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.- 7 Noxs.
Hon, H. P. Colebatch Hon. J. Nicholson
Hon. J. W. Kirwan (Tetler.)

Amendment thus passed.
Clause as amended agrzed to.

[The President resumed the Chair.]

Bill again reported with & further
mmendment.
House adjourned ot 10.8 p.m.
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The SPEAKER tock the Chair at £.30
pm., and read prayers.

QUESTION—CONSTABLE TAYLOR,
RETIREMENT.

Hen. W. . ANGWIN asked the Mijnister
for Mings: 1, When was James Richard
"Taylor, cx-police constable No. 61, retired
from the force? 2, What was the number
.of years of service. 3, Were a number of
men vretiradl at or abont the same tine,
owing to age and years of service? 4, Were
the regulations governing the Police Benefit
Fund altered just prior to the retirement,
‘making an alteration in regard fo the pay-
ment of gratuity? 5, If not, why were they
not paid the usual gratuity of one month’s
pay for each year of service? G, Will he ses
that the regulations under which they con-
tributed to the fund for so many years are
enrvied out, And not any regulation made
Jjust prior to retirement? .

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, 31st May, 1918. 2, 28 years and 2§ days.
3, One sergeant was retired in June, 1918,
‘who had had 39 years and 3 months service.
4, Ves. 5, Angwered by No. 4. 6, The mat-
ter is controlled by the Police Benefit Fund
Board, on which the contributers are repre-
sented. i :

Hon. W. C, Angwin: It is not fair, though,
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QUESTION—SPEUIAL CONSTABLES,
- KALGOORLIE.

Houn. P. COLLIER asked the Minister for
Mines: 1, How wmany special constables have
heen sworn in at Kalgoorlie since the 6th
ingt.¥ 2, What wages, if any, are being paid
these special constables?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, 680. 2, None up to the present,

QUESTION—HOSPITAL FOR THE IN-

SANE, EX-ATTENDANT EDWARDS,
Mr. DUFEF (without notice) asked the

Chairman of the seleset committee on the
Hospital for the Tnsane: Will he allow me
te see the japers in councetion with the ex-
attendant [Ldwards?

Hon. W. Q. ANGWIN replied: T have not
any papers.

QUESTION---PASTORAT, LEASES,
RETURN,

My, WITLCOURK  (without notice) asked
the Premier: When will the return relating
to pasteral leases in the Murchison lisiriet,
orderell by the THouse three wecks pge, be
available? '

The PREMTER rveplied: T think T told
the House that the preparation of the return
wenld take n eonsiderable time. So far as
the information is available, T shall endea-
vonr to have it placed before the Honse in
a day or two,

MINTSTERTAL STATEMENT—
FINANCIAT: RELATION WITH COM-
MONWEALTH.

The PREMIER (Hon. .7, Mitchell—Nor-
tham) [4.35]: With the permission of mem.
bers, I desire to make a statement to the
House regarding the recent confercnce of
Premiers suminoned hy the Prime Minister
to consider certain proposed amendments to
the Commeonwealth Constitution. The confer-
ence was held in Melbourne on the 26th and
20th of September, This State was repre-
sented by the Minister for Fdueation (Mr,
Colebateh). The Prime Minister submitted
proposals for the amendment of the Com-
monwealth Constitution on the lines of the
1915 referenda proposals, and invited the
support of the different State Governments,
The vepresentatives of the States, after con-
ference apart from the Prime Minister, in-
timated that they were mnot prepared to
pledge their respeetive Governments, that
they considered the proposed amendments to
be in excess of what the 1Pederal Parliament
required to enable it to deal with the prob-
lemas of high prices and industrial unrest, and
that they desired time to consult their Gov-
ernments with a view to submitting alterna-
tive proposals, The Trime Minister wasg un-
able to grant this request but, out of defer-
ence to the wishes of the representatives of
the States, mads certain modifications in his
proposals, the most important of which was
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the insertion of o provision that, if the alter-
ations in the Gonstitution were approved by
the eleetors, they should remain in force for
three years only, or until such time as a con-
vention had wade recommendations for the
alteration of the Constitution and such re-
commendations had been approved by the
electors. It was further provided that unless
the convention was convened during 1920,
the extended powers should expire at the end
of that year. The reprceentatives of the
States being sgtill of the opinion that the
powers asked for were excessive, the Prime
Minister agreed to submit the proposals to
a committee of three constitutional experts
—&Sir Robert Garran, Professor Harrison
Moore, and Mr. Jethre Brown, and agreel
further that if the committee recommended
that the transfer of lesser powers would meet
the case, the Bills should be amended ac-
cordingly. The committee duly met and
unanimonsly recommended eertain alterations,
which were made, The majority of the com-
mittee further reported that the powers
agked for were in excess of those required
to enahle the Tederal Parliament to denl
with profiteering, high prices and industrial
unrest, and recommended further drastie al-
terations in the proposals, which are set out
in the newspaper eutting from the ¢‘West
Australian’’ of st Novewber. Sir Robert
Garran, the secrctary of the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Department, dissented from the views
of his two colleagues, and the alterations
proposed by the majority of the committee
were wot made. During the conference, stress
was Inid on the neecssity for preserving the
financial independence of the States, and all
tho vepresentatives opposed the alterations in
the finaneial agreement that had been fore-
shadowed hy the Tederal Treasurer. Tollow.
ing a eonference between Mr, Lawson, Pre-
wier of Vietorfn, and Mr. Colebatch with the
[Feleral Treasurer, representaticns were mado
on hehalf of the whole of the States, as a
vesnlt of whieh the Prime Minister hag now
nnnouneed that the matter of amending the
finaneinl agreement will be vemitted to the
proposed convention. The Prime Minister,
the Fedeval Treasurer, and the Premiers of
the lInrger States lhave all cxnressed agroe-
nient that, whatever arrangement is arrived
at as between the Commonwealth and the
States as a whole, Western Australia
and Tasmania are entitled to some
speeial  treatment. S0 far as  Western
Australia is  concerned, this special treat-
ment ean be e¢laimed as a  matter of
absolute right and the report of Ar.
Owen, now in the hands of the printer,
clearly demonstrates that such speeial con-
sideration as this State has secured in the
past has been congiderably below the amount
that should have been conceded. A matter
still undecided, but whieh is of vital impor-
tanrce to Western Australia, is the eonstitu-
tion of the proposed convention. My Gov-
arnment claim that as the Constitution of
Aunstralia was framed by conventions in
which the States were represented as Statcs,
without regard to population, so any con-
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vention framed to amend the Constitutiow
shounld be similarly constituted. In this we-
are supported by the Governments of South
Australia and Tasmania. The Premier of’
New South Wajes has also expressed himself’
in favour of the representation of the States.
as States, though hc has not commitied himn-
self on the gquestion of equality of represen-
tation. Repeated applications to the Prime
Minister have failed to elicit from him any
definite statement as to the policy of the
Federal Government in regard to the consti-
tution of the convention, and it has to be
borne in mind that the Aet in whieh refer-
ence is made to the convention uses the
phrase ‘‘a eonvention constituted by the
Conmmonwealth.”” In the absence of any as-
surance that the proposed couvention will be-
of a charaeter likely to protect the interests
of this Statc—which, becanse of its distance
from the seat of Government and its com-
paratively sparse pepulation, is placed under
many disabilities—and in view of the failure
of the Prime Minister to modify his propos-
als for inercased Federal powers in accord-
ance with the recoininendations of the ma-
jority of the committee of experts, the Gov-
ernnient have deeided that it eannot recom-
mend the electors of Western Australia to-
support the proposals that are to be sub-
mitted to them on 13th December next, The
Government feel that the interests of the
State demand the continuance of the pres-
cnt per capita payment of 25s. per head by
the Cowmmonwealth to the States, together
with sueh special payment to Western Aus-
tralia as the State is clearly entitled to. The
Government further regard it as essential
that the proposed convention for the remod-
elliug of the Constitution should Le represen-
tative of the States as States without re-
gard to population. Fecling that these two
questions are vital to the sound develop-
ment of Western Anstralia and the well-be-
ing of its people, the Government eannot re-
commend the cleetors to support any con-
trary course. 1t may be assumed that, dir-
cetly after the new [ederal Parliament as-
sembles, a Bill for the convening of the
convention will be introduced. Tf nccessary,
a speeinl secasion of the Western Australian
Parliament will be then convened to deal
with the whole question. In the meantime,
following on the report submitted by Mr. E.
T. Owen, the Government will take such
steps as may appear necessary—by the ap-
pointment of a Royal Commission or other-
wise—to have the case for Western Austra-
lia so prepared and presented as to enable
the representatives of this State to put for-
ward an unanswerable claim for equitable
consideration as a partner in the Commeon-
wealth,

Mr, Joues: Is that an elcetion manifesto?’

The PREMIER: No.

BILL—POSTPONED DEBTS,

. Returned from the Council witheit amand-
ment.
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ASSENT TO BLLLS.

Message from the Governor received and
read notifying assent to the following
Bills:—

, Mining Aet Amendment.

2, State Children Act Amendment.
, Midland Railway.

4, Supply, £375,000.

[

w

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACT
MENT (No. 3).
In Committee,

Mr, Stubbs in the Chair; the Attoruey
Gengeral in charge of the Bill,

Clauses 1, 2—agreed to.

AMEND-

Clanse 3—Amendment of Section 15:

Hon. P. COLLIER: With a view to mov-
ing, later, the insertion of other words, I
now move sn amendment—

That all the words of the clause after
‘‘hereby "’ Dbe struck out.

My ohject is to sccure the repeal of See-
tion 15 entirely, instead of merely the re-
peal of paragraph (8) of that section. I
do not wish to repeat argumecnts which
have heen expressed in this Ilvuse on many
occasions. My objeet is to endeavour to
sceure the insertion of words which will
make the Council gqualifiecation the same as
that for the Assembly; that is, to have the
Couneil elected entirely on an adult fran-
ehise. Tf the Committee do Dot agree
to that further amendment, T propose to
submit vet another amendment, which will
provide for the election of the Council on
a household franchise only. Tf members
desire any liberalisation whatever of the
present franchise, it will be necessary for
them to support the amendment which I
have actually moved, even though they
may not be prepared to go as far as L de-
sire to go with regard to the Council fran-
chise, Members who stand by the present
Ceuneil franchise will, T take it, vote for
the clause as printed. T hope the Com-
mitteec  will earry hoth  the amendment
whieh T have moved and the first one which
T have foreshadowerd, beeause, as has often
been stated. the time for liberalisation of
the Upper House franchise is overdue. Tn
other States of the Commonwealth, and
partieularly in South Awnstralia, the house-
hold franchise for the Upper Chamber ob-
taing; and for that franchise there is a
logical basis. The houscholders of a State
are the people who pay the great bulk of
the taxes, and for that renson alone they
onght to be represented in both Houses of
Parliament.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The pro-
pesal of the leader of the Opposition is to
effect the most radieal change that has cver
heen mooted in this House with vegard to
the Legislative Council franchise. The
hon, member ingennously suggests that any
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wewmber on this side of the House who de-
sires any amendment whatever in the
Council franehise, no matter kow trifling,
should vote for the amendment he has
moved. But it is a very simple matter for
any hon. member who wishes to do so, to
move an amendment in a few words deal-
ing with that particular portion of the
section which hc desires to have amended.
The sweeping amendments of the leader of
the Opposition would destroy the basis of
the Legislative Council franchise now
existing.

Hon. P. Collier: But the Committee can
insert any words they please.

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL: The leader
of the Opposition desires first of all to
make the Council franchise an adult fran-
chise, the samec as for the Legislative
Assembly. I believe in the bicameral sys-
tem, and will not suppoert any proposal to
do away with it. But if we made the
franehise for another place the same as for
this House, there would be no need what-
ever for two Chambers. The futility of
such a syatem has been shown in the Ied-
eral Parlinment—the Senate, elected upon
the same franchise as the House of Repre-
sentatives, having been a dismal failure. A
bicameral system necessitates two different
franchises. Now as regards the second
suggestion of the hon. member, that we
ghould have household franchise, and
heusehold franchise only, for the Legisla-
tive Council. I do not think that in any
Angtralian State there i1s an Upper House
franchise based merely on household, Even
in Sonth Austrabia, which T believe has the
widest Upper House franchise now existing
in the Commonwealth, there are to be
fonnd qualifieations analogous to those
which we have under our present system.
T sincerely trust hon. members will not be
lpd astray by the ingenuous suggestion of
the lender of the Opposition, '

Mr, Pilkington: More ingenious
ingennons, I think.

Hon. P. Collier: I was perfectly frank.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T hope the
Committee will negative the present
amendment of the leader of the Opposition,
and so obviate the necessity for diseussing
his two other amendments, whieh ag a mem-
her of the Government T feel hound to
appose. I should oppose them also if T
were a private member.

Hon, T. WALKER: The Attorney Gen-
eral is anxious to preserve a class distine-
tion which exists even in this demoeratie
eomntry, One ecan  well understand  in
the older countries, where the government
has descended . from the so-called upper
strata of societv to the so-ealled lower
strata, the preservation of such a distine-
tion. The House of Lords represcmts the
Conservative element, perpetuated from
the time when the Lords alone, with the
King, governed the country, and when tha
so-called commoners had ne say whatever
in the dircetion of national events, Fven

than
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in Engtand itself, however, on more than
onc critical oceasion there has heen a very
popular and almost universal revolt againgt
government by one class. The great revolu-
tion of the davs of Cromwell had almost
as its watehword ‘‘The House of Lords is
useless and dangerons, and ought to ho
abelished.’’ Tt was zbolished.

Hon. P. Collice: And Cromwell was not
8 Labour man. ’

Hon. T, WALKER: No. Cromwell was
the forerurner ol government by the com-
mereial elass in England, Of late years,
again there have been similar contests with
similar eries. The present Primne Minister
of Great Britain has more than once
gounded n note of warning that if the
House of Tords did ne*t give way tn the
will of the Exccutive appointed by the
Commons and sanctioned by the Crown, the
House of Lords wounld have te go. That is
within cur distinet imemories of yesterday.
And yet in many of the older countries it
is found econvenient to preserve the hi-
cameral system. The bicameral systems of
the rest of the world have been more or lass
mere imitations of the British precedent.
Btill, in many parts of the world the bi-
eameoral system has heen got rid of—in the
States of the Amcrican Union, and in the
provinces of Canada, So that the amend-
ment of the leader of the Opposition is not
the drnstic thing the Attorney General
would have us believe. Tt represents an
experiment that has already been tried and
found satisfactory. But in this State, and
ir Aupstralin generally, there is such an ad-
miration for the old order of things, purely
n sort of fetish, that it is difficult to reach
the point where we are ready to try the
experiment of single Chamber legislation.
We adhere to the old nrder. That being
80, if we cannot do with one Chamber legis-
lation, let us at all ¢vents have hicameral
legislation on a democratic basis. Let us
have hoth Houses democratic. For, what
ean be urged in favour of the continuance
of another Chamber but that it is a Cham-
ber of review and of reconsideration? That
is the strongest argument which ean be put
forward in defenee of that Chamber.

Mr. Mullany: Tt i3 the only argument
used, is it nott

-Hon, T. WALKER: No: there are others.
I am afraid that at the hack of the Attor-
ney General’s mind there is the argnment
that the nomail people, those whose hands
are hornv with toil, eannot he perfectly
trogted. that we mwmet have a class above
them to watch the vested interests of the
Btate, to sec that property is not unduly
tonched, so sec that the people do not arro-
gate tn  themselves cqual privileges and
rights. Property must have its reprcsenta-
tion. Property is almost, if not quite, as
snered as life itself, and to protect property
we wmust have property representation, the
nropertied elass. That is the idea affecting
the jndgment of tle Attorney General. In
o democratie conntry that argument has not
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the same power as it has in the older eoun-
tries of the world. Men like My Justice
Burton, the lute Mr, Alfred Deakin, the late
Sir Henry Parkes, Sir George Grey, the late
Sir George Reid, all came to the concinsion
that in forming a Comstitution for the whole
of Austraiia we could not b2 too democratic
in the basis of the franchise; and therefore
they put the Semate upon the same level as
the Housc of Representatives in respect of
franchise. T distinetly remember when the
Australian Constitution was to be launehed,
and the first eleetions were to take place,
candidates upen all the hustings were cham-
pioning Mr. Baston’s amendments to the Con—
stitution and, at Mr. Barton’s suggestion and
fotlowing the very words of one of his great
specches, hoasting that tho Constitution of
Australia was the most democratic in the
world. [t was the boast ot thoge men I have
mentioned, wen whe took part in framing
that provision. Long debates tock place
upon this very subject, and there werc those
who nsed the argument used by the Atftorney
General to-day; but they were swept aside
as not in keeping with the demoeratie spirit
of o wreat country like this, and the present
Constitution of the Commonwcalth was ad-
opted. T venture to differ from the Attor-
ney CGencral as to that Constitution in this
respect having proved a failure.. Trie, we

‘may have a majority of ome party in both

Housges, but we can have that here.

Hon. W, C, Angwin: We have it now.

Hon. T. WIALKER: Theoretically we are
10t supposed to have any party in the other
Chamber, but in faet where two Chambers
exist it is very often, as in the case of
America, the Senate that has the most pow-
erful political party, representative of the
old conservative forees, the most netive, the
most powerful and, I was almost going to
say, the most popular, appealing to the poo-
ple the more by its great powers and its
vigilanee and aetivity. But in this country
wo arc not supposed to have that representa-
tion of class and weney, an ari_toeracy of
wealth, Lords not of blood but of eoin, and
thercfore the other Chamber is supposed to
boe only one of review, to sce that what is
passed here is consistent with the order of
leave.

Mr, Munsie: ‘They stick to the consistency
aspect in seeing that it is in favour of their
nwn class,

Hon. 7. WALKER: Of course they do,
and the Attornsy General defends them im
that. The uni-cameral system is not drastie,
It iz not & new thing, It is an old thing
which has been tried for years in Canada,
and there is no attempt to go back to the
old Di-ecawmeral system. They are satisfied.
Tt sometimes proves disappointing to the
propertied ¢lass when the other party is
able to get Iaws passed which affect
the working class beneficially and eurtail the
powers of clags legislators to that extent.
There have been, now and again, cries for a
different franchise, but no statesman of
modern times dares to try to torn . bhack the
stream,  On the whele, what law has been
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passed by the Senate of Australia which is
a disgraee to the statute-book, unless indeed
it be laws passed in urgeney during the ecur-
rency of the war? ~There may have becn
some laws passed in those circumstances
which would not have been passed in calmer
periods. Always in times of great popular
commotion we are bound to have some irra-
tional legislation, no matter what the fran-
chise of one or both Tlouses. What does the
leader of the Opyposition propose? He pro-
poses to omit the clause as printed in order
that he may get one of two amendments.
There are many others whe want amendments
between those two, others who want to go
further, and others who do not want to go
so far as either. They ecan get what they
want if the clause is swept out of the way,
but not otherwise. The leader of the Op-
position asks, ‘‘Are you satisfled with thig
franchise as it stands or o you want some
pdvancement on lines taken in South Aus-
tralia, in the Commonwealth and in the Pro-
vinces of Canada?®’' If we want to keep pace
with the march of events in the enlightened
countries of the world, and if we want to
frame the fraunchige in accordance with our
views thercon, we must vote with the leader
of the Opposition. Only one thing can keep
us to the vote suggested by the Attorney
General, and that is if we are perfectly
sntisfied that what wans good enough for our
fathers is good enough for us, We have im-
proved in all other spheres; let not our poli-
ties lag behind. T caution hon. members
against making this a cast-iron fiction that
we have to stand by for all time to come. I
o not want to be governed by the fifteenth
centory; T want to live in the present age, so
rich with its manifold blessings, and with its
general advancement of humanity,

Mr. LUTEY: T support the amendment.
The Attorncy General has expressed Lim-
self in favour of the bi-cameral system,
but this we are opposed to. I would vote
to give adult franchise to all the citizens
of the State. T do not see why they sheuld
not have it. The member for Moore hns
referred to the Legislative Couneil az the
bulwark of our constitution, Probahly it
is so, for it has boen founded to look after
the interests of the privilegzd classes, The
member for Forrest made reference to the
greatest soldier who had left Awustralia,
Mr. Murray. When that soldier returns to
Augtralia he will not be entitle? to a vote
beeause he does not possess the property
qualifiention.

The Premier: We will sce into that.

My, LUTEY: It is ridienlous to have
this property qualifieation at all. The man
who i3 helping to produce in this country
and helping to earry on the affairs of the
nation is a3 good & man ag he who owns
‘a dozen houses, The Government have an
opportunity to-day of rectifying the posi-
tion, and I hope they will give the people
n greater say in the government of their
country. If the matter were submitted to
the people we do not know whether they
+wonld choose to abolish the Legislative As-
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sewmbly or the Legislative Courcill Tt is
a matter which must be left to their judg-
ment, The Attorney (General says that there
must be a different system of franchise
heeause of the bi-cameral system, but I do
not belicve that is nccessary, .

Mr. PICKERING: The dQifference be-
tween the opinion held by members on this
side of the House and that held by those
on the other side of the House lies in the
fust that one-half of the electors has a
fixed interest in the State while the other
lalf only has a transitory interests. There
are people who come to the State and in-
vest their all in i, and these have to live
in the State for all time,

Hon, W, C. Angwin: They are easier to
get out than a man who has nothing.

My, PICKERING: There arc others who
come to this State and only stay as long
as it pleases them to do so, but thesc have
the same voice in the condust of the coun-
try as many of the others I have referred
to. The man who puts his all into the
State has a truer interest in the State than
he who puts nothing into it. The member
for Kanowna spoke about the privileged
clusses. “If those who pay 6z 6d. a week
rent belong to the privileged classes, may
I ask how many people there are in the
State who do not pay this amount of rent?

Mr, Munsie: There are thousands of
persons who own their own preperty and
pay mo rent.

Mr. PTCKERING: There are very fow
persong, who have a permanenl interest in
the State, who are not paying that amount.
Tt has beea demonstrated that the system in
vogue in connection with the Commonwealth
Parliament is unsatisfactory. We  have
heard that either Mr. Rvan or Mr. Tudor
has advocated the aholition of the Senate.
One or other has stated that it is their in-
tention to aholish that House if possible.

* Mr. Munsie: The statement was made at

‘the Toterstate conferenee and Iaid down as

a part of their poliey.

Mr. PICKERING: When members talk
of bringing down the franchise for the
Tegiglative Cooneil to the same level as that
for the Legislative Assembly, what they
mean is that they are going to abolish the
Legislative Couyeil.

Hon, P, Collier: We want to leave that
to the people to decide, '

Mr. PICKERING: We on this side of
the Honse helieve in the hi-eameral sys-
tem, and we have to leave it to the people
to express their approval or disapproval
when we go up for election.

Mr. MUNSTE: If the amendment iy enar-
ried it will wipe out all qualifications so far
as the Upper House is comcerned. It is
moved for the purpose of obiaining the
adult franchise right through, If T could
by my vote wipe out the Upper House, 1
would do so, but we are not yet in a posi-
tion to vote on those lines. The mext hest
thing ir to give the manhnod and woman-
hood - of Australia the right to govern
themselvea. I have just as much respect
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for the people who own nothing as 1 have
for thosse who own much, and they are
JJust as good ecitizens as the others.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: And wore import-
.ant to the State.

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes. [ 'want the people
of the counntry to govern thiy State and
not bricks and mortar.

Hon. T. Walker: They create
brieks and mortar.

Mr. MUNSIE: It is time that legisla-
‘tors realised that it is the men and women
whe count and not property. We have an
opportunity here of testing the feeling of
members as to whether they favonr a con-
tinvanee of present conditions or whether
they want some alteration. If they carry
the amendment they will be in favour of an
alteration of these conditions, and if they
reject it they will be in favour of con-
tinuance of these conditions. For my part
I intend to vote for the amendment. I
will also do my utmost at a later stage to
make the Bill more demoeratic than it is.

Mr, TROY: I am surprised that any hon.
member should oppose at this stage in our
history any proposal to give the people an
equal franchise, The suggestion te abolish
the Senate is comsistent with democratic
principles. The bi-cameral system is not
-essentinl to sound government, particularly
wher an appeal is made to the people
every three years, Governments always
spend a lot of time in preparing for the
next election, and will always refrain from
-doing anything that may meet with the con-
demnation of the people. It is said that
birds of passage are not entitled to vote
on the ground of not possessing the pro-
perty qualification. I would point out that
the pioneers of this State, the men who de-
veloped the goldfields, had no stake in this
country, but they have assisted in  build-

all the

ing . it up and are surely entitled to
a vote in connection with the affairg
of the country, They are birds of
passage.  Within the last two years
a large number of men Thave heen

employed at the Northampton lead mines.
"They were hona-fide settlers, but when the
mines c¢losed down they had to leave that
portion of the country to find a new oeceupa-
tion. ''hose men therefore are not entitled
to vote for the Legislative Council, On the
other hand a settler has the right to vote.
Tf the Government to-day were not main-
taining 50 per cent. of the settlers on the
l2nd those settlers would not be entitled to
cxercise the franchise for the Upper House.
Yet a hody of people not receiving support
at the hands of the Government, but who
are doing equally good service, are deprived
-of the franchise.

Mr. Maley: Do you mean to say that the
people went on the land with absolutely
nothing?

Mr. TROY: They went there with very
little. We know, however, that but for the
assistance given by the State those people
would not have a stake in the country. “Hav-
ing that stake they are entitled to vote.
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The man who maintaing the lines on the rail-
ways is not entitled to vote.

Mr. Maley: You know that there are men
on the Industries Board in your own district
who are good and worthy settlers,

Mr. TROY: I know they are good men,
I do not say they should not have a vote.
But I do condemn memhers who advocate
that others who do as much for the country
a3 the farmers should not be entitled to vote
for the Unper House. Did the miners who
went te Baddera go there with anythingt
T know ihat they came away with nothing,
Why should not those people be entitled to
exercise a vote for the Upper House?  If
the State had been obliged to maintain the
mines at Baddera the miners would have
Leen entitled to vote. T have no sympathy
with those who pretend that because a man
has a certain amount of property he should
have a vote for the Upper House. Even
people who own houses which are kept for
immoral purposes have a .vote. Those
people are perfectly respectable in the eyes
of the member for Sussex.

Mr. Piekering: On a point of order, I ask
that the hon. member be made to withdraw
the remark that I consider thc people who
own immoral houses are respcctable,

Mr, TROY: Those are people who have a
stake in the country, and according to the
hon. member they are entitled to vote for
the Upper House. People who own houses
which are let for immoral purposes may even
have a seat in this House. The burglar, the
thief, the worst seoundrel- in the country—
no matter how he may have acquired his
property, is entitled to a vote for the Upper
House,

Hon, P. Collier: Anything, so long as he
has a stake in the country.

Mr. TROY: And no matter how he gets
that stake. We find also that the soldier
who has fought for his country will not pet
a vote.

Mr. Pickering: Yes he will under this Bill.

Hon., 1. Collier: But the fatlher and
mother of the seldier will not he able ‘to
vote.

Mr. TROY: The Federal Lahour party are
quite consistent in advovating the abolition
of the Senate, though it is not the method
of voting for the Senate' with which they
are dissatisfied, but they have come to the
conelusion that the Senate is an unnceessary
institution. We here are not dissatisfied
with the Senate franchise, but we are dis-
satisfied with the franclise of our own Up-
per House, and we say that that institution
iy unneeessary. I hope hon. members will -
agree to the amendment moved by the leader
of the Opposition.

Mr. JONES: After listening to the
speeches of the Attorncy General and the
member for Sussex I have been wondering
how far behind the TFederal Convention of
tweuty years ago they actually nre. They
go back beyomd the days of the barbarians,
even further than the first foundations of
sogiety. They po back to the days when
man’s only property was a heavy e¢lub with
which he beat his way out in order to secure
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recognition in the community. I am not
surprised at the attitude of the member for
Sussex,  Whenever it is pessible for him to
express ideas shich belong to the middle
Ages, the hon. member ean be relicd upon
to do so. The only oceasion on which he has
skown auything approaching modernism has
Leen this cevening when he displayed a de-
gree of ultra wodernism by championing the
owners of property amongst whom are the
owners of immoral houses.

My, Pickering: On a point of order. T
did not make any such statement, and I
ask that it I withdrawn,

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Sussex
olrjects to the statement made by the mem-
ker for I“remantle that he stands for the
owners of immoral Louses.

My, JONIES: T said that the hon. member
stool for the owners of property, that he
championeil their eanse.  He did not specify
to what uses these owners put their pro-
perty, and, 1 suhbmit——

Mr. Pickering: 1 asked for a withdrawsl.

Me, O Loghlen: He does not say that you
own those houses.

The CITATRMAN: There is no personal
reflection on the member for Sussex,

Hon. P. CGollicr: The member for IFre-
mantle mersly stated that the member for
Sussex championed the owners of property,
aml amongst those owners ave wen who own
immaral houses.

The CHAIRMAN:
nantle may proeceed.

Mr. Pickering: I understood the hon,
memher to say that T championed the owners
of those houses,

Mr. JONES: | have no idea in what rela-
tion the member for Sussex stands on that
question. T stated that he stood as a cham-
pion of property irvespective of the use to
which that property is put. There is no
other conclusion that the OCommittee ean
come to buf that in ehampioning property
the menther for Snssex must be championing
property of the deseription I have given.

The Premicr: What about the oceupants?

Mr. JONIES: Tf T had my way there would
net he any ocenpants. If T eould bring
akout the introdoetion of legislation which
memhers on this side desire, there would be
neititer houses of that deseription ner oceu-
pants. Tt is the sacredness of property,
it is this «tanding on the rights of vested

The member for Fre-

interests nmainst the rights of the whole
of the eomnumity which s the direct
cause of places of that description

heing in existence, and the Premier knows it.
The Attorney General has told us we must
have a dilferent franchise for the Upper
House under the present bhi-eameral system.
Even if the House were preparved to grant
that, by what specious reasoning does he
say that the Adifferent qualification must be
a property qualification? He has brought
forward no nrgument whatever, He has not,
A he usuailly does, endeavoured to bring for-
ward some reason why the Qifferent qualifi-
cation ghonld be the owuership of property.
If a different qualification is necessary,
aurcly there are higher, nobler, better, and
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more manly qualifications than the wmere
ownership of a few bricks or, as the memnber
for Dronnhili-Ivanhoe  expressed it, the
ovwnership of a denkey. If he wants a dif-
ferer$ franchize, why not have one of married
men only?  That would be a different quali-
fication and a better qualification than that
of holding so many ncres of broad lands.
Purther, considering that we are suffering
from the infliction of the eternal doctrine of
produece, produee, produce, why neot allow
only the produeers of the community to have
a vote for the Upper House?  Let us say
that omly those who produce veal wealth
shall have a vote for the second Thamber.

Hon, W. . Angwin: Ilo you mean fam-
ilies?

Me, JONES: That could be worked out,
When a man of 21 or over is engaged in
vseful produetion, give him a vote. Cut out
the man whe is not engaged in wseful pro-
duetion.  Some hon, members in this Cham-
her would be ewt ont; the St. George’s-ter-
race farmer ond the land agent would be cut
out,

Mr, Mnaley: What ahent the Harvest-ter-
race farmer?

Mr. JONFES: Tf the Harvest-terrace
farmer put in his week-end at producing, I
would have no desive to disfranchise him.
Tf one had time, it would he possible to out-
line a dozen different qualifications better
and bhigher than the property qualification.

Hon. . Collier: An intellectual qualifica-
tion,

Mr. JONES: Ves, a man of a certain in-
tollectual  standard; for instance, a man
with snfficient intellect to vote for members
on this side of the Chamber. That would
show a sanity of intelleet as the member for
Sussex must allow, Why should we at this
stage of the world’s histery pin ourselves
dewn to a property qualifieation? 1In spite
of the very reactionary and Tory sentiments
of the Attorney General and the member for
Sussex, I do not helieve they express the
feelings of momhers of this House, 1 be-
lieve they renlise that time is going on and
that things have changed sinec our Constitu-
tion was cnaeted. Tt ns use that measure
of humanity and common sense which is ours
and say we will broaden this franchise and,
it we mnst have a different qualification for
the Trper Monse, let us build it on some-
thing hetter than a mere property qualifica-
tion,

Mr, PICKTERING: It has never besn my
practice while in this House to impute mo-
tives such as lhave been imputed to me. It
was said that I was advoeating a vote for
the proprietors of immoral houses.

Mr. Green: Well, move an nmendment to
say that sueh men shall be cut ont.

Mr. PTCRERING: T might just as well
say that thosc members who stand for a
franchise other than the ome T favour are
standing for the oceupants of houses of ill-
fame. Tt would be equally justifiable. In
discursine any franchise, the question of re-
gpectability daes not enter at all. Tf it did,
the valng of the franchise would be Adimin-
ished. Members have referred to the stand-
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ard of elcctors who returned the wmember for
Sussex. 1 would refer to the electors who
returned the member for Fremantle.

.Mr, Jones: Of very high standard.

Mr, PICKERING: Very high indeed.
When thewr member would impute motives
to another member, it shows how high the
standard is.

Houw. W. C, ANGWIN: The only argu-
ment the Attorney General has advanced is
that he bclieves in the bi-cameral system.
He is of opiuien that, if the franchise for
the Council were adult suffrage, that Cham-
ber might be destroved. If we consider the
Jarge number of referenda taken, we must
conme to the eonclusion that the most conser-
vative vote possible is the vote of the people
as o whole. Tt is recognised that every
country in the DBritish Empire would have
ceased to exist but for man power, and that
property iy of no aceount.

Hon, P. Coliier: The property would not
have been worth twopence.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T challenge any
member who has sat in this Parliament for
"14 or 15 yecars to say that the Legislative
Council has done one penn’orth of good.
challenge anyone to show that another
place has made any improvement to any of
our legislation.

My, Green: That is rough on Baxter,

Mr. Dnvies: I can give onc—the exemp-
tion on children.

Mr. Mungie: We tried to make that pro-
vigion here.

Hon. P. Collier: It was hecause of a lack
of intelligence on your side that the Couneil
had to rectify it.

Mr. Davies: We tried but failed.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: If it would save.

unwarranied expenditore we should certainly
give the vote to the people. I have a doubt
about fthe abolition of the Legislative Coun-
cil. Sentiment plays a big part in eonnee-
tion with Parliament, and pcople who do not
visit the Tfowses Trequently, may conclude
there is o necessity for both Houses, If the
people have to deeide the mnatter, they cer-
tainly have to pay.

Mr, Davies:  The people in Queensland
eame to that cenclusion.

Ton, W, Z, ANGWIN: T do not take note
of the Qucensland vote, hecanse at the time
the vote was taken an action challenging
the legality of the vote was pending before
the High Court. The opinion of a great
majority of the people of thiz State is that
we should effeet a reduction in the cost of
government, T do not eare which House is
aholighed so long as the House that remains
is elected on adult suffrage hceause, under
this franchise, the people wonld have a right
to sny who shall represent them, To-day
they have not that rvight. "Take the by-elee-
tion on Saturday last: ean anyone say that
& 50 e ~eut. vote of the property owners
* of the metropolitan province represented the
views of the people? No; they take so little
interest in the TLegislative Council.

The Premier: They were wot all property
ownera. :

* referendiim
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Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: They had property
qualifications.

The Attorney General: It was a by-clee-
tion.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: But the vote was
higher than at the general elections, so that
has no bearing. The people take such little
intereat in the Legislative Council. Out of
5,000 clectors on the voll, 2,000 cast their
votes, and yet this was for an election to a
Chamber which has the power to overrule
the great majority of the people,

Houn. P. Collier: People do not take any
interest in it.

Hon. W, ¢, ANGWIN: No, they do not
even worry to see that their namcs are on
the rolls.

Mr, Willecock: Tn some eases they are
afraid to get their names on the rolls.

Hon, W. C, ANGWIN : The Attorney
General has not given one instance to show
tliat this proposal would he detrimental. He
merely advogates the bi-cameral system. T
do not belicve in the bi-cameral system. A
good deal of the apathy which exists to-day
wonld disappear if the people were given the
vote. T wonld like to sce the initiative and
embodied in the Constitution,
for then we should mnot rvequire parties,
Those who advocate the present system are
afraid to trost the people. They are afraid
the people might take something from them,
that the people might start out on an ex-
pedition of robhery or deprive them of farms
and statious, and other possessions. It is a
selfish instinet that refuses people the right
to take part in the government of their
country, If the question rested with the
great majority of the electors, those enjoy-
ing the privileges of property would be much
hetter protected than they are to-day. The
Government have 35 supporters and the Op-
position 15 in this Honse elected on the
adult suffrage; yet the Government are
afraid to trust those who sent them here.
If any members had reason to be afraid to
trnst the people, surely it should he those
on thiz gide of the House,

The Premier: Yon were not always there,

Hon, P. Collier: You cannot trust them,
and yet look at the majority they gave yon.

Hon, W. €. ANGWIN; The Premier says
we will not always he here.

The Premicr: No, I said you were not al-
ways there.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: The Premier is a
good prophet; he ean see the writng on the
wall,

Hon. P. Collier: He knows the pcople were
wrong when they gave him a majovity.

Hon, W. O, ANGWIN: He realises that
the views of the people do change. Sup-
1-nze 4 mistake were made in connection with
the Council, it covnld be rectified every two
vears, I do not think the results in legis-
lation wonkl be so had that we eould not
reetify them, Tn my opiniom, the proposed
change wonld have n tendency to keep the
Coueil sitting until 11 or 12 o’clock a
night attending to the country’s business, the
same as this Movse, instead of adjourning
at ten time or at 8 or & o’clock.
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Mr. O'LOGHLEN: T feel that the few re-
marks I have to make will be wasted in this
Chamber, because hon, members opposite are
so much creatures of their environment that
they will stieck to the old order of things
rather than give the new order a trial, The
member for North-East Fremantle said that
the democratic tendencies of members op-
posite might come to the surface; but I feel
that if we on this side talked for a week
with all the eloquence of Demosthenes, wo
wonld not shift members opposite from their
opinion that this is too radieal a change,
that it is revolutionary in character and
would destroy the institution under discus-
sion. After all, members are largely a re-
flex of the opinion prevailing in their con-
stituencigs. That being so, it seems to me
that we have slipped back from where wo
were 20 vears ago, when the Federal Conven-
tion, led by the giant intelleet of Charles
Cameron Kingston—to whose memory every
Australian democrat should take off his hat
—framed the Federal Constitution. That
Constitution was framed by the cream of
Austealia’s public men, who stand out as big
figures in comparison with the pigmies of
the politics of to-day. Tt is quite true that
the IPederal Constitution has defects, which
the Prime Miinster is to-day asking the pee-
ple to rentedy,

Mr, Davies:
agninst him,

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: Some of them may be,
and some moy not. Personally I will vote
for the amendments now beforo the Aunstra-
Han clectorate as an instalment of the Prime
Minister’s proposals of thres years ago. As
regards both Houses of the Federal Parlia-

And the demoerats aro

ment, the men and women of Australia have

an opportunity to bring members to book.
In thds State, however, there is only a small
section of the clectors have the right to vote
Tfor members of the Legislative Council—
ouly about 58,000 out of a total electorate of
160,000, At the election before Iast, three
men exercised over 20 votes for the Legis-
lative Conneil between them, because thoy
had property in nearly all the provinees
where contests took place. On  the other
hand, 160,000 men and women had not the
right to vote for the Legislative Council at
all.  And there are members opposite who
would eontinue to refuse to wen and women
the right to vote for another Chamber. The
pogition of those members to-day is abso-
lutely illogieal. They refuse to put confi-
denee in the people. My opinion, and the
opinion of most members—ineluding  the
member fer Ferth, who is a voracious reader
of political ceonemy and kindred sonbjects—-
is that, though the people sometimes ido
wrong, they generally do right, However,
this Chamber is not prepared to trust the
people,  When an cleetion is held for the
Upper House, no interest attaches to it, In
the case of uu eclection for this House, the
expenditure of money, backed by publicity,
arouscs some interest. Buat this Parliament
as & whole is slipping away from the affec-
tions of the Western Australian people, who
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are concentrating their attention on the IFed-
eral Parliament. DPeople who are rooted in
this country and cannot get away from it,
and do not want to get away from it, should
have the right to vote for the Council. A
man whose house in on & mining camp or on
a timber mill ioses the vight to vote for the
Counejl if his house goes up in smoke, though
he is just ag good a man after his house
has been burnt as he was before. The Gov-
ernment would be wise to become a little
more democratie, to live up to what a Na-
tionalist Government should do. They say
they represent the nation, but in fact they
do not. The bedrock of a nation is the pro-
dueers, and the Government are not pre-
pared to give those producers an opportunity
of introducing & more demoeratic element
into our legislative halla. Persovally T wonld
like to sce the Legislative Couneil abolighed,
to have fewer members of Parliament, to en-
courage brighter intellects in Parliament, and
to pay them better when they are here. 1
prefer that system to having two Houses of
Parliament full of members trying to do their
Lbest for the country in impossible eciream-
stances. 1 believe the country would sup-
port the abolition of the Upper House and
better remuneration for the work done in
Parliamont. The Notice Paper of this plase
shows o list of Bills which are bound to go
into the waste paper basket shortly, many
of them Bills which the Government have o
intention of passing.

The CHAIRMAN; [ do not see what that
has to do with the clause,

Mr. O°LOGHLEN: I think a conngetion
eould be estoblished betwen the legislation
proposed to Parliament and the franchise for
Parliament, To-day the veice of the people
ia not artieulate in the Upper Chamber. [t
is articulate here alonc. But no matter how
strong a man might be, he conld fight in this
1Tougse for days and weeks to get a Bill
through without its having the slightest effect
on another place., Members elsewhere would
not read his apeeeh.

Mr. Hardwick: Do you read the speeches
delivered in another place?

Mr. O°LOGHLEN: Somctimes T do, How-
ever, I do not find many ncw idens in them.
1 regret excedingly the indifference of the
Government, or their reluetance to proceed
on democratic lines in amerding the Consti-
tution, I belicve that hardly one member
irom the other side of the Honse will eross
the floor to support the amendment,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. CIHESSON: The amendment, if car-
ried, will mean the striking out of the
present qualifieation for the Council, and
will mean also the bringing in of adult
gnffrage. I will support it because I am
against the bi-eameral system. The bring-
ing in of aduit suffrage will increase the-
number of eclectors, and in the end will
afferd an opportunity for abolishing the-
Couneil. T koow four persons in my elect-
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orate who, although they paid £96 in rent
for mining leases before surrendering them,
were not entitled to a vote for the Legisla-
tive Council. I know also a man whose
household qualifications a few years ago
were valved at £30; but the valuation has
sineg been reduced and, in consequence, he
no longer has a vote for the Council. Many
people have crected houses at a cost of
£200 or over, and yet to-day, because such
houses would not bring £20 each, those men
have not a vote for the Council. Married
people with families constitute a mueh
bigger asset to the State than do single
persens who simply pay a remt which en-
titles them to a vote for the Couneil. I
helieve in adult suffrage for hoth Houses.
T will support the amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment deals, not merely with house-
hold franchise but with all other c¢lasses
of frauchise provided in the existing Act.

Hon. P. Collicr: My object was to strike
out all property qualification.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The frano-
chise at present consists of several classes,
There is the frechold Iand qualification,
the houseliold franchise, leasehold of =a
clear annual value of £17, mining lease of
an annual value of £10, and the additional
qualifications of the voad hoard distriets
and municipal rolla.

Hon. P. Collier: These would be enrolled
under my amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment moved by the leader of the
Opposition is wmost drastie and, if passed,
would take many members and the country
hy sarprise.

Mr. Troy: Do you really think that?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T am abso-
lutely eertain of it,

Mr. Troy: ‘Where do you haug out?

The ATTORNEY GENERAIL: Like the
lon, member, I live in Western Australia,

Mr. Troy: You are pre-historic,

Hon. P. Collicr: The Minister lives in
that locality where they gave =a big
majority against the general

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Al the
arguments which come from that side of
the House are dirceted with one object.
Hon. members opposite do not believe in
the bi-ecameral gystem. They are perfectly
honest about it; but hon. members on this
side, I trust, do not agrec with them. The
amendment does not raise the question of
one Chamber or two; bot it is put forward,
rather surreptitiously, in a proposal to do
away with the present qualification and
substitute adunlt suffrage. Some members
are in favour of adult suffrage. They say
the Federal Senate has heen a success.
Judged by the history of the Federal Par-
liament that would be hard to justify.
When the franchise for the Senate was the
subject of legislation it was supposed that
the Senate would he a States Honse, In
order to make it a States House it was
provided that it should be based on adult
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suffrage, That has proved to be a most
hopeless failure, The Senate is absolutely
useless to protect the rights of the States,
and the very purpose for which the fran-
chize of the Senate was fixed at adult
suffrage has absoluteiy failed.

Mr, Hudson: Ia it because of the fran-
¢hise, or because of the Senators?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It is
beeause of the franchise, and unfortunately
the rights of the States are ignored in the
party factiong whieh go on in the Common-
wealth Parlinment. Hon. members seek to
reduce the present Legislative Council to the
level of the Senate.

My, Troy: We want to lift it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: To make
it as uselesa for the purposes of legislation
in Western Australia as is the Senate in
Australia. The argument is ‘‘If we can
once establish the proposition that the
Legislative Council is vseless, we will be
within measurable distance of abolishing
the Couneil.’’ That is their objeet. I have
no intontion of assisting in any way to
aboligh the Coumeil. I realise it is neces-
sary that we should have two Houses, the
one to act as a check upon the other, to
review burried legislation passed in periods
of excitement.

Hon. P. Collier: That affecta the other
place as well aa thia,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If we
have two Houses we shall have a checlk
upoun legislation of that character,

Hon. T. Walker: Never.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The see-
ond House does stund to cheek legistation
hurriedly passed in periods of exeitement.
Jf we are to have two Houses, it iz a farce
te say that they should both have the same
franchise. Xf it came to a question of hav-
ing the same franchise for hoth Houses, I
would admit that it was useless to retain
the Legislative Council. T trust that oecea-
sion wilt never arise. The amen@ment sug-
gested will in reality give everyone who is
a permancnt resident of the State, desires
to make his home in Western Australia,
and haa the interests of the country at heart,
a vote for the Legislative Couneil. The
member for Hannans said that the sugpes-
tion of 6s, 6d. a week would be uscless, be-
cauge no one would know whether their pre-
mniges were worth Gs. 6d. a week or not.
Thore is, however, a difficulty in arriving
at a conclusion on that peint. e algo said
that people had been proscented for making
o false deelaration as to the value of their
premises, Those procedings arose out of the
amendment to the Electoral Act passed” in
1918. 'This amending Act lays dewn that
a person shall not make any untrue state-
ment in any clectoral paper in answer to any
question under the Aet without being guilty
of an offence, and heing liable to a finc of
£20, That section hages the offence on the
statement being untrue in any respect. The
passing of that section has led to a good
deal of this agitation as regards the defini-



1540

tion of the householder franchise. Under
Sections 168 and 170 of the Criminal Code
it is laid down that a persen who makes a
gtatement in any declaration, which is to his
knowledge untrue, is guilty of a misdemean-
rour and is liable to imprisoument. In ad-
dition, a conviction cannot be obtained on
a charge of that nature unless there is some
corroborative evidence. These sections do not
infliet any hardship upon a person who
makes a statement which he knows to be
untrue. In the Electoral Act there is another
¢lanse which provides that any person wil-
fully making any false statement in any
claim is guilty of an offence under the Act,
and is liable to imprisonment not exceed-
ing two years, There we have a safeguard
in that the statoment must be made wilfully,
and the prosecution wouldl have to show that
the statement had heen made wilfully. It
wag not until the amending Act of 1018 was
passed that the trouble reached the acute
stage it has now.

Mr, Hudson:
that section was passed.
no elections since.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The clec-
tions I refer to were for the Legislative
Couneil in 1918. There were some prosecu-
tions on the franchise under this Act, and
there were certain convietions. Before the
passing of that Aet there was no procedure
by which a person counld be prosecuted sum-
marily for making a false deelaration in
this connection. It is proposed in this Bill
to make it an offonce if an untrue statement
has been wilfully made. A person may easily
make a wnistnke in regard to the valoe of
his premises, but it iz only reasonable that
he should be prosecuted if he overvalues
them wilfully. The clange is explanatory of
the previous household qualification, namely,
the £17 clear annual value, and T feel cer-
tain it will be of counstderable assistance in
regartl fo obtaining the electoral franchise
fnd will gualify thoge who arve entitled to
vote.

Mr. LAMBERT: Most of us would be sur-
prised, if net shocked, if the Attorney Gen-
eral were to gupport the amendment, but it
is strange when so many econstitutional an-
omalies require amendinent that there should
be this stern oppoesition to any constitufional
chauge. From the time when the British
Parlinment wns first created, constitutional
ehanges have token place. T consider that
the Upper Mouse would be more desirable
if it were an hereditary Chamber instead
of Dbeing constituted as it is to-day.

Hon, P, Collier; The House of Lords is
more amenable to the public will than this
House,

Mr. LAMBERT: The power of the House
of Lords ean be sinumarised as heing more or
less of a spectacular kind, 8o long as it
does not stand in the wny of moral pro-
gress and the general welfare of the peo-
ple, just as is the case with Kines and other
people of that kind, little objection can be
taken to it. The Legislative Couneil stands
agninet the common interests of the people,

The trouble arose before
There have been
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There is not one step of progress that we
degire to take in this State that is not op-
posed by that Chamber. The grave problem
facing this country is Parliament itself,
People must come to realise that uniil
they deal with Parliament itself, Iar-
limment can never deal properly with the
interests of the State. It is a disgrace to
think that men who only represent property
in the Legislative Council should hold such
power. When we tried to deal with cer-
tain insurance companies as to their finan-
cial transactions in this State, the measure
was thrown out in another place. It is only
sham and hypoerisy for members here to
suggest that the slightest progress can be
made so long as thia other Chamber stands
in the way. The unrest in this State is due
to the fact that people are heginning to re-
alise that they are not getting a fair deal
from those who are supposcd to represent
them in Parliameni., Those who constitute
another place wont throughout the length and
breadth of this country saying tbat they re-
alised that man power was needed, and that
this was all that counted, and yet when an
opportunity is taken in this Chawber by nien
of more advanced thought to do justice to
that man power, the eonservative interests
of some hon, members causc them to re-
frain from giving these men an opportunity
gt‘ expressing their opinien at the ballot
0X.

Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes . o. .. 18
Noes ve .. .oo21
Majority against -
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lutey
Mr. Chesson Mr. Mullany
Mr. Collier Mr. Munsie
Mr. Davies Mr. Rocke
Mr. Green Mr, Troy
AMr. Holman Mr. Walker
Mr. Hudson Mr, Willeock
Mr. Jones Mr. Wilson
Mr. Lambert Mr. O’Loghlen
(Teller)y
Noes
AMr. Angelo Sir H. B. Lefroy
Mr. Broun Mr. Maley
Mr. Brown Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Draper Mr, Money
My, Duft Mr. Plesase
Mr. Durack Alr. Plikington
Mr. George Mr., Scaddan
Mr. Grifiths Mr. Tceesiale-
Mr. Harrison AMr. Willmott
Mr. Hickmolt Mr, Hardwick
Mr. Johaston (Taller.)

Anendment thus negatived.
Hon. P. COLLIER:
ment—

That after the wonrd ‘‘ag '’ in ling one
of subelause 2, the words “‘owner or’’ be
inscrteil.

T move an amend-
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The paragraph will then read ‘‘is an inhahit-
ant oceupier as owner or tenant of 2 dwell-
ing-house within the provinee,”’ Ag the clause
is drawn a person who is an oceupier of a
house which he owns will not he entitled to
the franchise.

Amendment put and passed.

Hon. P. COLLIER:
deals with the rental value of not less
than 6s. #d. per week, My object is to
strike out the paragraph with the view of
inserting another which will provide for a
householldl gualification, I hope there will
be a sufficient pumber of members on the
opposite side of the Wouse who, while they
are not able to sce their way eclear to vote
for the last amendment, will be able to vote
for the householder qualification. T am un-
able to understand the logic of any person
who is opposed to the houscholder qualifiea-
tion for the Legislative Council. Hon, mem-
bers have declared that a franchize based
on the 0s. G6d. rental valoe per week prac.
tically includes every houscholder. If it does
that, why not lot us make the matter clear
and include it in the Billf We know the pre-
sent qualification of the £17 clear anuual
value has resulted in ne end of frietion and
litigation.  The officer charged with the
administration of the Electoral Aet has
becn unable, and has declined, to give a
definition or interpretation of the meaning
of clear annunal value, and he will be equally
unable to give a definition of the rental
value of Gs. 6. Wihile the Attorney General
is cndeavouring to make the matter clear, he
has entirely failed to remove the difficnlty
of the interpretation as it has existed in
the past, and he has failed because it is prae-
tically impossible to define what is the
meaning of the 6s. Gd. rental value per
week, The Attorney General stated that the
amendment would give everyonec a vote who
desired to iake Western Anstralia bis home,
We know in the past this same property
qualifieation has disfranchised 100,000 peo-
ple who are entitled to vote for the Legis-
lative Couneil. T cannot see that any con-
sistent argument can be retained against the
householder qualification for the TLegisla-
tive Council. Tf we adopt the principle,
the English language will enable ns to
frame a clause to give it an interpretation.
Tt is much easicr te give an interprctation
to ‘‘housgholder’’ than it is to give an inter-
pretation on the qualification laid down fn
the Bill. This has becn demonstrated in thig
State where there have been prosecutions,
and whera no one has been ahle to cor-
rectly interpret our Aect as it exists, and
which, I claim ig not improved hy the amengd.
ment of the Attorney General

Mr. Piesse: Will you give us the Sovth
Australian interpretation?

Hon, P. COLLIER: What T would pro-
pose to insert in the Bill would be this—

In this seetion the term ‘‘dwell-
ing-house’’ means any structure of a per-
manent character, being a fixture to the
goil, which is ordinarily capable of being

Paragraph (a)
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wsed for human habitation, and includes
part of a dwelling when that part is sepa-
rately ocenpied as a dwelling: Provided
that when a dwelling-hovse is only part
of o bnilding, aml any other part thereof
in in the occupation as a dwelling of some
person other than the eceupier of the first
mentioned part, such first-mentioned part
shall not ke a dwelling-house within the
meaning of this scction, unless it is strue-
turally severed frow such other part of the
building, and there is no direct means of
access between such parts,

Mr Troy: What does the latter part
mean ?

Hou. P. COLLLER: Jf means that two
persong  eéanunof  oceupy the same  building

and claim te be a houscholder. The two
houses must be strueturally constructed so
that the people living in them shall he sepa-
rated; for instance a partition would separate
them and theve would have to he separate in-
gress aud egress. Sueh house would in reality
be divided so as to make two residences.
Snch o houscholder would be just ag much
entitled to the franchise as if he lived in
a separate building. The iuterests of all
coneerned will be amply safegouarded by a
franchise of this deseription. "There is a
logieal and rcasonable basis for it whercas
there is mnone at all nt present. The
Attorney Gentral suggests Gs. Gd, a week.
What virtue is there in that amount$
Ton, T, Walker: What about Gs, 84.7
Hon, P, COLLIER: Why not 63, 3d, or
78,7 One man might be paying 6s. 6d. a
week for n dwelling and a neighbour with
perhaps a more generous landlord or a
house not quite so good might be paying
Gis. a week, Can anyone logically draw
sueh an nbsurd distinetion hotween twe
men as citizens?  Every householder has a
stake iu the country. KHe eannot, like the
Arah, fold his tent and silently steal away.
Fle s a fixture. The 100,000 pecople who
are denied a vote to-day are just as much
permanent residents as the man who owns
a mansion. They are the people who are
paying the taxes; they are the people who
are producing the wealth; to them Mr.
Hughes is appealing for the production of
more wenith as the salvation of this coun-
trv. This is thec only source from which
the Prime Minister can get his response for
inereaged wealth, and this TIouse wenld
brand itsclf as the most reactionary Tory
ingtitution in the British Empire if it re-
fused to adopt a franchise of this kind for
another place. The Legislative Council has
‘rfinitely more power than the old historic
House of Lords itsglf. The House of Lords
ja amenable to the will of the people in the
O1d Conntry. If Lloyd George succeeds in
passing g Bill throungh the House of Com-
mons, ne matter what the opposition of the
House of Lords might be, he can get it
nrassed inte law; but the Legislative Coun-
cil here is 2 stone wall and once it declines
to pass a picee of legislation, there is mno
redress whatscever. It has the final word.
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The 60,000 people who elect another place
are the masters of the 160,000 people who
elect this House.

The Premier; It has never proved to be
£0.
Hon. T. Walker: Yes, again and again,
Hon. P. COLLIER: I am not baging my
argument on the faet that it has been a
House of obstruction; I would not care if
it had been more liberal. I am urging the
right of citizenship, the inherent and in-
alienable right of every ¢itizen to have a
voice in the government of the country.
All the wealth, all the broad acres, all the
flocks of sheep and herds of cattle and all
the wealthy mansions would not have been
worth twopence but for the sinew and man
power in the recent war. Surely, having a
knowledge of what bhag taken place, we
should have a keener appreciation for
human life and effort than we had before;
we should not now continue to place wealth
and bricks and meortar above human beings.
The present franchise excludes from the
full rights of citizenghip almost two-thirds
of the people of this country. These are
the people who are responsible for the
Premier’s big majority. Does he say they
are not to be trusted? Does he fear to
truast them because of any rccognition of
the foolishness they were gnilty of two
years ago when they returned his party
with a big majority? He sits in office with
a two to one majority by virtue of the
votes of the men and women whom he now
declares should not have a vote for another
place. If they are to be entrusted with the
election of Ministers to control the des-
tiniea of thia State, surely they are to bhe
entrusted with the vote for ancother place.
One could talk all night on a question of
this kind and still not exhaust the argu-
ments and reasons which counld be urged in
favour of it. 1 believe there are sufficient
members in this House to give a majority
to such a reasonable and fair proposal. I
move an amendmeni—

That in paragraph (a) the words ‘‘and
in respect thercof the occupier is liable
for and pays a rent at the rate of not less
than six shillinga and sixpence per weck,
or which iz of a rental value of not less
than six shillings and sixpenee per week,
irrespective of rates and taxes’’ be
struck out,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
proposce to repeat the arguments I used on
the previeus amendment.

Mr. Jones: Did you use any?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: But some
of them apply with equal force to the
amendment now before us. The difference
is purely onc with regard to rental value.
The hon. member asked why I fixed 6s. 6d.
a week. Tf he multiplies that sum by 52,
he will find it comes very near to the £17
rental value.

Hon. P. Collier: Why not £16%

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have
never attempted to liberalise that fran-
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chise. I merely desired to make it moie
explicit and easier to calculate,

Hon., W. C. Anpwin; A promise was made
last session that such would be done.

The ATTORNEY GENLERAL: I desire
that a person who ia making his permanent
home in ‘Western Australia should have a
vote, I cannot imagine that anyone who
is not paying a rental of 6s, 6d. a week
could be regarded as naking his permanent
home in this State.

Hon. P. Collier: Thousands of men, who
have been on the goldfields for the last 25
years, are paying less than that und the
same applies to the timber country,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: [
imagine that that is so.

Hon. P. Collier: Low rents are part of
the wages in the timber country. Three
shillings and sixpence a week is what the
timber workers pay.

Mr, Pilkington: Then the place would
still be worth 6s. 6d.

Mr. Munsie: Who is going to say that?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon,
memher has in mind some prosecutions at
Kalgoorlie, and T know from what he has
told me there may have been a good deal
of hardship attached to some of those con-
victions.

Mr. Troy: Hardship? A scandal!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Suppose
it was an offence under the Act for a per-
gon to wilfully make an untrue statement
in a declaration attached to the elnim eard,
if the cvidenee was merely that he made
the statement not knowing it to b untrue,
T wventure to thiuk there swould not have
been one of those convictions.

Mr. Trvoy: They were all the result of
political animus.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon.
member knows perfeetly well that resident
magistrates anil police magistrates are fair
and try to be fair,

Mr. Troy: I saw the files in this House.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Those mag-
istrates may miake mistakes at times, but it
is not fair to say, becanse the wmagistrates
may have convieted some persons who the
hon. member thinks should have bheen ac-
quitted, that the magistrates are unfair or
biassed. Tf the penalty is made wmerely for
the careless or wilful making of a false state-
ment, T can see no difhenlty in the working
of this elanse. As regards the valwation of
premises, I thought that perhaps the elee-
toral registrar of each provinee might do it.
But that officer might be asked to judge as
to the value of premises 50 or 100 miles
away from where he was stationed, premises
which he had never seéen. 1t the elavse goes
through as it stands, with o rental value of
Gs. Gd. per week, I will certainly undertake
to introduce a corresponding amendment in
the Electoral Amendment Bill now hefore
Parliament. I do not want any person to he
kept off the roll merely hy reason of being
afraid of bringing himself within the erim-
inal law throngh applying for enrolment. My

canngt



[19 NovEMBER, 1919.]

ireason for fixing the rental value at Gs. Gd.
per week is that I regard it as a reasonable
-standard.

Hon. P, Collier: T would prefer 63, 34.

Hon, T. Walker: Make it 0s,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T trust hen.
‘members will pass the clanse as it stands.

Mr. MUNBIE: I hope the Committee will
«carry the amendment moved by the leader
of the Opposition. The first portion of the
words which he proposes should be struck
«ont T have no objeetion to; that is, the words
veferring to a person rventing a house and
paying not less than Gs. Gd. per week for it.
It represents some little advance on what the
present Act gives.

Hon. T. Walker: Very little,

Mr., MUNSIE: T admit it is very little.
‘But what 1 really do objeet to is the words
‘“which is of a rental value of not loss than
Gs, 6d. poer week.’”? Who is going to say
“what is the rental valuc of a house cceupied
- by its owner?

The Attorney General: The man himself,

Mr, MUNSIE: But many men have hesn
‘progeciited and fined for adopting that
«course. The paragraph which the Attorney
General proposes to delete spoke of £17 clear
:annual value.

The Attorney Goneral: “‘Iree of rates and
taxes’’ is omitted.

Mr. MUNSIE: That is ao. Iut neither
the Crown Law Department, nor the Ilee-
toral Department, nor the magistrate, nor the
-solicitor on ecither side, conld, or would even
-attempt to, give a definition of ‘‘£17 clear
.onnval value.’’ The Attorney Geucral says
the owner-ocenpant is to be the valuer. T
know of an instanee where & man on the fields
wus prosecnted because the house, which he
valued at £17 cloar ananally, was rated by
the road bhoarl valuer at sowmething like £6
10s. anunally. The man went iuto the wit-
ness box and swore that to him the place was
warth at lenst 17s. per week, and that he
-could not secure a suitable lhouszc nt a less
reutal than 17s. per week, The road board
valuer, on the other hand, went into the wit-
ness box and gave his valuation; and the de-
fendant was fined £1. That prosecution was
really undertaken by the National Tabonr
party on the goldfields. The National La-
bour party sent along tle names of men who
were to be prosecuted, and prosceutions took
Place accerdingly. The National Labour
party absclutely had eharge on the fields for
# while. In every case whore a man occupy-
ing his own property was prosecuted, the
road bhoard valuer was put in the box and
his evidence and valnation were aceepted in
-every instance,

Mr. Pilkington: Was not a valuer called
by the other side?

Mr., MUNSIE: Nonc except the person
who was prosecuted, and who swore to the
valve of his house. T went as one of a depu-
tation to the Chief Ilectoral Officer and
-agked him whose valuation was to be ae-
-eepted, and the Chief Electoral Officer would
not give any definite decision. At last we
<questioned him peint blank, ¢‘Is the valva-
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tion of the mmnicipal or road hoard valuer to
he accepted?’’ The Chief Tleetoral Officer
replied, ‘T do not know of any valuer whose
valuation would be more likely to be ae-
cepted than that valuer’s.’’

Mr. Pilkington: Did the magistrate hold
that the defendant was boond by the valua-
tion of the road beard valuer?

Hon. P. Collier: No. The magistrate des
cided quite the opposite.

Mr. MUNSIE: The defendant’s solicitor
raised that peint before the wmagistrate, and
asked him was he going to he bound by the
reald board valuer; and the magistrate dis-
tinetly rveplied, no. Nevertheless, he ae-
vepted the road hoard wvaluer’s evidence,

Mr. Money: Why was not a sworn valuer

obtained ¢
Mr. MUNSIE: 1s every man owning a

house which he believes to be worth s, 6d.
per week to ineur the expense of obtaining
1 wwornh valoer’s valwation before putting in
a elaim eard for the Upper Wowse? T ven-
ture to say that for the next Upper House
cloction mo man in this Ch:unher, or outside
it, will bhe able to persnade any man or
woman to put in a eclaim card unless the
Tlouse in which he or she lives has been val-
ned by the voad board valuer at Gs.
6d. per week or more. People are
not going to take the risk henecforth. 1
wauld almost prefer the old valuation te the
present one, notwithatanding the rveduetion
of 2s," per annum. I certniuly want some
better explanation of the elanse than that
given hy the Attorney General hefore I
will support it. Indeed, T Dbelicve thiera
will not be mueh opposition to the amend-
ment of the member for Boulder, for I
think hon. members generally have realised
that it is time houscholders had a vote for
eael House of Parlinment. -

Mr. PILKINGTON: As T intend to vote
againgt the amendment, T sheuld like to
explain my reasons for doing se. 1 agree
with the view expressed by the Attorney
Gieneral to-day, that the present qualifiea-
tion for wvoting for the [Tpper House is
really only a qualification to cnsure that
those who have thé framchise are persons
who have permanently made their homes in
Western Australin. T thiuk il is prepos-
terous to call this a property qualification.
Tf those who are represented hy lon. mem-
hers on the opposife side of the Chamber
were prepared to say, ‘‘We will have a
bouschold framchise, or we will have a
franchize Dbased upon some guarantze that
every person who votes for the Upper
House has his permanent home i this coun-
try, and we will not go beyond that ot
make it a step towarda wiping out the
Upper House,”” T would he seticsfied to go
a long way with them. T have no doubt
that hon. members opposite would take
that as an instalment of what they want.
But, eandidly, I am opposing hon. members
opposite becanse they have put forward
what they are trying to :lo. That is to
say, they get a little bit here and a little
bit there, and in the end will arrive at



1544

what they are aiming ot.  Uhe lcader of
the Opposition wag both ingenivus and in-
genoous when he moved his  amendment.
‘“he how, member will not he satisfied, even
it e gets his amendment.

Hen. P. Collier: Oh, yes, L will,

My, PILKINGTON: | am surc the hon.
member will wot expedt me to aceept that
somewhat humorgus asstciee,  If  the

"amemiment were all that was sought, one
could meet houn. members opposite and find
a common gronud ow which we could rest;
but hon. members opposite would like fo
pnll ug one by one towards them:;, and have
us give way oen certain points one after the
other until, finally, we should find ourselves
in the yoagmire where hon. mumbers oppo-
site would like to see us. Personnlly, T am
going to refose to siart on that mareh.

Hon. T. Watker: You would get from the
desert, of sin to Sinai,

Hon. P, Collier: We are getting along but
slowly in the task of pulling you neross.

Mr. PILKINGTON: I am sorry to see
that a new provision has been introduced,
beeause [ do not discern in it any practieal
illl])l’D\'C]ll(‘lH’.

Houa. P, Collier: Theve is ncne.

Mre. PILKINGTON: [ gee in the clanse a
good many things that in the past have led
to litigation, and 1 sce the uvse of expres-
sions which have been found te be mog
engily determinable,  The qualification for
the Couneil franchise is one which it is
perfectly preposterous to call a  property
qualification, We have selected o qualifi-
eation whieh is intended to show that the
voter has given some guarantee that le is
a permanent resident of Western Australia.
I can hardly think there are in the State
any houses used in the ordinary way as
dwelling liouses which arc not worth £17
per annum, Of course we must always have
anomalies, wherever the line may he drawn,
The eases quoted at Kalgoerlic scem to have
turned upen the acceptance of the valua-
tion of the road board rate valeator. From
what T know of municipal and read hoard
valuations T should say that such valuation
is alwiys based very low and is only re-
latively correct, althongh perfectly fair for
rating purposes.

Hon. P. Collier: I know of more than one
four-roomed house oecupied by a man and
hig wife and family, and still valued at less
than 8s. 6d. per week.

Mr. PILKINGTON: When I was on the
goldfields one could not get any sort of
house for £17 a year.

Mvy. Munsie: You cannot get them now,
but the road hoard valuation is set below
the qualifieation and, therefare, 2 man ean-
not get his vote.

Mr, PILEITNGTON: A public valuator
should be eailed to prove that such houses
were rented at over £17 a year, whereupon
the registrar would be bonnd to aceept it.
I will vote agninst the amandment, becaunse
I am not supporting a course by which hon.
members opposite wish to lead hon. mem-

[ASSEMBLY. ]

bers en this side by deg.ees towards aluln
suftrage, with a view to the ultimate abe-
lition of the Couneil.

My, Munsie: Well, that ig candid, any-
how.

Hon, T, WALKER: The Atiorney (en-
cral is not intending to libaralise the fran-
chise.

Hon. P. Collier: Ixcept to the extent of
24, per annum,

tHHon, T. WALKER : But that is merely
the unavoidable result of the best possible
divigion of £17 per annam, The Attorney
General i3 under the impression that he ia
doing something beneficial to the com-
munity in enabling them to escape the
persecntions and prosecutions te which men
in the timber nreas and on the goldficlds
have been subjected.

The Attorney General:
jeetion of the deputation.

Hon, T. WALKER: Surcly the hon. mem-
her now knows that he has dene nothing to-
wards that, that the Bill does not help us
one iota in that respeet. He now proposes to
bring down the Eiectoral Aet for amend-
ment, in order to get his idea completely on
the statute-book. That is a very poor way of
doing business. The rveal solution of the
diffienlty Jies in the amendment, We are told
that the real object is to give a vote to every
permanent resident. Is it not absurd to say
that the test of a permanent resident is his
payment of a weekly rent of Gs. Gd.? Dur-
ing the ineubation of citizenship ihe payment
of Bs. OGf. per week proves that he lhas a -
genuine stake in the conntry. It is nonsense!
What test is there in that of bona-fide resi-
dence in Western Australia® I know of men
ol clear brains and earnestness of character,
taking a lively interest in the welfare of the
country, who untortuntely are unskilled lab-
ourers, these whe turn the sod and produce
our harvests, who clear the forests and make
room for eunltivation, who cannot possibly
stay in one loeality permanently, who must,
by virtue of their !abour, travel from place
te place.

Mr. Troy: Like the shearers.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes. They have of
neeessity to travel from station to station.
It is not so long age that o measure went
tiirough this House to compel those who em-
ployed them to give them something like a
house whilst they were shearing. They cannet
hove a perman:nt residence in the State,
and yet some of them have been born in the
country and never intend to leave it.
There are others who came here and
are satisfied to move from place to
place, and as they move the country
blossoms in their path, Yet they ars not
to be considered. Men who stop about the
town and never do anything to develop
ithe country, so long as they pay a rental of
6s, 6d. n week, are to be dignified with full
citizenship and to be entitled to vote for
the lord of creation, the mam in another
place. The actua? test of a man’s bona fide
residence in the country is that of his hav-
ing a home. Yet we are only to have the

That was the ob-
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money test—the six and sixpenny test!
Becanse a2 man  goes ont lote the cheex-
less surronndings of the goldfields, suffers
privations there, and denies himself all the
eomforts of eity life, he is to be penalised
and to be deprived of the rights of citizen-
ship. Tt is those who lived in miserable hes-
sian dwellings or in tin houses, or other un-
comfortable places on the goldficlds, who
bronght the wealth from the bhowels of the
earth and made Western Aunstralia famous
and rieh, who are persecuted because their
faith iy politically different from the faith of
those who liave had the higgest run on the
Treasury benehes, Kill these yoliticians upon
the goldfields beeause they <o not agree with
the old time notions ot the politicians of the
past!

Mr. Jolmaston : The pioncers hefore the
mining rvush played their part, too.

Non. T, WALKER: Yes, it is still the
oll ery of elass rule. | am sorprised at a
gentleman of long standing renown for in-
telligennce—the member for Perth, seriously
using the argument he did to—night. His
argunient is simply one of cownrdice. Ile
almits the justice of the mmendment and can
see no objection to it. He tells ns that if
there were no further steps to be taken, he
would willingly vote for it. Te admits it is
better than the proposal of the Attorney Gen-
eral, and yet he asks us not to vote for it,
hecrmsc there ara those upon this side of th(,
House who do not think it is liberal snough,
that there are those who belicve that adult
suffrage for the Upper Chamber would be
preferable, nnd that there arve those who say
they can get along better in this country
without a sevonrd Chamber. Becanse of that
the hou. member is afraid, and his argument
is one of sheer cowardice. He says in effeet,
T dare not go there heecavse I nmiay be
puiled further if T do.’? We see in their

nakedness the Tories defending the old
order of thiugs. They are afraid te do
right lest they wmight he julled else-
where to do wrong., Those who will
vote for veraining the position assumed
in the Bill will be aecting the part
of mornl cowards. These old eonserva-

tives want to stand as monuments of ahility,
while - the tide of progress is flowing past
them, The world will learn to laugh at them
by and by, and mere hnmnediately to scorn
and despise them. They are the renl bloeks
to the progreas of humanity, These are the
men a section of the poblic worship, T trust
it will he realiceil what oddities these ol
eonservatives are in these modern days of
advancing demoeracy, and that people will
leave them nnd keep them fixed to their
pedestal, and let them stand still to their
hearls econtent, while they go on to other
grounds in the interests of this country.
Mr. GREEN: The member for Perth has
admitted that he would be prepared to vote
for the amendment were it not that he is
afraid that, by giving way a little along the
line he admits is just, this might nltimately
lead to the aholition of the TIpper Mouse. I

Jities are concerned,
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do uot think that hy popularising the other
Chamber we ure going to lay the foundation
for its abelition.

The Attorney General,
waintain it?

Hon, P. Lnlhel.

Yoa waut to

We reeoynise we are |
unable to abolish it at present.
Mr, GREEN: The Upper House would

have to be party to its own abolition. Those
people who represent vested interests are
the last to give awny their own interests.
Wa are going to bottress the other Chamber
hy hroadening the franchise, and the fear
that the hon, member expreszes is groundless
andl also cowardly when he iz afraid to trust
the peopte. That is what it means. This
appears to be ‘n guestion of Perth versns
the rest of Western Austeal’a. In Perth there
is no resident who will be denied the fran-
chise for the Upper Chamber, but in the
farming and on the mining ficlds the peo-
ple there will be denied the privileze. Under
these circwmnstances the fear whieh the men-
ber for TPerth has expressed that the people
in other parts will have the same privilege
as the people in the wetropolitan avea js ong
that eomes with il graee from a wan who
is trying to lead a new party in this Touss,
T refer to the freetrade party. I heard him
give a lecture in Kalgoorlie on 'Tennyson
some time ago, and T can reeall even now
the guste with which he narrated Tennyson’s
wonderful ode to Queen Victoria, and that
part which speaks of broadening down from
precedent to precedent.  The hon. member
18 not prepared to breaden out uanything.
Even in the old comntry whiech has been
shackled by the traditions of the past, the
people whe have done so mueh for Fngland
are being granted political freedom, while
we in this State who have done equalix well
are told we must stand still. True, a sop
hag  been  thrown out to  returned  sol- -
diers, but it i3 emly a sop.  When
we are shaping leg'slation we have to
keep in mind  whether  that  legislation
is likely to pass another place.  The
member for Perth admits, even from the
demaeratie standpoint, that the present rro-
posal of the Attorney Genmeral is nat an im-
provement  on  any  previons  arrangement,
Thercfore why shonld we contiuwe to make
the people in the wining nreas and in the
farming distriets subservient, so far as po-
te the peorle who re-
aile in the metropolitan avea who have all
the comforts whieh are nttached fo living in
the eity. What is profiosed in the Bill will
only make confnzion worse confonndad, and
from what 1 know nof the goldfiells fewer
people will be enrolled under the new ar-
ringement than was the enee hefore the
systemn of terrorism was started there with
regard to who shoull be and who should
not he on the rolls of the lLe-islative Coun-
¢il. Tt is for us to consider the porular will
of the country Tt has heen stated in the
Press that there is n feeline of unrest in
the ¢ommunity, not only in regard to indus-
trial wmatters, but also with rerard to po-
litical institntions. The dissatisfaction in



1546

regard to political instructions arises largely
from the faet that another Chamber on
its present franchise, is able to nullify, if
indeed it is not also able to entirely exter-
minate, any proposal of a democratic
nature that comes from this House. The
amendment which has been suggested is eal-
elated to show that we are making a
slight attempt to move with the spirit of
the times and it is in consonance with public
feeling in the old world. I trust that the

poaition of the Chief Electoral officer will no |

longer be permitted to remain an invidious
one. Tt has been impossible for him to give
a siraight out opinion with regard te the
reading of the Legislative Couneil franchise,
It he has given an opinion on one day he
has heen obliged to alter it on the next,
and he bas had to change his views at the
whim of any particular Government that
has beenr in power, all beeause there has
been nothing definite so far as the franchise
is eoncernad. T trust the question will be
settled once and for all and that the people
will be enabled to know whether they are
ahle to vote for amother place.

Me, JOFINSTON: If the specch of the
member for Perth was made with the objeet
oit the retention of the Gs. 6d. qualifieation
I think the Government can well wish to be
gaved from their friends. I have advoeated
houschold snffrage for the Upper House on
many oeeasions, It is rough on the house-
holders, whe at present do not pay Gs. 6d. a
week rend that the member for Perth should
admit it was just the thing to give them the
franchise heeanse thay are permaneut resi-
dents having their homes here, and after
making that admission he should oppese it
for fear those householders would after-
warids tuke the matter further. T hope the
Attorney Geweral will not adopt that view
and that the Covernment will not fail to give
justive to lhouseholders in this country.
When we look at this House, elected on a
popular frauehise, we can well say that the
Government can have no reason to trust the
people of Western Awvstralia.

Ilon. P. Coltier: That is the only thing
you seem to he doubtful’ about.

Mr, JOHNSTON: The Government should
trust the people whose permanent homes are
in this State. Tf, later on, this results in a
more «democratic  franchise for the Upper
House, | zhall have no regrets. When 1
heard the discussion regarding the homes on
the goldfields, my thoughts went back to
1M1 when T was glad to earn a crust by
taking the census omn. the Golden Mile. In
that locality there are a number of small
fonr-roomed cottages oecupied by good citi-
zens, who lave lived in the aame homes for
5, 10, 15 years, who have brought up fami-
lics, and who have no intention of leaving
the State; and yet they are denied the right
of a vote for the Upper House. In the
metropolitan area, all the land is practically
freehold, whereas in the Trafalgar and other
areas around Kagoorlic and Boulder, the
land is leaschold. A man in Perth owning
o block worth £50 gets a vote for the Upper
House. A resident of Perth holding free-
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hold on the goldfields to the value of £30
gets another vote. Yet a man with a family
suc¢h as I have deseribed is denied a vote.
These people on the goldfields are fully en-
titled to have a say in the election of both
Houses, The Government, in pursnance of
their democratic poliecy, might well accept
this amendment. "We on this side of the
House need have no need to fear if we trust
the people and this is merely a step in that
direction,

Mr. TROY: After hearing the speeches of
the Attorney General and the member for
Perth I do not wonder that the people de-
spair of ever receiving anything of value
from Parliament. There is a tendency among
the people to deprecate the work of Parlia-
nment, to sneer at Parlinment and to beeome
exnical of anything useful ¢ver being aceom-
plished here. The reason is that a great ma-
jority of the people have not representation
in another plave. We failed this evening to
give the fullest representation to the people.
Now we find the strongest opposition to an-
other suggestion to afford representation to
the houscholder, Much has been said about
the permanent resident being entitled to a
vote and that, hecause people have not pro-
perty of a certain value, they are merely
birds of passage. Take Mr. W, E, Moxon,
who waa chairman of the Chamber of Com-
meree, As a spokesman of the Liberal
party, he directed a lot of the legislation of
that party. He was notorious; he was sup-
posell to be an inflnential man, but he has
gone, He had no interest in the State be-
yond that of the company ha represented,
and when the interests of the company
ealled him e¢lsewhere, he went. There are
pecple who have been on the goldfields for
25 and 30 years and who have not a vote for
another plage. " They have permanent homes
in the country, Mr. Moxon had no interest
in the country ontside the firm he repre-
sented; yet he had more to say than any
other man in the country. He has gone to
Queensland as  the representative of his
compuny and he has the impertinence to ex-
press the same views there as he cxpressed
here regarding government, A considerable
numbar of husiness men have merely inter-
ests in that they represent certain companies
or corporationa and, when they are paid to
go clsewhere, they Iecave immediately. The
people on the goldfields cannot leave the
State.  Their families cannot leave the
State, and et they are denicd a vote for
the Upper House. The Government might
reasenably aceept the amendment because it
is a eclear way out of a diffienlty which the
Attorney Ceneral admits exists.

The Attorney Genreral: It is very much
exaggerated.

Mr. TROY: If the amendment is ae-
cepted, the diffienlty will no longer exist
heenuse the qualification of houscholder will
be sufficient and will be clearly defined. If
the valuation is left to magistrates of the
courts wha are often infloenced by popular
clamonr, we shall not get justice, After
pernsing the papers laid on the Table, T am
satisfied that the prosecutions at Kalgoorlie
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were prompted by politieal bias and that
the resident magistrate was not  entirely
guiltless,  People of the goldfields, rene-
gades of their own class, urged the Attor-
ney General to take action ogainst their

own claes  and the files fully diselose
that the prosccutions were  prompted
by political bias and malice. In Perth

during the war, a person of peculiar
religious belief, which might be as sound
as anyone clse’s belief, said that the war
was a visitation of God because people had
been sinful. It was purely a religious ex-
pression and yet the magistrate sentenced
him to six months’' imprisonment, Was
that a reasonable prosecution? The accused
was a long-haired person, an Israelite I
think he was called, and a magistrate in
his senses would not have attached #ny
importance to his statement. This shows
how a magistrate can be influenced by
popular  elamounr, The magistrate i3 to
decide the valuation—the magistrate on
the goldfields who determined aguinst these
men and fined them. e was the sole
arbiter; he wonld not aceept the road hoard
valuation, I am satisfed that he was
prompted by politienl hing beeanse ho is
notorions, | have known him to be friendly
1o a man's face while he would stal the
same man in the back. I would not leave
it in the hands of any magistrate to decide
who shonld vate and who shounld not. 'The
member for North Perth will remember the
ease of o citizen who attended an eight
hours demonstration to judge the marching
of the varions bodies and who was econ-
vieted because of popular elamour. Tf he
haa attended a Liberal conversazoine at the
Weld (Club, he wonld have been all right.
I awm satisfied that the magistrates depend
upon the Government for the time being
for their positions and are swayed by popu-
lar elamour. The member for Perth said
this was only a stepping stone to full re-
prescatation, Of eourse it is, What kind
of a man is he who pretends to believe in
demoeracy and does not believe in o wider
franchise for the people? He mnst be pre-
historiec.  Qur institutions are bound to
broaden. T was pleased to hear that the
member for Williams-Narrogin bas not for-
gotten lis former principles. I wonld like
to know where the Minister for Railways
-stands. During the reecnt clection for
Albany Mr, Seaddan said he was a non-
party man, He said he still was attached
to all his former principles. He lad de-
parted from unot one of those principles
which he held dear and, if the Government

introdueed a mensure whieh violated his
former principles, he would resign. Is the
Minister for Mines listening now? No. I

have hefore me the ‘‘Hansard’’ report of
‘4 speech made by the present Minister for
Mines in which he chargcterised the pre-
sent Misnister for Works as a reactionary

becanse a few years before he had opposed
‘a similar measure. To-night the Minister
for Mines votes with the Goverument in
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opposition to a prineiple which formerly he
sought to embedy in a special Bill. Where
to-night i3 the hon. gentleman’s solemn
promise to the electors of Albany?

The Minister for Mines: I have not
changed.

Mr. TROY: I do hope that in order to
clear up the issue, which is very involved,
the Government will accept the amend-
ment of the leader of the Opposition.

Amendment put and passed,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I intend to move that
paragraph (b) be struck out. The para-
graph reads, ‘*No person shall be qualified
.by reason of being a joint occupier of a
dwelling house.’’ I do not guite under-
stand why the Attorney General inserted
the paragraph, which proposes to deprive
the joint occupier of a right which he has
to-duy and has had for years.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The leader
of the Opposition is, I think, rather under
a misapprehension about the importance of:
the joint cecupier. Seetion 16 of the Con-
stitution Act makes provision for joint
owner, joint ocenpier, joint lessee, and joint
licensee. The joint oceupier is not of mueh
importance in view of the provision that
any person in possession nf a leasehold of
a. clear annuwal value of £17 is entitled to
a. vote. In Section R%, which s atill
preserved, he comes under the heading of
A joint lessee. The words do not mean
what at one time they were thought to
mean. Recently in the West Province an
attempt was made, quite honestly, by some
people to get lodgers on the roll. The
registration was in most cases refused, but
by accident some of the lodgers id get on
the roll and the Electoral Department re-
fused to accept them. ‘‘Household fran-
chige’’ refers to a persom who occupies a
house and holds it from someone as a
tenant. The Englisk lodger franchise de-
pends entirely on a contract made between
the lodger and the householder. The re-
lationship is different. We have never
had a lodger franchise in this State.

Hon. P. Collier: But take the case of two
families living in one house. Such cases are
not numerpus, but there arc some,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That may
Le, I was going to suggest, later, that
Clause 4 of the Bill shorld be atrnek ont.
That clause abolishes the matter of joint oe-
cupation altogether.

Hon. P, Collier: Youn propose to leave the
matter as it is®

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes. Then
it would follow that paragraph (b) of Sub-
clauge (2) of this clauze must be struek out,

Hon, P, COLLIER: I do not either regard
the matter as very important. T do not
think many people would be affected either
way. Bnt there may be cases of two fam-
ilies jointly occupying a large house and pay-
ing the rent between them. It would be un-
fair to deprive the head of one family of the
vote in such & case. '
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The Attorney General: A proviso is really
all that you want.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I think we ought te
amend the existing Act a little further.
Paragraph (a) of Seetion 15 of the Aet pro-
vides that no aboriginal native of Australis,
Asia, or Africa, or person of the half blood,
shall be entitied to be registered except in
respeet of a freehold qualifieation. I do not
consider that an African black, or n Chinese,
orv a Japaucse, should have the frauchise for
any House of our Parliament merely because
he is the owner of freehold property. The pro-
vigion seems an extraordinary one. It goes
to show how sacred in the minds of those
who framed the original Aet were the rights
of property. While excluding large sections
of our own communify, beeanse of want of
possesion of o certain property qualifieation,
they conceded the franchise to an Afriean
black or an Agiatic if only he owned free-
hold property.

Mr. Teesdale: White men cannot get a
vote in Agiatic countries.

Mon. P. COLLIER: That is go. T proposg
to move an amendment to the cffeet that
Section 15 shall be further amended by the
striking out of parageaph {a).

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the member for
Bou]ﬂer to send up his amendment in writ-
ing.  Meantime the memher for Gascoyne
has something to say about the proposed new
paragraph (4a).

Mr. ANGELO: T desire to sound a note
of warning as regards the seldiers’ vote in
conection with this new paragraph. Owing
to the defeat of the amendment of the leader
of the Qpposition, it . is imposaible for the
Upper Chamber to hecome a people’s Houss:
and if this new paragraph is earried, it will
be impossitle for the Upper Chamber to re-
main a Foeusc of review. Tn this connection
T degire to dear attention to the number of
electory cntitled to vote for the Legislative
Conneil. At the last election, there werg only
60,972 clectors for the Leeislative Couneil in
the whole State, and for the contested seats
there were only 48,310 cleetors. Out of that
number ouly 17073 voted. What is going
to he the result if suddenly we are to give
40,000 rcturned aoldiers a vote for that
House?

Mr.
up,

Mr. ANGELQ: T want hon. members to
wake up before it i3 too late. Each goldier
will have at least one civilian friend who
will sympathise with the soldiers and pro-
bably vote for them. Thns the zoldiers will
have some 40,000 civilians’ votes with them,
which, added to their own 40,000 votcs, will
sufficc to make the Council a miltary House.
That is the note of warning I wish to sound.
If hon, members are prepared to have the
Council merely a military House they can
vote for the amendment.

Afr. Q’Loghlen: Nothing i too good for
the soldier.

Mr. ANGELO: Quite so. At present the
soldicrs have not decided whether they waunt

O’Loghlen: Some of yon will wake
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votes or not, but if they can sce an oppor-
tunity for eapturmg the whole of the Council
it is safe to say they will seize it, The sol-
diers® vote will swamp the vote of all the
other electors, .

My, Wilson: Why should it notf

Mr. ANGELO: If hon. members are satis-
fied ‘that the Conneil should become a mili-
tary House I have nothing further to say,

Hon, PP, COLLIER: T move a further
amenment—

““The said section is hereby further
amended Dby omitting from the proviso of
paragraph (a) the words ‘except in ve-
spect of a freehold qualification.’ ’

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
think it is quite what the hon member
wighes. He should make the amendment read
“Paragraph {a) occurring in the provise
to Section 13 of the Aet.’’ We have passed
paragraph (a) in the Bill, and this amend-
nment is veally to paragraph (a) of the pro-
viso to Section 15 of the Act.

Hon. P. Collier: My amendment is con-
gistent with the beginning of the clavse,

The CHAIRMAN: I think it means para-
graph {a) of the provise to the section of
the Act; at all events I will add those words.

Mr, Pilkingten: But it is in the second
provise.

The CHAIRMAN: All right, I will make
it so.

Hon, W, . ANGWIN: I am surprised
that the Minister id not strike out the rate-
payers’ qualification, for this leads to the
stuffing of the voll, A list of ratepaycrs
has to be prepared on or before the Ist Sep-
tember. The officer who prepares the list is
not aware of all the changes of address that
have ocenrred and, in consequence, when he
prepares  the list, names whieh through
changes of address should be struek ont are
retained on  the list unless objection is
offered. It pives a great deal of tromble to
the Flectoral Department.

Amendhuent put and passed.

Hon. P, COLLIER: 1 vather think it
will be necessary to insert another proviso
dealing with the houscholdler and oeeupicr
in cages where men may he deemed to be
householders and occupiers in two different
provinces. We lhave declarcd that the quali-
fiention shall be ‘‘inhabitant oceupier as
owner or temant.’’ A man may be termed
an imhabitaut ocenpier as owner of houses in
the clauge as it stands he would be entitled
two or wore provinces. In that case, under
to be enrolled for the several provinees. I
think a provise is necessary. I move an
amendment-—

That the following proviso be added:—
“¢Provided, however, that no elector being
the inhabitant occupier of more than one
dwelling-house within the State shall be
entitled to be registered for any province
other than that in. which his principal
place of residence iz situated.’’

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do not
know how the proviso is going to De inter-
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1ictel, i Qo uot think many eases would
arise under it. The Bill as it now stands
means that  the prineipal guoalifieation is
houschold franchise. 1t is true a man may
kave a- honse in more than one province.
8till, T think we had better leave it as it is.
Who is going to detevmine the principal
plaec of residence? Tt is not only the owner,
but the oecupicr, who has a vote.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Suppose his name is
on two rolls as oceupier§

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
uot many such cases.

Houn. W, C. Angwin: There are hundreds
of them.

The ATTORNEY QGENERAL: Tt s
rather difficult to say what effect the altera-
tion will have. T am prepared to assent to
the proviso at present.

Mr. LAMBERT: The new c’aunse is conse-
quential on the deeision of the Committee.
If 1 vere in business in one distriet, 1
wounld be on the raterayers’ roll and would
antomatieally go on the Council roll for the
provinee and, if 1 were living eclsewhere, L
would go on the Council roll for that pro-
vince. It is essential to have some such
clause.

Sir. H. B. LEFROY: It is inconceivable
that a mau ean oecupy two places. Could
he, as a tenant, occupy a house in Kalgoorlie
and another in Perthd

Mr. Lambert: Certainly for a certain
length of time.

Sir H. B. LEFROY: If he had a busi-
nesa in Kalgoortie and another in Perth he
might oceupy a house in Kalgoorlie part of
the time and a house in Perth part of, the
time. - 1f he ownerd the house in Kalgoorlie,
he ecownld recister as the owaer.

Hou. I*. Collier: He eonld vote in both
provinces,

8ir H. B. LEFROY: The Constitution
does not prohibit him from wvoting in both
places. :

Hon. P. Collier: The muendment we have
just paesed will do so.

Bir H. B, LEFROY: If he owns free-
held property in both places he ean vote in
ercl place, but we have only been dealing
with the nght of an ocenpier to vote. We
should Dbe eareful that the amendment does
not stultify us. Tt would he better to say
that anyone shonld aot vote for more than
onge provinee,

Mr, Fambert: Would you support that?

Sir TI. B. LEFROY: If there is an at-
tempt to get this in by a side issue, I shall
ckicet, The Attorney Ceneral should wateh
it carefully.

There are

Amendment put and passed; the clavse as
amended agreed to.

Clauses 4, S—agreed to.

Clanse 6—Amendment of Scction 38 and
repeal of Seetion -12:

Hon, . COLLIER: I oppose the clause.
It is a necessary safezuard that a mewmber
aceepting  oflice should have to go up for
re-clection. Tf it oecurs immediately after a
‘general eclection, he is not likely to be in-
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convenicuesd auel bencsr rarely in ther:
opposition unless the election has been a
¢logz one, or he has been returned by n nar-
row ajority., This is a safeguard against
the member going back on his pledge aml
perbaps pursuing a  different conrse from
what the electors thonghkt he would,

The Premier: It has unever been
sary.

Hon, P, COLLIER: On more than one-
oveasion the electors have rejected a mem-
ber who has uctepted eflice. In the Mor-
gans Minigtry three members were defuated
on going up for re-clection. That showed
that the members were out off touch with
their constituents. Tt i3 not n great hard-
ship for & member aceepting oFee to secure
the endorsement of the eleetors.

The PREMIER: T do not aurce with the
leader of the Oppoesition. Tf a member is
clectedd and jeins the Gove nmert formed hy
his party, what is the ne2? for re-~laction?

Mr. Munsie: What if Le is clected by
anotlier party and the Goveonment offer him
office as an inducement to pet a wmajority?

The PREMIER: How often does that
happend

Mr. Munsie: A lot lately,

The PREMIER: I think not,

Mr. Munsie: Oh yes.

The PREMIER: I see no good reasoun
why a member should seek re-clection affer
accepting office. It means considerable cx-
pense to the country and to the member.
Three years is a very short term,

Mr. Lambert:. Not one of your Ministers
was challenged at the by-clections,

Mr. Jones: No, the only one who would
have been challenged would not aceept min-
isterial office,

The PREMTER: The hon, member should
state why it is necessary to scck ro-clection.
It is not wnecessary as a safepuard.

neces-

Hon, T. Walker: It is a saleynard, ab-
solutely, .
The PREMTER: To what extent. What

object was there in gending the Attorney
tieneral baek to the electorate? Me had been
returned to support the Government,

Hon. T. Walker: Not the present Gov-
ernment.  Suppose after a member was re-
turned a new Government wore formad and
he appealed to his constituents and was re-
jeeted. 'Mhat would be an indieation to the
Government -

The PREMTER: If we seleeted for office
i member from the other side of the House,
the cleclors might objeet.

Mr. Mungie: There is nothing to say that
shall not he donc.

Mr. Johuston: We have the ease of the

member for Brown ILill-Ivunhoe when Mr.
Lntey was retnrned,
The FREMIFR: Would any hardship

be inflicted if there was no re-vleetion$
Mr. O’Loghlen: There wouldl not be so
many <efeetions, * :
The PREMIER: T sece no renson why a
member should go up for re-clection,
Mr. Jones: Do you think West Sydney
would re-clect Billy Huglhes when he vatted?
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Mr. O'Loghlen: You want us to agree to
this and we do not know where it will lead.

The PREMIER: TIf a member has to
seck re-election, the people lose his services
for a month. The member for Kanowna
knows that,

Hon. T. Walker: Not a bit of it.
go out and we will risk it.

The PREMIER: The leader of the Op-
position has not shown that this provision
iz in any respect a safeguard.

Mr. Munsie: Did not the present Mipis-
ter for Mines accept office before he was
eleeted, and wag he not defeated for the
Brownhill-Ivanhoc seat some time before?

The PREMIER: Tt is n matter for regret
that he was defeated on that occasion.
When he beeame a Minister in this Govern-
ment e was returned for another con-
stituency.

Mr. Munsie: I do not object to that.

The PREMIER: T hope the Committec
will agree that when a private member be-
comes 1 Minister he shonld not have to
seek re-clection.,

Hon, T. WALKER: [ bhave heard no
argument in tavour of a change, The pre-
sent proposal amounts te a drifting back-
wards to the time when the king created
his Ministers and they were Ministers for
life.

The Attorney General: Yon suggest that
the conditions are the same?

Hon, T. WALKER: This appeal to the
peaple is a change which came with  the
gpirit and growth of demoeracy. Electors
may elect n moewber to serve them, but
may not desire b to take a position of
responsibility in n Ministry, or they may
not wish him to join that partienlar Minis-
try. surely the clectors have a right te a
vaiee im this  matter when a member
changes his relationship to his constituency.
The opinion of such a member on hecoming
a AMinister muost  be” controlledl by the
majority in Cabinet,

The Attorney General:
resign,

Hon, T. WALKER: Who c¢ver knew of
one who did so? It is on a par with what
Cavlvle sayy, that kings never commit
suicide.

The Premier: We ought to provide for
the reeall.

Hon, T. WALKER: Give us the
initiative, referendum and veeall and we
will put up with perpetual Ministrics. This
serves the purpose of the reeall, and we
shall be preserving the rights of onr con-
stitnents. T prefer to stick to the rights of
the people. We must not shear them of
the privileges and rights they possess, If
we get more out of toueh with the people

You

He can alwaygs

than we are at present, we shall be able to -

do as we like in this Chamber in spite of
them. We want to give the people the
right to ondorse or otherwise the seleetion
of their representatives as members of a
Ministry.
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The PPremier: The House can always pro-
tect the interests of the people.

Hon. T. WALKER: The House cannot
really do so. One side of this House is
always fighting the other. The most we
can do is to compromise in the interests of
the people, more cspecially as we have to
¢onsult another Chamber, This House never
his carried out the real will of the people.

[Mr, Piesse.took the Chair.]

Mr., LAMBERT: The Attorney Genera¥
would be well advised to take the Commit-
tee more into his confitence regarding the
reason for this ehange. There must be
either a politienl reason or a rcason of
economy. Tho hon. gentleman himself had
a unigue experience when aceepting office
under the present leadership. The feelings
of his constituents were clearly shown by
the vesult of the clection, and T hope per-
sonitl considerations will not weigh with
him when a constitetional e¢hange of this
nature is proposed. The innovation will
deprive the people of a certain right. In
no other case but that of the Atiorner
Generat has there been politienl hardship;
and the hon. gentleman has not suggested
that the change is desirable as a matter of
ceonomy.  There is no need for us to fear
to trust the eleetors. The political history
of Australin has taught cleeted men not
to hreak away suddenly from their political
faith. Tf they do so, and aceept Ministerial
rimk, the electors should have a right te
say whether they will endorse such sction.
We ‘should be concerned about the reason-
able safeguards which the electors of this
State ought to have, While no great saving
can result from the proposed change, its
effect will be to deprive the people of some
of the power they now possess. During the
war certain political breaks and palitical
mix-ups oceurred; and the party opposite,
withont consulting the electors, soothed
their outraged feelings by making changes
in the composition of the Ministry. The
Attorney General, notwithstanding his
more or less pleasant personal experience
of a fow months ago, will recognise that
there is no great need for this innovation.

Mr. MUNSIE: T hope the Commitice will
delete the clanse altogether. Tf -we had not
the provision which exists in the Constitution
at the present time the Premicer would not be
where be ts just now, His party coulil not
find a seat for the Minister in another place
when that Minister was Premier, and ihat is
why we have the member for Northam here
ar Premier.

Hon. P. Collic: Then we will stick to
the conditions which bronght the member for
Northam here.

My. MUNSIE: I do not know of an in-
gtonge where a man, sticking to the party by
whom he has been returned, Las been de-
feated on going up for re-election. A defeat
has only come about when the Minister has
turned round and joined another party. The
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case of the member for Williams-Narrogin,
however, wns different. That hon, n}ember
altered his opinion but he resigned his seat
and asked his clectors ta endorse his atti-
tude. They sent him back again. The only
argument which has been used is that thia
provision does mot apply in the Common-
wealth. If it had appplied in the Commen-
wealth we would not have had the shuffiing
andl re-shuffing which has been continunally
taking place. What chance would the Prime
Minister have hal of being returned in his
own electorate after having formed a coali-
tion against the constitution of hiz own
party? Even wlen the following elections
came about the Prime Minister had to seek
another elcetorate. He was afraid to face his
own, If the proposal contaived in the Bill
had been submitted by the Goevernment on
the seore of economy there might have heen
some argument iu its favour, That, however,
has nat been done. The only argument used
has been the one that a Minister should not
o before his constituents except at the time
of the general elections., Probably next year
there will be a gencral eleetion, and we ean-
not say how partics will retorn, They may
be fairly evenly dlivided, and if we wipe out
this provision, some member may declare
that he will have three years of office seeured,
without having to appeal to his constituents,
1 want the people to continne te have the
right which they possess at the present time,
It they ave dissatisfied with the member whn
represents them  Tar having aceepted offiee
they shonld Lave thie right to torn him down,

The ATTORNEY GENFRAL: One wontd
imagine, listening to  the remarks of
hou. membhers, that there was a posgibility of
having a Ministerial election onee a week.

Hon, I, Walker: Nonsense!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:  Perhaps
onee a woeek is a slight exaggevation, but the
avguments nsed wonlit appenr to he that the
interests of the conntry aned the interests of
the individual would be best conserved by
having constunt references to the clectors to
determing whether a portienlie member is fit
to represent thew in a Ministerial eapacity.

AMr, Mungie: Nathing of the kind,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: When
hon. members advianee argnments of that
kind T regret to have to say that T do not
belicve in them. [ have a slight knowledge
of human nature, and to anyone who tella me
he thinks it advisahle that there should he an
cleetion in vonnection with the appointment
of a Alinister T ecan only say that I view
such a remark with a certain amount of ans-
picion.  With the exeeption of the few per-
sons employed on cleetions, mnobody wants
an clection merely because an hon. member
hag aceepted affiee in the Ministry, T Qid not
say much about the provision on the second
reading, for the rcason that one constantly
hears in the lobhy the opinion that the pre-
scnt gystem shoald be abolished, That opin-
jou is te be heard every day in the street.
Amongst my own electors there is a large
majority of the same opinion. The present
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gystem is unseless, as is clearly proved when
hon. members opposite challenge me to pro-
duee an instance of a newly appointed Min~
ister being rejected by his electors.

Hon. T. Walker: The Attorney General
might be fair.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am try-
ing to be fair. I cannot believe that the
arguments put forward to-night are really
genuine. Tt ia suggested that we are de-
priving the electors of their rights.

Mr. Munsie: So you are.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If that is
80, whiech T doubt, I for one am prepared to
take the risk of depriving my own electors
of their rights in this regard. During the ldst
ten years the aystem that we still have has
L:een abolished in nearly every Parliament in
the British Dominions. Ts that to go for
nothing? When it suits lhon, members op-
posite we are bombarded with references to
what other Parliaments have done, but when
the proposal does not suit hon. members op-
posite the common sense of all the other Par-
tinments in the DBritish Dominions hag no
weight whatever. 1 do not really think many
hon. members believe that it is a good thing
either for the State or for the members con-
cerned to bave an election at every possible
opportunity,

Hon. T, Walker:
adopted this?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The British
Parliament, during last session.

Mr. HOLMAN : I will
amendment, 1 have been many years in
Parliament aml on that experience I say
we must have a safegnard against men cap-
ahle of forsaking their political faith for
their personal paiu. It so happens that T
entered Parlimment at a time when several
men wha had previousty fought for demoe-
racy  forsook their opinions to take office
in the Ministry; but they were caught by
our system which necessitates a newly ap-
pointed Minister going back to his electors,
and ont of the Ainistry of six that went
to the country on that occasion only three
were returncd.  That way the Mergans Min-
istry, Mr. Moss, the late Mr, Frank Wil
sou and the latc Mr. Justice Moorhead—
perhaps the most brilliant man who ever sat
i this Parliament—were the three who re-
linquished their principles to enter the Min-
istry.  Mr. Justice Moorhead was turned
down by the very men who had previously
given him a hig majority. So too, both in
the ease of the late Mr. Frank Wilson—
who also was one of onr most hrilliant nen
—and iu the case of Mr, Moss, of another
place.  Wheuever an hon. member naceepts
an office of profit under the Crown, the eclee-
tors whe returned him should have the right
to speak again. On no oceasion that T re-
member has a man who remaived true to
his policy been turned down under this gys
tem, but nearly every time on whieh a ma«
hag sold his party to gain offfice he has bad
a scvere struggle, if not a defent, on going
hefore the country in consequence of Luv-
ing taken office.  The Minister for Works

What Parliaments have

suppert  the
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kuows this. He was in the Heouse when those
bitter struggles occurred which representel
the turn of demoeracy in Western Australia,
when the Labour party had practically no
standing in polities in this State. Tt was
then very neccssary fo have this safeguard
againgt a man selling his coustituency for
the sake of office, and that principle should
not be sacrificed today. So long as we
have party Government no man should he
permitted to betray his party and take office
without having to aceount to his clectors. If
he turns for the sake of benecfiting him-
self he should be compelled to go heforr
his constitvents. 71 hope this prineiple will
be retained.

Clanse put and a division faken with tfw
following result—

Ayes .. .. 23
Noes .. . .. 14

Majorityr for .. R

AYRS.
Mr. Angelo M. Maley
Mr. Broun Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Brown Mr. Money
Mr. Draper Mr. Mullany
Mr. Dult Mr. Nalrp
Mr. Durack Mr. Pickering
Mr. Foley Mr. Scaddan
Mr. George Mr. Smith
Mr. Griffiths Mr. Teesdale
Mr, Harrison Mir. Willmott
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Hardwick
Sir H. B. Lefroy (Tueller.)

Noks,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Rocke
Mr. Chesson : Mr. Troy
Mr. Colller Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Willeock
Mr. Jones Mr. Wilson
Nr. Lambert Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Lutey (Peller.)
Mr, Munsle

Clause thuas passed.

Clansa 7—Repeal of Sections 66 and 67 of
52 Vietorin No. 23, and Seetion 46 of 63
Victoria No, 19, anil substitution of new
provisions:

Mr, HOLMAN: Seeing that the rats’ hole
has been guarded at one end, it i only
right that they should not have a means of
rebieat to the next hole. Supported by a big
hody of rats both inside and out——

My, SBmith: This is not a Vermin Bill

Mr. HOLMAN: Ne, but if we put the
right dope cn them, we shall get rid of a Iot
of them, This deals with vermin to a arcat
extent but, instead of doing away with them,
it safeguards them. The Government shonld
see that ancther place dees not appropriate
money to bolster up a big number of rats
outside the House. Amnother place has al-
ready exercised its powers. During the last
vear or two many thousands of pounds have
been “expended to bolster wn one seetion of
the ecommunity whose delight in time of

| ASSEMBLY.]

tryulle is to rat or bluckfvg against their
fellow workers. Pro*ably we shall have
hefore us in. the uear future, a report from
a go-called Royal Commissioner, a persum by
the name of Lnazarus, JIf miembers refer to
his antecedents, they will know exactly what
justice to expeet s the outeomo of  the
Commission. We hnow why the Commission
way apoointed; we know who ig goin- to
benefit from it.  This Ttouse, representing
the people of the country, must decide how
the revenue of the country shall be ex-
pended. The amending clanse will have a
far veaching effeet. It will place in the
hands of the T.egislative Council a power
they have never before possessed.  Referenee
will doubtless he made to the reporls of com-
mittees which have considered the question
of money Bills procedure. This Chamber has
always regerved the right to say how moncy
shall be appropriated and expended, amd
those members who have sat in this Ilonse
for some yoars must realise the
necessity  for  taking & firm  stawnd
The Bill is mercly a picee of canouflaze
to give some people the idea that ther are
cetting sowething, and to give another see-
tion the right to sell their constitueneies and
betray their party—in other words, to give
another place a right it never had beforn.
T am not going to allow it to pass without
a strong protest. The Attorney Gemeral
should explain how far reaching it really is.

The Attorney General: T have explained it
fully.

Mr. HOLMAN: The explanation wag on a
par with most of the Tegal explanations we
hear from time to time. Tt merely covered
up the defeets of the mcasure,

The Attorney General: T do not think T

was offensive when'T moved the second read-
ing,
Mr. HOLMAN: T do not suggest that, hut
it is enstomary for the legal fraternity to
trade on the ignorance of those who listen to
them. T am not going to accept any of these
amendwments to our Constitution without giv-
ing the people an  opportunity of veicing
their opinions in the matter. The people
have so far given no indieation of their
opinion that cur system regarding the ap-
propriation of money or revenue should be
altered, or that taxation proposals shoulil
not originate in this chamber. It iz diffienlt
to understand how far reaching this Bilt will
be, 8ections §66 and 67 of the Constitution
Act are being repenled, and the Bilt pro-
vides for giving the Tegislative Couneil
power to introduee legislation imposing taxa-
tiou.

The Attorney General:
thing of the kind.

Mr. HOLMAN: My opinion is tlmt it c]m-s
Why is it necessary to have these amend-
ments®  They give n section of the legisla-
ture a power it never had hefore, and T de-
sire that the matter shonld be thoroughly

Tt docs not do any

gone into before this partieular clane is
passed.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The hon.

memher je not justified in insinuating that
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I bhave not given a fair explanation vegard-
ing any of the clauses of the Bill, He seems
to doubt my capability for explaining these
provisions, and demands that I should point
out to him where these clauses do not give
the Legislative Couneil greater powers than
they possess at present. It is no use giving
the information to the hon. member becanse
he will not aceept it. These alterations
do not extend the powers now possessed by
the Legisiative Council. The hon, member
has apparently forgotten that he was a mem-
ber of the joint seleet committee.

AMr. Holman: I do remember it,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: He will
prabably kuow to what these clauses refer.
They are taken verbatin from the recom-
mendations of the joint committee and were
agreed to by both sections which sat upon
that committee. There was one clause recom-
mended by the members of the Legislative
Assembly which was not agreed to by the
Council members, and that clause is net in-
elnded in this Bill. The only clauges here
are those agreed to by the joint committee.
If we desire to have these clauses made a
part of the Constitution Act, it wonld be a
pity if we did not recognise the aetion taken
by our representatives on that joint commit-
tee, If we did not do so, we would give the
Legislative Council an excuse for not recog-
nising the action of their members. The last
recommendation was that the recommenda-
tions as a whole should be made the sahject
matter of amendments of the Act at the earl-
iest opportunity, and this is the first time
that the Constitution has eome wp for amend-
ment since the report of that joint committee.

Mr, JONES: The Attorney General’s ex-
planation, so far as it goes, is quite satisfac-
tory, and I presume the clanse does not in
any way extend the powers of the Legislative
Council. 1 am satisfied, however, that it is
the Committee’s desire to curtail the in-
fluence of another place where that influence
is detrimental to the best interests of the
eountry. The clause shonld go further, and
gshould debar the Council from decreasing
any proposed charge or burden on the people
exeept in cases where persons with incomes
not exceeding £300 per annum are coneerned.
Three hundred pounds a year I regard as the
minimum income on which a family ean be
supported at the present time. Occasion
will very shortly arise, if the final clauses of
the Bl are adequatcly amended, for the
present leader of the Opposition to intro-
duce, as Colonial Treasurer, taxation meas-
ures which will seriously affect those friends
of the present Government, the absentee land-
lord and the profitcer. In view of that pro-
bability, T shall move the amendment which
T have soggested, if the Attorney General is
not prepared to do so.

[Mr. Stubbs resumed the Chair.]

Mr. Holman: Y have an amendment pre-
vious to yours,

Mr. JONES: I am not moving my amend-
ment at present.
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Mr. HOLMAN: It is my intention to
move in the direction of striking out the
words ‘‘Sections 66 and 70.’’ When the-
select committee sat in conneetion with
this matter in 1915, the opinion was held
that a measure would soon afterwards be
brought in to deal with the matter. Nearly
five years have elapsed without awything
having been done., Why, therefore, the
necessity for introducing it at this stage,
when we have been able to do without it
for so long? There was no necessity, ap-
parently, for it between 1915 and the
present time =nd there cannot be any
urgent necessity for it just now. Other
Governments had an opportunity of sub-
mitting the question to Parliament but
they did not do so. We have been able to
do without it for so long and we can con-
tinne to do without it for another jyear
or two.

Mr. Jones ealled attention to the state
of the House.

Bells rung, and a quornm formed.

Mr. HOLMAN: I was a member of the
joint select committee which sat in 1915,
and I am wondering why our five-year-old
recommendations should only now be ve-
garded as important. Although we drew
up those recommendations in 1915, nothing
has since heen done to bring them into
foree.

The Premier: Tt is the first opportaniiy
we have had of bringing them forward.

Mr. HOLMAN: That may be so, and T
give the lon, member eredit for trying to
put those recommendations inte effeet; but
I cannot appland him for cloaking other
important amendments under the recom-
mendations made by the selsct committee,

The CHATRMAN: That is the third time L
have heard the hon. member use that argu-
ment. T should like him to bring forward
other arguments and not keep on repeating
himsslf. .

Mr. HOLMAN: Certainly. I will read
what took place in the seleet committee and
diseuss each of the points raised. To
show the interest taken in the appointment
of that selcet committee T may find it
necessary to read the debate in the House
which led up to that appointment. Acecord-
ing to ‘‘Hansard’’ of the 13th Auwgust,
1915, the member for Canning (Mr. Robin-
gon) moved—

That, in view of the report of the select
committee appointed last session to eon-
fer with a committee of the Legislative
Couneil ag to the framing of Joint Stand-
ing Orders with regard to the procedure
on Money Bills, by which report it ap-
pears that the committees were at that
time unable to arrive at any satisfactory
conclusion, a select committee be ap-
pointed to inquire into the best means of
overcoming the present differences be-
tween the two Houses in regard to such
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Bills, and that the Legislative Couneil be
requested to appoint a sioular ecommittee
to confer with the committee of thig
House on this subject.
This shows clearly that the matter did not
erop up in 1914,

Mr, Jones called attention to the sfate
of the House,

The CHAIRMAN: A quarter of an hour
has not yet elapsed since my attention was
called to the state of the House.

Mr. Jones: It is just on the quarter,

The CHAIRMAN: I am the judge of
that.

Mr. HOLMAN: I shall keep going for a
couple of hours if necessary. The nced for
an amendment extends back beyond 1014,
The unsatisfactory state of affairs in-
dicated by the motion has existed for many
years, and I cannot understand why some-
thing was not done. On the oecasion of
moving his motion the member for Canning
faid—

This subject i3 a0 well known to mem-
bers that there will be no need for me
to give the reasons advanced last session
when I moved in a similar direction.

The CHATRMAN: Will the hon, member
please address the Chair? I shall not allow
him to address a member sitting alongside
him.

Mr. HOLMAN: 1 was jusi asking the
member for Geraldion to get something
for me.

The CHATRMAN: The bon. member will
address the Chair.

Mr. HOLMAN : I intend to show the reasons
given for moving the motion in 1915. The
member for Canning procesded—

Suffiee it to say that the committes ap-
pointod lest eession did very good and useful
work. L

I waa & momber of the committes and I intend
to quote the report, Although the necessity
existod in 1914 no effort has been made until
the end of 1919 to give offect to that good work.
1t is hard to say whether the same necessity
exigta to-day when the financial position of the
oountry has changed so greatly. This is the
4imo when we should take & strong stend in
rogard to the expenditurs of money and not
give way in the sliihtest miarding the imposi-
tion of taxation which might inflit hardship
on the people, who already are carrying as
muoh a9 they oan bear. The ragmrt continnes—

I venture to eay that, if we had had a month
more time, I believe a oconclusion would have
been arrived at. I hope the motion will be
carriod, and that the committes will foon
got to work so that this diffioulty may be
overcome ; and when it is this bone of con-
tontion, which has existed botwoen the two
Houses and cansed most inharmonious re-
lations for many years, will coase,

The motion was pagsed and a select committee
congisting of Mr. Speaker, Mr. Hobnan, Mr.
McDowall, Mr, Gardiner and Mr. Robinson—
who comprised the Standing Orders committes
of the House—was appointed. Members of the
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Council also appointed a committeo and the
joint committee held many meeotings and ar-
rived at certain docisions, With tho various
changes of Governments in the intervoning
years, no altoration has been made, 1 would
prefor that the matter be held ovor until more
comprohonsive moasures can be dovised and
those members who have since come into the
House with more advanced opinions can de-
cido what is requirod. I acknowlodge that
new membera can always give old members
indications of whero progress might be made.
On the motion for the appointment of the solect
committeo the member for Yilgarn (Mr. Hudson)
stated—

I would like to point out that we have a
Btanding Orders committos to doal with
these matters, and the motion will have the
effoot of duplicating and making a seloct
committes of the Standing Orders commitiee.
I do hot know what the Standing Orders
committes have done that this motion should
be passed.

No atterapt had been made up to that date to
bring about the amendmenta.

Mr. Jones called attontion to the atate” of
the House.

Bells rung, and & quorum formoed.

Mr, HOLMAN : I movo—
That progress bo roported and leave ssked
to sit again.
Motion put and a division
following rosult :i—

talon with the

Ayes o 4
Noes I b
Majority against ... 18
AYES,
Mr. Angwin Mr. Jones
Mr, Holman (Teller)
Mr. Willcock
Noks,
Mr, Apgelo Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Broun Mr. Money
Mr. Draper Mr. Mullony O
Mr, Duft Mr. Nairn
Mr, Durack Mr. Pickerlng
Mr. Foley Mr. Piesso
Mr. George Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Qrifiiths Mr. Willmott
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Hardwick
Mr. Maley {Telier.)

Motion thus negatived.

Mr. HOLMAN : Seeing that the Committes
aro desirous of having the decision of the select
committee made law, one must give oonsider-
ation to their views, Tt is interesting to go
baok to the daya when hon, members dealt
with these matters, The member for Yil-
garn, who rogarded himsclf as a oconatitu-
tional authority, went on to say, “I
have not been consulted on the question of
forming one of the select committes.” He
did not realiso his own abilitios, but the House
oconsidored that ho should be one of the mem.
bers of that committee. Either he felt elated
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.t the importance of the position given to him,
or ho felt a messure of sympathy for the
Standing Orders Committee of that day. Hon.
members then realised that the highest con-
stitutional authorities should be brought to-
gother to consider this question, end without
the hon. member being consulted they appoin-
ed him upon that committee. What other
effoct could the deliberations of such a com-
mittee have upon such & vital question,
except that which we have geen. The mabter
was given due consideration, The member
for Yilgarn objected to being appointed a mom-
bor of another select committes, bnt eXpressed
his willingness to continue to act on & Joint
Select Committee on Standing Orders. Even
in those days opinions were divided, Haa the
member for Yilgarn had an opportunity of
-oxpressing to-night his opinion on the recom-
mendations of that joint committee 7 He has
pot, Then different tactics were docided upon.
Tho member for Canning (Mr. Robinson) moved
that a aelect committes be appointed, consist-
ing of Mr Speaker, Mr, Holman, Mr. Hud-
son, Mr. @Gardiner, and the mover. That
motion was carried. It would take a long time
to go into the subject as fully as its importance
warrants. I well remember sitting on that
#elect committee and giving the subject every
pomible consideration. I realised then that a
change was necessary. However, without say-
ing anything further I move an amendment—

That in lines 1 and 3 the words * Seations

66 and 67 of the Constitution Act, 1899, and,”

be struck out.

Amendment put, and o division taken with
‘the following result :—

Ayes - 17
Noes . 4
Majority egainst ... 13
AYESR,
Mr. Broun Mr. Moncy
Mr. Draper Mr. Mullany
Mr. Durack Mr. Nafrn
Mr. Foley Mr. Pickering
Mr. George Mr. Piesse
Mr. Grifiiths Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Hickniott Mr. Willmott
Mr. Maley Mr. Hardwick
Alr. Mitchell (Tetier.)
NoEs.
Mr. Holman Mr. Willeock
Mr. Jones (Teller.)
Mr. Lutey

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr. HOLMAX : 1 shall now proceed to show
oxectly what the Egsition wag a few months
Iater. I recognise that the numbers are apgainst
me, and that there is not much chance of my
bringing about the alterations which I desire.
It is & matbtor of groat regret to me that an amend-
ment of the Constitution which was recommend-
od in 1015 should be brought forward in 1919,

The CHATRMAN : That is the seventh time
the hon, member hag made that statement
to-night. T must ask the hon. member not to
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ropeat himself ; otherwise I shall be compelled
to call upon him to resumo his asat.

Mr. HOLMAN: The OChairman I3 hardly
carrect. I am explaining my reasons for not
advooating the ameundment further. It the
necessity arizes I can do it for hours.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member will not
do it for hours, and if he defies the Chair I
will put him in his place.

Mr, HOLMAN: If you, Sir, make a threat, I
will show that I can uphold my position in this
House.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will
please continue his remarks.

Mr. HOLMAN : If that is the stand you, Me.
Chairman, intend to take on the question, I
will continue to deal with the matter es it ap-
peals to me. This question was discussed in
January, 1915.

The CHATRMAN : That is the tenth time
the hon. member has said that.

Mr, HOLMAN : Aund if the necessity ocours
it may be nocessary for me to again repeat it.
In January, 1915, a resolution was carried in
this House——

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member will
please resume his seat.

Mr. HOLMAN : I intend to exerciso my right
to continue tho debate in the way which I think
proper. I have mentioned January, 1915, only
once.

The CHAIRMAN : The hon. member must
resume his soat. I will read Standing Ordoer
73—

Mr. Speaker, or tho Chairman, shall order
members whose conduct is grossly disorderly
to withdraw immediatcly from the House
during the remainder of that days’ sitting,
and that the Sorgeant-at-Arms do act on
such directions as he may receive from the
Chairman in pursuance of this order ; but if
on any occasion Mr. Speaker or the Chairmen
deems that his powers under this Standing
Order are inadequate, he may name such
membor or members in pursuance of Standing
Order No. 72, or he may call upon the House
to adjudge upon the conduct of such member
or mombers ; provided always, that membors
who are ordered to withdraw under this
Standing Order, or who are suspended from
the service of the House under the Standing
Order No. 72, shall forthwith withdraw from
the precinctz of the House ; subject, however,
in the caso of such suspended members, to
the proviso in that Standing Order regarding
their service on private Bill committees.

I desire once mare to eall the hon. member's
attontion to tho fact that for the last hour he
has ropeated himself time and again. He has
actually used the same sentences. That is nob
allowad, and while I oceupy the Chair T will not
permit it to be done. If the hon. member will
continue the debate in a proper manner, I shall
allow him to rosumeo. If he does not, I shall
have to take action and request the Committes
to uphold the Chair.

Mr. HOLMAN : T have no desire to flout the
ruling of the Chairman. My only desire is to
prevent the introduction of legisiation which is
not in the best interests of the State.

The CHATRMAN : The hon. member is quite
af liberty to do that.
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Mr. HOLMAN : Why is it necessary at the
present time to introduce logislation that will
have the effect of bringing about a drastic re.
form in our Constitution? I do not see the
nead for it, but if the nead be there, why should
we be compelled to accept an amendment which
for years past has not been found necessary ?
One of tho objoeots of the select committes which
sat in 1915 was to place in the hands of thosa
who had the most knowledge, the authority
. necessary to the imposing of fees for licenses
or other services. There is no public man in
the State who will not admit that what was
satisfactory five years ngo may be found insuff-
cient to-dey.

The CHAIRMAN : For the leat time I warn
the hon. member that if he uses that sentence
again I will ask him to leave the Chamber. If
the hon. member has used it once he has used
it twenty times during the last hour.

Mr. HOLMAN : I shonld like to know what
sentence you refer to?

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has
told us twenty times thet what was good five
years ago is no good to-day. If the hon. mem-
bor repeats it, I will order him to leave the
Chamber ; so, too, if he repeats any of the other
sentonces he has used so often.

Mr. HOLMAN : I will obey your ruling and
endeavour not to repeat myself. I have no
desire to flout the Chsir, but merely to express
my opinions in the interests of my constituents,
The Bill will have a far-reaching offact, and we
should give it serious consideration.

Interruption of proceedings.

The CHATRMAN : You heve repeated that
twenty times already. I ask you fo leave the
Chamber now, and at once.

Mr. HOLMAN : I do not remember repeat-
ing that before.

The CHAIRMAN: Will you obey the ruling
of the Chair ?

Mr. HOLMAN : I am not going to be gagged
by you.

The CHATRMAN : Are you going to leave
the Chamber !

Mr. HOLMAN : No.
sentence before.

The CHATRMAN : Then I must report to
the Speaker.

I heve not used that

{The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The CHATRMAN: I repret to report, Sir,
that I have to name Mr. Holman for wilfully
ropeating himself and refusing to desist when
I wamod him. In the interests of the House
and in order to comply with Standing Order
78 T asked him to desisé, but he refused to do
so. I thon nsked him to leave the Chamber,
and he said be would not be gagged by me.

The SPEAKER. : The hon. member has been
orderad by the Chairman of Committees to
leave the Chamber for disobeying the ruling of
the Chair. I must uphold the Chairman of
Committees and order the member for Mur-
chison to leave the Chamber.

Mr. HOLMAN : I intend to stand upon my
rights and privileges as a member of the House
and not obey an order by the Chairman of Com-
mittees, or even by the Speaker, to leave the

* must resume his seat,
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Chamber. unless I am guilty of an offence against
the Standing Orders, ' !

The SPEAKER : The hon. member cannot
debate the question. He must leave the
Chamber. ;

Mr. HOLMAN: T was sccused of repeating
myself. I defy the Chairman of Committees
or anybody else—

The SPEAKER : Order! The hon. member
must resume his seat. The Chairman of Com-
mittees has reported that it was necessary for
him to take action on the score of tedious repe-
tition. The Chairman of Committees ordered
the hon. member to leave the Chamber. The
hon. momber must leave the Chamber. He
cannot disouss the question.

Mr. HOLMAN: I will discuss it all right ;
don’t you make any mistake about that. I
em not going to be treated in this way by the
Chairman of Committees.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
The hon. member must
leave the Chamber. Sergeant-at.Arms! re-move
the hon. momber.

Mr. HOLMAN: The hon. member will not
be removed by the Sergeant-at-Arms or any-
body else. ’

The SPEAKER ; The
leave.

hon. member must
Sergeant-at- Arms ! remove the hon. mem-

T,
" Sergeant-at-Arms: Shall I ecall the police,
ir ?

The SPEAKER: Whatever is necessary to
remove the hon, member must be done. Ser-
geant-at-Arms ! remove the hon, member from
the Chamber.

Sergeant-at-Arms : I have sent for the police,
SBir. :

Mr. SPEAKER : I order the hon. member
for Murchison to leave the Chamber.

Mr. HOLMAN : In deference to your raquest
I shall loave the Chamber, but I desire to take
an opportunity "to express the opinion that I
have been unjustly treated, though not by you,

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member cannot
discuss the matter at this stage.

Mr. HOLMAN : I shall do so at another stage
and perhaps in a most emphatic manner.

[(Mr. Holman then left the Chamber.]

Committee resumed.

Mr. JONES: Subclause (3) does not go far
enough to moot the drastic changes which the
Government wish to make to the Constitution.
To morely prevent another place from increasing
any proposod charge or burden on the people
is not a sufficient safeguard for a Constitution
Act to last for eny length of time. We are
legislating for the future and to meet the needs
of the future, I move an amendment—

That the following words bo added—* nor
decroase any proposed charge except on those
people whose incomo is less than £300 a year."

If a money Bill imposing taxation were sont to
anocther place, members there might deem it

_nocessary to cut down some of the itoms, and I

wish the right to be restricted to persons whose
income is iess than £300. The Council’s amend-
ment rogarding the exemption of children under
the income tax Act was wise and humane, and
must appeal to advanced domocrats like the
Attorney General. There is no doubt that in
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six org sovonTmonths, Fthe” Labour Party will
ocoupy the Treasury Benches.

The Minister for Mines: You have a long
vision. . )

Mr. JONES : Whon that time comes it will be
mecessary to introduce taxation measures affect-
ing .profiteers and the moneyed classes of tho
community. Suppose wo introduce a Bill to
deal with land values taxation: on reaching
another place, members would have the power
to cut down the provisions of the measure. Weo
aro well aware of what has happened to money
Bills in the past. The Government have asked
for the exact amount required so that taxation
wounld be equitable -and would be exacted from
those best able to contribute, but another place
has turmed down their proposals: or so mutilated
them as to render the measures useless. I want
to avoid any recurrence of that sort of thing.
It may be that the wording of the amendment
may not be approved of by all hon. members.
They may think that an income of £300 a year
is not high enough. Possibly many of our
farmers will be making more than £300 a year,

end it may be desired to increaso the amount

to £500 & year. What I desire 10 see is that
the taxation upon the wealthier men in the State
is not intorfored with.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.

Clause 8—Continustion or early determin-
ation of ‘Assembly :

Mr. JONES: My desire is to shorten the life
of Parliament instead of prolonging it.

The Promior: Vote against the clause.

Mr. JONES: I do not wigsh to harass the
Government.

The Premier : We will risk that.

Mr, JONES: My object is to assist the (iov-
ernment. It is hardly fair to the electors of the
State when they voted for their representatives
to come here for three years to prolong the
period of their representation. If Parliament is
prolonged for six months, what is to prevent
another Bill from being brought down to pro-
long it still further ?

The Minister for Mines: Any member can
resign if he thinka he is doing an injustice to his
electors by remaining too long in Parliament.

Mr. JONES: I the hon. member is refarring
to me, I would tell him shat unfortunately there
ia no one who will stend against me in my eleo-
torate, I am not prepared to vote for a clause
which will prolong the life of Parliament. The
sooner the country gets rid of the present Gov
ernment the better it will be for the State.

Clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Bill reported with amendments.

House adjourned at 1-7 am
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
pm,, and read prayers. -

QUESTION—PASTORAL LANDS
CLASSIFICATION.

Hon. G. J. G. W. MILES askcd the Min-
ister for Edueation: 1, What area of past-
oral land has to date heen elassifiod under
the Land Aet Amendment Act, 1917, 2, How
many men are employed? 3, Will the Gov-
crament expedite the classification, so as to
have the whole of the ares classified before
the end of 1920¢

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re
plied: 1, 14,000,000 sacres, 2, Two. 38,
‘Arrangements have been made to expedite
the work. It is hoped that the clagsifieation
will be completed by the end of 1920

QUESTION — FREEZING WORKS,
WYNDHAM, PURCHASE OF BUL.
LOCKS,

Hon, J. DUFFELL asked the Minister for
Education: 1, How many bullocks were pur-
chased for the Wyndham Freezing Works
during the 1919 seasen? 2, What was the
average cost and weight per bullock? 3,
What was the average cost per bullock for
killing and eanning¥ 4, What average price
was realised for the producef '

The MINTSTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 1, 9,386, of which 9,281 were treated;
balance being held. 2, £6 15s. 4d. — 6301bg,
3, Not aseertainable until accounts reeejved
from Wyndham, expected to arrive middle
December, 4, Bulk of produce not yet sold.

MOTION—LAND § ETTLEMENT,
MANJIMUP,

Hon. J. NICHOLSON
[4.34]: I move—

That a .return be laid on theq Table
showing—1, The aren of land surveyad
and sobdivided for settlement in the dig-
triet of Manjinup; 2, the number of
blocks made available; 3, the number of
blocks sold or taken up; 4, the number of
blocks forfeited; 3, the number of blocks

(Metropolitan)



