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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

RUESTION-—FEDERAL ROAD GRANT,
ROAD CONSTRUCTION.

Hon. . TAYLOR asked the Minister
for Works: What is the total separate mile.
age, completed and incompleted, to the 31st
Qctober, 1927, under the Federal Aid Roads
Aet, of each of the following:—(1) Moora-
Geraldton trunk road, and development
toads in the Greencugh Road Distriet; (2)
Albany road (south of Armadale) in the
Wandering Road Distriet; (3) Wooroloo-
Clackline-Northam section of the Midland
Junetion-Merredin road; and (4) York-
Perth road?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM (for the Minis-
ter for Works) replied:

At 81ot Oct., 1027

ues- | Road Bosrd | Name of Road. | aipe Mlloags
o | P pmror. Gom: | Tncom-
plated. | plsted.,
1 | Greenough | Moora-Geraldton 3-0 Nd
Do. Georging 9 Ni
Do. McCartoey .7 Nit
‘Wandering | Perth-Albany ... | Work not com-
menced.
Greenmount, | Midland Janction- | 101
& Northam Merradin
4 | York Chidlows-Yotk ... | 118 Nd

QUESTION—CHRISTMAS, LATE
SHOPPING NIGHT.

Mr. BROWN asked the Honorary Minis-
ter (Hon. J. Cunningham): In view of
Christmas XEve falling on Saturday night,
will he seriously consider the advisability of
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orantmg permlsswn under the Early Closmg
Act to country shopkeepers who may de-
sire to do so, to substitute Saturday night
in lieu of Friday night for late shoppmg
purposes?

Hon. J. CUNNINGHAM replied: The
question has been serionsly considered
and by proclamation published in the

“Government Gazette” of the 25th Ne-
vember, His Execellency the Governor
has suspended the operations of the

Factories and Shops Aet, 1920, in so fur
as they relate to the closing times of shops
until the bhour of 9.30 p.m. on Saturday,
the 24th Deeember, in those shop districis
generally in which Saturday is the statutory
late trading nigh{. Tn districts where ¥'ri-
day is the statutory iate trading night and
Saturday the statutory half-holiday, the
Act has been suspended until 9.30 p.m. on
Friday, the 23rd December,

QUESTION —WHITE CITY, CON-
DITIONS OF LEASE.

Mr, J. MaeCallum SMITH asked the Pre-
mier: 1, Who is responsible for the letting
of White City? 2, To whom was it let in
1926-27, and what was the total income de-
rived therefrom? 3, To whom is it let for
the current year, 1927-28, and at what ren-
tal? 4, Is any provision made in the lease
for the running of games of chance or of
gambling of any kind? 5, Is it his inten-
tion to lay the lease on the Table of the
House? 6, How long do the Government
intend to permit White City to continue?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The State
Gardens Board. 2, Young Australia League,
Ugly Men’s Associntion, Children’s Protec-
tion Society, Labour Carnival Committee,
Returned Soldiers’ League (Perth Branch),
East Perth Progress Assoeciation, Women's
Home Comforts Appeal Committee, Perth
Hospital Appeal Committee. The total in-
come derived was £632 19s, 5d. 3, Blind
School Appeal Committee, Maimed and
Limbless Men's Association, Young Austra-
lia League, Labour Carnival Committee,
Hospital for Insane After-care Committue,
Ugly Men's Association, Returned Soldiers’
Agsodiation (Perth Braneh}, East Perth
Progress Association. All at £36 per week.
4, No. 5, There is no lease in existence,
6, This has not yet been decided.
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QUESTION—FREMANTLE HARBOUR
TRUST, REBATES TO SHIPOWNERS.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Honorary Min-
ister (Hon. H. Millington): 1, Who was re-
sponsible for the rebate on £14,468 5s. 84.
for which the Fremantle Havbour Trust got
a judgment agninst the oversens ships, being
reduced to £6,383 18s. 7d.? 2, What werc
the reasons for granting such reduetion?
3, Who was responsible for the 50 per cent.
rebate on £3,028 15s. 5. owing to the Fre-
mantle Harbour Trust from the owners of
the s.s. “Karcala”? 4, \What werc the ren-
sons for such reduetion? 5, Are these enses
to be taken as a precedent? 6, In futurc
cases of disagveement between shipowners
and men, will the Harbour Trust be over-
raled and 50 per cent. reductions granted !

Hon. H. MILLINGTON
The Solicitor General, in
with Jeading ecounsel retnined on be-
half of the Harbour Trust Commis-
sioners. 2, The opinion of counsel. Sec
answer to fuestion No. 1. 3. It was eonse-
quential on the adjustment of the elaims to
which question No. 1 relntes. 4, Answered
by No. 2, 5, No. G, The dealing with
future cases cannot he amticipated,

replied: 1,
consultalion

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Canning-F'remantle Road Construction.

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
[4.35] : I desire to make a personal explana-
tion in connection with an incident that
occurred on Thursday evening last when
we were debating the T.oan Estimates. 1
referred to a question that had been an-
swered by the Minister for Works, of which
muestion T had given notiec the day before.
Both the question and the answer referred
to the Canning-Fremantle road. The answer
was that no money had been spent on that
road at all. When debating the Loan Esti-
mates in Committee, I found that money
had been spent on that road, and T was re-
ferring to the incident when the Premice
stopped me and said that my question had
referred to the Cannington-road. At the
moment I stood disarmed, as it were, Sinee
then T have looked up the official papers
and further, the Votes and Proceedings No.
48. which show that the question related to
the Canning-Fremantle road. T desire to
make that explanation. I do not know that
I can take the matter any further, but the
Premier may have something to say about it.

[ASSEMBLY.]

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Colliexr—
Boulder) [237): 1 would like to ask the
member for Mt. Margavet (Hon. G. Taylor)
il he hns seen the typewritten question in the
form in whieh it went to the Minister’s
olfice? I have not seen the manuscript ques-
tion, but the typed copy of the question as it
arrived at the Minister's office, undoubtedly
referred to the Cannington-read. 1 did not
lovk at the form in which the question ap-
peared on the Notice Paper, but certainty the
typed copy referved to the Caunington-road,
md it was in respect of thai road that the
answer was furnished. 1t may be that the
question did not appear in the proper form,
It | am positive that it referred to the Can-
nington-road in the typed copy sent to the
ALlinister’s office.  Hon. mewhers know that
questions of which notiee are given in the
ouse are typed and seat to Ministers, so
that they may have the answers prepared.

Hon, Sir James Mitehell: The member for
Mt. Margarvet can ask the question again,

HON. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Marguvet—in re-
piv} [4.38]): 1 saw the official notifieation
that eame hack with some peneil marks on it.
That rveferred to the Canning-Fremantle-
rond and on timt paper was typed the word
“nil?  That was the paper that was sent
from Parliament House and returned: it
was on officinl paper.

The Premier: The answer could not have
heen in respeet to the Canning-Fremantle-
road; it would have heen a deliberate nn-
fruth.

Flon. (. Taxlor: That is my trouble,

The Premier: No Minister would {1l a7
deliberstte untrath like that,

BILL—APPROPRIATION.

Meussage.
Message from the Covernor reccived and
yead reeommendine appropriation for the
purpnse of the Bill.

All Stages,
Tn accordance wilth rerolutions adopted in
Committees of Supply and Ways and Means,

leave obtained to introduee the Appropria-
tion Bill. which was rend a first time.

Second Reading.

On motion by the Premicer and Treasurer,
Bill read a second time,
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In Commitige,

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill.

Clanses 1, 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—-Appropriation of supplies:

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Provision
is made in this clanse Lor an advance to the
Treasurer of £500,000. Last year the ac-
count was overdrawn by £02,000. A sum
of £300,000 was used for the State Shipping
Serviee. It is undesirable that this account
should be used to wipe off the losses on any
trading concern. The amount is advaneed to
meet any expenditure conneeted with author-
isations, but not to wipe off the aceumulated
losses on the State Shipping Sevvice.

The Premier: The Honse has already en-
dorzed that heing done.

Inn, Str JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. We
ave asked to pass a advance of £500,000 this
vear, and T hope the Premier will not use
my of it to wipe off the losses on any State
{rading coneern.  The vote was not intended
for that purpose.

The Premier: | am aware of that.

1lon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It was n
latge sum to write ofl the State Shipping
Service, represenfing as it did the losses of
the last seven years.

The *remicer: More than that, the losses
for the whole puriod.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
119 the serviee returned o profit,

The Premier: There were losses in the
first two or three years prior to the war.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Anyhow,
the vote should not be drawn upon except
to meet expenditure on works that have been
approved.

The Premier: 1 ihink you will agree that
we had reached a staze when the State Ship-
ping Rervice aceonnts shonld he put in
arder.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Yes. The
seyvice will be saved the interest on the
£501,000, and it= loss this year will be re-
duced by voughly £30,000, but general re-
vemie will be debited to the same extent. An
amount of £112,000 was written off the State
Implement Works some years ago, but gen-
eral revenue still has to provide the interest.

The Premier: Profit amounting to
£270,000 from the State Shipping Service
wes taken info revenue,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is not
right that profits should be taken into rev-

Before
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enue and that losses should be debited fo
loan, ‘Fhe member for Mount Margaret has
referred to the expenditure on the Canning-
Fremantle read.

The Premier: When the question was
asked, the Loan Eslimates were before the
House showing an expenditure of £121,000,

Hon, . Taylor: I ssked for the expendi-
lure trom January to October.

The Premder: I shall obtain the answer
to-morrow.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I take it
the road is not finished yet.

The Premier: No, it will not be finished
for several months.

Clause put and passed.
Schedules A to D—agreed to.
Nebedule K—Advanee to Treasurer:

Mr. THOMSOX : There is a proviso that
the expenditure incurred in re-laying Perth
tramways and Government railways may he
adjusted over a period of five years. Can’
the Premier explain that?

The PREMIER : It is the usnal practice
to make the adjustment over five years. Such
expenditure eomes out of revenue over a
period of five years instead of making it o
debit for one vear, If it werc made a debit
for one year, it would upset the finances.

Mr. THOMSON: Shall we have an op-
portunity this session to discuss the Finan-
cinl Agreement$

The PREMIER: 'The Financial Agree-
ment will not be discussed before Christmas.
Tt is possible that we inay have to meet n
the new year to diseuss it, thongh it may not
be necessary to deal with it hefore next ses-
sion, judging by the wiy things are shaping
in the East now.

Hon. G. Fayfor: That would be the only
reason for our re-assembling after Christ-
mas? :

The PREMIER: Yes.

Schedule put and passed.

Schedules F to H, Preamble, Title—agreed
to.

Rill reported without amendment and the
veport adopted.

Third Reading.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.
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BI LD—-AUDIT AGT AMENDMENT

e “ij Co:mczl Amendmem
Awendment made by the Council now
eonsideged.- .
‘:1' -‘.‘ . ‘. In Committee.
Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Premier in
charge of the Bill

{lause 2.—Insert after the word “years” in
line seven the words, “provided that this
subsection shall; not apply 10 the present
omupant of the office.”

The PREMIER: The amendment relates
to ‘thé age of retirement of the Auditor Gen.
eral. The Bill provides that the age shall
be 65 and the amendment seeks {o exempt
the present occupant of the office.

Hon. G. Tayloz'
here.

The PREMIER: The Bill provided for
vétivement at the age of 65, but another
place ‘desites ‘that this shall not apply to
the present occupant of the position. I do
nut propose to agree to the amendment. Al
though no retiring age was fixed when M,
Toppin was appointed, it is always open to
Purliament to fix such age as may be desired
at any time. This has been done in the other
Stutes in the cuse of judges. It is not de-
sirable we should retain in the public ser-
vice any officer for an indeflnite time in view
of the fact that he may reach a stage of
senile deeay, when Patrlinment might have
to take action in the direction of effecting
a compulsory refirement, I see no need for
the “amendment.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The argument
of another place is that this officer was ap-
pointed for life.

The PREMJIER: They talked about &
contract. Ii is a far-feteched argument to
suggest anything like repudiation of con-
tract. It is not likely any injustice will be
done to the present occupant of the office. I
conld mention several officers who are well
over 65 and who are still in the service.. I
move—

That was understoo:d

That the amendment be not agreed to.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If this
appomtment was made in the way sugpested
by another place, the conditions should he
observed. The Auditor-General should not
be subject to the will of any Government.
The' idea of making these appoiniments sub-
jeet to Parliament is to preserve to the hold-

[ASSEMBLY.]

ers independence of action. The Auditor-
General must be free to criticise the Publie
Accounts as he deems fit. If he did not
properly earry out his duties, Parliament
would soon take the necessary steps fo re-
lieve him of his position, Provided he is
still efficient, he should be allowed to retain
the office,

The Premier: The appointment was made
without any retiring age being specified.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEL].: T should
not think anyone would strongly objeet to
retiring at 65 provided he received a pen-
sion, as this officer will do. No doubt many
people are better fitted for work at 65 than
are some at 30. The idea of retiring
men at 65 is largely due to the desire to
give junior officers an opportunity to re-
ceive promotion. It i3 not worth while
breaking faith with the officer in question,
and the Premier might well accept the
amendment.

The Premier: I do not snggest we would
be retiring Mr. Toppin at 65. He is only
about 59 now.

Mr. THOMSON: The member for York
endeavoured to have the word “may” in-
gerted in lieu of the word “shall,” as it ap-
pears in the original Act. This would have
left the matter open to the Government.

Hon. Sir Jomes Mitchell: Which would
have been quite wrong.

The Premier: For he would then have
been at the merey of the Government, and
his independence would have been destroyed.

Mr. THOMSON: He would still have
been subject to the control of Parliament.
It is doubtful whether we shounld provide
for an extension of the retiring age in the
case of one particular official. It occurred
to me that the substitution of “may” would
assist, as the use of that word would give
opportunity for, say, voluntary retirement.
Another place objects to retirement bpeing
compulsory. If the clause is passed as it
stands, I take it that upon another appoint-
ment being made an amending Bill will be
necessary.

Hon. Sir James Mitclell : Under the
clause as printed, the Auditor General would
have to go at 65, becaunse the payment of
his salary could then be discontinued.

Mr. THOMSON: T am afraid the posi-
tion is difficult and raises an awkward ques-
tion.

Hon. G. TAYLOR : Thkere is no tiwe limit
to the Auditor General’s term of office. I
happen to have been a member of the Gov-
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ermmnent which appointed the present officev
in 1904, If the clause passes as if stands,
the Auditor General must retire automati-
cally at 65, and then, if the Government de-
sire to keep him, an smending Bill will have
to be passed. The <dause would apply to
all future Auditors eneral, as they could
not be paid aftur reaching the age of 65. 1
do not like the insertion of such a clause in
a mensure dealing with one particular officer.
Neither the Government nor this Chamber
intended that the Bill should affect the pre-
sent ocecupant of the uifice.

Question put and passed; the Couneil's
amendment not agreed to.

A committee consisting of the Uremier,
the Minister for Railways, and S James
Mitehell drew up reasons for not .1g:eem-r
to the Conneil’s amendment.

Reasons adopted, and a message acemsl-
ingly returned to the Counecil.

BILL—CLOSER SETTLEMENT.

Council’s Amendments.

Schedule of 11 amendments made by the
Couneil in the Bill now considered.

In Committee

Mr. Lutey in the Chair; the Minister for
Lands in charge of the Bill.

No. 1. Clause 3, Subelanse(3).—Delete
the words ‘in the opinion of the board” in

line two.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tnas
much as another place has made amendinents
which put this matter on another footing.
I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council’s

amendment agreed to.

No. 2. Clause 4, Subclause (1).—Insert
after “board is” in line one the word ‘“un-
animously.”

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: I move—
That the amendment be agreed to.

The Council has mad> certain other amend-’

ments, and it would be wiser to agree to the
ingertion of the word “unsnimously.” It
appears desirabl: thaet the board should be
unanimous.
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No. 3. Clause 4—Delete Subclause (3)
and insert in lieu thereof a subelause as fol-
lows:—*The board shall forthwith serve &
copy of the report, as submitted to the Min-
ister, on every person appearing from the
said public registers to have an estate or
interest in the land.”?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T move—
That the amendment bs agreed to.

Question pnt and passed; the Council’s

amendment agreed to.

No. 4. Clanse 4.—Insert a sobelause to
stand as Subelause (1), as follows:—%(4)
Any such person may within thirty days
after the service of a copy of soch report
appeal to a judge of the Supreme Court,
who may take evidenee, and confirm, vary, or
annol the report, and the decision of the
Judge shall be final.”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : T resisted
a similar amendment when the Bill was go-
ing through this House. However, I do not
want to wreck the Bill, although I still have
my own opinion about this,

Hon. @. Taylor: 1t would not necessarily
wreek the Bill, would it?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Council would only insist upon the amend-
ment.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell: The judee will
have to decide on the evidence.

The MINISTER FOR LLANDS: Yes. it
seems pretty safe. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Counecil’s

amendment agreed to,

No. 5. Clause 5.—Tnsert after “hoard”
in line two the words “and subject to any
appeal therefrom.”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: This
consequential on the previous amendment
I move—

That the amendment be agreed fo,

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 6. Clause G.-—Delete Subelause (3
and insert in leu thereof subclauses as fol-
lows:—(3) Within four months after the
serviee of such notice by the board, the
owner may notify the board in writing of
his intention—{a)} to himsclf put the land
deseribed in the notice in the “Qaz-
ette” to that reasonable use to which,
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in the opinion of the board, it should
be pat, or (b) to subdivide the said
land, and offer the subdivisions for sale.
(3a) If the owner notifies the board of
his intention to himself put the land to
that reasonable use to which, in the opinion
-of the board, it should be put, he shall, with-
in one year from the date of sueh notice,
make substantial progress therewith to the
satisfaction of the board, and thereafter con-
tinue to do so.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Here we
have the differenoc hetwren three months
and four months. Since all the Council’s
amendments make for delay, I do not know
that one wmonth is worth quibbling over.
Also we bhave in the amendment something
that was net provided in the original Bill.
The owner is tn have the option of doiny
the job himself, of putting his land to such
reasonable use as the board may require.
Still the intention of the Bill is to make
homes on smaller areas——

Mr. Davy: Surely it
whether one man or ten
100,000 bags of wheat.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tt makes
& great deal of difference. Going through
some parts of the coumtry one is struek
at once by the extent of the crops and the
absence of homes. It is the homes we want
to see cstablished, and the object of the Bill
is to put people ¢n to smaller holdings, I
move—

doesn’t matter
men produce

That the amendment he agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Couneil’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 7. Clause 7, Subelanse (1}.~—~Tnsert
after “under” in line two the words “para-
graph (a) or (b) of.”

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: T move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed: the Couneit's
amendment agreed to.

No. 8. Clunse 7, Subelanse (1).—TInsert
after “Gntention” in line four the words
“to himself pnt the land to reasonable use,
_0).'”

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: In view
of what we have accepted, we eannot well
-ohject to this. I move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put snd passed; the Couneil’s
amendment agreed to.

[ASSEMBLY ]

No. 9. Clanse 8.—Delete all words from
the beginning down to and inclusive of “ap-
ply” in line eight, and insert the follow-
ing:—8. If an owner-—(a) after having
notified the board of his intention to put the
land to reasonable use, shall not, in the
opinion ¢f the board, duly comply with Sub-
scetion {3a) of Bection 6; or (b) after hav-
ing notified ihe board ol his intention o
snbdivide his land for sale, shall not, in the
opinion of the board, duly comply with sub-
section (4) of Section G, the hoard may serve
upon the owner a notiee of his defaunlt in
the preseribed form; and thercupon the
awner shall he deemed (o have failed Lo
notify the board under either paragraph {a}
ar (b} of Subseetion (3) of Section 6, anil

7 shall apply.

Section 7

The MINISTER WOR LANDS: This is
imother comprehensive amendment, hat i
nppears to be neeessary in view of what we
have already agreed to. T move- -

That the amenrdment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Couneil's
amendmont agreed to.

No. 10, Clause 10.— -In=crt a subelause Lo
stand as Subelanse (2), as follows:—(2)
If the owner of land taken under this Act
s the owner of other land whieh, aithough
nat an “adjoining lholding,” is so used by
him in conjimection with the land taken that
without the land taken such other land ean-
not he put to profitable use, the owner of
the land taken may, subject as hereinafter
provided, require such other land also to he
taken: TProvided thot the Minister wmay
require the question whether sueh other land
is =0 used as aforvesaid and therefore <honld
be taken, to he determined by arvbitration. as
eompensation is determined nnder subsection
theee of section seven.

The MINISTER ¥OR LANDS: This in-
troduees a new principle.

Hon. Sir James Mitchell:
often happen.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Tt can
happen, and it may happen with advantage
or with disadvantage. I know a number of
people who have considerable holdings of

It will not

. sandplain ecountry. which they utilise ns graz-

ing areas. as spelling places for their stoek.
That sand plain iz of rot much use as a
farm, nnd so it would be of little value to
tke owner if the board took his cultivable
farm,
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Hon, Sir Jaumes Mitchell: It would he no
use to him without the good land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Of no
creat value, eertainly.

Mr. Thomson: It is provided for, in that
it must be determined by arhitration.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yos, L
think we shall have to accept it.

Hon. Sir James Mitcheli: I know a mar
with his buildings on one bloek, and his
principal bolding miles away.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There is
up limitation here. Tt may be 100 miles
away. T move—

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to.

No. 11.  Clause 17.—Insert after “land™
in linc one the words “or holding.”

The MINISTER FOR 1:ANDS: 1 move--

That the amendment be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Couneil’s
anendment agreed to.

Mr. TIHOMSON: May 1 congratulate the
Minister on having adopted a reasonable
attitude and aceepted these amendments?
e could have had his closer scttlement
long ago if he had adopted that attitude.

Hon, W. D. Johnson: No, he could have
had a Closer Settlement Bill, but no ecloser
scttlement,

Resolutions reported, the report adopted,
and a messaze aecordingly transmitted fo
the Couneil.

BILL—STATE CHILDREN ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Council's Message.

A message having been received from the
Couneil notifying that it disagreed to the
amendment made by the Assembly on the
Couneil's amendment No. 6, and insisted on
its original amendment, the message was
now considered.

In Committee.

Mr. Lutey in the Chair, the Minjster for
Health in charge of the Bill.

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: An-
other place iz insisting on the amendment
that they mnade. without the addition of the
words “with the consent of the complainant”
ingerted by the Assembly, and thev enntend
that the real objective of the elause will be
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destroyed if the words are included. I am
not prepared to accept the clause withoni
the Assembly’s amendment; I would rather
lose the Bill. An hon. member in another
place suggested that a conference mighl
take place and expressed the belief that a
decision would be arrived at. I do not know
what reason he had for believing that that
would be the case. There :s no possible
chanee of the Committee in this House
accepling the clause as it stands.

Alr. Davy: How do you know?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH: The
Crown [Law Department advises that the
amendment gives the right to a court to
vary the amount of an order that has been
made. I will not accept that. A man may
put up any kind of a tale and so induce
the court to alter the amount of the order.
A woman may be getting 30s. a week for
maintenance, and the husband clears out.
A warrant is issned and he is arrested per-
haps 500 miles away from where the court
made the order, The remote court eannot
alter the amount already owing, but can
vary the order without consulting the court
where the case was first heard, and in many
instances without the evidenee of the wife
herself being heard. The wife would not
have the chance to travel that distance of
500 miles to where her husband was. The
suggested amendment was to add a pro-
viso to prevent the eourt from varying in
any way the amount of the order that had
been made. Then if a warrant was issued
for the arrest of the defaulter, and he was
arrested at distance of more than 20 miles
from the court in which the ease was
first heard, that court would hear the
case anidl would probahly save the State
the expense of bringing the man bnek
to Perth to have his case heard. Ii has
happened in a fair numbper of instances that
after a woman has pressed for the arrest of
her husband a.d after the issue of the war-
rant and the arrest of the husband, and his
re-appearance in Perth, sometimes at a cost
of £12 or £14, the wife has withdrawn the
proceedings and refused to go any further,
In cases like that the State suffers a loss.
I am not disposed to accept the amendment.
I therefore move—

That a conference be requested with the
Legislative Council on the State Children
Aet Amendm-nt Bill, and that at sech con-
feronce the managers to represent the Lepis-
Intive Assemhly be the Hon. H. Millington,
Mr. Davy. anid the Minister for Health.

Question pat and passed.
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ilesolution reportel, the report adupted
and a message accordingly returned to the
Conneil.

BILL—METROPOLITAN TOWN PLAN-
NING COMMISSION.

Message,

Message from the Governor reeeived and
read, recommending appropriation for the
purpose of the Bill.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment and the
report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Couneil.

MOTION—ELECTORAL DISTRICTS,
REDISTRIBUTION.

Debate restmed frem the 29th November
on the following wotion by Hen. Sir James
Mitchell:—

That it is resolved by the Legislative As-
semhly that a proclamation should be issued
for the redivision of the State into electoral

districts under the provisions of the Electoral
Distriets Act, 1923,

HON, SIR JAMES MITCHELL (Nor-
tham—in replv} [6.37: T hope, Mr. Speaker,
to be able to show that the Bill you, as
Attorney General in the Seaddan Govern-
ment, introduced in this Hounge, and which
wns adopted by the party then in power,
was not as liberal to the goldfields as the
Eleetoral Distriets Act under which the
electoral boundaries are to be fixed. That
was the only reason the Premier gave as
his objection to the present Aet. I hope
the House wil! not he influenced by the
attack made upon the Legislative Couneil
by the member for Guildford (Hon, W. D.
Johnson) and vthers since the debate began.

The Minister for Mines: I think the Pre-
mier took some exception to the Swan
electorate.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
80.

The Minister for Mines: Well. that is
not in the goldfelds.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate, the effeet upon the eoldfields was the
principal reason advanced by the Premier
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in his argwment. What has the fixing of
the boundaries of electorates for this House
to do with the qualifications of members of
another place, seeing that those qualifica-
tions are fixed by the Constitution? Even
s0, the Constitution has been libernlised
sinee it was first adopled. Are we not under
an obligation to do what is right by the
people? If in 1911 the boundaries that we
have now were lixed. and they were wrong
at that time, and wer: attacked by the then
Labour Party, and they were honest in their
opposition at that time, surely members of
the Labour Darty eannot approve of the
boundaries at the present moment.

The Minister for Mines: We do not.

Lon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL : Then
why don't you dv your duty and amend the
boundaries?

The Minister for Mines: Because you put
on the statute-book a measure with which we
do not ngree. The Fremier told you that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL : The
Premier does not agree with the Aet that
empowers a Commission to fix the boun-
daries based largely .pon the Aect passed by
the Labour Government in 1913!  The
differences netween tlLe later Act and the
1913 measure are that a Commission was
to be appointed by the Government instead
of the Commission being named in the Aef;
secondly, there was to be so-called even-
handed justice extended to the electors, sub-
jeet to a vartation of 20 per cent. either way.
If it were decided that 5,000 would be the
quota for the 46 seats apart from the North-
West seats, then, with the 20 per cent. vari-
ation each way, the greatest number of elee¢-
tors in one constitnency would be 6,000 and
the smallest number 4,000.

Hon. W, D. Johnson: But the whole thing
was subject to the consent and direction of
the Legislative Couneil.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: What
whole thing?

Hon. W. D. Johnson: The whole arrange-
mant under that legislation.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Of
eourse——

Hon. W. D Johnson: Is it not remson-
able then that if tha Legislative Couneil is
to direct what shall take place in this House,
that they shall first—-

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Daon't
let us have anv humhunegine ahont this ques-
tion! The Constitntion provides for two
Houses, and at present there are differences
between the voting strength of provinees for
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the Legislative Couneil in the metropolitan
area. We have 20,000 electors in a metro-
politan-suburban seat, and 7,000 in the
metropolitan area.

_Hon. W. D. Johnson: Well, look at the
position regarding the Couneil too.

Bon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There is
4 tremendous difference between electorates
owing to the present boundaries. If wc are
going to put up with the present condition
of affairs because it :uits us and suits our
party, let us be honest and say to the publie
that we shall not agres to any redistribution
of seats that does not suit us individually,
or as a party.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: We, as a party, will
not allow the Legislative Couneil, a property
franchise House, to dietate to the people’s
House.

Hon. . Taylor: Get out!

Mr. Richardson: We are dealing with the
Legislative Assembly, and you are merely
catnenflaging the position.

Ion. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: The Pre-
mier did not suggest that that was the atti-
tude. but now the member for Guildford says
that so leng as the Legislative Couneil exists,
there will be no reform in this House.

Hon. W. D. Johnston: Then reform the
Upper House first.

Mr. Richardson: We are dealing with this
House first,

The Minister for Mines: So were we on
another occasion.

Mr. Richardson: TLet the House deal with
the motion now hefore the Chair. Never
mind about that.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: You are wrong, Sir
James! Start with the other House!

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If hon.
members opposite vote against this motion,
they will vote becanse they are——

Mr. Richardson: Afraid of it.

The Minister for Mines: I am opposed to
it now for the same reason that I opposed
it last year.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Now the
Government side of the House indicate they
will not attempt to alter the electoral bonn-
daries!

Mr. Richardson:
form this Chamber.

Miss Holman: So were yvou.

Mr. Kenneally: And so they are now.

Mr. Richardson: We are not afraid at all
of any reform.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:

not,

They are afraid to re-

Of conrse
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Mr. Richardson: We are game to reform
the House, but Government members are not.

The Minister for Mines: You had 32
members on your side of the House, and you
did nothing.

Mr. Richardson: We know all about that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: There
was a time when the Minister for Justice said
there was one voice only in the party on the
Government side of the House.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: That is so.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: But the
member for Guildford has a voice in this
matter now.

Hon. W. D. Joknson: We will reform the
Council first.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Let us
face the responsibility cast upon us. We had
the intimation by the Premier that this ques-
tion is not to be considered as a party mat-
ter.

Mr, Richardson: That is all bunkum.

The Minister for Mines: I hope you have
given a free hand to members on the Opposi-
tion side of the House.

Mr. Richardson: You are tied down to it.

The Minister for Mines: I am not.

Mor. Richardson: Of course you are.

The Minister for Mines: It is no good
saying that; I am not.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: At any
rate, the Premier has said that Government
members are free to vote as they think fit.
The Premier has said that each member must
take the responsibility and vole according
to the dictates of his consecience.

Mr. Sleeman: That is why we will vote
against the motion,

Mr. Kenneally:
ways vofe.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I bope
members will show by their vote that they
will act in the interests of the country and
not vote against the motion merely because it
may not suit party interests, I did not ask
hon. members to vote in any other way when
my Bill was before the House.

Hon. W. . Johnson: You were not dic-
tated to by the Couneil, and we were. That
is the unfair part of it.

My, Richardson: You are bound body
and soul; that is your position.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Every
member opposite——

Hon. W. D. Johnson:——wants to reform
the T.egislative Couneil.

And that is how we al-
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Lion, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: i do not
know. If that is their atiitude, they must
take the responsibility.

The Minister for Mines: I for one said
that I would never support a redistribution
of seats Bill under the provisions of your
Electoral Distriets Act.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That is
the attitude of the Minister and some of his
party, and yet after being in office for three
years and eight months they have made no
attempt to repeal it or amend it!

The Minister for Mines: The Aet will be
amended, and if it is not amended, there will
be no Redistribution of Seats Bill.

Mr, Richardson: Is that s0? You will not
be there always!

Hen. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Now we
have it from the Minister that there will be
no redistribution of seats until the Aet is
amended.

Mr. Davy: They will probably go on
strike against another place,

Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: The Act
has been on the statute-book for years and
the Giovernment have not attempted to alter
it, and now they say we will not have a re-
distribution of zeats Bil] at all.

The Minister for Mines: Be fair!
not say that.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL:
the Minister wishes fo withdraw.

The Minister for Mines: Tf your motion
set out that in the opinion of the House a re-
distribution of scats was necessary, I would
vote with yvou.

Government Members: So wonld we.

Mr. Riehardson: OFf eourse yvou wonld not.

The Minister Yor Mines: Yes, T would.

Myr. Richard=on: And vou would bring in
a jervvmandering Bill to suit yourselves.

The Minister for Mines: Not at all.

Mr. Richardson: OFf eourse yon would.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I can
quite understand the Minister making such a
statement and receiving support from mem-
bers on his side of the House, Of course,
those hon. members would vote for a motion
of that deseription, for it would not mean
more than a snap of the fingers. It would
be no more than a pious wish of the House
that a redistribution of seats should be under-
taken. That is all it would amount to. The
other day the House agreed to build a rail-
way to Yorkrakine but the Government have
no intention of huilding that line.

I did

Perhaps

[ASSEMBLY )

‘The Minister for Mines: This House car:
vied a mation 22 years ago to build the Esper.
ance railway, but it was not done until we
took office.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: That i
not 503 it was started when we were ir
office.

The Minister for Miunes: As an act of ail.
ministration you stopped the building of
the railway.

Hon. W. D. Johnson: Aoyhow, that has
nothing to de with the Bill.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I think
that railway was started by the member for
Gildford, and it was stopped in 1916.

Ton. W, D, Johnson: No, T built the road.

The Minister for Mines: And the member
for Mureay-Wellington stopped the building
of the line. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I con-
sulted the House on that ruestion and. ns
n result, the line was stopped. As to the
matter now beforc the House, however, we
hove an Aet on the statute-hook that governs
the position.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 pm.

Hon. Sir JAMES MEICHUELL: Before
tea T was perhaps a little unfair to the Min-
ister for Mines. He said there would be no
redistribution of seats so long as the present
Act remained on the statnte-book. He meant
so long as the present Government were in
power.

The Minister for Mines: | did not mean
anything of the kind,

Mr. Davy: Then we ean only assume von
intended to canse a revolution,

The Minister for Mines: You eannot as-
sume that [ intended anything of the kind.

Mr. Davy: Well, it wus one or the other.

The Minister for Mines: T said deflnitelv
what 1 intended.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL:; Doubtless
what the Minister meant was that there must
be an alteration of the present Aect hefore
he would consent to a vedistribution of seate.

The Minister for Mines: Now yon have it
after about 10 tries,

My. Davy: Yon did not sav that,

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHETI: No, the
Minister said there would be no redistribu-
tion so long as the present Government were
in power, but T understood him to mean
under the existing Aect. If the Aet is not
aceeptable to members on the Qovernment
side and a majority of them think that wav,
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an amendment should be submitted as early
as possible. [ should like to examine the
Bill of 1913 and compare it with the Act
of 192324 to show what the effect would
be. The proposal in 1913 would have given
the metropolitan area 14 seats. 1t will Le
rewmewmbered that, exeluding the North-West
scats, the rematnder of the voters were to be
divided by 46, which would give the quota,
but the guota conld be londed by one-fifth,
whieh would have made the highest possible
quota for the metropoliton area 3,684. For
the agricultural aren the guota would have
been 2,866, giving the agriculiural distriet-
19 seats. The ecntral goldfields, with the
lowest possible (mota of 3,070, reduced by
one-lifth to 2,456, would have had six seatx.
The outer mining ares would have seven
seats, making 13 seats in all for the gold-
fields, the number we have to-day. Thus
there would have heen 14 metropolitan seats,
19 agricultural seats, 13 goldfields seats and
four North-West «cats, naking the total 50
1 have loaded the agricultural area so far
as it could be londed under the Bill and
taken from the mining areas all that ecould
be faken. That was the hest that counld he
done wnder that measure, Sinee then the
position has changed considerably and there
ar¢ now many more names on the roll.
In August last there were 209576 names
on the roll. 1f the Bill introdueed Dby
the Seaddan Government had been in op-
eration to-day, cach clectorate would have
hod a quota of 5,372, which would have
meant 19 seats for the metropolitan area,
23 for the agricultural area, two for the een-
tral goldfields area, two for the outer min-
ing area, and four for the North-West, Un-
der the Act on the statute-book objected fo
by members supporting the Government,
largely hecause of the position of the gold-
fields, the metropolitan area would have had
15 seats against 19 under Mr. Scaddan’s Bill,
the agrieultural aren 25 seats as against 23,
the eentral goldfields area three as against
two, and the onter mining srea three as
agninst two. My measnre, therefore, cannot
be objeeted to by goldficlds members whe
approved of the Bill of 1913, No one whu
approved of that Bill could object to the
Act of 1923-24. Tt is strange that that
measure shonld have provided preeisely the
same representation as the poidfields had
when it was introduced.

Mr. Marshall: Why did not redistribution
Eollow that measure of yours when you had
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32 followers? Why did not they vote for
it?

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Becaust
my supporters are not blind followers but
are free men. They sre not delegates; they
are representaiives of the people. That is
why.

Hon. G. Taylor: Hear, hear!

Mr. Marshall: According to your argu-
ment they misrepresented the people on that
OCCAS10N.

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If they
did so on that occasion, the hon. member
does 50 on every occasion.

Mr., Marshall: Yoyr remarks remind me
of a Sunday evening sermon.

Hon, 8ir JAMES MITCHELL: I ques-
tion whether the hon. member has ever lis-
tened to a sermon.

Mr. Marshall: When yon are speaking we
are never short of one. .

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHEILL: 1 hope
members have in mind exactly what
the two proposals represented. Undex
the existing Aet the quota in the metro-
politan area at the preseat time could
vary from 5205 to 4,571. We have the
distriet of Canning with 17,100 voters eom-
pared with the distriet of Fremantle having
3,875 voters, both districts being in the met-
ropolitan area. Can anyone, by any stretch
of imagination, justify that difference be-
tween two districts in the metropolitan area
—a difference of 13,2259

Mr. Sleeman: We o not disagree on that.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Can any-
one disagree? If not, it should be altered
as soon ns possible.

Mr. Sleeman: We o not disagree on that
point.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: If mem-
bers opposite are of opinion that Cannine
should no longer have twiece the maximum
quota, while Fremantle has less thar the
minimum quota, it should be altered. To
contrast two seafs in Ehe agricultural area,
Beverley has 2,536 voters and Nelson hay
5,695. Tn that division the quota could vary
from 4,120 to 2,736, so that in each instanceo
those electorates are wrong, in that Nelson
has 3,100 more electurs than has Beverley,
or more than twice the number. Neither of
those districts has any econsiderable towns,
the population being for the wmosi part
scatiered. Taking the ventral goldficlds area,
the member for Kalzoorlie represents 3,410
electors.

Mr. Corboy: Very ably, too.
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Hon.. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: Politi-
eally we can disagree there, but the hon.
member does his duty to the bpest of his
ability. T am reminded of a remark made
by Mr. Costello on one occasion when he
wanted to be partientarly nice. He said he
could not wish me long life politically, but
he did wish me lony life and happiness
apart from politics. In the same way I can
wish the member for Kalgoorlie long life
and happiness apart from polities but not
as the representative for Kalgoorlie.

Hon. J. Conningha:u: I do not think the
wish would eount for rouch.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: 1 do not
suppose it would make much difference.
Compared with the 2,410 electors for Ka'
goorlie, the Minister for Mines represents
648 electors, or only oae-fifth of the number.
The quota on the golrfields could vary from
4,102 as a maximum {v 2,736 as a minimuam,
but for the agricultural area the quota would
be 3,419. Menzies, which is a mining elec-
torate and eould hardly be expected to have
the same quota as the central goldfields of
Kalgoorlie and Boulder, has 266 voters and
Kanowna has 1,541 There the electors
might vary from 3,108 to 2,108, while the
quota would be 2,632

Mr. Corboy: Do you include my elec
torate in the pgoldfields or the agrienltural
area?

Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: In the
goldfields aren. While under my Aet we
provided for those divisions, we allowed for
s variation of one-fifth either way. In fact,
there were only thre: different quotas, one
for the metropolitan area, one for the
outer mining area, and another for the
agricultural area and the central gold-
fields, the central goldfields including the
thickly populated towns, Tt is no one’s faunlt
that the number of electors on the goldfields
has been redunced. Tt is dne to the for-
tunes of war. When mining flelds be-
come depleted of gold the production falls
off and the nomber ¢f men employed de-
ereases, If members opposite really believe
that the present Act is not a good one, they
should have risen in their places and told
the country what thev thought. I admit it
was fought strongly by the opposition of
the day, but it was passed into law, and has
remained law for the past four years, Dur-
ing the Iast three years members opposite
have been in power, and have had the oppor-
tunity to amend it if they so desired. The
present position ough: not to stand. Every
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one admifs it is wrong, and that we are
shirking our responsibilities by allowing it to
continue. Yet members opposite expect the
public to be satizfied that we are deing our’
duty, when in faet we are doing nothing.
We have no right to consider either indi-
vidmal or party feelings. It is our duty to
do that which is fair by Western Australia.
It is ehildish to say that because the Upper
House is elected on a different franchise, it
justifies the present (vovernment in remain-
ing idle. Of the 50 seats for this House
very few conform to the conditions laid
down by the Act, which is the law of the
land. This House ought to agree to put
the Commission into operation at once.
What has the question to do with amending
the franchise of another place! We have
already passed a Bill amending that fran-
chise. If it is rejected by another place,
how can that exense us for doing an injus--
tice to the people by refusing to have a re-
distribution of seats?

Mr. Marshail: I have grave doubts about
the Bill being rejected up there.

Mr. B. B. Johnston: It has heen rejected.

"Hon. 8ir JAMES MITCHELL:: ‘What
has that to do with it Tt passed this House
and went to another place. Cannot we re-
member hew people flocked to the gallery
when we were disenssing the Bill T refer to,
and when as the Premier was speaking they
called out, “Give us work.,” That is the feel-
ing throughout the country.

Mpr. Sleeman: Will this motion provide
work for people? If so, I will vote for it.

Houn. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It will
do justice to evervone, and as a result of
that everyone will be provided with work.

Mr. Corboy: You think so, but when you
sat on this side of the House you could not
get vour Bill through.

Hon. Bir JAMES MITCHELL: We did
give work to the unemployed. In this
country we want good government. What
have the Upper House done fo incense
members 50 much? Without the Upper
House all the power of Parliament wonld
lie with an outside organisation, and there
wounld be no means of controlling them. We
in this House would be merely recording an-
gels and nothing more. The Upper House pro-
tects the credit of the ecountry. It stands
for justice just as we do. Good govern-
ment means work and opportunity for all.
The Upper House certainly helps in the
good government of the country. By our
legislation, our methods, and our Govern-
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ments, we shiould provide opportunity for
work for all the people. By the Ar-

bitration Court the people are pro-
tected in their work., We want to
see the country progress so that the

people who come to our shores can find
profitable employment, and by their work
cirenlate money whieh provides opportuni-
ties for everyone. By no other means
can this be brought about. The Ar-
bitration Court is designed to protect
the worker and does its duty in that
respect. We certainly do not want strikes
and consequent unemployment. Members
upposite also take that view. The duty of
this Ilouse is clear, nawely, to manage the
affairs of this country and appoint men to
govern it. We alone make and unmake the
Governments, which are controlled by the
authority of this House. In that respect
the Assembly is superior to another place.
We have the responsibility of appointing
(Governments, and we have appointed that
which now occupies the Treasury Bench.
We are entrusted with the duty of seeing
that the Constitution is respected. Everv-
c¢ne in this Parliament is responsible. for
that. We amend the Constitution by the
eonsent of both Houses of Parliament, No
one else can do it. Are we going to shirk
our doty and our responsibility to the
people? When it comes to a question of
amending the electoral boundaries and
doing what we are pledged to do nnder the
Constitution, the path of duty lies clearly
before us. I hope that not one member
will he found to vote against this motion,
Surely every member is imbued with a
sense of his responsibilities to the people.

My, Sleeman: That is why we intend to
vote againgt the motion.

Hon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: It is not
a question of the individua! or the party.
Tt is a question of what is just and right
for the community.

Mr. Marshall: Why did not your party
puat their Bill throngh? You had 32 on
vour side when you introduced your
measure.

Bon. Sir JAMES MITCHELL: I needed
26 and did not get them. Fad there been
a blnck following of 26 T wonld have got
it thromeh. This is a party of free people.
It is not a party of one voice that will
swallow everything. whether it likes it or
not.

Mr. Marshall: We will not swallow this.
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Hon, Sir JAMES MITCHELL: One Min-
ister said that if 1 had introdueed this
motion allirming the desirability of bring-
ing about a redistribution of sests, he
would have voted for it. Everv member
of the liouse would have voted for it, but
there is a law on the statute-book that
must be taken into consideration. This is
the only motion I could submit to the
House. The other motion would have
meant pothing. If this is carried, the Com-
missioners will set to work and sobmit
their reeommendations to the llouse, It
will then be the duty of the Iiouse to take
them into consideration. I could move no
other motion, and if I could T would move
nothing else. I could not do less than move
a wmotion that will put the Aect into foree.
It is a perfeetly fair and reasonable Act,
and I think 1 have shown that quite clearly,
I do not know how members are going Lo
satisfy their consciences if they vote
against this motion. Practically everyone
agrees that the time for a redistribution of
seats is overripe. I do not know how, by
any stretch of the imagination, we can
make anything the other place does an ex-.
euse for delaying this redistribution. Un-
less the matter is taken up fairly soon
we shall not have time to adjust the
boundaries, and do all that 1is neces-
sary in conneection with the new order of
things, New rolls will have to be zot out,
and the people will require to have an
opportunity te understand the new boun-
daries. They must also be given an oppor-
tunity to select their candidates for the next
elections which are very little mere than two
years off. We must act now. The Premier
bas told his supporters that they are free to
vote as they please. ILvery member must
take the full responsibility for the vote he
casts to-night. 1 hope the electors will under-
stand the position, and that this is not to be
a parly vote. Members will have no exeuse
for voting agrinst the motion, because they
admit that a redistribution of seats is over-
due. No one opposite has spoken against the
motion, aml we must take their silenee to
mean consent. I have endeavoured to show
that the position to-day is absolutely unfair
to the people, undemocratic in the extreme,
and wrong from every angle, It should not
be allowed to continume for five minutes, I
hone members will realise their duty, and
plav their part by the country.
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Question put, and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . e o 17
Noes .. .. .. 23
Majority against 6
AYES,
Mr., Angslo Mr, Maley
Mr, Barnard Sir James Mitchell
Mr, Brown Mr. Richardson
Mr, Davy Mr, J. M. fmith
Mr, George Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Qrifithe Mr. Taylor
Mr, E. B. Johnaton Mr. Thomeon
Mr. Latham Mr, North
Mr, Lindsay (Teiler.)
NoEs.
Mr, Chesson Mr. Marshall
Mr. Collier Mr. Millington
Mr. Corboy Mr. Muooale
Mr. Coverloy Mr. Panton
Mr, Cunningham Mr. Rowe
Mr. Heron Mr, Sleeman
Miss Holman Mr. Troy
Mr. W. D, Johnson Mr, A. Wansbrough
Mr. Kenneally Mr. Willeock
Mr, Lambert Mr. Withers
Mr. Lamond Mr. Wilson
Mr, Lutey (Teller.)
Pamsg,
AYES. Noes.
Mr. Bampson Mr. McCallum
Mr. J. H. Smith Mr, Kennedy

Qunestion thus negatived.

House adjourned at 8.5 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 3
pm., and read prayers.

QUESTION—''KOOLINDA"'
STRANDING,

Denham Channel.

Homn. G, W. MILIS asked the Chief
Seeretary: 1, Will he lay on the Table the
report of and evidence taken before the
Marine Court which inguired into the
alleged negligence of the master of the
“Koolinda” in navigating his ship, and also
the report of and evidence taken before the
Board of Marine Inquiry into the stranding
of the “Konlinda™® 2, Will the Govern-
ment toke immediate steps to have the
bhuoys in Denham Channel placed s the
positions as gazetted? 3, Will the Govern-
ment arrange with the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment to re-survey the Denham Channal
forthwith?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied : I,
The Marine Court which investizated the
stranding of the motor vessel “Koolinda,”
and subsequently inquired into the alleged
negligenee on the part of the master, was
appointed under the Commonwealth Navi-
gation Act, and the Federal authorities, not
the State Government, provided for the
reporting of the case. 2, There is only one
buoy in Denham Channel, the position of
whieh is in dispute, and that is No. 3 buoy.
Sinee the Marine Court inguired into the
stranding of the motor vessel “Keolinda,”
endeavours were made to obtain the exact
position of this buoy with the aid of the
motor vessel “Koolinda,” but she was un-
able to get elnse enonch owingz to there
being insufficient water. No boats will be



