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. ADJOURNMENT —SPECIAL.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon
J M Drew) moved— :

“That thé House at its nsmy adjourn
- until Tuesday next.

Questmn passed,

" House adjourned at 5.30 pm.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3.30
p.m., and read prayers.

STANDING ORDERS AMEND-
MENT.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have to present the
report of the Standing Orders Commit-
tee in accordance with the resolution of
the House dated 4th November.

Report read.

Mr. SPEAKER: I recommend that a
motion be moved that the report be
printed. I do not think it desirable thai
the Hounse should take the matter into
consideration this session becanse the ur-
gency for the amendment has passed, the
Estimates having heen dealt with by the
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House, but if the report is printed the
matter can be discussed by the House next
session,

On motion by the MINISTER FOR
LANDS ordered, that the reporl be
printed.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Minister for Works: Ry-laws
of foliowing roads boards:—(a‘ Mur-
ray, (b) Melville, (¢) Avon.

By the Minister for Lands: 1, Anuual
report of the Charities Department to
30th June, 1913. 2, Annual repert of
the Surveyor General to 301h June. 1913,

QUESTION—LICENSES TQ COL-
LECT TURTLES.

Mr, MALE asked the Prewier: 1, Is it
correct that the Government have leaserd
300 miles of coast line for the right to
collect turtles? 2, To whom has this
coast line been leased? 3, When was it
leased, and for what term? 4, What an-
nual reot is being paid? 5, [s the lease
an exelusive one, and does it prevenl any
other person from collecting turtles?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (tor
the Premier) replied: 1, (a) Two ex-
clusive licenses to farm and collect turtles
{not being bawks’-hill turtles) have heen
issued over the coastal walers, including
the coastal waters around certain islands,
from the North-West Cape to Cape Lam-
bert. (b) One license extends from the
North-West. Cape to Cape Treston, and
the other from Cape Preston to Cape
Lambert. 2, The exclusive licenses, as
per Answer 1, have been granted to Mr.
H. Barron Rodway. 3, (a) Exclusive
license from North-West Cape to Cape
Preston granted from 1st Janunary, 1912,
Exciusive lieense from Cape Preston to
Cape Lambert from the 1st January,
1913. {b) The term of each license is
seven vears. 4, From North-West Cape
to Cape Preston. £10¢ per annum; from
Cape Preston to Cape Lambert, £50 per
annum. 5. Yes, for sale, with exeeption
of hawks’-bill turtles.
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QUESTION—STATE ENTERPRISES,
BALANCE SHEETS.

Mr. MONGER asked the Premier:
‘When do the Government intend to
furnish balauce sheets of the operatious
of the State Steamships and other State
enterprises?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for
the Premier) replied: The State Steam-
ship balance sheet will be completed to-
morrow by the Colonial Secretary’s De-
partment, and will then be handed to the
Auditor General; and as soon as the state-
menk is aodited, it will be submitted to
Parliament. The Moola Bulla Station,
Ferries, and Dairies balance sheets are
not yet cowpleted, but the work is being
expedited. The State Hotels halance sheét
will be ready in a week for audit; and
will be submitted to Parliament when
passed by the Auditor General. The bal-
ance sheefs in connection with the meat
supply were first furnished to the Andi-
tor General on the 20th September, 1913,
but have been referred back, and are now
in the hands of the Hon. Minister for
Agrienlture for decision on certain ques-
tions raised by the Auditor General. When
these points have been settled the balance
sheets will be submitted to Parliament.
The balance sheets in connection with the
Boya Quarry were sent to the Auditor
General some weeks ago, and have been
returned by him with certain queries, and
the necountant of the department is now
eonferring with the Auditor General in
regard thereto. With reference fo the
Fremantle Workshops, it will not be pos-
sible to furnish a balance sheet to 30th
June, 1913, in accordance with the Gov-
ernment Trading Concerns Ack. A state-
ment of receipts and expenditure to
30ih June, 1913 (the date on which the
Department of Agriculture took control)
is now being compiled.

QUESTION — RAILWAY CON-
STRUCTION, EXPENDITURE.
Mr. MONGER asked the Minister for
Works: What was the total expenditure.
jrrespective of rails and fastenings, upon
the Coolgardie-Norseman. Tambellap-
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Ongerap, and Northampton-Ajana rail-
way lines?

The MINISTER ¥OR WORKS re-
phied: The hon. member should move in
the usual manner for a return to be laid
on the Table of the House.

QUESTION — PLEURO-PNEU-
MONIA AT YANDANOOKA.

Mr., MOORE asked the Minister for
Agrienlture: 1, s it eorreet that an ont-
break of pleuro-pneumonia has occeuried
at Yandanooka? 2, Tf so, when did this
disease make its appearance? 3. How
many cattle are affected$ 4, What steps
is he taking to deal with this terrible dis-
ease? 5, Has he placed the whole of the
cattle on the estate in quarantine?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TURE replied: 1, Traces of pleuro have
been discovered in eattle recently sent
from Yandanooka, but this cannot be
termed an outhreak. 2, It first made it
appearance about seven years ago, and
the recent cases were noticed during
November. 3, About 10. 4, Having the
cattle carefully watched and keeping all
that show any traces of illoess rigidly iso-
lated. 5, No. This step is not considered
necessary.

BILL—ROADS CLOSURE.

Introduced by the Minister for V.ands
and read a first time,

BILL—BOULDER LOTS 313 AND
1727 AND KALGOORLIE LOT
833 REVESTING.

All stages.

Introduced by the Minister for Lands
and read a first time.

Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) in moving the second read-
ing, said: In submitting this measure to
the consideration of the House I do not
anticipate that any objeetion will be
offered. The position in regard to the
first two areas, Boulder. town lots 313
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and 1727, is that they were originally
held by the organisations which were
later federated under.the combined title
of the Federated Miners’ Union, and in
accordance with the practice al that time

they were vested in trustees. So long
a period of time has elapsed since those
trustees were appointed that some of
them have left the district and efforts
which have been made to secure their
signatures have absolutely failed. The
position in regard to the first two lots
is that the aveas arve now held by the
Federaied Mivers’ Union, which was
formed by a voluntary amalgamation of
the two organisations, the Amalgamated
Workers’ Association and the Amalga-
mated Miners’ Association. The amal-
gamation wag brought about in 2 per-
fectly legal fashion and the fullest pos-
sible evidence was brought before the
Registrar of Titles that all the steps had
been legally effected. It was desired by
the officers and members of the Federated
Miners’ Unjon that these hlocks should
be legally brought under their control,
and representations were made, first to
the Lands Department and afterwards
to the Solicitor (eneral, for this to be
brought into effect. Ti was the opinion
of the Solicitor General that the matter
could be fixed up by revesting these lots
in the trustees for the Federated Miners’
Union. but the Registrar of Titles has
taken exception to this and has given
his opinion to the Solicitor General. He
expresses the opinion that he would not
he justified in issuing a title anless he
was authorised to do so by an Act of
Parliament. The result was that the
wmatter has oecupied the attention of dif-
ferent departments for a econsiderable
period and eomplaints were received from
the gentlemen acting on behalf of the
Federated Miners’ Union that they eonld
not reach finality, The file T have here
has heen built up and, altheugh the
Solicitor General still holds the opinion
that there is no need for an Act of Par-
liameni, T felt it would be infinitely
hetter to have the question decided once
and for all, and comply with the opinion
of the Registrar of Titles that a Bil!
should be introduced  order to make the
legal position absolutely sure, A pre-
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cisely similar condition of affairs obtainz
in regard to Kalgoorlie town lot 883.
When this lot was first issued it was to
a body known as the Goldficlds Trades
and Labour Council. It was held by them
under trnstees for a very considerable
period, and in this case also the signa-
tures of the whole of the trustees could
not be obtained. The Goldfields Trades
and Labour Council has now been merged
into the Aunstralian Labour Federation,
and the goldfields division of that organi-
sation was brought abeut by a velun-
tary amalgamation of the bodies that pre-
viously constiinted the Goldficlds Trades
and Labour Council and the unattached
bodies not then affiliated therewith, but
who have since given in their adhesion
to the Australian Labour Federation.
When this Bill is enacted it will mean that
a lease at a peppercorn rental, for the
term originally granted, will, in the case
of the Boulder town lots 313 and 1727,
he granted to the Federated Miners
TUnion, and in the case of lot 883 it will
be granted to the Kastern Goldfields dis-
trict of the Labour TFederation. 1
move—

That the Bill he now read a secomd

time,

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam): I
suppose that the lease will be issued for
the term of the original lease? The whole
of the blocks, T suppose, are held under
lease to-day and not under fdeehold?

The Minister for Lands: They are held
under lease. .

Hon. J. MITCHET: As lonz as the
conditions are the same and the same
people enjoy the use of the blocks, there
ean he no objection.

The Minister for Lands: They have
changed their name and extended their
seope.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The people in-
terested, I suppose. are agreeabie to the
change?

The Minister for Lands: Absolutely.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: There can be
no objeetion then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (in
reply) : In further explanation I may say
there would have been no diffienlty in
securing certificates from gentlemen, for
instanee like Mr, Dodd, who at the time
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was secretary of the A.M.A, and after-
wards seeeretary of the federated organ-
isation, It was a voluntary aect and by
the acquiescence of both organisations.
There is not the slightest diffieulty or
fear of any question being raised. The
Solicitor General was perfectly satisfied,
but the Regisirar of Titles, and I com-
mend him for exercising the utmost care,
thought otherwise. In view of the stand
be took I thought it would be better to
legalise the matter in a way in which it
could not be disputed.

{The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

‘ Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etcetera.

Mr. McDowall in the Chair, the Minis-
ter for Lands in charge of the Bill.

The Bill passed through Committee
without debate, reported without amend-
ment and the report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitied to
the Legislative Council.

BILLS (2)—-THIRD READING.
1, Bills of Sale Act Amendment.
2, Factories Amendment.
Transmitted to the Legislative Couneil.

BILL—PERMANENT RESERVES
' REDEDICATION.
Second Reading.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
T. H. Bath) in moving the second read-
ing said: In introducing this Bill on the
second reading T propose to explain just
the nature of the alterations which are
sought to be made and the reasons for
them, and to arrange for the Committee
stage to be taken at to-morrow’s sitting.
The measure, of course, is one that ve-
presents the primary step that has to be
taken annually to ratify the change of
purpose of class A reserves, and it is left
until the end of the session to include all
that come under the notice of the Lands
Department during the preceding 12
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months. Io the case of the first reserve,
referring to the ehange of purpose of
reserve 9236, the reserve was set apart
for park lands and drainage, and was
vested in the Kalgoorlie Munieipal Coun-
¢il. The land was required for the new
service reservoir at Kalgoorlie and it was
necessary te include this in the Bill in
order that the area may be devoted to the
new purpose and the arvea, afler the com-
pletion of the reserve, will be vested in
the Minister for Water Supply, Sewer-
age, and Drainage. This was referred to
the Kalgoorlie Municipal Council, as they
were interested, and the controlling hody
at the time it was faken over for the new
purpose, and they have agreed to the
change of the purpose. The area is 74
acres 32 perches. Tn the case of veserve
A 2102, this was set apart for a park and
vested in the Midland Junetion munici-
pelity, although it is within the boun-
daries of the Greenmount roads board
district. The portion which it is sought
to alter so far as its purpose is concerned
represents an area of 16 aeres 2 roods 30
perches. It contains a considerable
amount of gravel which is very sunitable
for road making. The Midland Junection
municipal eouncil state that they can ob-
tain road metal from this site more
cheaply than they have hitherto obtained
it elsewhere. The Greenmount roads
board, within whose territory it s found,
also wish fo obtain gravel from this par-
ticular site, and it is therefore proposed
1o exelude it from the Class A reserve and
vest it jointly in the Midland Junction
munieipality and the Greenmount roads
board. 1t will be set apart as s reserve
for gravel, and both these bodies will ob-
tain their supplies therefrom. In the
case of Reserve 8427A, this is a small
alteration and is included in the very
large area of country set apart as a caves
reserve around the loeality of the Yal-
ingup eaves. The residents of Yalingup
desire that a hall site should be provided,
and alse that provision should be made
for ehurch sites, and two acres have heen
surveyed for this purpese in what is re-
egarded as the most suitable position. Tt
this position as reserved is approved, the
hall site will be set apart at once. and
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later on spplications will be -eonsidered
from those religious organisations who
bhave already applied, together with those
who may apply in foture, and if their
representations are accepted they will be
able to obtain church sites on this par-
tieular reserve. The area is only twe
acres, and the alteration of the purpose
of this small reservation is to meet en-
tirely the convenience of the local resi-
dents in the vieinity of Yalingup. It will
in no sense materially affect the caves
reservation which has been made for the
protection of the caves, and 1 do not
think anyone will have any objection to
offer. 1 move—

That the Bill he now read a second

time.

Hon. J, MITCHELL (Northam): I
understand that the Minister will go into
Gommittee on the Bill to-morrow. In the
meaniime, will he produce any maps
which he wmay have in conneetion with it?
After all, the Opposition is prineipally
concerned to see the maps, beeanse from
those we can see what is happening, . If
the Minister will let me have the maps
there will be no objestion to the second
reading going through,

Qnestion put and passed.

Bil] read a second time.

BILL—ELECTORAL DISTRICTS.
In Commitiee.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr.
MeDowall in the Chair, the Atforney
General in charge of the Bill,

Claase 4—Qnota and matters to be con-
sidered :

Hon, .J. MITCHELL moved a further
amendment—

That after “divided” in line 6 of Sub-
clause 1 oll the words be struck out
to the end of the subclause and the
following inserted in liew:—“into forty-
seven eleclorates n  the following
manner :—(2), The present clectorates
of Cannirg, Claremont, Guildford,
Premantle, North-Fast  Fremantle,
Soutl  Fremantle, Subiaco, Leeder-
ville. Perth, Fast Perth, Norik
Perth, and West Perth shall constitute
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- g division o be known as the Metro-
politan  Divigion to be divided nlo
- twelve electorates,  (3), The present.
. eleclorates of Albany, Avon, Beverley,
Bunbury, Geraldton, Greenough, Irwin,
Katanning, Moore, Murray-Wellington,
and that part of the Nelson electorate
as is mof representative of the mining
or timber indusiry, Northam, Pingelly,
Sussexr, Swan, Toodyay, Wagin,
Williqms-Narrogin, TYork, and Gas-
. voyne shall constitute a division to be
kawownm as the Country Division, and
shall be divided into twenty-twe
electorates, (1) The present elecio-
rates of Boulder. Brown Hill-lvanhoe,
Caolgardie, ('ve, Hannans, Kalgoarlie,
Kanowna, Menzies, Mount Magnet,
Mount Leonora, Mount Margaret, Mur-
chison, and Yilgorn shall constituie a
division tn be known as the Goldfields
Division, and shall be divided inlo len
eleclorates. (3). The present electo-
rates of Forrest and Collie, and so much
af the electorate of Nelson as is mainly
either representative of the mining or
the timber industry, shall comstitute a
division to he known as the Timber
and South-Mest Mining Division, and
shall be divided into three electorates.
(6) The total number of electors whose
names appear upon the latest electoral
rolls of each of the aforementioned
© divisions, due regard being had to the
reduction or increase of electors in the
case of the Nelson electorate by reasow
of any transfer of votes from that
electorate to the division known as the
Timber and South-TWest Mining Divi-
sion, shall be divided by the number of
representatives of each division and the
quotient shall be the quota of electors.”
The amendment was drastic and it
might even violate the fixed principles
previously referred to by the Attorney
General; hut the prineciples were not so
very fixed after all. The Minister had
said he was very determined to have equal
electorates.
The Attorney General : No, I said the
main principle was that each vote should
have equal velue.

Hen. J, MITCHELL : Why have these
single electorates if we were not to have
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equal quotas ? Of conrse a variation was
mecessary in scattered constituencies, Ac-
cording to Mr. Nanson, in 1911, the ime-
tropolitan area contained 34,060 voters.
In 1913 the number was 52,739 voters,
:or 4,261 less than My. Nanson had
estimated, showing a reduetion of 1,300
since 1911. The metropolitan area had
now twelve seats, and the amendment pro-
pesed that the twelve should be retained

notwithstanding the reduction in the
number of voters.,  The metropolitan
area was very easy to represent. Prob-

ably the Minister for Lands received
more letters from his eonstituents in a
week than did the representatives of the
metropolitan area in a2 month. Twelve
seats were as many as conld be spared
from the limited number of seats it was
proposed to allot for the whole State. In
recard to the country seats, Mr. Nanson
had shown that there was 48,600 elec-
“tors in the country in 1911. In 1913 the
number was 47,400, or a decrease of 600.
‘But even allowing that deerease there
was an increase of 9,429 upon the esti-
mate made by Mr. Nanson, upon which
"the boundaries had been fixed. Leaving
‘out the Collie and Forrest electorates,
the country voters were considered by
Parliament to be entitled to 19 seats.
(Gascoyne has now been taken from the
North and included with the country seats.
There were in Gascoyne 1.771 electors,
"to which would be added 1,000 from the
adjoining goldfields area by members
who, we were told, did not wish to inter-
fere with the representation. This gave
n total of 52,200 votes, assuming that
1,000 would be added to Gascoyue from
some portion of the Cue electorate. It
was proposed to increase the seats in ag-
riculiural districts by two. The amend-
“ment wonld take from the country seats
"the electorates of Forrest and Collie. We
“would have an inerease of 12,200 voters
‘for the three seats, not an unreasonable
thing to ask when one remembered the
scattered nature of the country, diffi-
‘ eulties of representation, and the respon-
sibilities of the people on the land to this
State. He confessed that the 22 seats
" would mean a quota of 2,281 votes, which
‘to some members would seem a little
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low, but we must.pernémber that in some
electorates to-day the numbers were even
less than that. It was reasonable to sup-
pose that the increase experienced above
the estimate of Mr. Nanson was but the
forerunner of & very much larger in-
erease throughout the country distriets.
This redistribution, like auny other, was
not for the moment, but must last for
some time and we must anticipate what
was going to happen to cover at any rate
the next three years. The members re-
presenting Fremantle and the Citv must
rémember that agriculture was all im-
portant to State development. He pro-
posed to add to Collie and Forrest those
portions of Nelson whose interests were
identical. The timber arer and mining

_area of the Nelson electorate could be

added to Forrest and Collie and there
should be three seats to represent this
district with a,quota of 2,677 as against
a quota of 3,500 now. The idea of
special representation for special indus-
trics was admitted long ago. Special re-
presentation for the timber area was
adopted long ago, and hon. members op-

posite had always supported that idea.

Mr. Bolton : You know that is incor-
reet,

Hon, J. MITCHELL :. No objeetion
had been made fo special representation
for the timber area, they only ohjected
to the boundary lines of the Sussex area.

Mr. Bolton: What yon say is very in-
correct, Bpecial representation of timber
and coal was opposed by this side of {he
House every time it was introduced, os-
pecially at the last redistribution.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Within his rerol-
lection he bad never heard members ob-
ject to the Forrest electorate or the Collie
electorate. The interests of these fwo
clectorates and the quotas he proposed
to include were identical and were well
worthy of special representation, just as
much as the North-West, the goldfields,
or the metropolitan area were really given
special representalion. TUndoubtedly it
was a great advantage for Collie to have
a member in this House and it was a great
adventage for Forrest, the timber elec-
tordte, to"ha¥e -a special -representative.
He Dbelieved -community of interest
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counted for a great deal indeed .when it
was a question of representation to those
engaged in our primary industries. There
could be no objection to his suggestion
as it increased the representation from
iwo (o three, and to-day we had two mem-
bers representing these two constituencies.
My, Bolton: You are taking off lhe
workers from the Nelson electorate.

Hon, J. MITCHELL : Forrest was rep-
resented by a member on the Government
side and so was Collie. He proposed that
the workers generally there should have
an opportunity of sending a third repre-
senlafive to this Hounse. It was perfectly
patent 1o everyone that if there was to
be special represeniation for the timber
aren the division lines could not be abso-
lutely straight. Hon. members knew that
the timber belt was spread over a vast
area in the South-West with timber mills
scattered about bere and there, and wheve
one gave special representation to a
special industry one had to inelude the
area that industry specially covered.
The workers in our timber mills had little
in common with the men who produced
down in the South-West adjacent to them.
Timber workers were specially interested
in the Arbitration Aet, the Workers' Comn-
pensation Act, and the Truck Act, and
they wanted representation here to voice
their views in connection with fhese mat-
ters that were ali important to them. The
agriculturist was not quite in the same
box, and his representation should be
somewhat different. If was beecause he
believed special representation had always
received the sanction of this House in
regard to mining and timber that this re-
presentalion should be increased to a
growing industry.

Mr. Bolton: To eut away the workers
from Nelson is a bit of gerrymandering,

Hon, J, MITCHELL: The -existing
boundaries of Nelson would not be the
new houndaries. There was no guarantee
that any houndary existing to-day would
be a boundary after the recommendations
came 1in.

Mr. Bolton: Yo do not meniion boun-
daries. You want to cut out all the work-
erg from Nelson.
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was surpris-
ing to hear the hon, member say that the
boundaries would be the same,

Mr. Bolton: 1 never said they would.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hot. mem-
ber said they would he taken from the
Nelson electorate,

Mvr, Bolton: I said, “Take the workers
from the Nelson electorate.”

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If the sugges-
fion which he had submitted was carried,
we would have 12 seals in the metropol-
itan area, ten for the goldfields, three for
the South-West mining and timber, three
for the North and 22 for the country.

Mr. Bolton: That is very good indeed.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hon. mem-
ber realised that il was a quesiion of sat-
isfactory represeniation and not a ques-
tion of making either party in this House
safe.

Mr. Bolton: I deliberately say you are,
by the alteration you suggest, doing that.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: It would be just
as mucl in order for him to say that the
hon. member was not speaking the truth
when he made such an assertion. The
question was one of good Government aud
how to bring it about, and the hon. memn-
ber eould be assured that he {(Hon. J.
Mitchell) only cared about having lhe
country governed by men whe could con-
trol it satisfactorily, and who were repre-
sentative of the people, and who also were
gapable of represenfing satisfactorily the
interests of all concerned. The hon. mem-
ber wag concerned about gefting a fourth
seat for Fremantle, If the numbers jus-
tified that he (Hon. J, Mitchell) wonld
like to see it granted.

My, Bolton: They do.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Fremantle
district did not carry as many electors
as the Metropolitan area. It had to be
conceded that the agrieultural distriets
were scattered as much as the northern
districts, and the diztances were great
The amendment which he had broughi
forward was moved so that members
might have an opportunity of discussing
it. Of eourse he did nof expect to get
the support of the Attorney General, and
the House should he informed that the
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Opposition as a party were not responsi-
ble for it.. The amendment was entirely
off his own bat, and hon. members in
‘Opposition had a perfeet right to vote
as they desired in regard to it. In his
opinion the amendment was a very fair
one. The snggestion it contained was
<ertainly better thao that in the Bill. Of
epurse if anyone had a better proposal to
make he would be pleased to accept it.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
nol surprising to learn that the hon. mem-
ber had not consulted his party in re.
gard to the amendment he had moved, and
that he did not desire that his party
should be held responsible for the amend-
ment, for a more extraordinary, more as-
tounding, or more aundacions proposal
was never introduced in the Legislative
Assembly. It was utterly devoid of prin-
eiple except that of reserving a certain
membership for the Opposition side of
the House. It had no ground otherwise to
commend it, and in order to accomplish
his purpose the hon. member would make
the farming community the only com-
munity deserving of speeial consideration,
and he would sacrifice other primary in-
dustries absolutely, and he put his knife
into all other interests and all other aspir-
ations wheresoever they might be. The
hon. member did so without that sem-
blance of honesty that one was anxious
to find in persons occupying a public
position, He said the Government had
admitted his principle. That going un-
contradicted to the world would make it
appear that the hon. member had given
to us what we ourselves admitted, and
that he had given it a practieal ap-
plication. That wounld be the understand-
ing of the general public, the man in the
sireet. What wore the facis? Tt was frue
that we had departed from the recogni-
tion of equal politieal power for every
citizen to one portion of this State, that
portion being the far North-West, nol
on the gronnd of any community of infer-
est, but simply because of the isolation of
that part of the State from the seat of
Government. That was the only principle
upon which the North-West received con-
sideration nnder the present Bill. The faet
that it was an important part of the
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State confined to 1o “otle partlcular indus-
try’ in its possibilities, 'but capable of
a'vast number of possibilities, rich in all
kinds of naturel resources, the Govern-
ment had given' to thai portion of the
State special representation simply be-
cause it was so far away from the melrop-
olis. What did the member for Northam
wish to do? He desired o divide up
the State into a very few interesis, and
be would give to the farmer the bulk of
political power.

Hoo, J, Mitehell: Not the farmer, bui
the people living in the farming distriets.
o The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
bon. mewmber should recognise that we did
not give a distriet power to vote; it was
the men and the women in it,

Hon. J. Mitchell: They are all farmers,

The -ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hon.. member admitted that even in his
farming distriet there was no genuine
community of interests any more than
there was between every interest in the
State, from the far Scuth-East to the
distant North-West, There was com-
munity of interest within us all. e
conld not separate théem? All were com--
bining for the creation of wealth and the
prosperity and the progress of the State.

Mr. Harper: The farmers find work
for them all :

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If #
had not been for the mining industry,
there wounld not have been work for the
farmer. IL.et not the hon. member's in-
experienced youth bubble forth in folly.
There would be no work for the farmer
of this country if there were not popu-
lation for the farmer to feed. The mem-
ber for Northam had constituted the
farmer as the one alone entitled to the
exercise of political power; all the others
came second, third, feurth, and a long
way distant, And let members consider
the enormity of the hon. member’s atfi-
fnde fowards a section of the community
who had helped to create the Siate’s
prosperity. The hon. member took three
seats away from the mining distriets,
and the taking away of those three seats
inferred the worlhlessness of the mining
industry. We were fo ent their politieal
influence short, and eurb their political
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power. Yelt mining was the primary
industry that created the general wealth
of the community, and it was in the
track of the mining industry that every
other prosperity in tlis State had de-
veloped. Not only in the work the miners
had done, not only in the wealth they
bad erveated, not only in the towns they
had built, had they been of advantage to
the evuniry, but by the example of their
endurance, the evidence of their indomin-
ilable pluck, the proof of their stamina,
the clear production of a chapter of
that common sense that helped to baild up
nations, they had contributed to the
stability of all portions of the State.
Yet those were people who might be
neglected. For whom? For people liv-
ing in constituencies which voted Uib-
eral.

Hon, J. Mitchell: 1s that why you
reduce the agricultural representation?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Government started on the principle that
all human creatures were men and
women, whether they lived in pursuit
of one industry or another. Everyone
had a right to the same social and politi-
cal opportunity and influence. That was
the Government’s basis, and they did not
care whether a man lived in the north,
sonth, or elsewhere, he was still a man.
The ouly difference they made was that
in order to give that equality it was
necessary sometimes to ecreale some
species of handicap. The man whe lived
in Perth could visit a Minister’s office
every day in the week, but the man who
lived in the far North-West conld not
go to a Minister’s office, and had not the
same political opportunities. Therefore,
in order that he might be brought a
little nearer the level, the Government
said he should have representation in
greater proportion than the voter in the
melropolitan area. That was why the
distinetion was made in favour of the
North-West. In every other portion of
the State the quota was diminished as
the distance extended from the metrop-
olis. That was an applieation of the
sonnd prineiple npon which the measnre
was based. The amendment of the
member for Northam was in no sense a
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recognition of any principle except the
determination to retain political influence
and keep certain pocket boroughs. He
would not say anything in disparagement.
of the farmers as farmers; he fully recog-
nised the services they were rendering
to the State. It was a noble work they
were doing, but it did not justify him in
saying that the farmer had any greater
rights to social apportunities or power,
or that the man who lived in the ecity
was of no social or hational value. He
apprecinted the work done by the farmer,
hut what constituted government? What
was our aim when we gave people the
right to exercise some intelligence,
the ‘better if that intelligence was
trained, if it was diseiplined by
wide information. and if it was
capable of grasping and cousidering
all the qunestions likely to Le submitted.
Politieal power implied intelligence not
circumscribed and narrowed in a political
groove. This Staie did not eonsist alone
of farmers, or formers® interests, but
comprised all interests that went to
make up a complex community, Aad
we weare fo so shape our laws, so construct
our policy, and so administer the affairs
of Siate that no interesi should reeeive
a preponderance of attention, no one see-
tion of the community should be speci-
ally spoon fed, no part of the body politie
should have lavished on it all the wealth
and eonsideration of those who governed
the State, but so that all alike might
flourish, and build wp a harmonions or-
ganism, out of apparentlv conflicting
interests. When we had analyvsed all
human inferests we came back to this,
that they were human interests, that
they were humanity’s interests. The
farmer eultivating the soil, the tailor
making eclothes, the teacher instrueting
the mind, the entertainer giving us some
relaxation, all were parts of a great in-
fluence that made life tolerable, comfort-
able, and rich in blessings, that cemented
all sections of the commuunity, and made
every interest inter-dependent with
every other interest. all part of a living
stracture, having one great aim, the ele-
vation of the people and the building of
a nation. The man who had only one
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string to his fiddle and could only play
one tune on it and that never in accord-
anee with seientific musie and always with
& serateh and a sereech, the man who did
that knew nothing of the great aim and
purposes of legislation and the duties
of a politician. 'That was the course
taken by the member for Northam. One
heard him on the platform, the seratch
of the fiddle—the farmer. One heard
him on every subjeet in the list of sub-
jeets, one seratch up and down—the far-
mer. The hon. wember believed that by
appealing to the farmers, giving them
political influence and flattering their
little vanities he might stem the fide that
was riging in favour of hwoanity. The
hon. member sneered at those who la-
bonved in the forest entting down timber
for pnblie utility.

Hon, J. Milchell :
them ¥

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hon. member did. There was almost an
audible sneer. He said they had noth-
ing in common with the farmer. They
were an isolated group: they should be
herded together and put in a yard and
kept by themselves. Timber hewers, let
them have a vote, but take everybody
away from them. The farmer must not
touch them. Let them be just by them-
- selves. Was not the timber hewer a wor-
ker ?

Hon, J. Mitchell: Who said he was
not?

[Mr. Male took the Chair.]

Who sneered at

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member in effect said he was not
For the purposes of the measure the hon.
member would isolate these people and
would try to make out that thev had
nothirg in common with the farmer.
The timber hewer had this in common
with the farmer; he was a toiler
The farmer had his aspirations and
hopes, and the same aspirations and
hopes were in the breast of the timber
hewers.  The farmer_ had his domestic
affection, and the timber hewer’had
the same. There was just. the. same
elements which eonstituted the human
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being, in the timber worker as there was
in the farmer. One worked as hard and
as long as the other. One was as much
& prey of the elements as the other, They
had the same qualities; their hearts beat
in the same way. He (the Attorney Gen-
eral) objected to divide this State into
a lot of little eolonies, a colony of coal
miners, a colony of farmers, and a col-
ony of timber hewers, The hon. member
would be ¢content with that because it was
inereasing the idea of the Labour party,
but there was not one grain of logic in
the hon, member’s proposal; not one grain
of commonsense logic in it. There was
no hasis of logic at all. The hon. member
must see that he would take one seciion
of the eommunity and give them political
power at the expense of every other sec-
tion.

Hon. J. Mitehell :
yvou did yesterday.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Noj;
yesterday he had stated the reason
which was consisteni with the principle
laid down in tle measure we Were eon-
sidering. On broad grounds we had said
that every man should have egqual poli-
tieal power; every man because he was
a man. There were some places where a
man, though theoretically he had the
power, could not exeriise it, and when
one came to test the matter we must sce
what practical political power he had
and he (the Attorney General), said that
the man in the metropolis had more
power than the man in the back blocks.

Houn. J. Mitehell: Then we are agreed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No,
the hon, member wonld curtail the power
of the man in Perth, he would go a little
outside, 40 miles from Perth, and give
augmented power. He would go a little
further, and give more power still. There
was 1o consistency in that. He (the At-
torney General) had only one prineiple.

Mr, Elliott: There are three principles
in the Bill.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: (om-
munity of interest was put last hecause
it was least.. Community of interest would
only. come in. when none of i{he other
elements would turn the-scale, Our prin-
ciple was distance from Perth; that was

That was what
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the main-principle, The direction in the
Bill was that that bad to be taken first.
In order to give boundaries to an electo-
rate physical features could be taken into
consideration. When no injury was done
community of ibterest could be con-
sidered. The prineiple of the measure
was access to the capital; the pbwer of
exercising political rights one had.

Mr. Elliott: That was one,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
all. The olhers did nof come in wuntil
that was exhausted. He did not believe
the member for Northam cared one iota
what became of his amendmeni. He knew
it could not be carried. He had not taken
his own party into his confidence, he had
consulted no one. The hon, member ad-
mitted this was his own idea.

. Mr, BOLTON (South Fremantle):
There was one part of the speech of the
deputy leader of the Opposition which
appealed to him, and that was the first
and the last senlence. The hon. member
started with an abject apology for intro-
ducing his amendment, and he finished
his remarks by repeating that apology.
No doubt the hon. member had in his
mind the treatment his party received
when introdueing their gerrymandering
Bill last session, and the treatment which
they experienced at the hands of the
people at the weneral election. This
amendment was some of the old
gerrvmandering we had had from
the Wilsan Government hefore the
last election, except Ethat this time it
was fathered by the member for Nor-
tham, who had said that the voters in
what he termed the country electorates
had inereased by 12,000. As a matter
of faet, five of the principal of these
electorates had lost 534 electors during
the last two years. This was shown in
the Statistical Abstract, the electorates
which had lost voters being Irwin, Moore,
Katanping, Pingelly, and Suassex. Not-
withstanding €his, the hon. member had
declared that the country electorates had
increased by 12,000 and therefore were
entitled to greater representation. The
scheme propounded by the hon. member
for giving this inereased representation
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contemplated the distribution of 49,200
electors among 22 seats, whieh would give
a quota of 2,236. From that was tu be
deducted the working men in the Nelson
eleciorate, whom the hon. member de-
sired shonld not mix with the farmers,
the objeet heing, of course, lo render the
Nelson seat anti-Labour, while wmaking
stronger the Collie and Forrest clecto-
rates, which the Liberals could never hope
to win, If, say, 1,000 were taken ivom
the 3,102 electors of Nelson, a yunta of
2190 would be furnished for the country
group. Bui the hon. member had the
audaeity to say the quotas should be 2.1
for the country and 4,390 for the metro-
politan distriet. Could anything be more
absurd? The hon. member had declarel
that country members had diffieulty in
getting to the seat of Government. It
was to be remembered that the electorate
of Moore was within nine miles of the
ecapital City while that of South Fre-
mantle was 13 miles away ; yet Moore was
fo have 2,190 as a quota while the quota
of Sonth Fremantle was to he 4,390,
Again, where did the community of in-
terest come in as between Albany and
Avon; what had they in eommon, and
why had all the ports been put into the
country group? Simply, of conrse, to
bring up the gquota a liitle. The port of
Fremantle had some community of in-
terest wilh the electorates of Moore and
Trwin and Avon: but Fremantle was io
be ineluded. not in the country gronp. but
in the metropolitan distriet.  Clearly
community of interest was to be con-
sidered only when it suited the Liheral
parly. The three electorates of Boverley,
Irwin, and Sussex combined contained
5,120 eloctm s, while East Perth alone had
5.201 electors. in face of whiel the mem-
her for Northam proposed thal the pre-
gent representalion for the meiroralitan
area should bhe continued, while that of
the counliry electorates was to he inereased
by two. A memher of the eonntrv party
had declared to a want of smcerlrv in the
Liberal party.

Mr. Harper: On a point of explana-
tion, I repudiate the statement that T said
thEIE wag a want of sincerity in the
Liberal party.
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My, BOLTON: No reference had been
made to the hon, member. However, the
statement had been made by leading men
in the Liberal movement that it was a
want of sincerity on the part of the
Liberals which had made it necessary for
the farmers to form their own party.
The difference between the country group
and the goldfields group as provided in
the amendment was very marked, al-
though the country electorates were not
so far away from the centre nor as
scattered in population as were the gold-
fields. The hon. member had proposed a
quoia of 2,301 for the far distant gold-
fields as against 2,190 for the country
eleclorates.  'Why such a disparity?
This again showed a want of sincerity
and went to prove that the whole amend-
men{ was nothing more nor less than
kite-flying with a kite of the hon. mem-
ber's own making,

Mr. McDOWALL: The audacity of
the amendment moved by the member for
Northam compelled him to say a few
wards on the question. Tt was scandalous
that an attempt should be made to gerry-
mander the seats in this fashion. The
hon. member proposed to put the gold-
ficlds seats into ten, including the Golden
Mile, and proposed to put 20 agricultural
seats inte 22: and, in order that he might
increase his quota to 2,280, the hon. mem-
ber had put the out ports in with the agri-
enltural distriets, which brought up the
quota to the desired mark.  The most
scandalous featnre of the amendment was
in connection with the goldfields.  Aec-
cording to the 1913 roll the Belt had
15,966 electors and the six seattered seals
12,114, making a total of 28,080 electirs.
Ta that the hon. member had added Cue.
with 1,544 Mt. DMagnet 2348, and
Murchisou 2.161 voters, makine a total
of 34,133, or a quota of 3,413 in ihe
scaftered mining fields as against 2,280
in the agrievltural seats. It was simply
one of the most seandalous proposals that
could possibly be made. The line of rea-
soning used by the hon. member was that
Mr. Nanson made certain suggestions in
1911, but Mr. Nanson’s fizures were allo-
zether wrong in connection with the agri-
emltural distriets. and had it not been
. [ J
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for his figures being wrong the redis-
tribution of 1811 would have been a far
greater scandal. The gerrymandering
that was attempted now by this amend-
ment was going to give the goldfields
a 3,413 quota as sgainst 2,280, and that
equalled, if it did not exceed, the gerry-
mandering of 1911. It was advisable to
ascertain just what the estimates were in
the redistribution of 1911, what the fig-
ures were according to the roll of 1911,
and what they were on the 30th Septem-
ber, 1913. He further desired to show
that the agricultural districis had practi-
cally been stationary. There had been
no great advance in the agrieultural dis-
tricts during the last two years. Perth
was estimated at the time of the redistri-
bution to have 4,500, and the figures actu-
ally came ont at 4,663. On the 30th Sep-
tember last they were 3,792. East Perth
was estimated at 4,500, in 1911, there were
5,015, and in 1913, 5,201; North Perth,
estimated 4,600, in 1911, 5,236, and in
1913, 5,002; West Perth estimated 4,400;
in 1911, 4,509, and in 1913, 4,225; mal-
ing & total in that grounp of 18,220 in
September, 1913, as against 19,423 in
1911, There had been an inercase of 186
in Fast Perth, and decreases in Perth
proper of 871, North Terth 234, and
West Perth 284, or a net decrease of 1,203
in those constituencies from 1911 to 1913,
Fremantle. estimated to have 3,900, had
in 1211 3,541, and in 1913 3,708; Kast
Fremantle, estimated 3,800: 1911, 4.037;
1913, 4,274, increase of 167 and 237 rn-
spectively: South Fremantle, estimated
3.800; 1911, 3.841; 1013, 3.872, an in-
crease of 31. making a total inerease in
the Fremantle group of 435 during the
last {wo vears. Turning now to the suhur-
ban electorates, Leederville, estimated at
4,100, had in 1911 4780, and in 1913
4,588, or a decrease of 192; Canning, es-
timated 4,200; 1911, 4,046: 1913, 3.995, a
decrease of 51; Claremont, estimated
4,250; 1911, 4,429; 1913, 4,373, de~reae
56; Guildford, estimated 4,500: 1911,
4,932 1913, 4.839. decrease 93; firhi~ra
rctimated 4.450; 1911, 5,031; 191 < ™16,
decrease 215. In that grovp of seats
there had been 8 decrease of 607 drring
the two years. For the four g+'dfelds

=
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seats the estimate had been 17,000, ‘and

" the actual figures had been in 1911,16,810,

and in 1913, 15,_966,1 or a decrease of only
844. The gnota for the Golden Mile at

the present time was 3,991. For the six
scattered mining seats the estimate had

~been 13,550, whilst the figures in 1911 had

“with the

- dalens.

been 13,749, and in 1913, 12,114. There
had certainly been a decrease of 1,635,

‘but at the same time the quota was now

2,019. Let hen. members compare that
quota in those out-back distant places
quota in  eertain agricultnral
centres, as for instance 1,685 in Sussex.
The proposal to cut up three seats and
give the goldfields a quotn of 3,400 was
a most audacions and outrageons one.
He had never heard of anything so sean-
The Murchison group had been
estimated to contain 6,725, and on the roll

“in 1911 there were 6,771, and in 1913

6,053.  Notwithstanding that Cue had
only 1,544 electors the aectual quoia in
those distriets was 2,017, vet ruthlessly
those three seats were to he eut out and
placed amongst the mining seats of Cool-
gardie and elsewhere. Pilbara, estimated
to have 1,200, had in 1911 1131, and in
1913, 1.091, a decrease of only 40; Collie,
estimated 2,700; 1911, 3,014; 1913, 3,528,
decrease 386: TForrest, estimated 2,700;

1911, 3,523; 1913, 3.504, decrease 19.

Those distriets had gene ahead to a very
great extent; at dny rate, they were much

“in advance of the quotas set forth by My

© quota in the agricullural distriets.
‘a propgsition did not hear
_gahon ‘for 4 moment.

Nanson, vet their extra pepulation was
not taken into consideration bv the mover
of the amendment. The member for Nor-
tham proposed to put four ontport and
larpe countiy fown seats in  with
Gaseoyne, four South-West seats, three
Midland seats, and eight Great Southern
and Eastern seats, making a total of
iwenty. The hon. member was increasing

"this by two, and giving a auota of, as he
: stated,

2280, and he was going to
go]dﬁelds seat a quota of
against that absurdly low
Such
investi-
The member for

mive a

3400 as

,merease ‘of about 10,000 4n the agricul-

“ turdl distriet from the time of Mr.

Nan-

L “rAsstmmiy.f

son’s estimate, but the éstimate had really
nothing to do with the question. The Lib-
eral Government had made a mistake in
their roll at the time, and that mistake
had saved them, otherwise the gerry-
mandering which took place at the lasi
redistribution would have been ever sa
mueh worse. It was the imperfeci rolls
that made a redeeming point in connec-
tion with that redistribution. If the fig-
ures had turned out as Mr. Nanson had
estinaled, the redistribution would have
heén most outrageous, but fortunately
the rolls had varied econsiderably from
the estimates. In the 1911 scheme the
ontports and large country towns, eon-
sisting of Albany, Bunbury, Geraldton,
and Northam, which were estimated 1o
contain 9,600, had on the rolls in 1911
11,363, and in 1913, 11,209. Albany bhad
increased by 81, but there was a net de-
erease of 154. The pastoral distriets,
estimated to have 3,700, had in 1911
4,632, and in 1913 4,460, or a net de-
erease of 172, Rogbourne had inerensed
by 301. Tven in those far Narthern seats
there was an actunl guota of 1,486, ac-
cording fo the September roll, and in the
outports and country towns 2,802, The
member for Northam added those in with
their large quota to his small agrienltural
distriets, in order to make their nuota
more reasonable, and the goldfields were
treated seurvily. Going into the figures
in detail, it wonld he found that the ouly
serious misecalculation made by Mr. Nan-
son was that the agricaltural belt had
been under-estimaled by nearly 10,000
voters. Taking the South-West portion
of the State, one found that Nelson was
estimated at the (ime of the last redis-
tribntion to eontain 2,100 voters; it
actnally had 2,954 in 1911, and in 1913
it had 3,102, or .an increase of 148
Sussex was estimated to eontain 1900,
it had aetually 2,256 in 1911, and in 1M3
1,695, a decrease of 561. Murray was esti-
mated to have 1,700, and in 1911 it actn-
ally had 2,207, while in 1913 the number
was 1,994, or a decrease of 213. Swan
was estimated to have 2,100, TIn 1911 it
had 2,549, and in 1913 2497, or a de-
erease of 52.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Not on the eétimate.
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My, MecDOWALL: The decrease was
from the 1911 to the 1913 roll; the esti-
mate was nothing, The estimate was not
a fact, but the roll of 1911 was a faet.
Taking the Midlands, one found that
Moore was estimated to have 1,400, in
1911 it had 2,425, and in 1913, 2,327, or
a decrease of 98. Irwin was estimated
to have 1,400, it bad 1.622 in 1911, and
1,661 in 1913. Greenough was estimated
to have 1,600, it had 2,020 in 1911, and
2,080 in 1913. The total for the Mid-
lands in 1913 was 6,077, commpared with
6,067 in 1911, or an increase in that belt
of 10. Yet we had it eonstantly preached
to us that the goldfields were going down,
and that the difference was being made
up by these agricuttural distriets. Taking
the Eastern and Great Southern division,
one found that Teodyay in 1911 had 3,494,
and in 1513 3,499,an increase of 5; Avon
had 3,145 in 1911, and 3,071 in 1913, a
decrease of 74. York was esiimated to
have 2,000 at the time of the last redistri-
bution, it actually had 2,588 in 1911, and
in 1913 2,559. or a decrease of 20. Bev-
erley was estimated to bave 2,000, it actu-
ally had 1507 in 1911, and now had
L1703, or an increase of 38. Pingelly was
estimated io have 1,800, it actually lad
2,194 in 1911, and now had 2,182, or a
decrease of 12.  Williams-Narrogin was
estimated to have 2,000, it actually had
2.956, and now had 3,046, an increase of
90. Wagin was estimated o have 1,800,
it actually had 2,103 in 1913, and in 1913
it had 2,195. an increase of 92, TKatan-
ning was estimated to have 2,000, but
had 2472 in 19711, and now had 2,538, or
an inerease of G6. The figures proved
that mn the Eastern and Great Southern
division there was a net increase of 196,
Mr. Nanson estimated that the agrieul-
tural distriets eontained 27,800 electors.
They actually contained 36,692 in 1911,

but in 1913 thevy contained 36,220,
showing 2 net decrease of 472
He had not had the least intention

of saying a word in connection with
this matter, but the amendment bronght
forward by the hon. member for
Northam was of such a glaring
character that he could not refrain from
saying a word or two in opposilion lo
business of that kind, The hon. member
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said we were going to tell the commis-
sioners what they were to do, and that
it was all wrong, The Government, bow-
ever, brought a Bill forward for 47 seats,
and gave the commissioners a free hand,
so far as those 47 seats were concerned.
1f the amendment was carried, would it
be any use having the commissioners at
all?  The amendmeni would almost’
armmount fo fettering them so that they
could not move in any direetion whatever.
With regard to supporters of the pre-
sent Govermuent in the scattered gold-
fields distriels, let him show how the Bill
affected them. it meant a quota of about
2,450, Now in these scattered districts
the electorate of Coolgardie was the only
one that had the guota. Coolgardie had
at present 2,532, Wanowna 1,947, Men-
zies 1,321, Mt. Leonora 2,117, Mt. Mar-
garet 1,870, Yilgarn 2327, Coolgardie
was the only seat of that lot whieh lad
the minimum quota, Therefore it meant
that these seats must be re-arranged.
There were not suflicient to give us the
quota, and one of them must go out. It
was the goldfields people who should com-
plain abeut this Bill; people who sat
solidly behind the Government were
likely to be injured by the measure. Ile
had no hesitation in making that asser-
tion, as it was borne out by the figuves,
but it must be recognised that a redistri-
bubion of seats had been promised, and
it ¢ould not possibly take plaee without
interfering with the rights and privileges
of someone. Mr. Nanson, in his eslimate
made a mistake of about 10,000 clectors.
Tt was just possible that in this instanee
a mistake of that kind might be made,
bul, even if the quolas were ever so large.
aceording to the hon. member for Nor-
tham's amendment, there could he no re-
dress. The proposal of the hon. member
was unfair and uvnreasonable in every
shape and form. There was no justice
in it, not anything that was reasonable.
We had already agreed to cvervthing in
reason. We had nagreed to allow the
quotas to come up to 2,450,  Did hon.
members opposite want their quotas to
come down and those of the Ministerial
members to go up? The member for
Northara apparently only wanted to legis.
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late for a small portion of the country.
The agrienltural districis had ample seats
at the present time and they were really
well represenfed. It would now be out-
rageons to take three seals from the gold-
fields. The hon. member for Northam iv.
terjected that those were the minimum
quotas, and that they might be exceeded.
Attention might be called to the fact that
it was estimated on the occasion of the
last vedistribution that Moore would have
1,400, Irwin 1,400, and Greenough 1,600,
and he impresed upon members that the
farmers always got the minimum guota.
Let us eompare those places with Coolgar-
die with 2,450, Kanowna with 2,400, Men-
zies with 2,300, Leonora with 2,300, Mount
Margaret with 2125 and Yilgarn with
1975. The minimum quota on the ocea-
sion of the last redistribution was given
to the agrieultural districts., The wmini-
mum in the proposed redistribution was
almost sure to be given te the agrieul-
tural distriets, The good sense of the
Chamber wounld never dream of consent-
ing to such an amendment as that pro-
posed by the member for Northam, Tt
should be relegated to the cbseurity it so
richly deserved.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If the Rill wenf
through as it was drafted the agrieul-
tural districts would lose three or four
seats. Why shonld the Attorney Gen-
eral object to the treatment he (Mr, Mit-
chell) proposed to mete out to the gold-
felds when he applied the very same
treatment to the agrienltural disiriets
where such treatment was not justified?

The Attorney General: I am applying
the same treatment {o the goldfelds and
to Lthe agricultural distriets.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Under the pro-
posal of the Attornev General the agri-
eultural disiriets wonld lose three or four
seants,

Mr. Underwood : Why should they not?

Ion. J. MITCHELL.: The proposal
which he had pnt forward was in plain
words. The Attorney General’s Bill was
somewhat obseure becanse the maiter
would he left to the commissioners. He
realised that the intenfion was to take
away representation from the growing
mdnstry of agrienliure, The amendment
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he had put forward was perfecily honest
and there was no intention other than to
bring about for the country the best pos-
gible representation,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr, UNDERWOQOD moved an amend-
ment—

That in lines 2 and 3 of the provise
the words “comprised within the exist-
ing electoral districts of Kimberley,
Roebourne, Pilbara, and Gascoyne” be
struck out, and the werds “situated
north of the Tropics of Capricorn” be
inserted in liew.

The alteration was consequential on the
amendment carried the other day. The
difference in wording served to show a
hittle more clearly what was meant.

Amendment passed.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The directions
to he given to the commissioners, as
shown in snb-clanse 3, were in the wrong
order. Instead of “means of communica-
tion and distanee from the capital”
being the first direction it should be the
last, while “commmnity or diversity of
interest,” instead of being in the third
place, shounld be in the first. With a
view to effecting this alteration in the
order he moved an amendment—

That all words after “to” in line 2
be struck out.

If the Committee agreed to strike out
these words he would then move the in-
sertion of other words which would place
“eommunity or diversity of interest in
the position of first direction to the com-
missioners.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: All the
debates up to the present had been around
this very point, and consequently it was
unneeessary to have any long debate upon
the amendment; in fact it would be a
waste of fime to debate it.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: We were here
to dehate these questions. Community
of interest was of far more importance
than means of communication and dis-
tance from the eapital.

Mr, HARPER: The amendment was
of the utmost imporiance, Community
of interest shonrld be the leading direc-
tion for the ecommissioners, Certainly
it shonld not be the third in order.
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The Attorney General: Be very thank-
fol that it is there at all.

Mr, HARPER: 1t would be very ex-
traordinary if the prineciple were not in-
cluded among the directions. Districis
devoted to primary production ouwght te
have priority over all ofher paris of the
State. It was important that community
and diversiiy of interest should have
a prominent place in this scheme. The
agricultnral industry should have prior
consideration above all.  Although he
was a property owner in the city, he
knew that his city interests would
not be worth much but for the de-
velopment of the country. The people
in the towns were only living on the
producers in the country,

Myr. TURVEY: The attitnde of Qppo-
sition members on this question compared
strangely with their attitude when dis-
cussing the representation of the North-
West., They had recognised that the
North-West was entitled to special con-
sideration because of its limited means
of ¢ommunication and distance from the
capital, and now they were opposing the
Government in proposing that means of
compunication and distance from the
capital should have consideration before
community or diversity of interest.
There was a diversity of interest even
in the Swan consfitueney, in which were
to be found agricultural, hortienltural,
timber, qnarrying, and brick making in-
dustries. 1t was hard to say where com-
munity of interest would start and where
it would end, and afler all if means of
communication and disitance from the
capital were to be placed first, they wounld
give to the outhack country districts the
inercased representation that was sought.
Provision was made that the commis-
sioners might vary their gueta to the
extent of 20 per cent. above or 20 per
cent. below. whieh meant that an in-
erease of 50 per cent. could be given.

Member: Forty per cent.

Mr. TURVEY: If the quota were
3,000 and 20 per cent, below was the
lowest, and 20 per cent. above was the
highest, it would wean that the furthest
out agricultural distriets would have the
smallest number, whilst the electoraies
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closer in to the city could have exactly 50
per cent. more electors than those coun-
try distriets.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: This clause was
practically the erux of the Bill, and he
differed from its provisions for the reason
that the effect of the clause would be that
certain members would be taken away
from the mining and agricultural distriets
and increased representation given to the
more populons electoral distriets in the
metvopolitan area. It had been pointed
out by the member for Swan that the
agricnltural disivicts had nothing to be
afraid of, and that owing to the commis-
sioners being able to vary their guota by
20 per cent. above or below, the agricul-
tural districts would get an increase. If
the hon. member went into the figures he
would discover that he was totally wrong,
because even if the maximum quota were
allowed to the metropolitan avea, namely,
3,600 votes, that area must have an in-
crease of at least two members, Upon
that point he wished to enter a protest..
He had no desire at this stage of the his-
tory of the State to see a drasiic altera-
fion made in the representation of the
more sparsely populated portions of the
State to the extent he had indicated, The
agricultural districts would be worse off
by one member than they were before
the passing of the 1905 Aect, notwithstand-
ing the faet that the electoral population
in the agrieultursl areas had increased by
something like 20,000 electors. This would
mean an entirely new principle of distri-
bution of electoral representation, and the
Government should put up a better case
before altering the system contained in
the present Aet. He bhad no objection
to an amendment of the boundaries of
some of the present electorates. There
were undoubtedly some anomalies where
electorates contained more electors than
the quota originally provided, but the
Government should hesitate about intro-
dueing enfirely new prineiples which
would mean the disfranchising of many
electors, particularly in agricaltural and
mining distriets.

Mr. Price: We do not disfranchise any
one,
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Mr. A, E. PIESSE: Increased repre-
sentation was to be given to the metropol-
itan avea, but he failed to see that any
dissatisfaction had been shown by the
electors in that area, He feit sure the
common sense of the people resident in
the metropolitan area would tell them
that if their area was to progress we must
develop to the fullest extent the primary
indnstries, The country member had a
good deal more work to d¢ than the metro-
politan member, He had to keep very
closely in touch with every part of lis
electorate, which sometimes covered a
very wide area, new cenlres were spring-
ing up day by day, educational and other
tacilities were constantly required, and
he had to attend to all the little local
wants which in nine eases out of ten the
metropolitan member had not to worry
ahout. He wished again to enter his pro-
test against any diminution in the pum-
ber of members from the country dis-
(ricis, He would go even so far as to
oppose any unreasonable reduection from
the goldfields.

Mr. Thomas: Would you go so far as
that?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Was the hon.
member for Katanning in order in goiug
back and disenssing generally the clause
after we had amended it?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member had a perfeet richt to dis-
cuss the adoption or rejeclion of a clause,
but no right to traverse over again argu-
ments that had been used and points that
had been settled and decided. We had
derided two points, as to the quota and us
Lo the order in the directions. Any argu-
ments why the Committee should not ae-
eept the clanse wonld be in perfeet order.

Hen., J, MITCHELL: Could not the
hon. member discuss generaily the clause
we were now asked to pass info law as
amended ?

The CHATRMAN: So long as the hon.
member used argumenis for the rejee-
tion or the adoption of the clanse it
was possible for him to proceed.

Mr. Underwood: What about tedious
repetition?

Mr. A. T. PTESSE: Taking away these
seats from the agricultural and mining
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distriets and giving them to melropolitan
districts would not be acting in the best
interests of the country., One member haid
expressed surprise that he (Mr. Piesse}
would leave the number of mining dis-
tricts as at present.

dr. Thomas: No, you said you would
reduce them a little,

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: This Bill provided
for a reduction from 13 to 12. He would
zo so far as to leave the number at 13,
as he honestly believed we had every good
reason to expect a revival in the mining
industry. So far as the agricultural and
seatlered electorates were concerned the
Government should hesitate before bring-
ing about any further disabilities in the
direction indicated in this clause,

Mr., ELLIOTT: The principle was a
clear ane, and he was not altogether op-
bosed to this Bill, but ke would have pre-
ferred an amendment fo provide that the
quota eonld he inereased or reduced by
25 per cent. instead of by 20 per cent.

Clause as amended put and passed.

Clause 5—Report:

Mr. MALE: It was provided in para-
graph (a) of Subclavse 1 that the com-
missioners should forward a report of
their division speeifying “the quota of
electors.” We had alrveady definitely fixed
the quota of electors, and it seemed hardly
necessary to ask the commissioners to re-
port on it

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
paragraph was necessary as provision had
been made for the commissioners to vary
the quota according to the distance from
the capifal, etcetera, and so on.

Mr. MALE: If the paragraph meant
the guota for the particular distriet which
thay decided, would it not be elearer Lo
make the paragraph read “the quota of
electors for each district™?

The Attorney General: It is perfeetly
clear without it.

Mr, WISDOM: A slight alteration
would make the parngraph perfeetly clear.
“Quota” did not mean the gquofa for each
distriet. aliowing for the margin of 20
per cent. above or below, and Lhat, he
took it, was what the member for Kim-
berley wanted and what the Attornex
General wanted also,
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Mr. MALE: We were providing in
paragraph (d) for the number of electors
in each distriet, and the Minister made
an unnecessary remark when he said that
the effect of any alteration which might
be made wonld be an insult. The Op-
position had a right to suggest alterations
without those alterations being regarded
as being insulting to anyone. The Attor-
ney General’s explanation was nof eorrect.
The quota was not the number of electors
in each distriet; it was the number of elec-
tors in the whole of the State.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
absolutely unnecessary to change a single
word in any paragraph of the clause,

Mr. Male: I think so too, now,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL-: Then
no more need be said.

Clause put and passed,

Clanse 6—agreed to,

Clause 7—I"uture redivisions: .

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In a previous
elanse it was provided that the redistri-
butien shonld ecome into forece on a date
to be fixed, not later than October, 1911,
and then we made provision for further
divisions in accordance with Claunse 6.
If that was the case when would the Bill
be introduced to Parliament, or come into
foree?

Mr. MALE: The clause set out that
the State might be redivided into electoral
districts by commissioners in the manner
before provided, whenever directed by the

. Governor by proclamation, pursuant to
a resolution passed by the Legislaiive As-
sembly. Was it advisable or was it usval
for a redistribution of seats to take place
simply by a resolution passed in the Leg-
islative Assembly? Was it not customary
for matters of that nature to be passed
by both Chambers? This Bill would have
to go before the Legislative Couneil; it
was a matter which affected the Legislative
Council as well as the Legislative Assem-
bly, inasmuch as there was a provision
here for altering the Council provinces.

The ATTORNEY GENBRAL : This
was nof o redisiribution. TEven if this
Bill received the RRoyal assent we might
never have a redisiribution following upen
ik, After the report came in it would
be laid before Parliament or it might
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he gone on with, and the RBill whieh
which might be introdueced might be re-
jected. When it came to a redistribu-
tion, then both Houses would bave to
take their part. This elause simply pro-
vided that the machinery for delineating
the boundaries should be a standing pro-
vision, The c¢ommissioners c¢ould be
called into being and set to work by a
simple resoluiion of the Legislative As-
sembly,

Hon. J. Mitehell : T think both Houses
shounld be consulted.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Let
the Legislative Council amend their own
clause dealing with their own House.

Hon. J. Mitehell : Both Houses should
have o hand in this matter,

Hon., H. B. Lefrov: A redivision
might mean a redistribution.

The Attorney General : No.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: Redivided
was a very wide torm. It might mean
the shufling up of the whole of the eles-
toral districts of the State, and the State
might be divided again by commissioners
pursnant fo a resolution of the Legis-
lative Assembly. Parliament should de-
cide that and Parliament consisted of
both Flouses. The Legislative Council
shounld certainly have a voice in this mat-
ter,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Each
House was left to itself. 1'he Legislative
Assembly would bave no power to pass
a resolution saying that the Couneil
should pass such a redistribution. We
eould not deal here with the reform of
the Upper House. The eustom was that
veform affecting the Legislative Coun-
eil must arize in the Legislative Couneil
eil. The same principle applied to the
Legislative Assembly. As to how we
should hold our seats, as to the size of

our seats, or how many electors we
should represent, the  T.egislative
Council had no say. We must

oviginate reforms for our own body
and therefore we were following a
well  recogmised. time-worn, constita-
fional principle.  This redisiribution
was for Assembly seats, and there-
fore it was our bounden right, not a
mere privilege or caprice, but our right,
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established by long precedent and cus-
tom.

Mr. MAL We were instructing
these commissioners not only to make =
re-division of the Assembly districts, but
we were also asking them to make a re-
commendation for the readjustment of
the boundaries of the electoral provinces.

The Minister for Works : Is that not
absolutely essential ¢

AMr. MALE : We were, therefore, do-
ing sowething which the Minister told
us we had no right to do.

The Minister for Works :
a recommendation.

Mr. MALE : The whole thing was
only a recommendation, but we were ask-
ing for a recommendation, not only af-
fecting the districts which were repre-
sented in this House, but also affecting
the provinees which were represented in
another place, and it should be necessary
for both Houses to have a say in the mat-
ter. For the purpose of tesiing the feel-
ing of the House on this particular point
he would move an amendment—

That in line 4 the words “Legisla-
tive Assembly” be struck out for the
purpose of inserting “both Houses of
Parliament”’

It is only

Point of Order,

The Attorney General: On a point
of order: the amendment is abso-
lutely against the Constitution Act.
We cannoi allow the other place to
have a say in the constitution of the As-
sembly., One of the dearest principles
which has been fought for all through
the centuries is that to preserve the auton-
omy of each Chamber, and once we al-
low another place to veto our right fo
Lave a map drawn showing the lines on
which it is deemed necessary fo redis-
tribute the seats, we will have sacri-
ficed all our constifutional rights. What
we are doing in this measnre is merely
to ask that commissioners should for
our gnidance draw wup boundaries of our
electorates. When it eomes to a Redis-
tribution of Seats Bill that will be an
entirely different matiter; we then will
be trying to enact a law and both Houses
and the Governmeni will have a say
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in it. But the amendment would give
another place a say in our own constitu-
tion, and therefore it is entirely out of
order.

Mr. George: Al will agree with
the Attorney (eneral in the desire to
preserve the privileges of the Chamber.
But in an earlier clause the Bill seeks
to deal with the other House.

Tlie Attorney Generval : Tt does not.

Mr. George: But ihe Bill makes
reference to an alteration of the elee-
toral provinces. Is the Attorney Gen-
eral ignoting the fact that Clause 6 makes
provision that the commissioners should
sonsider the readjustment of boundaries
of the eleetoral provinees? Underlying
the Bill is the intention to deal with
the Legislative Council if it is found
possible.  There is suificient justifica-
tion for the amendment. If the com-
omisioners put in a recommendation in re-
gard to the electoral distriets and elee-
toral provinces, sowe action will have
to be taken in this House and in another
place also. Once the report of the com-
missioners comes in embodying a recom-
mendation for the alteration of the pro-
vineces, some action will have to be
taken, If Y thought the amendment
would infringe the privileges of the
House I would oppose it.

The Attorney General: The clause re-
ferred to by the hon. member in no way
affects the rights and privileges of an-
other place. If it did, it wounld be out
of order. The justification for the elause
as it stands is that it has to go before
the other House and will be considered
by them, and therefore it infringes no
privileges, The Bill deals only with the
bare report; it has no legislative qualities
nor does it by any means bind anybody.
It is only in the nature of 'securing in-
formation. It provides merely that a re-
port shall he laid before both Houses.
Tke Bill that will follow the report
will come before both Houses. Clanse 6
is merely a direction for the Govern-
ment to introduce a Bill which will go
through the usual course of a Bill. But
the amendment is a principle which
would permit the other place to dictate to
us as to whether or not we should have a
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redistribution of seats. That is abso-
Intely unallowable. The most permanent
recognised pringiple of our eonstitutional
law is that each House shall have its
own constitution. The moment thai is
infringed, chaos and confusion will fol-
low, This question ought to be placed
before the Speaker.

The Chairman: The Attorney General
is placing me in an awkward position.
If T give a ruling as to whether the
amendment is admissible, and that rul-
ing is accepted, then the question will
not go to the Speaker, The only way to
get it fo the Speaker will be for me
to give a ruling and for the Attorney
Gieneral to move that the ruling be dis-
agreed with,

The Aftorney General: The only reason
for suggesting that it should be referred
to the Speaker is because the question

most vitally affects the constitutional
safety of the Chamber. However, T
will take your ruling on the point.

There is a difference between the re-
ports which will be laid before both
Houses and the power of this House
to originate its own legislation., The
reports in both inslances will be laid
before both Houses, but the preliminary
step for a redisiribution of seats must
originate in this Chamber, and therefore
it is legitimate that the resolution of this
Chamber should be sufficient, If a resolu-
tion of another Chamber should be to the
effect that the Assembly must not bave a
redistribntion of seats it would be nothing
short of a declaration of war as to the re-
lative powers of the two Houses. We have
the management of onr own business and
can say when we will or will not bring
abont a redistribution of seats, The Bill
provides that by a resolution of the As-
sembly we shonld set in motion the machi-
nery of the Bill and then, of course, the
reports would follow. The reports are laid
before both Houses and the Bill is hrought
forward, - We have still the right to say
whether there shall be a redistribution of
seats. but if we accept that amendment
we give to another place the right to say
that, notwithstanding we think there shall
be a redistribution, we shall not have it,
and that would allow another place to say
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whether or not we should have a change,
That is contrary to the Constitution.

The Chairman: The trouble is, if I
rule against the Attorney General he will
move to disagree to my ruling, and if I
rule against the member for Kimberley
he also will move to disagree.

Mr. George: Do I understand that the
Attorney General disagrees to your rul-
ing?

The Attorney General:
the point.

The Chairman: T am going to ask the
Committee to allow me to submit the
matter direct to the Speaker without my
giving a ruling,

Mr, George: There is something more
than that in this question, The objection
ralsed by the Attorney General is that the
amendment moved by the member for
Kimberley is ont of order. The Minister
has not quoted a Standing Order to show
that it is out of order, but has simply
quoted precedents, I submit there can be
no disputing your ruling, because you are
not asked for a ruling. In any ease if
the Attorney General dispuies your runl-
ing he has to show cause, which he has not
done yet.

The Chairman: T see only one way out
of this difficulty and that is for me to rule
the amendment in order. Then I shall take
no exceplion fo the Attorney General
moving that my rubing be disagreed to,
and T shall then submit the matter to the
Speaker,

I have raised

Dissent from Chairman’s ruling.

The Attorney General: I move that
your ruling be disagreed to on the ground
that the amendment is unconstitutional
and an infringement of the rights of the
Asgsembly.

The Speaker took the Chair.

The Chairman having stated the dis-
sent.

The Attorney General: To nnderstand
the point that is raised 1 shall have to
read the clanse we are considering.
Clause 7 deals with fulure redivisions by
commissioners not with the enactment of
any law, and says—

The State may be redivided into elee-
toral districts by commissioners, in the
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manner hereinbefore provided, when-
ever directed by the Governor by pro-
clamation, pursuant to a resolution duly
passed by the Legislative Assembly;
and, subject as hereinafter provided,
this Aect shall apply to every such re-
division,
The hon. member for Kimberley bas
moved to delete the words “Legislative
Assembly” and to substitute “both Touses
of Parliament.” A resolution then, for
directions merely to the commissioners to
redivide the boundarigs of electorates,
must be submiited to both Hounses. In
other words, this Bill being law, we eould
not possibly, if the other House said no
or refused to pass a resolution, gef a re-
distribution programme, plan or map
drawn up. I submil that whichever House
desires reform.it has been the nsnal ptac-
tiee to recoguise that the partieular re-
form affecting that particalar Chamber
rests in ibat Chamber. We know there are
certain Bills which must originate in this
Chamber, and that the other House ean-
not deal with them at all. That is one of
our privileges. In like manner here are
certain matters which the House of Lords
in England, from which we take our pat-
tern,claim the exclusive right to deal with
and one matter which each House claims
the right to deal with is in regard to its
own procedure, Standing Orders, and so
on, This matter which affects us vitally
affects our seats and presence bere, and
our whole constitution, yet we are told we
cannol take preliminary steps to get guid-
ance fer that purpose unless the other
House gives us permission. The other
House in that event could keep us forever
from a redisiribution. However iniguitons
the position might be they eould preveni
us from altering it. The Government
have the obligation placed upon them to
lay bhefore both Houses the report and
then Clause 6 zoes further to direct the
Government that the Bill shall be intro-
duced. Tt goes on in Subclanse 2 to say,
the Bill shall provide that, notwithstand-
ing the alteration of the boundaries of any
electoral province due to making them
coincide with the altered boundaries of
the divisions of fhe districts of the As-
sembly, every member of the Legislative
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Council shall continue to represent in
Parliament the electoral province for
which he was elected, with the boundaries
assigned to it by the Act.

Mr. Speaker: May I snggest that since
the Bill is not under discussion that the
Atiorney General should take the point
which bas heen raised, namely, thai ths
admission of this amendment is a viela-
tion of the rights and privileges of the
Assembly and is unconstitutional. T
wonld like to hear the arguments on those
points,

The Attorney General: T was culy an-
ticipating arguments which were by in-
ference raised, and which T know will
be pnt to you subseguently. With refer-
ence to what is a well recognised prin-
ciple’ I wish to point out that Moy on
page 439 of the Eleventh edition states-—

As a general rule, Bills may origin-
ate in either House; but the exclusive
right of the Honse of Commons to
grant supplies. and to impose and ap-
propriate all charges upon the people,
renders it necessary to infroduce by
far the greater proportion of Bills
into that Houose,

On page 460 he states—

A Bill whieh concerns the privileges
or proceedings of either House should,
in courtesy, commence in that House
to whiell it relates.

Hon. J. Mitehell: Commence.

The Attorney General: This is dealing
with Bills, and I say the resolution is the
starting of this very Bill which concerns
us. It is not a Bill at all in itself, We
have as much right by a resolution to
appoint commissioners to delineate boun-
daries as we have to appoint a Royal
Commission for any purpose by resolu-
tion of this House, In fact, the argu-
ment has been used that the Government
have the power to appoint a commission,
simply as the esecutive bhody of this
House.  The Government themselves
could appeint the ecommission, but in
deference we snggest a new procedure
that the House itself shall be able to
carry a resolution setting the Govern-
ment in motion to appoint a commission
to readjust boundaries, and whoever said
in Parliament that before a commission
is appointed by the Governor the other
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Chamber must say whether they shall
allow it or not? Tt is absolutely un-
precedented and would be a curtailment
of the liberty of this Chamber if this
House cannot by resolution instruct the
Governor to appoint a commission to
draw a map for it if the other House do
not give permission. It would be a saeri-
fice of our rights and privileges, and it
is discountenanced by the history of the
British Parliament as evidenced by ihe
passage I have just read. The other
Chamber must not have a voice in deter-
mining the free liberty of this Chamber
to move resolutions and to act upon them.
We must surely preserve to ourselves the
right in days to come to have a map
drawn for this Assembly without asking
anybody. That right must not be cur-
tailed by or made subservient to any
Chamber. Hon. members opposite are
proposing that the House shall be in-
capable of telling the Governor that
they want another map with a view to
have another redisiribution of seafs
unless another Chamber acquiesce. It
is most inadvisable that we should sacri-
fiee our privileges in that manmer.

Mr. Male: The point has been raised
that my amendment will affect the privi-
leges of this Mouse. T would like to
point ont that the whole clanse affects the
privilezes of this House, inasmuch as we
could stultify ourselves in the future
when we wanted to have a redistribution
of seats. I contend that as this
Bilt affects not only the constitu-
tion of this House. but also that of
another place, that their privileges are
just as muneh at stake as our privileges
are, and if we by this Bill are geing to
affect the constitution of another place
then certainly they must have some say
as to whether their place shall be affected
or not. Under this Bill this Chamber
passes a resolution to the effect that when
a fuiure redistribution is necessary the
commission are to be asked to report not
only on the new houndaries affecting this
Chamber, but are also instructed that
their report shall contain a recommenda-
tion for the readjustment of the boun-
daries of the electoral provinces into
which the State is divided. If we re-
adjust the boundaries of the electoral
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provinees we at the same time readjust
the number of electors in those provinees,
and that after all is all that this Bill
does as affecting the Assembly, We in-
struct that the houndaries of the districis
represented in this Assembly shall be
altered, and af the same time we also
alter the number of electors in the dis-
trict. It has the same effect on both
Houses, and 1 econtend that the privileges
of both Houses are affected in this Bill.
If my amendment is not allowed to go
in it simply means that we, the Tegis-
lative Assembly, can pass a resolution
agking that the boundaries and the num-
ber of electors, represented within those
bhoundaries, of the electoral provinces
shall be readjusted. 1 contend that we
have no right to do that any more than
the Conneil wonld have the right to
bring in a similar measure affecting the
Assembly.

AMr. George: T do not propose to go
inlo the vartous arguments that the At-
torney General has placed hefore us, be-
canse T think they are entirely irrelevant
fo the qnestion. The question submitted
to you, Mr. Speaker, is this: Ts auny hon.
member in order in proposing an amend-
ment in Committee?  The hon. member
who has just spoken proposed an amend-
ment which. so far as T am able to find,
is not at variance with the Standing
Orders of this House, and yvon, Sir, ave
asked to decide really an abslyact ques-
tion instead of the plain simple question
of the rizht and privilege of every mem-
ber of this House to move an amendment
provided it is in accordance with fhe
Standing Orders. Tf the Attornev Gen-
eral said this one was not in accordance
with the Standing Ovders, there might
have been some debate on this question.
But until this amendment has been proved
to be outside the Standing Orders T think
the whole of thizs discussion iz out of
order.

Hon. H. B. Lefroy: Tt appears to me
that the amendment proposed by the lion.
member for Kimberley in no way affects
the privileges of this House. It is merely
a question whether this amendment is
in order or nof. Tn my opinion it does
not interfere with the privileges of this
House. The Rill we have bhefore us
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affects both Houses of Parliament. Any
redistribution which takes place must of
necessity affect both Houses, The boun-
danes of the Legislative Counecil are re-
gulated by the boundaries of the electoral
districts for the Assembly. If the argu-
ment of the Attorney General holds good
that the Legislative Council had no voice
in the constitution of the Legislative As-
semnbly, this House might alter the con-
stitution as it affects the Legislative
Assembly witbout submitting the matter
to the Legislative Council. Our Consti-
tution Aect distinetfly lays it down that
no alteration in the Constitution can be
made without submitting that alteration
to the Legislative Council, and bheing
passed by an absolute majority of beth
Houses, and afterwards receiving the as-
sent of His Majesty. That does away
with the Attorney General’s argument that
we have a perfect right to legislate with
regard {o onr own constitution without
reference to any other body. The ques-
tion now before us is as to whether in the
re-division of the clectorales, the Legis-
lative Counectl shall be consulted or nof.
It appears to me that this Bill affeets
both Houses and, therefore, as it does
that, any redistribution must affect both
Houses by reason that the boundaries of
the Legislative Counecil are affected by
the boundaries of the electoral distriets
of the Legislative Assembly. On these
grounds I hold that the amendment of the
member for Kimberley is perfectly in
order.

The Attorney General: The whole con-
fusion arises from hon. members con-
founding the Bill and an cxecutive act
which are two distinet things. The Gov-
ernment have the power at the present
momenf to appoint these commissioners
withont asking anybody¥’s permission.

Mr, Male: And the Government shjrl:
their responsibilities.

The Attorney General: It does not
matter whether we shirk our responsi-
bilities or not. The appointment of com-
missioners and the limiting of their func-
tions have been put in this Bill for the
sole purpose of guidance now and in the
future. This Bill makes provision for
the way in which advice shall be tendered,
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and the report of the commissioners or
the recommendation of the commissioners
has no more to do with the legislation
which may be introduced subsequently
than the laying of papers npon the Table
of the House. It helps to form legisla-
tion, it is a guidance to hon. members and
nothing else. The point is that even this
House cannot direet the Government to
do what it bas the right to do now un-
less another place interferes, That is a
distinet curtailment of our individual
liberties, If this were a Bill to limit the
powers of Lthe other House or to aller
the decision of that House in any way
I admit it would have te go through both
Houses. But to say that this House ean-
not obtain a report or recommendation
withont going through the two Houses
is on the face of it absurd, A report is
not a Biil. It is not legislalion, it is only
the obtaining of information. A commis-
sion js not legislation. The appointinent
of a commission is purely an executive
funetion, whieh funetion is vested in His
Majesty’s Ministers. They ean do that,
and Ministers have the right to anticipate
the approval of both Houses of Parlia-
ment, but in the course they are taking
in this Bill they are not going to limit
the executive funections of government or
the inalienable rights of this Assembly.
To say that lhe consent of the olher place
is required In a malter of this kind is
absurd, and if is contrary to every pre-
cedent and practice. T only want to show
that even in matters of legislaiion itself
there are certain well recognised rules of
courtesy that have been practised as long
as parliamentary government has been
lonoured by that narac. There are cer-
tain Bills which originate in this As-
sembly. and which wouid he rejected if
they originated in the other House.
There are also ecrtain Bills that can
originate in the other HMouse, and which
by eustom have always originated there,
and one of the Bills that is {ree for either
House is that affeeting the constitutional
reform of itself, so to speak. If it is a
reform affecting the other Chamber if is
supposed fo originate in that Chamber.
If it is a reform affecting the Assembly
it is supposed to originate here.  That
has heen the time-honoured eustom and
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we shonld be departing from it if we
. saltered it now. This does not go to the
extent of a Bill. It only goes to this
point; have we the sole right of saying
when we shall get an opinion, how we
shall get it, who shall give it to us and in
what way it shall be delivercd. ITave we
that right, and is that merely our right
without asking any one’s permission, If
it ig, then we are curtailing that rvight and,
therefore, altering our constitutional me-
thods if we ask another House to give
its permission before we exercise what
has Dbeen our privilege up to this
moieitt.

Mr. Speaker: The objection raised by
the Attorney General to the decision of
the Chairman is that the admission of an
amendment to this Bill meved by the
member for Kimberley is a violation of
.the privileges and rights of the Assembly.
and that it is unconstilutional. Any-
thing to be unconstitutional must be some-
thing in direet opposition to the Consti-
tution of the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia. The Attorney General has failed
to prove that contention. He has quoted
from May a passage which has relation
not to the Parliament of YWestern Austra-
lia, but only to the Imperial Parliament,
the Constitution of which is not a writ-
ten one as our Constitution is, but a
Constitution by which the business of
Parliament is carried on by form, precc-
dent, and custom. The passage the At-
torney General read is as follows:—

A Bill which concerns the privileges
or proceedings of either House, should
in eourtesy commence in that House to
which it relates.

It does not state that the Bill must and
shall originate in the House which is
concerned. The passage continues—

But Biils affecting privileges of the
other House, have, nevertheless, becn
admitied without objection. Amend-
ments, however, concerning the privi-
leges and jurisdietion of the Lords. bhave
given rise to discussions in both Houses.

Lven in the Tmperial Parliament Bills
affecting the privileges of the other House
have nevertheless been admitted without
objection. T eonld only uphold the con-
tention of the Atiorney (eneral that this
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amendment is unconstituiional if the
terms of the amendment and its objecis
were in direet opposition to the
Constitution of the Parliament of West-
ern Australia. Seection 73 of the Consti-
tution Act provides—

The Legislature of the Colony shall
have full power and authority, from
time to time by any Act, to repeal or
alter any of the provisions of this Aect.

The Attorney Geueral in his remarks
stated that if this amendment be allowed
the other Honse would have the right to
veto legislation from this Hounse concern-
ing the distribution of seats in tihis

Chamber. That contention 1s ecor-
rect. The other Hounse will have
that right wnder this Bil. This

Bill cannot hecome law unless it is passed
by the other House., If it did not pass
that House any attempt to make it law
would be unconstitutional. I have no
doubi in my mind that the amendment
is in ovder, aud should be admitted, T
therefore support the ruling of the Chair-
man.

The Attorney General: Will you per-
mit me to ask your ruling on a point
which I think you have missed. The
point is not has this body a right to make
laws without the other House giving their
assent and participabting, T tried to make
it clear, but even in the matters of Bills
there ave certain things that originate by
custom in hoth Houses.

Mr. Male: On a point of order; is the
hon. member disagreeing with your ruling
or disenssing it or merely making an ex-
planation?

Mr. Speaker: The proper procedure
would be to disagree with my ruling. I
understand, however. that the Attorney
Gencral has a point to submif,

The Attorney General: The point T
have raised has not been touched.

Mr. Male: Are yon disagreeing with
the Speaker’s ruling?

The Attorney General: No, I am ask-
ing him to further consider the point if
I put it more plainly. The point is that
the amendment does not goncern iegisla-
tion at all; it is not & question of the
right of both Houses to participate in
legislation affeeting the privileges of



3392

either, That-is governed by the clause
Bot my point is this, and T woeuld draw
special attention to it: that ihe Bill we are
considering only makes provision, uot
for legisiation, but for a report to be sent
to the Governor,

Mr. Wisdom: It is always a Bill, just
the same.

The Attorney General: The Bill pro-
vides for obtaining information in a
given way, That is all. It enacts noth-
ing, legislates nothing, it is not in any
sense of the word a Bill.

My, Speaker: The Aftorney (eneral is
wrong in proceeding to argue the ques-
tion., The Minister has used that argu-
ment before,

The Attorney General: That is the
whaole point. Tt is not legislaiion. This
House has always had the power, and
there is no power outside the House to
prevent it—constitutionally our House
has the sole right to get information in
any way it may direet.

Hon. J. Mitehell: So
House.

The Attorney General: So has the other
House. We should have no right to pre-
vent the other House from getling a com-
mission or a select committee appointed.
We could not do it. They eget their in-
formation in their own way. This House
has the right to get information which
is not legislation.

Mr. Wisdom: Why did you not ap-
point a commission without a Bill?

The Attorney General: That 15 not the

has the other

point. 1 am saying we have the right
to do it. This House has the right to

instruet, and thercfore whatever power
eomes in to enrtail that right s uncon-
stitutional. To shear away the privileges
of any members of this House is against
the well known custom of the Parliament
of Western Australin. There is no pre-
cedent in Western Australia for this in-
novation, and if it be adopted, curtailing
the right of this House to pass a resolu-
tion giving instruetions to the Ministry
to appoint a commssion—not to pass a
Bill—if there be any curtailment of that,
there is an infringement of the rights of
members of this Chamber, and therefore
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a violation to that extent of the Constitu-
tion of Western Australia.

Mr. Speaker : T regret that the Aft-
torney General should have argued the
matter again, but I permitted him to state
a further point, although I am con-
vinced he previously stated it, Under
the written Constitution of the Parliament
of Western Australia, this House has
the power to introduce any Bill, but that
Bill eannot become law without the con-
currence of the other House. The At-
torney General argues that the Govern-
ment bave power to appownt eommission-
ers. The Government have that power
without approaching Parliament. Once
the Government approach Parliament and
introduce a Bill that Bill ecannot become
law without the concurrence of the other
House; otherwise it would be unconsti-
tutional. Therefore, under the Constitu-
tion Aet, which is our only guide,
our written Constitution, this amend-
ment must be admitted, beeaunse the
nther Iouse has tn be consulted in the
passage of this measure. Therefore I in-
tend to rule that the Chairman’s ruling
is, in my opinion, the correet one.

The Attorney General: I am going to
move (o dissent from your ruling, but
I prefer to do it by notice of motion, in
order to give both of us time to look
further into the guestion,

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member can
give notice of motion to-morrow; this is
not the time to give it.

The Attorney General: Then T shall do
50 to-morrow.

Commitiee resumed.

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

Ayes 13
Noes 20
Majority against 7
AYES.,
Mr. Allen Mr. Mitechell
Mr. Broun Mr. Mooger
Mr. Elliott Mr. Moore
Mr. George Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Harper Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Lefroy Mr. A, BE. Piesse

Mr. Male ! (Teiler).
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Noes.
* Mr. Angwin Mr, Mullany
Mr, Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bolton Mr. Price
Mr. Carpenter , Mr B.J. Stubbs
{ Mr. Swan
Mr. Hudson Mr. Thomas
Mr, Johnson Mr. Turvey
Mr. Johnston Mr. Walker
Mr. Lander Mr. Uunderwood
Mr. Lewis (Teller.)

Mr. McDonald
Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. GEORGE: The clause ought to
be struck out altogether, for the Bill
was complete without it. The previons
clause contained everything required for
the working of the Bill. The clause under
diseussion was redundant, The commis-
sioners having fulfilled their dnties, their
report would be laid before both Honses.
and on that report all
achion required for the redistribution of
seats wounld take place, including the in-
troduction of a Bill for the redistribution
of seats. There was no reason whatever
for the elause, for every provision it
included was already provided earlier
in the Bill, Tt was a redundancy not
needed in the Rill, and was based on an
altogether wrong principle. The policy
of the party in power was that the seeond
Chamber should be destroved. That was
their order from oulside the Chamber,
but not from the electors. Hon. members
were simply carrying ount the orders of
that Indden canens which met in the
Trades Hall, and which aimed at sub-
verting the will of the people. e wished
the Opposition had power fo interfere
with this revolntionary business which
the Government were bringing forward.
He asked members on the Government
side to for once release themselves from
their thraldom, and realise that there was
this redundaney, and also that if it had
not been for the Legislative Couneil
many measores which had passed this
House with very little consideration would
have become law, and the country would
be in an even worse position than it
was to-day. The clause should be struek
out,

Mr. MALE: The Attorney General
ar;:,fned.tl.lal; it would be interfering with
the privileges of the Assembly if we

the neecessary.

3393

attempted to let another place have some
say in our proceedings. If we had the
power which was contained in this clause
why were we asking for the power to
be given to us, and if the Executive had
power to appoint a commission why did
they not do it? The commissioners were
instructed to redivide jn the manner
“hereinbefore provided.” He did not
agree with the manner hereinbefore pro-
vided, but even if that manner were
zood to-day it might not be good in 10
years’ time when the necessity for redis-
tribution arose.

Mr, (Loghlen: Parliament will be the
best judges then.

Mr. MALE: Parliament would have no
say in the matter. e strongly objected
to the clanse, which was going fo de the
North out of what was iis proper repre-
gentation in this Chamber.

Hon., J. MITCHELL: In New South
Wales there was a similar law, and when
a redistribntion was desired a Bill was
bronght forward appointing commis-
sioners, and of cowrse setting ouwt any
fresh provisions that might be necessary.
The elause was objectionable, firstly be-
canse a speeial representation of three
members was given to the North-West,
although the quota would be only a little
over 1,200, In three ycars’ time the
conditions in that regard might be en-
tirelv changed. It was also provided
that the State should be divided into 50
clectorates: but it might be that when
we had a redistribution we would desire
to reduce or increase that number, and
Parliament should he consulted before
any vedistribution teek place in regard
to both those matters. It should be pos-
sible for Ministers to give both Houses
of Parlinment an opportunity of setting
up the conditions. The machinery meas-
ure could stand, but assuredly it was
desirable that the special eondifions con-
fained in this Bill should come up for
reconsideration. Tt was undesirable to
allow this House the right fo say that
redistribution should take place, withont
giving it the power to rcconsider the
condifions on which the redistribution
should be conducted.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
was nothing in the contention of the
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member for Kimberley, or the member
for Northam, becanse, althongh it was

provided that on a  resolution
of this House the commissioners
should be auathorised to redivide

in accordance with the position then
existing in the individual electorates,
hefore that could be given effect to a Re-
distribution of Seats Bill had to pass,
and every opportunity was given to Par-
lament to recast the Bill in accordance
with the conditions then in existence.
It was the same in New South Wales
and Queensland. There was an Act set-
ting out the general principles upon
which redisiribution shounld take place,
but hefore the work of the commissioners
conld be ziven statutory effect to it

was necessary that a Bill embodying
that work should be passed through
Parliament.  Therefore, there was no

question of tying the hands of Parlinment
and of preventing any recasting of the
system of representation.

Mr. MALE : It was of no use having
power to appoint commissioners to re-
divide the State into electorates if Par-
Hament eould not revise the instruetions
to the comrmissioners. If, later on, com-
missioners were appointed, their hard
and fast instructions were contained in
this Bill, and they would huave to work
under those conditions and not under
eondilions that might avise later on. 1T
the clanse were redrafied in such a man-
ner as to leave it open to the House to
not only appoint the eornmission, but also
to alter the instructions as might be
necessary it would be an improvement.

Hon. J, MITCHELI:: 1f was truc
that Parliament must take the responsi-
bility of seeing that the State was rightly
divided into electorales and that the
quota for each electarate was fair. This
RNl set wp the conditions on which re-
distribution would take place, and before
we appointed commissioners at consider-
ahle cost to make these divisions Par-
liament should from time to time have
the rirht to say whai the conditions
should be. The requirements of to-day
wonld not be the requirements of three
vears’ time. and hefore appointing the
commission a short Bill should be put
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through as was done in New South Wales,
where it was eustomary for the measure
not only to anthorise redistribution or di-
viding the State into electorates, but
to name the commissioners, They fur-
ther decided the number of seats into
which the State should be divided.

The Minister for Lands: They do
not alter the prineiple.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : These other
matters were important surely. Tt
should be imperative for Parliament to
reconsider the conditions at the time a
redistribntion was to take place.

Mr. TURVEY : The hon. member for
Murray-Wellington had evidently ar-
rived at an entirely wrong conclusion that
a rvesolution passed by the Legislative
Asrembly would be interfering with the
privileges of another place, and further
contending that the resolution should pass
both Houses. The resolution however
was only dealing with future redivi-
sions. This measure provided for a Re-
distribution of Seats Bill which must
come hefore this Assembly, and also go
hefore the other Chamber. It was then
that these allerations could take place
if need be,

Clause pul and passed.

Clause 8—agreed to.

Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments
the report adopted.

AMr. ELLIOTT : 1 wish te have the
Bill recommitted with a view to moving
an amendment to Clause 4

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member
will be able to move for the recommiital
of the Bill at the next sitting.

and

BILL—LOCAL OPTION.
In Commitice.

Mr. MeDowall in the Chair, the At-
torney General in charge of the Bill,

Clanses 1, 2—agreed to.

Clause 3—Place and day ,of polling :

Mr. O'LOGHLEN : Was it proposed
to take the poll in 1915? Tf would be a
waste of money to take the poll if effeet
was not fo be given fo it.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
view of the Government was that the
poll should be taken in 1915. It was
not a party measure, but personally he
wanted the vote taken and effect given to
it as soon as possible.

Mr, MONGER moved an athendment—

That in line 2 of Subclause 1 the
word “fifleen” be struck out and the
words “fourteen on the occasion of the

State general election” inserted in lieu.
The subclanse would then read— ‘A lo-
cal opiion poll shall be taken in every
district in the yeavr 1914 on the occasion
of the State general election and in
every third yesr thereafter”” TUnless the
poll was taken on the occasion of some
important event the proper number of
electors would not record their votes.

Mr. O'Loghlen : They should abide
by the result it they do wot take sufficient
interest.

My, E. B. JOHNSTON: The amend-
ment would have his support. The poll
should be taken on a day when we could
get a full expression of opinion from the
people.

Mr. TURVEY: Seeing that the Bill
provided for a bare majority decision it
was essential that the loeal eption poll
should be talken on the day of the general
elections. Tf it was taken at any other
time his experience led him to believe
that the so-called fanaties in liquor re-
form, who were the most enthusiastie,
would turn up to the poll in the greatest
numbers, whereas the average man of the
world when told that a local option poll
was being taken would display no in-
terest in it apart from the day of the
general elections. While he believed in a
bare majority he wanted to see as full a
poll taken as conld possibly be provided.
We were told by these who were opposed
to taking a poll on the day of a general
elecfion that it would overshadow other
issues. He did not think that would be
the ease. Even if it did he saw no great
harm in it. He was particularly anxious
to see as many people as possible brought
along to record their votes on this ques-
tion.

Mr., O'LOGHLEN: It was his inten-
tion to record his vote against the taking
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of a local option poll on the day of a
general election. He did so for the rea-
son which perhaps was somewhat hack-
neyed, that bhe did not want other gues-
tions to be clouded by this one. He had
never shirked his responsibilities in this
matter. His leanings were in the direc-
tion of temperance, but he was not going
to bave the whole policy of the ecountry
perbaps set aside by the taking of this
poll on the day of an election. To-day
in New South Wales extraneous matters
were being brought in and in the zeal of
party enthusiasm, in the very agitation
which had been worked up, the peopie
pinned their faith to one reform and for-
got the others that the candidate might
be advoecaling. If the question of loecal
option. the queslion of the popular con-
trol of the liquor traffic in Western Aus-
tralin was as important as we were led
to believe, there should be sufficient in-
terest and enthusiasm aroused by both
parties to atlow a fair poll being re-
corded. He was in favour of a bare ma-
jority aund believed that if {he people
couid send this Government about their
business and pot in another Government
by a bare majority, then a bare majority
should be sufficient to decide even the
way in whieh the lignor traffic should be
conducted. There were some districts fo-
day, netably Boulder, Kanowna, Menzies,
and oiher towns on the goldfields, where
a loeal option poll might result in the
swegping away of many licenses. At
Boulder, where 30 licenses existed at the
present time, perhaps if there were 15
a legitimate trade would be done. His
desire was to see fhis question stand by
itself, and if we decided on that course
we would be doing what was Dest in the
interests of the State as a whole. When
an agitation was worked up and people’s
feelings were aroused, thev were likely to
forget the main issues before the constitu-
ency and were likely to go nap on the
man who would pander for their vote.
The liquor trade was n a soffictently
strong pozition to provide fucilities for
getting a fairly good poll and the people
should not be allowed te vote on this
question when they were in the throes of
& general eleclion.
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Mr. UNDERWQOD: Those who ob-
jected to the local option poll being taken
on an election day must be trying to
shirk something.

My, O’Loghlen: Ridieulous.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: That was his
opinion of the hon., member.

Mr. O'Loghlen: It is reciprocated too.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It was said that
the people were likely to forget other
reforms in favour of this one, but his
experience of the people was that the re-
form they set their mind on was the one
they wanted most. and that was the one
they would be determined lo get. Seeing
that this was a Bill to refer the liquor
traflic to the people for decision, the
people should know what reform they
wanted first.  Would the member for
Forrest arrogate to himself the power to
say which reforin the people should have
first? TIf the people thought that one
reform was better than eight others then
the majority of the people must rule, Tt
stood fo reason that if there was one
great reform which overshadowed all
others, that was the one which the people
would have first. The hon. memher had
stated that facilities eould be provided
to get to the poll if it were not held on
an eleclion day, but the ordinary indi-
vidual knew perfeeily well that whether
we passed this or not, the people would
have alecohol and there would be plenty
for everyone who wanted it. After all it
was a question of wheiher we would have
licensed control of alcohol or whether the
traflic should be illicit. Tf we did not
confrol it by license then the people who
wanted it would gel it just the same. The
ordinary person wounld net worry about
going to the poll to vote for license or
no-license becanse he knew he would get
his aleohol in any ease, The amendment
would receive his support and he hoped
that if we were going to make this the
all-pervading question, a question that
would be above all athers, we shouid hold
the polt on a day when all the people of
Western Australia were voting.  There
was no areument why this vole should
not he taken on the day of a general
election.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: One point had
not been tonched upon and it was that
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from the economic point of view it wonld
be wise to take this poll on the day of
a general election. It would eost £8,000
to conduct a poll of this nature on an off
day, and if we could save that money
and get a better result, as undoubtedly
we would by taking the poll on the day
of a general election, it should be taken
on that day. It was well within the mem-
ory of hon. members that even those
momentous questions which were em-
braced in the Federal referenda only
commanded a 25 per cent. vote on an off
day. If such important questions could
only command so small a poll under
those circumstances the loecal option poll
would also be very small on an off day.
There was not the slightest doubt the
lignor iraffic represented a burning social
anestion,

Mr. ’Loghlen: Then why will not the
people come to vote upon it?

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: For the same rea-
son that made it of the uimost difficulty to
wet them up to even a by-election for a
member of the \ssembly.

The Minister for Works: Tt did not
apply in Geraldton the other day.

Mr, B. J. STUBBS: 1t did.

The Minister for Works: Aecording te
the member for Geraldion, there were
twelve votes east in cxcess of the total
number of clectors,”

My, B. J, STUBBS: Undonbtedly the
best day en which to fake a poll of this
sort would be the day set apart for the
general elections, It was desired to have
it good vote on this question and not any-
thing which afterwards ecould be des-
cribed as a cateh vole. He would support
the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment could not be aeccepted. One
of the chief aims of a measure of this
kind was the edueation of the public.
There eould be no doubt that temperance
principles would ultimately abolish {he
evil of the liguor traffic without any lewis.
lation at all, but it could only be done by
eduealion. On the oceasion of a general
eleclion a thonsand and one questions were
disenssed, and among them the issne of
the local oplion vote would be obscured.
People wounld vote upon it merely becanse
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they found themselves at the polling
booth, and not becanse they had any par-
ticular interest in the question. If, on the
other hand, a specific time was fixed for
the taking of a local option vote every
person interesting himself in the guestion
would be ont to educate the public before
the poll was taken, and energies wonld
be concentrated upon interesting the pub-
lic in the question of the liquor trafiie,
which on the day of a general election
would be altogether obsenred. His de-
sire was to give the loeal option vote dirert
and isolated significance. Therefore, he
contended that the poll should be taken
upon a day apart from the general elee-
tions. It was unwise to have great na-
tional issues mixed up at election time.

Mre. A, X. PIESSE: Tf only on the
score of economy, he would support the
amendment.  ¥From his experience as a
refurning officer he could say that on the
day of a general election people would
vote blindly on the question of liquor
reform. The liquor traffic was not a
burning question outside the towns. and
the vole taken in o sparsely seitled dis-
trict would be of no value, while, on tha
other hand, the vote east in big populous
cenires would operate to the defriment
of the back eountry where, perhaps, lie-
enses were- necessary. The loeal option
vote was of very little value at all as
an indication of the feelings of the peo-
ple in the baek couniry in respect to the
abuse of spirituous liquors. He had a
temperance leaning, but in his opinion
this was an expensive way of seitling a
question of ihis kind. He hoped the At-
torney General would see his way eclear
to save the country the expense of £8,000
in taking a special vote, which he was
confident would be of little value.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
very reason advanced by the member for
Toodyay as to the lack of interest was
the strongest argument against the pro-
posal moved by the member for York. He
found pleasure in opposing a proposal
puot forward hy an unholy combination of
the members for Subiace, Pilbara, and
York, One ontstanding feature in the ar-
gument for the referendum was that it
enabled the decision of the people to be
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taken entirely independently and distinet
from the welter of questions usually de-
cided at a general election, It was be-
cause of the oppertunity for a direct ex-
pression of opinion in those countries that
had adopted the principle, that the sys-
tem had beecome so firmly established and
was being advocated in other counliries.
As a matter of fact in the United States
of Ameriea and Switzerland, where the
prineiple was in foree, referenda on im-
portant questions were {requently taken
at times apart from the nsual election for
the loeal or Federal Parliament, and the
interest taken by the people was not less
by reason of that faet. The difficulty in
this State was that the. referendum, not
having been established and generally un.
derstoad, was nolb recognised by the pub-
lic as the vehicle for the expression of
their opinion, which it andoubtedly was.
But onee the opportunities for a free
utilisation of it were extended in connee-
fion with this and other important mat-
ters. there wonld be no reason to com-
plain of lack of interest, He was not
saying that there were no questions which
could he submitted at a general election,
but there were more opportunities of
shirking the issue when it was so sub-
mitted than when it was submitted separ-
ately. At a referendum one gueslion was
hefore lhe voters, but at a general elec-
tion it would be impossible to make this
the one question, and sect aside all others.
There were questions of legislation, ad-
ministration, and finanee that must be de-
cided at the general election, and could
not be set aside, notwithstanding the
claims of local option.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Thig wonld not
monopolise the attention of the eleclors.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
would nob entirely execlude all oher ques-
tions, but votes on this and other ques-
tiong would have a mutually ohsenring
effect. Tt was for 1liat reazon he advoeated
the poll being taken independent of nther
quesiions at a general elertion.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The convenience
of the public must be considered, and in
a country with a seattered popolation it
would be well nigh impossible to gel a re-
presentative pall except at a general elee-
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tion. He regretted that was so, because
many of the people were already troubled
enpugh in merely having to express their
preference in regard to candidates, with-
out having to also give a decision on
special questions, In addition to the cost
of £8,000 for taking a special poll, the
people would be put to a considerable ex-
pense, as was always the case in getting
people to the poll on any occasion. Tak-
ing everything info consideration it would
be better to take the vote at the time of
@ general election. TUntil the people be-
<ame more accustomed to the question
they would not take a very keen interest
in it, particularly if the issue was put to
them on a day other than that of a general
election. Tt was contended that heat
would he imparted into the issne, Ie ad-
mitted that through the unfortunate atti-
tude taken up by some people who advo-
cated this cause, there might be unjustif-
able abuse. He could understand that
there were people who would go into elec-
torates and endeavour by unfair means
to affect the result. There were persons
who would descend to the lowest depths,
and public men had heen vilely misrepre-
sented and attacked by people who wanted
temperanee reform, TUntil quite recently
he had never had any communica-
tion wilh any prominent member of the
Alliance and he bad never heard one word
from the bulk of them favourable to
liguor reform, althongh there were many
things apart from the question of license
or no license whieh were well worihy of
the attention of those who interested themn-
selves in the question of liquor reform.
It was a pity they did not devote a liitle
more time to reform in the traffic even if
they had to devote a litile less to this ques-
tion of loeal option. Evidently the whole
of their time was taken up in this guestion
to the detriment of the other, whereas the
other could be put into operation immedi-
ately and would be lasting, beeause no
matter how much people favoured aboli-
tion it wonld be many years hefore that
could be achieved but in the meanwhile a
great deal of good could be done throngh
better conditions being obfained in con-
neelion ~with the trafile. The amendment
would have his support, mainly because
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the convenience of the people would be
hest considered by takiug this vote at the
time of the general elections,

Mr. ALLEN: Studying the conveni-
ence of the electors was a very importani
aspect of the question., Already some elec-
tion always seemed to be cropping up in
the metropolitan area, and it was a diff-
cult matter to get people to the polls. If
we were going to get an expression of
opinion that was worth anything we
shonld have the biggest possible poll.
Apart from the question of the additional
expense involved from having the local
option poll on a separate day, we would
get a betier expression of opinion if the
amendment was carried.

Mr., MONGER: One could not under-
stand the objection from the Govermmenti
and they could not be sineere in regard
to the Bill, In the amendment a sugges-
tion was made to take the poll practically
at the earliest opportunity, certainly at an
enrlier date than was mentioned by the
introducer of the Bill. If the Government
were not sincere let them throw up the
whole Bill and allow the measure infro-
duced by the previous Adminisiration to
remain as everyone thought it would.

Mr. A, E. PIESSE: So far as the
country districts were concerned we were
likely to get a better expression.of opinion
if the poll was taken on the day of the
general elections, An inereasing number
of days were being oceupied during the
year through the multiplicity of elections,
hoth Parliamentary and leeal government,
and we should, in addition to considering
the questions of getting the best possible
result and creating interest in this impor-
tant question, also eonsider the conven-
tence of the electors, and take into con-
sideralion the aspect of expense. On
those grounds the amendment would have
his support.

Amendment put and negatived.

Clanse put and passed.

Clause 4—Resolutions to be submitted:

Mr. B. J. STUBBS moved an amend.
ment—

That Paragraphs (b) and (c) be
struck out,

This would mean the striking out of the

provision for the taking of a vote on re-
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duction and inerease. It would leave
the issue to be decided as to whether the
licenses would remain as they were or
whether we should have no licenses, but it
would not prevent an increase being oh-
tained in a new distriet. There was a fur-
ther clanse which provided for a petition
being signed for new licenses, and that
would remain in the Bill. There seemed to
be a general impression that we wanted to
deprive people of licenses. What we
wanted to do was to leave it so that the
matter wonld be a clear cut issue as to
whether the number of hotels should re-
main as they were or whether we shouid
do away with botels altogether.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment would eurtail the power of the
people to give full expression to their
opinton, and it we werve to have loeal op-
Hon it was no good having if on one side
onlyv. If the people were to regulate the
tralfiec we must give them the means to do
so. There might be those who wonld
want an increase and they would have the
right fo say so. There might also be those
who would want a decrease and they too
would have the right to express their opin-
ion, The loeal option poll wouwd have
no purpose in it if it did not give to the
people the right to regulate the traffic.

Mr. E. B. JOEHNSTON: Would the
Chairman explain how it would be pos-
sible for him to move an amendment to
Paragraph (b) to provide that the hours
for the sale of liquor in the district should
be reduced.

The Attorney General: You can put
that in a new paragraph.

Mr. E. B. JOENSTON: His desire
was to insert it instead of paragraph (b).

Mr. PRICE: Would it be competent,
if the amendment of the member for
Sublaco was lost, for the hon. member
then to move his amendment?

The CHAIRMAN: Certainly.

Mr. PRICE: The amendment to Para-
graph (b}?

The CHATRMAN: The hon. member
could not go back after the amendment
by the member for Subiaco to Paragraph
(b) had been disposed of.

Mr, PRICE: There was an amendment
that he (Mr. Price} desired to move, but
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according to the Chairman only one -
amendment conld be moved to the para-
graph,

The CHAIRMAN: Tbe only way ount
of the diffieulty would be for the member
for Subiaco to withdraw his amendment
for the time being.

Mr. PRICE: The amendment he de-
sired {o move was also in Paragraph (b).

The CHAIRMAN: What was the
nature of the amendment?

Mr. Price: I cannot state it until this
has been dealt with.

The CHAIRMAN: Then it could not
be taken.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: With the permis-
sion of the Committee he would withdraw
the amendment fo strike out Paragraph
(c) and allow the House to deal with
the proposal to strike out Paragraph (b}
only.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was desired to make some progress and,
therefore, he would oppose ihe with-
drawal of any portion of the amendment.
First we had the member for Northam
taking a eonsiderable time on this ques-
tion, then the member for Subiaco started
off, and now the member for Williams-
Narrogin had awakened and he wanted
to do something. These eontinual sug-
gested alterations and amendments shonid
be objected to.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Subiaco could not withdraw his amend-
ment as the withdrawal had been objected
to.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: This is a new pro-
cedure and it has been introduced sinee
I have been in the House.

The CHAIRMAN: That was not cor-
reck.

Mr. MALE: When an amendment was
put, it was “That the words proposed to
be striek out stand part of the
clause.” TIf the House agreed with that
we conld not go back. Tt was absurd to
say that that was a new departure.

The CHATRMAN : Standing Order No.
184 read—

No amendment shall be proposed in
any part of a question after a later
part has been amended. or has been
proposed to be amended, unless the
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proposed amendment has been by leave

of the House withdrawn.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Weuld he be
in order now in moving in the direction
he bad suggested, namely, to strike out
Paragraph (b) with the view of insert-
ing “the hours of the sale of liquor in
the distriet be reduced.”

The CHAIRMAN: We could not go
back. The hon. member could move it as
a new paragraph.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: If hon. mem-
bers were to be denied the opportunity
of moving an amendment, there was no
object in double-banking the paragraphs,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: On a
point of order. The hon., member was
questioning the raling. It had been
pointed out that where the Commiitee
desired by a vote thal words proposed to
be struck out should stand part of the
question no hon, member could subse-
muently move to amend those words.

The CHATIRMAN: The hon. member
could move a fresh paragraph; but the
bon. member wanted to go back and delete
certain words. That eonld not now be
done.

My, PRICE: The position was that it
was desired to move a further amend-
ment fo the same paragraph. The
amendment moved by the member for
Subiaco had been dealt with, and the
ruling was that no further amendment
eould he accepted. Boiled down, it meant
that if a member jumped up to his feet
quickly and moved an amendment no
other amendment ¢ould be moved,

The CHAIRMAN: On this oceasion
the amendment had been stated from the
Chair, and disenssed, and the only way
to allow for the moving of a further
araendment was to get the first one with-
drawn., To that there had been an ob-
jecting voice, which was sufficient to pre-
vent the withdrawal. The question there-
fore had to be put—*“that the words pro-
pesed to be struck ont stand part of. the
dause”—and, that having been carried,
there could be no going back.

Mr. PRICE: But two amendments
bad been proposed denling with the same
paragraph.
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The Minisier for Works :
too late,

Mr. PRICE : The Minister seemed
desirous of blocking discussion of the
elanse. One amendment had been pro-
posed, and the second amendment was
dealing with exactly the same subject,
and was actually later in the clanse than
the first. Would not the hon. member be
in order in moving his amendment, seeing
that it dealt with a later portion of the
clause, and not with the whole of the
clause, as the earlier amendment had
done?

The CHAIRMAN :  The amendment
moved by the member for Subiaco had
dealt with paragraph (e) as well as
paragraph (b, and, the greater compris-
ing the lesser, there was no alternative.

Ar. WISDOM : 1o the first place it
had been proposed to sirike ont two
paragraphs. The question was put as to
whether the words proposed to be struck
ont should remain part of the clanse,
and the Committee had decided that they
should. That being so, we returned to
our original position and were consider-
ing the clause as printed.

The CHATRMAN : No,

My. WISDOM : Was it not possible,

One was

then, to amend either of these para-
graphs ¢
The CHAIRMAN : No. After it

had been proposed to amend the clause,
no further amendment could be takeu,
unless the first nmendment was with-
drawn. There was no power to go back
except by recominittal.

Hon. J. MITCHELL moved an amend-
ment—

That the following proviso be added
to follow paragraph {e}—"Provided
that resolutions (A), (B), and (D)
shall not be submitted to the electors
until after the 31st December, 1920.”

This would reinstate the provision of the
1911 Aet, which granted fo the holders
of licenses ten years grace, by way
of compensation. The licensees of these
hotels shauld receive justice, and a fair
meed of protection. We had a duty to
the people who had vested their money
on the understanding that no poll would
be taken until 1920.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL : This
amendment was the old provision of 1911,
If the Committee carvied the amendment
it would be absolutely throwing the
principle of local option overboard. If
we were going to trust the people, why
net trust them now ¢ ’

Hon. J. Mitchell 1 I am guite willing,
if you pay these license holders monetary
compensation,

The ATTORNEY GENLERAL : This
was the submission of the whole ques-
tion to the people.

My, Wisdom : It is nof.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: TUn-
doubtedly it was. We ¢ould trust the
people to vote now for ‘‘inereases,’’ but

we conld not trust them to vote ‘‘No
licenses” until seven years hence. Tha

argnment had arisen on the supposition
that people would immediately vote
“Wo licenses” He was afraid they
would not; but. if the whole of the peo-
ple did wish that, surely it was not for
the Commitiee to stand in the people’s
way. If we could convinee the people
that they were benefiting, or that it was
pertectly just ihat they should remain
five vears longer the people would vote
that way, and get what they wanted. But
if we were fo ask the people to vote they
should be able to vote now and not five
years hence. It stood to reason that if
members carried this amendment they
could not trust the people.

Mr. Wisdom : You are afraid to trust
the people: you will not provide for a
majority of the people. -

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hon. member was asking that nnless so
many people went to the poll the vote
should be of no avail. That was not
trusting the people but was coercion of
the pecple. 'The people could not be
trusted, and if they liked to stay away
from the poll that was their opfion.

Mr. Wisdom : Will you refer the ques-
tion as to whether the poll shall be held
on elerfion day to the people also ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: ‘There
was no ohjection. Whatever the people
desired in connecilon with this traffie
conld not he objected to, but we had no
right to limit their answer—allow them
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to say they wanted a certain thing and
then prevent them from getting it until
five years hence. Every license was an
annual affair and there could be no vested
interest in it, whatever ecustom might
have grown up.

Hon, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Customr becomes common law.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : There
was no lawful vesied inkerest in the busi-
nesy.

Mr. Underwood: Xf there is no law
we will make one,

LMz, Price took the Chair.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Those
interested in the traffic had had notice
vear after year of the progress of this
reform, and must have known that sooner
or later this law must eome into vogue,
If the people had no right to vote no
License they had no right to vote reduc-
iion or increase. 1T they had the right to
vote inerease logically they should have
tlte vight to vote deerease. If we were
not to trust the people on the questions
stated in the Bill the whole measure was
:1‘farcc and hypoerisy from beginning to
end.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : There was strong objection to
the Attorney General’s language and the
manner in whieh he dealt with this ques-
tion. Those who were opposed fto the
Minister on this question were equally
as honest as he in their endeavours to
bring about a reform in the liqnor traffie.
In fact, he believed they were mnre genu-
ine. When the Minister called olhers hy-
pocrites he shonld remember there was a
manner of rveturning that remark in a
different direction.

The Atiornev General: On a point of
explanation lie had ealled no one a hypo-
crife. e had said that if {his Bill were
1o have these questions deleted the Bill
would be an net of hypoerisy. e asked
the Honorary Minister to withdraw the
statement he had made.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Mimster):  Having received the assur-
ance of the Attornev Cleneral, he would
withdraw the remark, This question had
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to be looked at from a reasonable point
of view. There could not have been local
option for the next 50 years if there had
not been an arrangement for some form
of compensation, The Attorney General
knew that if this Bill were sent to an-
other place it was impossible for it to
become law unless some system of com-
pensation was provided, As a matter of
fact, it had been his main object and the
object of the temperance organisations
in the State as put before him in written
communictaions, that this matter should
be settled by introducing the system of
time eompensation.

Mr, Lewis: What does Tregear say
now?¢

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : Tregear now made acensa-
tions of treachery against him. He had
told the electors from the platform that
he was in favour of time compensation,
and prior (o the last election he had writ-
ten to Mr. Tregear telling him the same.
The one object they bhad in view was to
get for the people loeal option, and seme-
times, in order to get a thing, cne had
to compromise. This question had been
argned on the public platform almost
since the commencement of responsible
Government, and the public had not vet
returned members to this Chamber who
would agree o local option without com-

pensation.

The Minister for Lands: They did
absolntely.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN (Honorary

Minister) : Hon. members knew that when
this matter was dealt with in 1910-11 the
only question raised was as to what should
be the term of vears. Strong efforts had
heen made to fix the term at 15 vears, and
many members favoured that period, but
they entered into a compromise. They
had said. “If vou come to 10 vears there
is a possibliity of the Bill going through.”
That was carried inte effeet. Now had
we any Tight, after entering into that
compromise, to break it? e wanted to
say a word of warning to those who were
pressing for such an action, that there
was the possihility of reaetion, and if
we were so anxions to bhreak a comnact
that was entered into and eonfirmed at
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the last election, there was a possibility
of a Parliament being returned who
would say that, after once a compaect had
been entered into and an effort made to
break that compaet, it was equally right
to bring about an increass in the number
of years, instead of o reduction. The
greatest enemies of those who were try-
ing to make a settlement once and for all
of this question were those who were en-
deavouring to make an alteration of the
term put down in the present Licensing
Act, As things were going here in an-
other six or seven years this termn would
expire and then we could say to these
people “You have neither legal nor moral
right for the continunation of your license.”
Perhaps, technically speaking, it was an
annual license, and was only granted for
one year, but it was an understanding, and
a custom that had grown up, that if the
Licensing Act was complied with thele
should be no objection to the renewal of
the license, In faet, one eonld not lodge
a petition against the regranting of a
license unless one could show some just
cause in the malter of the Liceusing Aet
not having been ecomplied wilh, which
fact indicated clearly that there was some
understanding that the license would be
renewed if the Licensing Act bad been
complied with. So far as he was person-
ally coneerned he thought he wonld be
doing wrong to hreak the ecompaet en-
tered into by the Aect of 1911. He was os
loyal to his colleagues as any other mem-
ber of the partv, and this was the one
question of disagreement, because he be-
lieved we would be doing an injustice 1f
we departed from what was laid down
in the 1911 Lieensing Aet, as a compact
under whieh people had gone to expense.
So far as time compensation was eon-
cerned the law should remain as at pre-
sent.

Mr, ALLEN: In the licensing of houses
for the sale of liquor certain conditions
were laid down. If liquor was allowed to
be sold in ordinary buildings, similar to
those in which wvarious other businesses
were earried on, without compelling the
owner to hring plans for the approval
of the licensing hench, one conld under-

stand that if at the end of 12 months it
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was decided that the place should be
closed down, there would be no grounds
for compensation. He was not guite in
accord with the amendment submitted by
the member for Northam, He had always
confended that compensation would have
to be paid in some form, and preferably
tune ecompensation, but had never been in
sympathy with the 10 years’ limit. He
thought it was always understood that
seven years' time compensation would
have been a fair thing. Most hotels with-
in the metropolitan-snburban area had
been in existence many years and the own-
ers had been paid over and over again
for their buildings. He moved an amend-
ment on the amendment—
That *1320" be struck out and
“191777 ingerted in lien.

Mr, THOMAS: The amendment of the
member for Northam wonld not have his
support. He preferred 1917 to 1920 but
would rather the Bill stood without
either. The whole thing resolved itself
into.a question of whether we were pre-
paved to trust the people or not.  Some
members seemed prepared to let the
people decide this great question for
themselves. Other members arrvogated
to themselves the right to decide without
giving the people the opportunity. If
there was any truth in the contention
that the pnblican had an implied right
to retain his license until 1920, we might
rest assured that that view of the case
would be put clearly before the people
before they cast their votes. We should
have no fear in letting the people say
whether this time compensation operat-
ing ap to 1920 should be allowed. The
question of local option had obtained
such prominence that when the people
themselves were asked to decide there
would be a very substantial vote recorded
one way or the other.

Mr. Lewis: It will not lessen the con-
sumption.

Mr. THOMAS: We were not disens-
sing the question of whether it would
lessen the consumption of lignor or not,
but the justice or otherwise of allowing
the people to settle this guestion. An-
other phase had been raised by the Hon-
orary Minister that hotels had been built

3403

and money invested under the impression
that there wounld be no local option poll
until after 1920. He (Mr. Thomas) did
nct consider becanse an Act of Parlia-
ment had been passed that any body of
people would have the right to expect
that that would obtain for any speeial
few. It must be obvious that opinions
had been growing on this question, and
if he had been thinking of applying for
a license he would have taken into con-
sideration the possibility of a loeal option
poll taking place at any time. Members
had a duty to perform, and to vote for
what they econsidered to be right what-
ever might happen to a Bill after it left
their hands. If it met with a certain
fate in another place that was the re-
sponsibility of the other place, and not
ounrs. We should fight for what we eon-
sidered was essential and allow others to
do what they believed to be right, There
was nothing that we had to fear. We
were only asked to trust our masters,
the people, and we should have sufficient
faith in their intellizence to allow them
to deal with this question in the way
which seemed to them best.

12 ¢'clock, midnight,

Myr. PRICE : But for the extraordinary
dictum of the hon. member that once an
Act of T'arliament +was passed nobody
had a right to expect that it should
remain in the form in which it passed, he
would not bhave risen to speak. He had
never heard such a dictum propounded
by an hon. member, It was said that no
compaect was entered into; eertainly no
compact was entered into, but in 1911 a
Bill passed Lhe PParliament of this State
which set forth that in 1920 a full measure
¢l loeal option should be given to the
people, and the reason it was postponed
until 1920 was because in this Chamber
the question of compensation had arisen,
and as a compromise between those who
believed in monetary compensation and
those who believed in time compensation,
and others again, like himself, who were
indifferent on the matter, bnt who be-
lieved we had allowed to grow up in ounr
midst a certnin trade which should re-
ceive fair compensation before wa
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brought about iis sudden termination,
agreed to a full measure of local option
coming into operation in 192.

The Minister for Lands: It was not a
compact.

Mr. PRICE: 1t was hawever earried in
this Chamber and the people engaged in
the liquor traffic throughout Western
Ausiralia vaturally believed that Parlia-
ment, having decided that in 1920 t.he
people would be given the opportunity
of saying whether or not licenses should
eontinue, they were ab liberty to carry on
their trade until that period. Not only
was that earried in 1911, but since then
it had been reaffirmed. As a matter qf
fact, the licensing benches—and on ‘r‘hls
point he knew the member for Katanmng
would bear him out—believing that the
Government would be true to this implied
compaet, if it was not a legal comp.:ict,
insisted upon owners of licensed premses
expending huge sums of money in bring-
ing their premises up to date, believing
that the licenses would remain in existence
antil 1920, If this were a parly measure,
and if it wers that the party now in
Opposition had made a party question of
this particular phase of local option,
there might be some reason in suggesting
that we should break this implied com-
pact, but at no stage had it been sug-
gested that the question of compensation
should be made a party one. He was
one who voted for 1920, and he had yet
to see any justification for altering his
vote. He had voted on this question and
his constituents had endorsed the stand
he had {aken, and he had no inteniion
whatever of going back on what he had
previously done. Tt had Ween asked why
should we not allow the people to settle
this question. He had no objection to
that.

Mr, B. J. Stabbs: Oh, ves you have |

Mr. PRICE: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. B. J. Stnbbs: I say you have.

Mr. PRICE: Unfortunately he had to
differ from the hon. member. Afier re-
cording his vote on this question at a
time when it was being thoroughly
threshed out a certain implied compact
was raade between himself and the owners
of licensed premises in Western Austra-
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tralia, and he had no intention of breaking
that compact. He boped that in Western
Australia such a condition of affairs as
obtained in the so-g¢alled prohihition dis-
triets in New Zealand, which he had seen
himself, would never come about. He
protested against the Government amend-
ing a law which would have such far-
reaching effects as this particular clause
regarding the compact which we had un-
doubtedly made by implication with the
owners of licensed premises throughout
Western Australia. If the owners thought
or suspected that this Government or
succeeding Governments would not hon-
our that compact which was made in
1911, then undoubtedly they wounld not
have spent the money they had doune in
providing additional acecommodation. This
was particularly noticeable along the
Great Southern line and in the town
which he represented. At Albany many
thousands of pounds had been spent by
order of the licensing bench in providing
up-to-date premises and did we believe
that the lieensing hench would have ealled
upon the owners of those premises to
spend thousands of pounds if they
thought that the Act would be amended,
and that lieenses might possibly terminate
immediately following the expenditure of
that money? They should receive some-
thing like a fair return for the money
they had espended. In view of these
facts, he hoped the amendment moved by
the member for Northam (JMr. AMitehell)
would be earried, and that moved bv the
memher for West Perth (Mr. Allen)
defeated.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: To
snggrast that hecanse something had been
carried in 1911, those who then opposed
it should now remsain silent, was the
strangest argument he had heard. The
member for Albany (Mr. Price) would
get himself into a very queer position
if he applied that reasoning to other
measures of legislation. Did the mem-
ber for Albany suggest that hecanse under
one system of taxation lands were taken
up and developed we had no right to
amend that taxation; or becanse we had
passed a Factories Act in a certain form
we had no right now to amend #? No
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more specions argument had been heard.
Jt was eustomary to hear of vesfed in-
terests and moral rights when reforms
were mentioned, but this was the frst
time he had listened to an hon, member
talking about morally aecquired rights
becanse DParliament sought to amend
existing legislation. No measure of legis-
lation limited us in our right of amend.
ment.

Mr, Elliott: What about the Honorary
Minister?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Honovary Minister’s (Mr. Angwin’s)
argument was just as unsound as that of
the member for Albany. We were not
deciding whether hotels shonld be closed.
What we were seeking to do was to
give the people the right to decide the
question of increase or reduction.
Thirty-four members of the Ministerial
side of the House had been elected
pledged to local option.

Mr. Underwood: You are not the only
immacnlate in the House.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
hon. member had uno right to browbeat
other hon, members; he for one was not
going to submit to it. Members on fhis
side were pledged to local option; the
bon, memher himself was pledged to
ocal option.

Mr. Underwood: With restrictions.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: To
ocal option as a pvovision by which the
seople were to he given an opportunity
£ voting on certain guestions.

Mr. Underwood: In 1920,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.

Mr. Underwood: I say yes.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
on. member was wrong.

Mr. Underwood: The hon, Minister is
rong.

The MINISTER ¥OR LANDS: Hon.
iembers were pledged to loeal option,
nd not to 1920. If we believed in local
ption, it was for the public to decide
ken the vote should be taken. If the
ectors were in favour of applying it
t 1915, this amendment would deny
tem an opporiunity of carrying iheir
ishes into effect until five years after-
ards.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD: There was a
tendency among those supporting the Bill
to aceuse of being hypocrites everybedy
who differed from them.

Mr. Hudson: Hyprocites and worse,

The Minister for Lands: No such accu-
sation has been made.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: The Honorary
Minister {Mr, Angwin) had had to pro-
test against the remarks of the Attorney
General, and the Minister for Lands had
said that he (Mr. Underwood) was re-
turned in favour of local option. As a
matter of faet he was returned in favour '
of local option with restrictions, and he
did not intend to sit here and allow the
Minister to eall him a hypoerite.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister had
denied having used the epithet.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There was not
the slightest doubt this question of liquor
reform made people mad. When the
Bill was brought forward by the late

Attorney General (Mr. Nanson) the
quesiton had been discussed at great

length, and after mature consideration
one of the finest temperance advocates
in the State, Mr. Angwin, had voted for
time compensation, indeed had moved
that the people interested be allowed this
time eompensation. That had been ae-
cepted, and he, with others, was pgoing
to stand by it. There was no more sin-
cere advocate of temperance in Western
Australia than Mr. Angwin; no man
tried more sincerely to give effect to
local option than did Mr. Angwin, and
Mr. Angwin had been the mover of the
time compensation provision. Those who
had supported him were going to stand
by him now, notwithstanding what the
Minister for Lands or the Atftorney Gen-
eral might say.

Mr. Hudson: We went to the country
on it,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, hon. wmam-
bers bLad gone to the country on the
prineiple, and the eountry had sent them
back. He would still advocate 1920
when next he went to the eountry, After
all, there was a moral obligation of com-
pensation to those who bad paid ingoing
for licensed honses; there was a moral
obligation to those who had heen in-
structed by the various licensing courts
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to erect expensive premises. These peaple
had been told that if fhey did nof ereet
buildings costing thousands of pounds
they would not get ftheir lieenses.
This was accepted as an indica-
tion that on the erection of the
bnildings the licenses would be re-
newed, and would be permitted to
last for more than a year at all events,
There was that guarantec up till 1920
given by the members who had voted for
the present Licensing Aect, and any man
who would go back on what he had voted
for then would be playing the confidence
trick on those who had built those prem-
ises.

Mr. BROUN: As an advocate of tem-
perance he still believed in a certain
amount of justice. The Government were
hound legally and morally to allow those
interested in the liguor traffic a certain
namber of vears in which to recoup them-
selves for the expenditure they had put
into hotel buildings. The Licensing Act
of 1911 laid it down thaf no reduction
of licenses conld take place until 1920.
There was no doubt that a number of
people had invested their capital in huge
hotel buildings which the licensing bench
had practically compelied them to build,
and they had erected those buildings be-
canse they believed they would have a
certain number of years at their disposal
before a local opfion poll conld reduce
the licenses. Under the Licensing Act
anyone wishing to make an investment
was bound by the licensing bench to put
up a ceriain class of buildings and pro-
vide certain aceommodation, and he
was given only a twelve months’ license,
If ihat license was taken away from the
people whose money was invested, those
buildings became practieally of no use for
any other purpese. We shonld take stens
fo reduce the sale of liguor throughout
the State as much as possible, but we
must make a start from a certain definite
date. The present Act gave justice, and
from 1920 the people would have the
right to say whether they would have a
reduction of licenses .or not, and publi-
cans knew that beyond that time they
were investing their money at their own
risk.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Much had bee
said about some kind of compaet havin
been entered into, but an enocrmous a
teration had taken place not only in it
personnel of this Chamber, but also in tl
state of parhties from what had existe
prior to the last election, Tt was a mor
andacious argunment to say that pne Pa
liament could decide a burning quesiio
and bind future Parliaments upon it. ]
there was any force in the argument «
the member for Alhany on that point w
kad no right to be again dealing wit
a redistribution of seats. It was dowr
right hypocerisy for any member to clais
that he was willing to trust the peopl
on this maftter and yet refuse to allor
them to vote for a reduction until 1924
Any hon. member who denied the rigl
of the people to speak on any questio
at any time had no right to belong to
demoeratic party, beeanse he did nc
know the first prineiples of democrac
The statements made in regard to th
amount of money spent in bringing pren
ises up to date were mere assertions,

Hon, W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mir
ister): What I said were facts.

Mr, B. J. STUBBS: The heon. membe
had no right to say that because he ha
pledged himself at the last eleetion b
could bind all other members. Tt wa
incorrect of members to say that the
had been before the people on this 192
issne. The Premier had distinetly state
that he was in favour of the five year
compensation, and 1920 had never bee
mentioned by that hon. gentleman righ
throngh the campaign.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mir
ister) : He said he was personally in fas
our of five years.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: At any rate th
party did not go to the couniry wil
1920 as part of iheir platform. In eor
tradiction of the statements made abou
the larze amount of money spent in bring
ing the hatels np to dale was the repo
made by Inspector Sellinger Lo the Fr¢
mantle licensing beunch, in which h
pointed ont that many of the hotels ha
little or no accommodation for boarder
or lndgers and that they eatered almo:
entirely for the bar trade. Hon. men
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bers would lead the Committee to believe
that palatial premises were being erected.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Min-
ister) : It is true.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: It was not true.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must not say it is untrue. The hon. mew-
ber must withdraw the remark.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: What remark was
to be withdrawn?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
had practically called the Honorary Min-
ister a lar.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The Chairman
must have a very elastic imagination.

The CHAIRMAN: That remark also
must be withdrawn.

Mr. B, J. STUBBS: Both remarks were
withdrawn. Inspector Sellinger’s report
showed also that portions of other prem-
ises were sub-let for other purposes.
In one instance it was for a plum-
ber’s shop and in another a bootmaker's
shop, and that was done after they had
submitted the whole plan to the licensing
court as being for a hotel building. There
was no foundation whatever in the con-
tention that these people had been com-
pelled to spend large amoun{s of mouney
in connection with their buildings. Par-
liament could not be bound by what a
previous Parliament had done. We had a
right to deeide this question for ounrselves,
‘We could not be said to live in a democ-
racy if the people were not to have n
vole on all questions that affected them.
In view of the introduetion of the Tnifi-
ative and Referendum Bill there was no
¢onsisteney in a member on this side of
the House refusing the people the right
to decide on this guestion at the earliest
possible moment.

Mr. PRICE: The member for Subiaco
claimed that because he (Mr, Price) or
any other member on the same side of the
House dared to adhere to the compact
which had been made, he had no right to
belong to a democratic parly, but were ve
to accept the member for Subiaco as a
judge of what party we were to belong
to if our views did not eoineide with the
narrow party views of the hon. member?
He challenged the hon. member to prove
that any statement which he (Mr, Price)
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had made regarding the amount of money
which the owners of property had been
compelled to spend upon licensed prem-
1ses along the Great Southern line was
not true. Within the lagt two years five
hotels in Albany bad been rebuilt. The
hon. member said if one did not agree
with him one had ho right to be on this
side of the House.

Mr, B. J. Stubbs: I did not say any-
thing of the kind. -

My, PRICE: The hon. member said
one had no right to belong to a demo-
cratie party if one was not prepared to
do as he was and break one’s word. He
{Mr, Price) had stated that he was in
favour of 1920. ¥ec was going to stick
to it. The member for Subiaco said that
the Premier in enunciating his policy
pledged every member of this party to
immediate local option. To make sach
a statement was endeavouring to mislead
the Commiltee, whether deliberatcly or
unintentionally,

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: I never made the
statement; the hon. member's wild
imagination is runping away with him.

Mr, PRICE: The hon. member stated
that the Premier announced in his poliey
speech that immediate local option was
to be granted.

AMr, B. J. Stubbs: I did not say any-
thing of the kind.

Mr. PRICE: Then one must accept the
hon. member’s assertion that he did not
say it and simply imagine that he said
it. What the Premier did say was that
he personally was in favour of a certain
course, but he could not pledge the party
to it, that it was a personal matter to be
dealt with by individual candidates. That
was the Premier’s policy and it was upon
that policy that we went to the country,
namely, that individual members were al
liberty to pledge themselves in whatever
way they chose to the people who were
electing them, He (Mr. Priee) and others
had pledged themselves to honour the
agreement or compact they had made be-
fore the election. If by voting as he in-
tended to vote and honouring that which
he considered to be a pledge made to the
people, namely, that a full measure of
local option should be given in 1920; if
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by voting in favour of that question
meant the extinetion of his political life,
and that he conld no longer remain a
member of the democratie party, then his
membership would have to cease. No
amount eof threat, vituperation, or seur-
rilons attack would canse him to swerve
one iola from the pledge he had made to
his electors, which he felt himself bonud
to carry out in (his Chamber.

Mr, E. B, JOHNSTON: It was his
intention to oppose both the amendment
of the member for Northam and that of
the member for West Perth. If either of
these amendmenis was carried it would
mean that so far as this partienlar Par-
liament was concerned there could be no
alteration and no reform in regard to
the liquor traffie. The Premier and mem-
bers of the Ministry, with the exception
of the member for North-East Fremantle,
as well as some other members, came into
the House pledged to give the people an
opportunity to take a vole on a hare
majority as to when loeal optlion should
eome into force. As one who gave that
pledge be was here to-night trying to
give effect to it, He challenged the mem-
ber for Nertham to show that any pledges
which he had given had not heen kept so
far as it was in his power to do so. The
point he wished to emphasise was that if
etther of the amendments was earried, the
Bill brought in hy the Government wounld
be lost so far as any reform was eon-
eerned. The Government promised local
option at onee and the pledge of the
Labour party was loeal aption and State
control of the liquor traffie, and the Bill
was sapporting that plank,

1 od'clock, am.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The member for
Albany seemed to run away with the idea
that if he pulled sufficient faeial contor-
tions he could frighten some members and
et others to believe what he said. He
{Mr, Stubbs) had =aid that some mem-
hers on the Ministerial side of the House,
hy interjection, tried to imply that the
Tabour party went to the country with
the 1920 compaet in their platform, Mr.
Seaddan did not mention it in his poliey
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speech that 1920 was to be the policy of
this party. Would the member for
Athany deny that again? Then again, a
man who claimed to be a democrat and
refused to allow-the people to vote on
a question of this kind eounld not be con-
sidered sueh. If he claimed to be a demo-
erat he did not know the meaning of Lhe
word democracy. The member for
Albany claimed that he had entered into
& compact. He had no right to do that.

Mr. Priee: T am not going to ask
you what I should do.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS : There was no
intention on his part to put himself up
az a censor but bhe deelared that the
memher for Albany had no right to enter
mto that compaet.

Mr. Price: T have the right to do what
I like,

Mr. B. J. STUBBS : The hon. mem-
ber signed the platforin and in regard
to this partieular pledge fhere was no
time stated. It was implied that the poll
was to take place immediately.

Mr, Priee : Now that yon have gone
go far, tell us what happened at the last
eongress.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS : The hon. mem-
ber signed the platform which provided
for continuance, inerease, or reduction
of licenses.

Mr, Price: Give us the lot now that
vou have started it

The CHATRIMAN : It would he as well
if the member for Subiuco confined him-
self to the amendment. Te was going
very wide of the mark.

Alr, B, J. STUBBS : The member for
Albany had made sueh glaring misstate-
ments and had made an atlack upon him
that he Felt justified in replying.

My, Price: I did not attack you first.

The CITAIRMAN : Order !

Mr. B. J. STUBBS : There was noth-
ing further that he desired to say.

Hon. J. MITCIIELL : It was for
hon. members to decide what was right
aond fair. When the previous Bill passed
it was provided thal there should be no
rmoney compensation and that was
against his wish: but that there should
be time compensation. It was for hon.
members to determine what was right
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by 1920 becanse Parliament at that time
thought there should be time compensa-
tion, Was it likely that licensing benches
would order hotel-keepers, as they had
done, to spend monev on buildings, if
those hoiel-keepers were only to have
licenses for the next iwo months or so?
It was his intention to stand by the law
and any man whe did not do that would
be sapporting something which was ab-
solutely wrong. The loeal option vote
on the fuestion of increases was a deter-
mining vote, and the vote was against in-
ereases. Yet the Minister had brought
down a Bill for the establishment of a
State hotel at Dwellingup.  Notwith-
standing anvthing contained in the ILi-
censing Aet, Ministers had established
that hotel. Yef to-day we were told that
the members of -the Government were
champions of the principle of local op-
tion, and must have it without further
delay. Ministers had themselves estab-
lished an hotel despite the result of a
loeal option poll; vet to-day they were
applying the term hypoerite to those who
were not prepared to break the compack
arrived at by DParliament in 1911 and
agree to the exercise of lecal option
straight away.

The CHATRMAN ; ‘I'he hon. member
would he required to confine himself to
the amendment.

Hon. J. MITCHELL : Surely he was
in order in diseussing the situation.

The CHAIRMAN : If the hon. mem-
ber persisted, it would be necessary to be
firm with him. The question was as be-
tween 1920 and 1917. Any reasonabla
Hlustration would be permitted, but if
the hon. member persisted in referring to
a Bill for the establishment of a State
hotel it was noft to he expected that he
{the Chairman) would sit under it all the
time,

Hon. J. MITCHELL : The question be-
fore the Chair was as to whether we
were going to give the people the right
to close the hotels in 1917 without com-
pensation, to close the Dwellingup State
hotel in 1917 without compensation,

The CHATRMAN: The Dwellingup
State hotel entered no meore into the

[4 Decenser, 1913.]

3409

question than did any other hotel. The
hon. niember krew that, but persisted in
irying to get in this particular illustra-
tion. .
MMon. J. MITCHELL: The illustration
had been got in, and, in his opinion, justi-
fiably so. He could name another hotel on
whieh a considerable sum of inonev was
being spenl in the helief that the license
was safe until 1920, at all evenis, It would
be a good thing for the State if the liquor
trade was under the strictest contrel; but
the point was that people had put their
moeney into hoiels on the nnderstanding
that thay wounld not be closed before 1920.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: In 1911 the ex-
freme temperance peopl. had been verv
grateful to know that this question of loeal!
oplion was seltled in a4 manner which, al--
thongh not perhaps quile acceptable tor
them, yet, undoubtediy eonstituted a very
reasonable compromise. I was a pity that
more hon. members did not take the reas-
sonable view of the Honorary Minister
(Mr. Angwin) and the members for Al-
bany (Mr. Price) and Pilbara (Mr. Un-
derwood), and others who supported the
principle of time compensation. In one
respect we had had immediate local option
already in that people had had the oppor-
tunity of declaring on the question of in-
creases. In seven years’ fime we wonld be
enjoying complete local option. Why all
the bickering to-night? Much had been
said to-night about hypocrisy and want of
sincerity in this matier, While he did not
wistt to impute hypocrisy to the Govern-
ment, he thought there was at least a good
deal of kite-flying in this matier. He was
sorry the Attorney General had not been
able to judge better of the support he was
likley to have in regard to this measure.
We should give a reasonabie period of
time to those engaged in the trade, not-
withstanding that, in his opinion, the
counntry would have been beiter off if we
had not allowed the trade to assume the
proportions it had. They had allowed the
trade to be builf up, and it was only fair
that some compensation should be meted
out to those people when the licenses were
reduced, There was only seven years to
go hefore we got complefe local option,
and with that even the temperance party
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ought to he satisfied. Along the Great
Southern railway many hotels had been
Ppractically rebuilt during the last three
years. In Albany the majority of the
hatels had been rebuilt at an expenditure
of between £50,000 and £60,000. Those
people would not bhave spent that amount
of money if they had not thought there
“Wwas Some guarantee in the time limit pro-
wided for under the Act. He had no de-
!‘sire to see more hotels erected. In new
Fistricts there would be some necessity
for houses of accommodation, but he was
quite willing to give the people eoncerned
a full measure of local option so far as
mnew licenses were concerned. There were
some good points in the Bill, but we would
be doing an injustice if we departed from
the provisions of the 1911 Aet by which
Parliament was morally bound. He hoped
the people who took up the extreme tem-
perance side would fake a reasonable view,
because those people who steered a middle
-course and took a reasonable view were
the best friends of local option.

Mr. CHESSON: The people shounld
have the right to say whether there
shonld be an increase or a decrease in
licenses, but there also should be a time
limit ecompensation. Dauring the last
election the people had heen given to
understand that Pavliament had carried
a measure providing for time eompen-
sation in order fo give the people in Lhe
trade an opportunily of recouping them-
selves, He had been a member of a
-district licensing beneh and just recently
after the police had reported the rvesults
of their examinations the bench had ad-
Journed all applieations for a forinight
to allow of ecertain improvements being
tade in the premises. The people in the
trade bad to get a renewal of the licenses
each year, but an inspection was made,
and if the premises were not up to the
requirements of the Aet the bench com-
pelled the necessary alterations to he
‘made. He thonght the amendment pro-
posed by the member for West Perth
fizing 1917 instead of 1920 as the time
Timit would give ample opportunity for
the people interested in the trade to be
«ompensated.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. TURVEY: Only the intemperate

temperance people could object to with-
lolding the issues of reduetion and no
license until 1920. Those who did not
see eye to eye with the advocates of im-
mediale complete local option were said
to be influenced by vested interests. He
was taking the same stand as he took
last year and he believed that the Gov-
ernment in 1911, having made provision
that a local option poll regarding this
isne should not take effect till 1920, and
this having been re-nfirmed by the pre-
sent Government when the local option
poll was heing diseussed last year, that
was an indication to the people who had
invested lheir money in building hotels
that Parlaiment practically believed the
trade should receive some form of com-
pensation. It was nonsense to say that
anyone who was shont to invest money in
building hatels would not study the Li-
censing Act and the likely effeci of a
loeal option poll. If a tenant was going
into an hotel bnilding, and fixing up an
agreement, he would naturally consider
what were the provisions of the Licens-
ing Aect of this State at the present time.
It was only fair to assume thaf arrange-
ments for the lease were based upon the
provisions of the existing Act. If any
Government were desirous of controlling
the abuse of alcoholic liquor there was
ample provision in the presenf Licensing
Act to take action. If the provision was
enforced that if any person under the
influence of liquor was supplied by a
licensee, or one of his employees, it was
a punishable offence, it would do away
with mueh of the evil that existed to-day.
The best way possible to deal fairly with
all sections of the community was to
stand by the provisions of the present
Act, to take cffect in 1920. In standing
by the provision we had made in this re-
spect we had the opportunity of settling
once and for all every claim of the trade
for compensaiion. He did not helieve
in monelary compensation for the trade
Seven years from now was a very shorl
period to wait and the people should
wait, when it was realised that by wait-
ing until 1920 they would forever hawe
stopped any claim in the future by thos¢



[4 DecExMBER, 1913.]

who were investing their money in ithe
trade. Ile believed temperance advocates
generally approved of the operation of
the 1920 provision, and tbat those who
had invested their wmoney in the liquor
trade would be quite satisfied if they were
given the time ecompensation which had
already heen provided for.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
regrettable that so mitch feeling shouid
have been exhibited in the course of this
debate, as there had been no npecassity
for it. The point was whether we shouid
agree to let matters stand until 1920, or
take any possible limitation that was put
in our way. Tt was his infention to vote
for 1917 with the view of even reducing
that. He preferred 1917 to 1920, but
preferred 1915 to 1917. If he could not
obtain what he desired he would not be
foolish enough te reject what he was able
to get in the direction in which he was

- aiming,

Amendment (Mr. Allen’s) on amend-
ment put and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .- .- .. 10
Noes . .. .. 20

Majority against .. 10

AYEs,
Mr. Allen Mr, Lander
Mr, Bath Mr. B. J. Stubba
Mr. Chesson Mr. Thomas
Mr. Collier Mr. Walker
Mr. Johnston Mr. Bolton
(Teller?.
Noea,
Mr. Angwin Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Broun Mr. A. E. Plesse
Mr. Elliott Mr. Prlee
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Swan
Mr. George Mr. Taylor
Mr. Hudson Mr. Turvey
Mr. Lewis Mr. Underwood
Mr. McDonald Mr. A. A. Wilson
My, Mitchell Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Monger Mr. Layman
(Teller).

Amendment on amendment thus nega-
tived.

2 ocock am.
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Amendment (Mr. Mitchell’s) put and
a division taken with the following re-
sult:—

Ayes . . .21
Noes .. .. .. 8
Majority for .. o013
AYES.,
Mr. Allen Mr. Monger ;
Mr. Angwin Ar. O'Loghlen
Mr. Droun Mr. A. E, Piesse
Mr. Cheszon Mr. Price
Mr. Ellott Mr. Swan
Mr. Gardiner Mr. Tayler
Mr. George Mr. Turvey
Mr, Hudson Mr. Underwood
Mr. Lewis Mr. Wisdom
Mr. McDonald | Mr. Layman
Mr. Mticheil H ( Teller.),
Noes.
Mr. Bath Mr. B. J. Stubbs-
Mr. Collier Mr. Thomas
Mr. Johnston Mr. Walker
Mr. Lander Mr. Bolton
{ Teiler.)
Parns,
AYES. Nozs.
Mr. Dwyer Mr. GIIl ,
Mr.-A. N. Plesse Mr. Carpenter .

Amendment thus passed.

Clause as amended pul and passed.

Clause 5-—agreed to,

Clause 6—Effeet of carrying resolu-
tions:

Hon. J.
amendment—

That at the end of paragraph (¢}

the following words be added, “by

granling a license or licenses for pre-

mises owned or to be erccied by the

Government.”
This would not make it possible for pri-
vate individuals to obtain licenses in the
future. Every hotel should be owned by
the Government, whether run by the Gov-
ernment or not. Then when it came to
closing hotels the matter would be more
simple, He objected to private indi-
vidnals getting a large amount of in-
going whiech was not earned.

Amendment passed;
amended agreed to.
Clanses 7 to 15—agreed to.

MITCHELL moved an

the clause as
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Clause 16— Amendizent of Sections 45
and 87 of Licensing Aet, 1911:

Mr. GEORGE: Would any alferations
which lhad been made to the Bill neces-
sitate alterations being made in these
sections?

The Attorney

Clause passed.

Clause 17—agreed to.

Schedules, Title—agread to.

Bill reported with amendments and the
reporf adopted,

General: No.

House adjourned at 2.12 am, (Friday).

Negislative Hssembly,
Friday, 5th December, 1913.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3.30
p.m., and read prayers.

DISSENT FROM SPEAKER'S
RULING.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. T.
Walker) : As announced on the preceding
.evening, it had been his intention to give
nolice of dissentivg from tbe ruling of
the Speaker; but as the occasion for his
motion had been removed by the effect
.of the subsequent vote of the Committer,
and as it was lafe in the session, he had
resolved to waif until a similar oceasion
should arise at some future time,

[ASSEMBLY.]

QUESTION—FREMANTLE HAR-
BOUR, DEEPENING.

Mr. CARPENTER asked the Minister
for Works: What steps have been taken
to procure the necessary plant for
deepening the entrance to and portion of
Fremantle Harbour to 36 feet, in
accordance with plans submitted, and
when will the work of deepening be com-
menced ¢

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: The Agent General has heen asked
to obtain guotations for a modern bucket
dredge on information supplied by the
Engineer-in-Chief whilst in England.
Plans of drilling and blasting, prepara-
tory to dredging, are now unnder con-
sideration,

BILL—-ELECTORAL DISTRICTS.
Third Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T. Walker) moved—

That lhe Bill be now read a third

time.

Mr., ELLIOTT (Geraldion) moved an
amendment—

That the Bill be recommiited.

His object was to move the following
amendment Lo the Bill—

Clause 4, Subclause 2: Strike out the
words “one fifth” ocewrring in lines 12
and 13 and insert “one-fourth’’ in lien
thereof.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
T, Walker) : The motion could not be ac-
cepted at this late stage of the session,
seeing that so mueh time had already been
spent in debaiing the Bill. e would
be perhaps more willing to concede the
point to the hon, member if there bad
been more time. He had rot known of
the hon. member’s intention to move the
motion until arriving at the House this
afternoon. Moreover, the hon. member
would have an opportunity of making
the amendment in another place.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam): The
Attorney Cleneral was wrong in saying
the hon. member would bave an oppor-
tunity of amending the Bili in another
place. The hon. member was a member



