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that would lead to a reduction of the cost
of litigation to be faced by these who ap-
proach the eourts of this State.

On motion by Mr. Sleeman, debate ad-

Jjourned.

House adjonrned af .35 po.
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The PRESTDENT took the Char at 4.30
pane, and read prayers.

QUESTIONS (2)—UNEMPLOYMENT.
Puart-time Worl and Sustenanre.

Hon, . F. BAXTER asked the Chiel
Seerstary: 1, How many married men were
cmploved on pavt-time work on 8th April,
19337 2, How many single men were em-
ploved on part-time work on Sth April,
1043, 4, What was the amount received
weekly, at the same date, by (a) a married
man without children: (b) a marvied man
with one child; (¢) a married man with two
children: () a married man with three
children: {e} a marvied man with four
childven: {1} a single man? 4, How many
married men were receiving sustenauce on
8th April, 19337 5, How many single men
were receiving  sustenance on Stho April,
1933

The CHIEF SECRETARY replied: 1.

G734 2,209 4, (a), (D), (e), {d), and
(e}, £1 per week ahove sustenance: (1) 23s.
. 4, 39262, 5, 1,297

T3

sustenance, Relicy Work, Prospecting.,

Hon. C. F. BAXTER a-ked the Chief
Secrefary: 1, How many married men were
receiving  sustenanee on  2nd  September,
19337 2, How many single men were re-
ceiving sustenance on 2nd September, 19337
4, How many married men were employed
m reliel work on 2nd September, 19332 4,
How many ~ingle men were employed on re-
tiet work on 2nd September, 19337 3, How
many single men have heen sent out under
the prospecting scheme?

The ('l]ll"F SECRETARY replied: 1,
20 and 3, The Geovernment have instituted a
=v~fem ol cployment of married men Tor s
period at full time, in accordance with
domestic responsihilities.  This i< followed
by an adjusting period on sustenance The
altered =ystem makes it difficult to give defi-
nite fizures on the lines requested, inasmuneh
a~ an ever-changing number of men arve now
sdjusting on sustenance, whereas previousty
they were compelled to adjust theiv earnings
without any snstenance heing providel 4,
2.719. 5, 1,067,

PAPERS—ENGINE-DRIVER'S
CERTIFICATE.

HON. E. H HARRIS

T35 T inave—

That all paper< docoments, amd records of
the Jaspection of Machinery  Depuvinent  re-
Iating to the restriction endorsed on the first-
cliss engine-driver’s certificate of serviee, No.
S34, issued to John Henry Fox, be laid on the
Table of the House,

(North-East)

I move the motion with & view to satisfyinge
myself that the Tospection of Machinery
Department has acted in aecordance with
the vegulations under the Act. Max T ex-
plain to members that under the Tospection
of Machinery Act, in<pectors ave appointed
and thev look into ihe operations of the
Act, issuing certificates for all machinery
and boilers, and holding examinations for
engine-drivers and those qualified to hae
control of the various engines. Provision i~
clso made thaf any aet of insubordination
shall he reported to the hoard. wherenpon
it shall he considered by the hoard. A dis-
pute bas arizen bhetween the holder of cer-
tificate No. 834 as to whether the hoard
were jJu-tified in dealing with his certifieate
as thex have done. The e¢ase has heen
lrouzht nnder my nofice and. not knowing
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the full tacts, 1 ask that the papers be laid
on the Table in order that I might satisfy
myself on that regard.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (lon. J. M.
Drew—~Centra]) [4.37]: I have no objeetion
to the motion. T will lay the papers on the
Table when the motion s carried.

Question put and passed.

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.

1, Governmoent Act
ment.

Transmitted to the Assembhly,

2, Health Act Amendment.
Paxsed.

Tramways Amend-

BILL—-FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Report of Commitiee adopted.

BILL—MINE WOREKERS’' RELIEF ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Tlon.
W. . Kitson—West) [4.41] in moving the
second reading said: The Act which the Bifl
secks to amend cume info operation only
on the 1st February of this vear. Tt reallv
takes the plave of the Miners’ Phthisis Act
of 1922. When the Act was passed, it was
considered that it would adeguately safe-
guard all the miners employed in the geld
mining industry, but several anomalies have
hecome apparvent which infliet great hard-
ship and injustice on a small number of
men, The Bill is fo rectify that position.
To {hose not acyuainted with the gald min-
ing industry the wmatters dealt with in the
Bill may appear to be of a somewhat intri-
cale nature, and therefore a memorandum
has heen affixed to the Bill in ovder to help
members understand those matters. One nf
the great drawhacks to emplovment in the
gold mining industry is the fact that the
men so emploved arve subject fo a diseasc
commonly spoken of as miners’ phthisiz. Tt
is a dreadful eomplaint and has taken a
great toll of the men who have been em-
ployed in the industry for many years. In
order to safeguard the lives of those in the
industry, & laboratory has been established

[COUNCIL.)

where the en are examined once a yean,
and more frequently if eonsidered mneces-
sary. If ns a result of the examination men
are found to he suffering Lrowm tuberenlosis,
or silieosis, or silicosis in an advanced stage,
they arve so ecrtified, and in many cases are
prohibited from continuing fo he employed
in the industry. If they are prohibited from
employmeni they are entitled to compensu-
tion in accordance with the zeale laid down
in the prineipal Act, which this Bill scelis
to amend. The \Workers’ Compensation Aot
covers sonle cases, and the Miners” Phihisis
Act also contains ecrtain provisions dealing
with compensation. li was thought when
this Act came into operation that all men
in the industry wonld be adequately safe-
ruarded, it it furned out they woere suffer-
ing from diseases of this nature and were
prohibited from emplovment iy ihe indus-
try.  All men who ave certified as sulfering
from one of these diseases or a particular
stage of one of then, are not prohibited
from employment beeaunse in some cases it
is considered they would not be dangerous
to their fellow men. As they would prefer
te remain in the industry for the time heing,
they are allowed io continue in the mine in
whieh they are working, nntil the stage is
reached when it is thought advisable thev
should not he emploved any longer. At the
time the Act was passed theve were 15 men
who were serfified to he suffering from T.B.
with silicesis. Tt turns out now that they
ave suffering an injustice, which it is de-
sired by this Bill to rectify. The doctor in
these cases rerlified that the T.B. was nnt
active. As the men were anxious to econ-
tinue at work they were allowed to do so.
The then Minister for Mines was satisfied
they did not constitnte a source of dangor
to their fellow workers, and thev were nof
prohibited from working as they might have
been had ihe Minister decided otherwise.

Hon. E. H. Harris: But he limited them
to sarface work, did he not?

The FONORARY MINISTER: I believe
so. The men continued their work and ve-
ceived their woges, and were not a charge
upon the fund. Eventnally one of tlicse men
heeame ill and was not able to work, When
an attempt was made to prohibit him from
working in fhe industry under the provi-
sions of the Miners’ Phthisis Aet, the Crown
Law Department ruled against if, for the
reason that immediately the Mine Workers’
Relief Aet was proclaimed, the Miners’
Phihisis Act ceased 1o apply. Under
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thi= ruling the man could not he pro-
hibited  from  working, and  as  he
was not able to work he should have been
entitled to compensation, bul unfortunately
vould not get it. These men were certified
as unfit for work while the Miners' Phthisis
Aet wans in operation. As it hus now been
superseded by another Aet, I suppose it is
correct to say, with the Crown Law authori-
ties, that no action ean he taken under thag
Act. One part of the Bill, therefore, is de-
sigmed to remove that anomaly and vender it
possible for the men to he prohibited from
working in the industry, and give themn the
rieht to the compensation to which they are
entitled.  Another amendment is designed to
wive vehief in the case of three men. In this
respect a greater injustice has been inflicted
than in the cases to which I have just re-
ferved. T will quote the specifie instance of
a man who was found on examination at the
laboratory to he suffering from silicosis ad-
vaneed.  Under the Mine Workers’ Relief
Aet he would immediately be entitled to £750
compensation., At the time he was examined
that partieular Act had not come into opera-
tion. This man became ill and went into
hospital, and whilst there the Act was pro-
claimed. When he left hospital he thought
he was lit to return to work. On returning
to his employers, expecting to be re-engaged,
he was told it would be necessary for him
to get a certificate. He therefore had to be
examiied a second time. He was found to
he suffering fromn silicosis advanced, plus
T.B., and consequently hie could not get his
certificate to return to work, He could not
e prolibited from working under the
Miners’ Phthisis Aet, because this had been
superseded by the Mine Workers’ Relief Act,
and under the latter Aet, because he waz not
a worker within the meaning of the Act
when it was proclaimed, he was not entitled
to any consideration wnder that Act. The
Mine Workers’ Relief Act provides that a
man shall be entitled to compensation only
when he is employed in the industry at the
time he is prohibited from working. This
man was in hespital, and was therefore
deemed to be unemploved. He could get no
redress either under the Miners’ Phthisis Act
or the Mine Workers' Relief Act. Aftached
to the Bill is a memorandum which may put
the mafter more cleariy than T have done,
hut T have done my best with what to me is
an infrieate position. The Bill contains
other amendmenis to the Aet. One deals
with the constitution of the board to ad-
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minister the Act.  The board will consist of
1wo employees nowinated ov elected by the
worliers, two reprezentatives of flie em-
plovers, und a chairman appointed by the
Governmeni.  The Mine Workers' Reliet
Fund Doard have asked that no heneflciary
under the Act shall be a mewber of
the hoard, It seems a fair and reason-
able Tequest. Another amendment is
to define those men who are entitled
to compensation, and the date from which
their compensation shall commence. There
have heen certain difticolties in this connec
tion, and it is considered that the mmend-
meut will overcome fhem.  One of  these
diffienities 15 as follows: Men may be
ot of  employment  hecanse  prohihition
notices have been served upon them. It may
tuke severnl wecks Por the department to
abtain the necessary information to ensurc
that menre =hall be entitled to eompensation
nnder the Act. By the proposed amentdinent
woman may get his eompensation from the
date of censing werk, ' he was absent from
work through sickness, and on examination
was found to be sulfering from T.B., com-
pensation would be payable from the date
of the exwmination, otherwise it wounld he
payable from the date of prohibition. I he-
licve several enses have ocenvred in which
men with large families have been certified
as suffering from disense. They have been
prohibited from wovking on the mines, and
hinve suffered great hardship beeause several
weeks have elapsed before finality has heen
reiached as to whether hey ave entitled to
compensntion wnder the Act or not.  This
prauticulie amendment is desighed to put the
mafter in order. A {Turther amendment is
intended to clavify the position regarding a
man who is reeovering compensation, Under
the et o man is entitled to draw up to the
amount  of  wages netually  veceived, no
matter what that amount may be. Tt was
never intended that this sheuld be so, hul
that a man should be entitled to half wages
plus 78, 6. for each ehild, with a maximum
of € 105 a week. 1T the board were satis-
fied he was suffering hardship in conze-
fquence, it would he permitted to extend the
payment at the vate of 7s. 6d. per week fot
each dependant, until the amount reached
the basic wage. That was the intention
when the Aet was before Parliament. Owing
to fhe wording of the particular section il
is now inferpreted to mean that a man
shatl he  entitled o draw up to the
equivalent of the wnges he was receiving
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before, no matter how wuch they might be.
This amendment will fix the maximum rate
on the basjs of the hasic wage operating
in the distriet where he was living when
prohibited from working.  Another provi-
sion in the Bill dealing with compensation
sets out that in the eace of a man who is
entitled to compeusation, he may draw that
compensation in a lump saum if e desirves,
though of conrse it will be smaller in amount
than that provided for in the Aet. If he
clects to take it in a lnmp sum he will not
be able to fall baek upon the fund provided
for in the Aet until the period has elapsed
when he wounld have cxhausted the full
amount he would be cufitled to at the rate
of £3 10s. a weck. If n man who is en-
titled to compensation clects to take the
smaller sum that the £750 to which he is en-
titled, because he will be getting it in a
Inmp, he will not come under the provisions
of this Aet until the time has elapsed that
would be necessary to cxhaust the £750 at
the rate of £3 10s. a week, irrespective of
the amount he decided to accept as a lump-
sum settlement. There is a further amend-
ment dealing with prospectors only, This
is necessury to bring the measure into line
with the nmendment to Section 49, with
which T have already dealt. T am snre there
are several members associated with the min-
ing industry who may have a mueh Letler
knowledge of this subjeet than I have, If
any further information is required, I shall
be only too plensed to give it in Committee.
I move—

That the Bill be now read o sccond time,

On motion by Hon. J. Cornell, debate nd-
journed.

BILL—MINING ACT AMENDMENT.
Second Reading.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W. H. Kitson—West) [5.15] in moving the
second reading said: This is another Bill
that deals with the gold mining industry.
The amending Bill which was introduced last
session dealt with eertain phases of the in-
dustry, and it is now found that am error
was made by inserting in the wrong section
certain provisions in regard to tributing.
The object of the Bill is to rectify the ervor.
There were two provisions made for tribut-
ing. The first one dealt with tributing
on & royalty basis and provided that the
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lessce could charge the tvibuter on a shiding
seale; the second made provision for {le
lessee and the tributer eaeh to take A0 per
cent. of the actnal gross gold won, the
tributer to deliver the cve at the shaft and
the lessee to pull it. 1t was in e¢onncetion
with this amendment that the ervor veenrred,
as the seale of eharges was inscrted in See-
tion 145 of the Act, which gives definite in-
stroefions to the warden in connection with
the registration of nll tributes, with the ve-
sult that the warden, when registering =
tribnte is now eompelled to put in ihe seale
of charvges, and, no matter where the ore
comes from, the lessee 1s not allowed to
charge anything in cxcess of the scale pro-
vided, a seale which was only intended to
apply to ore obtained on a royalty Dbasis.
This has led to a lot of trouble and the
Minister for Mines found it necessary to
have a conference with the people concerned.
It was agreed then that this amending legis-
lation should bhe introduced to satisfy all
coneerned. :

Hon. J. Cornell: 1i is hoped that it will
be more satisfactory than the result of the
Royal Comission inquiry at one time.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I hope
s0. The Bill proposes to remove the scale
of charges fron Seetion 145 to Section
145 (W) which is the scetion that actually
deals with tributes on a royalty basis, Fur-
ther trouble was occasioned in respeet to
the senle of charges on neeount of the own-
ers of treatment plants refusing to treat ore
outside on that scale unless they swere al-
lowed to collect the royalty from it. It was
found that at no wine unless it had its own
trentinent plant, and provided the ecompany
were prepared to let a tribute on a fifty-
lifty basis, conld any man, either lessee or
tributer, get his ore treated. The outside
lessee naturally refused to allow the treat-
went plant owners to collect the royalty,
with the result that there was a hold-up
affecting a number of shows, for the war-
den was unable to register a tribute unless
the sealp was included in it. The provisions
in ihe Aet to which T bave referred, and
which are dealt”with in the Bill, have heen
slightly altered in the wording, but the prin-
ciple has not been altered in any way. The
alteratien of the wording is absolutely neces-
sury i vrder that there may be no mistake
as to what is actunily meant. There is a
further amendment dealing with tributes
which provides that instead of the tributer
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having to land his ore ai a shaft and the
lessee to pull it, the tribufer on an oulside
lease must lund the ore at the surface in-
stenl of at the shaft. This will mean that
the tributer will be put to the expense of
landing at ithe surface, but from then on
the lessee takes ¢harme of the ore and makes
his own arvangements with the treatment
plant owner, and the tributer is entifled to
3N per cont. of the extraction value. All the
parties have agreed to this amendment, and
it is now considered {hat there will be no
difficully vegarding the treatment or the
rexistration of tributes outside of where the
lessee owns the freatment plant. A= I said
m conneetion with the previous Bill, 1 shall
he glad to supply any further information
hon. membhers desire to have. I move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion hy Tlen, T5. 3. Harris, debate

adjourned.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX,
Second Neading.

THE CHIEF SECRETARY (lion. J M,
Drew—Central} [3.20] in moving the seeondd
readling <nid: In dealing with the Financial

Emergeney  Tax  Assessment  Bill, T used
matter whieh applies also to this Bill, and
whieh need not be vepeated. 1 will, there-

fore, be as hrief as possible.  The prezent
Bill is different in many respeets from tiw
ariginal Financial Fmergeney Tax Act tiaid
was passed in December last. For instance:
The flat vate of 414d. in the pound is to be
replaced by the step system of rating, com-
mencing at 4d. in the pound and increasing
by steps of Ad, Gd., 84, and 94, and on
incomes from £104 per annum ineluding
ealary and wages up to ineomes, ineluding
salary and wages of £416 per annum and
over.

Won. J. Cornell; The Bill will oot fit
in with the Assessment Bill now.

The CHIEF SECRETARY: The step
system submitted is con~idered a mueh fairer
and more equitable means of taxation than
the flat rate of 43%4d. previously imposed.
and the system is in keeping with fhe joint
recommendation of the Staie Conmissioner
of Taxation, the Assistant Under Treasurer,
and the Government Statistician, which was
submitted to the late Government on 6th
April, 1932, A distinetion is made between

T

a marvied person or a persen with a “mem-
ber of a family” to support or maintain,
aml a person having no such liahility, In
the case of the former, an esevmption is
enjoyed up to an amount less than £3 10s.
per week, or with an income of less than
£182 per annmum, whereas in the case of the
latter, the exemption ounly appliek' where
the salary or wage is less than £2 per week
or less than €104 per annum. The rates of
tax are:—
It conns,

ook e, ade el e in the € aned ane tie aniui s
of fncomes salaey aml wezes a3 set ont borenmier -

W) Ieotnes stom £0H L less than €192 pae. . 4. g the &
CAL ineoes dess (o €104 poa, are
exemp? from laxs n}.

(1O wes from £152 ta 1 pa 4l i the £

m . .
th-l rate upples only 1 per-nn- with
“memher= of a fonily o sapport or
naintain,
(e} Ineomes from €152 to le<s than €312 pa,
{11 Inenmes In exees< of 234 0 £312 pa
f”lih rate also applies to porsons “with
ipembers of o tamily " le cupport or
utaintain).
(0Y Incomes of £
) Ineames in
L34 g
|I'1n- rate also nl],l]lh!‘s 10 p(‘rmm with
fmember~ of A tanfly "' to support or
maininin).
ve) Timotnes of €364 miuf less than £4060 o, L,
thy Ineoam of $416 pa ol wver

. in the £
Sin the o

2tg Jena thon €363 poa.

. wkin the €
eons of £312 Al lews o

. in the £

“l i (ke £
L4l in the £

The rates applieable to persons in receipt
of salary and wages are on the same prin-
eiple and apply as under:- -

SALARTE: AND WARES,

n) \\'|wn the ymount of «alary or wages js
! per werk and less thab O30 -, pcn
\u-vl\ . Hlin the €
{10 Wheee the amount of -nl:lr_\,' or wages 1.
£1 105, per week. and does nat excemdd
L4 Hi per week dik in the ¢
{"I'hls rate aml step sy arem it .|p||1\'
to persons who have *‘aembera o a
famdly ' 1o supporl or madniain).
i) Where the amonnt of galary or wagee i«
£1 109, per week, and is Iess than x4
per week L. woo ol the £
1Y Where the amunnt of walary ar wage.
exveed €1 08, per week anil clioga mast
exrpeld L6 per week . Hin the £
(This rate and step -\-m'-m .lpphe-
noly to persang who have ' menbers
of n family ** to support or maintain).
{¢) Where the smount of calary or wazes is
£6 per week amd i3 less than €7 per
week ... G, in the £
{f) Where the amoun! of salnty ar wages
P‘c.‘rr.lq ¢ per week, and 4 lese than
&7 per werk t«l. in the £
{This rate imd -li‘[) wstl‘m ‘\pi)h(“%
anly to TSO0S who have “ membhers
of u family " v support or maintain}.
(e} Where the amounl of =alary ot wages i=
£7 per week. and i= less than £85 per
weck .ol i ile £
(i) Where the amomd 07 <alare of wazes i«

v per werk anid over . ! in the &

The special rate set out in Clau-e 2 para-
graph (¢} applies to insurance or assurance
companies. The Government are of the
opinion that 6d. is a fair and reasonable
fixed rate to apply to premium incomes,
Clanse 3 provides for the operation of the
Act 1n respect to salaries and wages as from
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the Lst day of August, 1933, it nol being
the desire of the Government to tax past
payments of salaries and wage: made dur-
ing July. 1 move—

That the Bill be now read a second time.

On motion by Mon. C. F. Baxter, debate

adjourned.

BILL-MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS
ACT AMENDMENT.

Secand Reading.

THE HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
W, H. Kitson—West) [5.13] in moving the
second reading said: There is only vne prin-
ciple involved in this Bill and that is the
principle of ploral voting as applied to
munigipalities.  For many yeurs this State
had a reputation for the demoeratic thoughts
expressed by its public men, and also lur
the legislation which from time to fime wus
agreed upon by the Parliament of ihe State.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenvom: Do not von
feel reluetant to introduee this Bill?

The HONORARY MINISTER: No. The
time is more than ripe for the introduetivn
of legislation of this deseriplion. Tt is long
overdue.

Hon, E. 1[. Harrix: How long!

The HONORARY MINISTER: Years.

Hon, E., H. Harris: {t was vour party
who introduced it.

The HONORARY MINISTER: We have
had a veputation in the past for our legis-
lation. Some people have called it advanced
tegislation, and for a time perhaps it was,
For a time we led the world in industrial
and social legislation. ln the matter of
plural voting, however, we have lagged he-
hind. We are one of the few countries of
the world that still retain plural voting for
maunicipalities.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: 1las it ever
done any harm?

The HONORARY MINTSTER: 1 do not
know whether the hon. member would de-
scribe its effects as harmful.

Hon. ¥, H. Grayv: 1t has never done any
vood.

The HONORARY MINISTER : [t would
be a great improvement if plural votiuy
were aholished and the franehise for muni-
eipalities were the -~ame as Tor the national
Parliament. ’

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: I question
whether it would be any improvemnent.

[COUNCIL.]

The IHLONORARY MININTER: The lon.
member is entitled 1o his opinion. He will
have an opportunity to expres it later on,
and I hope he will do so. Plural voting
has been abolished in most conntries of the
world, amd it is time we in this State got
away from the idea that a man's worth in
the eommunity is fo he ganged by the amoum
of property he owns.  In years gone by pro-
perty was the main consideration.  1f a man
could show that he owned property worth
many thonsands of pounds, by virtuce of that
faet alone, lic was eutitled to privileges.
That was quite right hecanse it was the law.
Still. T think we have the riglt to suggest
that greater consideration should he given
to humanity than to the value ol propertv
possessed by an individual.

Several wembers interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! | a=k members
to allow the Honorary Minister to proceed.

The HONORARY MINISTER: [ real-
ise that in no ecircamstances would quite a
namber of members agree to the proposal;
they ure su conservative-minded that they
cannot get nway from the ideas of yester-
day or look to the Future in matfers of this
kind.

Hon. Siv Edward Witlenvom: Do not you
think hrains are required to acenmalate pro-
perty ?

The HONORARY MINISTER:
sure they ave not in every case.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: Then you
should be a very rich man.

The HONORARY MIRISTICR : 1i is wot
many years sinee plural voting operated in
every State of the Commonwealth, Now,
however, at least two States have broken
away frem the system, and we are anxions
that Western Australia should break away
from it and introduce a more demoeralic
and equitable sysfem, namely, that of une
ratepayer one vote,

Hon. E. H. Tlarris: Why break away from
the majority?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Under
existing legislation one ratepayer might exer-
cise two votes for an election for councillor
of a municipality and four votes for an clec.
tion for mayor. Is it right than any man
should Liave four times the voting power of
another man at a mayoral election simply
becanse he happens to pogsese property of
a higher vulue?

Hon. (. W, Miles: Of course he should.

The HONORARY MINISTER: Is there
iy sense, resson or equity in it?

I aw
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Hon, Go W, Miles: Yes,

The HONORARY MINISTER: Ai a
referendum  on the raising of a road
board loan, plural voting is not per-
mitted. Only a single vote is allowed
to each ratepayer and that applies
only to resident ratepayers, oot to ab-
sentes ratepayers. Where is the consistency?
If members argue that hecanse money is in-
volved there is sufficient reason for giving
one individual more votes than another, why
does not that prineiple apply to a poll on
the raising of a loan in that case.

Hon. G. W, Miles: It shounld.

The HONORARY MINISTER: To that
extent the Act is inconsistenr.

Hon. E. Rose: Does it apply to taxation—
one man one tax?

Hon. (i. W. Miles: No, it does not epply
there.

The HONORARY MINISTER: I do not
see anuy analogy hetween the two.

Thon. (00 W Miles: Of course there is,

Hon L. B Bolton: A man owning valu-
able property pays more tax.

The HONORARY MINISTER: So he
shonld, When a poll is taken on the raising
of a loan for a road hoard, an individual
ratepayer is not given two, three, or four
votes. In national affairs, when electing
representatives, we subseribe to the prin-
ciple of one man one vote.

Hon. G. W. Miles: And it has ruined
the country.

The HONORARY MINISTISR: But when
it comes to municipal affairs, something on
a mueh smaller seale, the Act provides that
some men shall have four votes, while other
men have only one vote. It is inequitable.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom interjected.

The HONORARY MINISTER: T could
not hear the interjeetion.

Hon. E. H. Harris:
vne——

The PRESIDENT : Ouvder!

Hon. E, H. Harris: I wanted to ask the
Honorary Minister—-

The PRESINDEXT: Order! T ask mem-
bers to refrain from interjecting.

The EONORARY MINISTER: Members
who approve of plural voting, to be logical
and consistent, should earry their ideas fur-
ther. For the clection of a councillor in 2
munieipality, the maximum number of votes
allowed iz two, whereas four votes are
allowed for the election of a mayor. Lhis is
the hasis nn whirh the votes are allotted.

Try to hear this
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Where the annual value is £25 and under,
the ratepayer shall have one vote; where the
annual value is £25 and does not exceed £50
the ratepayer shall haye two votes. If the
annual value of a man’s property is £25,

- he is entitled to one vote only, but if his

neighbour has properiy of an annual value of
£26, he is entitled to two votes. A difference
of only £1 in the annual value gives one
man twiee the voting power possessed by
the other. Is there any equity in that?
The maximum number of votes is four where
the annual value is over £75, and we could
mske a similar comparison between the man
having three votes and the man having four
votes. One man owning property of an
annual value of £74 would have three votes;
another man with property of an annual
value of £76 would have four votes. Thai
diserimination eannot be justified. Let ms
dircet attention fo another phase of plural

voting. Although the Act limits the maxi.
mum  number of votes to four, more
than that number of votes might be
recorded for a particular property
The Act provides that joint owners
may have equal rights, and aecord

ing to the value of the property, so the
joint owners may claim the right to vote
There are numerous examples of that;
applies to many business houses. A pri
vate compauy may possess property witl
a  high annual value, and the mem
bers of the company may be registerec
as joint owners. Hegistered in that way, i
is possible, by dividing the value of th
property by the number of joint owners
for each member of the company to haw
four votes nt a mayoral election.

Hon. R. G. Moorc: But one man is stil
limited to four votes.

The HONQRARY MINISTER: Mor
than one man may be interested in the par
tienlar property.

Hon. J. Nicholson: He would get vote
only according to his proportion of th
value.

The HONORARY MINISTER: But th
proportion in such cases might be so hig
that each would he entitled to record tw
votes for a councillor and four votes fo
mayor.

Hon. J. Nicholson: That is the prineipl
of the Act; the voting is decided by th
value.
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The HONORARY MINISTER: In m3y
opinion that is gunite unfair, T agree that
it 15 in accordanee with the Act, buf it is
time we altered the Act.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Which are the twe

States that have adopted the method you

suggest?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Queens-
land and New South Wales.

Hon. G. W. Miles: Have they adopted the
method you propose?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I wiil
give a comparison of the whole of the
States.

Hon. Sir Bdward Wittenoom: A man
may own £10,000 worth of property and
only the occupier might have the vote.

The HONORARY JMINISTER: That is
50.
Hen, 8ir Edwurd Wittenoom: Iy that
~easonable?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Tn my
3pinion it is. In this State an elector may,
weeording to the annnal value of his pro-
perty, have maximum votes as follows:—
For a mavoral clection, four votes.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittenoom: We do not
want that,

The FIONORARY MINISTER: Tf the
son. member does not eare to listen, he need
aot do so. I have been asked to make the
somparison and I intend to do so. Where
the annual value is £25 or under, one vote
5 allowed; where the annual value is £25
md does not exceed £50, two votes; where
the annual value is £30 and does not exceed
£75, three votes; and where the annunal value
:xeeeds £75, four votes. TFor the election of
ouncillor two votes are allowed in cach
ward as a2 maximum. Where the annual
value is £50 and under one vote is allowed,
ind where the annual value is over £50, two
votes. Where the poll is for a loan, voting
s the same as for a mayoral election, but is
imited to the owner. As regards the other
States, in Qucensland we find that for
nayoralty, councillor, or loan, there is only
me vobe in the whole municipality, irrespee-
ive of wards or value of property.

Hon, G. W, Miles: That is to a ratepayer;
1wt one man, one vote.

The HONOQRARY MINISTER : Each
atopayer. If the municipality is divided
nto half a dozen wards and the ratepayer
1as property in each of those wards, he can
egister only ane vote in one ward, instead
if, as elsewhere, one vote in each ward, or,
n some places where plural voting exists, up
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to four votes, and in one State up to even
six. In Queensland therc is one vote only.
The position in New South Wales is the
same as that in Queensland. In Vietoria an
elector has votes according to property
gualifications in each municipality and in
cach ward. Wherever he has property he is
catitled to a vote or votes. He is entitled to
register those propertics in every ward if he
has votes in every ward.

Hon. Sir Edward Wittencom: That is not
so here.

The HONORARY MINISTER: In South
Australia a ratepayer has only one vote for
each ward in which he owns or occupies pro-
perty, but for polls as to loans the owner or
ocecupier may have up to six votes, ag fol-
lows:—For annual value of £25 or under,
one vote: £26 to £35, two vofes; £36 to £45,
three votes; £46 to £55, fonr voles; £56 to
£65, five votes; npwards of £65, six votes.
That is the reverse of what applies in this
State.

Hon, H. .f. Yelland: Is that on the annual
vahie?

The HONORARY MINISTER: Yes.

Hon. J. Nichelson: But that applies only
to a lean referendum,

The HONORARY MINISTER: That is
so. But thosc votes are based on annual

value. For the election of councillor there
is only one vote in the wards. Tasmanin
hag o  different system again.  In wao-

divided nunicipalities an eclector has up
to six voles according to annual value,
ag follows:—Under £30, one vote; £30
and under £80, two votes; £80 and under
£160, three votes; £160 and umder £210,
four votes; £240 andd under £360, five votes;
£360 and upwards, six votes. In =ubdivided
municipalities an elector has up to six votes
in each ward, according to the annual valne
shown in the sehedule T have quoted.  That,
to my way of thinking, is far und away the
worst system of plural voting in existence
to-day.

Hon. J. Cornell: Has any evil resulted?

The HONORARY MINISTER: I do nut
know whether the hon. member would eull
it evil or not, but it has eaused a1 tremend-
ous amount of dissatisfaction. Thab com-
pletes the comparison hetween this State and
other States. As T have remarked. the Bill
involves only one principle. T feel that the
time has arrvived when we wight well awpee
te the nlteration proposed by the measure.
The Bill does not provide for whaf has heen
termed adult suffrage; it merely provides
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that each ratepayer shall be entitled o one
vole oniy.

Hen, J, Cornell: The Boulder Municipal
Couneil is ull Labour, and the Kalgoorlie
Municipal Conueil is the opposiie, and there
is no differcnee in the voting hasis.

The HONORARY DMINISTER: The
prineiple ot the Bill is that each ratepaver
shall have one vote irrespective of the value
of the property owned or occupied by the

ratepayer. That s a democratic propo<!
to which at this stage of vur history we
should, 1 think, he prepared 10 agree. I
move—

That the Bill he now read o seeond time.

HON. ©. F. BAXTER (East) [5.37]:
The Municipalities Acl of this State s ad-
ministered by publie men funetioning in an
honorary eapacity. For a long term of years
thozse men have been working under what
may be termed an obsolete Act, and have
had to hattle against great difficulties. Thev
have heen helped through by a generous de-
partment, which solves for them muny of

their difficulties. As Minister adminisfer-
ing the Act T received many deputa-
tions, and to eaeh of those deputations

I suggested the mneed for wmunigipalities
to gel together and agree upon the amend-
ments required in the Act. The unfortun-
ate feature in the past has been that while
associations of the wvarious nunicipalities
would agree on cerfain amendinents, when
those amendments were suhwitted to Parlia-
went isolated boards wounld, through their
menibers, put up other amendments whieh
rendered it most difficult to enact a measure
suitable to the reqnivements of every pavt
of Western Australia, There is nurgent need
Tor amendment of the Municipalities Act.

Hon. J. Xicholzsen: T presume von mean
an amending Bill not on the lines of this
one,

Hon. C. F. BANTER: During 30 years
of publie life 1 have never heard of a pul-
lic body asking for an amendment of the kind
proposed by the Bill. Further, during the
long time I have served in Parlinment, T have
never before known a Government to bave
the temerity to put before the Legislature an
amending Bill and say, “Unless you earry
this Bill, we will not amend an Act whirh
is in urgent need of amendment.” | do not
know whether to regavd such an attitude s
in the natare of voercion. Certainly it is
nuprecedented. Tt is an atiitude that re-
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fleets on the Government administering the
State, I do not blame the Minister for Pub-
liec Works individually. This is a Govern-
ment Bill. I hope reason und justice will
prevail with the Government and induee them
to submit other amendments. 1 shall ap-
pose the amendment contained in this Bill,
The Honorary Minister talked ol equity.
What experience have we had of equity in
this conneetion? Surely the persons whe
find the money should have a say in the
spending of it. Tinder the Bill the amount
of rates a

man pays does nol mar-
ter one iota; he 1s to have only one
vote, the same as a man who pays
only u few shillings annually in  rates.

Take the case of an occupier paying rent
and rates, IHe is to have equal rights with
the man paylog six or seven times
as  much in rates.  Further, he iz in
the happy position of heing able o
go to what he considers a better place
should a erisis overtake the State.  The
person whe finds the money to earry on the
distriet cannot go away. He is compelled
to remain. Where, then, is the equity spoken
of by the IMonorary Minister? We have had
cnough of that kind of thing, Under the
Electoral Aet, yvouths and girls—which term
[ extend up to the age of 25 or 30—have
an undue share in the government of the
country., s the same sort of thing to be
intreduced into municipal life? Surely the
Goverminent firstly and Parliament after-
wards are prepared to pass a good work-
able Municipalities Aet for the benefit of
men working in an honorary ecapacity on
municipal councils. The same remark ap-
Mies to road boards. T was absolutely as-
tonizhed at the Honorary Minister's assur-
anee in bringing the Bill forward.

Hon. . I Harris: He has to do it.

Hon. C. ¥. BAXTER: The Bill is not
being fatherved by the Leader of the House.
[ admire that hon. gentleman’s choice and
diseretion.

Hon. J. Cornell:
trouble aiready.

Hon. .\, Thomson: What ahout the other
poor fellow?

The Honorary Minister: What is the in-
ference with regard to the Leader of the
House?

Hon, . F. BAXTER: The inference is
that he shows wisdem in not putting this
Bill hefore the House.

Fe has had enough
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Hon, T. Moore: The Bill eomes in the
Honorary Minister's deparfment.

Hon. C. F. BAXTER: It does not. I
lwope the Bill will be rejected, and hy a
heavy majority, thus showing the people
who find the money that they will he pro-
tected in vegard to its expenditure. The
same remark applies to another Bill. The
present measure is a kind of hait to us. We
are told that if we pass this Bill, other
amendments will be proposed. Let us lay
this Bill aside, and then, if the Government
are not prepared to amend an Aet so
urgently needing amendment, let the publie,
at the proper fime, do their utinost to put
in a Government that will introduce the
needed amendments. T oppose the second
reading of the Bill,

HON. J, CORNELL (Sonth) [6431: I
shall not delay the House long on the Bill.
There is one munieipality in the South Pro-
vinee. I refer to Boulder. For the last six
years, despite the franchise, the ratepayers
have returned a full Tahour council of 12
members. In order, perhaps, to add a little
tone, they have practically unanimously
elected a Nationalist Mayor. T was in the
municipality for some days recently and
not a single individual asked the question,
“TIow will the Municipal Corporations Act
Amendment Bill get on?”’ They did not put
that query for me, for the simple reason that
even if the Bill were agreed to with its
altered franchise, the position there would
not he different from that of to-day. T shall
vote against the Bill.

HON. R. G. MOORE (North-East)
[546]: T do not intend to suy muech on
the Bill. I shall oppose it beeause I do not
think there has heen any eall for it on the
part of the people concerned. I have heen
conneeted with munieipal councils for many
years, and I have faced the ratepayers on
many occasions. Never once have 1 heard
the matters dealt with in the Bill mentioned
at such times. Not a single individual has
ever complained to me about plural voting.
T do not think the principle of plural voting
has had any harmful effect. Those
who pay the most in rvates should possess
adequate voting power, in order to have a
proper say regarding the expenditure of the
money they have to provide. The Honorary
Minister referred to the effect of plural vet.-
ing. The point he made is one that obviously

[COUNCIL.]

must arise and the position he indicated ran-
not he avoided, seeing that there must he &
dividing line somewhere.

Hon. C. V. Baxter: That applies equally
to the taxaiion proposals we have heen deal-
ing with,

Hon. B. G. MOOKRE: Of course, the same
prineiple applies there,  The Government
themselves say that the man who receives
104 a year will bave to pay the tax, whereas
the man who receives £103 19s, 6d. a year
will be exempt from the financial emergency
tax. Ohviously in that instance, too, there
must be some dividing line. I have received
a letter from the Nalgoorlie Municipal
Council asking me to oppose the Bill he-
cuuse Lhey do not desire such legislation. I
was a member of thal ecouneil for eight
years and never once at municipal elections
did ! hear this subject vaised. 1t is peculiar
that although the Government seek to apply
the principle embodied i the Bill and to
do away with plural voting, an advertise-
went appeared in the Press the other day
vonvening a meeting of sharchoiders in con-
nection with “the people’s paper,” and it
indieated that the person whe held 30
shares wonld be allowed to exercise one vote,
the person who held 100 shares, two votes,
and the holder of 150 shares, three votes.
They did not suggest that the man who held
A shares had less intelligence than the man
with 150 shares.

Hon. J. J. Holmes: What is “the people’s
paper?”’

Hon. k. G. MOORIZ:
who “the” people are?

Hon. J. J. HMHehnes: Which paper are
vou referring to?

Hon. R. G. MOORE: “The Worker.” It
suits Labour to have that systemn of voting
when that party’s paper is eoncerned.

Hon. E. . Gray: The principle is not
the same.

Hon. . G. MOORE: That is the point
I am making; the principle is the same.

Hon. J. Cornell : Exaectly.

Hon. R. G. MOORE : Labour realises that
the person who is finapeinlly interested in
the ovganisation’s paper to a greater ex-
tent{ than another, should have a greater say
in the affairs of that paper. It was said
in another place that a certain persen dig
not have a vote because he did not own »
block of Jand, but immediately be did so,
he hecame entitled to four votes. The

Don’t you know
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moment that individual bought the land be

had an interest at stake, and that is why he
gut that voting power. Some refcrence has
been made to adulf franchise and it was
confended that a good case could be made
wui in favour of . That may be ¢nite so.
In any event, I shall not support the Bill
principally because very few people, if any,
have asked for it. Theye are plenty of other
matters of urgent importance that we conld
be asked to devoie our afteniion o without
wasting time on a Bill that no one wants.

HON. A. THOMSON (South-East)
[5.62]: I had a good deal of sympathy for
the Honorary Minister who moyed the
second reading of the Bill.

Hon. G. W. Miles: He does nobt want
vour sympathy; he wants your vote.

Hon. A. THOMSON: I read with interest
the statement made in another place by the
Minister who moved the second reading of
the Bill there. Ever since I have been con-
neeted with public life, I know that muni-
cipalities have requested an amendment of
ihe Municipal Corporations Act. Two or
three Bills have been introduced from time
to time to amend the Road Distriets Act,
and I eannot understand why various Gov-
ernments have not acceded to the wishes
of mnnicipal couneils for an amendment to
{hke Municipal Corporations Act, although
such requests have been made on various
occasions by municipal conferences. The
Minister who introduced the Bill in the
Legislative Assembly, admitted that if a
metropolitan hoard of works were estab-
risbed, which many of us consider is long
overdue in Western Anstralia, it would he
of advantage to the people concerned. We
helieve that by handing over the control of
the various aetivities that would be covered
by snch a board, cheaper administration
would be secured and, under present condi-
tions, more money would be available for
the provision of work for the unemployed.
Daspite the fact that the Minister admitted
ihe benefits that wonld accrue to the metro-
politan aren if legislation were introduced
with that objeet in view, the Government
take up the attitude that unless Parliament
agrees to the Bill before the House now,
they will not introduce legislation to pro-
vide for a metropolitan hoard of works.
They will not do so unless we allow them
to have their wayv in respect of a principle
ihat they regard as essential from the stand-
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point of policy. 1 am sorry to think thal
we bave arrived at the stoge where any
party, irrespective of their political brand
would stoop to place their political belief:
before the interests of the people. For thai
reason, if for no other, I shall not suppor
ihe second reading of the Bill. While 1]
have zome sympathy Cor the Hoporary Min
ister who was charged with the duty of
moving the secoud reading of the Bill ir
this Chamber, L wm wondering whether i
is a try-on.  [n these days we should en.
deavour as far as possible to get together
to pull the State out of the mess it is in
e one way in whieh we could help woul¢
bt to reduce the rates that have to be paic
by the people in the metropolitan area
That could be accomplished if a board wer
appointed to take over works in the metro
politan area. It would be easy to draw com
parisons. For instance, much time hat
been taken up in disecussing the financin
emergeney toxation legislation. It is com
sidered just by those who sponsored th
Rills dealing with that form of taxation tha
those who have a little more shall pay
little more. It does not appear that they
apply the same logieal reasoning when
vomes to municipal matters, because they de
not provide that those who have a greatm
stake shall have a little more consideratior
regarding the defermination of how thei
money shall be spent. T shall support thi
continnance of the present system that en
ables those who pay the piper to have a littl
extra say regarding the expenditure of rate
they pay. I am sorvy that the Honoran
Minister had to introduce such a BilL

HON. J. T. FRANKLIN (Metropolitan'
[5.58]: I shall mnve that the dehate he nd
journed,

Memhers: No!

Hon, J. T. FRANKEIXN: T thought per
haps some memhers who are nob presen
might like to speak on the Bill. The Hon
orary Minister. when moving the secom
reading, necurately described the mmnieipa
voting system in this State. The Bill wi!
provide that the owner of property will h
entitled to one vole in one ward, and tha
may give rise to great diffienlty. Tn why
ward will the owner vote? Tn the City o
Perth there are eight wards, but althousi
a2 man may have n property in cach ward
he will be allowed to cxercise a vote in on
ward only. Then, again ,the tenant will hav
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the same voting power in connection with .

loans az the property owner. That is not
fair. Those who are responsible for the
payment of interest and sinking fund on
the loans and for their ultimate repayment,
are required to find the money for those pur-
poses, and I maintain that property owners
are the ouly ones who should be able to veote
on questions affecting a loan flotation. T do
not regard as a threat emanating from a
Minister in the Legislative Assembly, the
assertion thai if we do not pass the Bill, he
will not introdnee legislation that we may
desire. Members of this House will not be
coereed regavding the way they shall vote
Members vote in accordance with their con-
science and their convictions. No such
threat should be held over our heads. If
the Government were earnest in their en-
deavours to amend the Municipal Corpora-
tions Act, they should bring down a new
one altogether. I do not know whether it
would be in order for a private member m
move for the appointment of a seleet com-
mittee to go into the question of the ad-
vigability of bringing down an entirely new
Act; for the existing Aet iz obsolete, and
if we could get an wp to date Act it wonld
be hetter for those who represent the rate-
payers in an honorary eapacity, for it would
give them opportunity to carry ount their
duties in a manner satisfactory to all, [
will vote agninst the second rending of the
Bill, the object of whick is merely to abolish
plural voting. The property owner in many
instanees does not have a vote at all, the
tenant baving the voite, whilst the properiy
owner is not entitled to a vote. Certainly
the tenant is entitled to a vote, bnt in my
view the property owner should lave one
ay well.  Just after the 1st September of
last year a tenant left a cottage in whici
I was interested, and when the appeal boaril
for putting names en the roll was held a
couple of months later, I applied to have
the name of the new tenant entolled. The
previous tenant, who had vacated the place
on the 1st September, still had the vote, and
when he was notified of the objection raised
to his having the vote for that cottage he
suceessfully appealed against the ohjection;
becawse the Aet distinetly states that ten-
ants in nccupation on the 1st September are
entiiled to the vote, even though they have
since left the premises. That is one good
reason why an entirely new Act should be
bhrought down.

[COUNCIL.]

HON. J. NICHOLSON (Metropolitan)
[6.3]: The BHill fails to reflect that eredit
which one would like to confer on the Gov-
erninent for having introduced a measure
of this nature. The Honorary Minister ad-
vanced ag an argument in favour of the Bill
the faet that certain States of the Common-
wealth had recently abolished plural voting.
But thal is no reason why we should follow
in 1he footsteps of those two States. As
My, Cornell said, it has been freely declared
that Queensland is keenly desirous of get-
ting back to plueal voiing. It is evident
that those who have interests in property
in any municipality are entitled, just as
sharcholders in a company are entitled, to
a greater voice in deternuning the various
malters that wight eome before the loeal
authorities from time to time. The only
way that ean he maintained is by retaining
this system of plural voting, Our State,
as the Honorary Minister has shown, has a
system of plural voting which is much
fairer than many others, He has quoted the
instances of Tasmania and Scuth Australia,
where votes up to six ean be recorded,
whereas the maximun pumber that can be
reeorded in our State is four for the
election of mayor, and two for that
of a councillor. In 1906, when the
parent  Aet  was  passed, no doubt
those vesponsible for the passage of that
Act weighed fully the provisions of the Acts
in other States, and I think they arrived at
a very fair basis indeed, as shown in the
nmethods of voting embodied in the Act.
Until the Honorary Minister announeed that
someone had said it was desirable to abolish
plural vating, I had never heard of the sug-
aestion. On the contrary, I have consistently
beard, not from one but from many

Hon. G. W. Miles: You have never been
doin to the Trades Hall,

Hon. J. NICHOLSON: No, but T bave
consistently heard from many, of the desir-
ability of retaining plural voting.

Hon. BE. H. (Gray: Yon have not taken
part in recent eleetions.

Lion. .[. NICHOLSON: I have taken part
in many elections in times gone by; I was
both couneillor and mayor of the City in
former years. I know what the feeling of -
the people wus then, and I bave tried to
keep in touch with it ever since. I can see
no justifieation whatever for the Bill, The
Honorary Minister called attention to what
he regarded as an inconsistency, in that the
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Act provides for only single votes, noi a
plurality of votes, at a referendum. If
such  an  inconsistency  exists I am
quite prepared to assist the Honorary Min-
ister so to amend the Aect that provision may
be made to apply plural voting to a refer-
endum. That would repder the Act consis-
tent, and would meet any objection the
Honorary Minister bas to offer. The atti-
tude of the Government, or of some Minis-
fers of the Government, in having declared
that until this measure is passed the Gov-
ernment will not introduce any other amend-
ment to the Municipal Corporations Act,
makes it clear that the Bill iz not a true re-
flex of the opinion of the people, and so I
must vole against it,

On motion by Hon. E. H, Gray, debate
adjourned.

BILL—ROAD DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 1),

Aszembly’s Message.

Message received from the Assembly noti-
fying that it had agreed to amendments Nos.
1, 2 and 4 made by the Council, and agreed
to amendment No. 3 subject to a further
amendment in which the Assembly desired
the concurrence of the Counecil.

House adjourned at 6.10 p.m.
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Aegislative Assembly,

Thursday, 7th Seplember, 1933.

PAGE
Quuu : Bulk hanpdling - ... T8
Lotterles (Control) Act Amendment 18. e 785
Frult Cnses Act Amendment, 1R. T
Piant Disenses Act Amendment, ln .. 785
Feeding Stuffs Act Amendment, 1R. 785
Mortgagees” Rights Restriction Act Contlnuunce,
2r., Com, report .- 85
Reduction of Rents Act Contlnunnce. 2R, 787
Road Districts Act Amendment {No. 1), Counci] 3
amendmenta ... 788
Government Tramwnys Act Amendment, 1R. 788
Health Act Amendment, returned 89

Tenants, Purchasers, and Mortgngﬂm Rellet Act
Amendment, 2R.
Southern Cross bouthwards Ra.llwny, 211 e 701

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

QUESTION—BULEK HANDLING.

Mr. SLEEMAN asked the Minister for
Railways: Does he intend to table all the
papers relating to the bulk handling of
wheat in the Fremantle zone, and all papars
dealing with the arrangements and proposals
to date between the Government, Railway
Department, Harbour Trust, Co-operativa
Wheat Pool and wheat firms for the bulk
handling of wheat in the State?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS ve-
plied: As many of the matters involved in
these papers are the subject of correspond-
ence and are still under consideration by the
Government, it would be inadvisable for
them to be made available at this stage.

BILLS (4)—FIRST READING.
1, Lotteries (Control) Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Police,
2, Fruit Cases Act Amendment.
3, Plant Diseases Aet Amendment.

4, Feeding Stuffs Act Amendment.
Introduced by the Minister for Agr-
culture.

BILL —MORTGAGEES' RIGHTS RE-
STRICTION ACT CONTINUANCE.

Second Reading.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
M. F. Troy—DMt. Magnet) {4.35] in mov-
ing the second reading said: Thiz Aet bas



