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people to make these outer d;stncts pros—
perous and, in doing so, wilt bring prospeuty
te the whole of the State,

On motion by quey debate ad-
journed. .
" House a.&joumed.af. 10.10 pan.
1
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\[FSSA GE—ASSENT TO SUPPLY
BILL.

Message from the Governor received and
tead, assenting to Supply Bill . (No. 1)
£9059,000.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

On motions by Hon. G. J. G. W. Miles,
leave of ubsence for 12 consecutive sitiings
of the House granted to the Hon, R. J. Liynn
(West) on the ground of urgent pnva.te bus-
iness, and leave of absence for six consecu-
tive sittings granted to the Hom. J. J, Holmes
(North) on the ground of ill-health.

ADDRESS-IN-REFPLY.
Fifth Day.
Amendment—SSingle Chamber.

Nebate resumed from the previous day on
the Address-in-reply and the following amend-
ment moved by the Hon. A. H. Panton:—
‘“That the following words be added to the
Addvess— And we respeetfully snggest to
Your Exeellency that the time has now ar-
rived when the Government of the State ean
best be carried on by a single Chamber
elected on an adolt fra.nehise.’ *

Hon. J. W, HICKEY (Central) [4.35]:
In supperting the amendment I take advan-
tage of the opportumity to offer a word of
welecome to the new members, all of whom

 experiende,
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have made their maiden speeches and I think .
arg to be congratulated on them. Despite the

“eriticism which has come from the opponents

of this amendment, .its supporters. put it for-

. ward with every smcenty and heartily com-

mend it to the consideration of the House.
Any reform must, of course, bear hardly-on
someone; and certaiuly any reform must mect
with o certain amount of opposition, as our
experience in this Chamber has shown. I
listened attentively -t0 the speéehes of op-
ponents of the amehdment because I thought
I might gather from them material for mak-
ing a speech myself. I almost regret that
you, Mr, President, are not on the floor
of the House. Enowing the views you take
of this, Chamber, and the very conservative
guard you place qn the poaition of the House,
I am satisfied that .you, Sir, would put up 2
bit of a fight. So far as T have observed,
opponents of the amendment resort mostly
to ridieule and to the casting of aspersions on
the sincerity of the supporters of the amend-
ment. Indeed, almost a direct charge of in-
gincerity has been levolled at the mover, Mr.
Panton, and particelarly at the seconder, Mr,
Moore, Bir Edward Wittenoom .stated that’
Mr. Moore was guilty of temerity in sccond-
ing an amendmént of this description after
being only 24 howrs in the House, However,
Mr. Moore and Mr. Panton ave capable of
looking after their own interests and of dc-
fending themselves. After all, the brains of
the country are not dlwhys in Parliameunt.
Men who have taken a life-long interest in
theit econntry—paiticularly wmen connected
with the Labour movement, who take a peea-
Yarly keen interest in the people and as a
consequence are conversant with publie life
almost from their -infancy—have studied pol-
itical economy and know semething about the
political views of the community, Sir BEd.
ward Wittenoom's eriticism, therefore, was
altogether wide of the mark. Perhaps
Mr. Moore bhas wmade quite as long
a study of political .economy a3 hag
Sir Edward Wittenoom. ~ Tt is somewhat
of a coincidence that the wmover and
‘the seconder”™ of the amendment shonld
dnring the last few years have had a wide
an experienee not  possessed
even by Sir Edward Wittencom, their most
severe eritic. They have had opportutities
of studying the cireumstances of other
lands. During the list few years they have
hzd opportunities that kave not been given
to¢ many members of this House. Whilst
doing their best for Anstralia’s sake in
other lands, they have seized the opportu-
nity to study the ehanges operating in thoss
ceuntries. They _ retained their observiug
faculties wnile abroad, and have given thig

_ House the benefit of their experience. T

ghall suppert the amendment, which pro-
poses a reform that is long overdue. I par-
ticularly welcome the amendment hecause
it has heen moved and seconded by two re-
turoed soldiers who consider that the con-
ditions which they left here when they went
.to the Front should be altered. I sincerely
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trust that both those gentlemen will remain
in public life & long time. I trust that they
will be able to look hack eventually on as long
a public career ns Sir Edward Wittencoin’s,
and T trust fnrther that they will then be
able to take a charitable view of things and
give other people credit for possessing some
littlé braing and. some little broad-minded-
ness. Various members have spoken in a
similar spirit against the amendmeni, but in
mny opinmbon absolutely no argmment. has
been puf up against it. X suppose we must
fecl grateful to the leader of the House for
the speech which he delivered last night,
ond ‘which was undoubiedly a most masterly
effort. . The hon. gentleman agreed with
almost every proposition put forward in
favour of the amendment, and so far as I
conld observe his speech did mot c¢ontain
yeally one argument against the amendment,
He-agreed that something shonld be done
as regards the franchise, and he has pre-
viously. made that statememt on the hust-
ings. - The only objestion he raised,
apparently, Was on the seore of unification.

Probably his objection is justifiable, becanse.

in connegtion with a - proposition of this
kind it cannot be expected that men shall
grasp- the whole situation -straight away.
Let ue, hawever, cast back our minds to a
. few short years ago when the ac¢tion and
the attitude of this Council in bloeking pro-
gressive legislation were causing the people
. of this ¢country to look aeross to the Federal
" arena for yprotection and support. That
ocenrred during a period when the Labour
party was in power. As an effect of the
treatment extended by this Chamber to the
legislative proposals .of the Labour Govern-
ment, the confidence of the people of #his
country teided to turn towards the Com-
monwealth, The Federnl Parliament at that
tirle was instituting such .reforms as the
maternity bonug, the old age pension, the
Commeorwealth Bank and note issué, the
* small arms factory

Hon. J. B. Dodd: And compulsory traing
J.Ilg. . .

Hon. J. W, HICEEY: And compulsory
training, and I would also rémind the hon.
member of the Australian Fleet. All these
reforms were opposed by  a section of
the same people who oppose this amend-
ment  to-day. . Throwing back our minds
to that period, we. can recognise that
there i some justification for the attitude
of the party mentioned by the leader of the
House last night as aiming at unification. T
admit that some arguments can be wused
against wnification. But unification as a
principle seems .to my mind, and to the
minds. of the people with whom I am assoei-
ated, a sound principle. Viewing the his-
tory of Western Australia and the condi-
tions obtaining in "this State to-day, we
must recognise that some radical alteration
is required. T do not asser{ that the sysiem
of unification as advocated by some people
to-day is altogether a proper system. But
some new system must be introduced 80

+ -

that all sections of the people may be
articalate and may have an opportunity of
déclaring what progressive legislation they
consider desirable for the prosperity of the
State. It must be admitted that the Federal
Governmeni have lost sympathy at least
with Western Australia. They have failed,
and failed miserably, fo promote proper. re-
latiops, with this State, Not only is- an
alteration of the Constitution reguired, but
there is need for fostering more sympathy
than prevails to-day between the States and
the Commonwealth. That might be brought
about by some system of umification, be-
cause what applies to the Federal Govern-
ment’s relations with this State also applies
to the relations of .the present Government
in. Western Australia with the back portion
of the State, The system of centralisatiom,
which has been in evidence for gunite a lon,

time, is practically killing the State, When
we remember that something like one-half
of our population are eentred in the metro-
politdin area, we must adiit that a radical
change is mecessary and that any ehange
must be for the better. Tufortunately, the
Labour party are not in power in the Fed-
eral Parliament to-day, but we are putting
forward the argument that some alteration
ghould be made here in Western Australia.
‘If some system of unification were adopted,
a3 g result of which éach section of the
community had =a say in the legislation,
perhaps by the constifution of provineial
couneils in various parts of the State, there
would be morg local autonomy. Owing to
the attitude of the Legislative Councilt
fowards legislation which has been sub-
mittedl for its consideration, the whole
policy of this State seems to be one of
centralisation. To-day the Government are
practieally legislating for the metropolitan
area, and the metropolitan area alone. I do
nob want to be nneharitable but I blame the
Donstitntion for that to a large extent.
With all dee respect, to many members of
this Chambar, T would say they are here as
a reflex of vested interests teo a great ex-
tent. They are the reflex of fimancial in-
stitutions such as the assegiated banks, the
insurance companies and the financial houses
of various deseriptions, and their intereats
and investments are ceptred around property
in the metropolitan area. This state- of
affairs must be altered and, consequently, no
great complaint can be offered if we sug-
gest unification as a remedy. Under unifica-
tion, possibly, each port wounld get its natural
trade and. would enjoy its local autonomy.
Perhaps Bunbury, Albany, and Geraldton
would form bases for a proposition of this
description, and the people in those parts
would get the hemefit off the money earned in
their localities, and the trade to which they
are entitled. The secondary industries in the
back country would be -developed, and we
would not have the centralisation and con-
gestion that prevails in the metropolitan area
to-day. The leader of the House said this
was the only objection he raised to the
amendment moved by Mr. Panton. If this
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is the only objection, T ask hon, members to
consider ‘very seriously hefore they vote
against the amendment. Even a system of
unification, with the objeetions which hon.
menibers fear might follow, wonld be a great
improvement on the Constitution which we
have to-day. Mr. Hamersley, in fhe course
of his few remarks, mentioned that he saw
no demand for any alteration, and that the
people reguired ne change.
the House also said that, in his opinion, the
people were not ready for a change, did not
require a change, and had not asked for a
change. As one who kuocks about the coun-
try a little, and as one with a fair know-
ledge of public opinion, I have no hesitation
in saying that the time is long past since the
people demanded a radical change in our
present Constitution. A -short time age we
had a measore for an alteration of the Con-
stitution turned down by this Chamber, In
fairness to the leader of the Houge, I must
say that om that occasion he was piloting
the measure through this Chamber, and he
gave it his personal support. At the same
time, it received seant courtesy at the hands
of members generally, and it was tarned
dewn. That being so, the people who were
then alive to the meed for this reform are
more ingistent to-day in demanding some
alteration to the Constitution, Anyone who
has studied history must realise that we are
now passing throogh an era of change.
cannot wmark fime; we must progress or go
back like a erawfish. The propesal con-
tained in the amendment might be novel, but
it is a step in the right direction. But 2 ma-
jority of the members of this Chamber have
n¢ intention of making any alteration; they
are quite prepared to go on building up the
deficit and accamulating political sing as
they plod along their way. Radical changes
are taking place throughout the world. Edu-
cated people everywhere are now demanding
a share in the government of their respee-
tive conntries. Wherever we look, we find
- that the people are demanding a greater
share in the government, and where Gov-
ernments, and even Empires have fallen, it
has been due to a refusal to hearken to the
voire of the people. The voice of the people
is always demanding something. It has
demanded something right -down through
history and, where that demand has not been
recognised or considered, something has hap-
pened. That has recenily heen the position
in various countries. The Romanoffs, Haps-
burgs, and Hohenzollerns have tottered 1o
the gronnd becanse they have refused to
listen to the voice of the people This
amendment echoes the voice of the people of
this State for an alteration in our Constitu-
tion. Public meetings have been held, but
no better illustration shounld be needed than
the return of nmew members to this Chamber,
Mr. Moore for Central province and Mer.
Baglin for West province. Particularly do
my remarks apply to Mr. Moore, becanse T
was actively engaged in his eamnpaign. At
every meeting, and sometimes three com-
mittee meetings were held in a day, bhe advo-
cated the abolition of the Upper House and
i
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gave his reasons for it. On all thase ocea-
sions the people were right with him, and we
can claim that his return, even by such a
nayrow majority, proves plainly that the
people in the portion of the State which he
represeuts are in accord with a drastie
change iu the Constitution. I do not think
it necessary that any stronger reasons should
be demanded than those which were given by
Mr. Panton, Mr. Moore, Mr, Baglin, and
Mr. Cunningham for the abolition of this
Chamber, 1 thought theve was practically
nothing further to be said, but that suffi-
cient reasons had been given to influence at
least a majority of the members of this
Chamber, voting conseientiously, to support
the amendment. MHowever, I was impressed
by an interjection last evening te this effect,
‘*Give us some rensons; tell us something
we have dene.’’ . This Council has done so
very much in connection with measures that
have come bhefore it that one hardly knows
where to start in order to rake up its politi-
cal sins. If we took into consideration the
Couneil’s mutilation of various measures
which have been introduced, we would be
here for another week and there would, per-
haps, be no oppertunity for imembers to
speak on the Address-in-reply itself. There
are many measures of this kind which oceur
to my mind. In reply to an interjection by
Sir BEdward Wittenoom as to ““What have
we turned down?’’ Mr, Baglin mentioned
several Bills. But fhere is quite a formidable
list of slaughtered innocents. I have a ligt
which makes interesting reading, and T should
[ike to ask some member who opposes the
amendment to explain the reasons why the
Honse opposed the wmeasures on this list.
First on the Tst is the Industrial Coneilia-
tion and Arbitration Act Amendment Bill.
Quife a lot has been said recently about in-
dustrial unrest. Apart from the fact proved
by history that all wars are followed by im-
Austrial chaos and a demand for better con-
ditions, I lay the blame to a very great ex-
tent indeed to the faet that this Chamber,
during the regime of the Labour Govern-
ment, turned down repeatedly this Bill
dealing with indosteial coneiliation and
arbitration, and I say this with a full
kpowledge and experience of industrial
matters; honestly and conseientiously believ-
ing it to be the truth. In regard to many
of these measures-—and in this Mr. Dodd can
bear me out—the whole trend of feeling in
this Chamber was against the registration of
composite organisations. Since then matters
have progressed to this extemt, that miners
and various other organisations are merging
into closer combination, and many of them
are now known by the title of the Australian
Workers’ Tnion, T have in mind one or two
cases in which T have taken an active imterest
during the last few months. There is -the
cage of the Meekatharra miners’ organisation.
By virtue of the action of this Council in
making it impossible for that organisation to
be registered under the State laws, they were
wnable to go to the Arbitration Court. T
went to Meekatharrz and found that a stop
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work meeting was being held. The men in-
tended to strike, and 1 could not blame them
for taking that step. ' However, T asked them
to give us an opportunity to see what eonld
he dome. The president of the Arbitration
Court decided to go to Meekatharra in order
to prevent industrial ehaos resulting, but he
went on the understanding that hoth sides
would agree to abide by his decision. That
special tribunal went to Meekatharra, and we
were very thankful and grateful to‘its wmem-
ters for their attitude on that ocecasion. The
organisation, thovgh perhaps the biggest and
strongest in Western Australia, had no right
or authority to go before that ecourt.
only one recourse and that was direct aciion.
But direct action was prevented by the good
offices of Mr. Justice Rooth, Mr. Sommer-
ville, and the late Mr. Daglish. But for
their aection and gympathy, there would have
been no opportunity to get before the court
and a strike would have been inevitable.
The trouble was that the Chamber of Mines
put every obstacle in onr way to prevent
-us from getting to the court, although the
mine owiers in that partieular- district were
quite prepared to‘go o’ the court. There is
another matter of immediate moment. The
lead miners in the Northampton district have
for a long time been working under condi-
tions which are absolutely intolerable. We
adopied the round tahle conferen¢e and were
able to effect a mutual agreement with the
owner of the Surprise mine,, which has
been homoured by both parties ever since.
As far ag the Fremantle Trading Company
are concerned they refused to attend these
conferences, and again we found that by vir-
toe of the action of the Legislative Council
in not allowing a composite organisation to
be registered, we had no power to approach
the eourt. The miners would be prepared to
retorn to work to-morrow-—there are 200 of
them idle—if it were possible to get the court
to sit. TUnfortunately the eourt decided that
they could not sit. They did sit on one occa-
sion but they were not prepared to do so
again, and we could not trespass too much

upon their generosity. Where we have an

industrizl combination held up on account
of the action taken by the Iegislatjve Coun-
eil, that surely is sufficient to cause the Cham:
ber to be severely criticised, Thers are many
other matters, too, .which can be criticised,
but I think I have said sufficient to show,
in connection with the Arbitration Aet at any
" rate, what the attitude adopted by the Legis-
lative Council has led to. Many other matters
bhave been mentioned by Mr. Panton, but
there is no need to go over them again,
There is, for ingtance, the amendment to the
Factories Aet. That I think will be the
means of bringing employer and employee
closer together, and it will have the effect
of enabling people to know exactly where

they stand. The measure will aim in the dir--

ection of bringing about better conditions
for the employees, particularly  from the
health standpoint. Sweating conditions exist
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to-day apd are likely to exist unless legis-
lation such as that which is proposed is
passed. I am rather pleased to note thag
the hon. member who moved the ameundment
has suggested that the Bill be referred to 2
select committee, I trust that the House will
not place any obstacle in the way of the
appointment of that committee.

The PRESIDEXT: I think ths hon. mem-
ber is straying somewhat {rom the amend-
ment.

Hon. J. W, HICREY: T am very sorry.
Another measure of importance which was
rejected by this Chamber was that dealing
with the control of trade in war time. If
hon. members throw their minds back they
will remember the attitude that was adopted
towards that meagure. Tt was in operation
for 12 months but there was no possibility
of re-enacting it on account of the attitude
adopted by the Ikegislative Couneil. It was
hotly ecriticised here and yperhaps by no one
go much as the present leader of the House.
We find also that the leader of the House
adopted a most unsympathetic attitnde with
regard to almost every pieece of legislation
which was introduced by the Labour Gov-
ernment. There is another matter that vit-

- ally concerns a portion of the distriet that I

have the homour with my colleagues to re-
present, and which came under the notice of
this Council. T refer to the amendment of
the Mines Regulation Act and which, because
of the attitnde adopted by the Chamber,
had to be dropped. Hon. members who were
in this House at that time will remember
the attitude taken by the Council in regard
to that weasure. Personally, I can only
repeat what I gaid in cofinection with the
Arbitration Act. The hcalth and the lives
of the mining community depended a greai
deal on the passing of that Bill inte Jaw. I
have .not looked up the division list of that
time, but I venture to say that those who
voted against the measure knew nothing

- about the particular industry they were deal-

ing with. They may perhaps, after the per-
usal of a long list of fatalities and aceci-
dents which have occurred during the past
few years in the mining districts, regret
their zetion. I have before me a tabulated
list of the accidents whichk have ocenrred
and hon, members can have it for permsal
I have no intention of wearying the House
at the present time by quoting from the list,
but I do express the opinion that it is my
belief that the attitude of the Council was
responsible for the loss of many of the lives,:
and many of the accidents which have oc-
curred during the past 10 years in the mines
of this State. It is time someone woke wp
and reviewed the position in this regard.
Had the regulations gone through as the then
Government desired them to go through, we
know that many of the aceidents would have
been prevented. About 250° mien have been
killed durmg the past 10 years, That is an
appalling atate of affaira in a new country
like Western Australia. Most of the ac-
cidents occurred in the. bigger minea where
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they bhardly ever observe the  regulatioms.
‘When we review the list of killed and in-
jured we find that the total comes to 6,000.
Those figures surely provide food for re-
fleetion. The Wooroloo Sanstorium, whilst
being a monument of humane legislation apd
3 tribute to the thoughtfulness of the La-
bour party, also serves as a very cruel re-
minder to hon. memhers of their.actions in
past years. Most of those who unfortunately
have to go into the sanatorium are men
who have been engaged in or about mines.
1t is time therefore that some consideration
was shown towards those engaged in this
perilous occupation.

The Honorary Minister; You did not en-
forca the vregulations when you werg in
power,

Hon., J. W, HICKEY: When the Labour
party weére in power this Chamber turned
down the Mines Regulation Bill and under
that measure the regulations for the better
eontrol of the tork in mines would have
been framed.

Hon. J. Nicholson:
tion Bill was passed.

Hon, J. W. HICKEY:
never passed. Neither were the regulations
passed. If the regulations had@ been passed
they would have proved of considerable bene-
fit to the miners, and +the appalling state of
affairs which I have guoted would have been
prevented, or at least many of the fatalities
and accidents which have occurred might
have heen prevented. I eould quote a list of
the political crimes and the slaughter of in-
nogents on the part of this Chamber, but I
think hon. members have been given suffi-
cient information during the course of the
debate to remind them of what has been
done. Hon. members will therefore require
to think seriously before they turn down the
amendment which has Tbeen sohmitted.
In  econnection with the trading coneerns,
and again the leader of the House was ome
of the hitterest critics of these, it is ad-
mitted now that the State steamers are
necessary for the praper carrying on of trade
with the North-West coast. :

Hon, G. J. G. W. Miles:
necessary at all.

Hon. J. W. HICKEY: Perhaps the hon.
member will have an cpportunity to say a
word or two on this matter, but I do nof
know how he will justify the attitude of the
Legislative Couneil in conneetion with the
State steamers so far as the North-West
coast is concerned. XNow that the hon. mem-
ber is leading the North-West railway pro-
position perhaps he thinks that that will
stand in good stead. . Peraonally T shall be
prepared to support the project, but if he
waits mntil the railway line is- built the
North-West will starve.

Hon. G. J. G. W, Miles: Private enter-
prise will build it !

Hon, J. W. HICKEY: Private enterprise
has had an opportunity to build it for a long
time, hut as in every other part of Australia,
it has skipped to other portions of the world

The Bill was
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whenever it has bad money to invest. T
this cage it will do likewise and the North-
‘West can go hang. FEvery member with
North-West experience knows that so far as
the North-West is concerned that if it had
not been for fhe action of the Labour Gov-
erument providing steamers, that portion of
the State would have starved during the
period of the war. . -

Hon. G. J. G. W. Miles: Nonsense.

Hon. J. W. HICKEY: The hon. memher
will have an opportunity of combating my
arguments. We bave heard a lot about the’
North-West since the Ministerial visit and I
have no doubt that the leader of the House
will give that portion of the State the ad-
vertisement it is entitled to, I hope how-
ever, when he is doing this he will review
carefully his attitude in the past, and that he
will not eontinue to offer hostile opposition
to State enterprisg se far as that coast is
concerned. If the hon. memhers who repre-
sent that part of the State are satisfied that
State trading ‘concerns are not mecessary,
they will have to take the full respensibility
of their actions. Sq far ag the Labour party
are concerned, if they were in power again
they would do exactly as they did béfore,
nomely to provide State-owned steamers for
the North-West coast.,

The PRESIDENT: The hon, member is
not speaking to the amendment.

Hon. J. W, HICKEY: I was endeavour-
ing to draw the attention of hon. members
to the position of the State trading conecerns

.and the opposition shown to them by the

Council in the past, and I was endeavouring
to prove that in consequence of the attitude
of the Council, the North-West iz at the
piegsent time being practically starved. I
weleome the amendment, I repudiate the
criticism of some hon. members that the
mover of the amendment was not serious.
I trust an opporfunity will be given hefore
the division is taken to prove whether or
not members on thig gide are- gserions in the:
matter. Hon, members on that side can re-
tire and leave us to put the amendment
through. I hope the action of hon. members
last session in connection with the amend-
ment of the Constifution Acet will not be re-
peated, gnd that they will view this amend-
ment in a broader light. With all due credit

‘to the leader of the House, who supported

the Bill which was thrown out last session,
and who ig in, favour of the household suf-
frage, T say that even that measure of re-
lief would not go far enough, because many
would not have a vote under it. I know
of numbers in my own Province who
would not be qualified under that reform,
but who nevertheless if they were to come
down to the City and be content to live in a
slum hovel, would thereby be furnished with-
the neeessary qualification. I appreciate the
faet that the amendment has been moved
by two returned soldiers. T never waved
the flag to any extent dering the war, but 1
admit that these men have had opportunities
for studying the question deslt with in the-
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amenc'lment They have been close students
of “econdmics, close stndents of existing con-
ditions in the eountry, and have studied the
<conditions in’ other ‘parts’ of the TEmpire.
Now they comg back ‘and demand of us this
pmposed reform. I might remind hon. mem-

bers that on account of the Council’s action |

in rejecting the Bill last session, the Hon.
T. Moore, who is now entitled to take .2 seat
in this Chamber, and who was good enough
to go away, and fight for this country, is

denied the nght of a vote for the Council,
It is strange, but none the less true. Hon.
mombers sent here to review hasty ]egisla—
tion should think seriously before casting.a’
vote againgt thé amendment.
members will take z broad view of the site-
ation and throw iheir minds back to the
attitude of the Council on many oceasions,
particularly in respect of -the propoged
amégndment "of the Constitutlon last session,

- -when the Council denied a volce in the gov-

ernmént. of the country. to men who, how-

" ever, were ‘good endugh to go away angd

ﬁght for that country. We have .heard a
good dedl partieularly during the visit of
the Freneh Mission, of the phrase ** Liberty,
I‘ratenuty and Equalhty e
fort.h(:ormng division will show that
DPhrase is not altogether an empty one.

Hon..E. H. HARRIS (North-East) [5.20]:

This is the first time I have been privileged
to listen to a debate in the Chamber. T have
" found muech of interest, partlcularly when
hearing the .arguments put forward in sup-
port of the amendingnt. I have sat and
heard hon. members emphasising what -:the
House has-done in the past. The point that
appeals to me iz what the Homse is going
. to do with the amendment.. This being my
- first speech in the House, let me fake the
ﬂpportumty to thank hon. members gen-
‘erally ‘for the cordial reception and kind
welcomie they have extended “to the newly
_eleeted members, I have attended many
unjon meetings, sireet meetings, political

gatherings, and conferences, and I ean. say -

" that the whole of the arguments addueed in
support of the amendment have bheen pre-
. viously worked threadbare. - To me it has
. been practically 2 gramophone record of
utterances by speakers at union gatherings
and street meetings. The party responsible
for. the amendment have on numerous ocea-
gions and in no unmistakable terms indi-
. cated that they desire the abolition of the
‘Comneil. They have in my presence referred
to it as a House of old fossils, the House of
ham faf, and in other opprobrious ferma.

We now ﬁnd hypereriticial members of these

asgociations sitting here themselves. Appar-
ently they lack the moral courage "to stand
up in the Houss and’ move, as they have

been instructed to do, for the abolition of ~

+the House. They are drawing a red herring
across the tr&ll by moving the amendment,
and I suppoge they realise it is far eas1er
o carry an amendment than to put it into
_effect.

I hope, hon-

T trust that the
.the

. publicity so much required.
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Hon. A, E. Panton Are you going to vote

* for it?

Houn. . H. HARBIS: At a later stage I
will indi¢ate how I view the propusal to vote
for the amendment. In my opinion Mr. Pan-
ton, who is responmble for the amendment,
was not sindere.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. menrber must
not acgeuse another hon. member of want of
sincerity. .

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: In my.opinion mem-
bers. of the party who subscribe to the
poliecy of the abolition of this Housp are
not sinecere.

Hon. J, Cornell: S'ly have not heen.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Well, they have not
been sincere in submithing the amendment,
knowing that they have no chance of getting
it earried.

Hon. T. Moore: Do I understand the hen.
member to again say that we are not sincere
in submitting the amendment? I have lis-

-tened to enough of ‘this,

The PRESTDENT: The hon., member is
not the arbiter of what he must listen to.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Enowing as I do
the usual tactics adepted oSutside the House
—I will not say inside, becanse I am still
ungophisticated .as "to what is done inside— -
in my opinion this amendment is merely a
political dodge in order that certain hon.
members may be ‘able to go on the hustings
at g later stage and impress vpon the publie
that they endeavoured to secure the abolition
of the House. 1t is merely early propagands
on .their part. I did expect that the mover
of the amendment would have indicated the
various countriés where the uni-cameral sys-
tem suceessfully obtains, He has not indi-
cated where this has proved & success. The
mover and the seconder have charged the
House with being undemoecratic; yet they
have come here with a proposition asking us
to lead the van of progress, to carry the
sendment, to institute a great reform in a
democratic canse, namely, to have but one
House and that elected on adult seffrage,”all
of which in my opinion does not indicate a
gincerity of purpose. The policy to which the
organisation they represent is wedded is uni-
fication.

Hon. A, F, Panton: For how many years
wera you wedded to it?

‘Hon. B, H. HABRIS: Their policy is to
bring about unification. Mr. Hickey dealt
with the beauties of unification as it affects
Western Augtralia, Much may be said in
favour of unification whére a country is de-
veloped; but in a State whieh, like Western
Australia, has yet to be developed, T think
we speak early when we discuss unification.
Judging by the votes that have been cast at

.-various elections, I should say that we -shall

have to wait until such time as the public
take a greater inferest in the varioums local
bodies and thereby secure for unification the
Jt. has been
averred at various times that working class
representatives whoe endeavour to be impartial
are not doing. justice to those who elected
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them. Judging from the remarks that have
been made, ¥ should say that this view has
animated some of the speakers in support
of the amendment. OQur supreme- coneern
should be the gemeral welfare of the com-
munity. To give effect to that it is neces-
sary that impartial eonsideration should be
given to every measure that comes before us,
remembering at all times that minorities as
well as majorities have their rights, One hon.
member said that this Chamber had killed
demoeracy and that it was out to block La-
bour legislation. Furthermore, he indicated
that the soldiers went away to fight for
democ¢racy. i

Hon, J. W. Hickey: Not at Kalgoorlie.

Hon. E. H, HARRIS: Ealgoorlie sent
away a good percentage to fight for demoe-
racy, and they have fought for it and ob-
tained it,

Hon. J. Cunningham: Have they all got a
vote to-day?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The splendid valour
and saerifice shown on the field on battle
to retain democraey would have proved
in vain had the union leaders and pessi-
mists obtained their way during the war,
The potent factor in winning a war is the
courage and grit of the people who consti-
tute the nation. Had we all shonted when
the hou. member was at the Front, as many
of his friends did, ‘‘Australia has done
enough’’ -

Hou. A. H. Panton: Done too much.

Hon: E, H. HARRIS: ‘‘Peace by negotia-
tion,’’ ‘‘No indempities,’’ ‘‘Three cheers

for revolution,’” and all that class of thing,

instead of hon, members standing here——

Hon, A, H, Panton: Where were you shout-
ing?

The PRESIDENT: Order! If the hon.
member does not keep order, I will have to
take means to make him.

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: Instead of hon. mem-
bers talking about killing demoeracy inside
this Chamber democracy would now have been
as dead as Julins Caesar.

Hon. T. Moore: It is dead.

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: That is a matter of
opinion. The name of Australia would have
been a by-word and a reproach, instead of,
as it is mow, being on the highest pinnacle
of fame. Mr. Cunningham, my colleague in
the North-East provinee, has been pleased to
fill this Chamber with the melody of his voice
in reference to certain prosecotionms whieh
took place, particularly in the North-East pro-
vinee. His reference to that matier cuts no
ice. The matter has been guoted on the pub-
lic platform before to-day, but I presume the
hon. member desires fc have his remarks
faithfully recorded in ‘‘Hansard’’ for some
future political propaganda.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member is not
right in imputing motives to any other hon.
member.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The question he in-
troduced was one that cansed a considsrahle
amount of irritation in the North-East -pro-
vinece some time ago, when' we discovered
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that roll-stuffing had been carried on to a
large extent, this having resulted in many
progecutions. On this question, the leaders
of a certain Labour movement took a very
active part. The party spirit was naturally
very keen, and these leaders thought it de-
sirable to place persons on the roll who had
really noe qualifications to he there. If the
hon, member will look up a claim card he
will see that when a person signs that eard.
he makes a declaration that the contents are
true. He stands here, however, and points
out that proseentions have taken place,
but he kmnows well that prosecutions did
not take place, except against individusls
whe had signed these particular elaim eards
when they did not poszess the qualifications.
They have had an opportonity eof deal-
ing with these mattera themselves. They took
npon themselves to enrol gquite a number of
persons, and, to use a slang expression, they
““fell in.'’ As the organiser for the Fadera- .
tion referred to by Mr. Cunningham; a
part of my duty was to inspect the rolls,
the’ very rolls that he referred to. It was
discovered that there were hundreds of per-
gons who bad been enolled but did not pos-
sess the qualifications. We fownd that three
single men had beenr enrolled for the one re-
sidence, and that they lived in a camp which
was proved to be worth £6. TFurther investi-
gation disclosed the fact that that was being
done on a wholesale sysiem, and naturally
we gought to have these persons removed
from the roll. I communicated with the au-

‘thorities, who took the necessary action in

that regard. Many innocent people were
progecuted. The unfortunate part is that
tome of the people who were responsible for
the enrolment of these persons were not pro-
geeuted. We found, when the matter eame
before the court, that they were chiefly
union officials, publicans and sinners, and even
members of the Legislature. 1 regret that
they .were not prosecuted in their turn for
enrolling these misguided individuals whom
they bhad induced to sign the claim
cards. We also found that the organisers
would go out and see some poor widow
hanging out e¢lothes on the line. They
wouldl point out to her that her name did
not appear on the roll. They then pro-
daced a claim card and asked her to sign if,
which, in order to get rid of them, she
ngually did and was therefore put om the
roll. ’ ’

Hom, T. Moore:
a vote?

Hom. E. H. HARRIS: Not for that par-
ticular property. Therefore when she Was
brought before the court, the necessary notice
having been sent to her, she, with others
similarly situated, went along to the Trades
Hall and avked what was to be done. They
were urged to stand by their claim cards, and
assert their rights, and told that if they were
prosecuted these people would see that they
were fixed up financially. One of the chief
transgressors in.this direction was a man
named Burnett, who had been brought be-

Was she not entitled to
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fore the court on two oceasions and was a
man who had beén convicted for making dis-
loyal utterances, He had put scores of
‘people on the roll and told them that if any-
thing arose- out of it they bhad only to go to
the secretary and it wonld be made all right.
The prosceutions duly ¢ame on, but we found
at the eleventh hour, in connection with the
second batch that was being brought before
the court, that owing to representations made
by some of the members of the organisation
to the then Attorney General—I do not know
whether they threatened him politically or
whether it was due to their persuasive
eloquence or something else—something
bappened, and all the further prosecutions
were withdrawn. )

Hen, A, H. Panton:

gust. .
. Hon. E. H. HARRIS: We then found
that the people who -assured those enrolled

Much to your dis-

that they wonld stand by them, if ail was not

well, repudjated the whole of their liabili-
ties, and the poor. people were mulcted in
the cost of the prosecution. These
prosecutions and persecutions, I understand,
were not confined solely to the North-East
provinee, Some time ago I read in the Press
that in the West province there was a cer-
tain Mr. Baglin who was successfully
charged under this heading, It mnever occur-
red to me until T entered this Chamber that
it may possibly have been the hon. member
of that name. That probably accounts for
his not making any reference to the maiter.

Hon. F. A. Baglin: T will make reference
to the matter later on.

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: I understand the
reference to these rolls made” by Mr. Cun-
ningham because he will have to face his
masters in two years’ time. Yesterday
Mr. Dodd made reference to certain
provinees, and poinfed out that if they

could reture two Labour members it
wag quite possible they could return
a third when the opportunity oceurred.

As Mr. Conningham knows, the North-
East provinece is represented by Labour
men, and the last two contests have heen
fought on the platform as to whether it
wonld be represented by offieial or national
Labour. He can, however, see the writing
on the wall, and ie therefore interested in
bringing the matter forward here, and hav-
ing recorded in ‘‘Hansard’’ what the na-
tional ‘‘win the war’’ party have done, so
that he might be able to reserrect it in the
future. Naturally be views fhe situation
with apprehension, unless he heeds the re-
presentations which I understand have rte-
cently beent made to him ‘that he should com-
mit politieal hara-kiri and take on the secre-
taryship of the organisation for which he
formerly acted. It may he that he is wait-
ing the decision of the House as to whether
it shall be abolished or notf, when ‘he can take
on other work.

Hon. A. H. Panton:

Ho He is qoite safe in
waiting for that.
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Hon. E. H. HARRIS: With regard to the
amendment, violent changes-and fluctuations
oceur from time to time, when elections are
held, in the number of supporters that each
of the various parties can command at elee-
tion time. An election is usually fought on
one particular ery, and not on the general

olicy of any particular party. When the
E‘edera! elections were on the "people were
ﬁgtmgh the story of the social tiger, as put
forth by the late Bir George Reid. Then we
had Mr, Fisher and Mr. Hughes, of the
‘¢ Win-the-War’’ Government, and we also
had the ‘‘Gone-a-million’’ Seaddan Govern-
ment. The figures showing the number of
supporters of the various parties fluctuated
considerably, and the fate of the Govern-
ment was in the balance awaiting the re-
sult of the elections. The ‘day of brutal
majorities as regards Parliamentary life is
not yet over. The swing of the pendulum is
such that members of all parties are affected
from time to time. T do not personally view
the Legislative Couneil franchise as the
acme of perfection. This House has rejected
many measires it might well-have ado:ted,
and on other occasions has amended legis-
lation and cut the sonl out of Bills which
have come before it. The most important
issue in the question, to my mind, is that
taxation without representation, or represen-
tation without taxation. I do not know that
it is necessary to reiterate the many cases
which have been quoted. Numerous instances
might be given showing that the Couneil
franchise is not as generous as it might be
towards the public. [ will mention one case
which has not yet been dealt with in the
debate, and that is in conmeetion with a per-
son who may speculate in £50 worth of land
in gome particular community, and the other
person who may invest £50 or £5,000 in war
bonds, Treasury bonds, or some other secur-
ity of the kind.  The latter person iy not
regarded a3 an individual who has a stake
in the country, and therefore he is not en-
titled to record a vote for this Chamber. T
claim that, when a man answers the coun-
try’s call in a matter of finance when an
appeal iz made to him, he i3 equally entitled
to record & vote as is the man who hag in-
vested £50 in land, and sits back to wait for
the State to develop the c¢ountry in order
that he may reap the benefit of his invest-
ment. I consider that the Constitution might
be amended with advantage to the public,
and I venture to say that when the Common-
wealth Constitution was adopted the time
was opportune for a recasting of the whole
of the State Constitutions. In my opinion
they should then have been remodeled, and
the State Parliaments reduced to one House,
though not one House elected on the adult
franchise. A8 a simple measure of reform, T
think the household franchise would be very
equitable. In that connection, however, re-

- gard must be had to the pioneers in the

back country. TUntil they can get well set-
tled, the ratable value of the properties in
which they live would not be sufficient to
gunalify them to obtain the franchise for the
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Legls‘latwe Councll 1f a proposal Were sub-
mitted to this House to amend the franchise
in that direcfion, I would be. inclined to
give it my suppért. If Westeri Aubtralia is
to bo ideally governed, every stetiom of the
eommumty must receive equality” of atten-
tion. ' The igterests of ail the séctions would
ther| comtimingle, and the supreme  eoncern
would - be the interests of all, "and npt ‘the
interests of any ohe section, When that day
arfives,” we shall perhaps have electure Min-
jstries and “'fbest-mén Governments,’’ and
get rid of ‘the party evils’ now troubling us.
The proportional system has Been' put for-
ward lere’ as a solution of thé difficulty. On-
paper' it appears to be a very good proposi-
tion, ‘but T -fedf -that In practice the multi
plicity of-parties which it wbuld undoubtedly
creaté. wonld - confront: us with  further
trouble. + Bvery party, of course, claims that
those opposed  to; it- are -obstructioniats.
The representatlves of the Official Lahour

party
Hon. A. H. Panton Why “{Official**¢

Hon. E, H. HARRIS! Bescause that is
their offictal title. Representatives of the
Official Labout party set out to effect this
reform.’ Now What wonld be their policy if
they secured the passing of this amend-
ment? I think they would set about put-
ting into effect the policy of their particular
party. Taking recent happenings as a
criterion of the future actions of the Labour
party, who have heen guilty of many acts
of omission and e¢ommission, who have be-
trayed the great trust that was reposed in
them in former years, what would be their
line of action if this amendment were car-
ried? Let me say that the confidence of the
mags of the people in the Labour movement
has been shaken, Formerly the Labour
party were looked upon as the gnardians of
democracy, but that faith has been shaken
to its foundatioms. Assaming for the sake
of argument that the objeet of this amend-
ment i8 achieved, namely one House elected
on an adult franchise, it is only natural to
agsume that the first thing to happen would
be that every member of the Legislature
would be called upor to lodge with the con-
trollers of the Liabour party his resignation,
in order that. it might he submitted at any
time when he did someéthing that was not
considered to be in the inferests of the
Labour party at the time.

-Hon. A. K. Panton: Where does that
poliey come inf '

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: We kpow that in
the past members have been more or less
subservient to a coterie of individuals out-
gide the Legislature.

Hen. A. H. Panton: Surely you are speak-
ing of the. Country party?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: The nexf movs of
the Labour party would be to enrel every
person of thé age of 18 vears,

Hon. A. H. Panton: They went to the

war when they were 18 ‘years of age.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Next would eome an '

amendment of the Industrial Arbitration
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Aet on the lines suggested by Mr. Hickey,
namely-a composite organisation leading to
one big upion. When they have the.one big
union, they .will have a monopoly of - union-
ism. Such is the policy of the men who
said here and in another! place that they
vigorously -objected to monopolies. One of
their main objects is to conseript everybody
into one big union. When that has been
aceomplished, freedom will-be yone.

The PRESIDENT: I would call the Lon.
member 8 .attention to the faet that the
probable action of any party under certain
conditions is not considered in the amend-
ment before the Counecil at present. I must
ask the hon. member to speal to the amend-
ment, .

Hon. E. H, HARRIS: The question. is,
would it be wise to vest in any one party
the power that we are asked to confer by
the amendment?

The PRESIDENT: The question is that
certain words be added to, the -Address-isn-
veply. I will ask the hon. member to dis-
cuss that, -

Hon. E. H, HARRIS: In discussing the
guestion of the addition of the words, the
point that appeals to me most is whether
it would he advantageous to the State to
carry the amendment. T ecertainly say no
to that, T believe that if the matter were
submitted .to the people by referendum, it
would be.voted down., If we had the ome
Chamber elected on an adult franchise, we
slionld have an opportunity to repent at our
leiswre. If the sponsors of the amendment
would endeavour to inculcate on their sup-
porters a broader spirit of folerance, and a
recognition of the many - difficulties in-
cidental to a young counftry, they might
convince this House of the desirableness of
carrying the anendment. Having regard to
the ecircumstances, however, T ea.nuot sup-
port the amendneot,

Hon. J. NICHOLSON (Metropo]itan)
[5.55]: Before briefly expressing my views
on the amendment before the House. T shounld
like to join with other members in extending
a cordial welecome to the mew members, and
also to join in the expressions of regret which
have been uttered regarding the loss which

the House has sustained in the three members -

who are no longer with us but are elsewhere.
The amendment iz couched in very simple
andl almost inoffensive terms, In faet, it is
couched in a form so simple that one could
almost regard it as harmless. On looking at
it more closely, however, we- find that the
amepdment is really one which strikes at the
foundation of our Constitotion. After the
very full debate which has taken place, it is
almost needless to go into details and sug-
gest other reasons why the amendment should
not be carried—that is, reasons additional
‘to those so mbly given by the leader of the
House, and I may also pray in ait the rea-
song given by Mr. Dodd, who supports the

amendment but subject to a further amend- .

ment. 1 consider that in the case of heth
the leader of the House and Mr, Dodd ample
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grounds have been advanced to show that it
would be utterly inadvisable for such a pro-.
posal .as this to be carried. We have to look
to the consequences; and if we regard them
geriously, as members of .this House are bound
to do, I say unnhesitatingly the House will
vote against the proposition. After listening
to the very able address of the Minister for
Education yesterday, I had hoped to hear
that the mover and seconder of the amend-
ment had become converted and were pre-
pared to accept the views expressed by .the
leader of the Houge. Qur system is one
.which has found aeceptance in many parts
of the world, but the immediate question we
bave to consider is, would it be of benefit to
this comntry to alter the present system?
That is the vital question, would it be of
benefit. Many reasons might be advanced
to show that it would not bhe beneficial.
Take, for example, those particular provinces
whieh are represented by several supporters
of the amendment, and which have been
created by the aid of outside capital. There
is, for instance, the North-East Provingce.
Mr. Moore, the seconder of the amendment,
-also represents a provinee whose residents
are very largely dependent for ~their ad-
vancement on outside capital. We all wish
to see the country progress and develop; but
can we hope to see this country advance and
develop without the aid of outside capital?
We are mot possessed of the means heie
to develop it ourselves, and - therefore we
mugt invite aid from outside. I sug:-
gest, therefore, that oue of the first things
we have to consider is the security and the
inducements which we ean offer to outside
eapital to assist us in the development. of
our State. One thing which maturally would
be looked to is the security of our Parlia-
anent.  Now, if we take away this second
Chamber, uundoubtedly capitalists would look
somewhat askance,
~ Hon., T. Moore:
House? How does the Federal House get
money?

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: There are two
Houses in the Federal Parliament,

Hon, T. Moore: But they are both elected
on the same franchise.

Hon, J, NICHOLSON: I quite admit that.
I am not discussing the question of the
qualification of electors. The question
is  whether this Chamber should be
abolished. 1 may have “something to
say on the qualification of electors when
a motion on that subject comes before
the Honse, Meanwhile 1 am confining my-
.gelf to the amendment to  the Address-in-
reply. The security which would be offered
to those people would be greatly impaired
by the abolition of this House, and it would
be a positive menace and (lwlg‘er to the
future development of this country were we
to remove that security. Reference has been
~made tothe question of hasty legislation. We
have had in the past very many instances,
indéed of hasty legislative measures reviewed/
and amended by this House, and we rmght
ask ourselves whether our legislation would
bhe maﬂe more- perfeet by the abelition of th.ls

e

What about the Federal
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House and by simply retaining one Chamber;
or otherwise. Clearly it would be otherwise.
Take again the principle of review which ob-
tains with regard to our legislation here, It
is “one of the principles which apply to our
courts of law, Would any litigant be eatis-
fied to accept the decision of ome court of
law as final? Litigants, when dissatisfied,.
feel it is only right to have thé privilege of
getting a decision, which might have been
given against them, reviewed by some other
court. The principle has been so long estab-
lished that no satisfactory reason has been
advanced for the abolition of this House,
The main ground advanced by the mover and
seconder of the amendment was that the
single Chamber system would make for
cconomy, but the leader of the House pointed’
out that if economy is to be achieved only by
the abolition of this House, it will be a very
unwise course to pursue, and will not attain
the desired end. It would mean that the
efficiency in our legislation would be im-
paired, while economy wonld not be secured.
There are many reasens which might be ad-
vanced against the proposal but, as the mat-
ter has been zo thoroughly debated, I do not

-think it wonld be fair to take up the time

of the House in reiterating and traversing
those grounds which have been so ably laid
before us. I propese to conclude by stating
that, while reserving to myself the right on
a later occasion when the opportunity offers
to diseuss the question of the qualification of
electors for this House, I am clearly of
opinion that it would be unwise to adopt
the amendment. It is my intention, there-
fore, to vote against the amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result—

Ayes . .- e 7
Noes . .. .. 15
Majority against .. 8§
. AYES,
Houn. F. A. Baglin Hon, J. W. Hickey
Hon. J. Cornell . Hon. T, Moore
Heon. J. Cunpningham Hon. A. H. Paoton
Hon. J, E. Dodd {Teller.}
NoEs.
Hoen. C. F. Baxter Hon. G. W. Miles
Hon, E. M. Clarke Hon, J. Mills
Hon, H. P. Colebatch Hon. J. Nicholson
Hoz. J, Duffell Hon., A. J. H. Saw
Hon. J. Ewing Hon. H. Stewart
Hon, V, Hamersley Hon, SirE, H. Wittenoom *
Hon. E. H. Harris Hon. E. Rose
Hon. ©C. McKenzie (Telier.)

Amendment thus. negatwed

On motion by Hon. J. E. Dodd debate ad-
journed. .
' o ) s rre
House adjmed_at 8.8 ‘p.m.



