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Amendimerit thus negatived, and the
schedule as amended agreed to.

New Clause-Annual registration where
Asiatics employed:

On motion by the COLONIAL SECRE-
TARY, the follhwing was inserted as
Clause 15-

Where the occupier or intended occupier of
a factory, or any person engaged in or about
a factory, is a person of the Chinese or other
Asiatic race, the registration shall continue in
force for one year only, but such registration
shall be renewable from time to time.

Preamble, Title- agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments, and

the report adopted.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY AND
SEWERAGE BILL.

Received from the Legislative As-
sembly, and read a first time.

ADJOURNMENT.
THEs COLONIAL SECRETARY: In

order to receive miessages from another
place which were now ready for trans-
mission to us, he must ask members to
be good enough to sit to-morrow, from
4-30 to 6-30. This was necessary to
secure an early prorogation.

The House adjourned at 9-37 o'clock,
until the next day.

Thursday, 17th December, 1.903.

Question: Cole.Bonlder Runlway, Expenditure
on construction...........2907

Hills: Redistribution of Seats, Councl's Amenkd-
maents, discussion resumed, reported ... 2007

Constituton Act Amiendmuent, Council's
Amendmer's discussed, reported-2917

Metropplitan Water and Sewerage, in Corn-
nmittee, third reading---------------2M2

Evidence Amendment, second reading moved... 2085
Annual Estimates, Works votes resumed, Roads

and Bridges, progress ................ 29W5

THn SPEAKER took the Chair at
2'$0 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

Alterations to railway classification and
rate book.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

QUESTION-COLLIE-BOULDER RAIL-
WAY, EXPENDITURE.

Mu. JACOBY asked the Minister for
Works:- What amount, if any, of the
vote passed last year for the construc-
tion of the Collie-Boulder railway has
been expended.

Tif- MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: The whole amount has been
expended.

REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS BILL.
COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Consideration resumed from the pre-
vious sitting. MR. FOULES in the
Chair; the PREMIER in charge of the
Bill.

Amendment No. 10-First Schedule,
South-West Province, strike out all the
words in both columns, and insert "1East
Province-.-Beverley, Northam, Toodyay,
York, S wan":

THE PREMIER: This amendment
being consequential on the decision
recently arrived at, he moved that it be
agred to.

a.. THOMAS: This was a6 matter
for compromise. This House agreed to
nine Council provinces with 27 members.
The Oouncil desired 10 provinces, but
their schedule would not give fair repre-
sentation. He was prepared to abide by
yesterday's decision to abandon the extra
goldfields province; but by way of com-
promise between parties in this House
we should combine the East and the
South-East Provinces, thus giving the
Upper House nine provinces and 27
members; Albany, Katanning, Williams,
Beverley, Northamn, Toodyay, York, and
Swan being embraced in one province,
all these electorates Save Katanning
having been combined in onep province
by the original proposal of the Govern-
ment. To have 10 provinces was sug-
gested by the leader of the Opposition as
aL compromise to save protracted sittings
when the Bill was fit considered in
Comimittee, and was accepted as Such
by the Premier, who Said he favoured
the original nine provinces. Now we

Bills, etc.
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should either amalgamate the South-East
and East Provinces, or amalgamate the
three agricultural provinces and after-
wards subdivide the whole into two, on
the lines suggested by the select com-
mittee of this House.

THE PREMIER: We had agreed to
10 provinces in the Bill as it stood, and
the dispute was as to how these should
be distributed. As to the hon. memt-
her's suggestion to amalgamate the
South-East and East Provinces, which
between them had 8.861 voters, nearly
4,000 voters for a country province
wasl a fair and reasonable quota; and
in the two goldfields provinces there
were 4,500 Upper House electors. It
would not be fair to throw the East and
and South Provinces together, which
would give thein more voters than any
other province, except perhaps the Metro-
politan Province.

Mn. PIQOTT: The schedule as it left
the Assembly was agreed to on account
of the great anomalies shown in the pro-
vinces for the Upper House. To his
mind if there were anomalies in the pro-
vinces as sent to the Upper House, the
alterations that bad been made by
another place had increased those ano-
malies.

MR. MORAN: Was the Non. member
discussing the advisability of eliminating
one province, making nine for thoCouncil?

THEm PREMIER: Yes.
MR. MORAN: Could that be done now?

Was it not governed by the Constitution
Act?

THE PREMIER: In the Bill it was fixed
that there should be 10 provinces,

THn CHAIRMAN: Strictly speaking the
only question before the Committee was
amendment No. 10.

Mn. PIGOTT: The Committee had
agreed to 10 provinces, and be was
willing to abide by the decision given
last night. But members must recog-
nise what a tremendous anomaly would
be created by the acceptance of three
agricultural provinces as given in the
schednle. According to the Premier there
were nearly 4,900 Upper House electors
in the Metropolitan Province, 4,700 in
the Metropolitan - ' Suburban Province,
2,000 in the South Province (which was
a goldfields province), 2,500 in the North-
East, another goldfields province; and
there were three agricultural provinces,

that was leaving out the Central Pro-
vince, Containing Cue, Geraldton, and
other places, which for the sake of argu-
ment it had been decided was half gold-
fields and half agricultural, the South-
West, the South-East, and the East
Provinces with 5,600 voters between
them, or an average roughly speaking of
1,800 voters in each province. A farther
anomaly was created because the South-
East Province only contained 1,200 voters
while the East Province contained 2,196,
actually 50 per cent. more voters. The
Williams district gained in an electorate
for the Lower House and in a province
for the Upper House. Hie took it that
we could not amend the schedule farther.
It was out of our power, and it was not
desirable to have a second fight on the
question.

MR. MORAN: As the country grew
older it would be found that the sugges-
tion which he made about the Upper
House would become law. This country
would have to be one province, or at
most three or four. It always seemed
to him most objectionable and childish
to cut the country up into 10 provinces.
We could have a goldields province, an
agricultural province, a pastoral province,
and a metropolitan province, and have a
better House and better representatives.
Perhaps the same members would be

i returned on wider and more national
issues, not parochial. He did not see
how the matter could be altered now.

Mn. PIGOTT: Whereas for the two
goldfields provinces there were 4,500
voters taken from a population repre-
senting 70,000 people, in the agricultural
districts there were 5,600 voters, which
very nearly made up the total population
of those districts. The proportion of
voters for the Upper House in the agri-
cultural provinces, as compared with the
voters for the Lower House, was about
three in every four.

THE PREMIER: Did the hon. member
think there was only a population of
5,600 in Albany right down to Bunibury,
the Vasse, Toodyay, the Moore, and so
on ?

MR. PIGOTT:- No. The Premier had
quoted the proportions to the House, and
bad pointed out that on the goldifields
the proportion of Upper House voters to
Lower Rouse voters was one in every 12.
There were 70,000 people distributed on

[.XSSEMBLY.] Councirs Amendmontg.
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the Eastern Golddields, and the popula-
tion in the agricultural areas was very
small in comparison with that total.
The agriculturists were given three pro.
vinces with nine members in the Upper
House as against the goldfields six
members. If the House agreed to it, he
was not going to raise any more objec-
dion. If there was to be blame it would
fall on members of the House.

MR. HASTIE joined in the regrets
expressed by the leader of the Opposition
that we had this measure of representa.-
tion in its present shape. When we
were first discussing the Assembly elec-
torates the member for the Williams
declared that 48 were too few, and that
we ought to bare 50 because the good

feople about Katanning wanted to get
ar better representation than anyone

else. The hon. member seemed to have
scored very well, for he got one additional
member in the Assembly and a province in
the other place, and, in addition, a rail-
way. The people in the Katanning dis-
trict were looked upon as a special class
which required to got more privileges and
consideratican than all the others put to-
gether. He (Mr. Hastie) was sorry we
could not return to the 9 electoral pro-
vinces for the other place, as that was the
arrangement we came to in this House.
None were surprised, when we declared
for 10, that the farming class grabbed at
that 10, and if we had proposed 20 they
would not have given any share of that 20
if they could have helped it. In every
other part of the civilised world people
were as busy as they could be to stop
some of the power and privileges of the
privileged class, but here apparently we
were only starting at that game. He
hoped we should be able in some way to
neutralIise the great extension of power
given to the particular part of the countryv
to which he referred.

Amn. TAYLOR protested against the
Bill. Leaving out the Central Province
28,000 voters in the agricultural and
pastoral districts would have 12 repre-
sentatives in the other Chamber, whereas
the Eastern G-oldfields would have six
for 38,000 people. That was not includ-
ing the Cue portion of the goldfields,
-which would give about 43,000 and odd
voters. We had a close division last
night. and the Government could not
flatter themselves on the way in which

they carried their proposal, the majoritybeing only one. The member for Dundas
accused the member for the Williams of
being a gentleman who broke a compact
He (Mr. Taylor) could accuse another
member of breaking a. corp act-the
member for South Fre=n .e The
demnocracey advocated so long by the
Government side of the House had at
last grown too thin for anyone with a
shade of democracy in his composition.
If he could avoid the passage of this Bill,
he would record his vote in that direction.

MRn. TuosrAS: Had we power to
amalgamate these two provinces now?.

THE PREMiER said he did not see
how we could do it

MaL, THiOMAs: To bring the number
down to 9 ?

Tian PREMIER: No. The numlber
of provinces was fixed by the Constitu-
tion Act, which provided for 10. Not
only that, but Clause 2 of the present
Bill fixed 10 electoral provinces.

Ma, THOMAS suggested that the
BD might be recommitted in order to
have 9 provinces instead of 10.

THE PREMIER:- For many weeks we
had been discussing whether the number
of provices should be 8, 9, or 10, and
he app ee to the hon. me mber's sense of
fair play. Were we never going to have
finality P We had agreed to have 10
provinces.

MR. TAYLOR: That was a compact.
THE PREMIER: No. He took it

that the compact was as to who should
have the 10 provinces. Directly we
agreed to have the two additional mem-
bers in this Assembly, it was felt it was
impossible to talk about a reduction in
another Chamber. The Bill was sent
down here with 10 provinces, and we
were asked to deal with amendments
relating to the distribution of those
provinces. That was really the only
point before us.

Mn. MORAN: Was it possible for
anyone to move to recommit this Bill on
a new point after it had gone through
another placeP

Tapn CHAIRMAN: We were dealing
with the list of amendments sent dlown
by the Legislative Council, and all we
could do at present -was to discuss those
amnendments.

Mn. MORAN: W& could not, he held,
recommit this Bill again; we were dis-

Redislri6ution Bill:
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tinetly pledged. to 10 provinces. Wbat.
we could do was to move to make the
tenth province a metropolitan one, but
that was scarcely worth doing, because
presumably the same majority would be
brought to bear. It was a pity we did
not stick to the nine provinces, but "1ten"
was brought in as a compromise.

MR. THOMAS: Since it was an ap-
parent impossibility to alter the number
and bring it back to nine, he would do
everything in his power. to throw the
whole Bill out. He desired to finally
enter his protest against the gross
iniquity of the distribution of the ten
provinces of the Legislative Council.
Thirty-eight thousand people were to
have six members, whereas 22,000 were
to have 12. The test division which
took place last night clearly defined
parties in this House, and for that we
had to be thankful. We knew now that
the mantle of the old conservative leader
of the House, Sir John Forrest, had
fallen upon a most worthy successor in
the person of the Hon. Walter James,
the Premier of this State. We knew
that the whole of the old conservative
element in this State were following him
and were prepared to follow him blindly,
as the old majority followed Sir John
Forrest. Last night there were only two
of the old followers of Sir John Forrest
left upon that (Opposition) side of the
House, namely the member for Northam
(Hon. G. Throssell) and the member for
the Williams (Ron. F. H. Piesse), and
last night they were induced to stand up
and say that for the future they would
cast in their lot with the old conservative
leader, the Hon. Walter James.

THE PREMIER: Not " old."
MR. THOMAS: We had at last been

able to separate the sheep from the goats
in respect to this matter.

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

No. 11-First Schedule, East Province,
strike out " East" and insert " South;"
also, strike out "Hannans West " and
insert "1Coolgardie, Dundas, Yilgirn ":

THE PREMIER moved that the
amendments be agreed to.

MRt. THOMAS opposed the motion.
The whole of the goldfields members
should oppose Such an unfair distribution
of the goldfields provinces. By the
original proposal sent to the Council, we

provided a province for the Golden Mile,
a province for the North, and a province
for the West and South, three good
workable provinces; but under this pro-
posal Boulder could out-vote Coolgardie,
and Hannans and Ivanhoe could out-vote
Dundas and Yilgarn.

Ma. Jonwson: Why should they not?
MR. THOMAS: In the North-East

Province Brown Hill and Kalgoorlie
could easily out-vote Kanowna, Menzies,
Mount Leonora, and Mount Margaret.
In any circumstances the Golden Mile
would dominate the two Upper Rouse
provinces, and that was not fair. It
would be better to put Boulder, Hannans,
Ivanhoe, Brown Hill, and Kalgoorlie in
one province, and all the outside gold-
fields districts in another province. No
doubt this would create a huge province,
but the country districts would be repre-
sented. If we suggested throwing Ka-
tanning and the Williams into the Perth
constituency we knew what would be
said.

MR. JOHNSON: There was no com-
parison.

MR. TAYLOR: There was as much
sympathy between Katanning and Perth
as between Mount Leonora and Kfal-
goorlie.

MR. THOMAS: There was more sym-
pathy, because Kataniing and Perth
would be dealing with a6 common enemy,
the goldfields. There were divergent
interests on the goldfields; and as the
Premier laid down the principle that the
Upper House was to entirely represent
interests, we should endeavour to carry
out these proposals as near to the letter
of that principle as we could get, and
should not have conflicting interests in
the same boundaries. Mount Margaret
and Mount Leonora sometimes might
have interests antagonistic to the Golden
Mile, and so also might Dundas and Yil-
gain. No doubt the proposal would
create a huge province, but rather than
have the two provinces dominated by one
small thickly populated district he would
prefer to have the proposal carried into
effect.

MR. JOHNSON : The hon. member was
now arguing against population.

Mu. THOMAS: If we allowed the
Golden Mile to dominate half the map
of the State, we might as well say that
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the rest of the map should be dominated
by Perth and Fremantle.

TasE BunEn:R The suggestion was
not workable.

'MR. ILASTIE: The select committee
in making arrangements for nine pro-.
vinces, two of which were to go to the
goldfields, considered this question very
seriously, and members of that committee
were forced to make the selection which
was now taken up by another place. The
question did arise as to whether it was
well to allow the Golden Mile to dominate
the elections, but seeing that the interests
of all the people on the goldfields were
very much alike, the committee decided
against such a suggestion as that now
put forward by the member for Dundas.

MuR. THOMAS called attention to the
Aitate of the House.

Bells runig and quorum formed.
MR. HASTIE (continuing): The mem-

bers for Dundas (Mr. Thomas) and West
Kimberley (Mr. Pigott), in their pro-
posed three provinces for the Eastern
Goldfields, so arranged matters that the
Golden Mile dominated two of those
provinces, making the inequality ever
so much greater. Outlying goldfields
electors frequently differed in opinion
from those in the goldfields metropolis,
but how the former could he given
separate representation did not appear.

MR. THOMAS: The original proposal
of the Government -was much fairer-
that the Central Province should consist
of Boulder, Haunans, Ivanhoe, Kal-
goorlie, and Trafalgar, while Coolgardie,
Dundas, K1anowna, Menzies. and Yflgarn
were put in the East Province, thus
giving the Golden Mile one province to
itself, Let us amend the Council's
arapnrlients so as to revert to that
proposal.

THE PjEmIER: The difficulty of work-
ing a province extending from Esperance
to the far North would be insuperable.

Mn. THOMAS:- How were our huge
Federal electorates worked ? The present
proposal would disfranchise the gold-
fields electors outside Kalgoorlie and
Boulder, as Hannans ,and Ivanhoe would
absolutely dominate Coolgardie, Dundas,
and Yilgarn.

Mu. JonusaoN: Why n~ot?
MR. THOMAS:. Let the Premier be

consistent, and Dot mix up different
interests.

MR. JOHNSON: It was amusing to
note how members could shift their
ground when their own electorates were
affected. Right through the debate the
last speaker urged that we should con-
sider population; but now he would deny
to the populous centre in and around
Kalgoorlie that representation to which
it was entitled. It was impossible to
cut up .these electorates in a manner
different from that now proposed. He
(Mir. Johnson) with Mr. .1. D). Connolly,
1. L.O., had tried to arnge th e schedule

to suit electors outside the Kalgoorlie
district, so that this district containing
the more democratic goldfields electors
could return liberal members to the
Upper House; but the attempt had
failed. Moreover, it would be impossible
to canvass an electorate reaching from
Yilgarn to Leo nora and Mount Magnet.
Though not altogether satisfied with the
schedule as it stood, he would support it
because there was no possible alterna-
tive.

.MR. TAYLOR: There was some force
in the arguments of the member for
flundas when he pointed out that the
interests of Kalgoorlie and Mount Matr-
garet were no more identical than those
of Katanuing and Perth. The Council
insisted on retaining the £256 qualifica-
tion for its voters, so that most residents
outside the pop-.lous goldfields centres
would still be unable to vote at Upper-
House elections. The member for Kal-
goorlic (Mr. Johnson) said that the
inhabitants of the goldfields metropolis
were more democratic than those of
outlying districts; but that did not
appear fromn the representattives whom
those people returned. On the ArbiLra-
tion Bill, he (Mr. Taylor) and the mem-
ber for North Murchison (Mr. Holman)
advocated that as between themselves
the- workers should vote according to the
numerical strength of their unions; but
the hon. member (Mr. Johnson), and
other Labour members representing the
thickly-populated. gold telds centres, voted
against the proposal, as Hmnsard would
prove. The outlying districts did not
contain the cconservative electors of the
gold~fields; for if members in this
Chamber reflected the opinions of their
constituents the district of Kalgoorlie
and its environs for 20 miles out had no
monopoly of democracy.

Bedistribution Bill.
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Question passed, the Council's amend-
mnents agreed to.

No. 12 (consequential)-agreed to.
No. 13-Second Schedule, Hannans

Electoral District, strike out "1Hannans "
and insert " Brown Hill " [boundaries
of Kelgoorlie also defined accordingly]:-

Tnn PREMIER: The first paragraph
involved a mere alteration of name, the
majority of electors in the district and of
goldfields members here and in another
place preferring 11Brown Hill " to
" Haninans." He moved that so cinch
of the amendment as proposed to strike
out "Hlfannans " and insert " Brown
Hill" in lieu be agreed to. He would
subsequently, move that the remainder
be not agreed to.

Mn. BATH: When this question was
before the Assembly he moved to strike
out " Brown Hill " and insert "RHansans"
in lieu; but when the proposal was before
another place representations were made
by the residents of Brown Hill asking
that the name "1Brown Hill " should be
retained. He (Mr. Bath) communicated
with the other centres in the electorate,Sointing out what was proposed to be

one, and asking if there were any objec-
tions. The residents had not seen fit to
make any objection, therefore he did not
oppose thie amendment.

Ma. TAYLOR: Was Brown Hill to
take the place of Hannans, and was
Hannans West to be called Brown Hill ?

Tan Panama:t -"Yes.
Ma. TAYLOR: The member for

Heannans desired to retain the present
name at any cost.

Ma. BALTK: It was a better name.
Ma. TAYLOR: To get over the diffi-

culty Hannans should be retained and
Brown Hill and Hannans West be in-
serted. At one time it was proposed that
one of the Hannans electorates should
be Trafalgar, another Brown Hill, and the
third Hannans.

Ma. BATH: Now it was Hannans,
Brown Hill, and Ivanhoe.

Mn. TAY'LOR: Did the hon. member
think those names most suitable?

MR. BATH : No.
Mu. TAYLOR: The name of Hannans

should be retained in as many forms as
possible. People would not know where
Trnfslgar, Ivanhoe, or Brown Hill were
situated. The three electorates might be
called Hs~nnans, Hsnnans West, and

Hannuans South; that would be prefer-
able to the people on the goldfields.

Mn. JOHNSON:- Mt. Margaret might be
called Hannans-Suburhan.

Mn. TAYLOR: There would be no
objection to that, as he was not wedded
to the name. Instead of Ivanhoe the
electorate should be called Hannans
South.

Ma. JoHNSON intended to accept
Brown Hill.

MR. TAYLOR: The elecorate of
Kalgoorlie was not interested very much,
for Kalgoorlie and Boulder lived on
those who resided on the Golden Mile.

Question passed, the Council's amend-
ment (change of nam es) agreed to.

THE PREMIER: The second portion
of the Council's amendment dealt with
the boundaries of Kalgoorlie. When
the Bill was before the House he promised
to look into the various electorates to see
if the boundaries of the electorates could
be adjusted. If it was found that an
electorate was too small or too large,
then the electorate might be enlarged or
restricted, in another Chamber. Carry-
ing out that promise he made inquiries
and found it necessary to malke an
adjustment in regard to X&tanning and
the Williams so as to give them a more
equal quota. The amendment in refer-
ence to Kalgoorlie was moved by a
private member in the Council, and
personally he did not know much of the
merits of the case. A resolution was
passed by the Municipal Council of
Kalgoorlie asking that a change be made.
The position taken up was that those in
the Kalgoorlie electorate, as laid down in
the Bill, were cut off and put in an
adjoining electorate when the whole of
their interests lay in Kalgoorhie. They
carried on business in Kalgoorlie and
lived in one of the suburbs. It was
suggested that by a~n amendment the
difficulty could be overcome by bringing
the suburban residents into the Kai-
goorlie electorate to enable them to vote
in the electorate in which they had their
interests. When dealing with the Kal-
goorlie electorate in the Assembly an
endeavour wan made to keep inside the
Kalgoorlie electorate not only those who
actually resided in the town but those who
had business eonnection with the town.
The boundaries laid down by the select
committee were before the House and

[A.SSEMBLY.] Council's Amendmento.
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were before members for several weeks,
and no desire was expressed to effect an
alteration, Only recently this matter was
dealt with. That was to be regretted for
it involved an attenation of the electorate,
and as to whether the electorate laid
down in the Bill did or did not give a,
homogeneous electorate. That was avery
contentious question to raise at this late
hour. He had no personal knowledge
whether the amendment would carry out
the intention or not. He was informed
that whilst it might include some of
those who ought to be in Kalgoorlie, it
would exclude others who should be
included.

Mn. TAYLOR: The amendment would
make it a more democratic electorate.

THE PREMIER : It was not a ques-
tion of wakirng the electorate more con-
servative or more democratic, but bringing
into Kalgoorlie those who lived in the
suburbs and whose interests were in
Kalgoorlie. He had consulted with those
who had a knowledge of this matter, and
he was inclined to think that whilsb the
amendment did remove some of the
objections, the amendment wo~ild create
other difficulties equally objectionable.

MR. THOMAS: A resolution was
passed by the Municipal Council of Kal-
goorlie, expre ' sing disapproval of the
Redistribution of Seats Bill so far as it
applied to the Kalgoorlie municipality,
on the ground that the electorate as
defined excluded that portion of the
municipality in which some of the prin-
cipal merchants and ratepayers in the
town had their residences, consequently
wholly depriving them of a voice in
determining their representation; that
the electorate as defined included a large
area, and therefore a number of voters
were outside the municipality; that the
municipality should be preserved as a
political entity, and if any portion was to
be severed, the north-west and the south-
west port-ions might best be severed. The
The motion was carried unanimously by
that council. He believed the amend-
ment which had been made by the Legis-
lative Council for altering the boundaries
of the Kalgoorlie electorate was entirely
in accord with the resolution passed by
the municipal council, which included all
sections of the community.

MR. JOHNSON, as member for the
district, opposed the amendment made by

the Legislative Council. When the Bill
was introduced he sent copies to various
local bodies and persons interested in the

Kalgoor lie district. After the Bill passed
throuigh this House with those boundaries,
he visited Kalgoorlie, and no public body
or persons raised objection to the boun-
daries as fixedin the Bill. If the muni-
cipal council had since carried a resolution
disproving of the boundaries as then
fixed, he believed it could not have been

Ja full meeting of the council; and in any
case the council consisted of some nine
men who did not represent the people and
did not consult them on this question.
The council of course represented the
ratepayers, but not the people generally
in that community. If such a resolution
had been carried at a public meeting, be
would have supported it; but he believed
the people were not in favour of what the
local council had done in the matter, and
he must oppose the amendment made by
the Upper House.

Ma. TAYLOR supported the view of
the member for the district. The muni-
cipal council of Kalgoorlie had always
argued that it represented the wishes of
the Eastern Goldfields, but in fact it
never did so.

TuE PREMIER: Having heard the
arguments, he now moved that the
Council's amendment be not agreed to.

[Sitting suspended for ten minutes.]

MR. QUINLAN took the Chair.

Farther amendment (to strike out
the amended boundaries of Kalgoorlie)
passed, and the boundaries struck out.

No. 14 (consequential) -agreed to.
Nos. 15 and 16 (consequential):
THE PREMIER: These were conse-

quential on the alterations to the
boundaries of the Kalgoorlie district.
He moved that they be not agreed to.

Question passed, and Council's amend-
ments not agreed to.

No. 17-Katanning Electoral District,
-alterations to boundaries:

TuE PREMIER: This and the follow-
ing amendment were made with the
object of enlarging the Williams district.
Should we agree to the amendment,
we would have Cuballing, Narrogin,
Williams, and Wagin forming an elec-
torate of 1,300 voters ; and Broomehill,

IKatanning, and Kojonup forming another

Redistribution Bill:
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electorate of about the same number of
voters. Without the amendment, Wagin
would be included in the Katanning
electorate, and the effect would be to
make Williams too small and Ratanning
in comparison too large. This was merely
a matter of adjusting boundaries. He
moved that the amendment be agreed to.

Ma.. PIG-OTT: On this question we
could take into consideration the neces-
sity for the extra seat. All understood
the circumstances under which the Kat-
anning electorate was agreed to, and all
knew that the agreement then entered
into had been broken. Therefore the
opportunity should be accepted by those
members who opposed the extra seat to
do away with it altogether. We could
accept the amendment of the Council
with- a farther amendment, so as to
amend the whole district by giving it an
entirely new name and new boundaries
comprising some other part of tbe State.

THE PREMIER: That was contrary to
the Bill. We were only dealing with the
bouudaries of the Katanning electorate
already fixed in the Bill.

Mu. PIG-OTT: It was an amendment
of -the Second Schedule, and it was
within the province of the House to
accept the Council's amendment with a
farther amendment, and such an action
was taken by the Premier on the amend-
nment to the Electoral Bill. He (Mr.
Pigott) proposed that we should agree to
the suggestion of the Council with a
farther amendment by striking out the
whole of it.

THE CHAIMAN: The hon. member
could either farther amend the amend-
ment, or not agree to it.

MR. PIGOTT wished to farther amend
the amendment by striking out the word
"Katanning."

THE PREMIER: The word "Katanning"
was not part of the amendment, and
merely ear-marked the boundaries set out.

Mit. MORAN: The procedure was to
submit each part of the schedule, and
then to submit the schedule as a whole.
We were dealing with amendments to the
schedule, and we could handle the sche-
dule as we liked.

THE CHAIRMAN: These were
amendments from the Upper House, and
were submitted in the order they ap-
peared on the Notice Paper. The member
for West Kimberley was in order in

moving to farther amend the amendment,
but an amendment to strike out the word
"Ratanning " could not apply.

MR. PIGOTT: The same object could
be effected by striking out portions of the

dsrption of the boundaries. He moved
aanamendment:-

That all the words after -'Location 1368" be
struck out.

IShould this amendment be carried, the
:Katan ning electorate would not be defined
and must drop, as it ought to be dropped.

HON. F. H. PIESSE: The first pro-
posal was that a certain line should be
taken to divide the Katanning and the

IWilliams districts. Portion of the Wagin
district was included in the Katanning
electorate. The line was to run to apoint
onthe Arthur River, then along the river

Ito a point on the railway, and then east-
ward. It was thought at the time that
there would be equal numbers in the two
divisions; but the line which was drawn
gave dissatisfaction to people in the dis-
trict who asked that it should be altered.
The alteration was accordingly inade,
cutting the districts into equal propor-
tions of voters. It was not a question
in regard to the abolition of either of the
districts, but a question of dividing the
two into equal proportions. Personally,
the old boundaries appeared to him to

bprferble but the alteration was
Ibaer ereques of the people of the
district; and we should agree to the
Council's amendment.
I MR. HASTIE : The hon. member was
quite correct, and had assured the select
committee that the original line would
be a fair division. On inquiries, how-
ever, it was seen that one district would
have an undue preponderance of voters.

1The question of altering the boundaries
I was considered when the Bill was going

through the House, but the Premier
suggested that the amendment might be

Imade in another place. It was now done
with no antagonistic spirit on the part
of the Council. However, the leader of
the Opposition brought forward another
phase of the question, and proposed that
we should have a vote on this district
for the purpose of declaring whether
Katanning should get this extra seat. If
that were proposed, he would vote for it
on that ground alone, because the amend-
ment made in the other place was the
most fair proposal.
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THE PREMIER hoped the Committee
would not play tricks with Parliament,
and would not make itself look silly by
adopting the proposal of the leader of
the Opposition, supported, he regretted
to say, by the leader of the Labour party.
It was not disputed that if the Katanning
and Williams electorates were to stand,
this provision ought to be carried out as
securing wore equality than the ether.
By adopting the suggestion of the leader
of the Opposition, this Rouse would not
be abolishing the Katanniug seat, but
would be insisting on the provision as it
left this House, and thereby not agreeing
to the amendment made by the other
Rouse. So Katanning would remain
with those inequalities which memnbers
desired to remove. If members Liked to
adopt the proposal of the leader of the
Opposition, they should at least know the
effect of doin so.Me, TAYLOR supported the amend-
ment of the leader of the Opposition.
The reason why Katanning was left in
the Bill was on account of a certain
underst-inding b y which more represen-
tation was to be given to the goldfields in
the Upper House. Now that the Upper
House had refused to give that increased
representation, and seeing that the
Katanning, seat was provided in the Bill,
we Should object to the Couned's action
in the mnatter. The disparity between the
more populous constituencis: and the
agricultural constituencies was too great,
a, difference ranging from 5,000 voters in
populous elector ate to 1,300 in agricul-
tural electorates. Katanning should he
removed from the Bill, and that seat
should be given to the metropolitan areas.
He objected to one section of the com-
munity having three times more repre-
sentation than another section.

M&. TLIOMAS supported the amend-
ment moved by the leader of the Oppo-
sition, because by defeating the proposal
wnade by the Government and carrying
that made by the leader of the Oppo-
sition, we should be wiping out the
Katanning seat. His intention in enter-
ing into a certain arrangement was to
get better representation for the gold-
fields; and as that had not been secured
through the action of the Upper House,
he must now try to wipe out the Eaten-
fling seat. Last night he felt inclined to
kick himself round a ten-acre paddock

for having trusted to the honour of the
member for the Williariias in the compact
which he and others entered into with
him. Now he believed the member for
the Williams had deliberately planned
this trick. For his own part he wanted
to carry out that compact to the letter.
Taking the Federal rolls, the goldfields
had a voting strength of 43,094 electors;
the metropolitan areas had a voting
strength of 48,000, roughly; the North
had a voting strength of 10,000-'

THE PREMIER: We were on the
quest-ion of boundaries now. What bad
this to do with boundaries? The Act
provided for 50 electorates, Katanning
being one of them; and we could not
strike Xatanniing out, for that would
leave only 49.

Ala. THOMAS: Another could be put in
its place.

THE PREMIER: We could not knock
out Ratanning. If we disagreed with
this, any portion of it, the Qouncil would
insist upon it, then we should hare
Katanning and Wiliams left as now in
the Bill with these inequalities, which
the leader of the Opposition admitted
ought to be removed.

THE CHAIRMAN: The Premier's con-
tention was quite correct. The only
question was that of the amenduient.

MR. MORAN: Assuming that we
agreed to all the amendments, the last
question was that the schedule as altered
be agreed to.

Tau CHAIRMAN : NO.
MR. MORAN: Then the schedule did

Inot pass this Chamber?
MR. THOMAS: There must be some

amendment of this sort upon which we
could discuss the principle.

THE CHAIRMAN: No. The only ques-
tion was that these words be struck out.
The hon. member could vote for or
against.

MR. JOHNSON: Presumably, the
object of the amendment was simply to

give some members an opportunity of
maing electioneering speeches. The

member for Dundas would have to mnake
many more electioneering speeches before
he could justify himself in opposing
those who wanted to knock iout Katan-
ning when there was an opportunity of
doing so. Whilst extremely anxious to
knock out the Katanninig electorate, he
(Mr. Johnson) recognised that we could

RedWri ian Bill.
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not do so at this juncture. We had
passed the schedule. We had agreed
to the Katanning electorate, which had
gone to the Upper House, and the
Upper House simply amended the
boundaries. We could agree or disagree
with their amendment. The idea of the
leader of the Opposition and the member
for Dundas that we could strike
Katanning out was ridiculous.

Mn. PIGOTT said he intended to
withdraw the amendment, because he
did not wish to prolong the debate. He
could not help thinking the Council's
amendment had been introduced into the
Bill to suit the member for the Williams.
The schedule as we sent it from this
House did not suit the hon. member, the
consequence being& that the bon. member
used his power and influence in another
place to get an alteration made.

Tni PREMIER: There was absolutely
no foundation for the observation of the
leader of the Opposition, and he (the
Premier) thought the leader of the
Labour party would himself support
this assertion. This question was con-
sidered before it went to the Upper
House, the select committee making
farther inquiries to see whether the
boundaries did not want adjusting, and
the committee thought the Willianms
had too few, and Katanning in relation
to the Williams too many. The member
for the Williams was not himself at all
responsible for this change.

Mn. PIGOTT: The Premier ask-ed us
to agree to the substitution of three
provinces representative of agriculture
for two, one of them containing 1,200
voters and the other 2,600, and did not
ask us to make any alterations in the
boundaries of those provinces ; but now,
because there was a slight difference in
the numbers of these two electorates, the
hon. gentleman. was very anxious to get
an alteration.

Ma&. MORAN: We should not allow
our boundaries to be altered in this way,
end we ought to disagree with the
Council's recommendation.

HoN. F. H. PIESSIE said he did not
ask for the alteration, and the Premier
himself had said that this was so. The
people themselves were anxious that they
should be put in the other district, and
that was why the boundaries were being
altered in the way proposed. If we

struck anything out, that would mean an
inequality in the numbers.

Amendment (Mr. Pigott's) by leave
withdrawn,

MR. JACOBY'. How did the Premier
arrive at the figures ?

THE PREMIER. On the Federal re-
turns from Broome Hill, Katanning.
Kojonup, Cuballing, Narrogin, Williams,
and Wagin.

Ma. THOMAS:- It was an insult for
the Legislative Council to ask us to con-
sent to an amendment of tbe boundaries
of our constituencies after we had sent
the Bill to them, and they had refused
to allow us to de'al with the boundaries
of the provinces. The Council resented
our action in attempting to alter the
boundaries and to give another province
to the goldfields and take away one from
the agricultural members.

THE PREMIER: Ought we not to
consider the interests of the electors?
If we. agreed that Katanning and the
Williams needed readjustment, why
should we not effect that readjustment?

MB. THOMAS, We ought to disagree
with the amendment of the Upper House,
and tell them that -after we had given
just consideration to the Bill and sent it
in that form, we refused to allow them
to go jerrymandering with the boundaries

*of the Lower House electorates.
Question put, and a division taken

with the following result:
Ayes .. ... ... 19
Noes ... .. .. 13

* Majority for .- .. 6
Arns. NEnS.

Mr. Bath Mr. Atkins
Mr. Burgas Mr. Butcher
Mr. Ewing Mr. Connor
Mr. Fegson Mr. Daglish
Mr =ikc Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Gordon Mr. Morn
Nr. Gregr Mr. Macson

IMr. lie l Mr. PigoiMr. Haywr Mr.Puhs
Mr. Hic;ks Mr. Thylor
Mr. Hopkins jMr. Wallace
Mr. Hutchinson, Mr. Yelverton
Mr. James IMr. Thomas (relc).
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Pianso
Mr. Roson
Mr. Reid
Mr. waiter
Kr. Nigamu (Teller].
Question thus passed, the Council's

amendment agreed to.
No. 18-Williams Electoral District:
THE PREM1IER moved that this

amendment (consequential on No. 1?)
be agreed to.

[A SSEAIBLY.] Oounciro Amendments.
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Question passed, the Council's amend-
ment agreed to.

Resolutions reported.

CONSTITUTION ACT AMENDMENTI
BILL.

COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

Schedule of 28 amendments made by
the Legislative Council now considered in
Comamittee; Mr. QUINLAN in the Chair.

No. 1-Clause 4, strike out the whole:
THE PREMIER: The first five amend-

ments made by the Council related to the
question of a joint dissolution. When
the Constitution Bill was before the
Assembly, it was one of three Bills pro-
viding for a redistribution of seats, in-
volving a reduction of members in both
Houses; and when the Bill left the
Assembly it provided, in relation to the
goldfield provinces, a condition of affairs
which would have made a joint dissolu-
tion necessary. Now the position was
that the Council's provinces remained as
before, subject to a slight modification
rendered necessary by reason of the
Creation of new electorates; but in no
case had the colour of the provinces been
affected. They wore still agricultural,
metropolitan, or goldfield provinces, and
although slight readjustments were
necessary owing to readj ustments of
boundaries of electorates, the provinces
were substantially the same as before.
In the circumstances he did not see how
the Assembly ' ould maintain a case for a
joint dissolution.

MR. MORAN: Was the Premier going
to give way on this point tooP

THE PREMIER: Yes; on the ques-
tion of a joint dissolution. It was absurd
to ask for a joint dissolution, unless there
was some substantial change in the
Council rendering it necessary. He was
not aware of any case where a joint dis-
solution, or a dissolution of the Council,
had been asked for merely because the
franchise was broadened. A joint dis-
solution had been asked for where there
was a reduction of numbers, as was the
case in South Australia and Victoria, but
never where there was merely a reduc-
tion in the franchise, although reduc-
tions in the franchise had taken place
in connection with the elected Councils
of Australia. A joint dissolution was
only asked for under the circumstance

which would have arisen had the Consti-
1tution Bill and Redistribution of Seats
Bill been adopted by the Council as they
were passed by the Assembly; and it
would have been necessary in the circum-
stances. The most important matter to
his mind was the question of qualification.
and he was at a loss to follow members
who wrangled about where provinces
were to be situated. Reduction of quali-
fication was the main matter to which
we should direct attention, and he hoped
the House would assist him in endeavour-
ing to get a more liberal franchise than
we had at present. So far as a joint
dissolution was concerned, the Bill had
been so altered that we now had no need
for it. If we went to the Council insist-
ing on the joint dissolution clauses, we
would destroy our case by having no
precedent for our request. He, there-
fore, asked the House to agree to the
amendments which repealed these
clauses, onL the ground that a joint dis-
solution was unnecessary and, ho might
say, unworkable under the Redistribution
of Seats Bill as now agreed to. lie
moved,

That the amendmentb be agreed to.
MR. MORAN opposed the motion.

He liked the airy way in which the
Premier got rid of the idea of there
being anything in a joint dissolution.
Nothing better could happen in Western
Australia than to shake up both Houses
of Parliament; and nothing would be
looked upon with less favour in the
Council than that members of the Upper
House should be asked to go to the

country at present. The idea of disturb-
ig the sacred repose of another place
seemed altogether too terrible for some
people, but owing to the altered condi-
tions of Western Australia under Federa-
tion, the time was ripe for a complete
dissolution of both Chambers, and for
the people to be asked whether they were
in favour of both Houses as at present

Iconstituted. The matter had been very
Icleverly engineered and manceuvred:
The Constitution Bill was to be re-
fused by the Upper Chamber, and
the Premier was apparently insisting
upon enlarging the franchise, because he
knew it would not be agreed to. He

i(Mr. Moran) bad never seen so much
jerryinandering and log-rolling as had
taken place in connection with the Redis-
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tribution of Seats Bill. The consequence
was that we were going to the country
with a Redistribution of Seats Bill that
showed more glaring inconsistencies than
ever. The people of the metropolis and
the goldfields were robbed of their proper
representation, and pocket boroughs in
agricultural districts were maintained.
We heard a great deal about the absolute
necessity for the continuation of the
Upper House, and we were told that the
calm and dignified repose of that House
was not to be interfered with, It was
enough to make the gods weep. The
people should know that when they asked
for bread they were given a stone in
regard to redistribution. The Premier had
not carried. one of his radical proposals,
some of them wild, and some of them
wise. All had gone by the board, and
the Council was absolutely unaltered and
unchanged. Members 'of the Upper
Chamber were to continue on in their
repose, and their placid repose was not to
be interfered with in any way, and the

peope wee exected to tolerate it. They
would not toerate it for long. We
should have insisted on a double dissolu-
tion. First of all, the Premier should
have stood by the nine provinces, for
then we could have asked the members
of the Council to go to the country and
take the risk of coming back, as the
members of the Assembly bad to do.
Though members who took a firn stand
for reform were being belittled at present,
they would not be belittled on the plat-
form. He (Mr. Moran) would not agree
to the Council's amendment. Although
we had not succeeded in bringing about
a reconstruction of the Upper Chamber,
we should not do away with the double
dissolution. The one object of the
Council in agreeing to the recommenda-
tion with regard to the goldfields prov-
inces was to avoid a dissolution. Stage
after stage the game was worked until
there was an opportunity of letting the
Assembly go to the country, at the same
time assuring members of another place
that they would not have to do so.

MR. BuRs: Ten of the members
of another place went to the country
every two years.

MR. MORAN: They only went to the
country every sir years. We should not
consent to the Premier giving way on
every single point to the whims and

wishes of another place. The country
was entitled to a double dissolution, but
as both Houses were property Houses,
certain members looked to the Upper
Chamber to be always in a position to
block popular reform.

MR. PIGOTT regretted the Premier.
had made up his mind to agree to this
amendment. He did not follow the
Premier's argument that the main thing
he sought for was the broadening of the
franchise. [THEEPREMIER: In this Hill.]
It was presumed the Premier intended
to stand to that, but what was the use of
it? The Government would say "We
have reformed the Upper House by
reforming their franchise," but that could
only have effect to the extent of 33
per cent. for another four years. If
the Upper House accepted the Bill as
we sent it back, 10 members would be
elected in two years, 10 others in two
years more, and another 10 in two years
more, thus requiring six years for a com-
plete appeal to the Council electors. If
the constitution of the Upper House was
to be altered, effect should be given to
the alteration in a practical manner.

Tins Pnnnnn: This House was not a
debating society. We had to deal with
practical men in the Upper House.

Mn. PIGOTT: By adopting the
Premier's proposals, the debate on this
Bill would result in a farce, and it would
be better to leave the Bill alone and not
proceed with it.

MR. MoRaN: As to this discussion
being academical, the Premier had him-
self in the first instance proposed a
double dissolution, and now would not
stand to it.

THE PREMIER: In moving the second
reading of the Bill, he stated that it
involved a joint dissolution of both
Houses, and he said so still; but the
amendments in the Bill had removed the
need for that dissolution. If we could
not get a broadening of the franchise
there would be no precedent for a joint
dissolution, and we could not get it.

Mu. DAG-TASH: We wanted an altera-
tion of the franchise, and that it should
take effect at the earliest date. A double
dissolution would do that; but another
place might insist on its amendments
made in regard to this and other pro-
visions in the Bill. Why should the
Premier regard the insistence of the



Consittution Bill.

Upper House a-s a certainty?
Houses were not able to agre~
conference became necessary, ti
should not weaken its case1
away one-half of what it was ci
for, and then farther weaken it
giving a portion of that half.
the other House in conference
terms, we should state the whc
requirements, and then try ti
fair compromise. He hoped the
amendment would not be agree'

THE PREMIER: As to this
would not have thought of ;
in the Bill, if the Bill were fn,
as it stood now.

Ma. HASTIE: If the other
would agree to reduce the fr
£10, that Chamber would at or
dissolution, because otherwise
bulk of the Council electors wi
had no say in electing those
For the sake of the other Oh
hoped this clause would be he
Bill.

Question put, and a divis:
with the following result:---

Ayes
Noes

Majority against
Aiss.

Mr. Barges
Mr. Ewing
Mr. Feruo
Mr. Gordony
'Mr. Hayward
Mr. Hicks
Mr. Ho hins

Mr. James
Mr. Please
Mr. Eason
Mr. Throssl
Mr. Walter
Mr. Higbam (Tailor).

Noi
Mr. Atkins
Mr. Bath
Mr. Butchei
Mr. flugliab
Mr. lfastie
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Johmso,
Mr. Moran
Ur. Nanson
Mr. Oats
Mr. Pijott
Kr. Reid
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Yelvee
Mr. Thomas

Question thus negatived, the
amendment not agreed to.

Amendments 2, 3, 4, 5:-
THE PREMIER: These bei

quential amendments, he move&
be not agreed to.

Question passed, these amend
agreed to.

No. 6-Clause 19 (quorum),
the words " one-half " and in
third ":

THE PREMIER: The quori
Council was one-third now, in
30 members. He thought th
should be one-half, in a smiall
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If the two 30 members; and he moved that the
eand the amendment be -not agreed to.
his House Question passed, the amendment not
~giving agreed to.

ontending No. 7-Clause 35, qualification of
s case by electors:-

To meet Tnn PREMIER: This amendment
on equal was consequential on the agreement by

dle of our which the qualification came into the
o effect a Constitution Bill and was taken out of
Council's the Electoral Bill. There were, however,

d to. at the end of that clause the words, "hut
clause, he in the choosing of members each elector
utting it shall vote only once." That we could
imed then deal with when considering No. 20. He

moved that we agree to this striking out
*Chamber being consequential on the discussion we
inchise to had on the Electoral Bill, by wich we
~ce want a placed the electoral qualifications in the

a great Constitution Bill and not in the Electoral
ould have Bill.
members. Question passed, the amendment agreed
amaber, he to.
pt in the No. 8-Clause 48, page 8, line 2, after

the word " honorarium " insert "for
ion taken services rendered to the State or":

THRE PREMIER: This -was a matter
15 to which he desired to direct attention,
16 The Bill provided that-
- If a member of either House of the Parlia-

1 mtent-fi.) Becomes subject to any of the
disabilities mentioned in the last preceding

Es. section; or (2.) Takes the benefit of any law
relating to bankrupt or insolvent debtors; or

r 13j. Directly or indirectly takes or agrees to
tak any fee or honorarium for services ren-
dered in the Parliament to any person or
State, or the Commonwealth, his seat shall
thereupon become vacant.
The Counlcil's amendment was to add
alter the word " honorarium," in Sub-
clause 3, the words " for services ren-

on dered to the State." That was good in
(Talor). principle, and therefore it should he
Council's agreed to; but on the other hand it

would lead to absurd inequalities in
Western. Australia, because under that

.ng couse- law, if it remained, no Government would
[that they be able to avail itself of any member of

Parliament on a comission or to do any
meats not work at all, however openly it might be

done, yet the Government could avail
strike out itself of the services of a member if he

sert "one- belonged to a company which might
consist of a few individuals, one person

um of the being practically the company and the
a, House of others dummies. This amendment was
Le quorum moved by a gentleman who was one of
House of two principal shareholders in a. company.
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OIne did not see why a wan who was in a
company and held the great bulk of ibe
shares should be in a different position
from one who was a partner in business
or who ran a business. Although the
amendment ran in a right direction, he
thought it would work in this State
somewhat harshly; still it was well worth
trying, because it was intended to operate
towards the purification of Parliament.
He did not think it would really make
things better or worse. He moved that
the amendment be agreed to.

ME. HASTIE: Did he understand the
Premier wished to add " or a shareholder
in a company"?

THE PREMIER: That would not
come in here. Personally he did not
think there was much risk.

MRa. ATKINS: Would not this clause
interfere with the present constitution of
the Fremantle Harbour BoardF What
about the chairman of that boardP

THE PREMIER said he did not know.
He had not considered that:

MR. ATKINS: If this passed, that
chairman would, he thought, have to
leave the position, or else cease to be a
mem ber of Parliament.

MR. THOMAS: All the better.
MR. TAYLOR: In regard to the Har-

bour Trust, he moved an amendment
that no member of either Rouse should
be eligible to sit on that board, and
receive payment by the State. That was
carried in this Chamber, but the Premier
recommitted the Bill to have it rescinded,
and was successful. If we agreed to this
amendment, how would it affect that
positionP

Tam PREMIER said he had not looked
into that.

MR. TAYLOR: How would it affect
royal commissions?

THE PREMIER: A member could not
be on a royal commission.

Ma. TAYLOR: It would be a very
good job if one could not.

THE PREMIER: That was the hon.
member's opinion; but he (tbe Premier)
did not agree with that view.

MR: JOHNSON: How did it affect
payment of members ? Members got
payment for services to the State.
Was it specifically stated that this
amendment did not affect that?

THE PREMIER: Yes; that was clear.
There was no doubt about that.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

No. 9- Clause 62, strike out the
whole:

TaE PREMIER: We provided in
Clause 52 that the salary of the President
of the Council should' be equal to the
salary of the Speaker of the Assembly.
The Council proposed to strike out that
clause, and to leave Section 35 of the

exsiglaw, the effect of which would
be thatthe equality of payment would
have to extend not onlyv to the President
and Speaker, hut to all officers in the
Council or Assembly. He thought the
equality should only extend to the Pre-
sident and the Speaker. He proposed
therefore that the amendment be not
agreed to.

MR. MoRAN: Was not this an increase
of salary, an increased drain on the
revenue of the State?

THE PREMIER: We were paying the
amount now. There was nothing here
making it a charge.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 10-Clause 53, strike out the
whole:

THE PREMIER: The Bill provided
that the chief clerk for the time being of
the Council and of the Assembly should
respectively be removable only in accord-
ance with a vote of the House of which
he was an officer. The Council resolved
that this be struck out, and he now
moved that the amendment be not agreed
to.

Mn. MORAN: In this case the Gov-
crument had the same control over the
chief clerk in both Houses as over any
other ordinary civil servant. The Premier
proposed to remove that power from the
hands of the responsible Minister, and
place it in the direct hands of the Presi-
dent or the Speaker.

THE PREMIER: The chief clerk of
the Assembly and the chief clerk of the
Council were, he thought, controlled by
the Speaker and the P'resident respec-
tively, as a rule.

Ma. MoRAN: The Premier thought
that tbhe shuld be amenable only to a
vote of te House ?

TER PREMIER: Yes.
MR. MoRAx: This was placing them

Ion the same level as a Supreme Court
Judge.

[ASSEMBLY.] Council's Amendments.
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THE PREMIER: That was the law
now.

MR. Tnon~s: Why was the hon.
member putting it in'?

Tna PREMIER: Because the Act of
1889 was being partially repealed.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 11-Clause 54, line 5, after " any"
insert " official ":

THE PREMIER: By this clause we
provided that each member of the
Assembly or the Council should receive
£200 a year. The Council proposed that
the second paragraph should read, "No
member, while in receipt of any official
salary or annual sum payable out of con-
solidated revenue, shall be entitled to
receive such allowance except in so far as
such allowance may not exceed the amount
of such official salary or annual sum."
He moved that the amendment be agreed
to.

MR. PIGOTT: Did this mean that
the Chairuman could only draw his salary
as Chairman of Committees, and not as
a member?

MEMBER : Would this affect Minis-
terial salaries ?

THE PREMTERa: A Minister would
get only his Ministerial salary. It was
the same in regard to the Chairman of
Comnmittees or the Speaker.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

No. 12-First Schedule, line 1, strike
out Section 35 :

THE PREMTER : This dealt with
the schedule by which we repealed,
amongst other sections of the Act of
1889, Section 35. The Council proposed
to strike Section 35 out of the schedule,
so that it would be left in the Act of
1889. That was a section which dealt
with the question of equality of payment
of officers. He moved that the amend-
ment be not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 13-New Clause, Rotation of
members (Council):

THE PREMIER: This clause prodided
that members of the Council should
retire every two yea-rs in rotation after
the passing of the Act. As we had not
agreed with the Council's amendment to
strike. out the joint dissolution clauses,
this amendment should not be agreed to.

He moved that the amendment be not
agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

No. 14-New Clause, Qualification of
electors (Council) :

THn PREMIER: We now came to the
point to which we should direct special
attention, and to an amendment with
which we should not agree. We should
not have a great number of points of
difference with the other House, because
we were apt to obscure the minds of the
electors by having several matters of
difference placed before them. In the
Bill sent to the Council it Was Provided
that the freehold qualification should be
£50 and the leasehold qualification £10.
The Council proposed to maintain its
present qualification of £25. That was
more than unsatisfactory. We had a
right to expect that the Council would
meet our wishes in connection with their
franchise. One could not help being
struck with the fact that on every
electoral roll for the provinces there was
not the percentage of voters there should
be. Whatever the difficulty of getting
on the rolls might be, the small numbers
on the rolls of the provinces were an
indication that the qualification was far
too high. The reduction asked for was a
reasonable one, and the House should
join in an earnest endeavour to obtain it.
He (the Premier) was not so much con-
cerued with the number of provinces or
where they were placed, because, untilwe
got a reduction of the franchise, we should
make very little progress with liberalising
the Upper Chamber.

MR. Moxmw: Then we could have the
State all one province.

THE PREMIER: Some people did
not believe in that princi ple after the
experience of the federal elections.
Members would notice that in Sub-
clause 6 of this clause the Council
provided that any person registered on
the electoral list of any municipality or
roads board district in respect of property
within the province of the annual rate-
able value of not less than.£25 should be
entitled to be registered. That was an
advantage. Electoral officers complained
of the difficulties in administering the
Act by utilising municipal and roads
board rolls, but he (the Premier) liked
the provision, because it meant the
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introduction of ratepayers' rolls into the
formation of the Council rolls. It
was provided in the clause that the names
of all persons who had been struck off any
municipal or roads board electoral list on
the ground of non-payment of rates should
be deemed to be on such lists respectively,
but that was dealt with in the Electoral
Act. Once the municipal officer sent a
list of ratepayers to the electoral officer,
the latter could not tell from this list who
ought to be on the ratepayers' roll or who
ought not to be on it.

MR. HIATIE: As we put in other
qualifications the proviso was perhaps
necessary.

[ME. FOULKES took the Chair.]
THE PREMIER moved that the

amendment be agreed to, subject to the
following farther amendments:

Sublass 1, line 2, " one hundred pounds"
struck out and "fifty pounds" inserted in
lieu.

Subelanee 2, lines 1 and 2, "one hundred
pounds " struck out and "1fifty pounds" inserted
in lieu.

Subolause 3, lines 2 and 3, "twenty-five
pounds " struck out and " ten pounds" in-
serted in lieu.

Sabelause 4, line 1, " twenty-five pounds"
Struck out and " ten pounds " inerted in lieu.

Subelause 6, line 3, "twenty-five pounds"
struck out and "1ten pounds " inserted in lieu.

Line 24, the word "every" before province
struck out and "1the " inserted in lieu.

Question passed, the Council's amend-
ment as amended agreed to.

No. 15-agreed to.
No. 15-New Clause, Qualification for

seamen and pearlers:
THE PRE MIER: This clause was the

same as we had passed in the Electoral
Bill, with the exception of Subclause 4,
which provided that a ship trading to or
from any port or place without the State
should not be deemed to be engaged in
the coasting trade of the State. This
clause was put in to meet-the case of a,
man who did not ordinarily reside in a
port and who hadl no place of residence.
It was necessary to give him a domicile.

Mn. HASTIE: Would a man engaged
in inter-State trade be disqualified?

THE PREMIER: The man would not
be qualified to vote in Perth or Fe
man tle.

MR. TAYLOR: If the man had his wife
and family here would he be disquali-
fied ?

THE PREMIER: The man would not
come under the clause at all, because be
would have a place of residence. Ninety-
nine per cent. of the men en gaed in the
inter-State trade lived in h Eastern
States. He moved that the amendment
be agreed to.

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

ofNo. 17-New Clause, Disqualification
ofelectors:
THE PREMIER moved that the

amendment be agreed to.
ME. BATH: By the punctuation of

the clause it would appear that a man
under sentence for a minor offence would
be disqualified.

THE PREMIER: The words " for one
year or longer " covered that objection.
Punctuation made no difference. Acts
were not supposed to be punctuated.

Ms. TAYLOR: Did the clause only
deal with a man under sentence ?

THE PREmiER: Yes; a man was
purged of the disqualification when he
came out of prison.

Question passed, the amendment agreed
to.

Not. 18,19 (consequential)-agreed to.
No. 20-New Clause 41, One vote

only for Assembly:
tar PREMIER: This clause assumed

that plural voting had been abolished.
H proposed to amend it by inserting

Iafter "one," in tbe first line the words
"Council or;" also by inserting after
"Council roll " the word " respectively;

Ialso by striking out the words " for the
Assembly." The clause would then read:
"No person may, at the same time, be
registered on more than one Council or
Assembly roll respectively; and in the
choosing of members each elector shall

ivote once only.''
Question passed, the Council's amend-

ment as amended agreed to.
No. 21-New Clause 42, No person to

be registered more than once for any one

Trx PeREMIER: In one sense this
was not inconsistent with the existence
or the abolition of plural voting. It was
a machinery clause, based on the assump-
tion that plural voring was to continue.
He moved that the Council's amendment
be not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to-
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No. 22-New Clause 59, No action to
lie against officials of either House:

THE PREMIER: This clause was by
oversight repealed in the Constitution
Act last passed, and it was inserted here
to cure that oversight. This provision
was the law of the State at present.

Question passed, the amendment
agreed to.

No. 23-New Clause 60, No referen-
dum without authority of an Act:

THE PREMIER: This was a new
clause inserted by' the Council, and was
well worthy of discussion. There were
two ways of construing it. In one way
it tied our hands in holding a referendumn
of the people. In the other we had a
guarantee that there should be a full
discussion in both Houses of Parliament
before a referendum of the people could
be taken. Personally he thought this
provision was a little premature.

MR. BATH: If the new clause were
struck out, what would be the position
in regard to taking a referendum ?

THE PREMIER: It was optional as
to taking a referendum. The object of
the provision was to prevent any referen-
dum being taken without the consent of
both Houses of Parliament.

MR. MO RAN: This was aimed at the
Assembly, because it was the only body
likely to take a referendum : the Council
would certainly not do so. This Chamber
should reserve to itself tbe right to take
a referendum) of the popular voice on any
matter. Of course a Bill would be neces-
sary to give effect to the result of a
referendum when taken.

Mn. DAGLiISH: Any' proposal to take
a referendum affecting the electors of
the Legislative Assembly was one on
which the Assembly alone should have a
right to speak. On grounds of equity,
this Cbamber had a right to find out
the will of the electors on any question.

Tux PREMIER: The other House
might say this House was part of the
Constitution with the other House, and
that the Houses should act together.

ME. DAGLISH3 urged that this Chamn-
ber should retain the power to hold a,
referendum on any question. The other
House might take the same course in
regard to the will of its electors, if that
House chose to do so.

MR. HASTIE: The reason for the
other House putting in the clause was

very obvious. The rule in Australia was
that a Government could itself take a
referendum of the people on any question.
There was no law against it; therefore
in this clause the other House was en-
deavouring, by legislative enactment, to
prevent a referendum being taken by this
House. The new clause should be struck
out.

MR. NANSON: The object of the new
clause was to increase the power of the
Upper House, and that should be suffi-
cient to condemn it.

THE PREMIER did not agree with all
the arguments used in regard to the new
clause, but he thought it was premature
at the present time. He moved that the
amendment be not agreed to.

Question passed, the amendment not
agreed to.

Resolutions reported.

At 6.30, the SPEAxER, left the Chair.
At 7.30, Chair resumed.

METROPOLITAN WATER AND
SEWERAGE BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

MRs. FOULKS in the Chair; the MIN-
15TFl FOR Wouns in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1-Short title:
MR. MORAN: It should be admitted

there was no chance of giving this Bill
that exhaustive criticism and discussion
which might have been devoted to it had
the measure been introduced earlier. To
pursue a course of full discussion would
be to endanger the passage of the Bill.
He would like confirmation of a promise
of the Government, in reference to the
disputative clauses, that they proposed to
take no action in an administrative sense
before the matter came up agai nex
session. He heartily approved of the
Government taking this matter in band
at once under a cornpetent engineer, and
he was very doubtful whether he would
not be in favour of the whole systema
being under the control of the Govern-
ment. He thought our wisest policy
would be to pass the Bill pro formd. and
to trust the Government to take advan-
tage of the powers to start this work,
and let us have the opportunity of dis-
cussing the matter of administration
early next session. Meanwhile the public
bodies concerned would be able to dis-
cuss the matter, and members of Parlia-

Constitution Bilt.
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int could come back and take up a
particular stand. He was agreeable to
have that course adopted.

Mu. PtJRflSS: This Hill had always
been looked upon by him as one of the
most important that could possibly occupy
the attention of the Chamber. We had
been talking about the scheme ever since
he had been in the State. One of the
f undamental things underlying good gov-
ernment was to provide for the health
and good comfort of the inhabitants.
That could not be better provided than
under a comprehensive water supply and
sewerage scheme. Consequently he bailed
with delight the introduction of tbis
measure, which affected one-third of
the inhabitants of the State and all the
municipalities from Midland Junction
dlown to Cockburn Sound. Seeing it
would be impossible to get a joint con-
ference of the municipalities concerned
at this late stage, and relying upon the
recorded words of the Minister that there
was no intention to bring the adminis-
trative clauses into force until next
session, which would give these local
bodies an opportunity of meeting in con-
ference and discussing the various ques-
tions, some of them being very debatable,
he would be satisfied to allow the Bill to
go through. One question was that of
the constitution of the board, and the
Bill proposed that the board should con-
sist of three nominee members, one of
whom should be chairman. It was very
debatable whether there should be a,
purely nominee system, a system purely
elective, or a system partially nominee
and partially elective. Another point
was whether the board should consist of
three, five, or seven members. It was a
question whether a board of three was
not too small for such a comprehensive
scheme.

Mun. DAGLISH said he was quite
willing to support the passage of the Bill
as it stood, but he would like an assur-
ance that progress would be made in
regard to ad ministration between the
present time and the meeting of the new
Parliament. He would like to see the
present beard superseded as early as
possible, because he was satisfied that
the rate payers of various portions of the
metropolitan ditrcts would never get
satisfaction or successful ad ministration
whilst that board remained in office. It

would be a distinct evil, if the board
remained in office another 12 months.
He would far rather the Government
took over control until there had been a
discussion and decision of the question
of what form the board should take.
He was speaking on behalf of a large
number of his constituents who suffered
from the administration of the Water-
works Board. Many of his constituents
in Leederville and, he believed, also people
in part of North Perth, were unable
to get their water supplied on the same
terms as other consumers in different
municipalities. In the district he was
referring to the board had refused dleliber-
ately from year to year to impose a rate,
and had insisted on the owners of small
tenements being charged a very high price
for water; so much a year with 80s. as a
minimum. This was improper, and he
wanted the Minister to assure himat once
he would take such action as might. be
necessary to ensure the striking of a rate
in that district, and that the district
would be treated in the same way as other
districts. The people of Leederville should
be put on precisely the same footing as
the people of Subiacoi and, he thought,
Victoria Park. He understood the people
of Victoria Park were on the same foot-
ing, although the rate struck at Victoria
Park would not be to the same extent as
the rate struck in Leederville. The advan-
tage of the rate system was that the
owner of unimproved land, whose pr-operty
was benefited in regard to value by
the passage of water pipes in front
of it, paid his share of the rate.
By the present system the Leederville
man who owned laud but did not occupy
it could get the benefit of water mains
passing his property for which house-
holders in the vicinit "y p aid. In both
Subiaco and Leederville there, was
absolute necessity for the early providing
of surface drainage. In fact, year after
year this necessity had been growing
more pronounced, and neither suburb
could afford to wait longer for a scheme
of surface drainage, which would be part
of the system of sewerage that would be
adopted under this Bill. It would be a
sheer waste of money for the munici-
palities to construct temporary drains.
The Minister should give us assurance
that, before the coming autumn rains, we
should have some provision to save

Bill: in Committee.[ASSEMBLY.]
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these municipalities from being sued for
damage to property caused by flood
waters. A considerable amount of
drainage had been carried out already in
Perth and Fremantle, and steps should
be taken to construct the main drains
recommended by Mr. Davis in his report
in anticipation of the future, the works
to be hamided. over to the new board
whenever established. The proposal
that the new board should take over the
debts and liabilities of the existing board
was not a fair one. It was well known
that the Metropolitan Water Supply
Works were purchased at a. price con-
siderably over their value. [Mr.
Hionix: At the request of the City
Council.] These works bad since been
increased by a number of undertakings
under no system whatever, resulting in a
waste of public funds. It was not right
to saddle the new board with expenses
unnecessarily incurred in the past. The
Bill should be altered so that the new
board should take over this property at a
valuation, instead of taking over the
full amount of the debts and liabilities of
the existing board, for a glaring injustice
might be done to the new. districts
brought under the administration of the
new board.

MR. MORAN: These points would n~ot
have to be dealt with until next year.

MR. DAG-LISH: There was this
danger that it might afterwards be urged
that we had committed ourselves to the
point, if we did not raise our voices now.
It was better that we should have some
expression of opinion on the clause, for
when the matter was reconsidered it
might be urged as a reason that the
clause should not be repealed that wehad
allowed it to pass on this occasion without
any remark whatever. He intended to
vote against the proposal when the
moment came, but at present, having
expressed his views generally, he was
willing to have the Bill passed, and did
not intend to deal with the various con-
tentious clauses.

MR. RIG-HAM: As representative of
part of one of the municipalities affected
by the Bill, he saw no course open but to
accept the suggestion put forward rather
than postpone the comning into operation
of the proposed scheme. It was utterly
impossible to bring together the local
authorities interested in the Bill so as to

have it amended as we might wish during
the present session; but as the members
representing these centres would have an
opportunity of dealing with the Bill
during next Parliament, we would be
wise to get on with the construction as
quickly as possible, and deal with the
administrative clauses next year. The
clause dealing with the present water.
works was one that would demand the
attention of the metropolitan represen-
tatives in the new Parliament.

MR. DIAMOND: The key-note sounded
by the member for West Perth must
commend itself to the House. The pre-
sent state of water supply in Perth was
a disgrace, and the water supply at Fre-
mantle was somnething dreadful. We
should trust the Government with the
preliminaries of the scheme on the dis-
tinct understanding that the administra-
tive clauses were to be open for debate
when the new House met. We should
get rid of the present board as soon as
possible. It would be a public calamity
if we had an elected board. Water
supply was purely a, business proposition,
with the Government as capitalists

supplying thbe article and with the public
pying for it. No meicantile firm would

appoint a committee of its customers to
manage its business; and the manage-
ment of this water supply should be a
lpurely Government department or a
nominee board. Manakeement by a&public
department had been a success in Adelaide
for a quarter of a century, and the
Adelaide water supply scheme was the
most perfect on this side of the Equator.

MR. HOLMES congratulated the Gov-
ernment on having propounded a reason-
able scheme of water supply and sewerage
for the metropolitan area; but he desired
to protest against Clause 180, which
proposed that the new board should
take over all existing liabilities. These
liabilities should be taken over at a
valuation.

MR. MORAN: Who would bear the
balanceF

Mn. GoRDoN: It could be wiped off.
MR. Mionks That could not be done.
Ma. HOLMES: It would be a matter

between the city of Perth and the
Government to solve the difficulty, but it
would be an injustice to saddle the
smaller municipalities with the mistakes
of the city of Perthi. He hoped the next
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Parliament would. have an opportunity
of dealing with that clause.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
repeated the assurance already given, that
no action would be taken with respect to
the administrative clauses until the
matter came before Parliament next
session.

Mn. MokN : Would there be any
appointments to the board ?

Trip MINISTER : Not until neit
session. He appreciated the actions of
the metropolitan members in this respect,
and thought they would find they had
adopted a wise course. If we had amend-
ments coming from individual local
bodies lie was afraid we should have
different members' views clashing, where-
as if time were given for the local
bodies to mneet in conference and
thoroughly discuss the Bill, amend-
ments would be arrived at which would
be mutually acceptable, and which could
be discussed either with the Ministry
or with some of the officers of the
department and thoroughly threshed out,
so that when the new Parliament met
members could propose amendments
which would have the united support
of the local' bodies and, in many cases,
the approval of the department. By
passing the Bill we would provide the
machinery whereby the G 3overnment could
make a start. A lot of preliminary work
had to be done, such as surveying and
the taking of levels and the drawing
Of plans, which would take considerable
time.

Mn. PIGOTT: Could that not be done
without the Bill :e

Tnan MINISTER:- What would be the
good of that, if there was any risk as to
the fate of the Bill afterwards?! He did
not think we could do the work without
the Bill, and did not think the Govern-
ment would he justified in undertaking
such a work without a Bill.

Mn. Mo&Aw: Was a vote proposed in
connection with this Bill?

TiE MINISTER: There was a small
sum on the Loan Bill on which we could
make 'a start. Both water supply and
sewerage were important, but of the two
the most urgent was the sewerage ques-
tion. In that matter there was no clash-
ing with existing works, because there
was no sewerage system in vogue. These
remarks would also apply to storm water

drainage, so that we could get on with
that work also, without clashing in any
way with existing operations. Not only

Ihad members taken a kindly course, but
at course which they would find in future
was the wisest under the circumstances.
The Government bad no desire to act in
an arbitrary manner in regard to the
Bill, or to the two important subjects
dealt with in it. The interests of the
public were too large for the Government
to desire any thing but the most perfect
Bill obtainable; so that any amendmnents
that might tend to make* this a, better
and more workable Bill would be
welcomed by the Government when
brought forward next session.

Mn. GORDON:- It was on the state-
ments of the Minister that he was sup-
porting the Bill. Before taking over the
water supply, the work should be re-
valued, because it would be unfair for
the suburbs which had not hitherto
received any benefit from the work to
have th e present financial liability thrown
on them.

Mn. PIGOTT: After the understand-
ing arrived at with the metropolitan
members, he did not intend to criticise
the Bill. The Government had btated
that their great desire was to have the
most perfect Bill obtainable, and they
were asking the House to pass the Bill
in order that they muight gain something.
What the gain might be was very doubt-
ful, unless it was a possible gain in the
way of being able to say the Government
had carried out their pledge to deal with
this question. There was preliminary
work to be undertaken that could not be
undertaken if the Bill were laid aside
this session, and the Minister had ad-
mitted that. [Tanm MtNxSmn:% - NO.] If
he did not admit it, the House would be
doing wrong in allowing the Bifl to go
through without proper consideration.
We were not in a position to say what
the new Parliament would do in regard
to the question, and we could not pledge
the nest Parliament to amend the Bill
or take any course. It was a dangerous
precedent to lay down that a Bill could go
through the House in this manner at the
end of a. session, for we might in the future
be asked to pass many Bills at the end of
a session on the same kind of plea. The
Government were showing undue haste.
If they desired that the session should
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close within a few days they might have
dropped the Bill. On the other hand, if
they considered the Bill very important
it should he fully considered before being
passed by this House, even at the risk of
the session being extended for another
month. He believed that within a fort-
night the public bodies concerned could
be got together and all necessary amend-
ments be placed before this House; but
in the circumstances he did not wish to
go against the arrangement made by the
metropolitan members. Still he pro-
tested against the action of the Govern-
ment in the course they were taking.

Ma. WALLAOE agreed with the re-
marks of the leader of the Opposition,
because when the Government desired to
bring the session to a close it was unfair
to impose on members of this House such
a lengthy and important Bill as this.
Alth4dugh metropolitan members had
acquiesced in this course, it was none the
less the duty of other members to watch
closely every measure passing through
this House instead of passing Bills
blind lv. Re had assisted in times past
in rushing Bills through at the end of a
session, but would not do it agiin.
Instead of passing the Bill now on the
understanding that it would be amended
during the next session, copies of the Bill,
should be distributed throughout the
districts concerned, so that the next
rarliament could deal with the question,
say six months hence. He protested
against the course now taken by the
Government.

Ka. TAYLOR: No measure that he
knew of had been passed with so little
discussion as it was intended this Bill
should. receive. He 'would object to this
measure or any other being brought in
just when rarliament was about to be
closed, and passed without discussion.
He hoped that whilst there was a desire
of the Government to get to work as
speedily as. possible to assist the metro-
politan area with this measure, members
would realise what they were doing and
be against this being established as a
preeedent.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 129-agreed to.
Clause 130-Examiniation and settle-

went of accounts by water authority:-
Ma. FERGUSON:- Although he had

given his consent to passing the Bill in

this way on the understanding with the
Government that it would be amended if
necessary next session, Had on the assur-
ance that before such session no actual
work would be undertaken, be desired
to express his disapproval of this clause,
by which a legacy from the Metropolitan
Board of Works had to be taken over,
He did not wish to obstruct the Bill in
any way, but to record his entire dis-
approval of this clause.

Mn. ATKINS: It was hoped that
part of the legacy was not to be taken
over in its present form,

Mn. MORAN : Presumably this clause
-would not come into play for 12 months.
Should we ask the country to take off
part of the capitalisation, 'or should the
metropolitan area take over the lot P

THE MINISTER: As the member for
West Perth pointed out, this was a
problemn which would arise in the future,
and would then have to be d~alt with.
Whatever subsequent ac;tion was taken,
the wh ole of the debt must be transferred
to somebody, and the only course would
he to transfer it to the new board.
Whether that liability was to be after-
wards redu ed would be for Parliament
to say, and a special Act of Parliament
would be Deeded to carry that out.

Mu. HASTIE: The State had already
advanced a considerable amount to the
Metropolitan Waterworks Board, and if
the board were not able to hand over
security for that amount, the question
would have to be decided -whether some
of the valuation should be written off or
not. Probably a fair number of mem-
bers would come to the new House
pledged to transfer some of this to the
State. He was glad this particular part
of the measure bad been emphasised, so
that those people not connected with the
metropolitan area might have an oppor-
tunity of proteacting the coffers of the
State.

MiL. FERtGUSO)N: The only object he
had in recording his protest against this
clause was that when the matter came
forward in the next Parliament the
member ru presenting North Fremantle,
whoever he might be, should be in a
position to object to this clause and make
suggestions for greatly reducing the
capitalisation relating to the present

Waterworks Board.
Clause put and passed.

Water and Sewerage
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Clauses 181 to end -agreed to.
First Schedule:
MR. PIGOTT: It was understood the

new board would not be appointed until
the next Parliament met. If we repealed
the Acts under which the present board
was constituted, what was to be done?1

THE MINISTER: The new Act would
not come into force until it was pro-
claimed.

Mu. PIGOTT: When would the Gov-
ernment issue the proclamation P

TEE MINISTER: That remained to be
seen.

MR. MORAN: No tender solicitude
for the sacred persons of the board should
cause the Minister to keep back the pro-
clanmation.

Mn. HASTIE: Would the proclamation
not be issued until the new Parliament
met ?

THE MINISTER: The Act could be
proclaimbd, hut a new board need not
be appointed. Until a board was ap-
pointed, the Minister for Works had all
the powers of a board.

MR. MORAN: The Minister's promise
could not be interpreted to ulean that the
services of any person would not be dis-
pensed with. It was understood that the
Minister would act as a, board until the
next Parliament came in.'

Schedule put and passed.
Schedules 2 to 12-agreed to.
Bill reported without amendment, and

the report adopted.

THIRD EADING.

Bill read a third time, and transmitted
to the Legislative Council.

EVIDENCE AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING (MOVED).

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (lion.
Walter James): This is a Bill to amend
the law in reference to criminal cases in
certain instances. The clauses are copied
from Sections 18 and 19 of the Imperial
Act 34 and 35 Vic., Chapter 112.

Ma. BATH: They are Very bad sections
to copy.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: These
provisions have been in force in the old
country for thirty years. They are found
necessary there, and axe equally neces-
sary here. Members will see that the

clauses are very fair. Clause 2 pro-
vides ;

Where proceedings are taken against any

person for having received anyth' i which has
aen stolen or obtained by mesas of any act

constituting an indictable offence, knowing
the sme to have been stolen or so obtained,
evidence eay be given at any stage of the
proceedings that there was found in the
possession of such person say other thing
stolen or obtained by such means within the
preceding period of twelve months, and such
evidence may be taken into consideration for
the purpose of proving that such person knew
the property which forme the subject of the
proceedings taken against him to have been
Stolen or obtained by means of an act con-
stituting an indictable offence.
I submit that is reasonable. Where a
person is charged with having received

stOlen property or having received goods
otherwise than properly obtained, why
should we not have the right to adduce
evidence to show that other articles im-
properly obtained have been received by
him during a period of 12 months. It
would be strong evidence that he knew
the goods found on his p)romises were
stolen.

MR. WALLACE: Was there no necessity
for this clause before to-dayP

Tnn ATTORNEY GENERAL: As a
matter of fact there was an impression
that the sections were in force. Most of
the Imperial Act of 1871 has been in
force in this State. Section 17 of that
Imperial Act begins:-

Any offence against this Act my be prose-
cuted before a court of summary jurisdiction,
a" follows (etc.).
It is a long clause. Then come sections
18 and 19 in a separate part, and in
adopting this statute the authorities here
may have been misled by the terms of
the first words of Section 17, and so did
not adopt the next sections. Clause '3
of this Bill says:

Where proceedings are taken against any
person for having received anything which has
been stolen or obtained by means of any act
constituting an indictable offence, knowing the
same to have been stolen or so, obtained, and
evidence has been given that the thing stolen
or obtained by such means has been found in
his possession, then if such person has, within
five years immediately preceding, been con-
victed in any part of His Majesty's dominions
of sny offence involving fraud or dishonesty,
evidence of such previous conviction may be
given at any stage of the proceedings, and
may be taken into consideration for the pur-
pose of proving that the person wccued knew
the thing which was proved to be in his
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possession to have been stolen or obtained as
aforesaid.
So that if we find in possession of at wan
a stolen article, the mere fact of his
having possession of it is not evidence
that he must have received it knowing it
to be stolen; but if within 12 months
before, or it might be at the same time,
other stolen articles had been found in
his8 possession, Surely the Court would be
justified, and it would be only fair, i
looking at the fact as tending to throw a
light on whether the man did know or
did not know that the article was stolen.

MR. BATH: Most unfair.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: We

must have proof that t-he goods were
stolen, and then we must have proof that
the man knew they weie stolen.

MR. MORA&N: Apart from the fact that
he has been punished for that before?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If a
man is found twice with stolen goods in
his possession, the suspicion is strong.
against him.

MR. WALLACE: Once a criminal,
always a criminal.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: No;
the fact merely would be taken into con-
sideration. If a person is convicted of
receiving stolen goods knowing them to
be Stolen, and Subsequently we find in
his possession stolen goods, is the infer-ence not very strong against him that he
knew they were stolen? How many
people are there who, i their own experi-
ence, find themselves in possession of
stolen goods by accidente In the great
majority of cases people who receive
stolen goods know they are stolen. As a
rule, a dealer has a keen suspicion of
where goods come from, and he takes
great Care. The next clause provides that
if a man has been found guilty of an
offence, the fact may be brought against
him, and a jury can take the fact into
consideration. The facts should not be
withheld from the jury.

Mn. TAYLOR: It prejudices the case
against the mn.

TINE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Not
unfairly.

MR. MORAN: Is it not the first law
that a man should be judged on the
evidenceP

THn ATTORNEY GENERAL: Ilay
this is evidence.

MR. MORAN: You are judging the
mn on the evidence of another case.

TnE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If a
man has a house full of stolen articles
and we charge him with receiving one
article, would it be unfair if evidence
were adduced that the man bad the other
articles in his possession?

MR. MORAN: That is the sme offence.
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The

same principle is involved in this clause.
We can place the facts before the jury
for their consideration, and it is for the
jury to weigh them. Clause 4 deals with
the method of proving a prior conviction.
It is the same as Section 18 of the Im-
penial Act to which I have referred.
These clauses have been found necessary
in the old country and have worked there
with smoothness and justice. I have
heard no complaint against them, and I
should like to see Similar clauses in force
in this State.

MRn. WALLACE: Will the Attorney
General explain the firpt paragraph of
Clause 4 ?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If we
want to prove a previous conviction, we
prove the record showing the conviction
and give evidence to identify the man as
being the one referred to in the record.
The clause Sias: "1A previous conviction
may be proved by producing a record or
extract of such conviction," and a defini-
tion of "record or extract" is pro.
vided;

A, record or extract of a conviction shall, in
the case of an indictable offence, consist of a
certificate containing the substance and effect
only (omitting the formal part of the indict-
ment and conviction), and purporting to be
signed by the clerk of the court.

MR. TAYLOR: Would a publication in
a newspaper be sufficient?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: No;
it has to be an extract from the record of
the court.

MR. W. M. PURKISS (Perth): I have
pleasure in supporting the second reading
of this Bill. I think the clauses are
necessary, proper, and safe. This is the
law in England, and these clauses are
verbatim transcripts of the English
sections.

MR. Mowi&: Are they law in any
criminal code in Australia.

MR. PUEXISS: I think so.
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THE ATnORNRY GENERAL: I will look
that up.

MR. PURKISS: There is no doubt in
my mind that we have imported the
English statute with the exception of
these sections, and I think it was a, mis-
take on the part of the draftsman some
time ago that they were left out. It seems
to me that the clauses are proper and
absolutely safe so far as the accused
person is concerned. Clause 2 simply
means that where a man is arrested and
charged with being in receipt or possession
of stolen goods, it becomes a question as
to intent. For instance, if you charge a
man with having a pair of stocks sup-
posed to be stolen, we cannot go in a
wholesale way for a charge of stealing
these within three months ; but we have
to select a particular item which has been
stolen f rom a particular person and charge
the man with having it in his possession
on a certain date knowing it to be stolen.
When we level it down to this the man
may give some excuse and get out of the
charge, because it is kept down to some
particular date and to some particular
person's property. Hence it becomes
necessary to try and prove intent, and if
we can show that within 12 months
prior to the charge the man bad been in
receipt of stolen property, though it is
not conclusive, the magistrate, can take
the fact into consideration in arriving at
his judgment. It is a matter for tbe
magistrate to take into consideration the
fact that the accused within 12 months
had been found guilty of a similar
offence.

MR. Mow: It may make all the
difference between a conviction and an
acquittal-

Mn. PURKISS: Yes.
Mu. Moua~s: That is what I say. The

prior crime affects tbe man on the latter
one.

MR. PUIIKISS: 'This clause is prac-
tically only declaratory of what is the
common law of the land. Only the other
day a man was charged with having
illicit intercourse with a relative. He
had to be charged with committing the
offence on a particular date, but evidence
was given to corroborate the story of the
girl that the man had been guilty of a
chain of similar off ences. That went to
the Court of Appeal and the Court of
Appeal held that it was evidence of intent,

and admitted the evidence. When the
Imperial Parliament enacted these sec-
tions they were practically enacting the
common law.

MR. MORAN: In that case the man had
not been charged before.

ME. PURKISS: The Court let in
evidence in respect of offences with
which the man was not charged, and the
law is reluctant to do so; but when a
man has been absolutely charged, why
not let evidence of that go in if we want
to prove intent ? However, it does not
prove intent; but it allows the Court to
take the fact into consideration, and I
think the Court should be allowed to
take it into consideration.

MR. M.%oRAN : Would it apply to bur-
gulary and other thingsY

Ma. FURKISS: We are dealing with
the Bill as we find it, but if we go into
other matters, cases of arson have arisen
where evidence is admissible that the
man tried to set fire to the place a few
nights, a week, or a month before. That
is the present law. After all, this is only
declaratory of what is the common law of
the land. In order to put it beyond
doubt the Imperial Parliament by eniact-
ment declared to be the law what was
really the common law of the land. As
to other clauses of the Bill it becomes a
case of proving previous convictions, and
I think that is proper, safe, and right.
If a man has been previously convicted,
and that previous conviction is admiss-
able, a method is provided of proving it
by producing the record. Having pro-
duced the record, all we have to prove is
that the man charged is the man whose
name is on the record. That is absolutely
safe, and has been the law of England
for 30 years. I have never heard any-
thing against it. If thdre, had been an
agitation against it, it would have been
repealed, but it has been the law of the
land since 1871.

MRt. T. H. BATH (Hannans): I can-
not give the same enthusiasm to the
second reading as the member for Perth.
We are told this is the law of Great
Britain at the present time; but the mere
fact that it exists iu England does not
make it desirable so far as Western Aus-
tralia is concerned. It appears to me
that there is merely a desire to load up
our statutes with these clauses without
any necessity being shown for the provi-
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stone in this Bill. At least the Attorney
General and the member for 'Perth have
not proved that there is any urgent
necessity for these provisions. We are
told w hat in the case of a prisoner being
brought up charged with receiving stolen
goods, the authorities can bring forward
as evidence the fact that he has been
in possession of stolen goods before.
As far as New South Wales is concerned,
I know that these provisions are the law
of the land, but I notice that where pri-
soners are brought up it is the custom of
the police to load up the case with these
previous convictions. It would not be so
bad were the prisoner tried on the parti-
cular offence with which he was charged,
and then, after the charge had been beard
and the Court had come to a decision, the
previous convictions were brought up
when they decided on the amiount of
punishment.

MsB. MORAN : When a verdict is found,
the list is handed in.

Afp. BATH: No objection could, I
think, be taken to that course, because
the punishment meted out to the pri-
soner largely depends on how often he
has been convicted of crime and how
long he has been a criminal; but I think
the bringingr forward of previous convic-
tions before a decision has been arrived
at leads the Court to prejudge a case. I
fail to ace the necessity for these provi-
sions, and anyhow I do not see the need
for bringing them in at this juncture.
Neither of the members who have spoken
has proved -that necessity. They hare
given us no evidence of a demand for
this. There are many things on the
English. statute book which are undesir-
able1 and if we are going to load up our
statute book with provisions that exist on
the Imperial statute book we shall be
taking a step for which we shall be sorry.
I intend to oppose the second reading of
this Bill as far as this is concerned, and
if this is desirable it can he brought up
in another Parliament, where more con-
sideration can be given to it.

Mu. 0.3J. MORAN (West Perth) : Pre-

sumably when introducing a measure of
this kind one should first tell the House
the object of introducing it. The Pre-
mier has not told us what peculiar
circumstances at the present time led him
to introduce the Bill in this Parliament
at this late hour.

TnsF Anonnrq (+snsxa: It has
nothing to do with moe, but the Parlia-
mentary Draftsman.

Mna. MORAN:- I think it is about
time the Premier shut off this ab undant
stream of legislation poured down upon our
devoted heads. It will be only five months
before another Parliament meets. I know
that to the ordinary lay mind nothing
roust be approached more carefully than
anything touching the im portant question
of the law of evidence, upon which the
great lawyers have exercised their brains.

Kit. BATHE: And differed so widely.
Ma., MORAN:- And differed so -widely.

One or two main principles have, how-
ever, been drafted by the ordinary lay
mind, one being trial by jury, which
should not be interfered with, and which
is the charter of all our rights. The
Habeas Corpus Act is another. Another
is that an unfortunate person on his trial
for any supposed crime shall not be pre-
judiced by its being brought under the
direct notice of the bench that -he has
been tried and punished before. It is
usual, when the bench passes sentence,
for the prosecution to hand pp a record
showing -that such person has been guilty
before, if he has been.

Mit. BArs: Then they shake their heads
and say. " What a terrible man!I"

Mn. MORAN: There is something to
be said for that. When a man is charged
with some particular crime, evidence
should be brought forward de nova, as it
were. proof being given that a certain
thing was done at such and such a time
and such and such a. place; but now we
are asked to allow the introduction of
what has been referred to into all these
stealing cases. I suppose the object is to
get at some of those houses where, it is
believed, stolen goods are received. We
are now asked to give the right to bring
before the notice of the bench the fact that
the individual charged has previously
been in receipt of stolen goods. It may
be proved that he has had a watch, and he
may have got hold of a bit of furniture,
and an endeavour will be made to manvu-
facture that into a crime because at some
previous time he did receive stolen goods
and, suffered for it. I do not know
whether we ought to pass the Bill at
this late hour of the session. I have
often said before, and I reiterate it, that
it is rather a misfortune in this Parlia-

Evidence Avwndment
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meat at the present time that we have no
lawyer on this (Opposition) aide of the
Ohamber, and these Bills are more or
less of an intricate natuire, so we must
accept what we are told by our learned
friends on the other side. The law of
evidence must be treated. with great
respect, especially when the subject is
dealt with by a great authority on
criminal law like the member for Perth.
Still, I would rather see the Bill post-
poned at this kate hour of the session. I
do not think that at this late hour it
ought to be presse upon us. We con-
sented just now to pass a great measure
because we know the Government wish
to close down very promptly. We are
aware they can dlose dlown when they
like. I think we could hang this up
till next session, and not pass it because
it is on the Imperial statutes. Some
of the most ridiculous Laws may be found
on the statutes of the old country. Under
the name of the glorious British law
many a-time men have been hung, drawn
and quartered. The fact that a thing
forms part of the criminal1 law in the old
country is *uo recommaendation of it to
moe. I do not know so much about the
criminal law in the old country, but the
practice hats been abhorrent at different
times. I think we ought to view these
things from the standpoint of our
experience. Is it wise to put this on the
statute book, and perhaps endanger the
liberties of some poor devil who has been
in trouble before and may not have been
guilty of the crime but niay have been
found guilty because on a previous
occasion he had been found guilty of an
offence and punished? I think we ought
not to consent to the second reading at
this stage.

Mn, R. HASTIE (Kanowna):- I have
not been into this subject. What will be
the difference if this law is not passed P
Will it be 'beneficial to a man in the
direction of enabling him to prove him-
self innocent? Will it allow him to go
scot free ? I understand from what has
been said that this law is practically in
operation at the present time.

Tnr ATTONEYr GENERAL: The prin-
ciple of it is in operation.

Mn. HASTIE:- Only its provisions
are not very well defined. It has been in
operation by the common law. It will
depend upon the individual who tries a

case whether he calls for that evidence
or not.

MR. MoxAn : I do not think any of
our legal friends said that.

TnsE ATTORNEY GENERAL : There are
cases where a. similar principle applies.

MR. HASTTE:. Some of it must be in
operation at the present time, as I have
known of cases where before the verdict
was arrived at the question was asked
whether a man was of good character or
not ; and a man is often allowed to
bring forward evidence to show he is of
good character, and this point must be
taken into consideration by the magis-
trate or jury when the magistrate is
writing up a. verdict. A legal mind is
really* required to tell us exactly what is
best to be done. I think everyone of us
here wishes to see that at anyv rate a
prisoner shiall always get every possible
consideration. The worst of it is that he
does not always get every consideration,
because be very likely cannot afford to
engage an expensive lawyer to state his
side of the case. However, we must
always bear in inad that those laws
are not intended for the punishment
of a prisoner, they are not intended for
revenge, but for the protection of society.
1, like the member for West Perth, am
somnewhat surprised that when the P're-
mier introduced this Bill he did not show
where the necessity for that law existed.
I think he would have heen wise if he
had dwelt particularly upon that point,
showing how society in Western Aus-
tralia is at a disadvantage as com-
pared with society at home. I do not
know what the law usually is in Eng-
land, but I know that in Scotland
it was very often shown that a man
charged was of bad habit and repute. I
believe such to be similar to the illustra-
tion given by the Attorney General, and
that it must have been considered that if
a muan was of bad character and repute
and had been charged with stealing
goods, he would steal goods again. We
have only' two of our legal gentlemen
present, and I am sorry we have not the
third. I would have liked more of them
to rise and show us what necessity there
is for the establishment of this law. In
the event of some of the ordinary lawyers
not giving us that information, perhaps
we have the bush lawyers to fill the
gap.

[ASSEMBLY.] Bill. second reading.
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RE. G. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): I
am not going to start out by saying I
have any knowledge of Scotch law. I
would have liked the Premier to point
out the urgency of this measure coming
in at such a late time. We have objected,
and I have dlone so strongly, at such pro-
cedure at the end of a session, and I
think the introduction of this Sill is
surrounded by a bad odour. In the first
instance, I would like to count the num-
ber of members present, 13, an unlucky
number. 1 would also like to know if
the Premier has anybody in his mind's eye
whom be desires to cover with this mea-
sure or bring within the scope of the Bill.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: What have
I to do with it?

MR. TAYLOR: Perhaps he may have
a case against the leader of the Opposi-
tion for stealing a Redistribution of
Seats Bill. As has been pointed out,
there is no legal member on this (Opposi-
tion) side of the House, and I think it
is usual in this Chamber for the lay mem-
bers to touch on legal matters with great
brevity.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If you like
to talk it over with any lega] gentlemen,
move the adjournment of the debate. I do
not mind.

MR. TAYLOR: That may get over
some of the difficulty. I move that the
debate be adjourned.

Question (adjournment) passed, and
the debate adjourned.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES.
Resumed from the previous Tuesday;

Mr. Eoutnzs in the Chair.

PUBLIC WORKs DEPARTMENT (Hon.
C. H. Rason, Minister).

Vote-Roads and Bridges -put and
passed.

ENGINEERING DivsioN-Harbour and
River Works, £29,170:

Item-Additions and repairs to light-
houses and quarters, £1,500:

MR. HIGHAM asked for information
as to this item.

THE MINISTER: In the event of the
present buildings at Arthur's Head
having to be removed owing to Cornmon-
wealth requirements, the buildings would

be rmoved a short distance away at the
expense of the'Commonwealth.

Item -Barrack Street jetty wharf,
£1,500:_

Ma. JOHNSON: What revenue was
received from this source, and in what
form ?

THE MINISTER: Last year £1,000
was voted, but none expended. This
year it was proposed to put the work in
hand, and the State would derive con-
siderably more revenue from this source.
The income was certainly more than suffi-
cient to pay interest on the outlay. Rent
was received from ferry companies that
made use of the wharf.

Item-Derby cattle yards, additional
fencing and earthworks, £800:

MR. PIGOTT asked when this work
would be completed.

THE MINISTER: It would be com-
pleted this year.

Ma. TAYLOR: This was an example
of an item being brought in one year for
a certain sum, and in the next year a
larger sum asked for the same work.

Ma. PIGOTT: Speaking as member
for the district, this work ought to have
been done years ago. Cattle were shipped
from Derby to the number of about
15,000 a year, and had to be driven over
a marsh that was submergei at high
tides, and at times was so boggy that
cattle were lost there. It was neces-
sary to make a. raised causeway,
fenced one each side, and a cattle race.
He had known 20 or 30 cattle in one
shipment lost through the boggy state of
that marsh.

Ma. ATKINS, having visited the dis-
trict, confirmed the hon. member's state-
ment as to the necessity for the work.

Item-Hauling up privately
vessels on Fremantle slip, £0750:

owned

Mu. FERGUSON asked for informa-
tion, as this appeared to be a recurring
item.

THE MINISTER: Last year £324
was spent out of £750. This was a
reproductive work, because the hauling
up and launching were done by the Gov-
ernment and charged for, the receipts
going into the general revenue and not
showni in the Estimates. The revenue last
year was about £1,100.
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Item,--Mandurab, repairs to training
Wall, £2250:

MR. ATKINS: Last year £300 was
voted for repairs to the training wall, but
not spent. Now £250 was put down,
so that the amount previously voted was
actually reduced by £50. The contract
was let just before the year closed, and a
liability incurred but not paid out of the
vote.

Tnsc MINISTER: There was a vote
of £300 last year, but it could not be
spent advantageously because of the ex-
cesive price asked for carting stone.

'That vote lapsed, and the present sum
would be spent this year in repairing
gaps in the training wall and making
some small extensions.

MRt. ATKINS: That statement was
not correct, though the Minister might
not know it. Having been asked to state
the requirements of his district, he sent
a statement to the Treasurer, including
this item with others; but although the
Treasurer promised to do what he could
in the matter and put down £2500 for
this work amongst others, nothing was
spent during last year, although the work
was very necessary. It appeared to him
that when a member put reasonable
requests before the Government, he was
not treated with fair consideration. If
he had asked for twice the amount he
might bave got one-half ; but because he
made a moderate request lie got practi-
cally nothing expended in the year. It
appeared to him that members sitting on
the Opposition side did not get as much
consideration in regard to the require-
ments of their districts as did members
on the Government side.

THE TREASURER resented the re-
marks of the bon. member, and would
not permit any member to say that be,
as Treasurer, did not keep promises, or
that because a member sat on the
Opposition side he did not receive the
same consideration as members sitting
on the other side. The hon. member
should know that when he received a
request for works to be done in a dis-
trict, it was not in his province as
Treasurer to estimate the cost of those
works: he must leave that to be dlone by
the Works Department. The hon. mem-
ber did send in a list of requests, but
there was nothing in his letter to show
that any of his requests were urgent.

The hon. member asked for £100 for
fencing and other improvements to the
Agricultural Hall in the Murray district,
but this was a request not within the
province of the Treasurer to grant. He
asked for £75 for sinking a well on a
reserve for travelling stock. With regard
to the draining wall at Mandurah, that
was recorded on the Estimates, and the
grant set down was according to the
estimate of the Works Department; and
of course he as Treasurer could not say
whether the work would cost £250 or
£2500. He had taken the trouble to ask
members of the House to send in their
requests early, so that they might be
duly considered before the Estimates
were framed; but many of the requests
were received after the Estimates were
drawn up.

MR. ATKINS: As one who bad not
been long in this House, he did not know
to whom. he Should go, in regard to the
different wants of his district. A mem-
bier was sent from cite office to another,
and how was he to know the proper
person to go to for each kind of request?

THY TREASURER: The hon. mem.
ber got three out of five requests granted,
and the other two he as Treasurer could
not grant.

MR. ATKINS: The district represented
by him had not been fairly treated by the
Government.

MR. HIGHAM : Whether £250 or
£600O would complete the training wall
at Mandurah, he hoped a sufficient sum,
would be provided to make a good job of
it. It had been demanded year after
year, and it was an absolute necessity to
many people on the west side of the
Murray Estuary that the river should be
opened up as fully ats possible. Those
people were depending on getting their
goods to and from the market by boat.
and unless this bar was kept open as fully
as possible they were subject to an
immense loss.

MR. TAYLOR: Last year we passed
£300 for this work. The expenditure of
.2200 now proposed would do nothing in
the wasv of permanently keeping that
place open. We would not beep that bar
permanently open without a cost which
in his opinion the importance of the
place did not warrant. To test the
feeling of the Committee he moved that
the item be struck out.
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MR. JAOBY: The hotel and boarding-
houses at. Mandurah were throughout
the summer generally crowded, and he
was convinced that with some little per-
manent additions Mandurah could become
one of the leading pleasure resorts of
Western Australia. Magnificent fishing
and good shooting could be obtained
there. One of the greatest difficulties at
Mandurab was the absence of bathing
conveniences, and the Treasurer might
reasonably have granted the request to
provide bathing-boxes. The place was
highl 'y deserving of some little encourage-
ment in the matter of opening the bar.
That would probably require an expendi-
tine of a few thousand pounds, but if
£500 or £600 were utilised each year we
should find the amount reproductive in
many ways.

MR. DIAMOND: The Government
had, he considered, very much neglected
this spot in years gone by. Mandu:-ah
was one of the beauty spots of Western
Australia, and was a source of the
greatest pleasure, recreation, and profit,
not only to the people living there and
visitors from Perth and Fremantle, but
visitors from the goldfields. Frequently
when he had been there the balk of the
visitors were from the goldfields. There
were some splendid fishing grounds, but
unfortunately the bar was so uncertain
that even small fishing boats drawing two
and three feet of water sometimes could
not get tlhrough.

MR. THOMAS: Though always pre-
pared to vote for a reduction of any item
he considered to be extravagant or a
luxury, on this occasion he had much
pleasure in supporting the vote as it
stood. He had spent very pleasant holi-
days at Mandurab, and knew from
personal experience the necessity of the
work for which this money was asked.

Mu. TAYLOR: It had been argued
by the member for the Swan that Man-
dumb was a very flourishing place, and a
great resort for goldfields people. There
were a dozen or fifteen people who lived
there permanently. It was idle to say
that facilities were required for taking in
provisions to the township, because
Mandurah was only 10 miles from the
railway; and there were many places in
the State hundreds of miles away from
railways. In any case, the money pro-
vided. was too small for the work of

opening the bar. The people of Man-
durmb during the last .50 years had
cleared very little land, and they had no
local taxation, but depended entirely
upon Government grants. It was the
duty of Parliament to help people who
helped themselves.

MR. ATKINS: Mandurab was 20
miles from the railway line. The bar
was only kept open by wind and sea in
winter, and then it became silted up so
that neither fish nor boats could come in.
Recently when the bar was open a large
quantity of fish came in, and the fish
canning industry was carried on; but
that industry was almost ruined through
the bar being silted. up again. The Gov-
ernment engineers had propounded a
scheme to open up the bar in order to
maintain this canning industry. To send
the fish to market by water was less
costly than carting it over the sandy
road to the railway line, and it was hard
that the people at Mandurab could not
make use of the cheaper means of transit,
which would also apply to the supply of
firewood to Fremantle. The vote had
been reduced by £50. It was not the
fault of the people that the money was
not paid. Had he (Mr. Atkins) known
that the Government would make a
handle of it. he would not have recom-
mended that the money should not be
paid in order that the man would do his
work properly. All the thanks he got
was that the vote was now reduced.

MR. THOMAS: Though last year we
protested against large sums of money
being voted to improve the Caves, we
agreed to the principle of spending small
sums in improving our beauty spots.
Mandurah was a beauty snlot, and a
favourite resort for the goldields people.
With a moderate expenditure we could
keep the bar open year after year and so
allow the fish to get into the estuary.

MR. JACOBY: Would the Minister get
a report prepared on the best scheme for
keeping the tar openP

TUe MINISTER: That had been done.
Amendment negatived, and the item

passed.
[MR. QUINLAN took the Chair.]
Item-Perth Reclamation of Foreshore

below Bazaar Terrace, £2100:
Mu. JOHNSON: What was being done

with this money?
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THE MINISTER: Last year we spent
£1,900 on this work, and this year the
vote was only for £100 to complete it.
There was no better work, nor a more
reproductive work, than the work of
reclaiming the Perth foreshore. Follow-
ing this item was an item of £1,000
which was required to put, the existing
dredging plant into working order. The
dredges were not suitable for extensive
works, but with a moderate amount of

repairs they could be utilised for this
reclamation work. It was proposed to
submit to the House on the Loan Esti-
mates a comprehensive scheme for the
whole reclamation of the Perth foreshore.

Itemi-Plant and tools, and repairs to
same, £1,000:

MR' ATKINS: The Minister should
explain this item.

THE MINISTER: This item was dis-
tinctly separate from the item to which
he had just referred.

MRt. ATKINS could not understand
why we should spend £1,000 in "repairs
to same," after we had already spent
£1,900 on the foreshore below Bazaar
Terrace.

The MINISTER: The words " repairs
to same" applied to the dredges and
tools.

Item-Tramways, maintenance, rolling-
stock, etc., £2,500:

Ma. THOMAS: Presumably these
were tramways in the North- West, and
how was the large increase in the cost of
maintenance accounted for as compared
with previous years?

THE MINISTER: This was for tram-
ways generally, of which there were many,
including Wyndham, Broome, and other
places in the North, also along the coast
southward, and these must be kept in
repair. Considerable revenue wats derived
from these tramways, and it was probably.
owing to the sinal1 expenditure in main-
tenance during past years that the tramn-
ways had got into a disgraceful condition.
More than the amount of this item was
required, but he hoped a larger provision
would be made next year.

ttem-Cottesloe ocean jetty (part cost),
£900:

MR. THOMAS asked for information-
THE MINISTER: This jetty was esti-

mated to cost £1,400, and of that sum

£500 was guaranteed by local residents.
The portion of Oottesloe where the jetty
would be erected was used in summer-
time by hundreds of people in a day, and
these were mostly of the working class,
the beach at Cottesice being readily
accessible. There was no convenience
for fishing or for boats to come alongside.
The residents had shown a desire to assist
in the work, and he hoped the House
would pass the item. The other "part
cost" wits to be provided by the local
residents.

MR. THOMAS expressed pleasure at
hearing the explanation. People who
were willing to assist themselves in this
way deserved encouragement such as was
provided in this item.

Mu. JOHNSON appealed for more
consideraition in regard to this portion of
the beach. He had visited Cottesloe
Beach and had seen fully 2,000 people
there, mostly women and children, with-
out any shelter or convenience. He im-
mediastely wrote to the Premier and asked
if be could do something to provide
shelter Sheds along that beach h ut
nothing had been done yet.

THE MINISTER: Designs for shelter
sheds and an estimate of cost were being
prepared at present.

MRt. HIGHAM: The beach at Cottes-
Ine was exposed to storms, and any jetty
built there should be made strong enough
to resist a stormu. It would be wasteful
to expend money on a work of this kind
in that situation, unless made really
strong. He did not oppose the work in
any way.

MR. TAYLOR: What formn of guaran-
tee had the Minister obtained from the
local residents ? On the goldfields when
people had to provide a guarantee in
part payment for some necessary work,
the Government required the guarantee
to be in the form of a, bank slip showing
that a certain sunm of money -was avail-
able for that work.

THE MINISTER: It would) be Do

good asking for a more substantial
guarantee than that already given, until
this item was passed by the House. If
passed, no portion of the money would be
spent until the local guarantee took the
form of a lodgmnent of £500 with the
Government.

MR. THOMAS: As to the work
being of sufficient strength to resist the
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weather, he hoped the Minister would
have due regard to safety.

THE MINISTER: The sum of £21,400
was the estimated total cost wade on the
responsibility of an engineer.

Item -North-West Tramways, provi-
sion of heavier rails auri rolling-stock,
£2,200:

Ma. PIOOTT asked for information,
as he knew of two tramnways requiring
heavier rails.

Tan MINISTER: The provision
existing many years past was wholly out of
proportion to the requirements in regard
to tramways in the North-West, with
the exception of Port Hedland, where
451b. railways were used, the rails on
other tramways being very, light. The
provision existing had been insufficient
for two or three years past, afrd the idea
was to relay these tramaways with 451b.
rails, and if second-hand rails could be
got from the Railway Department they
would be used, or new rails would be
got if required, also larger rolling-stack.
It would take a great deal more than the
sum provided on this year's Estimates to
do that., but this sum would enable us to
made a start. We should he able out of
this to provide a little heavier rolling-
stock at 'lBroome, Carnarvon, and Fort
Hedland, and he hoped to be able to do
somnething in the matter of rails also.
Certainly in these three places we should
he able to make somne improvement, and
he hoped to be able to get by degrees all
these north-west tramways into a much
better condition to deal with the traffc.
existing there -traffc which in somie cases
was almost blocking and in others
actually blocking them. There was
really a most d isgracef ul state of affairs.

MR. PIGOTT hoped the Minister
would not hesitate in this matter, because
even if a large amount of money had to be
expended it would be well spent and
would improve the revenue. The con-
dition of things at Broomne at present
was very bad. I Ie did not know what
was going to happen during the next
three or four months, because the rainy
season was on. In the morning the
weather might be apparently quite fine,
and in a couple of hours there might be
three or four inches of rain. Steamers
came to the wharf and had a perfect
right to discharge their cargo provided

it was not raining, and he knew from
experience, because he happened to have
a lease from the Government of this
particular jetty some years ago, what
terrific risk was being run by the con-
tractor having goods on the wharf during
the summer months. The contractor
was helpless, being bound by his lease to
accept the cargo, and on account of the

Ibad state of the line, the incapacity of the
Iline, he was unable to remove the goods. He

(M1r. Pigott) had known overa thousand
tons or cargo put on the -wharf, and
no matter how long the contractor
worked with the rolling-stock he had
in hand he had no possible hope of
removing that cargo under 30 or 40 days.
The necessary expenditure for the work
required could he charged to loan
account, because the work was repro-
ductive. When he had the lease he
wrote stting that, if the Government

Iwould spent £3,000 in relaying the line,
he would increase the rental to the extent
of five per cent on the £3,000. Since
that time the trade at the port had
increased at loadt a hundred per cent.

1Trucks which had been used on our lines
and had becomre obsolete could be utiised
on this tramline for years. If the work
was done, it would bring in over four per
cent., and he hoped the Government
would spare no effort in getting the work
carried out at the earliest possible
moment.

Mit ATKINS: As to the Carnarvon
jetty the rails put down were more like
121b. or 141b. rails than 241b. rails. The

Iexpenditure of a lot of money was re-
quired to make these tramnways anything
like useful.

Ma. BUTCHER endorsed the remarks
of the leader of the Opposition about
these tramway. in. the north, but thought
that to spend only the amnount of money
provided on the Estimates would be ab-
solutely waste, at any rate as far as re-
garded the jetty at Carnarvon. They,
had there a tramway some three miles or

Imore in length, laid with rails something
like 1211)., which -were cutting up the
rolling stock in the course of every two
or three days. The traffic had incr eased
enormously, within the last two or three
Years, and was still increasing. It would
be only a waste to spend money on
rolling-stock unless we did something in
regard to the tramline. He would sup-

Annual Batimales:
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port the striking out of this item if there
was any chance of a larger sum being
placed on the Loan Estimates.

Item-Onslow, new goods jetty, £750.
MR. TAYLOR: What population was

there? What work was it proposed to do ?
THE MINISTER: The jetty there

previously was destroyed by fire. It was
insured for £600, which amount had been
received, and it was proposed to build
another jetty.

Item-South Perth, Coode Street jetty
£1,600:

MR. TAYLOR moved that the item be
reduced by £600.

Tnm MINISTER: South Perth had
gone ahead very rapidly, there being a
very big settlement. A small ferry
service bad been established, and a jetty
at Coode Street had been a standing dish
for many years. It was really high time
that the Jetty was constructed.

MR. THOMAS: As far as he could
understand, Coode Street jetty was only
about half a mile from the existing jetty.
We had plenty of jet-ties at South Perth
now.

Amendment withdrawn.
MR. GORDON: The jetty was anmile and

a half or two miles from the existing jetty.
MR. THOMAS: There were better

ways in which we could spend £600. He
moved that the item be struck out.

Amendment negatived.

Item-Telephone, jetty, Onslow Post
office, £320:

MR. TAYLOR: Was this a Federal
item, and was it new expenditureP

THE MINISTER: As the town was
some distance from the ocean, steamers
sometimes arrived before the townspeople
knew. The telephone would enable the
people in the town to be informed of the
arrival of steamers.

Vote put and passed.

General Water Supply Works, £22,050:

Item-Katanning water supply, £500:
MR. THOMAS: Would this complete

the work-?
THE MINISTER: This would be the

total expenditure for water supply for
Katanning. The roads board spent £450
last year. This extra vote was to increase
the catchment area.

Item-Mingenew, general purposes,
well-sinking, etc.. £400±

Mn. WALLACE: Was this amount
to be spent in the township?

THiE MINISTER: A surn of £400
was granted to the local authorities last
year to spend, and they asked for a
farther sum, which he believed to be
justified owing to the large quantity of
stock that passed through the town.

lifn. WALLACE: The portion of Min-
genew as yet unsold belonged to a
member of the House. There was no
necessity for Say wells at Ming-new, as
the town was well supplied with springs,
and water gravitated from three wiles to
tanks at the railway station. There was
no desire to strike out the item, but there
were enough roads boards in) that district
to look after the interests in that locality.
We should not vote this sum year after
year.

THE TREASURER : This was a special
grant for the upkeep of wells.

MR. WALLACE: There was pro-
vision on the Estimates for the mainten-
ance and upkeep of stock routes. Wells
could not be sunk in Mingenew.

THE TREASURER: This application
came from the chairman of the Upper
Irwin Roads Board, Mr. Oliver, through
Mr. Phillips, the member for the district.

Ms. WALLACE: Mr. Phillips owned
the town.

Tag TREASURER: Mr. Oliver said
that the roads board wanted a special
grant for the proper repair and equip-
ment of all wells in this huge district.

MR. WALLACE: If it were not for
the absence of the member for the district
he would move that the item be struck
out, because it could not be justified.

MR. SURGES: What about the stations
fifty wiles out?

MR, WALLACE: The stations bad
their own wells.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Committee should not strike out the item.
He was obliged for the information given
by the member for Mft. Magnet, and no
mone 'y would be spent until inquiry was
made by an officer of the Department as
to whether the item was justified.

MR. BUTCHER: Knowing a little
about this part of the country he believed
that the expenditure of £400 in Mingenew
for water supply would be a waste of
money, but the money was asked for in
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order to repair wells in the district.
Mingenew being the terminus of the stock
route from the North, the money was
required to repair wells leading into it.

Ma. WALLACE : We should adopt
the principle laid down by the Treasurer
that roads hoards should keep their wells
in repair. There was no necessity for
more wells on the stock route in this
district. It was only 50 miles from
Mullewa to Mingenew, and there was no
better watered part in the State than the
country about Mingenew. The Min-
ister should not try to explain an item
about which he knew nothing.

Tun TREASURER: The Government
were perfectlt willing -to give the roads
board in the hon. member's district money
to maintain the wells.

Mn. WALLACE: OnlyV £50.
ThtE TREASURER: A good deal had

been spent on the wells previously, and
and that sum was only for up-keep.
The principle should be recognised that it
was a wise thing to encourage roads
hoards to keep the wells in repair, as it
would be a less expensive method than
Government control.

MR. WALLACE: There was, a differ-
ence between £400 given to this district
well supplied with springs, and the £250
given for the maintenance of sixteen
Government wells in the district in his
(Mr. Wallace's) electorate.

Mu. TAYLOR: There seemed to be no
necessity for the expenditure of money in
this direction at Mingenew, but there
appeared to be a scarcity of water on the
stations. There evidently was a necessity
for the Government to provide wells
easily accessible to the squiatters' stock.
[THE, PREMIEri: Rubbish !] The item
was misleading, because it appeared. as if
the money ws to be spent at Minguew.
There was no necessity for sinking wells
where there were so many spriugs. He
moved that the item be struck out.

Amendment negatived.

Item-Stock Routes, improvements and
maintenace, £9,400:

Ma. THOMAS: What progress was
being made with the scheme which was
recommended to this 'House by the select
committee on food supply, in regard to
stock routesP Would any of this sum
be available for opening up the stock
route from Coolgardie to EuclaP

Tnu MINISTER FOR WORKS:- The
northern stock route got into such a state
that it was hard ly possible to travel stock.
Had more attention been given to it
year by year, less expenditure would
be necessary now. Arrangements were
being made to inspect sites for tanks
and sites for wells over the Jack's
Well route; also over the Coolgardie-
Eucla route, where improvements and
water supply were very necessary.
These works on both routes would be
pushed on, and the routes would be put
into a better state for travelling stock.

Mu. BUTCHER: It was a, pity the
department could not devise some means
of preventing the reckless use of buckets
at the wells on stock routes. It was a
practice very common for one party to
take a bucket from a, well if be wanted
it, not caring what might happen to thbe
next party who came along. It was
difficult to check this sort of thing, but
something should be done.

MR. THOMAS : In regard to the.Eal.
goorlie-Eucla. route, we knew the rabbits
were coming along, and that one day's
route from lBallad-onia there was a great
number of rabbits. Somec of the runs
wure being fenced in, and it would be
useless to spend money on a. stock route
if the feed was to be eaten out by rabbits,
and the country made bare between a
pastoralist's run and his market.

Ma, BURGES hoped that no member
begrudged the necessary expenditure for
stock routes. It was urgently necessary
in the interests of the whole country that
stock moutes should be put in good con-
dition for travelling stock, and should be
maintained in Rood condition, because
this question largely affected the supply
of meat and the cost to consumers.

Item -Yardarino, water s upply.
£3,000:

Ma. WALLACE asked what was the
real purpose for which this bore was being
put down. He believed the expenditure
was useless. He moved that the item be
struck out, because be believed the supply
of water was niot in this bore, and because
in the Irwin River there was a spring-
there had been for the last 15 years to his
knowledge-from which people used to
draw water. If the Ministry would say
straight out that the original intention
was to utilise the bore for the purpose of
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prospecting for coal, there would be some-
thing in it.

THE MINISTER: The residents of the
district had assured the Government that
if a tunnel were struck through a steep)
bank on the creek to the bore, they would
be able to make use of a very good supply
of water.

MR. BUTCHER: A bore was, he
understood, put down some distance, and
water was struck which rose within 15
feet of the surface, but unfortunately the
bore was put down onl the top of a hilt,
and this £8300 was required to drive a
tunnel through at the low level to strike
this bore and tap the supply. He was at
Mingenew a few days ago, and was
informed that the tunnel had already
been cut through, and that a supply of
something like 30,000 gallons was now
flowing and running down the creek.
He failed to see why this £300 was
required to do the work already carried
out.

THE MINISTER FoE LANDS: It was not
so when he was there about three months
ago.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
work might have been done recently.

Progress reported, and leave given to sit
again.

ADJOURNMENT.
The Rouse adjourned at 11-19 o'clock

until the next day.

1Lrgislatibce Qtouncit.
Friday, 18th December, 1903.
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THE PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PETITION-MR. F. L. WEISS.
RON. J. W. WRIGHT (Metroplitan)

presented a petition from Mr. OF Lyon
Weiss, asking the House to consider the
advisableness of electoral reform. It
was rather late in the session to present
a petition; but this one might give mem-
bers food for reflection during recess.

Petition received and read.

JANDAKOT RAILWAY BILL.
Read. a third time, and returned to the

Assembly with amendments.

ROADS AND STREETS CLOSURE BILL.
Read a third time, and returned to the

Assembly with an amendment.

COLLIE-NARROGIN RAILWAY BILL.
Read a third time, and returned to the

Assembly with an amendment.

METROPOLITAN WATER AND
SEWERAGE BILL.
SECOND READING.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.
W. Kingsmill): In moving the second
reading I would invite the attention of
members to the course pursued in another
place when the Bill was considered.
Touching lightly on the provisions of the
measure, the size of which I hope will
not deter members from giving it their
consideration, I may say that similar
legislation in New South Wales, South
Australia and in this State has been
duly availed of. The greater part of the

ill consists of purely machinery clauses
for the administration of the water
supply and sewerage schemes which are
rightly thought to be absolutely neces-
sary for the comfort and prosperity of

[COUNCIL.] Water and Sewerage,


