BILL-LUNACY ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 5th September.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon,
R. 8. Sampson—Swan) [10.18]: I do not
oppose this meagure., It has been realised
for some time that an amendment on the
lines suggested was necessary and, indeed,
the subject was under consideration. The
matter has been fully explained by the mem-
ber for South Fremantle (Mr. MeCallum}).
At the moment there is one inmate in the
Hospital for the Insane to whom this will
particularly apply. If there was only one
guch case, it would be ample justification for
the amendment, but in future there may be
greater need for it,

Question put and passed.
Bill rcad a sccond time,

In Committes.

My, Muasie in the Chair;
in charge of the Bill.

Clause I1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Section 107:

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The Minister said
the Governmeni had intended to move in this
direction. As the Bill seeks to amend only
one section of the Ack, no other amendment
c¢an be included. There are other pecple in
the institution desirous of appearing before
a judge. Atf present a case cannot be bronght
before a judge unless he bas a declarition
that the person is ssme. There are some in-
mates who, although they cannot be classified
a8 sane, might be capable of taking care of
themselves, and a jndge might order their
release on probation if only they ecould be
brought before him. The Royal Commission
recommended an alteration se that these
people could be brought before a judge.

Mr. Money: Sorely the decision as to
sanity is a medical opinion.

Hon, W, €, ANGWIN: Sometimes there
is a difference of opinion on the part of
doctors. A person may not be absolutely in-
sane but be fit to be discharged, although as
the law stands he canunot go before a judge
and apply for his discharge. If the law had
been amended, as recommended by the Royal
Commission, such c¢ases could have been pro-
vided for. At present if the authorities of
the asylum say a man is not fit to be released
he cannot go before the court and apply for
his discharge.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: T am a
littie doubtful as te whether it will be pos-
gible to bring in other amendmenis at this
sfage, to cover the cases instanced by the
member for North-East Fremantle.

Hon. W. .C. Angwin: You can bring in
another Bill.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY:
not like to sce this Bill held up.

Mr. MeCallum

I wounld

[ASSEMBLY.)

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Let it go. My poiet
i an altogether different one.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: I will
take the risk of letting it go, so as to avoid
further delay in dealiog with the case in
which the member for South Fremantle is in-
terested.

Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported without amendment, and the
report adopted.

House adjourned at 10.2¢ p.m.
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Question : Group Bettlements, medlesl care w780
Billa; Local Authoritles (Addmonall’nwem\ 3, . 81
Lunscy Ark Amendment, 3R, ... Lo
Inapection of Sca.l’ro‘ldlng. R-com P ) ]
Redistributlon of Sests, 2B, . e TBL

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

QUESTION-—GROUP SETTLEMENTS.,
Medical Care and Maternity Cases.

Mrs. COWAN asked the Premier: 1, Have
the Governmcnt done anything to prcmde
any kind of medical care for the group settle-
ments? 2, Is it not possible to place this
most mecessaty matter in the bands of the
Medical Department to deal witht 3, If not,
why not? 4, Have arrangement been made at
any of the group settlements to enable mater-
nity cases to receive proper care and aften-
tion¥ 5, If not, why not¥ 6, Is the Premier
aware that the Busselton hospital midwifery
ward is closed and that there is mo private
midwifery hospital in the town to take mid-
wifery cases? 7, When was the Busselton mid-
wifery ward c‘iosed, and for what reason? 8,
What arvangements are now being made to
bandle midwifery cases? 9, Is the Premier
aware that correspondence addressed to the
Busselton hospital on tbe 7th Auwgust asking
what medical atteption is given there had not
been replied to on the 7th September, and
probably has not been replied to yett 10,
Would it not be possible to provide one shack
at each group where maternity cases could at
least bhe given privacy? 11, Is the Premiet
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aware that otherwise women must remain in
kots which are like ons room, and which
husband and children must share for sleep-
ing and eating; that these huts are in any
instances without windows, and that nothing
has been dume o make them By-proof? 12,
Has any attempt been made by the Govers-
ment to secure the services of any trained
midwife who may happen to reside on a group
settlement, or to provide in any way for the
needs of expectant mothers?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, It is
in the haads of the Medical Department. 3,
Answered by No. 2. 4, No; but provision
has been made at Busselton, and considera-
tion is being given to the establicshment of a
hospital at Margaret. 5, Answered by No. 4.
6, No maternity ward has ever been estab-
lished in comnection with the Busselton hos-
pital. A private maternity hospital was re-
cently elosed, but a new building with accom-
modation for four cases has been repistered.
7, Answered by No. 6. 8, In addition to the
private maternity hospital, the Government
bhave approved of plans for a materaity ward
as determined by the local hospital committee.
9, No. 10, No. A small hospital will be
erected at Margaret River. 11, No. The
temporary homes that T have seen are com-
fortable, clean and well kept. Group settlers
are self-respecting people. 12, No. Group set-
tlers arc in the same positivn as ordinary set-
tlers so far as medical attention is coneerned.
There are Government or assisted hospitals
in many centres, including Jarnadup, Bussel-
ten—the head-quarters of group seitlement in
those districts. Peel estate groups are mear
to Fremantle. A subsidised doetor is in prae-
tice at Margaret River, who will be available
for gronp setilers and old residents.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING,
1, Loeal Authorities (Additional Powers).
2, Lunaecy Act Amendment.
Transmitted to the Counecil.

‘BILL—INSPECTION OF SCAFFOLDIXG.
Recommitial.

On motion by the Minister for Works, Bill
recommitted for the purpose of furthor eon-
sidering Clauses 1 and 13; Mr. Stubbs in the
Chair, the Minister for Works in charge of
the Bill

Clause 1—Short title and commeneement of
Act:

On motions by the Minister for Works, ‘after
-4and,’’ line 2, the words ‘‘suhject as here-
inafter provided'’ inserted: and the words
‘‘Provided that this Aet shall be in foree
and have effect only in such parts of the
State ag the Governor shall, by Ovder in
Council, constitute and defines as distriets for
the purposes of this Act’’ added teo the
elause,

781

Clanse 13—Inspector to be notified of ac-
eident:

On metions by Mr, McCallum, the follaw.
ing was added to Subelause 1l:—‘‘and the
name and residence of every person killed or
so injured, and" notwithstanding any other
provision in this Act, no repairs or alterations
te suck scaftolding or gear shall be made
after such oeccurrence without permission in
writing of an inspector or of the local ollicer
of police if an inspector is pot immudiately
available:’’ and in Subelause 2, after
‘“notice,’’ line 1, the following inserted:—
‘*or makes or allows to be made any such
repairs or alterations without sueh permission
as aforesaid.?’

Mr. A, THOMSON: Unfortunately I was
absent when the Bill was in Committee on
Tuesday. Would it be possible for e now
to move an amendment to Clause 257

The CHAIRMAN: The Bill was rccom-
mitted for certain purposes. I canuot accept
any new matter now.

Bill reported with further amendments.

BILL—REDISTRTBUTION OF SEATS,
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 38th September.

Mr. RICHARDSON (Subiaco) [4.43]: I
have listened with close :ttention to the de-
bate on this Bill, and T have been surprised
to find that many members apparently are not
treating this as a non-party measure. To my
way of thinking, if there is one ineasure
which might be brought bkefore the House
to be treated as a non-party measure, it is
a Redistribution of Seats Bill. It shoald be
outside the sphere of polities in every way.
What appeals to me is that in dealing with
the Bill we are not dealing with it for our-
selves either individually or collectively ae
members of Parliantent, hut for the whole of
the people throughout Western Australin, TF
we are going to do that, then there is no
material reason why the Bill should be lonked
upon as in any way a party measute. Hon.
members may recollect that during the pas-
sage of the Electoral Districts Bill last ses-
sion, T spoke and voted against that meas-
ure, and gave my reason for se doing, namely,
that in the metropolitan area it was gener-
ally understtod a redistribution on the lineg
laid down in the Electoral Distriets Bill
would give that area only 14 seats. I and
others contended that we were justified in
having 15 seats in the metropolitan area
That is confirmed in the measvre beforr us.
In the Eleetoral Districts Act certain diree-
tions were given to the Commissioners, In
my opinion they have ably observed those
eonditions, with the result that we now have
a fair redistribution of seats scheme hefore
the House. Whilst T agree that there are in
it certain anomalies that might have heen
avoided, still T bhelieva the Commissioners
have done their work well, taking into com-
sideration the whole of the State. Beenuse of
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that I will support the Bijll, No matter who
framed the redistribution, it would have been
impossible to please everybody; for, after all,
it becomes a parochial matier with members
of Parliament. The Commissioners have prae-
tieally cut my electorate in halves. If I foi-
lowed my persenal inelination, I should urge
the restoration of the old houndaries.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: Apparently they are
satisfied with us.

Mr, RICHARDSON: Mowever, if I am to
consider the interests of my constituents, 1
should be entirely wrong in voting against
the Bill, for the numbers of my electors
justify the claim that they should have two
representatives, I ecannot agree with the
Teader cf the Opposition when he says the
Commissioners were ineflicient, Had the hon,
member left it at that, T night not have re-
ferred to it; but he went on to say that the
work the Commissioners were appointed to
do was merely a job for an office boy, Surely
then, if the Chief .Justice, the Surveynr Gen-
eral, and the Chief Electoral Qfficer arc in-
expable of carrying out work not above the
abilities of an office boy, it is time the Gov-
ernment took some stand in respeet of those
gentlemen. However, such a contention serves
to show the weakness of the ease against the
Bill. It must be admitted that the Leader
of the Opposition, if he errs at all, errs in
his criticism of other people. TRemembering
that, I am inelined to think he was vnable
to find any valid opposition to the Bill. The
member for North-llast Fremantle (Hon. W,
C. Angwin) criticised one member of the
Commission on the score of hia political feel-
ings.

- Hon. W. C. Angwin:
him,

Mr. Underwood:
was a bit erook.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Although the hon
member did not mention the pame of the
Commigsioner to whom ke referred, it was not
difficult for us to arrive at it. Almost in the
same breath the hon. member declared that
the Bill favoured the Labour Party as against
other parties in the House.

Hon. W. €. Angwin: I said that in my
gpinien it did.

Mr, RICHARDSON: Yes, I am quoting
your opinion. ¥rom that it appears that the
Commissioner alluded to must follow the La-
bour Party; Tor, according to the hon. mem-
ber, the Commissioner is a very fine man,
aince he overrode the opinions of the Chief
Justice and the Chief Electoral Officer. On
the one hand the Commiesioner is condemned,
and or the other he is praised.  However,
these eriticisms are only se many personal
opinions. I desire to enter an emphatic pro-
test against the charge levelled at the people
of the metropolitan area by the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Willeock). That hon. mem-
ber went out of his way to say that the
people of the metropolifan area were the
greatest set of parasites in the whole of the
Commonwealth. Webster defines a parasite
as one who frequents the tables of the rieh,

I did not eriticise

No, you merely said he

or who lives at another’s expense and earns
his welcome Ly flattery; a hanger-on, a toady,
a sycophant. In the face of that, the hon.
member says the whole of the people of the
metropolitan area are parasites!

Mr. Tutey: He did not say the whole of
the people of the metropolitan area.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes, I am quoting
what the hon. member said. The member for
North-East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin)
took him to task for his expression. More
power to that hon. member, for his protest
ghowed that the opinion expressed by the
member for Geraldton is not shared by the
whole of the Opposition. I am pleased to
Eknow that. The member for Geraldton was
entirely wrong. Take his own electorate, and
the port of QGeraldton, where the greatest
number of his electors reside: they are in
precisely the same position as are the people
of the metropolitan area. Probably the hon.
member was unduly excited when he made
his statement. Still, T regret his attitude,
because in the faece of the interfection by the
member for North-East Fremantle, the mem-
ber for Geraldton persisted in the same
strain, and stressed the point that the people
of the metropolitan aren were parasites. From
Midland Junction to South Fremantle there
are in the metropolitan area 85,000 electors.
Amongst those people are rich and poor, the
employer and the employee. Are we fo refer
to the whole of them as parasites, toadies,
gycophants? Are we to allow that stigma to
remain on those people? I am eofitering this
protest beeanse we oll know that those people
are not parasites, but are actually just as
good ag the people in any other part of the
Commonswealth, and just as essential to the
carrying on of the work of the State as are
the agriculturists, the pastoralists and the
miners.

Hon, W. . Angwin: The member for
Katanning said we were living on the backs
of the country people; and the ** West Aus-
tralian'’ declared he was correct in that.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Are we going to sit
silent and allow the workers of the metro-
politan area to be termed parasitest I de
not think any member other than, perhaps,
the member for Geraldton, would dream of
it.

Mr, Wilson: He did not mean it that way,
and you know it.

Mr. RICHARDSON: If he did not, then
certainly T do not know what he meant. He
used the expression and followed it up, and I
am fully justified in protesting against it,
for I represent quite a large section of the
people of the metropelitan area. So I am
going to continue the protest, and I hope
publicity will be given to it. If we are to
class the people of the metropolitan area as
parasites—the inference was that they were
not deserving of representation here—shall
we not class all people living in agricultural
towns, in sea-ports and in mining towns, as
parasites alsof Those people are trading
and following industrial occupations just as
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are the people of the metropolitan area. If
we allow that sort of thing to pass without
protest, we shall require to bave another re-
distribution of seats and cut out the whole
of the parasites. The only inference to be
drawn from what the hon. member said was
that people living in towng are battening on
other people und so are not fit to have repre-
sentation in this Chamber.

Mr. Underwood: And that wmust apply to
Geraldton.

Mr. RICHARDSOXN: Yes, and to the
people of all other towns. It was laid down
in the Electoral Districts Act that ecmmunity
of interest had to be considered by the
Commissioners. It would not be good for
this State if we adopted the view that the
whole of the people have not the same com-
munity of interest. It ia a silly old bogey
and nothing but a bogey, raised in by-gone
days when redistribution was being consid-
ered, In my electorate I suppose every in-
terest in Western Australiz i3 represented.
If that is so, why the need for stressing com-
munity of interest? If we are going to make
a political bogey of it, why not divide the
arens in such a way as to havo Labour Party
in ome, Country Party in another, and
Nationalist Party in a third, and make a
redistribution on that basis?

Hop. M. F. Troy: With proportional re-
presentation?

Mr. RICHARDSON:
munity of interest, we must consider the
whole of the State. A resident of the metro-
politan area that says he has no interest in
mining, in agriculture, or in the pastoral
industry of Western Australia is not worth
keeping in the State. All of us are inter-
ested in these things, and many of the peo-
ple living in the metropolitan area are dir-
ectly and financially interested in other parts
of the State. Because of that, there is a
real community of interest amongst the whole
of the people. It eannot be successtully
maintained that one elcctorate differs from
another in this respect. I admit that more
employers than other people may be found
in one particular district and more employees
in another district, but community of interest
gtill prevails amongst the whole of the peo-
ple. Because of this, I feel amused when
I hear members laying such stress upon com-
munity of interest. Let any metropolitan
member look around his own district, and ke
will find employer and employee living side
by side. There i3 a community of interest
between the employer and the employee, and
it exists in the form that I have mentioned,
but it is not semetbing that can be regarded
as distinguishing one area from ancther.
The whole State has a community of inter-
est;

Mr, Underwood: So has the whole of the
British Empire.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes. We may at-
tempt to use it politically as a factor for
division, but it can never be used ip any
other way. Therefore, the eriticism that the

If we consider com-

Commissioners did net pay due regard to
comnuuity of interest rests upon a wrong
basis. A lot of figures have been quoted. Im-
mediately a member en the Opposition side
placed his figures before the House, he was
followed by a member on the Government
side who elaimed that the figures were wrong.
1t is umnecessary to deal with o mass of
figures. T agree with the member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) that
the names of quite a lot of people have been
left off the rolls and bat¥e not been consid-
ered in relation to this Bill. It is so in my
electorate.

Capt. Carter; Purely their own f{ault.

Mr. RICHARDSON : But 1 also know
there are hundreds of names on the roils that
should have been taken off. If we could as-
certain the actual number of names wrongly
retaiced on the rolls and the number of those
eligible to be but not cnrolled, the result
would be somewhere about ffty-fifty. There-
fore we may take it that the figures on
which this redistribution is based are praec-
tically correct. In the metropolitan area—
I amn not speaking of the outside areas—it
would be bnpessille for the electoral office
to maintain the rolls at top standard, because
daily people are moving from one constit-
uency to another. Let me direct attention
to the voting in 10 districts at the Jast elee-
tion. It is proposed under the Bil! to elim-
inate the districts of Yilgarn, Mt. Magnet,
Mt. Margaret, Menzies and Cue. Taking
the whole of the figures for those distriets
including the informal votes, at Yilgarn 768
votes were recorded, Mt. Magnet 899, Menzies
579, and Cue 526, There was no election
at Mt. Margaret, but T am giving that dis-
trict a similar total to Cue’s—3526—which
should be somewherc near the mark. These
give a total of 3,208 electors. Let me now
show the difference between that and the total
for five clectorates in the metropolitan area.

Mr. Marshall: My God, you will not make
that comparison!

Mr. RICHARDSON: I shall, for obvious
reasens. In the Canning distriet there were
6,849 clectors, Claremont 5,638, Guildford
5,428, Leederville 5,592, and Subiaco 4,997,
making a total of 28,505. That is approxi-
mately nine times the nwmber that voted in
the five outer mining distriets. It is evident
there is meed for a redistribution.

Mr, Marsghall: On that comparison?

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes. The member
for Murchison cannot question those figures.

Mr, Marshall: T shall guestion them be-
fore the Bill passes.

My, RICHARDSON: Much as the hon.
member would like to question them, he
eannpt do so.

Mr. Marshall:
lous comparison.

Mr. RICHARDSON:
that are ridiculous!

Mr. Marshall: One is on his feet at pres-

It i3 an absolutely ridicu-

There are members

ent,
Mr. RICHARDSON: T happen to be stand-
ing on one foot at present; the hon. member



is evidently referring to somebody else. The
figures show that the people wheo actually
took an interest in the Parliament of the
State numbered mine in  the metropolitan
aren to one in the other distriets.

Mr. Corboy: But the conditions under
which they record their votes are very differ-
ent. The people here have a polling booth
almost next door to them, whereas, the people
in the back country have to travel many
miles.

Mr, RICHARDSON: I recognise that,

Mr, Corboy: Your figures prove the neees-
sity for a redistribution, but that is all,

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes, and the figures
cannot be questioned.

Mr. Marshall: Ridiculous!
Mr. RICHARDSON: If any of the com-
plaints  voieedl by members were well

grounded, I shonld mention that advaneed
by the member for Mt. Magent (Hon. M. F.
Troy). There certainly does seem to be a
discrepancy, but all said and dons, one dis-
erepancy would not justify us in throwing
out the Bill. T have studied the proposed
new electorate of Murchison, and have come
to the conclusion that it would have been
diffiecult to fix its houndaries in any other
way, Without doubt they have heen s0
fixed, apart from any political considerations.
Therefore, beeanse of this one discrepancy,
the whele Bih should not be condemned.

Hon. P. Collier : Does it not commend
itself to your judgment rather on aecount of
there being onc partienlar seat regarding
which there is no discrepancy at all?

Mr. RICHARDSON: The Leader of the
Opposition, in opposing the Bill, employed
some very futile arguments.

Hon. P. Collier: That is no answer to my
interjection. ;

" Mr. RICHARDSON: If the hon, member
thinks he can put words into wmy moutb,
he is mistaken.

Hon. P. Collier : Say Subiaco, for in-
stance.

Mr, RICHARDSON: My electorate ig all
right,

Mr. Underwood: Take Boulder, too.

. Mr, RICHARDSON: I am prepared to
take my chance.

Mr. Corboy: Piibara is all right.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Members from out-
back districts have dilated considerably
upon the fact of their having to travel great
distances, bnt I am not.aware that they
travel very frequently. Of course they may
do so unknown to me. The number of elec-
tors in their districts, however, is uniformly
small as compared with the number in a
nretropolitan  distriet. Ne metropolitan
member makes a-personal visit to each
individual elector. If he attempted to do
80, it would take W¥im four or five months.

Lient.-Cal. Denton: You have a {ramway
serviee.

Mr. RICHARDSON : But to visit the
home of each elector in my district would
take four or five months, With the facili-
ties provided in the outer districts, except-
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ing perhaps the North-West, each member

wishing to eall personally upon his electors

could do 4§t in the same space of time. The

member for Leonora (Mr. Heron) laid great

stress on this point; it would appear that .
membera outback had to hawk fish to their

constituents every morning. As regards

visiting electors I think it is fifty-fifty.

Hon, P. Collier: They do the round with
fish in your electorate before breakfast.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Then we had better
start a fish round, The argument of the
member for Leonora will not bear analysis.
I compliment the member for Menzies {Mr.
Muliany) on his fine and manly speech.
Notwithstanding that he i3 one of the mem-
bers—-

Mr, A. Thomson: One of the slaughtered
innoecnts.

Mr. RICHARDSON: Yes, he commended
the Bill and gave good reasons for com-
mending it.

Mr. Underwood: He is slaughtered.

Mr. RICHARDSON: I believe members
as a whole have bheen genuine in their ex-
pressions of opinion, but the outstanding
speech of all was that of the member for
Menzies. I believe the Bill will be passed;
I hope 8o, because there i3 no doubt that a
redistribution is necessarv. We cannot get
all we desire, but the Bill does offer some-
thing. T believe it conta’ns a few anoma’ics
and a disercpancy regarding the three seats
grouped in the proposed Murchison distriet.
This may be overcome, but it would be
unwise for the House at this stage to reject
the Bill on account of its containing small
anomalies. If ever there was a period in
the history of Western Australia when
numbers connted, it should be the present.
We have peopie arriving in the State in
considerable numbers, and probably another
redistribution will be needed at an early
date, espeeially for the agrieultural dis-
triets. Y hope sincerely that some of the
optimism evineed by goldfields members
will prove te have been well grounded.
8till, we cannot peer into the future or say
with any degree of definiteness that the
goldfields population will increase. Every
member hopes there may be such an influx
of people to the goldficlds as will neeessi-
tate another redistribution. Tf that is
brought ahout 4t will show that the State
is prospering. Tle increase in the repre-
sentafion to the agrienitural areas will also
indicate that the same state of affairs-
exists. Tn the meantime I hope this Bill
will be carried,

Mr. WILSOX (Collie) [5.15]: I do not
intend fo give a silent vote upon this Bill
With most members T agree that it is neces-
sary to have a redistribotion of seata, T
think the threc Commissioners who were ap-
joiuted for the job are just as able, and per-
haps as honest, as mest other men, T feel,
however, that the limited time at their dis-
posal and the insiructions issued to them
did not give them a fair ehanec of bringing
in an equitable redistribution.
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Mr. Davies: What instructions do ¥ou
mean?
Mr. WILSON: I mean the instructions

eontained in the Electoral @ Distriets
which, at the vaisct, elimivated four of the
50 seats. This left 46 constituencies only to
be worked out. I can hardiy reconcile the
quotas allotted to the North-West seats with
those set down for the agricultural seats.
Bunbury, for instance, has witiin its boun-
daries 3,133 voters, and the four North-West
seats together have 3,635 voters. That is to
say, the member for Bunbury represents prae-
tically the same number of people as do the
four memliers who represent the North-West.
There is a difference of only 200 voters,
and this represents a glaring inequality., [
listened with a good deal of amusement, not
to say patienve, to the speech of the member
for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood). 1le called
himself an onlooker, and said that onlockers
saw most of the game. It must be remem-
bered, however, that he is immune from any
danger under this Bill. I do not speak as
au onlooker, but as one whe i3 to a eertain
extent an interloper under the Bill. A peti-
tion was recently presented to this House
from a district of which it is possibly thought
I may eventually become the member. The
member for Nelson (Mr. J. H. Smith) pre-
sented this petition on behalf of the farmers
around Balingup and Mullalyup, It is signed
by 105 people, all of whom are apparently
indicating that they do not want Wilson.

Mr. Davies: Neot that. I think they said
they wanted Smith.

Mr. WILSOX: The petition is also signed
by the member for Nelson, and it was drawn
up on the 20th August, 1923,

Mr. J. H. Smith: T was only certifying to
its correctnegs,

Mr. WILSON: The petition reads as fol-
Jowsg:—

Redistribution of Seats Bill, Nelson Elec-
torate: We clectors of Balingup and Mul-
lalyup, sections of Nelson cleetorate, here-
by rcspectfully petition to have our dis-
triets retained in the XNelson electorate.
The proposed alteration of boundaries trans
fers our district to Collie electorate. We
are an agricultural community, having no
affinity of interest with Collie, which is a
coal mining and trade area, There are
mining areas in Nelson adjoining Cbollie,
and having affinity of interest which could
be transferred in lieu of Balingup and Mul-
lalvup. Your petitioners therefore respect-
folly petition you to retain Balingup and
Mullalyup in Nelson electorate, and your
petitioners will ever pray, etc.

Then follow a lot of Secotch names.
knows where they all came from,

The Premier: Did you draw up that peti-
tion?

AMr. WILSOXN: A redistribation of seats is
necessary if only to do away with some of the
twists and turns in the boundaries of the
electorate T represent. This map is a very
small boundary exhibit of my present elee-
torate, as it was when passed by this
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House in 1911. Members on the other side
of the Chamber voted for that monstrosity.
The Premier: I voted for it. It brought
vou into Parliament,
Mr, WILSOXN: Bat I was here before the
» remier, and before that Bill was brought in.
The Premier: Then it breught you baek.

Mr. WILBON: And it will bring me back
again. Tke people there know a good thing
when they have it. This merning, before I
had decided to say a few words on this Bill,
I thought T would find out if the boundaries
set gut in the small map I have in my band
were identieal with the boundaries set out in
the big map banging on the wall. T noticed
that a place named Kirupp was outside the
houndaries of tlte Collie clectorate, whereas
on the map I have in my hand it is inside.
For the first time since this Bill was intro-
duced I went to sce Mr, Cocke, the Chief Elee-
toral officer, and he admitted that Kirupp
was outside the houndaries of the proposed
Cellie electorate. That i8 where the com-
munity of interest comes in. Kirupp is prae-
tically a timber district, and has been in
the Collic electorate for over 20 years. Tt
has now been taken out of it, Not only has
this been dome, but it is proposed alse to
attach the Balingup and Mullalyup centres to
my district. There is not mueh in the way
of cumminty of interest in an arrangement
of that sort. The member will reach bis
destination on the railway at Balingup, then
he misses three stations and goes on to
Gieenbughes. The member for Collie will
have no votes in Greenbushes, but if he goes
a mile back he will agaio come within his
eiectorate in the vicimty of Brown’s Mill.
There is  community of interest between
Greenbushes and Cellie, but it is being ex-
cluded from that electorate, whereas the farm-
ing interests of Balingnp and Mullalyup, in
which there is no community of interest, are
to be included in it. To make this appear
just, the Commissioners take the farming
community of Kirupp out of Collie and put
it into Sussex, evidently with the intention
of giving the member for that distriet a bit
of a lift in his electorate. Let me take the
distriets of Bunbury, Sussex, Nelson, and
Ccllie. From my knowledge of those dis-
tricts I wonld say that labour, instead of
having two seats will, under this Bill, get
four seats. I do not complain about that,
but I do complain about the community of
interest,

The Premier: You are counting your
chickens, as they do in Seotland.

Mr. WILSOXN: I do not count chickens I
cannot pet out of eggs. 1 may in this in-
stance get 13 to the dozen; one can never
tell one’s Juck. If an additional seat had to
bc given it should have been given to the
Donnybrook area. Bunbury’s quota will be
3,435, nearly its maximum; Collie will have
3,397; Nelson 3,309, and Sussex 3,263, mak-
ing in all 13404 electors for the four Adis-
tricts. These four districts could well have
bheen divided into five, and such a division
would still have given in each of sueh five
districts a quota greater than those provided



786

for Beverley, Forrest, Geraldton, Jrwin, and
Pingelly, They would have been within 199
of .iagin, and bhe well ahead of the Plan-
tagenet clectorate, which is below the quota
of those suggested five seats. The Premier
says he is geing to spend something like
£3,000,000 in the South-West. If there iz to
bs increased. agricultural productivity down
there, it must mean an inerease in the popu-
lation. There is no preparation in this Rill
‘for the people who will go there to earn and
spend this £3,000,000.

Mr. J. H. Smith; None of it will be spent
in Plantagenet.

Mr, WILSON : I am coneerned about Collie,
Bome of the electorates in the wheat area are
at a standstill. On the other hand, Collie is a
big industrial centre that iz growing every
day, just as Nelson is growing. T believe the
Sussex electorate is also going ahead every
day. No preparation, however, is made for
the representation of the new people who
will go to those districts. I suppose the Bill
will be passed, because the Government
have the requisite numbers,

The Premier: You will vote for it?

Mr, WILSON: I will not voie for any-
thing that savours of inequality, I am not
built that way. I will vote my own way,
and that will be the eorreet way. Given a
free hand, T think the Commissioners would
make a very fine job of this redistribution,
but they will bave to be removed from all
the disabilities of the Electoral Districts
Act. They should be gievn a chance of
making a good job of which we shall all be
proud. In the circumstances, however, and
23 T consider that a new seat should have
been given to the Donnybrook area, D'intend
to vote against the Bill. I hope the coun-
try will do its duty and give it the go-hy.

Mr. GIBSON (Fremantle) [5.27]: With
other members I am quite satisfied that a
redigtribution of seats is npecessary. Be-
lieving that the quotas outlined in the
Electoral Districts Aet were reasonable, [
gave it my support. T thought that if it
erred at all, it erred on the side of gener-
osity to the outback and agricultural areas.
I should like to assure my friends opposite
who snggest that infloence may have been
brought to bear to secure ‘‘cushy’” seats
for those who supported the Bill, that T am
not one of those in that happy position. 1f
the electorate I represent had bad ite
boundaries arranged by my friends oppo-
gite, they could not have done a better job
from their point of view than the Commis-
gioners have performed. In saying this I
have no wish to cast any doubi upon the in-
tegrity or intelligenee of the Commissioners.
I regret, however, they did not take the
tronble to visit the various electorates, and
gee for themselves the result of their con-
clusions before submitting their report to
Parliament. The boundaries recommended
hy the Commissioners for the North-East
Fremantle, the South Fremantle, and the
Fremantle seats, will mean not only my own
political extinction, which is a very small
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matier, but will also mean that those who
think as I do in these districts will have ne
representation whatever in this Chamber.

Mr. Marshall: We do not want to lose

you.

Mr. GIBSON: I hope the Bill will yet be
referred back to the Commissioners, in the
hope that something may be done to obviate
the unsatisfactory result I anticipate.

Mrs. COWAN (West Perth) [5.30]: It
has been extremely interesting to listen to
the debate on the Bill, Qne realises what
perfect constituencies we should have had
if only we had heen counsulted in regard to
the boundaries, and in respect of what is
known as community of interest. I feel
that my own constitueney conld, in this
manner, have been made a perfectly safe
one for all time. Although many of us
are not satisfied with the work of the Com-
mission, I deprecate strongly the ecritivism
that has been levelled against the members
of the Commission who dealt with the
matter, Two of them are eivil servants—
indeed the three of them are civil servants
—and it would appear that they are not
able to do anything that will give satisfae-
tion to this House. I am econvinced that
the three Commissioners did their very best
in this matter and that at any rate they
tried to Jdo what was right. 1 hardly like
to think, even, of the suggestion made more
than onec in this Chamber that influence
was brought to bear on one of the Commis-
gioners. The metropolitan area is entitled
to many more seats than it has, Three to
onc in quota has always been regarded as
the proportion allotted, that is to say, we
in the metropolitan area represent three
people to one represented ountside that area.
That, howcver, does not give us the ore
vote one value that we hear so much about
in this House. The member for Claremont
{Mr. J. Thomson) has just shown us that
in many cases it means nine votes for one
value, Nevertheless, I think, members are
to blame in the matter., I do not know how
many helped, as every one of us was asked
to help, the Commissioners. The Electoral
Department sent notices to members ask-
ing them to assist io put names on the roll
and to see that they were in correct order.
It was in the interests of members to do
that, and those who did not eomply with
the request suffered. In fact, even those
who 1id, suffered, the member for Perth
(Mr, Mana) and myself amongst the num-
ber. although we did try to help in every
way possible. I am very sorry that we
eannot have compulsory voting in connce-
tion with this Bill,

Hon. P. Collier: A Bill to provide for
that could be introduced 1his session,

Mrs. COWAN: T wish we could do so. As
one whn has done a lot of eanvasding |
realise that compuolsory voting would be very
valualle for stirring up politieal interest.
Compulsory enrolment does not enable us fo
sit back and say we have no duties in the
matter of getting voters on the roll, nor does
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it enable us to say that we should not help
our electora]l officers in the way of getiing
the electors to do their duty to the country
and to themselves. We have lheard a preat
deal dhgetly and indirectly with regard to
the amount of favouritism shown in the Biil
towards this side of the House. That is not
so, because it favours this side so much less
than it does the Opposition side.

The Premier: Oualy the juvenile tnemhers
of the House have said that.

Mrs. COWAN: We must consider the Bill
from the point of view of the general good
and secept it as a Bill which is as fair as it
can be made. I intend to support the =econd
reading.

Hon., P, Collier:
tion Army
testifying.

This is a sort nf Salva-
meeting to-day—everybody is
Capt. Carter will now testify.

Capt. CARTER (Leederville) [5.35]: 1
jntend to accord my support to the second
reading of the Bill, but I am not gning to
testify in the mamnner the Leader of the Op-
position did, by saying that [ am faved with
the dilema of impugning the gooed faith of
the Commissioners or cxprossing :y con-
tempt for their competence. I belisve that
the work of the Commissioners has been done
in a truly impartial manner, and if any evi-
dence of that were needad, I ecan =ay that,
with the ezeception of the one or two juvenile
members of the House, to whom the Premier
referred, the general feeling in this louse is
that the Commissioners did their work with
credit to themselves and to this House. 1
wish it to be clearly understood that I do not
regard the Bill as it stands to be a perfect
one, Like every other member, I feel that 1
could have dere much better. We Lave all
expressed ourselves, either inferentially or
direetly, along thosc lines, but we have all
expressed the opinion that a redistribution is
necessary, and I suppose there is only one
better illustration of that faet, than the elec-
torate I represert, and that is Canning. You
ean take mine seats under the present distri-
bution, and, adding their total, you do not
exceed the electors [ have the homour to' re-
present in this Chamber. [t is possible to go
further and by adding the total of 10 seats
under existing circumstaaces, net -upproach
the total on the Canning roll.  Anomalies
such as these speak for themselves aml ery
lToudly for redistribution. I have heen struck
by the divided attitude of our friends op-
posite with regard te the rupresentation for
the metropolitan area. I snppose no sturdier
fight was put up by anybody than by cer-
tain members opposite, when the Electoral
Districts Act was before this House last ses-
sion, for an increase in Lhe number of re-
presentatives in the metropolitan area, Yet
to-day we find some members sitting op-
posite who  complain that the metropolitan
area will be over represented. But as the
Premier suggested by way nf interjection, it
is not the senior memhers of the party op-
posite who are making that complaint. Al
the same the feeling is there that the metro-
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politan arca has, under lhe redistribution,
been given too great a representation.

Mr. Munsie: I do mot ihink any iuembers
on this side gave expression to that opinion.

Capt, CARTER: If the hon, member who sits
directly behind the member for Hannans (Mr.
Munsie) did not make himself clear on that
point, I am afraid I do not understand the
King’s English. 1t is poszible also that one
or two members on this side of the House
will subseribe to the same view. The mem-
ber for Subimco (Mr. Richardson) put the
position clearly when he said that the State
was made up of ome people, whe were
banded together as part »>f a great naching
for the development of the State. We are
camponent parts and each one is depundent
on the other. The charge that the metro-
politan area was filled with parasites does
not, of course, bear scrutiny, and is not
worthy of any consideration. I am giad to
find that no other member followed the line
of argument enunciated by the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Willeock). The lhon, member
was speaking without his book, In the town
of Geraldton, which is the centre of his
electorate, there are people whose businesses
and callings are similar to those of the resi-
dents of Perth. Therefore, if the charge ap-
plies to the capital ecity, it ean apply equally
to the town which the hon. member repre-
sents. Remembering the anomalies that must
exist in a growing Slate Jike Western Avstra-
lia, we must keep abreast of the times, and
a measure of redistribution, when submitted,
must receive support. I heard the Bill re-
ferred to by a member in ‘he corridor as the
fairest measure of redistribution ever intro-
duced into an Australian Parliament. T feel
that I ean endorse the findings of the Com-
mission, although I admit that it would be
possible to improve them. But how to effeet
those improvements I cannot say. I do know,
however, that every member must feel that a
redlislribution is long overdue, and if he votes
honestly, irrespective of party interests, he
must vote for the second reading. Onc must
realise that, if any party has been favoured
or is likely to be favoured more than an-
other, it is not either of the parties joined in
coalition on this side of the House.

Mr, Marshall: T suppose you know we are
losing three seats.

Capt. CARTER: If we sre to believe the
member for Fremantle {Mr. Gibson), the
party opposite are going to pick up one seat
there; if we are to believe the man in the
street, the party opposite will pick wp an-
other seat in Maylands; if we are to believe
what we are told, they will pick ap another
seat at Karrakatta.

Mr. Corboy: And another at North Perth.

Capt. CARTER: If we are prepared to go
on bhelieving everything that we hear, the
Labour Party wilt come back pgreatly
strengthened and will occupy the Treasury
benely next year as the result of the redistri-
bution. There tan be no ground for any
charge of unfairress or gerrymandering.
Thank Heaven that word has not been used
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in the course of the debate. There can be
no such charge made in connection with the
Bill, and T am looking for the unusual spec-
tacle of members opposite voting with the
Government for the second reading.

Mr. LATHAM (York) [5.43]: I am go-
ing to support the second reading of the Bill,
but I must say I am sorry that the Com-
migsion received the instruetions that Parlia-
ment gave them last year. T would have pre-
ferred to see a reduction in the mumber of
members by 20.

Mr, Marshall: And none in the Legislative
Counecil. .

Mr. LATHAM: The hon. member might
himself seek election to that Chamber and
try to abolish it, I believe that 30 members
in this House could do as useful work as 50
are doing at the present time.

Mr, Marshall: There are 22 country mem-
bers,

Mr. LATHAM: Possibly the Country
Party would do considerably better if the
numbers were reduced.

Hon. W, €. Angwin:
bagis?

Mr. LATHAM: I do not think any State
such as this could be governed on a popula-
tion basis. However, if we could get 30 men
who would devote the whole of their time
to the management of State affairs, we
would probably obtain better results than
those we are getting to-day.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Would those 30 men
give up their farms?

Mr. LATHAM: We would have Ministers
who would eontrol the public purse better
than it is controlled to-day. I appreciate
to the full the difficulty of the task which
Parliament last year set the Royal Commis-
sicners to earry out. It i3 not casy to divide
Western  Australia into felectoral districts
which will please everybody. In fact, no
Commission eould do it; someone would be
sure to have a grievance in any case. I do
not know that it would be possible to do any-
thing on so elaborate a seale as that which
has been done by the Commissioners and
show better results. In my opinion, the selec-
tion of the Commissioners was a very wise
one. What I am mostly concerned about is
that sofficient time was not allowed to the
Commissioners to carry out this huge work,
which could not easily be done from Perth.
Effectively to divide this State into electoral
districts wonld involve the necessity for visit-
ing various portions of the State. Still, a
pgood deal of assistance eould have been ren-
dered to the Commissioners.  They should
have been permitted to call expert evidence
from various districts of Western Australia.
To sit in an office and draw a map such
as that we have before us, and in that way
obtain a preper redistribution, is quite im-
possible. If the rolls are made up with the
boundaries at present proposed, there will
be a variation of between 300 and 400 voters
among the varions eleetors.  Consider-
able assistance would have been ren-

On a population
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dered to the Commissioners if the work
of putting our rolls in order had been
undertaken eariier. T do not know that any
serious attempt was made to put the rolls in
order. The only information I have received
up to date on that point i3 a letter addressed
to me by the Minister administering the Elee-
toral Department-—and I suppose every other
member got such a letter—asking me to do
certain things. It is very diffienlt for a
ntember to get ont in his digstriet and see
that all electors are on the roll. I wonder
whether the police officers were also asked to
do it.

Hon, P. Collie*: They were not.

Mr. LATHAM: T wonder whether the
mining wardens and Agrieultural Bank in-
spectors were asked to deo something in thaf
regard. I do not say that a house-to-house
canvass should have been made, but I con-
tend that a great deal of help could have
been given to the Commissioners if only the
difficult nature of their task had been recog-
nised.

The Minister for Mines:
pulsory enrolment.

Mr. LATHAM: I hope gome day wa may
have compulsory voting. Then probably we
shall have better rolls. The only thing E
know about compulsory enrolment is that
some 50 fines were imposed on residents of
the town of York for pot having notified
changes of address, One man whe was sum-
moned for not giving his address correctly
was living in the same housge with his wife.
They were living on a corner, and he said
the house was facing one street while his wife
said it was facing the other. That man was
fined 2s. 64, or 53. He had not moved from
his house all the time. .

Mr. Hughes: What is the use of spending
money to put people on the roll if they can
please themselves as to whether they vote or
not?

Mr. LATHAM: I agree that it is time
people were made to recognisze their electoral
responsibilities. Reverting te the Royal Com-
missioners, I am convinced that every one of
the three Commissioners gave his best ener-
gies to the State. Anothér means by which
assistance might have been rendered to them
was by checking our State rolls with the Com-
monwealth rolls. Our rolls were in a shocking
conditiqn.

. Mr. Mann: Do you think the Common-
wealth rolle were in a better condition?

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, because the postal
officers in each town attend to the Cotnmon-
wealth rolls.

The Premier: How many names are there
on the Commonwealth rolls?

Mr. LATHAM: I have not made a count.
I do know, however, that in every town whete
there is a post office, it is the duty of the
postal officials to see that the Federal rolla
are kept up to date. As regards the State
rolls, neither the police nor anyone elge has
much interest in locking after them, and eom-
sequently they are neglected. Althoagh I

YWe have com-
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appreciate the work of the Commissioners, L
am disappoinied at the redistribution which
has been made. I do mot consider that jus-
tice is being done to the outlying goldfielda.
I consider they should have another repre-
sentative, I doubt whether it is proper to
give additional representation to the metro-
politan area. Hon. members may laugh, but
when they realise the wonderful work which
has been and is being done for this State by
the men in the outback distriets, they will
realise the position and feel very keenly in-
deed that were it not for the goldfields this
State would he 50 years behind in point of
progress. The mineral prospectors and the
miners gave the agricultural area its start,
and made Perth the prosperons city it is to-
day. If it is at all possible to give an addi-
tienal representative to the outback goldfields,
I will see that they get it. I agree with the
comments on the proposed Murchison elec-
torate which have been made by the member
for Mt. Magnet (Hon. M. F. Troy) and the
wmember for Yilgarn (Mr. Corboy). Gascoyne
and Reebourne seem two very small elector-
ates alongside the buge Murchison electorate.

The quota allowed in that area is 1,879, -

Murehison has 2,202 electors, Coolgardie
1,850, and Mt. Leonora 1,786, The Commis-
sioners there c¢ertainly got very close to the
mean if they did not exceed it. 1n this con-
neetion I may echo the words used by the
Premier when speaking on laast session’s
Electoral Districts Bill, that the goldfields
will come again.  Anything we can do to
asgist the goldfields people should be done.
We should give them fuller representation in
this Chamber. They should have an adequate
opportunity of expressing themselves on the
fioor of the House even if to that end two
additional goldfields members are necessary.

Mz, J. H. 8mith: Where are you going to
take them from? From the agricultural
areas?

Mr. LATHAM: I do not know yet where
I am going to get them. However, there is
very little community of interest between
agriculture and mining. Those interests are
distinetly different.

Mr. Mann: They are both primary pro-
ducers.

Mr, LATHAM: Yes, of a kind; but it
appears to me that no man can rightly repre-
sent both. I hope that the boundaries under
the Bill will be s0 amended as to prevent
mining people from being pusbed into purely
‘agricultural seats. I hope that such mining
people will harve an opportunity of joining
a mining electorate, with wbich they will
have real community of interest. The same
thing applies in the South-West. While both
are primary producers, the timber interest
.and the -agricultural interest are not alike,
.and they eannot be blended. If it is at all
possible T hope that proper consideration will
be given to the Murchison electorate and to
that portion of the South-West where the in-
terests are distinet. Going fthrough the
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figureg, I find that in the agricultural areas
there are 13 seats over the mean quota, the
surplus being 3,712, Thus the agricultural
areas woenld be entitled to another seat, the
mean quota being 2,906, Ten seats, I fnd,
are under the quota; and in those ten seats
we find the two new electorates proposed by
the Bill—XMt, ~Marshall, which is 448 below,
and Plantagenet, which is 424 below. Tak-
ing the whole of the agricultural areas, there
are 606G votes over and above the guota which
they should have, Turning now to the city
seats, we fnd that these contain in the aggre-
gate a surplus of 3,896 voters. On the other
hand, seven seats contain 4,397 under the
quota, After deducting the plus of the eight
seats from the deficiency of the seven, we find
that there are 701 voters under the aggregate
total.

Mr. Mann: That is not much.

Mr. LATHAM: XNo, but it shows that the
city seats are being given 701 under, while
the agrieuliural arcas have to carry G606 over.

Mr, Mann: That is splitting straws.

Mr. LATHAM: It ig a faect, and metro-
politan members do not like it. That is why
we quarrel. If the figures had been in their
favour, I daresay they would have applauded
me for quoting the totals. As the figures
are against the metropolitan area, metropoli-
tan members object. The metropolitan area
has 8,748 voters, which figure, divided by

15, gives a mean of 5,583, I daresay I shall

get into trouble, hut I will say that i I
divided the figure by 14, it would give a
mean of 5,910, which would represent an
averape excess of 327 voters over what the
quota is to-day. The figures to-day for the
metropolitan clectorates are as follows:—
Canning 798 over, Claremont 538 over;
Guildford 440 over, Perth 485 over, BEast
Perth 467 over, North Perth 232 over, West
Perth 408 over, and Maylands 328 over, mak-
ing a total exeess of 3,696, Then we have
zeven seats with an aggregate of 4,397 under
the quota. Subtract from that 3,696, and
we get 701, The metropolitan area could
well give away this one seat.

Mr. Pickering: Hear, hear!

My, LATHAM: I mean it. It would be
to the benefit of the State. No injustice
would be done, heeause to-day there are eight
seats, each exceeding the quota, if the divi-
sion be made by 14. If we were to do this
we should find within a year or two that we
had done the right thing.

Mr. Hughes: Suppose you tock that seat
from the agricultural areas: What would
be the average inerease in quota?

Mr. LATHAM: I do not think it wonld be
very much. When we realise the proximity
of the metropolitan electorates to the seat
of Government, their similarity of interests,
and how easy it i3 for them to reach the
heads of departments, it will be sece that
even if those electorates had 6,000 or 7,000
electors each they would be very much easier
to represent than are the agricultural areas.
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Mr. Johnston: Why not give the seat to
the Murchison?

Mr. LATHAM: I do not care where it
goes; I want to be fair to the people of the
State.

Mr. Richardson: You do not care about
the people of the metropolitan areat :

Mr. LATHAM: They can =very well look
after themselves. I deplore the hon. mem-
ber’s outlook. I only wish he would travel
a little more ju the interior, and find out
what it is doing for the metropolitan area.

Mr, Richardson: I have been deeper into
the interior and I have seen more of the
conntry than have you.

Mr, LATHAM: And the hon. member,
realising the diffieulties confronting the peo-
ple in the back country, lives in the ecity.
If he had the big heart required by a man
cutback he would willingly give away the
little T am asking for,

Mr. Richardson: Why don’t you give it
away from your own electorate?

Mr. LATHAM: I have not even men-
tioned my own electorate. It has only about
262 electors over its quota, and a large area
of land now being selected will bring it over
its maximum ¢uota befors the election i9
held.

Mr. Mann: Yon do mnot think the metro-
politan area will grow at alll

Mr. LATHAM: Yes, T do. But I am not
in favour of it. I hope the people coming
into the State will get out info the aghi-
cultural and mining areas and so help de-
velop the State. No State was ever devel-
oped by its cities. We eannot bnild up our
secondary industries, because our primary
preducers are not safficient in mumber. The
people of Perth always have command of
one member or another. If one be staying
at an hotel they come along and get his ear.

Hon. P. Collier: That is atiested by the
fact that you introduced the Architeets Act
Amendment Bill.

Mr. LATHAM: As it happens, that Bill
is for the benefit of men living in small agri-
cultural towns. The people of the metro-
politan area are not giving away anything
at all,

Hon. P. Collier: Because they have noth-
ing to give away.

Mr. LATHAM: No; they are living on
the people of the interior.

Mre. Cowan: Do you not think that mem-
bers on this side are willing to assist you?

Mr., LATHAM: The only assistance I havé
had from metropolitan members has eome
from the hon. member herself. She is inter-
ested in the agricultural areas, as is shown
by her questions to-day, and I know she will
come to our assistance by giving away one of
the metropolitan seats.

Mr. Riehardson: You are optimistie.

Hon. W, C, Angwin: I am afraid there
would be a riot if she did. .

Mr. LATHAM: 1 appeal to metropelitan
members to let that seat go to the outback
districts. By doing so, Perth has everything
to gain and nothing to lose.

[ASSEMBLY !

Mr. Mann: The metropolitan area bas
given you a big difference in the quota.

Mr. LATHAM: That was provided for in
the Elcetoral Distriets Act. I want to read
what the Premier said: last session.

Capt. Carter: He is not a metropolitan
member.

Mr. LATHAM: No, but the hon. member
agreed with what the Premier said, as fol-
lows:—

So, under the Bill the quota for the
metropolitan seats will be 6,062, as against
7,000, and there will be 14 seats.

That was the understanding on which we
passed the Bill last session.

Several membera interjected.

Mr. S8PFARKER: The member for West
Perth must keep order.

Mrs. Cowan: I think there are others.
equally to blame.

Mr. BPEARER: Order!

Mr. LATHAM: When the member for
Leederville assisted in the passing of the Bill,
he knew the metropolitan area was entitled
to not more than 14 seats.

Capt. Carter: Nothing of the sort.

Hon, P. Collier: You are putting vp a
good case; you have them all going.

Mr, LATHAM: The Premier had no in-
tention of misleading the Chamber. From the:
rells at that date, that was the number of
seats to which the metropolitan area was
entitled. The Premier was more competent
to speak than was the member for Leeder-
ville, because the Premier had his officers to
advise him, On the figures suhmitted by the
Premier, 14 seats were allotted to the metro-
politan area.

Mr. Riehardson: Nothing of the sort.

Mr., LATHAM: The mining centres were
to have had five seats. I regret to say the
number has been reduced to three. One more
point: I hope consideration will be given to
the proposed vames of the new seats, If
Karrakatta is not to be the seat eunt out for
the benefit of the outback arcas, I sincerely
trust the name will be changed. The seat
ecould well be given away, and its giving
would remove the necessity for altering the
name. It is not a name that should be given
to an electorate. I will suppoert the sceond
reading, but if it be possible to refer the Bill
back to the Commissioners or make the necea-
bsary alterations ourselves——

Mrs. Cowan: What alterations are neces-
sary

Mr, LATHAM: The giving of 14 secats
only to the metropolitan area, and the addi-
tion of one seat to those allotted to the out-
back areas.

Capt. Carter: You want to be generous at
our expense,

Mr, LATHAM: I want to be generous in
the interesis of the State. No injustice would
be done to the metropolitan area if a seat
were given away. To-day we have eight mem-
bers representing electors in excess of the
numbers I have quoted, if the division be
made by 14. Therefore ne injustice would be
done. It only means bringing up the other
gents to the same average.
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Mr. Clydesdale: Suppose you were to give
up an agricultural seat: What would be the
increase in the guotas—about 1307

Mr. LATHAM: It would be doing an in-
justice. I have not worked it out.

Mr. Clydesdale: Of course not.

Mr. LATHAM: I thought there was no
necessity to do so, that the agrieultural areas
were so valuable to the State that no mem-
ber would begrudge them proper representa-
tion. I am not asking that you give the agri-
cultural areas ar additional seat; I am ask-
ing that you give it to those people who made
the name of Western Australia by their
wonderful work in pioneering.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MUNSIE (Hannans) [7.30]: T have
been a little surprised at some of the heated
arguments advanced, some in justification and
others in condemmation of the Bill. I intend
te vote against the second reading. I hope
the Government will find a way to refer the
Bill back to the Commission. If it eannot
be done in the second reading stage, I hope
it may be done in the commitiee stage, be-
cause I consider the Commissioners have made
mistakes that should be obviated in order to
give all parts of the Staie fair representation,
There are two outstanding blots on the Bill.
The first is the proposed district of Murchi-
son. Every member recognises that this dis-
trict is not what it should be. The Commis-
gioners have taken 452 electors from the three
districts now constituting the Murehison, and
aldded them to other electorates. Had they
rctained them, taken about the same number
. from the Northampton mining district and
added them to Mt. Magnet, the quota would
have been sufficient to give the Murchison
two seats instead of one. The Commissioners
would then have got nearer to complying with
the condition of community of interest speci-
ficd in the Act of last session. Some members
have expressed doubt as to whether the Com-
mission had any authority to deal with the
four North-West geats. While I grant they
were not empowered to alter the number of
seats, the Aet did give them permission to
alter the boundaries if they thought At
There again the Commission have failed in
their duty. The largest electorate in the
State-—considerably larger than even Mur-
chison—is Kimberley; it is furthest from the
geat of government and yet it has the larg-
est quota of the four North-West seats, The
Commission should be given an opportunity
to consider the opinions expressed in this
House and to remedy the anomalies that have
been indieated. The principal reason for
introduecing the Bill was to correct existing
anomalies. I apree that there are anomalies
and that a redistribution is essential. This
measure has caused a good deal of con-
cern to members, and also to a fair
proportion of the people, who arve anx-

jous as to the electorate in which
they will be placed, and I do moet
wish to see a eimilar discussion ren-

dered necessary in the next Parliament. 1f
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the boundaries as now proposed are adepted,
I am positive the next Parliament will be
called upon to face the problem of another
radiatribution. This, however, may yet be
avoided. I do not wish io desl with the al-
lotment of seats to the goldfields arca, the
agrienltural area or the metropolitan area;
the Commissien may have good reasons for
their proposals, but I should consider it little
short of remarkable if they were able to
justify even their scheme for dividing the
agricultural area.

The Minister for Works:
upon them to give reasons.

Mr. MUNSIE: I am not asking for that.
They may have good reasons for their pro-
posals. Last year the Premier told us that a
margin of 20 per cent. above and below was
being provided te give the Commisaion dis-
eretion to adopt a larger quota for a set-
tled area in which there was little possibility
of an increase of population, and a smaller
quota for an area where ikera was o prospect
of the population increasing. The object was
that this redistribution might serve for some
years. Let us sec what the Commission have
done, I shall deal with four secats in the
Scuth-West—Sussex, Nelson, Murray-Welling-
ton, and Bunbury—omitting Collie, beeause
at present little is being done there to settle
people on the land. 'The Premiar’s land
settlement policy, which has the backing of
every section of political opinion in this
House and for which he has cutlined an ex-
penditure of £5,000,000, is being given effect
to in the districts of Sussex, Nelson, and
Murray-Wellington. The guota for the agri-
cultural area is 2,906, the maximum being
3,487 and the minimum 2,325. Of the electo-
rates named, Sussex has been given a quota ot
3,263, or within 224 of the maximum; Nelson
3,309, or within 178 of the maximum, and
Murray-Wellington 3,387, or within 200 of
the maximum, while Bunbury is given 3,432,
or within 55 of the maximum. Take some of
the older-settled districte of the Gireat
Southern.

Hon. P. Collier:
of the State.

Mr. MUNSIE: I would net say that.

Hon. P. Collier: Comparatively speaking,
it is.

Mr. MUXNSIE: The Government are not
contemplating anything like the activity in
the Great Southern that they are in the
South-Western portion of the State.

Mr. Latham: The electorates run out a
long way east from the Great Sovthern.

Mr., MUNSIE: Bat they do not include
areas for group settlement. Beverley has a
quota of 2,511, or within 186 of the minimum;
Pingelly has 2,609, or within 284 of the
minimum; Wagin has 2,699, or within 374 of
the minimum, and Plantapenet, the new elec-
torate, has 2,478, or within 147 of the mini-
mum.

Hon. P, Coliier:
lot.

You cannnt call

The uanprogressive part

That is the pet of the
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"Mr. MUNSLE: If the numbers had been
reversed, the Bill would bave been much
fairer. If this measurs i3 passed, I am con-
vineed that, even at the forthcoming elec-
tion, Murray-Wellington, Nelson and Sussex
will be above the maximum.

Mr. J. H. Smith: A long way above it,
too.

Mr, MUNBSIE; Yes. The Comwissioners
who delineated boundaries giving these re-
sults did not carry out the terms of the
Electoral Districts Act. ''hey have made mis-
takes and, if possible, the Bill shounld he re-
ferred back to them, in order that the mis-
takes may be corrceted. Let us make an-
other anulysis of the apgricultural area, this
time including Collie. The distriets of Mur-
ray-Wellington, Collie, Bunbury, Nelson and
Sussex together have a total of 16,679 elee-
tors. Include Katanning with the fonr Great
Southern districts I have mentioned—ICat-
anning is well up to its quota, 3,090—and to-
gether they have a total of 13,231 clectors.
In other words, there are 3,398 more clectors
in the four districts that will go ahead than
there are in the four elsctorates that have
been proved tobe retrogressing. That' is nota
fair redistribution on a popuiatien basis, nor
i it fair as compared with the guotas con-
tained in last year’s Bill. 1f anything can be
done to alter this atate of affairs, by refer-
ring the Bill back to the Commissioners to
reconsider their decision, I hope it will he
done. There is also the injustice to the Mur-
chison district to be considered. The Commis-
gioners, too, should take into aecount the con-
ditions prevailing in those localities where
‘money is being spent to sottle people on the
land, so that reasonable quotas may be al-
lowed in such eases, instead of unreasonable
quotas such as I have just indicated. In the
metropolitan area the Commissioners have
done almost the same as they have in respect
of the agricultural areas. The only portion
of the Statc that has been treated equitably
is the central goldfields. The Commissioners
have tried to keep the four seats there within
reasonable quotas, andl to take into aceount
distance from the seat of government and
community of interest. Why did they not go
nearer to doing this in the case of the melro-
politan area? I do not suggest they chould
have given an equal quota for every seat in
the metropelitan area, for that would not
have been right. The member for Subinco
(Mr. Richardson) was justly satished with
his boundaries. He said he would have been
satisfied with the old boundaries. The Com-
misgiomers have given a quota of nearly
1,000 more elcetors in the present Canning
‘clectorate than they have done in the case of
“Bubiace.

‘Mr. Hughes: Jourteen hundred more.

The Premier: Look at Lheir representative.
. 'Mr. MeCallum:
Opposition.

.+ Mr. MUNSIE: We have a most capable
representative in the preseat member.

He is a member of the

‘. |ABSEMELY.}

Hou., P. Coliler: And that is worth more
than the diffcrence in the quotas.

Mr, MUNSIE: It is an anomaly never-
theless, In Subiaco there ia hardly a spare
block of land for further building, and the
population ean increase only if the deplor
able system of flats is inangurated. On the
other band, in the Canning electorate houses
are going up by the dozen every week. But
the Canning electorate has been put up
nearly to its maximum, and Suobiace has
been kept down to 5,000, 1 cannot under-
stand that sort of arrangement. Mount
Hawthorn has a low quota. That is right,
becanse if the place is to go ahead, and
there is any amount of rowmn for expansion,
there should be provision for an incrensec
in the guota. The present Leederville seat
is much more scttled than tbe Mount Ifaw-
thorn district, but the quota has been kept
down to that of Mount Hawthorn, The
Commissioners should be asked to re-
consider their decision with a view to their
arriving at a fairer redistribution of seats.
Some people imagine the districts have been
subdivided for political purposes, I do not
know whether this was so or not.

Mr. Manu: You do not think sof
Mr. MUNSIE: No.

The Premier: I assure you that is not the
case.

Mr. MUNSIE: I do not think it is. Two
things the Commissioners were asked to
deal with were the distance from the seat
of government and community of interest.
South Fremantle has been brought up to a
given point., From the other gide of the
Fremantle seat the Commissioners have .
taken the East Fremantle State school and
jts surroundings, and put it into South Fre-
mantle. .

Mr, McCallum: And good Labour votes,
too.

Mr, MUNSIE: I know that.
not detrimentally affected the hon. mem-
ber’s district. Seeing that the Commias-
sioners had a sufficient number of eleetors
for three electorates, why should they go
to the east of Fremantle for 700 odd voters
aud put them into South Fremantle? If
they had gone up another street they could
have arrived at the requisite quota. They
have not really cxamtined the question of
distance, or recognised any feature so long
as they arrived at the quota by some means
or other, irrespective of boundaries. They
should be asked to make a better job of
the business, I honestly believe they could
do so, and could give more satisfaction to
all parties, as well as fairer representation
to the people in Parliament, I intend to
vote against the sccond reading of the Bill
If it is carried, I hope the Premier will find
some way of referring it back to the Com-
missioners to rectify some of the bhlunders
they have made.

Mr. MecCALLUM: I move—
That the debate be adjourned.

This has
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Motion put and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes .. . .. ..o 12
Noes .. .. e .. 29
Majority against .. 17
AYES,
Mr. Angwin Myr. Lambert
Mr. Chesson Mr. Lutey
Mr, Clydesdale Mr, Marshall
Mr. Colller Mr. McCallum
Mr. Corboy Mr. Wilson
Mr, Hughes Mr, Munsie
{Teller.)
NoES.
Mr. Angelo Sir James Mitchell
Mr, Broun Mr, Money
Mr. Carter Mr. Pickering
Mra, Cowan Mr. Plesee
Mr. Davies Mr, Richardson
Mr. Denton Mr. Sampson
Mr. Durack Mr. Scadden
Mr, George Mr, J. H. Smith
Mr. Glbszon Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Harrison Mr, Tee¢sdale
Mr. Hickmott Mr. A, Thomson
Mr. Johnston Mr, J. Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr., Underwood
Mr. H. K. Maley Mr. Mullany
Mr. Maon (Teller.)

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. MeMcCALLUM  (South Fremantle)
[7.58]: I congratulate the Premier on bis
successful tactics. It was obvious to mem-
bers, when the Bill was first introdnced,
that its fate hung in the balance. From
the expression of opinion emanating
from members opposite, it was doubtful if
it would be carried. The political fates of
many members depend upon it.

The Colonial Seeretary: Your posifion is
affected to some extent.

Mr. MecCALLUM: My position iz assured,
whether the Bill passes or not. Night after
night we have witnessed the masterly
tactics of the Premier. He has put up one
speaker from his side of the House, or per-
haps none at all, and the Opposition have
had to carry on the debate. He has, there-
fore, been able to hold on to the debate
by the process of argument, or—

My, Mann: Sound reasoning.

Mr. McCALLUM:—by the process sug-
gested by the member for Nelson {Mr. J. H.
Smith), who said, before he would decide
how to vote, he wanted some guarantee from
the Premier as to what would happen in
his electorate—

Mr. J. H. Smith: T wanted it referred
back to the Commissioners.

Mr, McCALLUM: —about a certain rail-
way.

'IXhe Premier: No one has gained anything
of the sort under this Bill,

Mr. MeCALLUM : That was distinetly
stated by the member for Nelson.
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Mr. J. H. Smitb: I ask for a withdrawal
of the statement that I asked for any
guarantee from the FPremier as to a rail
way.

Mr. SPEARER: The member for Nelson
has taker exeeption iv that statement.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I withdraw it. That
was the impression I gathered from his re-
marks. After making the statement he said,
even if he did not get the guarantee he
would vete for the Bill as being the lesser
of two evils.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has
objected to that.

Mr. McCALLUM: I was confused as to
his exact meaning, for his statements
seem to be entirely contradictory. I
am still eonfused. We have been aware
that a nember of members on the other side
of the House did not intend to support the
Bill and the Premicr has hung on to it day
after day, and week after week, t(aking
division after division and recording the fact
that ke did pot have his 26 members presens
to vote for if. Now hé has shown that the
numbers are up and no matter what argument
is advanced the second reading is assured.
The Premier has beea able to grad-
ually weigh down members until he
has a sufficient number around him to
enable him to put the Bill through.
I congratulate him on the suecess of his tae-
ties, but I cannot quite understand why so
many should have changed their views in
such a short period. It is the firsi time that
I have known so much unaiimity amongst
members opposite.

The Premier: They ate free and inde-
pendent,

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. McMeCALLUM: The plea advauced
by the Premier that the Bill was to be a non-
party one seems to me not to earry too much
sineerity, It does not matter a fir whether
this Biil be non-party or not. Tf was the other
one—now the Electoral Distriet Acet—whiech
was before us last session that matiered in
that respect. Tbat was the measure that laid
down the basis of the distribution, and the
Premier wag emphatic in making it a purely
party Bill when he introduced it. The Bill
fixed the basis upon which the people were to
be represented in Parliament. That was the
very essence of the redistribution, and the
very fundamentals of it made it a party
measure. The Premier declared, '*I will not
agree to the Government remaining in” office
on z redistribution of seats that will be on a
purely population basis; I will not agree to
the people being represented in Parliament
on 2 bagis other than tbat contained in the
Bill,*” and he added, that if the House dared
to alter his proposal, the Government wounld
resign. But when it comes to the mere
arranging of the boundaries he declares that
whether it means that you take in a little
group of electors here or somewhere else, it
does pot matter. He says, ‘‘On the funda-
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ntentals, I have made the matter a party one
and the Government will stand or fall by it.”’
1f there iz any sincerity in the argument that
the composition of Parligment shall be on
non-party lines, if there is any genuineness in
the stand taken by hon. members opposite,
ther the first issue should have been a nom-
party one. The whip was gracked because the
fate of the Government was at stake, and the
Premier made a clear declaration regarding
the Bill we now have before us. That de-
claration, however, did not matter very much,
becanss the Cominissioners had very little dis-
cretion and were obliged to act on the lines
laid down by the Electoral Distriets Aet.

The Premisr: You said that they exercised
teo much power.

Mr. McCALLUM: T d4id not say anything
of the sort; 1 have not said a word about
the work of the Commission. I do say, how-
ever, that you did mot give the Commission
mueh scope; that you gave them practically
no discretion; that you bound them down be-
fore they started on their work. They were
bound to certzin principles from which they
eculd not depart, and their report has been
limited to that extent. I find a wonderful
mixture of reasoning coming from members
opposite, and from those. outside who
give their support to members opposite.
There i a conflict of reasoning that I cannot
trace to any logical source. This is advanced
in support of the intention of Government
members to vote for the Bill. It has been
advanced that because some membnrs opposite
are likely to have their seats abolished those
members intend to vote for the Bill which
proposes to take away their seats.  Those
memhers declare that they are disinterested
and broad-minded, that their outlook ia na-
tipnal and that "their action should be ap-
plauded. All this reasening is put up as a
great virtue.

The Premier: I believe it, too.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Tt is tlaimed that this
attitude should meet with public approbation,
But when it comes to the Opposition side of
the House, we are told that the Bill makes
certain seats secure for Labour men. 1 can
claim that for my seat. I do not think any
man would be foolish enough to spend money
in trying to oust me under the new boun-
daries. But because I am going to talk and
vote against the Bill, and because I urge the
House to throw out the Bill, even though it
makes my seat secure, that is not to be re-
garded as a virtue on my part. It is done
for political purposes. It is a political ob-
jeet that 1 have in view when I vote against
something that is going to make my seat
secure. But when amother man votes for
, something that proposes to abolish his seat,
his action is acelaimed as that of a man who
is disinterested. Where is the logical reason-
ing in that{
" The Premier: I was just wondering.

Mr. Me¢CALLUM: That is what we have

“had from members on the other side of the

House.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premier: No.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Premier himaelf
has stated more than once that the Bill will
favour the Labour Party.

The Premier: No!

Mr, McCALLUM: He has als¢ stated that
we in our hearts would like to see the Bill
go through.

The Premier: I do say that.

Mr. McCALLUM: DBecause everyone on
this side will vote against the Bill the Pre-
mier declares that we want if, He tells us
that ours is not a bread-minded outlook; that
we are not thinking of anyone but oursslves,
our own personal interests. And becaure we
say that every vote on this side is going
against the Bill, he declares that we are doing
that for a political purpose. There can be
no suggestion that a man who votes against
a Bill that abelishes his seat ia doing that
for political purposes. Oh nol The state-
ment i3 too thin! It will not stand examing.
tion for onme moment. If members on this
sidle of the House are secure in their seats
under the new boundaries, and if, as the Pre-
mier has stated, we will e better situated
and we still vote against the Bill, how can it
be said that we are prompted in our actions
by political consideration? What does the
Premier mean by political consideration?

The Premier: I did not use the worls.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Fremier’s..sup
porters gave voice to it and the Premier has
suggested that there are reasons why we are
voting against the Bill. If there are political
reasons, what are they? The only politieal
reasons are the winning of seats, and if the
Bill is going to give us seata in this House
if we were looking fer kudos and gain, we
should all be supporting the measure and as
sisting its passage. It is because we take the
stand that on fundamentals the Bill is wrong.
that it is unjust and against the interests of
the people, that we intend to vote against it
The Bill has Leen framed to protect interests;
it is not demoeratie; it merely makes for the
representation of interests which will give the
present Government continued control. Ii
was framed also with the idea of preventing
the Labour Party from assuming the reins of
government, .

The Premier: Nothing of the sort.

Mr. Hughes: The Bill is a policy of insur
ance for the Mitehell Government.

Mr. McCALLUM: Yes. That sort of thing
has been attenpted before. T have declarad
where I stand. I stand for one vote one value
I fail to grasp that one man’s vote should
bhe worth more than another man’s simply
because the men live in different localities
If T live in the eity to-day and in the bust
to-morrow, I shall have mno meore ecapacity
or intellect or judgment to-morrow tham af
present. My stand appears to me to he the
only stand that ean possibly be taken Iy
truly demoecratic members. I challenge con
tradiction when I say that no section of any
Parliament in Avpstralia has given more sym
pathetic consideration to the wants of the
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country districts than has been extended to
them by the representatives of the metro-
politan arca in this Chamber. I ask coun-
try members to quote one instancs in which
metropolitan members have not given the
most sympathetic support to anything in-
tended for the advancement of the agricul-
tural and outback uareas of Western Aus-
tralia. It is argued that if we want develop-
ment of the country and advancement for the
nian outhack, we must give the eountry dis-
tricts morc representation here. But sending
another Country Party member here does not
mean more clearing or more cultivating ot
land.

Hon. P, Collier: No, It means less, be-
cause it takes a man away.

Mr. MeCALLCM: Just so. The presence
here of an cxtra representative of the coun-
try districts will not promote the develop-
ment of the country. My experience here has
been comparatively short, extending over
only 2% years, but, my district being half
town and balf rural, ranging from Fremuntlo
towards Mandurah, possibly my experience is
typical. It is argued here that city electors
have the ear of their member and can easily
get grievances remedied and wants attended
to. 1o reply to that I say that those of my
eleetors who live in or near the town have
given me very little work indeed. City elee-
tors do not look to the Government for nurs-
ing and spoon-feeding.  Bni those of my
electors who are situated further out have
meant easily more than haif of my work as
a member of Parliament, although they do
not number one-fenth of the total of my
electors.

The Minister for Agriculture: There is an
argoment,

Mr. McCALLUM: Is the fact of the man
in the country looking for spoon-feeding and
wet-nursing from the Government an argn-
ment for giving him more respresentation
here? Becausc the city man has more self.
reliance, is he to have less representation
here? 1f that is so, then it is the place of
metropolitan members to tell their electors to
give up all initiative and go to the Govern-
ment for everything they want. That ap-
pears to be the argument put up by the
Country Party. I had not intended to speak
on this Bill at all, because it has been so ap-
parent that, despite all protestations as to
this being a non-party measure, the whip
has been loudly cracked, und that ihe Pre-
mier would not allow a vote te be taken
until he was assured that the numbers were
here. The real essence of the present de-
eision lay in the previous Bill, the Bill of
last session, mow known as the Electoral
Distriets Act. The Government made that
distinetly a party measure, Whatever re-
distribntion may be framed under that Act
can never be claimed {o represent an equit-
able distribution of seats. No representative
Parliament can be elected on the basis of
that Aet. We can go back to the dark ages,
when lords and barons govermed the world
without any Parliaments; and I say there is
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only a degree of differcnce between such a
position and the position which this Bill pro-
poses to ercate. Under this measure, for an
TUpper House clection the votes on one side
of the street in Cottesloc Beach will have
twice the vaiue of votes on the other side
of the street; West Provinve viectors will
have twiee the voting strength of electors
tor the Metropolitan-Suburban Province. Is
there any reason whatever why a man living
in Fremuntle should have twice the voting
strength of a man living at Cottesloe Beach?
What lJogical argument can be advaneed in
support of such a position? How can it be
maintained that a man from Roebourne, re-
preseuting 500 people, shall be the equal here
of the representative of 6,000 electors? And
this, simply because the member for Roe-
bourne has to voyage a few days by boat
to get to his constituency. The member for
Hoebourne sits behind the Premier, and when
the Premier holds up his finger that is suffi-
cient for the hon. member to follow. In that
respeet the member for Roebourne is, in the
Premicr’s opinion, a worthy representative,
If the clectors of Roebournc werd reduced
to even 200 or 300, the Premier would justify
the retention of Reoebourne as a seat on the
ground that the member for Roeboutne fol-
Towed the dictates of the Government,

The Premier: That is a matter of intelli-
genee.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Tntelligence does not
count under this Bijll. What is Parliament
supposed to be? A reflex of the people?

Hon. P. Collier: We used to think so.

Mr, CALLUM: Is it supposed to be the
voice of the people? Are we supposed to be
here in order to express the aspirations of
the people? Is it people we are supposed to
represent? Can the Premier say -that this
Bill ensures that the voice of the people shall
prevaild

The Premier; Of course.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Nothing of the kind.
The Premier knows that it is certain interests,
and not the people, that have dominated the
framing of the Bill. Tt is something without
any life in it that dominates the Bill. The
people have been only a secondary consid-
eration. What dominates the Bill is some-
thing without vitality, semethirg u=nable to
express itself, something that should not re-
ceive consideration when it comes to the
framing of such a Bill ag this. I want to
know the opinion§ of the people. Let the
people speak. Once the majority have
spoken, I bow to the judgment, whether it
be for or against me. I have never asked
for anything more; I will nevér take any-
thing less. But this Bill is dominated by
something inanimate, by broad aecres, by
hushels of wheat, by miles of Wire fencing.
One member from the North-West said, ‘‘We
have so many rivers running through our
district, and there are so many head of cattle
in it, and cotton is grown in it,’’ That is
the basis of representation. The member for
Rocbourne (Mr, Teesdale} put up as a reason
why he should be elected to this Chamber by
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500 people the fact that he had had to ride
behind gix camels. That ig the basis on
which representation 4is to be allotted in
this Chamber, That is an argument why
certain distriets should receive considera-
tion over other distriets. It is surprising
to observe the unanimity prevailing
amongst members of the Country Party in
one respect, Their hearts are bleeding for
the outer goldficlds. The whole of their
sympathies go forth to those outer gold-
fields, which, they declare, should have an
extra seat. But at whose expense? Not at
the Country Party’s expense. The CGountry
Party are unanimouns in giving away =z seat
from somewhere else, a seat from the metro-
politan area.

Hon, P. Collier: Generosity!

Mr. MeCALLUM : Generosity indeed.
The Country Party have three to one repre-
sentation as compared with the metro-
politan area.

The Premier: Oh, no!

Mr. McCALLTUM: In effect they have.
At any rate, it is more than two to one.
You do not get away without caleulating
the North-West seats.

Mr. Teesdale: You have forgotten them
for five minutes.

Mr. McCALLUM: Never for a moment.

Mr. Teesdale: Your party gave them to
ns.
Hon. W, C, Angwin: No, we gave you but
three.

Hon. P. Collier: And you have lost a
thousand clectors since then.

Mr. Teesdale: Dgn’t take back what you
have given,

Mr., MecCALLUM: I will not compromise
on the demoeratic principle I adopt.

The Premier: No, you are obstinate about
it.

Mr. McCALLUM: I am not so obstinate
ag ig the Premier, who will not listen to
teason at all. The Premier ¢an hold his
own with all the Scotechmen and Cornish-

men,

Hon. P. Collier: That is the frouble in
this House—too many Secotchmen and
Corpishmen.

Mr. MecCALLUM: T am sorry we shounld
be perpetuating the idea that Parliament
is to be representative, nnt of the pecople,
but of interests, and particular <interests at
that. If it were mer:ly goneral Interests
the Murchison would not have Leen treated
as it has been. Compared with the agri-
eultural interests and the Morth-West inter-
ests, the Murchison has been very badly
treated.

Hopo. P. Collier: And cven on that bad
basis we have a bad Bill

Mr. MecCALLUM: Nobody haa attempted
to justify the treatmani of the Murchison.

. The member for Roebourue (Mr. Teesdale)
. told us there were u preat muny railway

stations in the electorate, but he has since
discovered his error.

Mr. Teesdale: I admit that two of those
I included are just over the border.

|ASSEMBLY.)

Mr. McCALLUM: There are but three
attended railway stations in the Murchison
electorate. The hon, member would de-
s¢cribe a bit of a ramp as a station. Either
the hon. member’s list or the map is wrong.
No doubt the hon. member was misled. L
should regret it if the control of our
domestic affairg were to drift out of the
hands of the people of Western Australia,
but I am convinced that if this principle is
to be perpetuated in the clection of members
to the House the democratic spirit of the
people will revolt; the people will lock for
other channels through which to express their
aspirations. The Bill will keep for all time
the government of the State in the hands
of particular interests, denying the majority
of the people the expression of their ideas.

Mr. Teesdale: You will be able to alter
it when you get over here,

Mr., McCALLUM: Bat the object of the
Bill is to prevent us from pgetting over
there, to block the democratic spirit in this
party from controlling the country. It is
the mnegation of the principle of self-
government.

Hon. P, Collier: This is the way they get
round it.

Mr. MeCALLUM: It is proelaimed that
every adult in Western Australia has a vote
for the election of a representative to Par-
liament, but it is not cxplained that the
votes of those in one electorate are dis-
counted as against the votes of those in
another electorate.

Mr. Mann: The same thing obtains in
other States and countries.

Ay, McCALLUM: Not in respect of the
Federal divisions, We have been told that
there is no other country where the opinions
of the people have freer play.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: This is the only
country in the world with plural voting for
local governing bodies.

Mr. MecCALLUM: That is so, and I douht
whether in any other country the Upper
House is hedged in by such restrictions as
we have in Western Australin, 'The Bill is
going to give vested interests, specific in-
terests, all kinde of protection in this
House, protection to a greater extent than
obtains in any other part of the world.
Some eclectforates are to have but 500 clee-
tors as against 6,000 in other electorates, or
a proportion of 12 to ome.

Capt. Carter;: What ratio di@ youn fix for
the North-West eeats?

Mr. MeCALLUM: I never hal a hand in
fixing any Tatio. Whatever the sins of the
pest, T am not ehouldering them.

Hon. P. Collier: Our Bill provided three
North-West seats, although there were then
in the North 1,400 electors more than there
are at present.

Capt. Carter:
to one, or whatt

Mr, MecCALLUM: The man then at the
head of the Government is a member of the
present Government, Perhapa his malign in-

But was it 10 to one, or 12
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fluence served to shape the Bill
shouldering his sins.

Mr. Mann: That js 8 weak reply.

Mr. McCALLUM: Would you ask me to
adopt his viewpoint?

The Minister for Agrienlture:
maligning your own colleagues.

Mr. McCALLUM: How do I know what
influence they had as against that of their
icader? I know the influence the leader of
your Government has; he is the Government
itself.

Houn. P. Collier: The discrepancies in our
Bill were noi within 50 per cent. of those in
this Bill.

The Premier: Oh yes, they were.

Mr. MeCALLUM: In any case, surely weo
have made some progress since 1913! What
has become of the protestations made when
the war broke out, of the promises male that
the old relationship between employee and
employer would never again be kmowm, that
Jack was as good as his master?

The Premicr: This has nothing to do with
the Bill, -

Mr, MeCALLUM: We were told that the
people were going to rule. Surely the ten
years that have clapsed since 1913 should
have scen some democratic progress! Tf this
Parliament is not to be a channel through
which the democratic instincts of the people
can find an outlet, there is in Australia an-
other echannel through which the people’s
voice can be heard. To thai channel they will
turn, probably to the preju:lice of the State;
hecanse I do not think it would be to the in-
terests of the State that we ghould have uni-
fieation. Still, if we are to be denicd the
expression of the people’s views in this
House, there is nothing left but to turn to
the channel where the people’s views ean be
freely expressed. I am advised that in 1913
the quota for the three North-West seats was
1,800 as against the 900 in the Bill.

Hon. P. Collier: A difference of 100 per
cent.!

The Premier: Where Jid you get that?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: From the rolls,

Mr. MeCALLUM: We are to allow broad
acres to have a firmer grip over the govern-
ment of the country, broad arres, sheep, cows,
and barbed wire.

Mr. Munsie: Not forgetting the eamels!

Mr. McCALLUM: That was the argument
put up by the member for Boebourne (Mr.
Teesdale), who said, in effect that he hag the
right to be here because ne rode behind six
camels.

Mr. Teesdale: As against the railway that
runa you up in two nights and a day.

Mr, MecCALLUM: The ho»n. member,if
he likes, cen get to his electorate just as
quickly as other members can get to theirs.

Hon. W. C. Apgwin: Almost as quickly as
to Premantle.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Yes, if he cares, hut he
wants to have ome foot on the ground all
the time. He is too canny to take risks. The
farthest up he will go is on the back of a
camnel. 1 am disappointed to find at this stage

I am mnot

You aro

of our history that a Bill of this deseription
ghould receive such support. When it was
first introduced, I was hopeful that the dem-
ocratic spirit would domiunate, and that there
would be sufficient members on the other side
of the House to demand a more equitable re-
distribution. I do not care what happens to
this Bill &0 leng as it dves not become law.
The whole essence of redistribution was com-
tained in the Electoral Districts Act of last
session. That is where the damage was done;
that is where the people were robbed of their
power to govern. The Act took from them
their birthright, their power to elect repre-
gentatives. It gave to vested interests the
power to dominate. It provided in effect that
the vote of a person living in one area should
be worth many times that of o person living
in another area. MHuman beings were not to
count and were not to be the dominunt fae-
tor. The dominant factor was to be some
particular interest that was sure to vote
solidly against democratic progress, The
numbers recorded in the division a little while
ago show that the fate of the Biil is sealed.
My seat will be more secure under this meps-
ure than it was before, but that does not mat-
ter. My opposition to the Bill, however, is
regarded by some hon, memhers as being due
to political comsiderations. I had hoped that
this Parliament would lay down a fundamen-

_tal principle, that no matter which party were

in power, when the Government were formed,
they could face the community and claim
to he in power at the freely expressed will of
a majority of the people, and, untramwmelloq
in any way, could represent them without let
or hindrance, Under this Bill that is impos-
sible, and on those grounds I appose it.

Mr. MARSHALL (Murchison) [8.48]: 1
was on the peint of moving the adjournment
of the debate.

Hon. P. Collier: I think you should have a
chance now.

The Premier: You are democratic, are you
not¥

Mr. MARSHALL: ¥es, but under this
proposed redistribution, I do not know what
I shall be.

Mr. Teesdale: You will always be what
you are.

Mr. MARSHALL: The member for South
Fremantle (Mr. MecCallum) has made an
eloquent speech, but T am afraid I eannot
support bim entirely.

The Premier: I thought you were not the
democrat he is.

Mr. MARSHALL: Nor am I the democrat
the Premier is, either. Members on the Gaov-
ernment side have refrained from advanci
any argument in favour of the Bill, but have
merely contended that members of the Oppo-
gition, fearing political cxecution, are ani-
mated by personal motives. I for ome do
not fear politieal ereentiom, although great
changes are proposed to tha boundaries of
the old Murchison district. As yet I ean do
a conscientions day’s work and. if I am not
wanted in Parliament, I can earn a good
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living outside it. I am speaking on bebalf
of the people of Murchison, many of them
pioncers, who have fostered the industries of
the Btate and who first gave political birth
to many members that are now betraying
their trust.

Hon, P. Collier: You stand alone in re-
apect of still being able to do a conscientions
day’s work outside.

Mr, MARSHALL: Undoubtedly, and un-
like the member for Roebourne (Mr. Tees-
dale) I shall not require six eamels and a
bugpy to pull me about. The member for
Subiaco (Mr. Richardson) referred to mem-
bers of the Opposition having quoted eertain
figures that had almost immediately been
disputed by members on the Government side.
Then he procceded to compare the votes re-
corded at the last general election in certain
metropolitan  distriets and outback mining
centres, [ regret that he should have drawn
such a comparison. The hon. member i3 well
known on the goldfields. At one time he held
a position that necessitated his travelling in
the remote parts, so that he should have some
knowledge of the conditions prevailing there.
By drawing such a comparisen, however, he
merely proved his ignorance. Should not the
people of the metropolitan area, with all the
facilities at their disposal, record a better
percentage of polling than the people in such
districts as Leounora or Murchisonf Between
Peak Hill and Mount Egerton, a distance of
110 miles, there is no polling booth, and
electors who desire to vote must provide their
own facilities to travel to a booth. From
.the eentral point of that area, it would mean
a journey of 55 miles.

Capt. Carter: How many eleciors wonld
there be in that pari?

Mr., MARSHALL: I do net know, but
they are intellectual beings.

Mr. Underwood: Are there any at allt

Mr. MARSHALL:: Yes, the member for
Pilbarn (Mr. Underwood) knows better than
that. The use of such a comparison wonld
warrant the voting out of the Bill. The
member for Subiaco demonstrated that he
had wo idea of the adversities against which
the pcople in the remote parts of the State
have to contend. He said that representa-
tives of the ontback distriets counld visit their
electors in the same space of time that he
eould visit his constituents. I do not know
whether it i3 worth while commenting on sucli
‘remarks, or on his reference to fish. From
what I can judge, it was all a matter of
‘stinking fish. I repeat my regret that the
-hon. member should have employed such a
-comparigon. I knew him before either of us
‘bad won a seat in this House and I gave
-him credit for possessing beiter judgment.
The member for Merzies (Mr. Mullany), too,
rWag——

‘sz Hon! P. Collier: Heroic.'
> Mr. MARSHALL: More than heroic; he
idcserved the Victoria Cross.

* The Premier: Stiek to the Bill; what have
you to say about that®

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. MARSHALL: 71 shall get to that
Iater; we have a long way to go yet. The
member for Menzies implied that those who
opposed the measure did so on personal or
pariy grounds. While the hon. member may
be commended by some for his heroic atti-
tude, he should remember the people that
have kept him in Parliament for so many
years.

Hon, P. Collier: He changed over to save
his own political skin.

Mr. MARSHALL: Those same people will
bring to him pelitical execution. I consider
his attitude pure cowardice. He is voting
to reduce the Parliamentary power of the
people that have kept him in Parliament for
yeurs. He said it did not matter to him
whether the Bill went through or not; he still
had a fighting chance. In ome breath he
favoured reducing the voting power of the
people, and in the next breath he said if the
Bill went through he would ask the people
he had deserted to support him, If I am
any judge of winers and prospectors, the
member for Menzies, as a politician, iz fin-
ished. The member for Roebourne (Mr.
Tecsdale) was responsgible for the best wild
beast show I have witnessed in this Chamber.
He produced one sheet of figures and then
another and, when his arguments were re-
futed, he pushed them into a drawer and
pulled out another lot of figures. If a mem-
ber quotes one lot of inaccurate figures, no
relianee can be placed upon anything he
says. The member for Roebourne said there
were 19 railway stations in the new Mur-
chison district and it would be possible to
get through the district in no time. There
are aetvally three railway stations, and the
district covers a greater area than that of
most of the slectorates. The hon. member
used figures that were absolutely inaccurate
and, when he was challenged, he pocketed
them. The inference to be drawn from his
argument was that those people that- had
been sufficiently courageous and industrious
to settle in the remote parts of the State
should receive no consideration whatever.
He said there were only 20 or 30 people out
there, According to bim they should not be
represented in Parliament. They were foolish
to go outback, and I do not know that he is
not right.

The Premier: The member for South Fre-
mantle said that.

Mr. MARSHALL: The member for Roe-
bourne did.

Mr. Teesdale: Anything will do.

Mr. MARSHALL; There is one little spot
of which the member for Roebourne has a
congiderable amount of inside knowledge. He
was careful, however, not to mention it. It
is probably one of the few spots about which
the hon. member could have spoken freely.

Mr. Teesdale: Do you mean spot lager?

Mr. MARSHATLL: I mean the Zoo.

Mr. Teesdale: Tripe. Give us something
fresh and original.

Mr. MARSHALL: This is very original.
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Mr. Teesdale: Tt is Billiagsgate,

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. member and
others arguoe that this Bill will overcome pre-
vious anomalies, and gmive better representa-
tion fo the people in Parliament. It will not
do that. When the Electoral Districts Bill
was before the Iouse I said it would not
overcome theee anomalies. [ was eorrect m
that. The member for Roebourne is here.

Mr. Teesdal2: Very much here.

Mr. MARSHALL: He i8 here by the wili
of 246 electors,

Hon, P. Collier: Twenty less votes than
Perey Brunton obtained.

Mr. MARSHALL: Perey Brunton stood
for the Perth seat, and obtained 293 votes,
47 more than the member for Roebourne, but
he lost his deposit and went to goal. This
Bill does not overcome one of the anomalies.

Mr, Hughes: The e¢lectors of Rocbourne
are the best advertised clectors in the State.

Mr. MARSHALL: I really thought the
member for Rocbourne would have heen more
generous in his attitude towards the Murchi-
son. He knows that the present Murchison
electorate compares favourably with his own.
He knows the difficultics confronfing any-
one wha wishes to get vound the Mur-
chison electorate. I have at my dispoesal no
better facilities for doing this than the hon.
member has for moving round his own elee-
torate. When a member of Parliament leaves
the railway system bhe has to pay his own
cost of travelling. The State provides the
State steamers to enable the member for Roe-
bourne to reach the principle ceutre of his
electorate.

Mr, Teesdale: We have to pay.

Mr. MARSHALL: He does not have to
pay for the actual transit of his carcase. He
15 carried free.

Mr. Teesdale: I insure that.

Mr. MARSHALL: When 1 consider the
pros and cong of the position T really think
it is the echeapest carcase carried on the
North-West.  The railway termidus in my
electorate is at Meckatharra, the most east-
erly. portion of it. To get to the distriet 1
have to pay my own travelling expenses just
as the member for Roebourne has to. He will
not argue that it is morce expensive for him to
travel in his electorate than it is for me to
travel in mine. And yet he .takes uwp an
attitude detrimental to clectors living in the
same sphere of life as those he represents
himself. His attitude caused me great sur-
prise. He said, ‘*The vole of my electors is
worth a little more than four times as much
as the vote of your electors.’”” He has 500
electors, and the area of lLis distriet is be-
tween 50,000 and 60,000 :quare miles,

Mr. Teesdale: Be fair.

Mr. MARSHALL: 1 will give him the
benefit of the doubt. The electors in my dis-
trict live very close to those in his, and live
under similar eonditions, but are more remote
from the capital. The member for Gaseoyne
and he tried to side-track the issne of com-
munication, and had nothing to say about the

aerial service. T had oceasion last week to
write a letter to Onslow and received the re-
plv in three daya.

Mr. Underwood: It cannot be done in three
days,

Mr. MARSHALL: If the letter had gone
to Meekatharra it would have taken ahuost
as many weeks to get a reply.

Mr. Teesdale: You sent a special up.

My, MARSHUALL: No. The aerial service
brings Roebourne and practically the whole
of the North-West territory into closer com-
nianication with the capital than the Mur-
chison.

Mr.
quickly.

Mr. MARSHALL: Ewvidenly the bon, mem-
ber makes them mount up.

Mr. Underwood: And
down more quickly.

Mr. MARSHALL: The rolls should have
heen made ap before the boundaries were
readjusted. In the basis of operations given
to the Commission last year it was Jaid down
that they had to take into account eommunity
of interest, means of communication, distance
from the capital, physical features, and the
existing boundaries of distriets, I shall not
go over again all that has been said concern-
ing the South-West and the wheht belt, but
I wish to compare the Gascoyne, Leonora and
AMlurchison seats. Gascoyne has 1,057 voters.

Mr, Angelo: Fourteen hundred.

Mr. MARSHALL: They arc not on the
roil. T am giving the figures used in making
up this redistribntion. There are as many
people off the roll in the Murchison distriet
ag there are n the Gascoyne. In order to be
fair to the three electorates T have mentioned
I bave taken the most central point on their
northern boundaries, and run a direct line
thereto from the seat of government,

Mr. Angelo: You would not have a person
within 200 miles of your centre. .

Mr. Chesson: You would not have anyone
not on the coast.

Mr. MARSHALL: The hon. member is
wrong. 1 may not have anyone within 200
miles of that point who has not more intelli-
gence than the hon. member,

Mr. Underwood: Your argument is that
this heing so they should not have a vote;
is that it?

Mr. MARSHALL: T am not arguing with
the hon. member. The distance of the
Gaseoyne from the seat of Government is
510 miles, and the arca of the district is
50,000 square miles.

Mr, Angelo: Did you say 510 miles?

- Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, as the erow flies.

Mr. Angelo: We are not crows.

Mr, MARSHALL: The L.conora distriet
has 1,786 voters. It is 620 miles from the
seat of government, and eomprises 120,000
square miles. Nearly every member who
has spoken about the Murchison has ex-
pressed the opinion that it has been uu-
justly dealt: with, 1 do noet wish to
elaborate on that. The Murchison has

Teesdale: Tt takes bills up very

it brings cheques
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2,202 voters, twice as many as the Gas-
coyne, four times as many as Roebourne,
and half as many again as Leonora. The
distavce from the seat of government is 830
miles, and it comprises an area of 122,000
aquare miles. No wonder the member for
Roebourne locks cunning.

Mr. Teesdale: He is chloroformed.

Mr. Corboy: Politically!

Mr. Underwood : You
North-East angle,

Mr. MARSHALL: I am taking a direct
line from the seat of government. Anyone
can check my figures from the map.

Mr. Angelo: There are not more than 10
people in the eastern half of the district.

Mr. MARSHALL: Moembers representing
the North-West have the use of the State
steamship service, which may not be as
rapid as the railway system to Mceekatharra
or the Murchison, The steamship service,
however, is supplemented by a rapid aerial
service. The member for Gas¢oyme can
reach Geraldfon by motor from Carnarvon
in a day.

Mr. Angelo: You are wrong. It takes
four days. You have to go through the
Upper Gascoyne.

Mr. Corboy: You munst make a lot of
stoppages.

Mr. MARSHALL: Tt is done repecatedly
by people living adjacent to Carnarvon.
The hon. member’s boundary cemes down
pretty well to the lead mines which are only
28 miles from Geraldton. The possibility
of travelling from Carnarvon to Geraldton
by car in 24 hours is 2 very simple maitter,
besides which there is the aerial service as
well as the steamship service,

are taking the

[The Speaker resmmed the Chair.]

Mr. Underwood : You cannot drive a
motor car over the map,

Mr. MARSHALL: From what I can
gather several motor cars have been driven
over the hon, member. I contend, with all
due respeet to the people in the metro-
politan area, that they are over represented
now, There are 30 membera of Parliament
in this State and nearly all live 4in Perth,
more or less. I have always noticed that
whenever any matter affecting the welfare
of the wetropolitan arca has come under
potice in this Chamber all members have
taken a special interest in it. On the
Address-in-reply nearly every member made
some reference or other to the metropolitan
area. Therefore T am justified in saying
that the metropolitan area has a representa-
tion of B0 members,

AMr. Hughes: And what do we ever get’
out of itg

Mr. MARBHALL: A very good livelihood
at the expense of the ratepayers. Some
people also acquire the right to study law
at the expense of the ratepayers. 1 do not
say that the people in the metropolitan area
should not have representation; 1 declare
that they have it and that they are very
well represented.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Mines interjected.

Mr. MARSHALL: If anything were re-
quired for Mt. Lawley the Minister for
Mines would not hesitate to raise his voice
in support of if,

Mr, Hughes: What about the Lord-street
tram?

Mr, SPEAKER; Order!

Mr, MARSHALL: I suppose the member
for East Perth overlooks the fact that the
Minister for Mines has a motor car. It is
true that on matters of vital importunce
to the metropolitan area almost every mem-
ber gives it his support.

Mr, Hughes: That is why we have been
drinking-mud instead of water for the past
three years,

Mr. MARSHALL: If the hon. member
has Dbeen drinking mud it bas proved
invigoerating in his case.

My, SPEAXER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber must keep to the subject before the
Chair.

Mr. MARSHALL: Before the Commission
bad any right to start on the readjustment
of the boundaries, the Premier should have
gone to the expense of getting the rolls
thoroughly revised and hrought up to
date. Every member, however, has com-
plained about the state of the rolls.
Some members have said, ““You will
find sueh and sech 2 nomber off the
roll and that nuember will compensate for
those who are not legitimately on the
roll.”’ Buch an assertion cannot be proved.
There are very few on the rolls who are not
entitled to have their names there. But I
have known of cases where names have
been struck off the roll, when those mames
should have been allowed to remain. In
the outback parts of the State the same
facilities as are to be found in the move
populated districts do not exist. People
can secure enrolment outback only through
the agency of the police and registrars, On
the Murchison there are only two registrars,

The Minister for Mines: There are hoa-
orary electoral officers,

Mr. MARSHALL: The eonly honorary
officers who are authorised to enrol people
are the police, and thesc officers, when
patrolling, do their utmest te enrel those
who are prospecting or working in remote
parts. The police, however, when on patrol,
do not go beyend the station homesteads.
The main object is to reach those home-
steads and the enrolment cards are left
there. It is only once in 12 months, how-
ever, that men come in from distant places,
and then those people are so anxious to
reach the towns that they do not bother
about enrolling. Their sole desire is to get
away from the keen hard living that they
have been cxpericncing and to reach the
towns. If by any chance they negleet to
attend to the claim cards they are not en-
rolled. It happens too that their names, if
they happen fto be on the roll, are
struck off by the registrar, who declares
that he has no proof that these men
are still in the distriet. The experi-
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is that names are put on to-day
and struck off to-morrow. The member for
Rocbovrne may display his ignorance by
laughing, but I assure him what I say is a
fact. The registrar is in charge of the roll
at Meekatharra, and though he is a conscien-
tious officer, it ia by virtue of the fact that
he cannot get the information be requires,
that he is obliged to strike names off the
roll. He has to work on the fact that he
does not sce the people. They comeg from
Peak Hill to-day and go out to Wiluna to-
merrow, and go make it difficult for the re-
gistrar to attend to their enrolment. T enfer
my protest against the state in whieh the
rolls are to be found to-day. I did elaim
that the rolls were poing to make a great
deal of difference to the boundarics,

Mr. Underwood: They are all had.

Mr. MARSHALL: Then in that respect
they are like the hon. member,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MARSHALL: If the outback parts
of the State are going to prosper, that pros.
perity can be brought about only by giving
the Qistant districts the representation in this
House to which they are entitled. We can-
not do that on the boundaries proposed in
the Bill. Tt is utierly impossible for anyone
to represent the Murchison if the boundaries
are to remain as the Bill proposes. T will
be quite impossible to go over the clectorate,

Mr. Teesdale: Do your best,

Mr. MARSHALL: I will ecertainly do that
even if I have to use eamels. No one man,
I care uot who he be, can properly represent
the people in the proposed mew Murchison
areq,

Mr. Underwood: Cannot the people look
after themselves?

Mr. MARSHALL: It would be better if
the hon. member looked after himself, With
regard to the wmetropolitan area being well
catered for by the faet that the wajority
of wmembers live within its boundaries, 1
wounid like to read to the House the expressed
convictions of that wonderfully infelligent
representative in the Senate for the State
of Western Australia, Mr. Kingsmill, who
says in ap interview with the ‘‘West Aus-
tralian’’—

The removal of the Federal Parliament
to Canberra will check the preponderant
political influence of Vietoria and New
South Wales.

As members of this Parliawnent, we know that
Western Australia, as a fedorated State, does
not get the same deal as the other States,
which are situated more closely to the seat
of Government, States like Vietoria and New
Bouth Wales. The very same thing applies
te the Bill under discussion, that the elec-
torates far removed from the seat of our
own Government will be neglected by
virtue of the fact that they have not
the same political pull as those which
are in closer proximity to the ecapital.
T challenge any representative of the Mur-
chison electorate, whether it be myself or
another, to go over that vast area and give

ence

801

it adequate representation. Persomally 1
care not what the results of the Bill may be.

Mr, Teesdale: You are pretty right,

Mr. MARSHALL: I am seldom wrong. I
care not what moy happen tn me politically.
1f the Premicr himself contends that this
Bill is justifiable on the gquotas adopted by
the Royal Commission, the inevitable infer-
ence is that the State is going back. If this
redistribution of seats is fair, the population
must be decreasing.

Mr. Movey: Centralising.

Mr. MARSHALL: On the rolls of two
vears ago as compared with the rolls of
to-day, assuming them to be correct, the Pre-
mier must admit that ouwr immigration
scheme is a dismal failuve. 1 have here the
census figures of two years ago which, if
they err at all, mean that there are about
5 per eent. more people in the State than
those figures indicate. The ecensus of the
+4th April, 1921, discloses certain things., Tf
the electoral rolls used for the purpose of
this redistribution of boundaries uve correet,
then it follows, for that census of 1921, that
only one portion of this State has shown an
inerease, and that portion is the agrieultural
area, whieh in two years hag gained the
paltry increrse of 1,060 people. The Premier
acted very indisereetly when he allowed the
Royal Commissioners to work on the rolls
before these had been given a thorough over-
bauling, and had been inscribed with the
eligible names that were off them. In the
Marchison goldfields distriet, according to
the census of 1921, the population was 3,554.
According to the rolls used for the redistri-
bution, the same distriet on the 24th May,
1923, which is two years later, had £,654, or
890 less. It follows that the population of
the Murchison goldfields has been running
away at the rate of 450 per year—which is
not in aceordance with fact. As for the
metropelitan area, the 1921 census discloses
a population of 90,000. On the rolls used by
the Royal Commission, the metropolitan area
on the 24th May, 1923, had a population of
83,000—o0r 7,000 less than two years pre-
vionaly. Ia that correct?

Mr. Underwood: Tt is pet correct.
figures are incorrect all round.

Mr. MARSHALL: On those figures, if they
are correct, the Premier must admit that hkis
migration schéme is an absolute faijlure.
True, all the migrants were not entitled to
be on the roil, but all those who entered the
State 18 months previonsly were so entitled.
If the Premier says that this redistribution
is fair, he is in effeet saying that his immi-
gration scheme is a downright faflure. Let
us take the point of community of interest.
Uf hon. members will look at the map hang-
ing on the wall, they will observe tbat the
Murchison electorate comes down to Maya,
which is purely an agricultural area. More-
over, on the south-west cormer the seat is
within a stone’s throw of Buatine, midway
on the Wongan Hills railway. What com-
munity of interest have the farmers of Maya
and Buntine with the miners of Wilunat

The
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I do not wish to speak in any way offensively
oL the Royal Commissioners. I have met
only one¢ of them, the Chicf Eleetoral Officer;
and Lim I met for the first time a few days
ago.

Hon. P. Collier:
Chief Justice?

Mr. MARSHALL: My only fear is that
I may meet the Chief Justice before I wish
it. Mr. Camm I searcely know, I desire to
say, without attacking the Commissioners,
that I do not think they took their job as
serionsly ag they would have done if they
had thought they would have been given
the opportunity to amend their work. [
think they were hurried over the job, and did
not take into full comsideration the basis
laid down for them in the Flectoral Districts
Act. They were in a hurry to give this ro-
distribution scheme to the Premicr in order
that it might be submitfed to Parliament for
discussion as early as possible. Still, T be-
lieve the Commissioners did what they con-
eonscientiously believed to be right and
proper.

My, Pickering: In the time they had avail-
able.

Mr, MARSHALL: Yes. Another difficulty
was that their hands were tied in many re-
apects. However, I must say that the Com-
missicmers did not fulfil their obligaiions un-
der the Act in accordance with which they
had to work. They did not do the work as
desired by Parliament. Let me quote from
last session’s debate on the Eleetoral Dis-
tricts Bill. T was complaining abont the
state of the rolls, and the Premier said, in
effect, that I had uo reason to fear, because
myself and the member for Gascoyna would
have to represent only 1,500 electors.

The Premier: Did I say that?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes.

The Premier: 1 am very sorry indecd.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Premier’s exact
words were—

Your quota is 1,500, and so is that of
the Gascoyne electorate.

The Premier: Aren’t you satisfied? You
have 1,500, and a few more.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yhat is going to be-
come of the extra 7007 The Premier is mak-
ing me a present of that number. I do not
mind the additional electors, bnt I object to
the vastness of the area. The Premier him-
scif has absolutely been deceived regarding
this Bill. Tt can be proved from *‘ Hansard’’
that he never contemplated that the outer
goldfields would be called wpen to surrender
five seats. In faect, the quota of 1,500 sng-
gested by the Premier wonld give the Mur-
chison two seats, As regards community of
interest, T ask the Premier to consider what
community of interest there can be hetwean
the lead miners of Northampton and the rural
workers and farmers of Greenough? That is
not a fair thing. There is no community of
interest in that case. No member for Green-
ongh can conscientionsly represent the two
sets ,of interests, Therefore, the Premier
would be wise to send this Bill back to the

You have not met the
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Commissioners, if tbat is possible. Evidently
the measure is going to pass its second read-
ing. T suggest to the Premier that he should
indieate to the Commissioners where amend-
ments are desirable on the score of rcom-
munity of interests and distance from the
seat of government. Undoubtedly, ithe pro-
posed Murchison distriet should have two
members. No member will say that what the
Bill proposes is fair representation.

Mr, Pickering: Nobody has said it.

Mr. MARSHALIL: Nevertheless it is evi-
dent that members will accept it. If the Bill
be sent back to the Commissioners, I hope it
will be aeccompanied by a recommendution
that the anomalies so apparent in the Mur-
chison boundarics shall he adjusted.

Mr. Piekering: That is not the only one.

Mr. MARSHATLL: No, but it is the one
with which I am moest conversant. .

The Premier: If you had 50 to talk about,
I don’t know when we should finish.

Mr. MARSHALL: Without any political
thought for the future, I enter a protest
against the Bill, because the pcople of the
Murchison are of too fine a type to be de-
prived of their franchise. Not only have
they pioneered the mining industry, but they
have pionccred also the pastoral industry. By
their adventurous spirit in travelling inland,
they paved the way for the pastoral industry
that meaus so much to the Stiate to-day. The
Government and their sepporters should he
the last to persecute the people of the Mur-
chison by inadequate political representation.
I give the member for Gascoyne (Mr. Angelo)
credit for his admission that there is com-
munity of interest in the Murchison cleatdrate,
but I do mot think he ean argue that the peo-
ple of the Gascoyne shonld have a voting
strength double that of the people of the
Murchison, The Murchison has only 53 elec-
tors below its maximum. T have here a
notification that an option has been granted
Ly the Chemical Supply Company over the
big mangancse deposits at Peak Hill. Hon.
members ean imagine the activity that will
be displayed on the Murchison as the result
of the taking of thot option.

Ar. Angelo: Ts a railway to be builg?

Mr. MARSHALL: [ de not know about
that, but in consequence of the activities that
will shortly be cvidenced on the Horweshoe,
th~ JMurchison will have wmore than its quota,
of elaseters within three wonths, and se will
be ecntitled, with four others, to demand an
afliustment.

The Minister for Mines: There are cven
great r mining possibilities in Wilina,

Mr, MARSHALL: That iz so. Tf n second
Golden Mile is to be discovered in this State,
it will certainly be at Wiluna.

The Premier: Then I hope it will he dis-
covered hefore very long.

Mr, MARSHALL: 8o do I, and I nope the
Premier will give the district better political
representation. .

The Premier: I am afraid that will not
serve to open wp the mines.
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Mr. MARSHALL: But it will give the
people greater contentment with which to face
their many difficulties. The Bill dees not
afford the jusiice and equily lhat weTe con-
templated by the Premier. The Premier
himself has been deceived hx the Bill, as is
shown by his statement of last session, when
he declared that the Murchison would have
not more than 1,300 electors. I appeal to the
Premier to he fair.

The Premier: Come across here and tolk
it over quietly.

Mr. MARSHALL: Distance from the seat
of government, one of the considerations for
the Commission, has heen entirely igrored in
respeet of the Murchison as against Northam.

The Premicr: WWhere is Northam?

My, MARSITALL: XNortham is 46 miles
b¥ railway from the seat of governmont. It
covers a very small area, yet its quota is
2,923, or only 600 more than that of the Mue-
chison. The people of the Murehison regard
Northam as a subnrb of Perth. It is not
uneemmon for Perth people to motor ta Nor-
tham and back in a day, joy riding.

The Premier: Have you been joy riding
up there?

Mr. MARSHALL: Xo, [ am dubious about
joy riding to Northam, for [ sce the effects
of it on the I'remier. Other comparisons just
as glaring may be drawn—I am referring
to the Bill—indieating positively that the
Commissioners did not take into consideration
distance from the seat of government. Thus
Pingelly, 130 miles distant, has a quota of
2,509, or only 300 more than that of the
Murchison, which is six times Pingelly’s dis-
tance from Perth, Again, Wagin, 193 miles
from the seat of government, has a quota of
2,609, with an area that is but a fraction
of that of the Murchisen.

The Premier: Well, what are you growling
about?

Mr. MARSHALL: T am growling because,
not being a glutton, I do not require anything
like the area I have to represent. I am not
taking a personal view of thia. [ have been
representing the Murchison for the past two
and a-half years, and possibly I shall not
represent it after the next election.

The Minister for Mines: Do not say that.

Mr. MARSHALL: I mean it for, unlike
the Minister for Mines, I realise that where
there iz one geod man, there may be another
still better. I do not know who will represent
the JMurchison after the next election.

The Minister for Mines: I will put in a
petition that you represent it.

Mr. MARSHALL: I thank the Minister.

Mr, Corboy: That will be the end cf you.

Mr. MARSHALL: There are many glaring
anomalies in the Bill. The Commissioners
drifted away from the instructiens in the
Electoral Districts Bill. If it be lawful to
refer the Bill back to the Commissioners, 1
agk the Premier to do it, and to give the
people of the Murchison a fairer deal than
the Bill gives them. I make an appeal on
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behalf of the people of the Murchison, who
deserve far better treatment than is contem-
plated for them in the Bill.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM (Kalgoorlie) [9.58]:
We have heard a number of interesting
speeches for and against the Bill. During
the progress of the debate I thought we
should have had from the Ministerial side of
the House something to irdieate what the
Premier proposes to do in respect of the
anomalies in the Bill, There is not the slight-
¢sl doubt that, in the opinion of a majority
of members, a grave injustice has been done
to the electors of the Murchison; and not
anly that, but an injustice aiso to the outer
miner areas generally. It is somewhate late
to refer to the discugsion that took place
when the Bill for the appointment of the
Commission was under consideration. Pro-
tests were entered from this side of the
House, It was pointed out that the hands of
the Commission were tied and that we could
not expect to get a satisfactory redistribution
from a Commission go placed. Therefore it
is not surprising that the Bill iz disappointing
to a majority of members. Supporters of the
Government are not all in sympathy with the
measure, Member after member bas made it
clear that there must be some alteration be-
fore the Bill passes its third reading. The
measure is unfair to the Murchisoon area and
to the whole of the outer mining area. The
member for Leonora (Mr, Heron) told the
House of the impending inerease in the num-
ber of employees on the Sons of Gwalia mine.
Hundreds of additional men, together with
their wives, will be qualified to be enrolled.

Mr, Mann: Where will they come from?

Mr. CUNNINGHAM: From all parts of
the State. To-day they are following other
occupations, and are merely waiting to get
back to their former positions on the mine.
The employment of these additional men will
attract other people to the district, and thus
the number of electors will be greatly im-
creased. It is meost inopportune to proceed
with the Bill at present. The mining indus-
try for some time past has been suffering
from depression due to the war, but we know
that mines now operating in a small way
will be capable of absorbing a larger number
of men as scon as the cost of mining requi-
sites is rednced. The Bill contains provision
for the readjustment of boundaries and the
reallocation of electors in order to give addi-
tional representation to those districts where
an increase of population oceurs.  But we
ghall be faced with a general electivn mext
vear and, if 1his Bill becomes law, the Parlia-
ment elected under its provisions will have a
life of three years. We have a shifting
population not only in the mining areas, but
in the South-West and even in the city itself.
The group seitlement policy is resulting in a
large number of people moving to the Seuth-
West and this movement will continune, so
that the number will be greatly increased be-
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fore the election takes place. Is there any
possibility of & readjustment of boundaries
before the election? In the interests of the
‘whole of the people the best course would
be to reject the Bill on the second reading.
Three years ago we had an election under
the existing Aet. A number of anomalies
bhave been discovered since then, but we
may safely hold the next election under the
existing Act. The deputy Leader of the
Country Party said that in the event of
provision being made to give the Murchison
an additional seat, it could be taken from
the metropolitan area, as this would mean
giving the remaining 14 metropolitan mem-
bers only 500 additional eclectoras each. It
was pointed out by way of <interjection,
however, that if one seat were taken from
the 23 agricultural seats, it would mean an
addition of only 132 electors for each of
the remaining 22 country members. As the
Commissioners were directed by faets, so
should we be influenced by facts in deter-
mining whether to pass or reject the second
reading of the Bill. T belicve some effort
will be made to grant the Murchison addi-
tional representation. Under the instrue-
tions laid down in the Act of last session, I
congider the Commission had no alternative
to recommending a redistribution on the
lines suggested. Their hands were tied.
This was stressed last year and the Premier
was informed of the necessity for cleansing
the rolls. The Premier promised that the
rolls would be attended to.

The Premier: So they have been.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Nothing has heen
done beyond striking off the rolls a few
hundred names.

The Premier: Do not make any mistake
about that.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM: Very few additional
names have beer added.

The Premier: A good many have been
added.

Mr, CUNNINGHAM: No machinery was
made available for adding names save that
a few posters were sent out to Tocal authori-
ties. The very material on whiekh the Com-
missior had te work was wrong. They
could not suggest a satisfactory alteration
of boundaries, because of the faulty
premises on which their work was founded.
This is a substantial reason why the Bill
should not be passed. What is the use of
saying we have a measure for the better
representation of the people when we know
the very foundation of the measure is
faulty¥ In the 'interests of the people the
Premier should withdraw the. Bill, have the
rolls cleansed and see that all eligible elee-
tors are enrolled. If this were done, we
could hope to get a measure that would give
fair representation. I ceannot say whether
the Bill will or will not henefit me
a8 the representative of Kalgoorlie. It will
be necessary for most members to await
the declaration of the poll before they are
able to answer the question. In January
last after a hard fight, T won my seat, and
I believe I can win it again under tbhis
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measure. Therefore my opposition to the
Bill does not arise from personal considera-
tions. I intend to votc against it because
the premises oam which it is founded are
faulty. It is recognised by members gener-
ally, including the Premier, that the rolls
are not in order and that the Commissioners
had not the material on which to draft an
equitable Bill.

Mr. LUTEY (Brownhill-Tvanhoe) {10.137:
I hope the Bill will be rejected on the
second reading. We know the whip bas
been eracked, that the numbers are up and
that members are present to support it.
Members sitting behind the Government
will lay their hands on their hearts and
declare they are out for a fair redistribu-
tion and are doing the best possible in the
interests of the country. But we have
heard that tale before. We heard it during
the great gerrymandering session.

The Premier: What did you say in 1913
when your blessed Bill was before us?

Mr. MeCallum: It was not a blessed Bill.

Mr. LUTEY : In the central goldfields
area it would have been an easy matter for
the Commission to square up the boundaries.
Some anomalies exist. An anomaly in Eal-
goorlie eceurred through the gerrymandering
Bill.

Mr., Harrison:
gerrymandering?

Mr. LUTEY: This Bill. I referred to
what was known as Keenan’s Gap. The
politicians concerned did not hesitate to alter
the boundaries in their own interests. There
was a well-defined railway Hne available as
a boundary, but they crossed it and took out
one particular block, on which a few of the
silvertails in Kalgoorlie 1lived, and placed
it in the Kalgoorlie electorate. I shonld have
thought the Commissieners, if they had taken
any ioterest in the matter, would have
straightened out the boundary, and put the
block back into its rightful position. It
would, have been in my clectorate; not that
I want it.

The Premier: If they had done all that
you wanted them to do the Bill would have
been speilt,

Mr. LUTEY: It has been gaid that a
schoolboy could have arranged these boun-
daries. I notice also another dnomaly in
Boulder. The Boulder road makes a well-
defined houndary, but five or six houses were
put into the Boulder electorate, instead of
the adjoining one. The Commisgioners have
Jeft these houses in the same clectorate as
they were in before. Had the Commissioners
Jooked at these boundaries they must have
straightened them up. No member opposite
bas justified the deprivation of the goldfields
of five seats. The proposed Murchison elee-
torate is a monstrosity. It will be the end
of the Mitchell Government if it is left as it
is. It will be an act of soicide on the part
of the (lovernment if they neglect this mat-
ter. I do not wish- to cover the ground al-

What is the definition of
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ready covered by members on this side, as
well as by the member for York (DMr. Lath-
am).

Mr. Mapn: He did not favour your side.

Mr. LUTEY: His remarks concerning the
outer goldficlds were much appreciated by
me. They show that he possesses & measure
of fairness towards the pioneers who have
blazed the track in this couptry, but who
have had so little eonsideration at the hands
of the Government. The member for Sussex
(Mr. Pickering) did not besitate to speak
his mind freely., The whip that has been
scourging members supporting the Govern-
ment has brought them to their places to-
night. Some of them are almost strangers.
Notwithstanding this the member for Bussex
told the Government what he thonght of the
Bill, I am sure his electors will commend
him for his courage in speaking his mind
and in opposing the Government.

Mr. McCallum: How is he going to vote?

Mr. LUTEY: I helieve he will vote with
the Labour Party. He will be applauded by
his electors if he does so. If this Bill is
catrried the public will do as they did after
the gerrymandering Bill. They will stand
for what is right and just, and see that the
Government responsible for the perpetration
i)é this redistribution are relegated to private

e.

The Premier: You will use it for all you
are worth, whether it is good or bad, just as
you did in the other case.

Mr, LUTEY: We have no option bhut to
do so. I am astonished to think that the
Premier should attempt to justify the boun-
daries of the Murchison electorate,

The Premier: Think a little further.

Mr. LUTEY: There are likely to be de-
velopments in that electorate in the near
foture. T helieve tbe population of the outer
goldfields will inerease very shortly by leaps
and bounds, at & faster rate than is possible
in any otlher part of the State. Even in the
Sonth-West, where so much settlement is
going on, there is not likely to be the increase
in population that shounld ceeur in the outer
goidfields. I believe we shall shortly find the
central goldfields eatitled to an additional
member. I hope, at all events, fair treat-
ment will be meted out to the Murchison
distriet, and that wider representation will
be given to the outhack pioneers whe have
done so much to build up Western Australia.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchel)
—Northam—ia reply) [1022]: I have
listened for several weeks to the discussion
on this Bill, but to-night’s diseussion eclipses
all. No two members opposite have agreed
in their points of view. The last speaker
referred to the 1911 Bill. He said they were
going to use this Bill as they used that onme
to get this party out of office.

Mr. Lutey: We will do it

The PREMIER: 1 do not see how mem-
bers opposite can vote together against this
measure. The member for South Fremantle
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(Mr. McCallum) has nothing in common with
the member for Murchison (Mr. Marshall).
The member for Brown Hill-Ivanhoe (Mr.
Tutey) has contradicted hiz leader, The
Leader of the Opposition said the provisionsy
for the central goldfields were all right, and
he is the member for Boulder. The member
for Brown Hill-Ivaphoe, however, says they
are all wrong.

Mr. Lutey: I said the houndaries could be
improved if the Commissioners would only
look at the map.

Mr, MeCallum: How has your erowd

agreed?
Hon. P, Collier: The same objection lies
over there, Thke Bill was most highly com-

mended by <ome, bt soundly trounced by
others.

The PREMIER: The memher for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) said
the Bill was fair, and suited his purpose.
The member for East Perth (Mr. Hughes)
gaid it was unfair, and was made for the
parties sitting on this side of the House.

Hoem. W. . Angwin: Of the members
opposite only four agreed, namely those re-
presenting the North-West. ; .

The PREMIER: No two members opposite
bave agreed to anything.

Mr. Wilson: What did the member for
Sussex say? .

The PREMIER: The member for Collie
(Mr. Wilson) took & turn, and read a peti-
tion. I never saw such a conflict of opinion
amongst members opposite. They generally
agree to some extent. What are they going
to do about it? How is the member for Collie
going to votef He cannot vote with the
member for South Fremantle.

Mr. Wilson: I will vote with the member
for Sussex.

The PREMTFR: The discussion has been
of a contradictory nature. Members opposite
are going to vote against the Bill, all beeause
of the Murchison seat.

Mr. McCaltum: Not at all.

The PREMIER: I want to get rid of the
Bill, so I will not say much about it now,

Mr. McCallum: You may not bave the
numbers next week.

Hon. P. Collier: Some of them may drift
away. A few of them are pretty slippery
on this question.

The PREMIER: They are more counsistent
than hon. members opposite, who, on their
speeches, will not be able to vote together.

Hon. P, Collier: Yes, for different reasons.

The PREMIER: I suppose they will. There
are 12 members of the Opposition present to-
night, and for 12 different reasons they are
going to vote against the Bill

Hon. P. Collier: There are 20 diffarent
objections to it from our point of view.

The PREMIER: Wea passed the Electoral
Distriets Bili at the end of last session and
the Commissioners were appointed. I need
not say why. The House agreed there must
be a redistribution of seats, and that the
time was over-ripe for it. Al) gides also agreed
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that the fixing of the boundaries should be
done by a Commission. The Commission has
now done its work, I think it has acted with-
in the provisions of the Electoral Districts
Act. Whether the Comunisgion has fixed the
boundaries as members would wish remaing
te be seen. It is very casy to be wise after
the event. The Commission comprized the
best men who could be selected. I an glad
nothing has been said against the integrity or
the intentions of the Commission. Aall that
has been said is that the boundaries, particn-
larly of the Murchison distrief, could have
been differently placed.

Mr, .J, H. Smith: Only in the case of the
Murchison?

Thé PREMIER: Of %onrse the hon. mem-
ber himself objected to the boundaries of
his electorate, and the member for South
Fremantle also objected.

Afr. J. H. Smith: I objeeted more to the
Plantagenet electorate.

The PREMIER: It would not be fair to
recapitulate all that has been said by mem-
bers. Before I sit down I intend to tell the
House what will happen. What we on this
side desire, and I hopc members opposite
desire, is to provide such representation as
will best serve the interests of this country.
We have no other desire than to lave the
boundaries fixed in such a way as to effect
this. Tt would bhe ridieulous to follow the
advice of the member for Sowth IFremantle,
who advoeates one vote one value in a coun-
try like Western Australin. It is all very
well to say that those interests should not
be represented, and should be entirely dis-
regarded, and that the great majority of peo-
ple living in the back ocuntry should have
bot little representation. If the member for
South Fremantle had his way it would take
four outback seats to provide this Honse
with one representative, We have done bet-
ter than that. The representation provided
under this Bill is fair to the country and in
its best interests. It is the kind of repre-
gentation which has always been provided
under the laws of the State. Tt is the only
way in a great scattered counfry such as this
is, with its small popnlation, to provide for
the representation of the people. I am very
glad that there has been so little suggestion
of unfairness during the debate. I remember
very well the diseussion which took place
on the 1911 Bill, and I remember very well
the result, which was that my friends op-
posite came on those benehes, not beeause
they had very much to say for themselves,
but becanse of what they had to say against
the Bill of that period.

Mr. MeCallum: History will repeat itself.

The PREMIER: No doubt my £riends
opposite will make full use of this Bill dur-
ing the gencral election,

Mr, MeCallum: You ecan bet your life we
will. We will let the people know what it
means. We won’t let them be deeeived.

The PREMIER: T hope the member for
Murchiron (Mr. Marshall) will tell his elee-
tors that the member for South Fremantle
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(Mr. McCallum}) wished to take away three
out of four of the votes they have.

Mr. MeCallum: T will go to the Muorchison
and tell the people what you have been try-
ing to do.

The PREMIER: As for the results of this
redistribution, the member for Collie (MMr.
Wilson) is rather counting his chickens be-
fore they are hatched. 1 am prepared to
trust the people wherever they may he found.

Hon. P. Collier: But the farming districts
latterly seem to be controlled by some out-
side organisation.

Mr. Latham: A joliy good organisation.

The PREMIER: I doubt whether anyone
can foretell whatr the effects of a reduwtribo-
tion of seats will be. I think the people
will exercise a wise diseretion when it comes
to voting. All we have to do is to see that
the people arc given a fair chance by the
redistribution. 1t has been said that in sev-
eral eclectorates the maximum namber has
been very mearly reached. That is true, but
I think it has been overlooked that we are
going to have a great revival on the gold-
ficlds—at Leonora and Wiluna.

Mr. Marshall: I did not say that. I said
that a big sum of momey was going to be
spent in the Murchison in the very mnear
future.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: I am inclined to agree
with the member for Murchison. Thousands
of clectors are being added to the rolls cach
year. That means that the quota will he in-
creased. We need not, therefore, fear the
position in that regard. At first I did think
that in a number of elcetorates the votes
were far too near the maximum.  Still,
when in five electorates the maximum is
reached, there must be another redistribution.
I think we err in imagining there is very
much danger in that connection. The rolls
are not in the eondition some hon. members
have sought to make out. T kmow the rolls
are not perfeet, have never heen perfzet, and
never will be perfect. Bnt there were 172,900
voters on our roll on the 24th May, aud on
the Federal roll on the 26th May there were
172,500—only a difference of 400, So there
cannot have been any great mistake. Besides,
we have compulsory enrolnent.

Mr. Latham: And yon know it is mot a
SNECOSS.

Mr. J. 0. Smith: How do yon account
for people being 13 momnths and two years in
a town and remaining unenrolled?

The PREMIER: 1 think compulsory en-
rolment is a suecess. However, people do
move about the country a great deal. Ap-
proximately 20,000 persons change their place
of residence each vear. I'n connection with
the State rolls, 6,000 notices were posted
aheut the country, on railway stationa, publie
buildings, post offices, municipal offices, and
80 on.

Mr. ITughes: Tt has heen proved time and
agnin that that is no use. The people do not
read those notices, which are only a waste of
money.
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My, Chesson: Io the back country the peo-
ple ra.er see them.

The PREMIER: If the people will not
look, of course, they will not sce them. Fur-
ther, dodgers were sent to a great many peo-
ple, and members of Parlinment were writ-
ten to, and everything possible was dome to
get the rolls into a proper condition.

Mr. Pickering: But what aléut the new
arrivals, who ¢ould net be enrolled then but
would beeome eligible later?

The PREMIER: I have said that next
¥ear thousands of those men will go on the
roll, such as the men who, with their wives,
have gone on the land in the Sussex elector-
ate. A house to house eanvass is the most
ungatisfactory method possible. If the hus
band happens to be away from home when
the eanvagser calls, his name is struck off the
roll.

Mr. Hughes: The name cannot be struck
off without objection,

Hon. W. C, Angwin: [f the husband was
away from home, the wife would tell the ean-
vasser where he was,

The PREMIER; The name is struck off
the roll all the same, I do not know that 1
need say much more to-night.

Mr. MeCallum: No. You have the num-
bers.

The PREMIER: I do not know that 1
need go over everything that has been said.
Every objection raised, and every suggestion
made, by every hon. member is, of course, on
record. Before proceeding to the Committes
stage I propose to refer the schedules to the
Bill again to the Commissioners, with the dis-
cussion here.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
say you can do that.

The PREMIER: The Act permits me to
do that.

Hon, W, C, Angwin:
vou shall do that.

Mr., SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: I oaly want the hest
possible measure that can be devised. There
:an be no possible objection to improving
the Bill if the suggestions made during
the debate can bring about any improve-
ment. I doubt if there is very mueh wrong
with the Bill. However, some cbjections have
been raised, and before we pass the Bill
finally we c¢an go into the objections raised
and the suggestions made. I do mot think
anyone cam possiblyr iake exeeption to
u.at. Before concluding, I wish to ex-
Jrem’ my appreciation of the moderation
which has heen shown during the discussion.
Althoug.. many views have heen expressed
xith whicn  do mot agree at all, there has
seen & modera, ~n that we all ought to com-
nend. It is o easy. when a Redistribution
»F Seats Bill comes before the House, to have
i discussion which is calec'ated to exercise
jome influence upon the ger--al election
vhich necessarily ensues on such a &1 We
:an congratulate ourselves on the faelb w
this discussion has been on the lines of sug-
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gesting means to improve the measure. I
realire that no Redistribution of Seats Bill
could suit everybody, that seme hon, mem.
bers would be bourd to object to it. I hope
the second reading will be earried.

Mr. SPEAKER: As this is a Bill to alter
the constitution of the House, it is necessary,
under the Constitution Aet, that it be earried
by an absolute majority of the House, that
26 members or more shall vole in favour of
it.

Question put and a division taken with the
folllowing resalt:~—

Ayes . .. .. 28
Noes .. . .. 14
Majority for .. .- 14
AYES,
Mr, Aageln Mr, Mann
Mr. Broup Sir Jamas Mitchell
Mr. Catter Mr. Money
Mrs, Cowan Mr. Piesse
Mr. Davles My. Richardson
Mr. Denton Mr. Sampsen
Mr, Durack Mr. Seaddan
Mr. George Mr, J. H. Smith
Mr. Gibson Mr, Stubbs
Mr. Harrlson Mr. Teesdale
Mr. Hickmott Mr. A, Thomson
Mr. Johnston Mr. J. Thomson
Mr. Latham Mr. Underwood
Mr. H. K. Maley Mr. Mullany
(Teller.)
NoOES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chesson Mr. Marshall
Mr. Colller My, McCallum
Mr. Corboy Mr. Pickering
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Walker
Mr. Hughes Mr., Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr, Munsie
. (Teller.)

Question thus passed.
Bill rcad a second time,

House adjourned at 10.45 p.m.
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