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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS TRUESENTED,

By the Minister for Works: 1, Heport
of the DPublic Wirks reparbnent ; 2,
Spevial By-laws relating to the system of
valuation of the Mount Magnet. Norvth
Cooluardie, amd  Ghreenbushes  Roads
Boans,

By the Premier: 1, Heport of the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust; 2, Retarn in eon-
nection with the West Ausl:ra]mn Cricket
Association (ordered on motion by M.
Lander); 3, Return showing the amonnts
paid on vevenue and loan accounts and
the number of persons participating in
salaries and wages in October, 1911
{ordered on motion by Mr. S, Stubbs);
4, Annual Report of the High School;
Annual Report of the Board of Manage-
ment of Perth Public Hospital; 5, Papers
re appointment of Assistant Fishery Tn-
spector at Mandurah (asked for by Mr.
George).

By the Minister for Railways: Retnrn
showing the amount of east steel and cast
iron imported for the Government Rail-
ways (ordered on molion by Mr. Swan).

By the Honorary Minister: Aanual re-
port of the Commissioner of Polire.

. 1911, 1337
QUESTIONS (2)—MUNICL’AL SUB-
S1DY.

Proposad Deputation.

My, ALLEN (without notice) asked the
Premier: 1, Whether he is prepared to
receive a deputation from {he Perth City
Couneil with reference to the Government
subsidy, 2, 1€ not. why not?

The PREMIER replied: 1. No.
cause it is unnecessary.

2, Be-

Perth City Couneil's Payment,

M. ALLEN asked the I'vremier: What
amount of money do the Gevernment in-
tend to pay the Perth City Council by
way of Government subsidy for the ecur-
rent vear?

The PREMIER replied: Li is proposed
fo increase the seale from 3s. 1o ¥s. 6d. in
lhe £ with a minimum of £75 and a maxi-
mum of £3.000, so that Perth will receive
£3.000.

QAUESTION — POLICE
FTND.

My, O'LOGERLEN asked the Premier:
1. What is the numher of members of the
Police  Foree siill serving (inelnding
comiissioned and non-romwissioned offi-
cets  and  conslables) who have drawn
their grataity under the Police Benefit
Fund? 2, The names of all such mem-
bers? 3, Amount paid to each? 4, Does
he intend to have the annual balanee
sheet printed and published in the Police
Gazette for the inforraation and guidance
of Lhe contributors?

The PREMIER veplied: 1, Twelve. 2
amd 3. Superintendent W. C. Lawrence,
£428 1s. 1d.; Chief Inspecior R. Congell,
£446 2s. 1d.; Tnspector E. 0. Drewry,
£90 5s. 7d.; Inspector T. C. Holmes, £368
11s, 6d.; Inspector J. MeKenna, £388 1s.
1d.; Inspector 3. Brophy, €378 11s. 3d.;
Inspector W. C. Sellenger, £502 1s, 8d.;
Sub-Iuspector C. Woods, £609 14s.; Sub-
Tnspector W. Lappin, £536 15s. 8d.; Sub-
Inspector J. Duncan, £366 15s. 10d.;
Sub-Tnspector F'. . J. Mitehell, £429 4s.
4d.; Detective J. Croyle, £24 6s. 8d. 4,
The balance-sheet of the Fund is always

DENEFIT
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published in the annual report of the
Cowmmissiener of Police. The question
of punblishing it also in the Police Gazette
will have consideration.

QUESTION—FISHERY INSPECTOR,
APPOINTMENT.,

Mr. MOORE (for Mr. George) asked
the Premier: If he will lay the Papers on
the Table of the House relating to the
appoiniment, in 1409, of W. Holling-
worth as Assistant Fishery Inspector at
Mandurah?

The PREMIER veplied:
papers here.

T have the

QUESTION—LAND SETTLEMENT,
ADVERTISEMENT,

Mr. MOORE {for Mr. George) asked
the Minister for Taands: 1, Having in view
the siatements of the Government with
regard to land settlement, does the Min-
ister consider the advertisement appearing
on page 455 of the Fruit World of Aus-
tralavia gives a cortect and reliable
epitome of ihe present land policy of this
State? 2, Is the stalement eorrect thutl
there are in the South-West division of
Western Anstralia 38,000,000 acres avail-
able for wheat and sheep, 7,000,000 acres
suitable for fruit and sheep, 6,700,000
acres snitable for dairy produce and
potatoes, and 5,000,000 acres suitable for
stock? 3, Is the statement corrveet that
2,000 acres may be held by one persou,
whose wife or husband may seleet an
addifional 1,000 acres, on 20 years' terms,
half-yearly payments, and for the first
three years no more than 6d. per acre is
charged? 4, If so, has the non-alienation
policy been vevised?
take rhe necessary steps to prevent any
misunderstanding on the part of would-he
settlers who desire {o obtain freeholds
under the allurements of the pieturesque
advertisement referred to?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, Yes, approximately, 3,
Yes. 4, The nen-alienation poliey has nol
yet been adopted in regard to rural lands.
A. Yes. due notice will he given of anw

5, Tf not, will he -

[ASSEMBLY.}

amending legislation which is to be intro-
dueed in aecordance with the poliey of
the Government.

QUESTION—RAILWAY EXTENSION
TO COWCOWING.

Mr. LEFROY (for Mr. A. N, Piesse)
asked the Premier: 1, Is he aware that the
Selectors’ Guide, page 15, 1909 issue, pub-
lished by the Moore Gtovernment, eontaing
the following :—“The Northam-Goomal-
ling vailway line bas been opened up 4s
far as Dowerin, and it is now proposed
to extend the line to Cowecowing”? 2,
That on this definite assuranee and also
information given on departmental plans
many settlers have taken up land, and
made their homes on this area? 3, That a
number have areas under eultivation, and
are over 20 miles from any existing rail-
way? 4, Does the present Government
intend to carry out the promise given,
and assist these seftlers by introducing at
an early date a Bill for the eonstruction
of a railway into this area?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes, 2, No;
the majorily of the holdings were taken
up prior to the publication of the 1909
Seleciors’ Gitide. 3, Yes. 4, The present
Government have previgusly announced
that it is their intention to provide rail-
way facilities for the settlers in this dis-
tret. The early introduction of a Bill to
Parlinment would not in any way ex-
pedite the work.

QUESTION—RAILWAY APPOINT-
MENTS.

Mr. LEWTS nsked the Minister for
Roilways: 1, How many engineering
assistanis have recently been hrounght from
the British Isles under agreemeni to the
Existing Lines Braneh of the Railway
Department? 2, What peviod have they
been engaged for? 3, What pay are they
10 receive fpr the firsi. second, and third
vear? 4, Were their faves, also fares for
their families, paid hy the Department?
5, Were applications called for these posi-
tions -hy advertisement{ in this State ot
Commonwenlth? TP not. why not? 6,
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Do these imported engineers possess sueh
extra ability and experience to justify
paying them higher salaries than officers
of years’ standing in the department, and
trained to loeal eonditions? 7, If during
the next two years no increments are
.granted lo engineer assistants, will the
imported men be receiving more salary
than those mentioned in the classification
of the 161h Sepiember, 19117 If so, will
the Minisler provide for sueh a eontin-
gency? & Iave any officers whose ser-
vices were dispensed with during retrench-
ment sinee applied for similar positions
in the department? If so, what rate of
pay was offered? 9, Will the Minister
see lhat justice is done lo engineers of
years sfanding in’the serviee, by seeing
that iley are net paid less than men
hrouglh! out under agreement or other-
wise?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
_replied: 1, Seven. 2, Three years, 3,
£270, £285, £300. 4, Yes. 5, Yes, in this
State. 6, In some cases, yes, and in some
cases, no. 7, Yes, but each case will be
treated on its meriis. 8, One application
was received, but the applicant was not
considered qualified, and he was offered
another pesition which he did not accept.
), No case of injusiice will knowingly he
permiltted.

QUESTION — RAILWAY
SION FARES.
My, ALLEN (for Mr. Harper) asked
the Minister for Railways: In view of the
reduction in excursion fares from Perth
and the Goldfields lo Albany, will the
Minister make equal proportionale eon-
cession to residenis befween Perth and
Albany ¥
The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied :—It is not intended to make fur-
ther concession.

EXCUR-

BILL—MARRINUP BRANCH RAIL-
WAY.

Introduced by the Minister for Rail-
ways, nid read a first time.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS

(Hon. P. Collier) in moving the second

reading said: This short branch line,
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some five miles in length, has already
been constructed to connect up the Gov-
ernment saw mill at Dwellingup. As
honourable members are aware a new
mill is in course of erection there and
will be working early in ihe new year.
It is to this that the line has been eon-
structed. Tt was approved by the late
Governmeni and will be open for lraffic
in the early part of January, but before
it is possible to open Lhe line it will be
necessary to put this Bill through in order

to legalise lhe coustrnetion. The mea-
sure is a purely formal one. Tt is neces-
sary, however, in order to work the

railway which will conneei up with the
saw mill. T beg to move—
That the Bill be now read « second
itme.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a seeond time,

RETURN—ESPERANCE TOWN- -
SITE. '
On motion by Mr. GREEN ordered:
That a return be laid upon the Table of
the House showing:—1, The number of
town and suburban lots disposed of in
the townsite of Esperance to date; 2, the
total receipts from sneh sales,

BILL—VETERINARY.

In Commitiee.

Mr. MeDowall in the Chair; the Mini-
ster for T.ands in charge of the Bill

Clanse 21—Qualification of Practition-
ers .

The CHATRMAN: Progress had been
veporied on Clanse 21, to which the
following amendment bad been moved by
the Minister for Lands:—“Sirike out
Subclauses 2 and 3 and substitute ihe
following in lien {ihereof:—Provided
that until the first day of December, one
fhousand nine hundred and twelve, the
Board may register any person who has

-heen continuously practising as a veter-

inary surgeon in Weslern Australia for
seven years on his passing the preseribed
examination in diseases of the horse and
other domesticated animals, in lieu of
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his bolding a diploma. 2, Save as in this
seelion provided, no person shall be regis-
tered as a veterinary surgeon under this
Aci)®

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: bt had
since been found necessary to alter the
amendment, He would ask leave to with-
draw it.

Amendmeni by leave withdrawn,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS
moved —

That in Sub-clause 1 the following be

added to paragraph (c) “or has passed

a prescribed examination lo the satis-

faction of the board”
As would be seen from ile Notice Paper
there was a number of amendments pro-
posed to be made to the elanse.  When
the clanse had heen amended as proposed
there wonld be (wo eclasses of practi-
tioners. Those who submitted themselves
to examination would bhe provided with o
certificate of competeney, while those who
relied on the faet that ihey had been in
pracitee in the State for a certain term
before the Bill heeame law would merely
secure a certificate of practice. By that
distinetion we would be able lo ensure the
qualifications eertified to by fhe Slale.
The one class wonld have certificales of
eompetency, while the olker would have
certificates of practice. That was the
substanee of the proposed mmendment.

Mr. MITCHELL: The Minister was
to be eongralulated on the clanse, aund
also upon the amendment. It was a bel-
ter arrangement than thal in the Engligh
Act, and would adequately meet the case.

My, LANDER: The Mimster was to
be eongraiunlaied as having acled in ace-
cordance with his promise to bring in
n reasonable amendment. The amend-
ment would effecinally serve to hlock the
quack.  Clongidering the lime it took a
oan {o qualify himself to hecome a veter-
inary sargeon the TTouse shonld parolee
him as well as the publie. .

Mr. THOMAS: The Minister ought to
be thanked for the concession made to
meet the wishes of ihe members of the
Honse; the amendment would furn out
very well; but whilst congratulaling the
Minister. one could nol congratulate the
member for East Perih. who made a fad

[ASSEMBLY.] -

of the subject and wanted fo inllict every
possible punishment on persons who did
nol vome up to his view of what was.
right. Many estimable citizens would
benefit by (he clunse, and it was not just
for the member for Last Perth to com-
tinually throw jibes at them and refer
o them as quacks, or use sueh-like epi-
thets. While admiring the honourable
rmember’s enlhusiasm one conld not ad-
mire liis discretion. 'The honourable mem-
ber should exercise n little more consider-
ation.

Awendwent put and passed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved
a further amendment—

That i Une 2 of Subclause 2 (lhe
word “three” he siruck out and *jive”
inserted in Neu.

The term of five years would be a rea-
sonable provision.

Amendment passed.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved
a further amendment—

That after “enteved,” im line 1 of
Subclause 3, the words “as « velerinary
practitioner” le inserted.

While o person was registered as u veler-
inary peactitioner, still for the general
purposes of the Aet his designalion was
not equal to that of a velerinary surzeon,

Mr. Thomas: Can he recover fees for
altendance?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Un-
doubtedly. Giving him the ceviificate ad-
mitted him to practice, and thus we must
eive him all legal redress given to others.

Anmendment put and passed.
Clanse as amended, pnf and passed.

(Mr. Holman fook the Chair.)

Clange 22—Certifienie of registvalion:

The MINISTER FOR TLANDS: The
printer had inadvertently omitted this
clanse in repripting the Bill with the
Conncil’s amendmeniz, Instead of rein-
slating it he proposed to amend it, and
fFor that purpose would move a new clause
at the end of the Rill.

Clause formally negatived.

Clauses 23 and 24—agzreed to.

Clause 25—Penalfv for practising when
not registered :
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Mr. MALE moved an amendmeni—

That after “castration” in line 2 of
the provise at the end of Subclause 2,
the word “speying” be inserted.
This was to remedy an oversight on the
part of the other House.

Amendment put and passed, the clanse
as amended agreed to.

Clauses 26 to 29—agreed io.

New clanse—Certificate of registration:

The MINISTER FOR LANDS moved,
That the following be added to stand as
Clause 22:—
1, Every registered veterinary sur-
geon shall, on payment of a fee of one
shilling, be entitled to obtain from the
registrar a certificate stating that he is
so registered, and setting out the quali-
fieations by virtue of which he is regis-
tered. 2, In case of a certificate issued
to a person qualified as provided in
Subsection one of Section twenty-one,
the certificate shall be called a cerfifi-
cate of competency, and shall state that
such person is registered as a competent
veterinary surgeon. 3, A certificate is-
sued to o veterinary practitioner shall
be called a certificate of practice, and
shall state that it is issued to the prac-
titioner witkout any proof of compe-
tency having being furnished by him.
4, Ewery such cerificate shall be prima
facie evidence of the matters thercin
stated. -
Mr. THOMAS: The only objection w
to the registration fee being fixed at 1s.
As the Government would be put to some
considerable expense in connection with
this Bill, they should ask a reasonable
fee for registration. The fee shonld he
three gnineas or five guineas, the nsnal
fee in these professions.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This

charge of 1s. was merely for the certifi-
cate. The question of fees was to be

fixed by regulation as provided in Clause

14,

Mr. Thomas: A fee of 1s. would not
pay for the ¢ost of printing the certifi-
eates. '

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It was
hardly necessary to ask for a greater sum.
There was no desire to make a profit out
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of the right to praectise as a veterinary
Surgeocn.

Mr. LANDER: It was a direst insult
to describe as unqualified a veterinary
surgeon who not only held a diploma as
a veterinary surgeon but also as a quali-
fied chemist. It was a mean contemptible
thing for the member for Bunbury to do.

Mr. Thomas: The honourable member
is aceusing me of contemptible conduet,

The CHAIRMAN: If so, it is out ot
order.

Mr. LANDER: It was contemptible
for a so-called professional man to brand
as unqualified ancther who obtained a
diploma by passing an examination at
the Royal College. When an hon. mem-
ber under cover of the House tried to
do a professional man an injury—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must not impute motives.

Myr. LANDER: At any rate it was
his wish that the amount should not be
increased, the amount of 1s. was enough.
It was the chemists who had been running
the quacks in different parts of the coun-
try.

New clause put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments, and
the report adopted.

BILL—POLICE BENEFIT PUND.
Second Reading.

Hon., W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary Min-
ister} in moving the second reading said:
This is a small measure, and one which
T think T capn recommend to hon, members
with very few words. To-day under the
Police Benefit Fund those persons who
are appointed to administer that fund
can only pay from it to widows and or-
phans who are entitled to receive a
benefit. It has been found by the ex-
Colonial Secretary, Mr. Counolly, that
injustices were done in some cases, be-
cause payments from the fund were re-
stricted to widows and orphans. A short
time prior to leaving office a constable
who had been in the serviee for 12 years,
and who was the sole support of his
widowed mother, unfortunately died, and
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the mother who was living in poor cir-
cumstances applied for a gratuity which
she thought she would be entfitled to re-
ceive from this fund, The board was not
in a position fo grant anything, and the
then Colonial Secretary did everythbing
in his power to relieve the distressed cir-
sumstances of the parent, but he had no
authority to pay her claim out of the
fund. He then caused to be drafted this
measure, having in view the ecircnm-
stances of that case and the hardship
which had been imposed, not only in that
instance, but in others. The object of
the Bill is to provide for the pay-
meni out of the fund to the nexi of
kin, and these words have been added.
There is a possibility by the ineclusion
of these words that someone who is not
really entitled to receive any benefit might
obtain it, but the regulations provide
that benefits from this fund may be
granted at the diseretion of the Board.
Members can rest assured that no danger
will arise, so far as the fund is concerned,
by the insertion of these words. If the
next of ldn is a distant relative, who
really had no claim on the deceased per-
gon, then the Board will use their dis-
cretion and refuse to hand over any
amonnt which might have been due to the
officer if he had not died.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Could you not put in
the word “dependent”?

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: This was
thought to be the best method of getting
over the difficulty, seeing that the board
have the power to exercise discretion in
the payment of moneys. Mr. Connolly
saw the necessity for drafting this men-
sure and Mr. Drew, the present Colonial
Secretary, endorsed it, and submitted it
to the Legislative Counecil. I beg to
move—

That the Hill be now read & second
time.

Mr. MITCHELL (Northam): I have
no objection to the Bill, and I was
pleased to hear the Minister say that the
former Colonial Secretary was respon-
sible for the drafting of it. With re-
gard to the case the Minister has referred
to, if it is still under consideration I hope
he will see that justice is done.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. LANDER (East Perth): It gives
me great pleasure to support the Bill
I think I know the case to which the
Honorary Minister referred. It was a
very sad case, The officer had done ex-
tensive service in the North-West, and
he was coming down on a health trip
when death overtock him at Carnarvon.
His widowed mother was in the old coun-
try, and under the existing regulations
it was not possible for her to obtain re-
lief from the Police Benefit Fund. I
would like to ses the measure made retro-
spective, so that something might be done
for her.

Question put and possed.

Bill vead a second time.

In Committee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair; Hon. W. C.
Angwin (Honovary Minister) in ebarge
of the Bill,

Clause 1—Amendment of 30 Vietoria
No. 10:

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: Was it understood
that the Bill was net to be made retro-
speclive? It was very little use talking
about the injustices of the past unless
something was done. He knew of a
couple of ¢ases where great injustice had
been done, on account of, in one case, the
individual being a single man whe was
snpporting his widowed mother, and it
was impossible for her to obtain relief.
This officer had been paying into the fund
for  twelve or thirteen years, and an at-
tempt was made to get something for the
dependent of thizs officer, but without
avail,

The Minister for Mines:
quite a number of them.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: It was surprising
that this Bill was not introduced years
ago if that was the case. He would sug-
gest that the Minister should add after
“next of kin” the word “dependents.”
The diffieulty in which the DMinister
found himself was that if the word “de-
pendents” were put in, the Bill would
have to go back to another place, and
possibly in the last hours of the session
wonld he lost. If, however, the Minister
was further amending the law af any
future time he should remember that
often the next-of-kin might not be depend-

There are
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ent on the persou who had died, so that

the person most in peed of the alloeation -

from this fund might not receive any of
it at all. The best thing that the Com-
mitte eould do was to pass the Bill, and
ask the Minister to take an early op-
portunity of amending it in the direction
indicated. He regretted that the Bill
had not been made retrospective, and if
that eould not be done some eonsideration
should be given, evenr by way of a lump
sum, to those who had suffered injustice
owing to the limifations of the present
legistation.

Mr. 5. STUBBS: Was it not possible
that justice conld be done to those per-
sons who had suffered through this mea-
sure not having been passed into law be-
fore?

The Premier: They have already got
a little justice by the kicking out of the
people who wronged them in the past.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: Anything which the
Minister conld do in the direetion of giv-
ing velief to those nnfortunate persons
dependent on this fund should be done.
It wounld be only justice to give considera-
tion to the claims of those whose eases
could not be met under the existing or-
dinance, and if the Minster gave a lump
sum it would be approved by every mem-
ber of the committee.

Mr. TAYLOR: It was almost impos-
sible to make the Biil reirospective, and
then say that justice shonld be done. The
ordinance under which the fund was op-

.erated had been in existence 30 or 40
vears, and there had been a number of
hardships. If it were necessary to go
back to reetify some of the injustices of
the past, the Minister wounld be confronted
with a diffiecnlty as to how far back he
should go. The Board could take into
consideration those cases, and perhaps
make some recommendation to the Min-
. ister as to how the diffienlty conld be got
over. If the Minister hrought down 2
lump sum to assist 1hose people who had
lost their bread-winners, through the
deaih of coniributors to the fund for a
number of years, it would be readily
agreed to. As had been pointed out hy
the member for Forrest, the next-of-kin
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might not be the party most in need of
the money.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: It would be left
to the discretion of the board.

Mr. TAYLOR: Retrospective legisla-
tion was bad in principle, This amend-
ment had perbaps been made more ur-
gent only within the last few months, and
there might not have been as great hard-
ships in earlier years as had occurrved
lately. The wishes of members might be
met by an iavestigation on the part of
the board, and amends might be made by
bringing down an item in the Estimates
next year.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: There had
been dissatisfaction in regard ito the ad-
ministration of this fund, and the Min-
ister in charge of the department had
already promised an alteration in the
composition of the board. The police-
men contribnted about half the money
they received annually towards the up-
keep of this fund, but they had no repre-
sentation on the hoard. When the con-
stables obtained proper representation on
the board, that body would go into the
question of revising the ordinance now in
foree, and it might be necessary to make
an amendment next session. The fund
now consisted of about £15,000, and last
vear deductions were made from the pay
of the police to the extent of £2,007, " As
they contributed so largely they shonld
have a greater say than ai present in re-
gard to the administration of the fund.
In view of the intention to give them re-
presentaion on the board, members counld
test assured that it would be administered
more justly than in the past.

Clanse put and passed.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and
the report adopted,

Bill rend a third time and passed.

BILL — PARLIAMENTARY ALLOW-
ANCES ACT AMENDMENT,
Second Reading.

Resumed from the 14ih December,
Qrder of the Day for resumption of
debate on the seconding reading read.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

In Commitiee,

Mr. Holman in the chair; the Premier
in charge of the Bill.

Clanse 1—agreed to.

Clanse 2—Amendment of No. 33 of
1911:

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amend-
meut—

That paragraphs (b) and (c) be

struck oul.

The object was tn leave the saiaries of
the President of the Legislative Couneil,
and the Speaker of the Assembly, and
the Chairmen of both Houses, as they
stood at present. It was not necessary
to make a long statement oo the ques-
tion, members had made up their minds,
and he thought the majority of members
recognised that the officers were not
overpaid.

Mr. MITCHELL: While Ministers had
a perfect vight to ask thal their own
salaries be reduced ; having had a man-
date from (he country we should not
guarrel with them, especially as they had
pointed out that the country objected to
the inerease in Ministerial salaries.

The Minister for Lands: We did not
say the eouuntry objected ; we said they
had never countenanced it. That ap-
plied to the whole of the salaries.

Mr. MITCHELL: It was the sawe
thing. He might have felt compelled to
vote against the Bill but for the manner
it had been introduced, and the public led
to helieve that we had done something
that was not quife honest, aml that the
iate Government broaght down a Bill by
a process of {rickery and increased their
own salaries by £300.

The Premier: We will make it retros-
pective from the 1si January if yon
like.

Mr. Frank Wilson:
we da not mind.

Mr. MITCHELL: We should earry the
Bill beeanse Minisiers in three years
time, when they went to the ecountry,
would tell the people that they en-
deavoured to reduce thelr own salaries,
but members of the House would not

Do as -yon like,
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allow them. We had no right to touch

‘the salaries of the Speaker and the

Chairmen of Committees; the ecountry
never objected to the inerease in the
salavy of any of these officials, but he
thought the country would object if
these salaries were reduced now. He was
not going to vote for what wounld be prac-
tieally a vote of censure on these officers,
who did their work well.

My, BOLTON: Most of the remarks of
the member for Northam binged around
the cuestion that the country had refised
to endorse the action of the late Govern-
ment. He had a recollection, when the
Wilson Government propesed to reduce
the salaries by £200—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must deal with paragraphs (b) and (e).

Mr. BOLTON: There was only one
clanse in the Bill, and an amendment had
been moved to delete paragraphs {b) and
(ed. At the time the Wilson Govern-
ment proposed to reduce their own
salaries by £200—

Mr. Frank Wilson: They never did ;
that is a misstatement.

Mr. BOLTON: At that time the Wilson
Government did not propose to interfere
with the salaries of the Chairman of
Committees and the Speaker ; they only
wanted to reduce their own salaries.

My, MITCHELL: The Wilson Govern-
ment never proposed to reduece their
salavies at all. He was not a Minister
at the time when Sir Newton Moore men-
tioned the matter of a reduction of
salavies. He (Mr. Mitchell) was not get-
ting any salary ab all, bat he told Sir
Newton Moore Defore he (Mr. Mitchell)
joined the Cabinet as an Honorary Min-
ister that he would nof vate for the re-
doction. A thousand pounds was alto-
gether too little for a Minister.

The Premier: The reduction was men-
tioned in the poliey speech.

The CIIATRMAN: The question before
the Commitiee was the amendment to
strike out paragraphs (b) and (e).

The PREMIER: The Government were
not prepared to accept the amendment.
The object of introducing the Bill was
beeause Lhe people during the general
elections, at various divers times at puh-
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lic meetings expressed an opinion against
other members’ salaries being inereased.
‘We had an opportunity during the elee-
tion of telling the people what we
thought. The inereases in this clause
were on parallel lines with the increases
to Ministers. There was not the slight-
est difference, and there never was a
demand for an inerease of salaries ex-
cept to members from £20¢ upwards.
He was nol prepared to ask his collea-
gues to sit under a reduction of their
salaries to £1,000 while the President of
the Legislative Council received £700 for
three months work in the other Chamber.
If the amendment were carried he would
aecept il as an intimation that the Com-
mittee did not desire the passage of the
Bill at all.

Mr. GEORGE: If the Premier did not
earry the Bilt it wonld be a stnin on his
career. There was a difference between
the salaries of the ordinary member of
Parliament and those who oceupied posi-
tions of responsibility, as Ministers did.
Tt would not be unreasonable to raise
Ministers’ salaries to £1,100, as members
salaries were inereased by £100. He
wonld he prepared to support any amend-
ment to that effect. He was opposed to
the addition of £300 a year to Ministers
salaries, but he wouid support £100 a
vear, and he thought £100 added to the
salaries of the President, the Speaker
snd the Chairmen of Committees was not
ioo mueh.

Mr. Gill: The counlry counld not afford
to pay £1.500 a year to the Premier.

Mr. GEORGE: The eouniry would not
go bankrupt even if it paid the Premier
£2,000 a year; £1,300 a year was not a
very large salary for the Premier, but
£1,500 was more than we could pay in
Western Aunsivalia. It was a question of
what the office was worth. He trusted
the 1we paragraphs would be struck ont.
The ollivers eavned their money, there-
fiore the country shenld pay them.

Mr. THOMAS: While disagreeing
with the other portions of the Bill he
was entively in accord with the proposed
wmendment. The Ministry should have
the right to provide what was desirable
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for themselves, bat he thought it was un-
wise to interfere wilh the payments of
the Speaker, the Chairman of Committees,
and other officers who were benefitiing
nader the Act of 1911. One bad ouly to
remain in the Chamber on the previous
night to realise low arduous were the
duties which sowetimes devolved upon
the officials of the House. Then again,
the Speaker had a dignified position io
uphold, and his present salary was prob-
ably the lowest paid to a Speaker in an
Aaustralian  Parliament. It was to be
hoped the amendment would be carried,

Mr. FRANK WILSON: 1t was a pity
that in playing to the guliery in connee-
tion with the salary business the 1’re-
wier was about to perpretrate an injtstice
on the Speaker and the Chairman of
Comuwittees, No matter whal the Pre-
mier might say in regard to Ministerial
salaries, presumably le did not wish the
Hounse to believe for one moment that
he (the Premier) had been misled in
regard to the salaries of the Speaker and
the President, and the respective Chair-
men of Committees. We had had the
astonishing statement made by the Pre-
mier that no mandate had been received .
from the people in regard to these
officials, Did we require such a mandate?
Were we to go to the country to ask
what should be paid to responsible offi-
cers? If there was a mandate at all in
respect to the salaries of either members
or officers it had been merely a mandate
frem the Labour caueus which sat at
Bunbury and which had resolved that the
members’ salaries should be £400 per
annum,

Mr. Bolton: Will you support that?

Mr. FRANK WILSON: No. How iu-
consistent was it of hon. members to say
they were enlitled to £400, while, on the
other bhand. they were prepaved at the
bidding of the Preraier to cousider the
reduction of the salary of the Chairman
of Committees to £400 also. The Pre-
mier was merely playing to the gallery in
this matter and trving lo hoeodwink the
people. There was no justification what-
ever for the Premier’s attempted inter-
ference with the salary of the Speaker
and Chairman of Committees.
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The Premier: You used for election-
eering purposes the ery cf reduction of
salaries.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Never had he
done anything of the sort.

The Premier: Then your leader did.

Mr, FRANK WILSON: It had never
been any part of his (Mr. Wilson’s) ad-
ministrative policy, and even had it been
it would not make the Premier right in
the action he proposed towards the
Speaker and Chairman of Committees.

Mr. LANDER: The amendment was
deserving of snpport; we would not be
juslified in redueing these salavies.

Mr, UNDERWOOLY: A gentleman who
had shown his fitness to he entrusted
with the office of Speaker was certainly
worth £700 a year. Even if it could be
conlended that this sum was toe much
for the President of the Legislative
Couneil and ought to be reduced, it would
be unfair to reduce the salary of the
Speaker in order o keep the two in line,
1t Lhe officers of the Legislative Couneil
were being paid too much the proper way
of righting the anomaly was to bring in
.an amendment of the Constitution o
provide for differentiation of salaries as
between the two Houses. Members should
nol compare the positions of officers of
the Honse with other positions, but
should estimate the value of the offices.
The position of Speaker was worth £700
a year,

Mr. DOOLEY : In most cases one could
compare the value of an office with other
offices, but it was not possible to do that
in regard to the Speaker or the Chair-
man. The amounts they were now getting
were little enough, so le would support
the amendment, and, if the amendment
were passed, he would support a further
amendment to strike out the whole clause.
Ministers were foolish in seeking to re-
duce their salaries when there was no de-
mand for i, It was only when one came
into close contact with Ministers that ope
recognised the work they had to perform.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: There was no
comparison between the duties of the
Speaker and Chairman and those of
Ministers. The question of increasing
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Ministers’ salaries was made a burning
question by the late member for Kal-
goorlie, Mr. Keenan.

Mr. George: And your party handed
on the fiery cross.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: One or two might
have done s¢, hat he bad never mentioned
the subjeet right through his campaign.
At the same time he would vote for the
Bill as it stood, and oppose the amend-
ment. The present Speaker, and the pre-
sent Chairman of Committees, before
they were elected, knew it was intended to
reduce their salaries, so voting for a re-
duetion would not be in the nature of a
vote of censure upon them. There was
no suggestion of raising the salaries of
officials of the House up to the time the
Bill was brought before the House.

Mr. GEORGE: The Speaker’s duties
did not solely consist of oceupying the
Chair. The Speaker was chief officer in
charge of the business of the Honse of
Parliament during the recess, and did a
great amount of work, The present
Speaker would probably do so unless he
held to the scarcely veiled threat of treaf-
ing the amendment as a vote of want of
confidence in himself.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: When
the question of raising the salaries of
ordinary members was considered, offi-
cers of the House were not taken into
consideration, It was entirely a question
of an inc¢rease to individual members, and
therefore the question of Ministers’ and
officials’ salaries stood on the same plane.

Mr. TURVEY: The Minister was
wrong. The country in a very decided
manner said it was opposed to inereasing
Ministerial salaries, but during the cam-
paign there was no reference to the in-
crease of the salaries of the Speaker or
Chairman of Committees, In view of
his own utterances during the eampaign
and his own opinions, it was his duty to
support the amendment, and at the same
time to sopport the reduction of Minis-
terial salaries,

Mr, O'TLOGHLEN: The second read-
ing was put during his absence from the
Chamber ot he would have called for a
division. Now. in order to be consislenl.
he would support the amendment in the
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hope that it would lead to the defeat of
the measure. The question of the salaries
to be paid to the Speaker and the Chair-
man was 0 matter solely for the decision
of members of the Chamber who were in
the best position to judge. The Govern-
ment had made a mistake, and he would
do his hest to defeat the measure to con-
done that mistake. We had no right to
put ourselves on a lower level than any
ofher Parliament of Australia.

Mr. TAYLOR: Seo strongly was this
mafter spoken of during the eampaign by
the party to which he belonged, and by
the official organs of the Labour move-
ment ——

Mr. George: The Vanguard.

Mr. O’Loghlen:
the Sunday Times?

Mr. George: No.

Mr. TAYLOR: The member for For-
rest should not compave the Sunday Times
as an official organ with the Worker, the
official organ of the Labour movement.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Is is a party bar-
racker.

Mr. TAYLOR: That might be s0. The
hon, member would not deny fthal the
other paper was the official organ of the
Lahour movewnent and it condemned the
action of the last Parliament. The Van-
guard whieh was brought into existence at
a time when it was needed, was even
stronger and more decisive in its con-
demmation. He bhad yet Lo see in auy
seciion of the Press where one Labour
man eonfesfing the elections had said that
he was in favour of what his eolleagues
had called a steal. There was no con-
demnation of thaose who called it a steal
and for that veason he was prepared to
support the measure, bui he was sorry
that the Premier had brought it down to
interefere with the salaries of the Speaker
and the Chairman of Commiitees. Those
two officers were not overpaid. The in-
erease of salaries to the Speaker and the
Chairman of Committees was not before
the people. Hon. members knew well
that as o party, members had some say in
the policy which was put forward, but
they had little or no say with refevence

Do you feel bound by

1347

to the platform; that was decided by a
higher authority in the Tbour movement,
Congress. Had this matfer been brought
before Congress, Congress would have
agreed that the Speaker and Chairman of
Commiltees were not overpaid. It was
his duty {o sapport lhe measure as it
was, except for the nmendment that he
desired to move. If Ihis measure had
not beer brought down by the present
(overnment they would have been held
up as accessories afier the faci, as well
as hefore; therefore the Governmeni had
no oiher course to adopl as honourable
and straightforward men.

Mr. Heitmann: You were (he most dis-
appoiuted man in ihis econntry when we
got a majority.

Mr, TAYLOR: The hon. member may
have been disappoinied himself.  Tha,
however, had nothing 1o do with the
matler under discussion. The interjee-
tion was one which emanated from a mind
which had something else behind it than
the Bill or the issue under discussion, and
he was committed to accept the position
as it was in the Bill at present.

Hon. H, B. LEFROY: The House de-
cided by a large majority last session
that there should be an addition to the
salaries of the officials, and it appeared
to him that the House having so decided,
it was strange now without any speecial
reason being given, that there should be
o desire to amend the Bill in the direction
of making reductions so far as those par-
tienlar snlaries were concerned. The puab-
lie wonld be prepared lo leave the matter
to the House to decide, The people as a
whole were unot thoroughly seized with
the work of the officinls of the louse, nor
even that of the Ministers or again even
that of the members. Tn a general way
the publie knew whai had to be done, but
they did not concern themselves any fur-
ther. It reguired special qualifications
to fulfl the positions in guestions and
those qualifications had to be paid for.
The Speaker in the old country received
a very high salary, and, upon relinquish-
ing his position, was given a pension for
two lives and a seat in the House of
Lords. We could not make the Speakev
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of our Parliament g viscount, the demo-
eratic tendencies of the couniry did net
desire that, but still, even in this Srate
we desired that the position of Speaker
should be one of high dignity and should
he adequately paid. We also recognised
this fact that the position rvequived special
qualifications. The Speaker was the first
commoner in the land and whoever he
might be, his remuneration should be
adequate for the services rendered. He
was not thinking of the individual for
one moment, Le was consideving only the
office, and for that reason if was his in-
tention to support the amendment beeause
the Government of the day had made an
error of judgment in desiving te hring
about a change. The couniry was pro-
gressing, and as the conntry progressed
that high and imporfant office should he
more fully vecognised.

Me. DWYER: In ile Governor's
Speech there had appeared a distinet an-
nouncement that certain Parliamentary
and Ministerial salaries would be re-
duced, and in speaking on the Address-
in-Reply he bad not menlioned any op-
position to sneh reduction. Other mem-
bers who spoke on the Address-in-Reply
had also omitted to express opposition to
the Bill, and their silence was tantamount
to acquiescence, 1f members had intended
fo resist the reduction they would have
made some reference to it on that occa-
sion. Tn taking exeeption fo it now, when
they had buried themselves in deep and
profound silence in remard to it on the
Address-in-Reply, they were gnilty of in-
consisteney. The work of the Speaker,
and Chairman of Committees should bhe
coutrasted” with the work of Ministers of
the Crown, and if the salaries of Minis-
ters were o be reduced all the Commiitee
eonld do was to also reduce the salavies of
those high officers. He would oppose the
amendment.

Amendment poal and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. 28
Noes - .- . 14
Majority for .. B
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AYES.
Mr. Allen Mr. Mopger
Mr. Bolton Mr. Mullan ¥
Mr. Broun Mr. Munsie
Mr. Dooley Mr. OLoghlen
Mr. Foley Mr. A. E. Piesse
Mr. Gerdiner Mr. 5. Stubbs
Mr. George Mr. Swan
Mr. Gl Mr. Thowas
Mr. Harper Mr. Turvey
Mr. Lanpder Mr. Underwood
Mr. Lefroy Mr, F. Wllsoh
Mr. Lewis Mr. Wisdom
Mr. McDonald Mr. Male
Mr. MeDowall {Teller).
Mr. Mitchell

NoEs.
Mr. Apgwin Mr. BMoore
Mr. Bath Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Carpenter Mr. B. J. Stubb3
Mr. Collier Mr. Taylor
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Walker
Mr. Green Mr. Heltmann
Mr. Johnson (Teller).
Mr. Johnston

Amendment thus passed.

The PREMIER: If members were of
opinion that the Speaker and the Chair-
man of Committees in the Assembly, and
the President and the Chairman of Com-
wittees in the Legislative Council were
entitled fo retain the increased salary they
received during last session, he was pre-
pared to say that Ministers of the Crows
were fnlly worth the salaries they werg
receiving at the present time. He took
the public responsibility of saying thal.
As head of the Government he believed
that when they introdueed this Bill they
did so in compliance with the wishes of
members on the Government side, and it
was not fair to Minisiers or to the publi¢
that they should be misunderstood. The
amendment to the Bill having been car-
ried, he was not prepared to ask his Min-
isters fo sit in their oflices day after day,
and often night after night all the vear
round, and suffer a reduciion of salary
at the hands of the House, when the Gov-
ernment thought that in bringing forward
a Bill for the redvelion of Ministers’
salaries they were doing what the House
desired; he therefove asked the Committee
to vote against the elanse nltogether. As
head of the Government he was in duty
hound to stafe the position as it appealed
te him in connection with this matter,
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Mr. CARPENTER : The attitude which
the Premier had adopted was not surpris-
ing. It was regrettable that the Premier
had been forced by the Commitee to take
up that position, But seeing that the
Commiftee had decided to amend the
elause, and to exempt from its operation
some of those who were more entitled fo
be affected by it than Ministers were,
there was only one stand to be taken,
and that was to support the attitude
adopted by the Premier. Although he
would have been glad to see the Bill
carried, and would bave given the Gov-
ernment credit for having brought it in,
he realised that Ministers were now taking
the only consistent stand, and he would
support them.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The statement
made by the Premier must cause profound
surprise. The leader of the Government
bad arcued that if the Speaker and Pre-
sident, and the Chairmen of -Commiitess
were worth the salary Parliament had said
last session they should receive, the Min.
isters were also worthy of the salaries
passed on that oceasion. He had never
heard such an argmment by a responsible
Minister of the Crown.

The Premier: We would not expeet you
to, sitting over there,

Mr. FRANK WILSON: One counld ex-
pect nothing but foolishness from the
Premier,

The Prewmier: Anyone but a fool might.

The CHAIRMAN: Order.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The Premier’s
own followers had defended him in this
action, and he conld not ask them to vole
against the Bill, nor could they vote
against if, without stultifying themselves.

Mr. Swan: I will be stultified for one,
for I will vote with the Premier.

Mr, FRANIKK WILSON: Then the hon.
member would stultify himself.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Will T be stultified?

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Yes. Hon.
members were not manly enough to stand
by—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. rmember
was net in order in accusing hon. mem-
bers of not being manly enough to stand
by anything. The hon. member must
withdraw the words,
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Mr. FRANK WILSON: He would
withdraw the remark. This was the most
peculiar position any Government could
be placed in. The Premier on introducing
the measure, in terms of indignation and
reproach had aceused him (Mr. Frank
Wilson) and his late eolleagues of havinyr
possed 1he Parliamentary Allowances Act
surreptitiously ibrough Parliament, and
with baving done something which they
ought not io bave done in order to raise
their own salaries,

The Attorney General: True.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The Attorney
General says that was true,

The Attorney General: Yes.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: It was abso-
lutely untrue.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must withdraw the word ‘“untrne.”

My, FRANK WILSON: I withdraw
the word untrue, Will the Attorney Gen-
eral withdraw the word “true”?

The Attorney General: No.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Here we had
this peculiar position. We had Ministers
parading their virtue, their righteonsness,
and saying they were beguiled or misled
inte passing the Bill last session. He
(Mr. Wilson) had already eonvicted the
homn. gentlemen out of their own mouths
from Hansard. He had proved what
they stated was incorrect. Did they think
the conntry would helieve that Parlin-
ment would pass a measure without
knowing what it contained¥ He had pre-
viously said that he bad stated what we
were going to put into the Bill, so that
members of the House and the leader of
the Oposition knew what it would contain.
How many of our measures were adver-
tised beforehand as to ihe details they
were to contain. Bul this measure was
fully advertised in the debate that took
place in October, and it was wnot unlil
the foltowing January or IFebruacy lhat
the Bill was brought down after the pri-
vate conversation with the present Pre-
mier, telling him exaectly what it was
intended to do.

The Premier: And which he denied.

Mr. FRANK WILSON*® One did not
care. ‘The conversation was held, and
was it reasonable to believé that he would'
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tell the Premier one portion of the Bill
and not the whole of it?

Mr. Dwyer: Of course if was.

Mr. FRANK WILSOXN: The Premier
had not denied that he (Mr. Wilson) told
him that the Chairmen and the Speaker
and President were to have inecreases.

The Premier: Then T deny it now,

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Perhaps the
Premier would deny that we bhad a con-
versalion at all.

The Premier: I had one conversation
with the hon. member, but I had several
with the Minister for Lands.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Had we any
conversation about this measure at all?

The Premier: Yes.

Mre. FRANK WILSON: Did he tell
the Premier what the Bill was to con-
tam?

The Premier: Yes.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: What did he
(Mr. Wilson) tell the Premier?

The Premier: That the leader of the
Opposition was to receive £300 a year,
and that members were to receive £300
and——

My, FRANK WILSON: And——

The Premier: Nothing else.

Mr., FRANK WILSON: The Premier
had said that he (M. Wilson) agreed
to consult him, and that he was eonsulted
and was told what it was intended to put
into the measure; was that true?

The Premier: Not all.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Was it rea-
sonable to suppose that he would tell the
hon. member two clauses of the Bill, and
not the others?

The Premier: Of course it is reason-'

able.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: It was an in-
sult to insinuate such a thing. It was a
disgraceful thing to say in this Chamber
that he would mislead the Premier in
this respect when within 48 hours he was
to lwing down the Bill, and explain in
detail everything that he intended to do
—that he proposed to inerease members’
salaries te £300 a yeuar, that the leader
of the Opposition was to receive £500,
and the Chairmen of Committees £500,
and the President and the Speaker each
to receive £700. He explained that in
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extenso. The Premier did not get up
then and say that he (Mr. Wilson) had
misled him in the conversation. Wounld
it not have been the first thing for the
Premier to do, to get up and say, “You
never told me you were going to increase
the Ministerial salaries, and those of the
Chairmen and the President and Speaker.
Why did you not tell me that when I had
the conversation with you”? But the
Premier never said a word, and not a
single member in the House mentioned
the circumstances in the whole debate,
in the second reading speeches, in the
Committee stage, wben every clanse was
read out by the Chairman and passed;
then fhe third reading. And again in
another place the Bill was explained by
the Celontal Secretary what it was in-
tended 1o do, that Ministers would receive
£300 as members of Parliament in addi-
tion to their Ministerial salaries. There
was not a word of comment in another
place, and not a word in this Chamber.
He was asking membérs to judge whether
he was right or wrong in that statement,
and whether the Premier was not inacen-
rate, or that his memory was at fault
when charging hMm {Mr, Wilzon) with
not having disclosed the full details of the
Bill. If we had a conversation, and we
had, was it reasonable to suppose that
he wonld tell the Premier one half of
the measure. It was unreasonable to sup-
pose that he would eome into the Cham-
ber and tell members something different
from what he told the Premier in the
conversation. When he (Mr. Wilson)
explained the whole Bill the Premier did
not get up and say, “You misled me.”

The Premier: Where did we have the
conversation ?

Mr. FRANK WILSON: In the corri-
dor. It was wnmanly, it was not right,
and be thought the Premier onght to
withdraw from the position at once. He
was treating him (Mr. Wilson) unfairly,
and the Premier certainly treated him
grossly unfairly inasmuch as he allowed
it to po forth in the recent campaign
that he (Mr. Wilson} had acted unfaicly
in the matter, The member for Kal-
poorlie, if he remembered aright, said
he was given to understand by some ecircu-
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lar issued by the Labour party, that they
had been misled as to these salaries.

Mr. Green: I said the Labour Press.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: And he be-
lieved all throngh the campaign that the
charge made in the Labour Press was
correct, and he used it in his campaign,
and many other members did so, and one
did not blame them. Was that fair fight-
ing; was it hifiing above or below the
beli? Tle did not eare how he might
have heen defeated, hul lie protested that
his poliiical opponents allowed this seur-
rilous charge to go throughout the conn-
try, influencing the people in their atti-
tude against the Ministry. Because
mewbers would not have used the charge
nnless they had believed it.  Then the
Premier comes here and says he did
not know this, that, and the other thing.

Mr. Green: Do you always fight
straightforwardly yourself?

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Every time.
He had always fought in a straightfor-
ward manner.

Mr. Thomas: You protest too mmch.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: Aud the hon.
member would protest. It was the most
disgraceful thing—this attitude taken up
in Parliament—in my whele career for
15 years. The Premier said that he would
ask members to strike out the whole Bill.
If the Premier thonght the Bill would not
he passed he should withdraw ii, and say,
“f have made a wrong charge, T am
sorry, I apologise (o the leader of the
Opposition.” That was the manly thing
to do.

The Premier: T will give you a writfen
apology.

Mr. FRANK WILSON: The'Premier’s
verbal apology would be aceepted so that
we could get it inte Hansard. Let the
Premier say, “I have done an imjustice.
T have done his party an injnry, and I
now withdraw the measure and let the
matter rest.”

Mr. MUNSTIE: One could not allow the
disenssion to close without expressing his
opinion and the attitude he infended to
take. While voling for the amendment
to strike out paragraphs (b} and {e) he
did so because he had a perfect rizht to
use his judgment as to what he thought
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the positions were worth, On three dif-
ferent occasions duving the last election
he was asked the question that if re-
turned what would he do. Would be see
that the Ministerial salaries weve again
brought hack to what they were prior to
the inerease. He was surprised to hear

_members say that during the elections

nothing was ever said on this question.
It was discussed during the election, aud
he never heard the question contradicted,
and the labour papers used it for all it
was worth., He was pledged to a reduc-
tion and was going to keep the pledge.

Mr, THOMAS: When the previous
cleuse was under discussion he had taken .
what might seem to be by some individ-
uals an incousistent attitnde, When
speaking on the Addvess-in-veply he tiad
complimented the Ministry on the action
they had taken in introducing the Bill to
veduce Ministerial salarvies. He was not
approving of the action because they were
not worthy the increased salaries, but lLe
objected to the manner in which the in--
erease had heen taken by the previous
Administration, and he adnmirved the self-
denial of present Ministers by refusing to
be benefited by the inerease of salary. On
the Address-in-reply, when he was sup-
porting the Ministers in flie attitnde they
had taken up in reducing their own sala-
ries, he did not think he pledged himself
to reduece the salaries of the President,
the Speaker, and the Chairmen of Cowm-
mittees. Moreover he was questioned, in
the campaign, whether he was in favour
of Ministers introducing a Bill to do
away with the extra £300 a year which
previous Ministers had secured, in what,
he thougzht, were wrong circumstances.
The action of the Government in intro-
ducing the Bill was a very honourable
one, and one for which they deserved
every possible credit. All had voted, no
doubt, according to their consciences, and
he had iried to do what was right. Sev-
eral members had twitted him on his at-
titude as being inconsistenf, and he made
this explanation because he did not de-
sire to be thought ineonsistent, If there
was any responsibility for the action of
the Government he desired to take his
part of it. We had now reached a pecu-



1352

liar situation in respect to which the Pre-
mier had made a definite announcement,
in  consequence of which his (Mr.
Thomas’} loyalty to the party demanded
that he should join with the leader and
dutifully render his vote. The salary
arab induliged in by the previous Admin-
istration was notbing whatever to their
credit. There might be some blame ai-
tachable to ihose then in Opposition, but
in ithis respect there was a considerable
amouni of extenuation, especially in view
of their determinalion to undo this ses-
sion what had been done last.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Tt was
~ his desire to make his position eclear, He
consideréd that the provisions in regard to
the salary of Minislers and of oflicers
should stand together, and he did not in-
tend to depart from his own sland be-
eause hon, members had taken up a sland
ihey were not justified in laking up.

Mr. GEORGE: The member for Bun-
bury found himself in ralher a difficalt
position, but with his nsoal seif-confidence
ke bhoped to wriggle out of it. The Pre-
wmier had no right whalever to put his
party into ihe position in which they
found Ihemselves this evening. The Pre-
wier had brought in a measure fto deal
with eertain Parliamentary allowances,
and beecause he was refused a portion of
the cake he had told the House and the
country that he was going to practically
throw the thing into the waste paper
basket. .

The Premier: No.

Mr. GEORGE: The Premier had
praclically told the House and his fol-
lowers that it was a question of personal
loyalty to the Ministry and his parly, and
that unless they voted as he wanted them
to do he would throw the whole thing into
the wasle paper basket.

The Premier: You are making me say
something T did not say.

Mr. GEORGE: If the party sitling
behind Ministers were absolutely free,
why had we had the speech from the mem-
ber for Bunbury? At the recent election
many hon. members opposite had made
eapitnl out of what they termed “the
salaries grab,” although they had since
had oceasion to modify their views,
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Mre. Green: I still think it was d grab.

Mr, GEORGE: Possibly it might be
regarded as a grab. He himself had told
the late Ministers that had hie known they
were raising their salaries he wonld have
opposed if,

T'he Premier: s it likely that the then
Premier would have given me inside in-
forwation whieh he did not give o you,
one of his supporters?

Mr. GEORGE: 'Had the lale 1'vemier
desired o mislead the House would e
have wvsed the unmistakable language
which had since been guoled from Man-
sard? The atlitnde of ihe presenl Pre-
mier in deelaring thal he wonld have 1he
whele Bill or none of it served to ihrow
2 doubt on his sincerity in having brought
down the Bill. The Atlorney General had
dramatieally laid down to the House the
axiom “To thine own self be true, and it
must follow, as the night the day, thon
canst not then be false to any nan.”

The CHATRMAN: The hon. memher
was not in order in endeavouring Lo 1mi-
tate another hon. member’s voice.

Mr. GEORGE: Nothing was further
from his intention than to imitate the At-
torney General in any way whatever. The
Premier was endeavouring to recede from
his attitude on the Bill. The vote of the
Committee was no personal reflection
on the Premier, It simply showed that
his party, and other members of the
House not belonging to his party, did not
entirely agree with him in some of the
things brought forward. But instead of
taking it as a reasonable man and saying
that, seeing lie conld not get the whole of
his eake, be would take the part he hon-
estly believed should be in the Bill, we
had all these orations from the hon. geu-
tleman, shewing he was really glad in his
inner heart to get rid of the Bill. The
Premier shonld face the situation. If he
started at the first fenee how was he to
get over the water jumps later on? If
members gave their vote on the amend-
ment according fo their consciences and
sense of right they could not now stultify
themselves because the Premier wagged
the stick. They had either voted dis-
honestly to their prineiples last time—
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The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is not in order in reflecting on any de-
cision of Parliament.

Mr. GEORGE: Then the gentlemen
who voted last time were mistaken in their
views, and now found that their wviews
counld be tnken in anotlier way, so they
were to be absolutely inconsistent because
the Premier wagged the stick. There was
no half way about the matter. Either the
Premier was right or was wrong. If the
Premier was sincere in srating that the
iast Parliament were immoral in their
action

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
cannot reflect on any Parliament.

The Premier: I never unsed any such
reflection.

" Mr. GEORGE: If the Premier was sin-
cere in bringing forward the Bill he eould
not in common honesty try to induce his
followers to throw it out. The Premier
must take his gruel. In justice to the
opinions they expressed and in justice o
the constituents members nnwitiingly de-
Tnded

Mr. Muunsie: Tt is ‘questionable whether
we did.

Mr. GEORGE: The Premier must take
his gruel, and could not honestly, or
decently, or consistently, endeavour now
to throw the Bill into the waste paper
basket.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY : Although the
leader of the Opposition was well able to
look after himself, it was unfair to the
hon. member that it should have gone out
to the country that the Parliamentary
Allowances Bill was a Ministerial grab.
The gentleman who was leader of the
Opposition in the last Parliament shounld
not. have allowed it to go to the counfry
that the Bill was a seramble for a further
increase in salary. As far as one could
learn and read in fhe debates of last ses-
sion, ihe leader of the Opposition at that
time, and every member of Parliament,
should have been fully aware of what the
terms of the measure were. The then
Premier had stated distinetly that it was
the intention of the Government to look
after Minislers. The present Premie:
now eclaimed he knew nothing aboui ¢,
but everyone would agree that when he
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was leader of the Opposition last session
he should have known it, and must now
admit it

The Premier: That was after the Bill
was in front of members, The difference
now was that the member for Sussex said
lie (the Premier) knew it before the Bill
was introduced.

Hon. H, B. LEFROY: One could pot
say what took place in the lobbies, bul,
judging from the records, the leader of
the Opposition took absolutely no excep-
tion to the Bill when it was pointed out
it contained a provision for an increase to
Ministerial salaries. During the turmeils
of a general election candidates might
allow themselves to be earried away a
little by making use of expressions for
which they might be sorry aflterwards, bul
certainly when the Bill was before the
House the then leader of the Opposition
took 1o exception to it, and it was net
fair to the then leader of the Government
to say that it was a Ministerial secramble,
as the present Premier ¢laimed was said
in the country.

Mr. Mitchell : The Premier said it him-
self.

The Premier: Where?

Mr. Mitchell: Everywhere.

The Premier: No.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY : One trusted the
Premier would not make use of sueh
words. The Bill of last session contained
a distinetly fair proposition. It was a
fair thing that Ministers’ salaries -should
be raised, and it shonld have been doaa
years ago. When payment of members
was introduced in 1900 there was no pro-
vision for increasing the salaries of Min-
isters, but it was unfair to Ministers that
their salaries should not have been in-
creased, or that they shonld not have been
allowed to draw their salaries as members
as well as Ministers; hecause Ministers
were paid for two things, as members an-
as Ministers, The duties of a Minister
as a member for a constituency were quite
apart from his dufies as a Minister of
the Crown. While a Minister of the
Crown he still had all his doeties as a mem-
ber of the constituency to carry ount. It
was perfectly logical that Ministers shoul:l
be allowed to retain their salaries ns
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metobers of Parliament on laking office
as Ministers of ibe Crown. The amount
of £1,300 a year was not excessive for an
hon. member to draw as a Minister of
the Crown in conjunction with his posi-
tion as a member of Parliameunt. The
duties of a Minister were very onerous if
the Minister carried them our conscien-
ticusly and in the interests of the State.
He was politically opposed to the party
in power, but that was no reason why he
shonld consider that the dulies of those
in power were less responsible than those
of the party to which he was allied might
be were they in ihe same position. The
Government had got into a jumble over
this matter and for some reason this had
heen called a “grab.” He did not like to
use the word, but it had gone out to the
country that that was so, and Ministers
seemed to want fto justify the statement
by reducing their salaries. He would be
sorry to use snch expressions with regad
to the party at present in power, and he
hoped he would never be led away to use
them lowards the Government of the day.
The people of the country fully recognised
the duties a Minister of the Crown had
to perform, his great responsibilities, and
the amount of work he had to do, and the
people were prepared {o allow that these
increases of salary were not unworthy
of Darliament, bui that Parliament was
perfectly justified in adopling them. He
could nof understand after what hal
iaken place last session why the Govern-
ment had brought forward this measure.
Mr. ALLEN: On a previous occasion
wlien the matter was before the House he
took the opporiunity of rising to express
his pleasure at hearing the late Premier
give a full and ample refutation of the
charge thal he had been a party to using
his position for the purpose of increasing
the salaries of mot only himself bul his
co-Ministers, The impression was at that
time abroad that that had been the ecase.
When the Premier was intreducing the
Rill now before the House an interjection
was made referring to the remarks of the
leader of the Opposition when that gentle-
man was Submitting the Parliamentary
Allowanees Bill to the House, but the then
leader of the Opposition made no refer-
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ence to it. The present leader of the
Gpposiiion had just eause for being in-
dignant, feeling that he had not been
justly trealed by having such an insinuva-
tton thrown at hita. Tt would be a digni-
fied }osilion for ithe Premier to adopt if
e were to admit that he was not in the
Chamber at the time and therefore conld
not have known about what had been read
from Hansard, and (hat the leader of the
Opposition had proved conclusively that
he had made clear the fact that it was
intended to inevease Alinisterial salaries.

The Premier: The point of difference
is that the leader of the Opposition asseris
that he told me these provisions were in
the Bill.

Mr, ALLEN: The Premier had ad-
witied that he wag not in the Chamber at
the time when the measure was submiited
fov the second reading. There had been
a good deal said about the quesiion, and
it was a serions matter for the leader of
the Qppesition to be accused in the mau-
ner that Liad heen done, and that gentle-
man had good groupds for resenting the
insinuations which had been made. It
seemed to him that during last Parliament
too much time was spent by members
outside the House. and that they did nol
pay encough atiention to their work.

Hon., W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : There was never a hetier record
of attendanee than last session.

Mr. ALLEN: What he meant was that
members did not spend sufficient Lime
ingide the walls of the Chamber. There
was good reason for the leader of Lhe
Oppesition taking the strongesl exceplion
to the manner in whieh he had been
critieised and he (Mr. Allen) was pleased
to have heard that hon. member’s refu-
tation to the insinunations which had heen
made. The public would be satisfied to
Enow (hat the then Premier was not
rightly accused and that he was perfeetly
justified in refuting the charges which
had been levelled against him.

My, MITCHELL: There was no one
more inconsistent than the Premier and
his followers ; they voted for the in-
ereases and now we found them asking
the Honse to reduce salaries. They were
not sinecre, however, in asking for these
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reductions and in addition to that they
cught to admit their ineonsistency. The
members on the Government side were
allowed to wse this question at the gen-
eral clections, and there was ample proof
that they allowed their party to believe
Lthat they had been deceived into voting
for these increases. His opponent at
Northam made the fullest possible nse of
this and ealled the action a ‘‘salary
grah,’' The Premier vight throughout
his actions had made it amply evident
that he did not want to have the salaries
reduced. e was obliged by the Pre-
mier’s altitude to vole with him. In any
ease he would hesitate to vote against him,
hecause by doing so he would give the Pre-
mier an opportunity of using this very
same question at the next general eleclion.
The Premier would then have the oppor-
tunity of saying that he had submitted
the Bill to the House and had desired to
reduce Ministerial salaries, but the House
bad refused him permission to do so. It
wonld be wise for the Premier to veport
progress and withdraw the measure. That
hon. gentleman had behaved very un-
fairly towards the late Government. It
had been shown by his own followers that
he had told the e¢ountry, and allowed
them to tell the country, that there had
been a Ministerial grab, and thousands
of votes had been gained by the Labour
party by reason of the denunciation of
the late Ministers on aceount of the in-
crease of their salavies, The mensure
itself was confirmation of that statement.
Members of the Government voted for
the increase of salaries, and now without
any adenuate reason they were asking
for the salaries to be reduced. Ministers
did not want the Bill to pass, This was
simply nn attempt to throw dust in the
eves of the people. They had made ac-
cugations against the late Minislers dur-
ing the elections, and they had brought
the Bill before the House in order to
justify themselves with the country ;
they expecied the country to accept the
Bill as a confirmation of the statement
that they had been deceived when the
Act was put though the last Parliament.
The discussion of this measure could
liave no other effect thun to eonvince the
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country that the present leader of the
Opposition had made it perfectly clear to
the last Parliament that Ministers’
salavies were being increased, and to
convinee the country also that the Min-
isters of to-day were not sineere in in-
troducing this Bill. Me was sorry to
have to vote with the Premier, hecause
he believed that Ministers were not more
than adequately paid, The Premier had
stated that he had been to the country
and that the country had deter-
mined that the late Government were
not justified in ineveasing their sala-
ries, As the present Government
were returned with such a large majority
members should be willing to believe
that the country had expressed an op-
inion against the payment of £1,300 to
Ministers.

Mr. GREEN: When speaking on the
second reading he had supported the
measure, and he was going to vobe in
favour of it now. During his election
campaign he had been frequently asked
questiong ahout the increase of salavies,
and he had described the increase as a
Ministerial grab. He had been led to
believe that that was so from reports in
the Press, and he had believed that the
late Government had been guilty of a
seurvy trieck. He now admitted that he
had been deceived, inasmuch as he had
been led to believe that the members
then in Opposition were not aware that
the Ainisterial salaries were to he in-
creased. At the same time he believed
tlat the whole conduet of the then Gov-
ernment, even after that explanation had
been given, could not be entirely white-
washed of all blame, because they had
proposed to reduce their salaries to £800,
and instead of that had increased them
to £1.300.

Mr. Frank Wilson: Even that would
not justify the eharges made against us
of deceiving.

Mr. GREEN: On that point he ad-
mitied honestly and squarely to the
leader of the Opposition he had been
deceived. Nevertheless he considered that
the rise in Ministérial salaries had been
extremely blameworthy, for there did
not seem to bhe the slightest doubt that
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the present Government, when in Op-
position,- had voted in favour of the in-
creased Ministerial allowances, because
the sword of Damocles had been held over
their heads, and they knew that if ihey
did not vole for the larger Ministerial
salaries they wounld have no chauce of
gceting a living wage for themselves, He
did not think £300 a year was sufficient
for a member of Parliament, or £1,000
a year for a Minister, But to justify his
altitude on the platform he would vote
for the Bill. The rank and file of the
Labour party on the goldfields were
against the retention of the present Mini-
sterial salavies; at the same time, the
Labour Congress, he knew, was in favonr
of £400 a year being paid to private
members, but as the congresz did not
know the work Ministers had to do and
had wnot rvealised why they should get
more than £1,000 a year, he considered
the time was not opportune for the Mini-
sterial increase to be retained.

AMr. Heitmann: Good old opportune.

Mr. GREEN: There was nothing op-
portune about his attitnde; this was the
poliey.

Mr, DWYER : During the election cam-
raign in the Perth electorate not the least
ohjection had Deen taken to the inecrease
of private members’ zalaries, but in re-
aard to the raiging of Ministerial sala-
ries a different atfitude had been adopted.
Since coming to the House and reading
the reports in Hansard he did not think
that the present leader of the Opposi-
fion

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.am,

Alr. DWYER: The oid Aet dealing
with payment of members was very clear,
a measure which no one could miscon-
sfrne.  In the amending Act introduced
last session the alteration was made in
such an insidious way as to almost deceive
anyone except the author of the statnte
and fhe draftsman. The increase in Mini-
sterial salaries was brought about by
nmnitting all reference to the seetion of
the Act. One would have thought that
Ministers would be paid under the new
Aet as they were under the old Aet. As
to whether the leader of the Opposttion,
then Premier. took the House inte his
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confidence, that was, as far as he (Al
Dwyer) was concerned, beside the ques-
tion. Whoever the late Premier did take
or did not take into his confidence, he
did not take the country into his confi-
dence. Very few people knew (hai Mini-
sters had been granted an increase until
it was discovered before the general elae-
tion.

Mr, Monger: Every member of Pay-
liament knew it.

Mr, Frank Wilson: There was a lead-
ing article in the West Australian against
it.

Mr. DWYER: Notwithstanding the
member’s reference to the leading ariicle
in the TFest Australian against it, there
were members whe were then sitting in
Opposition who did not know it.

Mr. Monger: Has one member denied
it?

Mr, DWYEL: They had, and whatever

_their knowledge was, the people in gene-

ral did not know what was being done.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: The late member
for Kalgoorlie denied if.

Mr. Frank Wilson: He was away from
the State at the time,

Mr. DWYER: Objection must be taken
to o measure of hportance being passed
without the public heing fully aware of
what was being done. We had been
treafed this afternoon to a very peculiar
exhibition of tactics by the leader of the
Opposition. Te had endeavonred to re-
tain the salavies apportioned in the 1911
Act for the Speaker and the Chairman
of Committees of this House and the
President and the Chairman of Commit-
tees of the Legislative Couneil, but at
the same time he had expressed his inten-
tion of voting in favour of fhe reduction
of Ministerial salaries. Iow could the
lender of the Opposition reconcile these
inconsistencies. He (Mr. Dwyer) had
come into the House this afterncon pre-
paved to vote for the Bill as it stood, that
was for the reduction of Ministerial sal-
aries and those of the Parliamentary offi-
cials, and the fact of the memher adopt-
ing the tacties such as had been mentioned
so inconsistent with any conceivable
position of political straightforwardness,
was snfficient to serve as a guide for him
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‘to vote for the retention of the Minis-
terial salaries, and he intended to do that
and take the full responsibility. To pay
the offictals £700 and £500 respectively
and then reduece Ministerial =alaries to
£1,000 each, was tantamount to fixing the
ratio as to the work io he performed,
:and it was not proportionate to the work
performed by the parties concerned.
Ministers had to work early and late, in
the House and out of it, in session and
-out of session, and he did not think any-
body at any time objected to Ministers
being paid £1,300, but what they did ob-
jeet to was the insidious, deceitful, and
-disgraceful manner in which the inerease
was brought abont, In view of the faect
‘that the Committee had deliberately ap-
portioned the salary to the officials at
L700 and £500 respectively there was no
other course open in justice and fair
play hut to record his vote to retain the
Ministerial salaries at the larger amount.
Their work justified it. The Premier had
stated that it would be almost belittling
responsible Ministers of the Crown if
they were to have their salaries reduced
and at the same time other salaries being
increased. He intended to support the
request of the Premier.

Mr, TAYLOR: While being in favour
of the measure and knowing its full pur-
port, the position had heen somewhat
changed by a portion of the weasure
being deleted. That portion in the opin-
ion of the Premier was just as vital as
the portion now uunder discussion. The
Premier had pointed out that in view
of the attitnde of the Committee this
afternoon he would ask members to vote
against the Clause.

My, Trank Wilson:
left of the Bill?

Mr. TAYLOR.: The Title would be left,
and if the Committee would give him sup-
port when his amendment eame forward
there would be something in the Bill lefi.
Paragraph (a.) of Clause 2 was the bone
of contention in it, was the whole trouble
that had cropped up daring the election
campaign. The two paragraphs which
had been removed from the Bill were
not discussed during the last election, but
the paragraph under disenssion was the
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objectionable portion of the measure,
and the Bill was brought in to vectify
what was thonght to he wrong. He was
supporting the Premier in the position
taken up of asking members to support
him in voting against the subeclause and
he "was prepaved to do it. In view of
the speeches made in this and another
Chamber it was idle for the member for
Perth to say that some hon. mem-
bers bad not known what they were do-
ing in dealing with last year's Bill. It
might be that the then leader of the Op-
position had not known what was in the
Bill until the second reading stage was
reached, but from that stage onward
every hon. member should have been cog-
nisant of the purpose of the Bill. It was
his intentien to support the Premier
should it come to a vole.

Mr, PRICE : After the exhibition we
had had of the independence of members
sitting behind the Government it was to
be hoped that we would not again hear
the aecnsation that Ministerial supporters
had to vote as they were instrocted.

Mr. Frank Wilson : Why, you are
coming to heel now.

Mr. PRICE : This from the hon. mem-
ber who last session, in respect to the Re-
distribntion of Seats Bill, had called his
dogs arvound him and instructed them to
bark as he barked. He (Mr. Price) ap-
proached this question with a mind free
and unbiassed by any previons expression
of opinion, beeause he had not in any way
bound himself upon it during the recent
election eampaign. The staterment made
by the member for Perth that bon. mem-
bers had neglected their duty, and that it
was notorions that they were not in the
Chamber when the original Bill was being
discussed, could only be attributed to that
hon. member’s ignorance of the actual
facts, If the hon. member could show in
Hansard any evidence that members of
the then Opposition were not in the
Chamber when the Bill was being dis-
e¢nssed, he (Mr. Priece) wounld be pre-
pared to apologise to the hon. member.
As a matter of fact, members of the then
Opposition had been paying more atien-
tion to their business than was comfort-
able for the then Government, To-night
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we had been placed in a peeculiar position
becanse a member supporting the Geov-
ernment had moved an amendment in
which the leader of the Opposition Lad
been quick to see an opportunity of em-
barassing the Government by taking out
of their hands the question of deciding
what should be paid to officials in this
and in another Chamber. Now the leader
of the Opposition had gone a step further,
and we found him endeavouring not only
to use certain members sitting behind the
Government to assist him in deciding the
salaries to be paid fo officials of the House
but attempting also to decide what salar-
ies should be paid to Ministers. It did
credit to the strategy of the leader of the
Opyposition, for if that hon. member sune-
eeeded in his objeet he wonld be able to
say that he had decided the salaries to be
paid to Ministers and to the officials of
the Chamber. He (Mr. Price) intended
to vote against the Bill, though not for
the sole reason that the Premier had an-
nounced that in view of what had hap-
pened he (the Premier) intended to vote
against the Bill. Ti was fo be regretted
that the Premier had not reporied pro-
gress and withdrawn the Bill. As for the
original Bill, it would be better if hon.
members were to acknowledge that they
were in the Chamber at the passing of the
Bill and knew all about its significance.
For his own part, he had never attempted
to east odinm on the late Government for
their action in bringing down that Bill
He regretted that the present Ministers
had brought down a Bill for the reduetion
of their own salaries.

Clause as amended pnt and a division
taken with the following result :—

Aves .. .. 18
Noes .. ..o 23
Majority against .. &
AYES.
Mr. Allen Mr. Mullan y
Mr. Batb Mr. Munsie
Mr. Brouno Mr. Nanson
Mr. George Mr. A. E. Piesse
Mr. Green Mr. B. J. Siubbz
Mr. Harper Mr. F. Whison
Mr. Lewis Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Male Mr. Moore
i Mr. Mitchell (Pellery.
Mr. Monger
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Noes.
Mr. Angwip Mr. McDonald
Mr. Bolton Mr. McDowall
br. Carpenter Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Collier Mr. Price
Mr. Dooley Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Swan
Mr. Foley Mr, Taylor
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Thomas
Mr. Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Hudson Mr, Walker
Mr. Johnoson Mr. Heitmann
Mr. Lander (Teller).

Clause thus negatived.

My, TAYLOR moved—

That the following be added to siand
as Clause &:—Paragraph (a.) of Sec-
tion three of the principal Act is hereby
amended by the omission of the word
“three” and the insertion of “twe” in
liew thereof.

The object of the amendment had already
heen indieated. It was the only means by
which he could reach ihat object. As a
private member could not move to in-
erease expenditure he was forced, in or-
der to bring about an inereased salary for
membets, (o .sugzest a rveduction in the
salary, in order that when the three hun-
dred pounds was struck ont, the Gov-
ernment eould bring down a Message from
the, Governor and insert £400 in lien of
the #£200 suggested in the amendment.
Congress at Bunbury bad decided that
salaries shionld be £400 per annum, and
this was the first oppertunity there was
of giving effect to the will of Congress and
of carrying out the wishes of the people
the Government pariy represented.

The PREMIER:; The Government did
not intend to proceed further with the
Bill. He nioved—

That progress be reported.

Motion passed; progress reporvted.

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT.
CounciVs Amendments.

Bill returned from the Legislative
Counecil! with two amendments which were
now eonsidered. ’

In Committee.

Mr. Holman in the Chair, Hon. W. C.
Angwin (Honorary Minister) in charge
of the Bill.
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No. 1—Clause- 6, Strike out:

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Council
were afraid that the clause as amended
by the Assembly would have the tendency
-of reducing the gualifications necessary
for general nurses, and they desired the
question to be left over until next year
when a peneral nursing Bill would be
brought down. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed lo.
 Question passed, the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 2—Clause 7, Strike out paragraph
(b):

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The paragraph
‘the Counecil desired to strike out referred
particularly to certificates issned in other
paris of the British dominions. It was
the desire of the Council to omil _the
power given to the registration hoavd to
register any persen coming with diplomas
issued in any part of the British Dowmin-
jons, because there might be a possibility
that the board would accept certificates
ohtained in an institution which might be
-deseribed as not qualified. For that rea-
son he moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

My, TAYLOR: Some members tried
very hard to get sowmething of a similar
vature done in the Legiclative Assembly.
It was ravely thai he supported anything

" that came from the Legislative Couneil
but he did so on that oceasion.

Question passed; the Counecil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolutions reported, the report adopt-
ed, and a Message aecordingly returned
to the Legislative Council.

BILL—LICENSING ACT ~ AMEND-
MEXNT.

Council’s Amendments.
Bill returned from the Legislative
Council with two amendments which were
now considered.

In Commitiee.

Myr. Holman in the Chair, the Attorney
General in charge of the Bill.

No. 1—New Clanse, Subsection 1, of
Section 44 of the principal Act is hereby
amended by substitufing the word “two”
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for the word “twenty-fouwr” in paragraph
(a): '

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
object of the amendment was lo reduce
the gquantity of wine, the produce of fruit
of his own growing, which a persen might
sell within the State without n license,
He moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 2—8Bection 65 of the principal Act
is amended by inserting the following pro-
viso :—“Provided that nothing in this sec-
tion shall prevent the Licensing Court
from granting or transferving a lieense
to a married woman living apart from her
husband by reason of his being an invalid
suffering from an illness or disease which
precludes him from living on the licensed
premises” :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment dealt with fhe license whieh
might be held by a woman under the cir-
cumstances disclosed. He understood that
there was a specific ense in the district of
Katanning to which it would apply; in-
deed there might be other enses as well
in which it wonld be only right that the
wife should earry on the business. He
moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolations reported, the report adopi-
ed, and a Message accordingly returned
to the Legislative Conmeil.

BILL—EARLY CLOSING ACT
AMENDMENT.

Council's Amendments.
Bill veturned from the Legislative

Council with six amendments which were
now considered.

In Commitiec.

Mr. Holman in the Chair, Hon. W. C.
Angwin {Honorary Minister) in charge
of the Bill.

No. 1—Clause 3, After the words “Gov-
ernment CGuzelte and” insert the words
‘motwithstanding anything in Seetion 4”:
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Section 4 re-
ferred to chemists and druggists and by
inserting the amendment it would provide
in effect that on a vote being recorded in
the affirmative, chemisis would close on
Saturday instead of Wednesday after-
nooti. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed, the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 2—Clause 3, Strike ont “Electors
entitled to vote on a poll” and insert in
lieu “duly registered electors who would
be entitled to vote at an election of a
member of the Legislative Assembly”:

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: The object of
the amendment was solely to make the
position elearer. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 3— Clause 4, Add new paragraph to
stand as paragraph 4 as follows: “A
publie or private dispensary shall be
deemed to be a chemist’s shop within the
meaning of this Aet":

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: The object of
the amendment was that these dispen-
saries should be brought into line witl
those of chemists and dregpists, He
moved—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Qnuestion passed; the Gouncil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 4—New clanse, Insert new claunse
to stand as Clause 5, as follows: “See-
tion 9 of the prineipal Act i5 hereby
amended by the insertion of the words

‘nine or' immediately after the word
‘one or! ¥:
Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: This dealt

with the employment of assistants in
shops after eclosing hours. The Act
ariginaily provided that assistanis could
not be emploved on eretain  days
after one o’clock and ten o’clock respec-
tively. Nine o'clock had already been
substituted for ten o’clock as the hour of
closing when shops remained open late,
and if the Council’'s amendment were
agreed to assistants could not be em-

[ASSEMBLY.]

ployed after nine o’clock on Fridays if
the Saturday half-holiday were adopted.
He moved—

That the amendment be agreed 1o,

Question passed; the Council’s amend-
ment agreed to.

No. 5—New Clanse, Insert new clause
to stand as Clause 6, as follows:—“Sec-
tion 5 of the Early Closing Amendment
Act, 1904, is hereby amended by the in-
sertion at the beginning of Subseetion 2
of the words ‘subject to the effect of any
resolution eavried at a poll of electors’”:

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: This amend-
ment was to eompel small shops to close:
at one o'clock on Satardays if the refer-
endum was in favour of early closing on
Satardays, At the present time the small
shops closed at one o'clock on Wednes-
days; this amendment proposed to make
them subject to the poll of the electors.
He moved—

That the amendment be agreed fo.

Questiou passed; Council’s amendment
agreed fto.

Xo. 6—Clause 3, Strike out the words
“during the whole day” and insert in lien
thereof, “after the general time of
closing of shops.”

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The Bill pro-
vided that if any exempted shop sold or
offered for sale during any part of the
day any artiele which was not appropri-
ate to that description of shop, such shop
shounld “during the whole of the day” be
deemed not to be an exempted shop. The
amendment proposed to make the clause
clearer by providiog that such a shop
should not-be deemed an exempted shop
“after the general time of eclosing of
shops.” In other words, if an exempied
shop traded in goods which were not ex-
empt, it could trade up to the general
time of eclesing of shops, and then it
must close. He moved—

That the amendment be agreed lo.
Question passed; the Couneil’s amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolutions reported, the report ad-
opled; and a message accordingly retnrned
to the Legislative Couneil.



LOAN ESTIMATES INTRODUCTION.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan) :
should like to announca before the House
adjourns that I will introduce to-morrow
the Loan Estimates for the year ending
30th June next, and a Bill for Joan al-
thorisation.

House adjourned ot 840 pom.

Lcgislative douncil.
Thursday, 21st December, 1911,
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Papers presented .. . 1361
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TIpdustrial Conmlintxon and Arbitration Act
Awmendment, Com, ... 1372

Agricultural Bank Act Ameudmcnt Com .. 1381
Adjournment, Sitting Hour “ ... 1388

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
3 p.m.. and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESEXTED.

By the Colonial Secretary : 1, Report
by Dr. Moloney on leprosy among
aborigines in the North-West. 2, Report
of the Chief Inspector of Fisheries for
1910,

BILL—HEALTH ACT AMEXND.
MENT.

Message from the Legislative Assembly
received and read notifying that the
amendments made by the Legislative
Council had been agreed to.
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BILL—EARLY CLOSING ACT
AMENDMEXT.

Message from the Legislative Assembly
received and read notifying that the
amendments made by the Legislative
Council had heen agreed to. .

BILL—LICENSING ACT
AMENDMENT,

Message from the Legislative Assem-
bly received and read notifying that the
amendments made by the Legislative
Council had been agreed to.

BILL—VETERINARY.

Returned from the Legislative As-
sembly with amendments.

BILL—MARRINUP BRANCH
RAJTLWAY.

Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly and read a first time.

QUESTION—BETTING 1N

STREETS.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER asked the
Colonial Secretary : 1, Whether, in the
opinion of the Government, the present
provisions of the law dealing with the
sappression of street betting are effec-
tive ? 2, 1f not, whether the Government
will amend the law so as to make it
effective for that purpose ?

The COLOXNTAL SECRETARY re-
phied: 1, No. 2, The advisability of
introducing legislation on the lines of
the Victerian Act on betting will receive
consideration.

BILL—DIVORCE AMENDMENT.
Postponcment.

Order of the Day for the third reading
read.

Hon. M. L. MOSS : As the printer had
not completed the necessary printing, he
moved :(—

“ That the Order of the Day be post-

poned.”

Motion passed ;
pPostponed.

the Order of the Day



