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such land with people, who to-day are not
only workless, hut homeless. I am of opinion
that men of 55 years of age and onwards at
present unemployed will never get back to
work again. It is & gloomy view to take,
but one has to regard the position sguarely.
Even though we get around the corner, of
which we hear so mueh, and enjoy economie
recovery:

Mr. Marshall:
ing.

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: The work in
future will be absorbed by the young men.
The men of over 56 will have no hope of
getting back to a reasonable standard of
employment. They may get a proportion of
the work and a proportion of the dole, hut
they will become old premafurely because
of the anxiety arising from their deplorable
condition and that of their families. We
should not huild railways merely to pro-
vide temporary employment for men on rail-
way construction. We should save that
money and husband our resources in order
to give permanent emplovment {o as many
men as possihle, particularly those men who
are getting up in years and have large fami-
lies to maintain.  The man suffering the
greatest anxiety in the present economic
stress is the man of 55 or more whose family
have grown up. He provided for hiz child-
ren in their younger days, thinking that they
would be able to contribuie to the needs of
the family when he had grown old, but in-
stead of their being able to contribute, they
have become a liuhility, The unumber of
young men and women out of emplovment
s depressing indeed. The anxiety of the
parents, however, inereased hy the faet that
many of them have not a home. There are
large areas of unutilised land adjacent to
existing railways. It is a crime that such
land shonld be monopolised and unused while
50 many people are in need. We should en-
deavour to make the land available for them.
We shall never succeed in getting people into
homes unless we associate with the homes
some work of a reproductive kind, I know
the State fairly well; I travel extensively
throngh the agricaltural distriets and am
associated with organisations that have en-
abled me to acquire a knowledge of the pro-
dueiivity of the land, and T have been im-
pressed with the small production from large
areas. I have no hesitation in saying there
is abundanee of land highly saitable, already

By horrowing and spend-

[COUNCIL.]

partially cleared, that conld he made avail-
able for providing homes for men of large
families without homes and without wovk.

Mr. North: You are argning in favour of
more commodities and less capital works?

Hon. 'W. I. JOHNSON: Yes. Consider
the psyehological effect of such a scheme.
If the young people were satisfied that their
parents had a home in their old age, they
would he relieved of considerable anxiety.
If the hreadwinner were out of work, but
had a home, he counld til! the soil and pro-
duce a considerable proportion of the neces-
saries of life, and the voung people, during
any period of their unemployment, conld
help the parents to establish themselves, The
parents would he setfled permanently in a
home and would not be competing for the
limited amount of work available. As I
consider it wrong to proceed with this rail-
way proposal, I move an amendment-—

That the words ‘‘now read a second time’”
be struek out and the words ¢*deferred until
the Government have submitted to Parliament
a report upon the area of unused or only par-

tially used land within reasonable carting dis-
tance of cxisting rnilways and also a scheme

for the more comnplete utilisation of sueh
land’’ inserted in leu.
On motion by Mr Wilson, debate ad-
journed.
House adjourned at 6.15 p.m,
TLegisiative Touncil,
Tuesday, 12th Seplember, 1935
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QUESTION—WOREERS' HOMES,
EVICTION NOTICES.

Hon. E. H. F. HALL asked the Chief
Secretarv: 1, Are the Government awara
Lhat evietion notices have been issued hy the
Workers' Homes Board to tenants who ave,
and have been for some time, financially
embarrassed through the depression? 2,
Will the Government endeavour to extend
further eonsideration to those who, upen in-
quiry. are found to be deserving of relief?

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1,
The Board has issued evietion notices only
in a very few extreme cases. In these cuses
the applicants received every consideration
whieh could bhe shown by the hoard. Heavy
arrears have accumulated hevond the appli-
cants’ equity in the property. In the event
of a resale, a loss will fall on the Board.
Continued possession hy the applicants will
increase the ultimate loss which will he sus-
tained. 2, Everv consideration is extended
to all deserving cuses.

SECESSION—JOINT COMMITTEE'S
REPORT.

Extension of Time,

On motion by the Chief Seeretary, the
time {or bringing up the report of the joint
eommtittee on Secession was extended for
one week.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Read o third time and refurned to the
Asszensbly with amendments.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX.
Second Reading.
Debate resumed from the 7th September,

HON, ¢. F. BAXTER (kast) [4.37]:
When speaking on the zecond reading of
the Financial Emergency Tax Assessment
Act Amendment Bill, T felt it would he un-
necessary to address myself to the measure
now before the House, and that one’s speech
on the former Bill would cover one’s re-
marks on the laiter Bill. There have, how-
ever, heen certain occurrences since whieh
make it neeessary that I should say some-
thing during the present debate.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am glad
the hon. member bas mentioned that fact,
because, as a result of conversations I had
with the Chief Seeretary and other mem-
hers, it was agreed that the twe Bills should
he discussed together on the second reading
of one of them. I am glad Mr. Baxter recog-
nises that, whilst it is in order to refer to
any new aspects of the guestion, and, inei-
dentally, to the Bill itself. Both Bills were
supposed to hove been fully discussed be-
fore.

Mon. C. F. BAXTER: I thank you, Mr.
President, The most important factor is
that move information has heen obtained in
the House, and T have heen able to gather
more outside, regavding the incidence of
taxation under the different groups. There
is, however, a good deal yet to learn in that
respect. I hope before the second reading of
this Bill is carried, we shall be foriified
as to the amounts that will aecrue
from this tax as it affeets the different
zroups mentioned in the Bill. In conse-
quence of what has occurred since last week,
I have amended what I brought forward in
the first place. I then sucgested that those
in reeeipt of from £1 per week to £2 should
be taxed at the rate of 1d. in the pound, and
the tax should rise until it amounted to 7d.
I find this gradmation will not give the
money that is necessary to enable the Govern-
ment to carry on. The amount they are ask-
ing for is something in the vieinity of what
the Mitehell Government obtained from the
emergeney tax in the last financial year., I
intend to move an amendment that the tax
shall eommenee at 2d. in the pound on in-
comes from £32 a year to £104 a year, and
rise to a limit of 8d. in the pound. That
ghould give the Government more money
than the Mitchell Government had in the
last financial vear., There are two im-
portant features about the Bili before us.
First of all we have to decide what the Gov-
ernment will receive in taxation by this
means. They have asked for a little less
than £400,000. In the second place, we have
to sce that the tax is spread equitably over
the community, and will not bring in more
than is absolutely necessary. If both Houses
of Parlinment had been sufficientiy informed
on this question, less time need have heen
spent in discussing the subject. The Chief
Secretary took me to task for a statement I
made concerning the carry-over into the
present financial year from Jast vear's



798

emergency fax, [ saild it would be weli for
the Government to remember fhat they
wounld receive a substantial amount from the
emergeney tax of last year, in addition to
the proceeds of any tax that might he ap-
proved by Parlimment this year. The Chiet
Seeretary said it was a pity | was not forti-
fied by accurate information, that the
amount outstanding to the 30th June, 1933,
was £9,250, that to this should be added a
further sun, say, £10,000, and that this
would represent =2 total amount received
during ilie enrrent financial vear from last
vear's tax of  £200000 o actual  fact
1 mentioned no specific amount that would
be received from last yvemr’s tax. Suarely an
amount of £20,000 was worth mentioning, as
aceruing trom the lazi finaneial year. Tt is
a wreat deal of moneyx, even to the Govern-
ment who are fond of spending so much, T
gannot understand why there is not more
than £20,000 acerning from last year's in-
comes.  LF that is all that s to come, incomes
must have fallen very much helow what was
anticipated. 1 do wot know how that amonnt
is mrrived at. Tt represents one-third of
what the Premier stated the Government
would lose tf the retrospective clause of this
legislation were struck out of the Bill, as
has been done in this Houwse.  After all, it
was not veally a matter of inacenracy on my
part.

Hon. G, W, Miles: [ should have thonght
that the ampunt would have heen more Hen
£20,000,

Hon. C. 1, BANTER : T cannot mderstand
why it should not he more,

Hon. 4. Nicholsou: | presume the Minis-
ter referred to the carrvawer.

Hon. €. F. BANTEHR : That i= so, but no
incomes have heen asspssed for the next year.

The Chiet Seeretarvy: [ paid mine months
ago.

Hon. C, F. BAXTER : { have noi received
my assessment vel,

ton, ). ). Holmes: Perhaps they went for

the had marks!

ITon. C. F. BAXTER: However. the Chiel
Secretary al=o acrused me ol exagwerating,
but that does nop alter the position, 1 dealt
with the amount of monev the Govermment
woulil receive during the present finaneial
vear, 50 there 1s nothing 1y the poini that the
Chief Secretary raired. He challengud me

[COUGNCIL.]

wilh having confused the loan tunds witl
revenue, and said—

How coulld the fact of the present Govern-
ment having £600,000 of loin nwoney more lian
the Mitehell Government had, be said to pro-
vide the neeessary funds with which to reduce
the deficit in aceordanee with our contraet with
the Loan Couneil.

Therve was nothing wrong in what 1 salkd, The
Chiet Secretary 1= awave of the fact that all
Governmuents having loan funds at their dis-
posal, spend them in such a way that rev-
enne is benelited ; that has always been done.
Every Government has jnggled the expendi-
ture in that way to meet the defieit, so there
was nothing wrong in what T =aid. T would
remind the Chief Seeretnry that lie misquated
me when he said that the figures T had dealt
wilth were hazed on the incomes for 19240.30.

He  considered  that [ had  made  «
mistake, but T did not do ax he sug-
gested, T Dbased vy fHgures  ou  the
Intest  details available, S0 fur as T

was aware, no later figures were proenrabie.
I do not know whether other members are
hetter informed than [ am. 1 pointed ent
(hat we had nothing to guide ns to show how
the incidence of the varions taxation groups
would work out. T had no other fgures (hat
could he consideyed more up 10 date. The
fignres 1 dealt with were those taken from
the veport of the Commissioner of Taxation
submitted o Parlimment in 1932, Thal ve-
port dealt with the financial year 1930-17.

The Chief Secretary: Based on the tneomes
for 1929-3{

Hon. €& F. BAXTER: The Minister will
se¢ that he misquoted myv statement.  The
Minister alza referved to the seale of figures
that I haet used. T agres with him that there
shouldl nor be any aced for me o refer to
them at all. The faet is that, even up (o
the present, we have not had the information
we require in thal respeet, and T plead with
the Minister fa let the Flouse know what
amounts will he derived from the different
groups of taxation referred ta in the Bill. 8o
far, we have nothing to gnide ns from that
standpaint. T placed hefore memhers the Tat-
est fienres that T eould proenre. [ want the
Minister to understand that members of this
Housze desive to provide the Govermmnent with
fhe amount that is neeessary to enable them
to carry on.  There is no doubt ahout that
peint, hut members can do that omly i€ they
have the assistance of the Government in
placing hefore as the information we derm
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neeessary.  On the oilter hand, it i= like hav-
ing a ftooth extracted to draw information
from the Government. The Chief Seeretary
also referved to the suggestion to deal with
the Bill by means of a =clect connittee, and.
in the course of his remarks said—

Apart from dhe delay involved in o natter
of grave importance to the Ntate, it would he
an unwarranted confession of incapacity for a
House having such 2 knowledge of finanee as
this has, and hweing so clogely in touch with all
seetions of the community, as this Chamber un-
doubtedly is, to send a taxing Bill to a sclect
committee,  Setting aside their political lean-
ings, | think 1 ean say that we have here many
gentlemen with a sound bhusiness {raining and
a good grip of Enance.  They should be quite
vapable of dealing with the question, without
invoking the aid of a select committee.

I agree that that is the position—il the in-
formation we require were available. T do
nol know whether the business men, who
are memhers of this House. have informa-
tion that 1 do not possess. [ have vet to

learnt  that they are satizfied that they
have the information they desive to enable
them to arrvive at a  deeision. 1 ean-
not  areive at any  decision  other  than
is indieated in the amendments T have

placed on the Notice Paper.  Certainly T
cannot arrive at a decision fo support the
CGovernment on the information we have
lefore ws =o far. Contrary to his usual
nraclieg, the Leader ol the House was in-
clined to be rather facetious and, in vefer-
ving 1o the proposed  seleet  committee,
asked-—

Whe will be ealled as witnesses!  Wonll any

Jack, Bill, Tom or Harey be sununoned to say
what Tie (hought of the tax!
That is just a little bit of subtle bumour on
the Chief Secretary’s part. I the select
committee were appointed, and ealled snch
witnesses, would their evidence be of any
salue at all? OF conrse not. Tt the select
enpittee were appointed, they would proh.
ahly secure ihe aitendance of the Conums-
sioner of Taxation, who would supply in-
formation regarding the amomuni of money
likely o he received by the Government
utider the different groups of taxation out-
lined in the Bill, and also zome Treasury
offirials—T dn not think morve than three or
four would be necessarv—to supply other
information that wounld he vequired.

[fon. E. H, Harviz: Conld the select ¢om-

mittee secure information that the Govern-
menf zay they cannot provide?

THY

Hon, C. P. BANTER: | cannot sece why
the Chief Secretary should neot supply us
with the information we require. even ut
this late hour, and therchy save the neces-
sitv for the Bill heing referred ta a seleet
conmtittee. ANl we dexire is to get that in-
formation se that we can hurry on with the
Bill itself. Regarding the incidence of the
tax, T am eonvineed that the Government's
propo=als will produre mueh greater rev-
enue than they elaim for them. T am not
prepaved Lo ngree to their vequest, and, in
tact, I regard the Govermment as heing in a
very fortunate position. They have at their
dispasal more loan money for expenditare
than their predecessors had, and the rev-
enue is much more buovant now than it was
12 months ago. The ontlook isz hetter, and
T helieve it will be still fucther improved.
We shonld not provide the Government
with money by taking it out of the hands
of private individuals, who ave in the posi-
tion to vender the Siate mueh better ser-
viee than any Government would be likely
to de. It is from the activities of private
enterprise that economie veeovery iz more
likely {o avise, The more money we give the
Government, the greater help will be ren-
dered to men who are at present ont of
wark, but that will not help the State hack
to the raad leadine to recovery. At the
present time, it s Government expenditure
that we should endeavour to envh, and eer-
tainly we shonld sec that they do not pget
too much money so that thev can spend
some on faney schemes, sueh as the beanti-
firation  of  fhe viver.  That particnlar
seheme might he all right 50 vears hence
when Western Australia is finaneially sol-
vent. The State is not solvent now. vet
Government  espenditure  is  inereasing.
Some members have elaimed that a Calinet
of six portfulioed Ministers is sufficient fo
deal with the affairs of the State. T agree
with them that six Ministers should he suffi-

cient. In the past, six Jinisters have
undertaken the work, and they Iahoured
hard in the interests of the people. T can-

not agrec with Sir Edword Witfenoom in
his references to the position in the old
days, for thoze conditions do not apply to-
day. Of eowrse Ministers have to be work-
ers. ofherwize they would not aceept their
portfolios. We now have nine Ministers—
eight full portfolined Ministers and one
Honorary AMinister, That means additional
expenditnre, and T s eonvineed ihat it



800

would not have been forced upon the State
had another Government been returned to
power. Almost every week we read of a
Royal Commission heing appointed, or some
board being sef up. All that means addi-
tional expenditure, In my opinion, the ap-
pointment of boards means that they are
used by Ministers to shelter themselves he-
hind rather than undertake responsibilities
that they should shoulder. That should not
be necessary it Ministers and officials know
their johs. If they do not know them and
cannot carry out their duties, they should
vacate their positions. That, of course, is
no 0. 1 know that all departments ave
well served with good, solid. capable offi-
eials. I know, too, that the present Minis-
ters are good men, quife capable of earry-
ing out the duties nttached to their respec-
tive departments. That being so, I cannot
understand why they should appoint boards,
the cffect of which is to take responsibilities
from Ministers’ own shoulders. As to the
Bill now before the House, memhers should
have additional information suppied fo
them. Tf that were done, they would be
able to arrive at a decision without further
inquiry. My own investigations convinee
me of the necessity for the amendments T
have placed on the Notice Paper, and I am
sure that, as a resnlt of them, the Govern-

ment woud receive an amount in  ex-
cess of that which was raised under the
finnneinl  emergeneyr tax legislation last
vear.

TTon. H. Seddon: What amount would be
reveived under the various groups mentioned
in vour amendment?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Between £330,000
and £400,000.

Hon. H. Seddon: Mave you the fignres
worked out under the varions headings?

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: Yes, althongh T
fHave not those details with mme at present.

On motion by Hon. H. Seddon, debate
adourned.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.
Dehate vesumed from the Tth September.
HON, E. H. HARRIS (North-East)
[4.57Y: Last session the then Minister for

Mines, JMr, Seaddan, applied himself very
dilirently tn the oncrous task of introducing

[COUNCIL.]

Bills to amend the Mine Workers’ Relief Act
and the Mining Aet. The Bill to amend the
latter Act dealt almost solely with tributing
conditions on the gold mines. The former
Bill was passed in the form it reached us
and the passing of the amendment to the
Mining Act was regarded with some degree
of satisfaction on the goldfields, particularly
amongst the section of those who were
interested in tributing. After the Bill had
been cireulated, the Chamber of Mines,
representing the mining companies, issued
a cirenlar letter addvessed to members of
both branches of the Legislature. Some
members of this House regarded it adversely
and claimed that it represented a threat on
the part of the mining companies. It may
be appropriate to quote the lefter at this
stage. It contained the following—

In the ¢vent of the RBill becoming law, the
two principal tributing companics on the Golden
Mile—the Great PBoulder Proprietary Gold
Aines, Ltd., and the Lake View and Star, Ltd.
—will dcterntine all tribute agreements and will
not re-lct thean as the conditions laid down in
the Bill are deemed to be unworkable. More-
over, all tributers and outside mine owners who
do not possess their own treatment plants would
be unable ko get their ore treated, as the eus-
tonis mills would not treat ore on the terms
laid down in the Dill,

That communieation was reeeived by every
member aud when the Bill was debated in
the Legislative Assembly, I notice, from =2
perusal of “Hansard” dated 10th November,
1932, that the present Minister for Mines
(Hon. 8. W. Munsie) in diseussing the
measure, said—

T ask wmembers n=t to take nefice of the
threat or direetion that has heen issued that
trihutes will Le out of work, for 1 assume them
the exicting methed is ne good to the tributers.

The Act of 1932 provided for tributing in
two wavs, one on a royalty basis sliding
seale and the other on a Gfty-fifty basis on
the zold won. ‘When the measure was in
Committee in another place last year, a dis-
enssion ensued relating to the scale of
charges which is now the subject of the Bill
before us, and an amendment was meved.
So that members might grasp the point at
issue, T think it well that T should quote a
few hrief extracts from the debate on that
Biill. When in Committee 3Mr. Smith, the
member for Brownhill-Tvanhoe, moved an
amendment  dealing  with the maximum
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charge which should be provided for erush-
ing, air and hoisting, and said—

I suggest that the maximnm crushing charge
should be £2 per long ton; for compressed air
55, per long ton; and for hoisting Js. per long
ton.

Mr. Munsie, the member for Haunans,
said—

I oppose the mmendment.  XNeither the war-
den nor anyone clse should be allowed to fix the
sliding seale of charges for air or hanlage.
That, to my mind, would he ridiculous; in plain
language it wuuld be robbing the sub-lessec,

That formed the basis of the discussion and
aubsequently the then JMinister for Mines,
Mr. Scaddan, said he thought he could meet
the wishes hoth of the member for Brown-
hill-Ivanhoe and the member for Hannans,
and subsequently moved an amendment
which read—

Provided that the cost of treatment and real-
ication may be fixed on a shiding seale, varging
with the value of the gold or the quantity of
gold per ton of ore, or otherwise: provided fur-
ther thut the cost under such sliding scate shall
not exceed a maximum of +0s. per ton.

Those Lwo provisoes were afterward= cm-
hodied in the Bill we are now seeking fo
amend. Unfortunately, however, the pro-
visoes were inserted in the wrong place
through a misunderstanding on the part of
the Crown Law authorities. The Bill before
us sveks to remedy the defect, and Clause 3,
in other lunguaze and in cxtended terms,
will now apply to those tributes on a royalty
basis. The amendments in the Bill are the
result of two or three conferences held in
Kalgoorlie between the Minister for Mines,
the mining companies and the tributers,
There was some difliculty in reconciling
the various viewpoints, but eventually the
amendments were framed in such a way as
to meet the wishes of all parties. Clause 4
is a new proviso that was arreed upon at
the conference, We cannot do hetter than
pass the Bill and express the hope that in
practice the amendments wili prove as
satisfactory as the parties concerned antici-
pate. I support the second reading of the
Bill.

Question put and pas=ed.

Bill read a seeond time.

In Committee.
Bill passed through Committee without
dehate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.
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BILL—ROQAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1),

Aszembly’s Message.

Message from the Assembly noiifying
that it had agreed to amendments Nos. 1, 2
and <, made hy the Assembly and had
agreed to amendment No. 3 subject to a fur-
ther amendment, now considered.

In Committee.

Hon. J. Nicholzon in the Chair; the Hon-
orary Minister in charge of the Bill.

No. 3. New Clapse.  ITnsert 2 new elnuse
to stand as Clause 10, as follows:—(190.}
Section 70 of the principal Act, as amended
by section 12 ol the Act No. 35 of 19332,
is amended by deleting from subsection {2)
all the words after the words “such declara-
tion shall he made,” and inserting in lien
thereof the words “on the nomination day,
but in the caze of an oannual election the
person then declarved to be eleeted shall not
take oilice until after the day appointed for
the annual election.”

The CHATRMAN: The Assembly’s
amendment on the Council’s amendment is as
follows:—

After the ward ““porson.”’ in the winth Iine,
insert the words “for persons.’’

The HONORARY MINISTER: I move—

That  the Assembly’s
amendment be agreed to.

amendment on the

This Chamber’s amendment would apply to
one person only, whereas in some ecases it
would need to apply ta two or more persans,

The CHAIRMAN: Wounld not that he
governell by the Infterpretation Act?

The HONORARY MIXISTER: I do not
know whether it wounld. I presume the
amendment on our amendment is necessary;
otherwise it would not have been made.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: It was pointed ouk
in another place that the Interpretation Aect
would apply. but the mover ¢f the mnend-
ment on the amendent said he did not

think so. There ought to he a ruling on
the point.
The HONDRARY MINISTER: The

amendment on our amendment makes it clear
that our amendment applies to all persons
where necessary.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY: Section 26 of
the Interpretation Act covers the present
case, as it provides that every word in the



802

singular number shall he constrned as in-
cluding the plural number. The Assembly’s
amendment on our amendment is therefove
unnecessary.

Hon. 4. J. HOIMES: 1f zeems to me
there is no need tor the amendment on our
amendment, By inserting unneecssary words
this Chamber would stultify itself.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I fail to
sce that the amendnient on the amendment
represents any detriment.

Question put and passed; the Assembly’s
amendwent on  the Council’s amendment
agreed to,

Resolution reported, the report adopted,
and a message aceordingly returned to the
Assemblr,

BILL — MORTGAGEES' RIGHTS RE-
STRICTION ACT CONTINUANCE.

Reecived from the Assembly, and read a
fivst time.

BILL—MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT,

Second Reading.

Dehare resnmed from the Tth Septenmber,

HON. E. H. GRAY (\West) |427]: T
am  somewhat sarprised at the attitude
adopted by the majority of hon. members
on this Bill. 1f there is a case to ansver,
certainly it can be answeved wifh ease. The
gpeceh of the Minister for Weorks elsewhere
has been wmisunderstood. The hon. gentle-
man stated that the passing of the Bill was
a eondition of any Lurther amendment of the
Municipal Corporations Ack.

Hon, E. H. Harris: Did the Minister make
that statement?

Hon. B. H. GRAY : The Minister was mis-
understood. That is what T am endeavour-
ing to explain.

Hon. E. H. Harris: 1t is a bit difficult,

Hon. E. H. GRAY : It would he a retro-
orade step to hand over large undertakings
like water supply, sewernge, electric lighting
and tramways, as requested by loeal govern-
ing bodies in the metropolitan area especi-
allv and alse hy memhers of all parties, to
a hody of men clected on a restrieted fran-
chise.

Hon, F. H. Harri~: Why?

[COUXCIL.]

Hon. E. H. GRAY : It would he danger-
ous to the people in the etropolitan arcua.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Show us how.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon. mem-
bers will have opportusities later (o reply
to the speech of the hoi. wmember.

Hen. K, H. GRAY: As far back as 40
vears agoe in the Old Country nhsentee pro-
perty owners could not vote in a munieipal-
ity unless they resided within 15 miles of
the borders of the cily or town, as the case
might he, Surely we should go as fax for-
ward s the Old Country in this rvespeet.
Great Britain has experienced no disastrous
results from broadening the franchise. The
praposal in the Bill, therelore, is perfectly
fair and reasonable. The passing of the
nmeasurg will encourage young people to
take an intevest in public affairs.  What
would happen if in the City of Fremantle,
for instance, there was a sudden disappear-
ance of vwners of the main blogk of the
husiness section of the citv?  They would
not be even missed, from an economic point
Again, what would happen if o
zreal epidemic fell upon the port and killed
hdreds of men and women? It would be
a disasier of the first magnilnde.  The con-
servatism of property owners s strangling
the port of Tremantle.

Hon. E. H. Harris: Good old democracy
should take charge.

THon. ¥. . GRAY: Fremantle is being
slowly strangled by the short-sighted pol-
iev of Fremantle property owners, Mr.
Halmes, who knows something abont IFre-
mantle, ean substantinte my stutement. Al
mani other parts of the metropolitan area
also are being refarded hy the greediness
of the property owners, whose reuts put
sucil o strain on the tenants that they ean-
not compete in ecommerce.

Hon. J. J. Holnes: Some of its repre-
sentatives here may he responsible for Fre-
manlle’s stagnation.

Hon. B, H, GRAY: No, 1t is due to the
greed of the landlords, nnd since that is
the predominating feature with megt of the
landlords, it is necessary that we should re-
strict their voting powers fo those of ordi-
nury gitizens,

Hoea. J. Nicholson: Does the law  of
sunply and demand affect those penple at
ali?

Tlon. ¥, H. GRAY: No, it does nol, By
wood Inck or hewitage those landlords are
fartunate enough to own valuable sites in

of view.
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the city, and ihus they have a stranglehold
on the business community.

Hou, J. Nicholson: Tlave you seen any
inerease in vacant premises in Fremantle?

Hon. F. H. GRAY: T know that unless
those property owners come to their senses,
there will be a lot more vacant places. be-
cause their demands are grossly exorbitant.

Hon, E. H. Harris: Do you suggest the
passing of the Bill will put that right?

Hon. R. G. Moore: The landlords have
not the vofes now.

Tlon. E. H. GRAY: Yos, they have,

Hon. R. {&. Moore: No, the tenants have
them.

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Only if the tenants
claim them. Tf we take notice of people
who visit other countries, wa find there is
aomething wrong in our system of local zov-
ernment, that it is not progressive enough,
and that the franchise is responsible for the
kitling of intevest in the voters. Why
=houlkl a property owner have a bigger say
in loeal government than is allotted to an
ovdinary eitizen?

Hon. A. Thomson: Why should he have
to pay more than the other fellow?

Hon. E. H. GRAY: Te does not pay
more; the tenants pay evervthing  Every man
who pays renl = pavine rafes, and shomlid
he entitled to a tull say i the affairs of the
town.

Hon. R. G. Moore: He has the vole now,

Hon. E. H. GRAY. But the advantage
given to the property owner is altovether
too gveaf—twa, three and four votes to one.
It is not even sen=ible,

Hon. G. W. Miles: Bur it is
comes to laxation. is it nok?

Hon. B, 7. GRAY : The man who has the
money should pay the taxation.

Hon. G, W. Miles: But he should have no
say.

Hon., E. H. GRAY = 1 want ta plave all
the people on one level in point of voting.

Hon. J. XNicholsan: Would vou do that
with shareholders of companies?

Hon, F. H. GRAY : T wonld have huf one
franchise for them. Single voting has always
proved to be of advantage to the towns anil
mubicipalifies. Tt has been to the good of
Ioeal government in other countries. and that
is a perfectly good reason why we should
try it here. No ane can deny that the puh-
lic are apathetie towards loeal gzoverning
bodies and that conzequently we are very

when it
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mueh hehined other countries. It i only fair
to sav the franchize i responsible for that
apathy.,  Why shonld we not do evervihing
possible to encourage younyg people to take
an interest in publie affnirs? 1t i~ not to
ho expected that they would, when we have
the old eonservatives, with hig ideas of the
importanee of their own property, voling
amainst anything progressive, The weneral
attituede of rhe property owners is expressed
in the worls, “"Why, this will inerease my
rates!”

Hou. A, Thomson: T wish vou could en-
courage voung people to take an inlerest in
their representatives here to-day.

Hon. 1. H. GRAY: The Bill is strietly
in keeping with progress,  Severnl progres-
sive  municipalities, inchuling  East  Fre-
mantle, have expressed themselves in favour
of the Bill and opposed to plurat voting.
Persoually, L am not in favour of the hand-
ing over ol water supplies, sewerage, eclec-
Ericity snpplies and tramways  to hoards,
althongh a big hody of eitizens ave; but T do
contendd that in the constitulion of such
hoards there must he no sneeestion of plural
vating, whirh in such hoards, charged with
big undertakings, would he absolutely dan-
revous.  If the Bill passes, peaple will take
i greater interest in loeal affairs, and as a
result we shall have young men coming for-
ward in inereasing numbers as candidates
for local authoritiex. T hope wembers will
reconsider their conservative attituide towards
the Bill. and be persuaded that it carries ne
dianger to the people, that on the contrary,
it will be of benefit o the ratepavers and
the local anthovities alike. | will =upport
the second reading.

HON. G. W. MILES {(Novth} [5.10]:
The Bill ts the thin end of the wedge fo
bring abaut one man one vote for local

authorities.  In my opinion  demoeracy has
failed.

Hon, G. Fraser: Tt has never had a
vhanee.

Hon. . W, MILES: 1t has had a very
fair chance.  This House is the only pro-
fection the thrifty honest wovrker lus against
moh rule. The purpose of the Bill is to
bring about pavment of members of loeal
authorities, and under it we slall have party
polities in ail municipalities and road hoards,
which will be the +urse of the local author-
ities, Tts result will be that, as in Qucens-
band, we shall have payment of members,



804

the Lord Mayor veceiving £1,000 a year, and
niembers of municipal councils drawing sal-
arics, and under that system municipalities
will borrow wherever they can and at any
price, as in Brishane. 1n consequence of
that, the public debt of Brishane to-day is
£18,000,000, and they have a million-pound
town hall; which c¢ould never have bheen
erected under the systen in Western Aus-
tralia. Brishane has borrowed from Ame-
riea and has paid 89 per cent. exchange on
some of the borrowed money. Labour men-
bers here talk of bringing down interest
xages, hat at the same time they arve in fav-
our of bovrowing at any price. In Queen-
:street, Brishane, there is a bank with o
frontage less than that of the Union Bank
in 8t. George's-terrace, Perth, and on that
huilding in Brishane there has to be paid
£4000 per year in rates. How can any
busine=x carry that burden? Arbitration
courts fix artifieially high wages, and the
unions hring down the work output of the
mien, and the result is what they eall pros-
perity. It iz an actificial prosperity, and
Queenzland is fecling the eurse of it to-day.
There people cannot pay rates and main-
tain their property, and so in many instaneces
they are glad fo get rid of it, I hope the
House will veject the Bill.

‘HON. G. FRASER (West) [543]: I
will support the meaasure. Sa far thiz Cham-
ber has maintained its reputation of being
the protector of the property cwners. One
would have thought that by this time mem-
bers woulil have heen educated up to the
tone of public Feeling, which is altogether
towards the aholition of plural voting. We
are told that a person with a plurality of
votes haz a wgreater interest in his distriet
than has the single voter. Emphatically,
itat is not so. In many instances in the
metrepolitan avea it takes four decent, in-
dustrious men rearing famiiies in the dis-
triet to equal the voting power of an ab-
seniee property owner, who, becanse he has
invested in some brieks and mortar, is sup-
posed to have the interests of the distriet
at heart. Yet members here are prepared
to urewe that the existing system should be
maintained. We in this State have always
prided ourselves on onr progressive legisla-
tion, and yet members wonld retain this old-
fashioned system of plural voting.

Hon. J. Nicholson: The old-fashioned sys-
tems are sometimes the best.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. G. FRASER: In my expericii¢e, the
old-fashioned is not too popular with the
people of thiz State.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: You are aiming at
popularity ?

Hon. G. FRASER: No; what 1 want is
something in nceordance with the will of the
people. The will of the people, us expressed
to e, is that the time has long passed when
plural voting slhiould have been abolished
from municipal and similar clections. Mem-
bers here are prepared to go so far as to
give individuals greater powers when vot-
ing for loeal governing bodies than when
voting for this Chamber. lrrespective of
the value of a tman’s property, he is allowed
only one vote in any constituency for this
Chamber.  Yet to vote for the cleetion of
mitor chamber, a loeal goveruing body, the
same man 18 to have four votes.

Hon. G, W. Miles: It is a pity iltere were
not four for this Chamber to keep a cleck
on the finances.

Fuon. (i, FRASER: [f the lion. member
had his way. there would he ten.

Hon. G. W. Miles: And the State would
be in a much hetter position.

The PRESIDENT: Order'

Hon. (G, FRASER: Tt is an unbalanced
svstem that permits only ane vyote for this
Chamber, while for a minor bady the same
individnal i5 allowed four vetes for the same
property. T hope members will reconsider
their attitnde io the subjeet. We will for-
eive them if on this oceasion they reverse
their altitude and vote for the Bill

Hon. J. Nicholson: TPerhaps wmembers
would agree to an amendment to that effect.

Flon. G. FRASER: TUnforfunately the
amendment conld not be made in this mea-
sure. I support the second rending.

HON, ¢. H. WITTENOOM {South-
Fast) [547]: I oppose the Bill. In my
opinion, the measure is totally uncalled for.
For a good many vears I have been asso-
cinted with loeal governing bodies, and dur-
ing all that time I have not heard any de-
mand for such a measure, and I have hardly
ever heard it mentioned. Various Labour
Governments have introduced similar Bills
on three or four occasions, and each time
very little interest has been manifested in
the =subject, either in Parliament or outside.
What the local governing bodies have been
wanting is an amendment to the Munieipal
Corporations Act.
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Hou. J. T, Franklin: want a
Act.

Hon, C. H. WITTENQQM: That is right.
The existing Act is out of date,

Hon. G. Froser: Do you want it up to
date?

Hon. . H. WITTENQOM: We have been
asking for a new Act for several years. The
Alitehiell-Latham Government ave to blame
for the absence of an up-to-date Act, be-
cause they were asked vear after year to
have the necessary amendments made. They
had the opportunily, but did nothing to alter
the Act, althpugh they promised several
times that amending lemislation would be
introduced,

Hon. C, . Baxter: We eould not get the
municipalities to agree on the amendments.

Hon. C. H. WITTENOOM: One large
organisation—the country inunicipalities—
prepared a Bill, and the previous Govern-
ment were asked to introduce it.

Hon. A, Thomson: They suggested many
amendments.

Hon. C. H. WITTENOOM: Yes, many
amendments were suggested. It is regret-
table that nothing was done, because appar-
ently many years must elapse before we
shall get an improvement on the existing
obsolete Act. The present Government evi-
dently are prepared to de nothing. The
Minister in another place said that if we
would agree to the abolition of plural voting,
he would be prepared to consider amending
the present Act. It is wrong of the Min-
ister to adopt that attitude. To impose that
condition is sufficient in itself {o condern
this Bill. In effect, the Minister says that
he will consider amending the Act if we, like
good boys, do as we are told.

Hon. G. Fraser: You say you want an
up-to-date Act?

Hon. C. H. WITTENOOM: Yes, an en-
tirely different Aect from that under which
we are working at present.

Hon, G. Fraser: You eannot have it both
ways,

Hon. €. H. WITTENQOM: The hon.
memher represents one of the ports and he
must realise that the cxisting Act operates
against the interests of a port in that it is
impossible to advertise the place and do
other things that would attract visitors. The
Minister in another place admitted his faith
in the ability of members of loeal governing
hodies, not only of muaicipal councils but of
road hoards, and said he was prepared to
grant them further powers because in many

We new

directions the work could be done morve
effectively by them than by the Government,
but he would favour the granting of addi-
tional powers only on coudition that plural
voling was abolizhed.  The Minister added
that he could not agree to taking the power
from a hody elected on udult franchise and
giving it to bodies clected under a system of
plural voting. Surely it a person is pre-
pared to invest large sums of money in
building business premises and suchlike, he
has the right to a lurger sharve in the man-
agement of the municipality or road board.
That at any rate is my opinion, but appar-
ently the Government do not agree with it.
The justice of that clain, 1 believe, is gener-
ally adinitted. What is wrong with the work
being done by the municipalities? The sys-
tem has always operated very satisfactorily.
On the whole, the members of munisipalities
have worked well and have relieved the Gov-
ernment of much work and much expense.
To refuse to extend their powers, as the
Minister has done, is wrong. The Minister
went on o say that in some of the other
States plural voting had been abolished. I
cannot see that that is much of an argu-
nment; we have not been told that in any
State is the work of the municipalities
superior to the work of similar bodies here_
I have received quite a number of letters:
from municipalities and o majority of them
—Fremantle is not ineluded—are totally
opposed to the Bill. The manner in which
the Bill has been presented showed indiscre-
tion on the part of the Minister.

HON. T. MOORE (Central) [53.54]: Tt
was wrong of a member to say that nobody
wanted this measure. The members of one
intelleetual body in this State have discussed
it and have favoured it.

Hon, ¥W. J. Mann: The Trades Hall?

Hon, T. MOORE: T refer to the Gerald-
ton Munieipal Couneil.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Boulder, too.

Hon. T. MOORE: Mr. Gray told us that
the Fremantle Council also favoured it, and
was twitted on the score that that hody in-
cluded some members of Parliament. There
are ne members of Parlinment in the Ger-
aldton Municipal Couneil, and they are per-
haps as intellectual and have as much at
stake as any other members of the com-
munity. Those representatives, on having
the position explained to them, were quite
satisfied that, with the aholition of plural
voting, the method of electing municipal
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councils would be guite fair. Lhe argument
advanced there would certainly earry weight
with me. 1f a man has saved s money, has
built ap a modest little home not enrvying
a high rateable value, and veaved a family,
L regard him as being just as good as, il
not a lJittle better than, a property owner
who may live outside the district and may
not have rveared a family, Members =houll
ask themselves whether the man who has
reared a family is not worthy of considern-
tion. That is a test of his citizenship: there
is no other fest that ean stand beside 2t Tt
is ridiculows to assert that beeause a man
has been lucky, as some of the older fami-
lies have heen, anid has amassed property
worth a good deal, he is entitled to greater
voting power. It is no indieation that such
a man iz more intellecinal than another,

Hon. A. Thomson: He might he wnlncky
in possessing some of the properfy.

Llon. T. MOORE: History shows us that
one generation has often stavted with little
and has been able to amass wealth and a sue-
ceeding generation bas inhevited it.  The
faet of a mun laving amassed wealth does
not weigh with me, and would not weigh
with amyone who sized up the position pro-
perly.  Aceording to My, Miles, demoeracy
has failed, but I remind him of the years
when we sent away thousands of our hest
men at the hehest of Alr. Miles and others,
to suve democracy.  Had demoeracy failed
in 1914, or has it just failed? Mozt of the
men who went oversens were reaved in
modest homes,

Hon, G. W. Miles: They were all equal.

Hon, T, MOOREF: Many of those who
went to the war had nothing to defend exeept
democracy.  They helieved democracy was
threatened and thex teok up avms in its de-
fence,

Member: They Aid not think of demoe-
Tacy.

Hon. T. MOORE: The talk of saving
democracy was voiced daily. T believe the

time will come when similar sivenmstonees
will arvise. Some countries are carrying an
trade wars, and trade wars lead to other
wars, and T am afraid (he time will eame,
perhaps ~ooner than some expect, when the
men who are heing deeried to-dav beeanse
thex lhave not a stake in the camntry. and
whoni some nwembers would give as Tifthe
voiee ax pos<ible in the conduel of affairs,
will be hailed as hevaes. When those condi-
tions again arvise, the ~cene will be ehaned
temporarvily. To anvone who contends that

[COUNCIL.]

the propevty-owner is the only man entitled
tu receive consideration, [ would reply—-

Hon. (i, W. Miles: No one said that.

[fon. T. MOORE: Lt has been argued that
lie i the only une who should receive n vote.

Hon, R, (. Moore: The owner does not
wot the vote; the tenant gets it

Hen, T. MOORE: There is no douht the
man with the property gets the vote. just
as he gets it for thizs Chamber.

Hon, G, W. Miles: So he should,

Hon. T. MOORE: According to the hon,
member, demoeracy has failed despite the
lact that he has a vote in this Chamber,
or else ilus Chamber must have failed.

Mton. G, W. Miles: Tt has,

Hon. T. MOORE: XNot only democraey,
hut platoeraey has failed in this State, Le-
eanse we have had hoth a demncratic and
a plutoerntic Chamher, We cannot, how-
cver, blame democracy for thal. 1 have
given 1y hwble opinion of how things are
and will he in the times ahead, Citizenship
in thiz country shouid he conferred upon
the man who rears s family, and it shounld
not matter what habitation he exists in, for.
however humble it may he, it is his all anid
it is all he has ta lose.

Hon. T, H. Gray: And he has fo stop
here: he cannnt get away.

Hon. T, MOORE: The man with much
property hias no move fo loe than that pro-
perty, heeause it iz hiz all, and the same
principle applies to the man whose sole pro-
perty is a humble dwelling. Tf is all he has
ta lose.

Hon. V. Hamersley: This measnre is not
vonfined to mnrried men.

Ilon. T. MOORE: T sm toi worrying
about single wen, The Bill has been ban-
died about in this Chamber, nnd has in ef-
fect heen held up (o ridieule. Mr. Ciray had
not heen on hig feet for three minutes when
one wember said, “Why do vou not tel] us
what this is for?”

Hon. E. H. ITarris: He baited us.

Hon. T. MOORE: He had scarcely start-
ed his speech when interjections eame at him
Trom all parls of the TTeuse, This Chamber
is supposed to he the bulwark of the eon-
~titution, the place where we do everyvthing
right. Tt is spoken of as the one place that
will ~ave ws when all else fails, In my opinion.
not  the  shightest harm will come  from
the passing of this measure,  We shonld
wive the full rights of cittzenship to (le
people whe veally deserve them.
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HON. E. H H,  HALL (Central)
16.2): I do not intend to record a silent
vote on thi~ measure. 1 wish to correet the
statement made by the last speaker, that
this is a property House. 1 wonder how
often we have to contradict that statement!
It is well known to the hon. member that
this is not a property House, that the rent
payer has an equal vote tor this Chamber
with the man who possesses property worth
many thousands of pounds. It is true that
the Geraldton Munieipal Council did deeide
io write to the Minister and other mewbers
of Pavliament that it was in favour of the
Bill, but T would point out that the decision
was arrived at on the casting vote of the
Mayor. That, however, does not weigh with
me. I am in entire aecord with my col-
leagne of the Central Provinee in  the
opinion that what shoudd eount with us is the
nan who has taken upon himself the
responsibility of rearing a family. That
is the only man to whom I am pre-
pared, consistent with other things, to give
preference, the man with a wife and child-
ren to rear, educate and bring up. For this
Chamber the rent paver has the same vole
as the bhiggest property ownper, and these
who pat forward that argunent arve advane-
ing a good reason for broadening the muni-
cipal franchise. Tt appeals to me, and, were
ihere nothing else, T would be very mueh in-
clined to vote for the sceond reading of the

Bill. 1 am, however, actuated by another
reason. When bringing down this Bill for

the approval of Parliament the Minister in
churge of it made certain remarks to which
I take exception. Men have given up vears
uf their lives in an honovary capacity 1o
serve the loealities i which they live, an
for yvears past have wrged Mimsters of e
Crown o introduce  amendmeni=  to the
Municipul Cuorporations Aet, Yel the Min-
1ster wlo introduced this Bill treats them
with contempt and says, “First pas: this
Bill, and 1 will then eon=uler doing what
vou want wme fo do.” Tt s enough for me
to suy at once that 1 intend to vote arainst
the zecond reading of the Bill.

HON. W. J MANN (South-West)
[652: If there ix one thing that would in-
cline me to vote against the Bill. ot i~ e
azeertion of the Minister in control that if
Parliament would do eettain thine=, he in hi-
aluighty gootdness would be 2o rondeseerrl-
iner as o consider doing other thing<. When
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a Minister of the Crown treats Parliament
in that fashion, he has only himself to blame
it he invite= hostility.

Hon. G. Fraser: ft hax been said that we
want a Muszolini.

Hon. W. J. MANN: Iy answer to My, T.
Moore, and his iutelleetnal municipal coun-
cil ag Geraldron. T would point oot that there
are other intelleetual bodies of men in this
State. 1 am the proud representative of a
body of men who are equally intellertund
aml intelligent, vepresenting the  port of
Bunhbury  which iz equal in importance to
that of Geraldeon, and although that council
is perhaps handicapped by having smongst
its members a member of Parlimment, it has
passeil a resolntion as tollows—

That this Council enters an emphatic protest

against the proposed abolition of plural veting
provided for in the Bill

I other towns in my provinee similar reso-
Iations have been passed, and they have also
heen passed by numbers of road hoards. To
ray that there i= a public demand for the
abolition of plural voting is not stating the
quesfion correctly, T have nof yet met three
men, eutside the members representing the
Labour Party in thiz Chamber. who have
esponzed this cav<e.  Fversy man T have met
has prayed that the Legislative  Couneil
woenld give this Bill shorer shrift.

Hon. T, Moore: ‘Wiat do they fear?

Hon, W, L MANN: 1 do net knoew what
they tear, but they hope this Honse will pre-
vail, Mr, Miles gave expression to a thought
that took root in my mind. that this Bul re-
sewhled something in the natuve ol the thin
edge of a wedge. The Bill is for an At to
amend the provisions of’ tlie Municipal Cor-
porations Aet refating to the gualifications
of the elector~ and plural voting. T dare-
say if we tudied it a litvtle more we wonld
lind there wias something in it, ss Mr. Mile
has zugeested. il thas it wonld have a more
Car-reachine efivet than appears on the sur-
face. T woull not be surprised if this wery
a long shot at the franchize of this TTouse.
For that amd other veasons, I =hall record
Yy vote against the Bill,

HON. E. H. HARRIS (North-East)
F6.167: This is @t Bill for an Act to do cer-
tain thine~.  [{ comtaing 16 elanses, 15 of
whiel refate 10 plural vorine. and one which
I think ix contrary to the title. The pavent
Aet has ~erved a good purpase Bor 27 vears,
For vear afler vear Guvernmeunt~ have heen
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requested and have promiseld to amend it
and bring it up to date. On the ove of an
announeement by the Minister that he would
introduce this Bill, it was thought that a
consolidation containing numerous amend-
ments to the Aet would be submitted to PPar-
liament, as desired by municipalities all over
the State. Apparently that is to be pushed
into the background it Parliament does not
pass the Bill, including eertain clauses rela-
tive to plural voting. It is to bLe sacrificed
on the altar of an alleged prineiple con-
tained in the platform of the Labour Party
to abolish plural voting,

Hon. E. H. Gray: 1t is not an alleged
principle; it.is a principle.

Hon., E. 1. HARRIS: Let us examine
the prineiple, and the Lahour constitution.
I am indebted to a member of the Austra-
lian Labour Party for supplylng me with
an up-to-date copy of the constitution and
Standiug Orders of the AL.P. That con-
stitution does not provide for anything dif-
ferent from what is provided in the Muni-
ctpal Corporations Act.

Hon. E. H. Gray: Ol yes!

Hon. E. H. HARRILS: The prineiple ¢on-
tained in the Aet is, ne property no vote.
The principle of the Labour Party is no
union no vote. The Municipal Corporations
Act provides for one vote for a small pro-
perty, and for a big property a maximum of
four votes. In the case of industrial unions,
a small union gets one vote, and a big union
gets ten votes. In the case of the muniei-
palities, aceording to the rates that a man
pays, so shall he be granted votes from oune
to a maximum of four. In the case of the
Labour Party, according, not to the rates
that are pnid, but te the affiliation fees or
dues that are paid by a union to the head
body, so are the votes given.

Hon. E. H. Gray: That is not right.

Hen. G. Fraser: According to the num-
ber of members you represent.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: If it is not vight
I had better read the econstitution of the
ALP.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: I was pointing
out before the tea adjournment that there
was very little difference between the pro-
visions of the Municipal Corporations Act
and the constitution of the Iabour Party
in certain respects. Under Section 84 of
the Municipal Corporations Aect provision
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is wade whereby an elector shall have at
every election a number of effective votes in
proportion to the value of the land owned
or premises oceupied by him. That is clear
and distinet. Applying that to the constitn-
tion of the Labour Party, there would he
provision whereby every union would have
a number of votes in aceordance with the
capitation Fees paid on their membership.

Hon. E. H. Gray: That is right,

Hon, KB, H. IHHARRIS: Mr. Gray confirms
the correctness of my view that the provi-
sions of the Municipal Corporations Aet and
the constitution of the Labour Party, from
the standpoint of voting strength aceovding
to membership or property values, are very
much alike. The Labour Party agrees with
plural voting so far as their own interests
are concerned, but they ure opposed to it in
comneetion with local governing bodies. 1n
confirmation of my statement, it is elear that
distriet councils of the Labour Party, indus-
trial unions and branches of those unions
have representation along the lines T have
indieated, and I shall quote from the party’s
constitution to show that a union has one
vote for 100 members or part thereof, and
an extra vote for every additional 100 mem-
bers or part thereof. That is made clear on
page 7 of the constitution. Regarding the
State Executive of the State Labour Party,
we find that a delegaie bas one vote for
every 500 members of his union or part
ihereof, and the union is entitled to an extra
delegate for every 1,000 members or part
thereof, Regarding union dues to district
councils, I find there is a fee of 3s. per mem-
ber of a union, and of that amount 2s. is
retained by the distriet council and Is. by
the State Exeeutive, With reference to dis-
trict eouncils, provision is made whereby
voting shall he on the hasis of one vote for
50 members or part thereof, and an addi-
tional vote for everv extra 50 members or
part thereof. There is an alternative methnd
whereby a district council may have one
delegate for every 100 members or part
thereof, and a further delegate for every
100 additional members or part thereof. A
decision as to which method of representa-
tion is to he adopted is left in the hands of
the distriet eouncil. Tn further confirmation
of mv assertions, T shall give an illustration.
The Hastern Goldfields District Council of
the State Lahour Party reeently held a meet-
ing in Boulder Citr fo receive nominations
and endorse candidates for the election of
candidates for the North-East and South
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Provinee elections. Mnong the candidates
nominated was Mr, Williams, who is a mem-
ber of this Chamber.

The PRESIDENT: T hope the hon. mem-
ber can connect his remarks with the Bill
betore the House. | am atraid he is depart-
ing from the subject matter of the Bill.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: T submit that 1
am not departing from the subject matter of
the Bill one iota. I have said definitely that
the Labour Party do unt helieve—that is, on
paper—in plural voting.

Hon. J. Nicholson:
municipal matters.

Hon, E. H. HARRIS : Tn eonnection with
any matter that comes before them, be it
political. municipal, social or anything else.
The meeting T have referred to was held and
seven unions were represented.  Six unions
had one vote each; the other was entitied to
10 delegates and thev had nine present. 0Of
those nine, two were randidates tor the
selection ballot in which Mr. Williams was
also a candidate. By nine voles to six, Mr.
Williams was excluded. Those nine votes
were drawn from one organization——the
AWT, Of course, the Labour Party do
not believe in the Lecislative Couneil
or in the Federul Senate, They are
pledged to the abolition of hoth  those
Chambers.  Nevertheless, in their own
constitution they provide for something of
a similar character, which stands in the posi-
tion of an appeal court. Mr. Williems ap-
pealed to that court—the State Ixecutive
of the Australian Labour Partyv-—and that
upper house of the Labour movement de-
cided that the minority section on the gold-
fields should be put into their proper place.
Accordingly, the Eastern Goldfields District
Council were informed that they could not
do what they had attempted to earry ont,
and that Mr. Williams would have to be re-
instated. That was done. I mention that to
indicate that the Labour Party, who are so
anxious te abolish plural veting in connec-
tion with municipal matters, adopt that very
prineiple in their internal workings.

Hon. G. Fraser: One deals with the repre-
sentation of human bheings, and the other
with bricks and mortar.

Hon. . H. HARRTS: Tt dnes not mat-
ter to the Labour people whether it is bricks
and mortar or human beingz. The facts are
as I have stated them. The voting strength
is exercised in aceordance with the arrange-
ment I have quoted.

Tn connection with
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Hon, E.
ship.
Hon. E.

H. Gray: According to member-
H. HARRIS: The Companies
Aet makes provision for veting strength in
accordance with interests leld. Does the
junior member of the management of a busi-
ness exercise the same voting strength and
authority as the sentor pariner? Mr. Holmes
is an authority on those matters, and he can
inform the House of the posttion, Obvi-
ously it would he unfair to allow the man
paying the minimum rate, namely, 2s, Gd.,,
to have the same voice in municipal affairs
as the man who owns property on whieh
he lias to pay £1,000. What does the “Wes-
tralian Worker”, the official organ of the
Labour Party, de in vespeet of this matter?
Provision i» made for the exercise of votes
on a differential basis, and in accordance
with the shares held by an individual or a
union. The voting strength at shareholders’
meetings is determined on that basis.  Does
the “Westralian Worker™ divectorate advo-
cate one union one vote in denling with the
affairs of the paper? Certainly nof, but
Labour members in this Chamber and in the
Legislative Assembly advocate the abolition
of plural voting when it relates to munici-
pal matters.

Hon. E. H. Gray: There is no analogy,

Hon, 2, H. HARRIS: There is a distinet
analogy hetween property owners and the
industrial unions.  The instinets of preserv-
ation are highly developed in both. They
set out to do the same thing hy the same
methods, and provide for representation in
accordance with respective interests,

Hon, E. H. H. Hall: Do T understand
vou to say that fhe “Westralinn Worker”
provides thai the voting strength at share-
holders’ meetings shall be in accordance with
the shares held?

Hon, E. H. HARRIS: Yes. If vou held
an interest, as 1 do, vou would know the
position.

Hon. H. Seddon: Do you hold shares
in the “Worker”?

Hon. ¥. H. HARRIS: Yes, one. T ven-
ture to assert that if the Bill be passed, it
will he found that people will take a very
active interest in municipal government.
Most members of Parliament have served a
period on a road hoard or a munteipal coun-
cil. In faet T think that applies to 90 per
cent of the Legislature. They must appre-
ciate the fact that if we abolish the system
that now prevails, future elections for the



Stu

various local governing bodies will develop
into political fights trom start to finish. [
do not think that is advisable. There is a
body establihed in the metropolitin area
whose poliey is “Safety first.” There seems
to e every justifieation tor this Chamber,
as a House of review, adopting thal wateh-
word, particularly in reference to the uhjec-
tive of the proposal to abolizh plural vet-
ing. I draw attention to Clause 3 of the
Bill, which apparently eseaped the notice
of nembers in another place. I in-
tend to take members hehind the smoke-
sereen that has been put up and show that
the object of the Bill is not enly to ahelish
plural voting, but to provide for plural en.
rolments in connection with road hoards and
municipalities, in order that thousands of
additional names may be placed on the Leg-
istative Couneil and waunicipal rolls—with
another ohjeetive.

Hon. E. H. . Hall inferjected.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Betove 1T have con-
cluded my remarks, T shall be surprized if
the hon. member has not altered his views.

Hon. E. H. H. Hall: Perhaps T have done
=0 already.

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: If 1 were o school-
master T wonld ask those members who have
read the provisions of the Bili to hold up
their hands., T venture ta az<cvr that not
more than {wo or three of them have read
the Bill and compared it with the parvent
Aet. By deing so, T have discavered the
juke in the Bill.

Hon. . T H. Hall: T= there a niguer in
the waodpile?

Hon. E. H. HARRIS: Not only the nig-
ger, but a gin and a few piceaninnies; T
will diselose the position presently. Section
50 of the Munieipal Corporations Aet pro-
vides for joint owners and occupicrs of pre-
mises. There may he two persons ocenpy-
ing o house, or half a dozen, hut the names
of two only of them can he placed on the
municipal roll.  One individual may let the
place, which may then be snb-let. Subelause
2 of Clause 3 of the Bill reads—

When more than two persons are jointly
owners or occupiers of rateable land, then each
af two of such persons shall, for the purpose
of the last preceding section, he deemed to he
the owner or occupier of such land; and the
sail joint owners or oecupiers may by writing
under their hands delivered on or hefore the
first Jday of September in any year to the town
clerk appoint such two of their number as
aforesaid to be registered as clectors in respect
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of such laml.  |F no sueh appointmens he morde,
then those twe persons whose nathes eome fivsg
in alphubetical order shall be registered as elee-
tors m respect of sueh land.

We van exclide from the parts that L have
gnoted, joint owners?—"joint owners'’ are
already provided for in the Munieipal Cor-
porations Acl—beeause *joint owners” arve
eligible to entol for the Legislative Conneil,
as provided for in the Constitution Act and
the Kleetoral Aet.  This is where 1 desire
to show that the joke lies. Hxeluding the
Sawners,” it will read as follows—

Whaen more than {wo persons arve oceupiers of
rateable land, then each of two of such per-
somg shall be decmed 1o he the occupier of sach
fam), and the said occupiers muy by writing
wider Lheir hands delivered on or before the
first day of Scptember in any year to the town
clerk appoint sueli two of their number as afore-
saitl to be registered as electors in vespeet of
such land,

The Municipal Corporations Aect provides
that if you are living in a residence you are
entitled to Tave your name on the rave-
payers’ roll, hut if thi= Bill should pass, it
will provide that the two persons ean he
cnrolled for the some property. Quoting
the first words, “When more than two per-
sous are acenpters . . . ; it does not provide
that those living in a flat shall he on the roll,
but o married man living with hig wife and
fumily will be enabled to have two enrol-
ments instead of one. Tn the Municipalities
Act T find nnder the defmitions that “per-
son” ineludes any hody of persons corporate
or anipcorpovate.  Therefore T submit that
two persons, a man and his wife, will be
eligible for envolment on the municipal roll,
therehy duplieating the clectors, the ohject
heing to capture the local governing hodies
throughout the State, who, in their tum, as
i provided in the Constitution Aect—

Or it the name of sneh person is on the elee-
toral list of any municipality in respect of pro-
perty within the provinee of the annual rate-
able value of not less than £17, ete.

So we find that by duplicating the num-
bers on the municipal roll we shall atse
duplicate the numbers on the TLegislative
Couneit roll.  That is what I would term
the nigger in the woodpile. The Minister
for Works, when introdueing the Bill in
another place, vepeatedly said that there
was only one question involved in the Riil,
and that was the abolition of plural voting.
The Honorary Minister in this House also
said that there was only one principle in-
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volved, ome man one vote. The Leader of
the Opposition said that the only object of
the Bill was to abolish plueal voling: that
was Lhe sole principle involved,

The Honorary Minister: T said one rate-
payoer, one vote.

Han, ¥, H. HARRIS: That is all the
peopte have, but we are going to put fwo
ratepayers where there was one befove.

The Honorary Minizter: You have a very
vivid imagination.

Hon, E. H. HARRTS: 1 am merely
pointing ont that that is the provision. As
I said in my opening remarks, the Rill does
not provide in the Title for what T term
pliral enrolment, or (wo persons having a
vote for one and the =mme property, ‘That
15 an impoertant deparbure from the prin.
viple hefore us in respeet of the two volls.
I vontend that this exposes one of the hig-
west camouflages attempted on an unsophis-
ticated  public, and  we  arrive at  the
stage of Lahour deliberately and  defi-
nitelv attempting to double municipal and
Legislative Conneil enrolments with the two
abjects [ have mentioned, the eapturing of
the local governing bodies throughont the
Staie and duplieating the Tegislative Coun-
vil vote. TF the Government shonld suceced,
the result should interest those members of
this House who are retiring in May of next
vear, Sir Chas, Nathan, Mr, Hall, Mr. Sed-
don, Mr. Rose, Mr. Wittenoom, and others.
Further, T submit that the object is to se-
eure the return of the standardbearers of
the Labour Party to this Chamber, who will
he pledged to its nltimate abolition. If we
arrive at thai stage, democratie government
of the people by the unions will hecome an
accomplished faet. Mr. MeCallum in an-
other place made this threat: He said that
this was the very definite and unaulierable
decision of the Cahinet, and that unless we
passed the Bill he would not be prepared to
provide for the appointmeni of boards to
earry out certain works. His desire appears
te he that by the appointment of those
boards it would he possible to zet behind the
Loan Council. The Government point out
that they cannot afford to pay the rates of
interest, on the money that has heen horrowed ;
they would like to borrow more but are not
permitted by the Loan Couneil to do so. Tf
varions hoards arve appointed, and the neces-
sury money can be raized, no direct obliza-
fion will then rest on the Government. If
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the Minister tukes the stand that it this
Honze does not pass his Billy he will not do
semething else that he has indieated, we are
yuite justified in ~aying that he will not re.
ceive our =upport.  Beétore | conclude, 1 de-
sire to correct a statement made hy Mr.
Fraser. In the conrse of the debate he
pointed out that owners of land had a vore.
By way of interjection that was contra-
ticted. To Section 49 of the Municipalities
Act there is a proviso which reads—

Provided alse that the oceupier of any rate-
able lawd shall he entitled to he vegistered as
an elector in respeet of such land in preference
to the owner,
The hon, member cannot pull the wool over
our eves here,

IHon. G. Fraser: the
wrong one.

Hon. E. H. TTARRIS: 1 wun referring o
what the hon, member said.

You have picked

Hon G, Fraser: T did aot say anyihine
of the kind.

Hon. E. L. HARRIS: The occupier is
entitled to record the' votes, and if the
premises are ocenpied, then the owner has
o vote at all. The hon, inember said that
the rates were paid by the ocenpiers. I sub-
mit that in a great many instances the
premises are not oceupied.  Who, then, pays
the rates? No ene, of course, hut the nwner
of the property, and as the owner of such
he is entitled to have the number of votes
provided for in the Act at the present time.

Fon. G. Fraser: | made no mention of
such a thing while I was speaking,

o B. H. HARRIS: [ say very definitely
that T cannat see my wax to vole for the
second reading of the Bill.

Personal Erplanation.

Hon. K. H. H, HALL: With your permis-
sion, Mr. President, I should like to make
personal explanation. In the course of my
remarks on the Bill at an early stage, I re-
forved to the resolution on this guestion
passed by the Geraldton Municipal Couneil,
and said that it was carried on the easting
vote of the Mayor. During the tea adjourn-
ment T looked up the Geralton newspaper
and found that no mention was made of the
number of votes. At the same meeting, how-
cver, there was a discussion on the subject
of the mayoral allowance, and the decision
on that question was arrived at on the cast-



812

ing vote of the mayor. I mixed the two
questions, and T am taking the first oppor-
tunity to reetify the error.

On motion by the Hon. Minister, debate
adjourned,

House adjourned at 7.50 p.m.

Aegislative Hssembly,
Tuesday, 12th September, 1933,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.n., and read prayers.

QUESTION—LAND PURCHASERS,
PROTECTION.

Mr, NORTH asked the Minister for Jus-
tice: 1, Have any representations been made
to him regarding legislation to protect land
purehasers as recormnended by the Rowval
Commiszioner (Mr, Justice Dwyer)? 2,
Will he consider introducing legislation to
deal with the points raised?

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE replicd :

1, Yes. 2, The matter is under considera-
tion.

SECESSION—JOINT COMMITTEE'S
REPORT.

Ezxtension of Time.

On motion by the Premier, the time for
bringing up the veport of the joint select
commitiee on Secession was extended for
one week.

[ASSEMBLY.]

BILL—EMPLOYMENT BROKERS ACT
AMENDMENT,

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

BILL, — MORTGAGEES' RIGHTS RE-
STRICTION ACT CONTINUANCE.

Third Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
AL ¥, Troy—>»t, Magnet) [+.36]: [ move—

That the Bill he now reurd a third time.

MR. PIESSE (Katanning) [4.37]: [
have no desive to delay the passage of this
important measure at so late a stage, but I
do feel it necessary to make a few remarks.
I erave the indudgence of the House to per-
mit me to de so, for the reason that the
Bill was allowed to pass the second reading
and Committee stages at one sitting. Tav-
ing regard to the importance of the measure,
and knowing what it means to the future of
the State and particularly of the farming
industry, [ was somewhat surprised at this
rapidity in passing. 1 have a clear recol-
lection of the many promises made during
the general election as to the extension of
the Act for a longer peried than 12 months.
Tt dirvectly affects seecurity of tenure in fhe
farming industry. 1 appreeciate the sym-
pathetic manner in which the Minister for
Lands introdnced the Bill. With memhers
generally, and Ministers, I appreciate the
good effect of the Aet during the past two
veurs. At the same time one must express
sarprise at the making of so many applica-
tions ander the Act. On that point the
Minister did not furnish much detail. T
ean only conclude that as there has been so
little complaint, no hardship or disahility
has arisen from the operation of the At
during the past two years. I acknowledge
that the measure has been of great service
not only to primary industrv but to the
State as a whole. More especially to those
who find themselves in the position of debtor
under mortgage, the measure has been of
considerable benefit, giving protection dur-
ing a period of stress. As the Minister
has pointed out, probably there would
have been many foreclosures and much
distress had the parent Act not been intro-
dueed two vears ago. That speaks strongiv
in favour of the renewal of the Aet; bhut T
am sorry that the Government are not pre-



