dealt  with by Parliament shall he  alid,
Therefore, althongh Parliament in passingg an
Aet may not have intended that a regulation
should he framed as it was ultimately framed
and passed into luw, the regulation may have
the foree of law and take cffect for a matter
of seven or cight months without Parliamenl
heine given the opportunity to have a say
in the matter. Morcover, unless Parlinment
resolves against the regulation within 14 days,
the time for the disallowance of the reguln-
tion elapscs, and the matter may be deferred
for wany manths notil it is deterwined by
the House. The repulation all this time has
the foree of law, cven though netice way hwe
been given to disagree with it. Tt is essential
to nuderstand what law by regnlation art-
ually means. Many Acts of Parliament have
been passed and the intention of Parlinmment
has been that the administration of an et
shall be delegated to the Minister nominally.

Tut to the devartment aetuwally, throngh
the medium of rules and regolations,
Tt i  often provided that mnot only

way regulations he made for administering
the Act, hut in doing so penalties may be in:-
posed and fees colleeted, although if such a
snggestion had been made when the measure
was being considered by Parliament it is
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coubtful  whether  Parliament  would  have
iictioned the adoption of such it course, L
also wish to cmiphasise the fact tlat although
u regulation may have been in force tor four
«e five months, and fees and penalties vol-
lueted, yet when Parhament disallows tha
repulation there is no refunding of moneys
collected.

Mr. Underwood: Worse than that;
regulations can be put up again,

Mr. MONEY: Yes; let Parliament dis-
allow the regulation and within u week tresa
repulations may be framed or the old regula-
tiom may be transposed, words altered here
anil there and submitted again, The framers
of regulations can, as a matter of fact, put
up exactly the same regulations and enforee
them for a pueriod of ancther four or five
months until Parliament meets and again
sty them amide, I lLiave often henrd it aaid
that Parlizoeent is the highest court in thy
land, that DParliament has the power to do
this and to do that.

Mr. T'nderword. A lot of rubbish.

Mr. MOXEY: This is one of those ilius-
trations which prove that departinents with
the ail of regulations sowetimes take the
place of Parlinment,  Onr edspartment s towdny
are lieing built up at the e ipense of ihe pub-
lic to a vory large extent by means of the
pewer to make reguolations as provided by the
Jutery retation Act, Fees are imposed amd
pemaltios collected.

Tre Premier: For serviceg rendered,

Me. MONEY: The mmwaner in which our
departments are inercasing at the  present
tinwe is astounding,

Tl Prewmier: They are not.

M. MONEY: Often o deparinent s
created when there should not he need for it
Only the other day semcoue said to me, ** It
iv dime my salary was again inereasel; o
Tibtl while ago T had only so many people
in my department and now | have many
wore,'” It seems to me that the mire people
there are in o department, the greater is the
salary eliimed by whoever is in charge.
Whilst the power to make regolations to im-
pose pendlties remains in existerer so will
the departiients inerense at the expeuse of
the people.  The ohject of the Bill is to re-
store {o Parliament its control in snel mal
fers il to prevent the imposition of tixalion
by indircet methods. Under the Bill oppor-
funity is afforded Parliunent to veto any
ve_ulations imposing charges or burdess upon
the people, before such vegnlatiors ean e
foree, 4 regulation woerld have 1o renzin
an the Table for 14 sittings before it wonld
Ieeome lnw.

Nan, W. (. Angwin:
motion were given.

WMr, MONFEY: Tt wonld heeome law with-
ot wetiers of motion and the regmilation would
Fooeflective,

Hon, W, (', Angwin:
to-tay.

My, MOXEY: Tarliament mayv not it for
five months in the year and immediately Par-
liament rises the regulation has the full foree

other

TUnless nodice of

That is the position
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of law just as if Parliament had assented to
it. That is the abuse which the Bill seeks to
obviate. To-day regulations have full force
without being on tbe Table at all, if Parlia-
ment is not in session.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Bill provides
that if notice of motion be given within 14
days, the regulation camnot become law until
the motion has been rejected.

Mr. MONEY: That is so, but as it stands
now the regulations bave the full force of
law from the date of publication in the
“*Government (azette.’’ That applies when
Parliament is not sitting. The second pro-
viso eovers the point raised by the member
for North-East Fremantle (Hon. W, C. An-
gwin} and under it no regulation can become
effective in the event of a notice of motion
to disallow being tabled, until that motion
has been dealt with. The second proviso
safeguards the public in that respect. Mem-
bers have tabled motions regarding regula-
tions and they have eontinued in force be-
cause the motions have not been dealt with.

Mr. JJohnston: I have one to-day dealing
with opossums,

Mr. MONEY: When I first entered the
Chamber, I tabled a motion to disagree with
a regulation imposing fees. It was 2 case
in which the proper notice was not given.
When the motion came on, the debate wag
adjourned and for many weeks it was not
further discussed. In the meantime the regu-
lation in question was acted upon, fees were
colleeted and it had all the foree of law,
which it might wot have had if the motion
had been dealt with earlier. The second pro-
viso gets over that difficulty. The Bill should
be agreed to by the House, and I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
—Northam) [8.20]: I do not think anything
more ridiculous than this Bill eould be
brought before Parliament by any hon. mem-
ber. The intention is to deprive the Govern-
ment of the opportunity to charge fees for
services rendereq,

Mr. Cuderwood: Nothing could be more
ridiculous than the way the Government have
administered the various Aects.

The PREMIER: Nothing more ridiculous
than the Bill could be brought forward. Time
and again the House has passed Bills to
provide for certain things to be done and bas
specificully provided that fees shall be im-
posed under regulations to be framed under
the Bills. Parliament has said that we can
levy survey fees which will be provided by
way of reguiation, Tf the Bill be carried, it
will be quite impossible for us to do that.
It will mean that we will have to proceed
with surveying land for 12 months, or at any
rate gix months, and we shall not be able to
charge a penny for it until the House has
agreed to the regulations. It is provided
that there shall be charges for water supplies.
If we cannot frame regulations to fix those
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charges, we will have to refuse to-supply
water free until Parliament met and agreed
to the regulations framed.

Mr. Teesdale: It would be absurd.

The PREMIER: The member for Wil-
liams-Narrogin (Mr. Johnston) said some-
thing about regulations dealing with opossum
skins. We are entitled to a royalty in respect
of opossum skins and the royalty is based on
the price the skins bring. We are entitled to
15, 6d. for a skin which can be sold for 10s.
or more,

Mr, Teesdale: That is quite little enough,
too.

The PREMIER: But someone in the hon.
member’s electorate has caught an opossum
and, therefore, there is a motion to disallow
the regulation!

Mr. Johnston: You got a ghilling, anyhow.

The PREMIER: As a matter of faet, it
would be much better for the House to say
that there shall be no charges fixed by way
of regulation because the various Aets can be
amended. If the Bill be agreed to there will
be no regulations framed at all but every Act
will be amended.

Mr. Underwood: Do you say that we are
doing a service to the State by breeding
opossums?

The PREMIER: We render a serviee in
conuection with the breeding of opossums.
They Tun over reserve areas, protected by
inspectors and the police. That work is done
at some cost and when the season arrives and
people are able to eolleet skins we say that
they must pay us a royalty. The member
for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood) knows that we
bave a department to deal with thia work,
for he has administered it. We render a
gervice and we have a right to charge for it.
Are we to have no right to eharge royalty
on timber and on sandalwood, which has
taken a hundred years to grow on Crown
lands?

Mr. Underwood:
the right to deecide.

The PREMIER: I do not know that there
is any other way of fairly providing for
those charges for servieces rendered, except
by way of regulation. We cannot always
determine in this House just what ‘the ser-
viees will cosi and what the return should be.

Mr. Underwood: It eosts nothing to breed
opossums.

The PREMIER: That i3 only one of many
things. 1 mentioned opossums because the
member’ for Williame-Narrogin referred to
that regulation. These fees are imposed
purely for services rendered.

Mr. Munsie: Bhould you be able to increase
the price of water by way of regulationt

The PREMIER: If the cost of the service
has inereased, why not® Will the member for
Hannans (Mr. Munsie} say that if he renders
a service when wages are at 12s. and he eol-
Jeets just emough to cover that eost, he is not
to be allowed to.charge anything additional
for the services he renders when wages are
increased to 153.%

Parliament should have
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Mr, Minsie: Possibly you would be right
in increasing the charges under those cireum-
stances.

Mr. Chesson: So long as notice is given.

The PREMIER: Regulations are framed
to govern all sorte of things. I do not know
how we could administer Acts unless we had
the right to impose fees by way of regula-
tions.

Mr. Munsie: Are not many of those regu-
lations already fixed and actually law?

The PREMIER: That i so.

Mr. Munsie:
them.

The- PREMIER: Yes, because we cannot
vary them.

Mr. Munsie: Wea do not want you to vary
them until the House has assented to the
variation.

Mr. Hughes: The Bill will not affect the
regulations which are law at present?

Mr. Money: No, it will only affect future
measures.

The PREMIER: It will affect any future
variation of fees imposed under existing
legislation.

Mr, Johnston: Would it affeet any inerease
in the railway freightat

The PREMIER: It might. The hon mem-
ber, in_common with other people, must know
that we must meet the cost of services ren-
dered. We have people talking day in and
day out about the deficit and yet they never
miss an opportunity to reduee the amounta
payable to the Treasury. This is merely an
attempt to eurtail collections altogether until
Parliament meets, If we adjourn next week
and on the suceeeding week we are asked to
render some service, we eannot recover any
return for that service until the House meets
again and agrees to regulations.

Mr. Chesson: It would have the effect of
making Parliament meet earlier.

The PREMIER: In the circumstances,
no Government would perform services for
the people. Why is it that every possible
means is taken on every possible oeceasion by
the Legislative Council to reduee the oppor-
tunities of the Goverament to secure payment
for services rendered by the Government?

Mr. Teesdale: And all the time they howl
abont the defieit.

The PREMIER: 'Why bring forward a
Bill of this description? Parliament ean dis-
allow regulations,

Mr. Munsie: What is the good of dizallow-
ing them if the department put up the same
regniations the next dav?

The PREMIER: We must have regula-
tions so that we may collect fees for the
services rendered.  Surely the House will not
say that we have no right to eollect fees for
services rendered.

Mr. Munsie: I would not say that.

The PREMIER: TParliament should not
agree to the Bill at all. On every possible oe-
casion members of another place take objec-
tion to regulations giving us some return for
services rendered. T do not know why we

Then the Bill will not affect
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+honld not collect fees under regulation, A
regulation has the force of law until Parlia-
ment ‘disallows it. Suppose we put wp a re-
gulation imposing a charge of half-a-crown
for certain gervices rendered, and the House
disallows it; am T to understand that we are
to go on rendering that serviee withont a
tharge?

Mr. Harrison: Do not suggest that the
Honse would disallow any and every fee. It
i8 a question of regulating the fee.

The PREMIER: Even it we were to im-
pose a fee strictly representing the value of
the service performed, in all probability the
Houre would still disallow it. [ hope the
House will not pass the Bill, for it really
means that regulations wilt be of no avail at
all, and that in futurc all Bills will have to
inelude n schedule of fees and charges be-
fore we really know what the cost of the
gervices will be. That is entirely unreason-
ahle. 1In every State of the Commonwealth
the ecustom of imposing fees hy regulation
has been followed. There is no other way ot
getting a fair veturn for services rendered,
beeanse the c¢harge must vary from time to
time. The meaning of the Bill is that there
ghall e no power to make regulations impos-
ing fees or charges of any sort, and so we
shall have no power to colleet fees and
charges until the House meets and approves
a regulation, At Port Hedland and at Bun-
bury there will he no power to collect water
rates.

Mr. Underwood:
at Port Hedland.

The PREMIER: We perform endless ser-
vices all over the place, the cost of which has
to be mmet. Men are registered for various
trades, and the registration fee is imposed by
regulations, I tell the House quite frankly
that the services will nat he performed unless
we can collect the necessary charges. If the
Bill becomes law no charges can be imposed.
By every possible means has ancther place
endeavoured to reduce our collections, whether
vnder taxing Bills or under regulation. The
Acts already on the statute-book cannot be
praperly applied unless we retain the power
to impose fees by regolation, This is a most
mischievous innovation and ean only result in
great ineonvenience to the public. The regu-
lations are always framed merely to cover the
rost of the services rendered.

Mr. Munsie: Parliament has disallowed
regulations, and your officers have immedi-
atelv put up the same regulations again.

The PREMIER: T do not know of any such
instanee

Mr. Munsie:
water rates.

The Minister for Works:
incrensed wages.

The PREMIER: Some members would
urge that increased wages should not he
covered by increased fecs for services ren-
dered. T£ the Bill be passed, these services
will not be performed and so very great in-
convenience will he oceasioned to the public.

You perform no serviees

Take the inereasse in the

That was to mest

[The DTeputy Rpeaker took the Chair.]
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Mr. UTNDERWOQOD (Pilbara) [9.40]: 1
hope the Bill will be accepted. The reason
for it lies in the present Administration. Or-
dinarily the impoesition of fees is reasonably
correct in prineiple, but during the last two
or three years we have got into the habit of
passing all sorts of Bills which are really taxa-
tion measures in disguise. 1f one has a little
bit of a motor capable of being turned by
one hand, an inspector of machinery comes
along, anl his visit has to be paid for. The
administration of the Inspection of Machin-
ery Aet is practieally the reason for this
Bil.

Hon. W. C, Angwin drew attention to the
state of the House.

. Bells rung and a quorum formed.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If one has a windmill
or a sewing machine it has to he officially in-
speeted, and the owner has to pay for that
inspection. Moreover, after Parliament has
disallowed regulations, the department bas
put them up again next day. That is quite
truc. It should not be allowed. It is an
insult to Parlinment, The only thing we can
do is cither to change the Ministry, who have
the power to sack some of the departmental
officers, or, alternatively, to assert ourselves
by a Bill such a8 this, Thes¢ regulations have
heen used to impose fees, not for services ren-
dered, but by way of taxation.

Mr. Munsic: Absolutely.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Premier can talk
ahout water as long as he likes, but there is
no doubt these regnlations have beern impro-
perly used. There would be no complaint if,
after Parliament disallowed a regulation, the
department did not put it up again,

The Minister for Works: How can the de-
partment go on with the work without regn-
lutiona? What water supply could go on
withont them? .

Mr. UNDERWOOY): There are many pal-
try things in the Works Department which
cun go on without regulations. What does
the Minister say about the Machinery Bill?

The Minister for Works; T do not kunow
auything about it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Of course not. Shall
we bave taxation by regulation or by the ap-
proval of Parliament? Parliament must ap-
prove. When Parliament has disallowed any
regulations it is utter impudenec for any Min-
ister or departmental head to put them up
again, and charge the fees.

The Minister for Works: How can you eol-
leet the money neeessary for paying the wages
on water supplied unless you have regulations
for the purpnse?

Mr. Money: By Act of Parliament.

Mr. UXDERWOOD: Of course.

Hon, W, C, Angwin: How are the taxes col-
jected ?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, and how is the
land tax imposed except by Parliament. This
i8 3 new way of eollecting taxes. As a Par-
liament we should objeet to the imposition of
any tax unless it is approved by Parliament.
The Bill is aiming at those things which are
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not for services at all. This is something we
are compelled to have and pay for and don’t
want.

The Minister for Works:
mean?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There is the inspec-
tion of an electric motor. One has to pay an
inspector to look at jt though ome does not
want him.

The Minister for Works: Do you objeet to
hoiler inspections?

Me. UNDERWOOLRY: No, not until the
new Machinery Inspeetion Bill was put
through. That was purely a taxation measure.
The Government are taxing in order to keep
a hoard of useless wasters, non-producers,
going through the country living on the aetual
workers of the ecountry.

The Minister for Works: You are not justi-
fied in saying that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I am.

The Minister for Works: Qur boiler in-
spectors are as honest as you are.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Of conrse; they were
lonest before you passed the Bill

The Minister for Works: They have ren-
dered honest and good service to the State,
and you know it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The new Machinory
Bill was not passed for the purpoese of im-
proving the condition of boilers, but te gather
taxes. Boilers have been fairly well inspected
and there have been very few accidents. That
was pot good enough. Gthers wanted some
non-producing job, and wanted the produeers
of the country to keep them there. They
brought up these regulations and foreced the
people to pay for these inspections. After
Parliament bhas disallowed the regulations—
that is the reason for the Rill—they have the
impudence to put up practically the same regu-
lations again and Parliament has to disallow
them. If they are not disallowed the people
will have to go on paying. The Machinery
Bill was due to the impudence of officers whose
action was sanctioned by the Minister, and
who ignored the decision of Parliament in re-
gard to these regulations. They were dis-
allowed.

The Minister for Worka: Where?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: In the Legislative
Couneil.

The Minister for Works: What have they
to do with wa?

Mr. Mann: They were disallowed here too.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, they were dis-
allowed-at 11 o’clock at might, but the fees
were charged up te 10 o’clock at night. By
12 o’clock the following day the authorities
put forward another set of regulations prae-
tically the same as those that had been dis-
allowed. The autoerats of the civil service
defied Parliament. T ask members not to
allow them to do s0. Parliament and nobody
else has a right to impose taxzation, but
taxation has been imposed by civil servants
with the concurrence of their Ministers, T
irnst the Bill will be earried.

What de you
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W.
J. George—Murray-Wellington) [953]: I
trust the Bill will not be carried. Parlia-
ment, of course, must be paramount but
must be reasonable in the matter of ad-
ministration.

Mr., Underwood: ls ‘it right to put up
regulations after they have been disallowed?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: XNo one
will dispute that the chosen of the people,
namely Parliament, must rule, and that
their will must be given effeet to. On the
other hand, those who put forward their
views should earefully study the conditions
under which they must be earried out. Take
the matter of water supply, sewerage, storm
water, drainage and goldfields water supply.
Unlesa we have regulations we cannot carry
on, TJnder these regulations we bave power,
which i3 not tyrannically used, bhut
judiciously used, to deal with situations as
they arise. If our charges are barely
snfficient to meet our cxpenses, when we are
paying 10s. or 12s. 3 day wages, some means
must be found by regulation to meet the ex-
penres when the wages arc 15s. a day.

Mr, Underwood: You can put it before
Parlament. Parliament is sitting.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It has
been gitting for seven months, and we hope
to be in recess for five months. The ecir-
cumstances that arise during recess must be
dealt with promptly. They cannot be de-
ferred nntil Parliament meets again. If we
were to do that in connection with the water
supply, sewerage, storm water, and drain-
age, we should lose a considerable propor-
tion of our money. The people from whom
we Should collect fees for services rendered
might not be there by the time Parbament
had ailowed or disallowed the reguvlations.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It would not affeet
You very much.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We have
as mnch as we can do to balanee the ledger
with these concerns. No one would desire
that serviees necessary to the people for
their comfort and living, should be rendered,
but that the Government, by a techuicality,
shonld be prevented from collecting the
money or making a charge for the work
done. There is pressing need for water at
the present time in the agricultural areas.
It is only by regulation that we can arrange
to meet the situation.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: It is ridiculous. Do
the same as T did. Send out the water
whether it is paid for or not. When the
farmers wanted water we gave it to them.

The MANISTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
member can do as he pleases. I, under my
Premier, am trying to do what I think isin
the best interests of the State. We are
supplying farmers with water and faking
good eare that they get it. We must do
that from the humanitarian peint of view,
We are charging less for the water than it
¢osts us, but we ecannot impose that charge
without regulations. Does the hon. member
wish us to suppose that we must first call a
special meeting of tbe House and say
'‘Please, we have to supply water to people
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who are thirsty, but we have nu meuans of
making our ¢harge vnless we get Parliament
to agree to it'’!}

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You make no regu-
lations under those conditions.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If Parlia-
ment doe: not agree {0 dur proposal we
cannot Tecover the cxpense we hbave
inturred.

Hon, W. ., Angwin: You cannot bluff the
farming members with that sort of thing.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I have no
desire to bluff members. If the Bill be passed
an itpossible position from the administra-
tion point of view wil] be created. The
hon. member knows that.

Hon, W. . Angwin: Not in the cases you
have mentioned.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Clause 2
provides that no regulation which imposes
fees ar chavges shall have any force of law
until it has been laid on the Table of both
Houses of Parliament, and so on. We are
taking wp train loads of water to the coun-
try where water ia required. We can oaly
do that by making a charge of so much per
100 gallons, and collecting the money before
we render the service. We ean only do that
by regulation.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Cbllect the charge
before you render the service?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: The
settlers bave to pay the Commtissioncr of
Railways for their water before we carry it.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T was not as bad as
that,

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: We are
carting water at a cost of Bs. a hundred
gallons and eharging 2s. 6d., and the balance
is charged against Consolidated Revenune.
1f this cannot be done, what is to become
of the poor devils in the country?

Mr. Pickering: Of course you have to
varry it.

The MINISTEE FOR WORKS: T have
never scen so silly a Bill as this. It takes
the cake. It is a deliberate attempt on the
part of certain political persons to em-
bharrass the Government. They have a per-
fect right to do as they like, just as mem-
hers here have, but if Parliament passes this
Rill it will paralyse the adminiatration of

the different departments which are per-
forming those services 8o necessary and
essential for the people of the State.

Therefore T say to hon. members, ‘"Be care-
ful, do not be led into a trap.’’ The Bill
may be justified by the sophistry which cer-
tain gentlemen ¢an employ, but there is no
getting away from the faet that interference
with huge Government concerng is a matter
regarding which members should be most
careful. I know very little about the In-
gpection of Machinery Aects, but T can say
that any strictures of members here or else-
where upon officers of the Tnapeetion of Ma-
chinery Department are absolutely unecalled
for. Machinery inspection in this State has
been carried out faithfully and well for many
years past by men who are honest and con-
scientiovs in their work. Their inspections
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have been carried out net only for the pro-
tection of the workers, but also for the pro-
tection of persons in the vieinity. During
the time I was engaged in the machinery
business here, I saw boilers absolutely unfit
for use go up to the goldfields. They would
have been used, and probably would have
caused aecidents, but for the aectivity of the
Machinery Inspection Department. As re-
gards hordes of inspectors, the Minister in
charge of the department can take care of
that allegation. [ know of no hordes of in-
spectors, It is said that the greater the
crowd of men an officer surrounds himself
with, the more wonderful does he consider
himself. Sueh talk is ridiculous.

Mr. Hughes: But that is exactly what
Eoes on,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Such

thinge are said by people who, though quite,

honest and sincere, do not know that of which
they speak. The position has been rightly
put by the Premier: the Bill should be
thrown out on its car, and quickly. I hope
hon. members will do that, and do it in an
unmigtakable manner.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN (North-Eust Fre-
mantle) [10.6]: I was rather struck with
the appeal which the Minister for Works
directed to the cross benches.

Mr, Pickering: Why the eross benches?

Hon., W. C. ANGWIN: Becanse the Min-
ister was peinting out that he could not sup-
ply those members and their constituents with
water unless there was a regulation. Buat
that is all burkum. The Government who
waited to make a regulation before sending
water to people urgently in need of it for
themselves and for their stock, would be ne-
gleeting their duty. Before » regulation can
jssue, there must be a meeting of the Execu-
tive Councii to confirm it. I was surprised,
toa, to hear the Minister say that the Gov-
ernment demanded payment of freight on the
water beforc supplying it te the people who
required it. This Bill bas been fathered
here by a member on the Government side,
and sopported by another member on the
Government side; and, to judge from inter-
jections, the Bill has the support of other
members opposite, In the Legislative Coun-
¢il the measure was carried without a divi-
sion, showing that it was approved of almost
unanimously. I think there was only one
voice raised against it. Yet the measure
represents a direet motion of want of eonfi-
dence in Ministers on the Treasury bench,
The time has arrived to aseertain by a ma-
jority of this House whether the Government
retain the confidence of the Assembly.

The Premier: What are vou going to do
about this Bill?

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: The Bill is no-
thing but an expression of want of confidence
in the Government.

The Premier: The Couneil passed motions
of want of confidence in you every day when
you were in office.
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Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: Yes, but while we
were Ministers we were sure of the support
of members of the Assembly. The present
Premier is not in that position. I have read
the debates on this Bill in another place, It
appears that the Government made regula-
tions, and that Parliament disallowed thaae
regulations, and that immediately Parliament
closed down regulations almost precisely
similar were again promulgated. T am not
going to blume the departmental officers. No
officer car make a regulation. He can only
draft a regulation for submission to his Min-
ister. The Minister must approve of the
regulation before it is promulgated. If anoy
Minister has adopted tactics such as again
submitting te Exeecutive Counci] regulations
which have heen disallowed by Parliament,
he has placed his collengues in a false posi-
tion. A regulation might be in foree for six
manths before Parliament has an opportunity
to deal with it. I hold that we have too
much Jegislation by regulation, but no Gov-
ernment can carry on without a certain power
to make regulations under existing Acts, as
was clearly pointed out by a former member
for Perth. This sesgion we have enzected a
measure dealing with the dairying industry,
und that measure provides for the imposition
of eertain fees. Unless the Government have
power to finpose the fees, the Act will be a
dead letter. The same thing applies to the
Daivy Cattle Improvement Act. The only
alternative seems to be that the Govern-
ment should administer those Acts without
fees; that is, unless the imposition of fees
is made retrospective. The Bill now before
the Honse dcelarcs that the Government ean-
not be trusted to make regulationa. The
hon. member in charge of the Bill shakes hia
head, but T think the Premier agrees with
me. The Government cannot impose any fees
except under an Act empowering them to do
80. Otherwise the regulation imposing the
fees would be ultra vires. The Minister for
Works, in thec matter of water rates, is
limited to a maximum which he cannot ex-
ceed, thongh the power iz given to him to
vary. S8till, the Water Supply Department
are up to their waximem already.

The Premicr: They might want to reduce
rates.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: This Bill does ot
deal with reduction of fees, bnt with their
imposition. The present measure, and other
Bills introduced Auring this session, show that
it i necessary we should ascertain, prior to
going into recess, whether the Government
possess the confidence of a majority of mem-
hers here, sinee supporters of the Government
are supporting Billa of this nature.

On motion by Mr. Angelo debate ad-
Journed.

Houge adjourned at {917 p.m,



