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.ADJOURNMENT-SPECLAL.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon.

5.M. Drew) moved-

- Tat thi House .at its. risng adjourni
u tntil Tuesday next.
*Question passed.

House adjourned at 5.30 p.m.

teatolative flenlmblg,
Ihursdo,, Jib JDecemnber, 1913.

Standing Orders amendment
Papers presented
Questions : Licenses to collect turtles.-

State enterprises, balance eheta
Railway Gonatnietlon, expenditure
Plemsro-pneaumonia. at Yandanooka

BUis: Reads Closure, 1K,.............
Boulder and Kalgoorlie Lots Reveet-

lug, all stages.. .......
Bills of Sale Act Amendment, Sit.
Factories. Amendment, St.
Permanent Reserves Rtededication,2.
Electoral Districts, Corn.. .....
Local Option, Coin.... ......

The SPEAKER took the
p.m., and read prayers.
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Chair at 3.30

STAND [NO ORDERS AMEND-
AIENT.

Mr. SPEA-KER: I have to present time
report of the Staniding Orders Commit-
tee in accordance with the resolution of
the House dated 4th November.

Report read.

Mir. SPEA-KER: [ recommend that a
motion be moved that the report be
printed. I do not think it desirable that
the House should take the matter into
consideration this session because the ur-
gency for the amendment has passed, the
Estimates having been dealt with by the

House, but if the report is printed the
matter can be discussed by the House next
session.

On motion by the MINISTER FOR
LAN -DS ordered, that the report be
printed.

* PAPERS PRESENTED).

By the Minister for Works: Bly-laws
of following roads boards:-(a"- Alur-
ray, (h) Melville, (c) Avon.

By the Minister for Lands: 1, Annual
report of the Charities Department to
30th June, 1913. 2, Annual. report of
the Surveyor General to 30111 June. 1.0113.

QUESTION-LICENSES TO COL-
LECT TURTLES.

Mr, IALE asked the Premier: 1, 'Is it
correct that the Government have leased
300 miles of coast line for the right to
collect turtles? 2, To whm thns this
coast line been leased? 3, When was it
leased, and for what terin? 4. What an-
nual rent is being paid? 5, ks the lease
an exclusive one, and does it prevet any
other pet-son from collecting turtles!

The MI1NiSTER1 FOR LANDS (ror
the Premier) replied: 1, (n) 'wo ex-
clusive licenses to farm and eollect turtles
(not being hawks'-bill turtles) have been
issued over the coastal waters, including
the coastal waters around certain islnds,
from the North-West Cape to Cape TLain-
bert. (b) One license extends front the
North-West Cape to ('ape Preston, and
the other from Cape Preston to ('ape
Lamnbert. 2, The exeinsive licenses, as
per Answer 1, have been granted to Mr.
H. Barron Rodway. 3, (a) Exclusive
license fromn North-West Cape to Cape
Preston grnnted from 1st Jan uary, 39P12.
Exclusive license fromu Cape Preston to
Cape Lambert from the 1st January.
it913. (b) The term of each license is
seven years. 4. From North-West Cape
to Cape Preston. £1T00 per- annum; from
Cape Preston to Cape Lambert, £50 tier
atnn. .5. yes, for sale, with exception
of hawks'-bill turtles.
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qUESTION-STATE ENTERPRISES,
BALANCE SHEETS.

Ifr. MONGER asked the Premier:
When do the Government intend to
furnish balance szheets of the operations
of the State Steamships and other State
enterp rises?

Trhe MINISTER FOR LANDS (for
the P~remier) replied: The State Steam-
ship balance sheet will be completed to-
iniorrow by the Colonial Secretary's De-
partmnent, and will then be handed to the
Auditor General; and as soon as the state-
mnent is audited, it will be submitted to
Parliament. The Moola Hula Station,
Ferries, and Da iries balance sheets are
not yet completed, but the work is being
expendited. The State Hotels balance shet
-will be ready in a week for audit;, anid
will be submiitted to Parliamient when
passed by the Auditor General. The hal-
ance sheets in connection with the meat
supply were tirst furnished to the Audi-
tor General on the 20th September, 1913,
but have been referred hack, and are now
in the hands of the Hon. Minister for
Agriculture for decision on certain qutes-
tions raised by the Auditor General, When
these points have been settled the bal-ance
sheets will be suibmitted to Parliament.
The balance sheets in connection with the
Boya Quarry were sent to the Auditor
General some weeks ago, and have been
returned by him with certain queries, and
the accountant of the department is now
conferring with the Auditor General in
regard thereto. With reference to the
Fremantle Workshops, it will not be pos-
sible to furnish a balance sheet to 30th
June. 1913, in accordance with the Gov-
ernment Trading Concerns Act. A state-
maent of -receipts and expenditure to
loth june, .1913 (the date on which the
T)epartment of Agriculture took controf)
is now bein compiled.

QUESTION - RAILWNAY CON-
STRUJCTION. EXPENDITURE.

Mr. MONGER asked the Minister for
Works: What -was the total expendituire.
irrespective of rails and fasteninrgs, upon
the' Coolgardie-Norsemnan. Tamnbeltup-

Ongerup, and Northampton -Ajana rail-
way lines?

The MINISTER, FOR WORKS re-
plied: The hion, member should move in
the usual manner for a return to be laid
on the Table of the House.

QUJESTI0&N - PLEUJRO-PINEt1-
MONIA AT YANI)ANOORA.

Mr. MOORE asked the M1inister for
Agriculture:* 1, Is it correct that an out-
break of pleuro-pneuionia has occurred
at Yandanooka? 2 , IS so., when did this
disease make its appearance 3. How
many cattle are affected? 4, What steps
is he taking to deal with this terrible dis-
ease? 5, Has he placed the whole of the
cattle on the estate in quarantine?

The MJ1NIS'PER FOR AGRICUL-
TURE replied: 1. Traces of pleuro have
been discovered in cattle recently sent

from Yandanooka, but this cannot be
ternied an outbreak. 2, It first made its
appearanee about seven years ago, and
the recent cases were noticed dutring
November. 3, About 30. 4, Having the
cattle carefully watched and keeping all
that show any tinces of illness rigidly iso-
lated. 5, No. This step- is not considered
necessary.

BILL,-ROADS CLOSURE.
Introduced by the 'Minister for Landsq

and read a first time.

BITL-BOUL1DER LOTS 313
1727 AND KALGOORLIE
883 REVEST1NG.

All stages.

AND
LOT

Introduced by the Minister for TLands
and read a first time.

Second Reading.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.

T. H. Bath) in moving the second read-
ing, said: In submitting this measure to
the consideration of the House I do not
anticipate that any objection will be
offered. The position in regard to the
first two areas, Boulder. town lots .913
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and 1727, is tha~t they were original!.y
held by the orgranisations which were
later federated under. the combined title
(if the Federated Miners' Union, and in
accordance with] the practice at that time
they were vested iii trustees. So'long
a pLeriod of time has elapsed since those
trustees were appointed that some of
thonm have left the district and efforts
which have been made to secure their
signiatures have absolutely failed. The
position in regaIrd to the first two lots
is that the areas are now held by the
Federated iiers' Union, which was
formed by a voltuntar~y amalgamation of
the two organisatious, the.Amalgamiated
Workers' Association and the Amalga-
mated Miners' Association. The ama!-
gainatinn was brought about in a per-
fec tly legal fashion and the fullest pos-
sible evidence was brought before the
Registrar of Titles that all the steps had
been legally effected. It was, desired by
the officers and members of the Federated
Miners' Union that these blocks should
be legally brought under their control,
and representations were made, first to
the Lands Department and afterwards
to tihe Solicitor Genieral, for this to be
brought into effect. Tt was the opinion
of the Solicitor General that the matter
could be fixed up by revesting these lots
in the trustees for the Federated Miners'
Union. but the Registrar of Titles has
taken exception to this and has given
his opinion to the Solicitor General.* He
expresses the opinion that he would not
he Justified in issuing a title unless he
was authorised to do so by an Act of
Parliament. The result was that the
matter has occupied the attention of dif-
ferent departmenits for a considerable
period and complaints were received from
the gentlemen acting on behalf of the
Federated Miners' Union that they could
not reach finality. The file I have here
has been built up and, although the
Solicitor General still holds the opinion
that there is no need for an Act of Par-
lianient. I felt it would he infinitely
better to hove the qnestion decided once
and for all, and comply with the opinion
of the Registrar of Titles that a Bill
should be introduced iii order to make the
legal position absolutely sure. A pre-

cisely similar condition of affairs obtains
in regard to Kalgoorlie town lot 883.
When this lot was first issued it was to&
a body known as the Goldfields Trades
anid Labour Council. Tt was held by them
under trustees for a very considerable
peridd, aind in this case also the signa-
tures of the whole of the trustees could
not he obtained. The Goldfields Trades
and Labour Council has now been merged
into the Australian Labour Federation,,
and the goldfields division of that organi-
sation was brought about: by a volunl-
tary amalgamation of the bodies that pre-
viously constit uted the Goldflclds Trades
and Labour Council and the unattached
bodies not then affiliated therewith, but
who have since given in their adhesion
to the Australian Labour Federation.
When this Bill is enacted it will mean that
a lease at a peppercorn rental, for the
term) originally granted, will, in the ease
of the Boulder town lots 813 and 1727,
be granted to the Federated Mineds
U~nion, and in the ease of lot 883 it will
be g-ranted to the Eastern Goldfields dis-
trict of the Labour Federation. I
move-

That the Bill lie now read a second
ti. me.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam):
suppose that the lease will he issued for
the termi of the original lease? The whole
of the blocks, I suppose, are held under
lease to-day and not nder fdeeholdt

The Minister for Lands: They are held
under lease.

Ron. J. MITCHELL: As long as the
conditions are the same and the samne
people enjoy the use of the blocks, there,
can he no objiection.

The Minister for Lands: They have
changed their name and extended their

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The people in-
terested. I suppose. are agreeable to the
ehanget

The Minister for Lands: Absolutely.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: There can be

no objection then.
Thle MINSTER FOR LANDS (in

reply) : In further explanation I may say
there would have been no ditficnlty in
securing certiflcates from gentlemen, for
instance like Mir. Dodd, who at the ime
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was' secretary of the A.M.A. and after-
wards seceretary of the federated organ-
isation. It was a voluntary act and by
the acquiescence of both organisations.
There is not the slightest difficulty or
fear of any question being raised. The
Solicitor General was perfectly satisfied,
but the Registrar of Titles, and I com-
mend him for exercising the utmost care,
thought otherwise. In view of the stand
he took I thought it would he better to
legalise the matter in a way in which it
-could not be disputed.

5 The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etcetera.
Mr. Meflowall in the Chair, the Minis-

ter for Lands in charge of the Bill.
The Bill passed through Committee

without debate, reported without amend-
ment and the report adopted.

Read a third time and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

BILLS (2) -THIRD READING.

1., Bills of Sale Act Amendment.
2, Factories Amendment.

Transmitted to the Legislative Council.

BILLr-PERMANENT RESERVES
REDEDICATION.

Second Rending.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.

T. H. Bath) in iuoviiig the second read-
ing said: In introducing this Bill on the
second reading I propose to explain just
the nature of the alterations which are
sought to be made and the reasons for
them, and to arrange for the Committee
stage to he taken at to-morrow's sitting.
The measure, of course, is one that re-
presents the primary step that has to be
taken annually to ratify the change of
purpose of class A reserves, and it is left
until the end of the session to include all
that come uinder the notice of the Lands
Department during the preceding 12

months. In the case of the first reserve,
referring to the change of purpose of
reserve 9236, the reserve was set apart
for park lands and drainage, and was
vested in the Kalgoorlie Municipal Coun-
oil. The land was required for the new
service reservoir at Kalgoorlie and it was
necessary to include this in the BRi in
order that the arcs may be devoted to the
nlew purpose and the area, after the rain.-
pletion of the reserve, will he vested in
the Minister for Water Supply, Sewer-
age, and Drainage. This was referred to
the Kalgoorlie Municipal Council, as they
were interested, and the controlling body
at the time it -was taken over for the new
purpose, and they have agreed to the
change of the purpose. The area is 74
acres 32 perches. In the case of reserve
A 2102, this was set apart for a park and
vested in the Midland Junction munici-
pality, although it is within the bouin-
daries of the Greeninount roadts board
district. The portion which it is sought
to alter so far as its purpose is concerned
represents an area of 16 acres 2 roods 35
perches. It contains a considerable
amount of gravel which is very suitable
for road making. The Midland Junction
municipal council state that they can ob-
tain road metal from this site .more
cheaply than they have hitherto obtained'
it elsewhere. The Greenniounit roads
board, within whose territory it is found,
also wish to obtain gravel from this par-
ticuilar site, anmd it is therefore proposed
to exclude it. fronm the Class A rescrv-e and
vest it jointly* iii the Midland Junction
municipality and the Greenmiount roads
board. It will be set apart as a reserve
for gravel, and both these bodies will ob-
tain their supplies therefrom, I n the
ease of Reserve 8427A, this is a small
alteration aud is included in the very
large area of country set apart as a caves
reserve around the locality of the Yal-
ing-up caves. The residents of Yalingup)
desire that a hall site should he provided,
and also that provision should be made
for church sites, and two acres have beet)
surveyed for this purpose in what is re-

gared as the most suitable position. if
this position as reserved iK approved, thie
hall site Vill b&' set apart at once, and
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later on applications, will be -considered
from those religious organisations who
have already applied, together with those
who muay apply in future, and if their
representations are accepted they will. be
able to obtain church sites on this par-
ticular reserve. The area is only two
acres, and the alteration of the purpose
of this small reservation is to meet en-
tirely the convenience of the local resi-
dents in the vicinity of Yalingup. It wrill
in no sense materially affect the caves,
reservation which hias been made for the
protection of' the eaves, and I do not
think anyone will have aity objection to
offer, I miove-

Thaict the Bill tie nowo read a second
time.

Hon]. J, ?d1IIELL (Northam) : I
understand that the MAinister will go into
Committee on the Bill to-morrow. In the
meantime, will he produce any maps
which hie muay have in connection with it?
After all, the Opposition is principally
concerned to see the maps, because from
those we can see what is happening. If
the MIinister wrill let mne have the maps
there will be no objection to the second
rending going through.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILLA-ELECTORAL DISTRICTS.

In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day; Mr.
Meflowall in the Chair, the Attorney
General in charge of the Bill,

Clause 4-Quota and matters to be con-
sidered:

Hon. T1. MITCHELL moved a f'urther
amendmnent-

That after "divided" in line 6 of Sub-
clause 1 all the words be struck ot
to the end of the subelause and the
following inserted in lieu :--"into forty-
seven electorates in the followi-ng,
manner:- (2), The present electorates
of Canning, Claremont, Guildford,
Premontle. ANortho-East Preinantle,
Soulth lremnan U. Subiaco, Leeder-
Ville, Perth , as t Perth, yore I
Perth,, and West Perth shall constitute

-a division so be knou% as the Metro-
politan Division to be divided ifla
twelve electorates. (3), The present.
electorates of Albany, Avon, Beverley,
Bun lnry, Ceraidton, Greenough, Irwin,
Katanning, Mtoore, Alurray-Wellingtos,
and that part of the Nelson electorate
as is not representative of the mining
or timber industry, Northam, Pingelly,
Sussex, Swan; 7'oodyay, Wagin,
W illiams-Narro gin, York, and Gas-

*o citne shall constitute a division to be
k-nu as the Counutry Divisrion, and'
shall be divided into C went y-tweq
electorates. (.1) The present electo-
rates of Boulder. Brow'n Hill-Ivanhoe,
(loolga rdie, Cve, Ilannaus, Kalgoarlie,
Kanowna, Nlenzies. Mount Magnet,
Mount Leonora. M13ount Afar garet, Mar-
chisoni, and Y'ii gorn shall constitute a
division to be known as the Goldfieldr
D~ivision, and shall be divided into ten
electorates. (.5). The present electo-
rates of Forrest and. Collie, and so muck
of the electorafe of Neclson as is mainly
either representative of the mining or
the timber indus1try, shall constitute a
division to be known as the Timber
and South-W~est M-ining Division, and
shall be divided into three electorates.
(6) The total n-umber of electors whose
names appear upon the latest electoral
rolls of each, of the aforementioned
divisions, due regard being had to the
reduiction or increase of electors in the
case of the Nelson electorate byt reason
of any transfer of totes from that
electorate to the division known as the
Timber and South-West Mining Divi-
sion, shall be divided by the number of
representatives of each, division and the
quotient shall be the quota of electors"

The amendment was drastic and it
mnight even violate the fixed principles
previonsly referred to by the Attorney
General; but the principles were not so
very fixed after all. The Mlinister had
said he was very determine(] to have equal
electorates.

The Attorney General : No, T said the
main principle was that each vote should
have equal value.

Hon. J, 'MITCHELL : Why have these
single electorates if we were not to have
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equal qutotas ? Of course a variation was
necessary in scattered constituencies. Ac-
cording to Air, Nanson, in 1911, the me-
tropolitan airea contained 54,060 voters.
In 1913 the number was 52,739 voters,
:or 4,261 less than Mr. Nanson had
,estimated, showing a 'reduction of 1,300
since 1911. The metropolitan area had
now twelve seats, and the amendment pro-
posedl that the twelve should be retained
no twithstan ding the reduction in the
number of voters. The metropolitan
area was very easy to represent. Prob-
ably the Minister for Lands received
more letters from his constituents in a
week than did the representatives of the
metroolitan area in a month. Twvelve
seats were as many as could be spared
from the limited number of seats it was
proposed to allot for the whole State. In
reg-ard to the c.ountry seats, Mr. Nanson
had shown that there "'as 48,000 elee-

4tors in the country iii 1911. In 1913 the
number was 47,400, or a decrease of 600.
But even allowting that decrease there
was an increase of 9,429 upon the esti-
nmtc made by Mr. Nanson, upon which
'the boundaries had been fixed. Leaving
out the Collie and Forrest electorates,
the country voters were considered by
Parliament to be entitled to 19 seats.
Onscoyne has now been taken from the
North and included with the country seats.
There we-re in Gascoyace 1.771 electors,'

' to which would he added 1,000 from 'the
adjoining goldfields area by members
,%vho, -we were told, did not wish to inter-
fere With the representation. This gave
a total of 52.200 votes, assumingr that
1,000 would be added to Gascoyne from
some portion of the Cue electorate. It
was proposed to increase the seats in ag-
iticultural districts by two. The amend-
ment would take from the country seats
the electorates of Forrest and Collie. We
-would have an increase of 12,200 voters
for the three seats,. not an unreasonable
thing to ask wvhen one remembered the
scattered nature of the country, diffi-
culties of representation, and the r'espon-
sibilitics of the people on the land to this
State. He confessed that the 22 seats
would mean a quota of 2,281 votes, which
to some members would seem a little

low, but we' must, remember that in some
electorates to-tiny the numbers were even
less than that, it was reasonable to sup-
pose that the increase experienced above
the estimate of Mr. Nanson was but the
forerunner. of a very mutch larger in-
crease throughiout the country districts.
This redistribution, like any other, was
not for the moment, but must last for
some time and we miust anticipate what
was going to happen to cover at any rate
the next three years. The members re-
presenting Fremantle and the Cityv must
ir~neinber that agriculture was all im-
portant to State development. He pro-
posed to add to Collie and Forrest those
portions; of Nelson -whose. interests were
identical. The timber area and mining
area of the Nelson electorate could be
added to Forrest and Collie and there
should he three seats to represent this
.district with afiunta* 6? 29,677 as against
a quota of 3,590 now. The idea of
special represenitation for special indus-
tries -was admitted loing ago. Special re-
presentation for the timber area was
adopted Long ago, and lion. mnemblers op-
.posite had always supported that idea.

.1,r. Bolton : You k now that is incor-
rect.

Hon. J. MNITCHELL z. No objection
had been made to special rqprescntation
for the timber area, they only objected
to the boundary lines of thie Sussex area.

Mr. Bolton: What you say is very in,-
correct. Special representation of timber
and coal was opposed by this side of the
House every time it was introduced, 11-
pecially at the last redistrihution.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Within his rerol-
]ection he had never heard members ob-
ject -to the Forrest electorate or the Collie
electorate. The interests of these Iwo
electorates and the quotas lie proposed
to iniclnde were identical aind were well
worthy of special representation, Just .is
much ais the North-West, the goldfields,
or the metropolitan area were really giveti
special representation. Undoubtedly it
was a great advantage for Collie to have
a member in this Hlouse amd it was a great
advantage for Forre-st.- the timber elec-
forlte, to' ia'te ',a 4'pe~ial -reprcsentditi ve.
He believed community 'of interest
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counted for a great deal indeed -when it
was a question of representation to those
engaged in our primary industries. There
could he no objection to his suggestion
as it increased the representation from
Iwo to three, and to-day we had two mem-
bers representing these two constituencies.

r.Bolton: You are taking off the
workers t'rom the Nelson electorate.

11011. J. MITCHELL: Forrest was rep-
resented by a member on the Government
side and so was Collie. He proposed that
the workers generally there should have
an opportunity of sending a third repr-e-
senialii-e to this; House. It was perfectly
patent toi everyone that if there was to
be special representation for the timber
area the division lines could not 'be abso-
lutely straight. Hon. members knew that
the timber belt was spread over a vast
area in the Soufh-West with timber mills
scattered about here and there, and where
one gave special representation to a
special industry one had to include the
area that industry specially coveredl.
The workers in our timber mills bid little
in conimon with the men who produced
down in the South-West adjacent to them.
Timber workers were specially interested
in the Arbitration Act, the Workers' Com-
pensation Act, and the Truck Act,' and
they wanted representation here to voice
their views in connection with these miat-
ters that were all important to them. The
agriculturist was not quite in the same
box, and his representation should be
somewhat different. It was because lie
believed special representation had always
received the sanction of this House in
regard to nuining and timber that this re-
presentation should be increased to a
growing industry.

Air. Bolton: To cut away the workersi
from Nelson is a 'bit of gerrymandering.

Hon. J1. MI TCH-EILL: The existing
boundaries of Nelson would not be the
new houndaries. There was no guarantee
that any houndary existing to-day would
be a houndary after the recommendations
came in.

Mr. Bolton: Yo. do not mention boun-
daries. You want to cut out all the work-
ersgro Nelson.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It was surpris-
ing to hear the hon, member say that the
boundaries would be the same.

31r. Bolton: I never said they wouild,
lion. J. MITCHELL: The honi. mem-

ber said they would be taken from the
Nelson electorate.

AINr, Bolton: I said, "Take the workers
from the Nelson electorate."

Hon. J. ITCHELL: If the sugges-
lion which hie had submitted was carried,
we would have 12 seats in the metropol-
itan area , ten for the gold fields, three for
the Sontlh-West mninin g and timber, three
tor the North and? 22 for the country.

Air. Bolton: That is very good indeed.
Hon. J. MITCHELL;, The hon. mem-

ber realised. that it was a question of sat-
is factory representation and not a ques-
tion of making either party in this House
safe.

Mr. Bolton: I deliberately say you are,
by the alteration you suggest, doing that.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It would be just
as much in order for him, to say that the
hoii. member was not speaking the truth
when he made such an assertion. The
question was one of good Government and
how to bring it about, and the hon. memu-
ber couild be assured that he (Hon. J.
Mitchell) only cared about having the
country governed by men who could COn-
trol it satisfactorily, and who were repre-
sentative of the people, and who also were
capable of represeufngi satisfactorily the
interests of all concerned. The hion. mem-
her was concerned about getting a fourTth
seat for F reinantle. If the numbers jns-
tified that bie (Hon. J1. Mitchell) would
like to see it granted.

Mlr. Bolton: They do.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Fremantle

district did not carry as many electors
as the Metropolitan area. It had to be
conceded that the agricultural districts
were scattered as much as the northern
districts, and the dlistances were great
The amendment which hie had brought
forward was tuoved so that members
might have an opportunity of discussing
it. Of course hie di d not expect to get
the support of the Attorney General, and
the House should he informed that the
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Opposition as a party were not responsi-
ble for it., The amendment was entirely
off his own bat, and lion. members in
-Opposition had a perfect 'right to vote
as they desired in regard to it. In his
opinion the amendment was a very fair
-one. The suggestion it contained was
ceertainly better than that in the Bill. Of
,course if anyone had a better proposal to
make he would be pleased to accept it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
not surprising to learn that the hon. mnem-
ber had not consulted his party in re,
gard to the amendment he had moved, and
that he did not desire that his party
should be held responsible for the amend-
ment, for a more extraordinary, more as-
tounding, or more auidacious proposal
was never introduced in the Legislative
Assembly. It was utterly devoid of prin-
,ciple except that of reserving a certain
membership for the Opposition side of
the House. It had no ground otherwise to
commend it, and in order to accomplish
his putrpose the lion, member would make
the farming community the only com-
munity deserving of special consideration,
and hie would sacrifice other primary in-
dustries absolutely, and he put his knife
into all other interests and all other aspir-
ations wheresoever they might be. The
bon. imember did so without that sem-
blance of honesty that one was anxious
to find in persons occupying a public
position. He said the Government had
-admitted his principle. That going uin-
contradicted to the world would make it
appear that the hon. member had given
to us what we ourselves admitted, and
that hie had given it a practical ap-
plication. That would he -the understand-
ing of the general public, the man in the
street. What were the facts! It -was true
-that we had departed from the recogni-
tioni of equal political power for every
-citizen to one portion of this State, that
portion being the far North-West, not
,on the ground of any community of inter-
est, but simply because of the isolation of
that part of the State from the seat of
Government. That was the only principle
upon which the North-West received con-
sideration under the present Bill. The foet
that it was an important part of the

State confined to jsooui particular i'ndu.s-
try: in its possiilities, but capable of
a vast number of possibilities, rich in all
kinds of natural resources, the Govern-
ment had given' to that portion of the
State special representation siniplv be-
cause it was so far away from the netrop)-
ohis. What did the member for Nerthain
-wish to do9 He desired to divide up
the State into a very few interests, and
he would give to the farmer the hulk of
political power.

Hon, J. Mitchell: Not the farmer-, but
the people living in the farming districts.

'f. lie ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. nietuber should recognise that we did
not give a district power to vote-, it was
the men and -the women in it.

Hon. J. Mitchell: They are all farnicit
Thie -ATTORNEY GENERAL:- The

hon.. member admitted that even in his
farming district there "'as no genuine
community of i nterests any more than
there was between every interest in time
State, from the far Sonth-East to the
distant Nurth-WesL. There was com-
munity of interest within 'is all. We
could not separate th~m9 All were com--
bining for the creation of wealth and the
prosperity and the, progzress of the Statc.

Mr. ElArper: The farmers find wvork
for them all.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If it
had not been for the mining industry,
there would not have been work for the
farmer. Let not the hion. niemuher's in-
experienced youth bubble -forth in folly.
There would he no work for the farmer
of this country if there wvere not popti-
lation for the farmer to feed. The mnem-
her for Northam. had constituted the
faniner as the one alone entitled to the
exercise of political power; all1 the othiers
came second,' third, fourth, -Ind a long
way distant. And let members consider
the enormity of the bon. mnember's atti-
tude towards a section of the community
who had helped to create the Sl ate's
prosperity. The hon. miember took three
seats sway fromn the mnining district,
and the taking away of 'those three seats
inferred the worthlessness of thle mnining
industry. We were to cut their political
influence short, and curh their political
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power. Yet mining was the primary
industry that created the general wealth
of the community, and it was in the
track of the mining industry that every
other prosperity in this State had de-
veloped. Not only in the work the miners
had done, not only in the wealth they
had created, not only in the towns t hey
had built, had theyr been of advantage to
the country, but by the example of their
endurance, the evidence of their judoinin-
itable piluck. the proof oif their stamina,
the clear production of a. chapter of
that vommnon sense that helped to build up
nations. they had contributed to the
stability of all portions of the State.
Yet those were people who inight be
neglected. For whom For people liv-
ing in constituencies which voted Lib-
eral.

Hon. J, Mitchell: Is that why you
reduce the agricultural representationil

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:, The
Government started on the principle that
all human creatures were men and
women. whether they lived in pursuit
of one indnstry or another. Everyone
had a right to the same social and poLiti-
cal opportunity and influence. That was
the Government's basis, and they did not
care whether a man lived in thle north,
south, or elsewhere, he was still a man.
The only difference they made was that
in order to give that equality it was
iecessary sometimes to create some
species of handicap. The man who lived
in Perth could visit a Minister's office
even, day in the week, but the man who
lived in the far North-West could not
go to a %linister's office.. and had not the
same political opportunities. Therefore,
in order that be might be brought a
little nearer the level, the Government
said he should have representation in
greater proportion than the voter in the
mnetropolitan area. That was why the
distinction was made in favour of the
North-West. In every other portion of
the State the quota was diminished as
the distance extended from. the metrop-
olis. That was an application of the
somnd principle upon which the measure
wv based. The amendment of the
memnber for Northain was in no sense a

recognition of any principle except thi
determination to retain political influence
and keep) certain pocket boroughs. He
wvould not say anythinigin disparagement
of the farmers as farmers; hie fully recog-
nised the services they were rendering
to the State. It was a noble work they
were doing, but it did not justify him in
saying that the farner had any greater
rights to social olpportunlities or power,
or, that the man who lived in the city
wvas of nto social or national value. He
atppreciated the work done by the farmer,
but what constituted government 7 What
was our aim when we gave people the
right to exercise sonic intelligence,
the -better if that intelligence was
trained, if it was disciplined by
wide information, a nd if it was
capable of grasping- and considering
all the questions likel 'y to he(- submitted.
Political power implied intelligence not
circumscribed and narrowed in a political
g .goove. This State did not consist alone
of fariners, or farniers' interests, hut
comiprised all interests that went to
make oip a complex conitrucnit 'y. And
we were to so shape our laws, so c-onstruct
owr policy, and so administer the affairs
of State that no interest. should receive
a preponderance of attention,' no one see-
tion of the Cominnunity Shonld be speci-
ally spoon fed, nio part of the bodyv politic
Should haLve lavished on it a~ll tire wealth
and considerAtion of those who governed
the State, but so that all alike might
flourish, and build uip a harmonious or-
ganism, out of apparently' conflicting-
interests. When we had analyvsed all
human interests we came back to this,
that they were human interests, that
they- were humanity's interests. The
farmer cultivating thme soil, the tailor
making clothes, the teacher instructing
the mind, the entertainer giving us some
relaxation, all were parts of a great in-
fluence that made life tolerable, comfort-
able, and rich in blessings, thmat cemented
all sedtions of the coimmunity, and made
every interest inter-dependent with
every other interest, all part of a living
structure, having one great aim, the ele-
vation of the people and the building of
a nation. The man whio had only one
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string to his fiddle and could only play
one tune on it and that never in accord-
aice with scientific music and always with
a scratch and a screech, the man who did
Chat knew nothing of the great aim and
purposes of legislation and the duties
of a politician. That was the course
taken by the member for Northam. One
heard him on the platform, the scratch
of the fiddle-the farmer. One heard
him on every subject in the list of suib-
jects, one scratch up and down-the far-
nwr. The lion. memnber believed that by
appealing to the farmners, giving them
political influeiice and flattering- their
little vanities lie might stein the tide that
was rising in favour of humanity. The
honi. member sneered at those who la-
bonred in the forest cuting down timber
for puiblic utility.

Hon, J. Mitchell : Who sneered at
themn ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:- The
hon. member did. There was almost an
audible sneer. He said theyr had noth-
ing in common with the farmer. They
were an isolated group: they should be
herded together and put in a yard and
kept by themselves. Timber hewers, let
them have a vote, but take everybody
away from themn. The farmer must not
touch them. Let them be lust by them-
selves. Was not the timber hiewer a wor-
ker ?

Hon. . 1 itchell: Who said hie was
not?7

[Mr. Male took the Chair.]

The ATTORNEY GEFNERAL;, The
hion. member in effect said he was nor-.
For the purposes of the mneasure the lion.
member 'wouild isolate these people andl
wou1ld try to make out that they had
nothing in comumonl with tile farmer.
The timber hewer had this in common
with the farmer; lie was a toiler.
The farmer had his aspirations and
hopes, and the same aspirations and
hopes. were iii' the breast of the timber-
hewers. The farmer -had his domestic.
affection, anud the timber hewer' had!
the *amne. There was just. the. same
elements which constituted the hu ,man

being", in the timber worker as there was
in the farmer. One worked as hard and
as long as the other. One was as much
a prey of the elements as the other. They
had the samne qualities; their headts beat
in the same way. He (the Attorney Gen-
eral) objected to divide this State into
a lot of little colonies, a colony of coal
miners, a colony of farmiers, and a col-
ony of timber htewers. The hion. member
would be content with that because it was
increasing the idea of the Labour party,
but there was not one grain of logic in
the hon. member's proposal; not one grain
of commonsense logic in it. There was
no basis of logic at all. The hon. member
must see that lie would take one section
of the community and give them political
power at the expense of every other sec-
tion.

Hon. J1. Mitchell -That was what
you did yesterday.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL:- Noj
yesterday he had stated the reason
which was onmistent with the principle
laid down in tile measure we were con-
sidering. Onl broad grounds we had said
that every man should have equal poli-
tical power; every manl becaukse he was
a iaii. There were somie places where a
man, though theoretically lie had the
power, ~oul not exertsse it, and when
one came to test thle matter we must see
what practical political power he had
and lhe (the Attorney Cleneral), said that.
the man in the metropolis had more
power than the man in the back blocks.

Hon. J. A-itchell: Then we are agreed.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL:- No,

the hon. member would Culrtail time power
of the Manl in Pert hie wouild go a little
outside, 40 miles from 'Perth, and give
augmented power. He would go a little
further, and give miore power still. There
was nio consistency in that. He (the At-
torney General) hiad onl 'y one principle.

Mr. Elliott: There are three principles
in the Bill.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Comn-
mnlity of interest ivas put last because
it was least.. Oommunity of interest would
only. come in. when nione of the other
elements would turn. the~scale. Our prin-
ciple was distance from Perth; that was
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the main- principle. The direction in the
Bill was that that bad to be taken first.
In order to give boundaries to an electo-
rate physical features could be taken into
consideration. When no injury was done
community of interest could be con-
sidered. The principle of the measure
was access to the capital; the pbwer of
exercising political rights one had.

Mr. Elliott: That was one.

The ATTORN4EY GENERAL:. It was
all. The others did not come in until
that -was exhausted. He did not believe
the member for 'Northam cared one iota
what became of his amendment. He knew
it could not he carried. He had not taken
his own party into his confidence, he bad
consulted no one. The lion. memnber ad-
mitted this was his own ides.

.Mr. BOLTON (South Fremnantle):
There was one part of the speech of the
deputy leader Of the Opposition which
appealed to him, and that was the first
and the last sentence. The hon. member
started w-ith an abject apology for intro-
ducing his amendment, and hie finished
his remarks by repeating that apology.
No doubt the bon. member had ii) his
mind the treatment his party received
when introducing their gerrymandering
Bill last session, and the treatment which
they experienced at the hands of the
people at the general election. This
amendment wvas Somle of the old
gerrymiandering, we had had from
tlie Wilson Government before the
lest elect ion, except that this time it
was fathered by the member for Nor-
tharn, who had said that the voters in
what hie termed the country electorates
had increased by 12,000. As a matter
of fact, five of the principal of these
electorates had last 534 electors during
the last two years. This was shown in
the Statistical Abstract, the electorates
which had lost voters being Irwin, Moore,
lnatanuing, Pingelly, and Sussex. Not-

withstanding this, the hion. member bad
declared that the country electorates had
increased by 12,000 and therefore were
entitled to greater representation. The
sch, eme propounded by the hon. member
for giving this increased representation

contemplated the- distribution of 49,200
electors among 22 seats, which would give
a quota of 2,236. Fromt that was to he
deducted the working men in the Nelson
electorate, whom the lion. member de-
sired should not mix with the farmecrs,
the object being, of course, to render the
Nelson seat anti-Labour, while making
stronger the Collie and Forrest e'ct',-
rates, which the Liberals could niever: to pu
to win. If, say, 1,000 were taken train
the 3,102 electors of Nelson, a quota of
2,190 would be furnished for the coiniry'
group. But. the lion, member had thle
audacity' to say the quotas shouldhe 2.190
for the country and 4,390 for the mectro-
lpolitan district. Could anything be maore
absurd-? The hon. member had declare]1
that country members had difficulty in
getting to the seat of Government., It
was to be remembered that the electorate
of Moore was within nine miles of the
capital City* while that of South Fre-
mantle was 13 miles away;' yet Moore was
to have 2.190 as a quota while the quota
of Southi Fremnantle was to hie 4,390O.
Again, where did the community of in-
terest come in as between Albany and
Av-on; what had they in common, and
why had all the ports been put into the
country group? Simply, Of Course, to
bring up the quota a little. The port of
Fremantle haqd some community of in-
terest with the electorates of Moore and
Irwin and Avon: hut Fremantle was to
he included, not in the country grouip. hut
in the metropolitan district. Cl early
community of interest was to be con-
sidered only when it suited the Liberal
party. The three electorates of Beverley,
Irivin, and Sussex enihined contained
5.120 electors, while East Perth alone had
5.201 electors, in face of u'ireh the incas-
her for 'Northam proposed that 11wp Pre-
sent representation for tlic met rorolitan
area should he continued, wchile that of
the country electorates was to he increased
by two. A member of the country party
hiad declared to a went of sincerity in the
Liberal party.

Mr. Harper: On a point of explana_
tion, I repudiate the statement that I said
there was a want of sincerity in the
Liberal party.
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Ur. BOLTON: No reference had been
made to the hon. member. However, the
statement had been made by leading men
in the Liberal movement that it was a
want of sincerity on the part of the
Liberals which had made it necessary for
the farmers to fort their own party.
The difference between the country group
and the goldields group as provided in
thle amendment was very marked, al-
though the country electorates were not
so far away from the centre nor as
scattered in population as were the gold-
fields, The hon. member had proposed a
quota. of 2,301 for the far distant gold-
fields, as against 2,190 for the country
electorates. Why such a disparity?
TPhis again showed a wvant of sincerity
and went to prove that the whole amend-
mnent was nothing more nor less than
kite-flying with a kite of the hon. mem-
ber's own making.

Mir. McDOWALL: The audacity of
the amendment moved by the member for
Nort ham compelled him to say a few
words on the question. It was scandalous
that an attempt should be made to gerry-
mander the seats in this fashion. The
hon. member proposed to put the gold-
fields seats ;nto ten, inecludin~g the Golden
Mile, and proposed to put 20 agricultural
seats into 22: and,' in order that he muight
increase his quota to 2,280, the hon. memn-
ber haput the out ports in with tlhe agri-
cultural districts, which brought up the
quota to the desired mark. The most
scandalous feature of the amend mciii was
in connection with the goldfields. Ac-
cording to the 1913 roll rhie Belt had (
15,966 electors and] the six~ scattered seats
12,114. mnkiiig a total of 28,030 electors.
To that the hon. member had added Cue.
with 1,544. Nft. Mafgnet 2.343 . and
Murchison 2.161 voters., making a tolia
of 34,.33, or a quota of 3.413 in thle
scattered mining fields, as against 2,290
in the agricultuiral seats. It was simply
one of the most scandalous proposals that
could possibly be made. The line of rea-
soning used by the hon. uiember was thit-
Mr. Nanson made certain suggestions in
1911, but Mr. N'anson's figures were silo-
gethor wrong in connection with the agri-
cultural districts. .and Jied it not been

for his figures being wrong the redis-
tribution of 1911 would have been a far
greater scandal. The gerrymandering
that was attempted now by this amend-
ment was going to give the goldfields
a 3,413 quota as against 2,280, and that
equalled, if it did not exceed, the gerry-
mandering of 1911. It was advisable to
ascertain just -what the estimates were in
the redistribution of 1911, what the fig-
ures -were according to the roll. of 19U1,
and what they were on the 30th Septem-
ber, 1913. He further desired to show
that the agricultural districts had practi-
cally been stationary. There had been
no great advance in the agricultural dis-
tricts during the last two years. Perth
was estimated at the time of the redistri-
bution to have 4,500, and the figures actu-
ally came out at 4,663. On the 30th Sep-
tember last they were 3,792. East Perth
was estimated at 4,500, in 1911 there were
5,015, and in 1913, 5,201; North Perth,
estimated 4,600, in 1911, 5,236, and in
1913, 6,002;, West Perth estimated 4,400:.
in 1911, 4,509, end in 1913, 4,225; makr-
ing a total in that group of 18,220 in
September. 1933, as against 19,423 inl
1911. There had been an increase of 196
in East Perth, and decreases in Perth
proper of S71, iNorth Perth 234, and
West Perth 2894, or a net deprease of 1,21)3
in those constituencies from 1011 to 191.3.
Fremantle. estimated to have 3,900, hid
in 1911. 3,541, and in 1913 3,708; Cnt
Fremnan tle, estimated 3,900: 1911, 4,037;
1913, 4,274, increase of 167 and 237 -
sj'*ectivcly: Southi Fremantle, estimatei
3.800; 10111, .3.1941 ; 1013, 3.872, an in-
crease of J1. making a total increase in
the Fremantle g-roup of 4.35 dauring the
last two years. Turning- now to the si-.hur-
ban electorates, Leederville . estimated at
4,100, had in 1911 4.780, and in 1913
4,.598, or a decrease of 102; Canning, es-
timated 4,200; 1911, 4,046: 1913, 3.905, a
decrease of 51; Claremont, estimated
4,250; 1911, 4,429; 19.13,' 4,373, den-reare
56; Guildford, estimated 4,500: 1911,
4.32: 191.3, 4.S39. decrease 93;
estfimated 4.45O; J911, 5,031;- 19V: /!"()
decrease 215. In that group of seats
there had beqa a decrease of 607 dbirinz
the Iwvo years. For the four gi'dflelds
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seats the, estimate had been 17,000, and
the actual figures had been in 1911,16,810,
and in 1913, 15,966, or a decrease of only
84A4. The quota for the Golden Mile at
the present time was 3,991. For the six
scattered mining seats the estimate had
been 13,560, whilst the figures in 1911 had
been 13,740, and in 1013, 12,114. There
lhad certainly been a decrease of 1,635,
hbut at the same time the quota was now
2,010. Let hon. members compare that
quota in those ouit-back distant places
with the quota in certain agricultural
centres, as for instance 1,695 in Sussex.
The proposal to cut up three seats and
give the goldfilds a quota of 3.400 was
a most audacious and outrageous one.
He had never heard] of anything so scan-
dalous. The M11urehison group had been
estimated to contain 6,725, and on the roll
in 1911 there were 6,771, and in 1913
6,053. Not-withstanding that Cue had
only 1,544 electors the actual quota in
those districts was 2,017. yet ruthlessly
those three seats were to be eat out and
placed amongst the mining seats of Cool-
gardie and elsewhere. Pilbara, estimated
to have 1,200, had in 1911 1,131, and in
1913, 1.091, a decrease of only 40; Collie,
estimated 2,700;, 1911, 3,914; 1913, 3,528,
decrease 386; Forrest, estimated 2,700;
-l91l, 3,523; 1913, 3,504, decrease 19.
Those districts, had gone ahead to a very
great extent: at h ny rate, they were much
in advance of the quotas set forth by Mr.
Nanson. yet their extra population was
liot taken into consideration by the mover
bf the amendment. The me-mber for Nor-
thorn proposed to lput four oatport and
limre country town seats in with
Gaseoyne, four 'South-West seats, three
Midland seats, and eight Great Southern
and Eastern seats, making a total of
twenty. The hon. member was increasing
this by two, and giving a quota of, as hie
stnfed, 2,260, and hie was going to
griv a goldfie'lds sent a quota oF
1.400 as against t'hat absurdly low

*quota in the agricultural districts. Such
a proposition did not hear investi-
gation 'for 4. moment. The member for
1Jortmla bad made a great point of the
jfi'eieasje of about 10,000 'in the ag ricul-
tdW~l district fom the time of M~r. 1Tan-

son's estimate, but the estimate had retilly
nothing to do with the question. The Lib-
eral Government had made a mistake in
their roll at the time, and that maistake
had saved them, otherwise the gerry-
mandering which took p)lae~ at the last
redistribution would have been ever so
much worse. It was the imperfect rolls
that made a redeeming point in connec-
tion with that redistribution. If the fig-
ures had turned out as Mfr. Nanson had
estimated, the redistribution would have
hecin most outrageous. but fortunately
the rolls had varied considerably from
the estimates. In the 1911 scheme time
outp~orts. and largre country towns, Con-
sism ing of Albaniy, Bunbury, Geraldtoo.
and Nodtlim, which were estimated Wn
contain 9).600, had on the rolls in 1911
11,363. and in 1913, 11,209. Albany had
increased by 81, hut there was a net de-
crease of 154. The pastoral districts,
estimated to have 3,700, had in 1911
4,032, and in 1913 4,460, or a net de-
crease of' 172. loebourne had increased
by .301. Even in those far Northern seats
there was an aetuhl quota of 1.4A6 ac-
cording lo the September roll, and in the
outports and country towns 2,802. The
member for Nort ham added those in with
their larg-e quota to his small agricultural
districts, in order to make their nmiLota
more reasonable, and the goldfields were
treated scurvily. Going into the 6gm as
in detail, it would be found that the only
serious miscalculation mnade by Mr. Nan-
son was that the agricultural belt had
been under-estimated by nearly 10,000
voters. Taking the South-West portion
of the State, one found that Nelsun was,
estimated at the time of the lasqt redhs-
tribution to contain 2,100 voters; it
actually had 2,954 in 1911. and in M-3:~
it had .3.102, or an increase of 14A
Sussex was estimated to contain 1900;
it had actually 2.256 in 1911, and in 1013
1,695. a decrease of 561. Mturray was esti-
mated to have 1,700, and in 1911 it actu-
ally had 2,207, while in 1913 the number
was 1.994. or a decrease of 213. Sw,,an
was estimated to have 2,100. In 1911 it
had 2,549. and in 1913 2,497, or a de-
crease of 52.

lion. J. Mfitcell: N,"ot on th estimnate.
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Mr. MeDOWALL: The decrease was
from the 1911 to the 1913 roll; the esti-
mate was nothing. The estimate was not
a fact, but the roll of 1911 was a fact.
Taking the Mid lands, one found that
Ai Ioore was estimated to have 1,400,' in
l9ll it had 2,425, and in 1913, 2,327, or
a decrease of 98. irwin was estimated
to have 1,400, it had 1,622 in 1911, and
1.661 in 1913. Greenough was estimated
to have 1,600, it had 2,020 in 1911. and
2,089 in 1913. The total for the Mid-
lands in i.9i13 was 6,077, comrated with
6,067 in 1911, or aln increase in that belt
of 10. Y-et we had it constantly preached
to us t hat t he goldfields wvere going down,
and that the difference was being made
Up by theseC agricUltural districts. Taking
the Eastern and Great Southern division.
one found that Toodyay in loll bad 3,49-1,
and in 1913 3,499, an increase of 5; Avon
had 3,145 in 191ll, and 3,071 in 1913, a
decrease of 74. York was estimated to
have 2,000 at the time of the last redistri-
bution, it actually had 2.558S in 1011 . and
in 1013 2,559. or a decrease of 29. B3ev-
erley was estimated to have 2.000, it actu-
ally had 1.707 in l9ll, and now"" had
1.7(05, or an increase of 68. Ping-elly was
estimated to have 1,500, it actuall 'y had
2,194 in 1911, and now had 2,1S2. or a
decrease of 12. Williams-Narrogin was
estimated to have 2,000, it actually hai1
2.956. and now had 3,046, an increase of
g0. Wagin was estimated to have 1,800,
it actually had 2.103 in 1931, and in 1913
it had 2.195. anl increase of 92. Katan-
fling was esatimated to have 2,000, but
had 2,472- in loll,. and now had 2,533, or
an increase of 66. The figures proved
that in the Eastern andi Great Southern
division there was a net increase of 196.
Mr. Nanson estimated that the agricul-
tural districts contained W7,900 electors.
They actually contained 36,692 in l9ll.
but in 1.913 they' contained 36,220.
showing a net decrease of 472.
He had not had the least intention
of saying a word inl connection with
this matter, but the amendment brought
forward by the hon. member for
Northam was of such a glaring
character that he could not refrain fromi
saying a word or two in opposition to
business of that kind. The lion. member
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said we were going to tell the commis-
sioners what they were to do, and that
it was all wrong. The Government, how-
ever, brought a Bill forward for 47 seats,
and gave the comumissioners a free hand,
so far as those 47 seats were concerned.
If the amendment was carried, would it
be any use having the commissioners at
a11q The amiendment would almost'
amount to fettering them so that they
could not move in any direction whatever.
With. regard to supporters of the pre-
sent Goverlunent in the scattered gold-
fields districts, let himi show hlow the Bill
affected them. it meant a quota of about
2,450. NLow in these scattered districts
the electorate of~ toolgardie was the only
one that had the quota. Coolgardie hadl
at present 2,532, Kanowna, 1,947, Men-
zies 1,32], Alt. Leonora 2,117, M1t. MAar-
waret 1,870, Vilgarn 2.327, Coolgardie
was the only seat of that lot which had
the minimum quota. Therefore it maeant
that these seats mutst be re-arranged.
There were not sufficient to give its the
quota, and one of them must go out. It
was the goldriteds people who should corn-
plain about this Bill;. people who sat
solidly behind the Government were
likely to be injured by the measure. He
had no hesitation in making that a-ser-
tion, as it was borne out by the figuires,
but it must be recognised that a redistri-
bution of seats had been promised. and
it could not possibly take place wvithout
interfering wit], the rights and privileges
of someone. Air. Nanson, in his estimate
made a mistake of about 10,000 electors.
it was just possible that in this instance
a mistake of that kind mighbt be mnade,
but, even if the quotLas were ever so large.
according to the hon. member for Nor-

thorn's amendment, there could he no re-
dress. The proposal of the hon. member
was unfair and] unreasonable in every
shape and form. There was no ju1stice_
in it, not anything that was reasonable.
We had already agreed to ever 'ything in
reason. We had agreed to allow the
quotas to comec Up to 2,450. Did bon.
members opposite want their quotas to
come down and those of the Ministerial
members to go uip? The member for
Northam apparently only wanted to legis-
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late for a small portion of the country.
The agricultural districts hiad ample seats
ait the present time and they were really
well represented. It would now be out-
rageous to take three seals from the gold-
fields. The hion. maember for Northam in.
terjected that those were the minimumn
quotes, and that they might be exceeded.
Attention might be called to the fact that
it was estimated on the occasion of the
MAt redistribution that M1oore would have
1,400, Irwin 1,400, and Greenough 1,600,
and hie intpresed upon members that the
farmers always got- the minimum quota.
Let us compare those places with Coolgar-
die with 2,450, li7anowna with 2,400, Men-
zies with 2,300, Leonora with 2,300,1Mount
Margalret withi 2,125, and Yilgara with
1075. The mninimum, quota, ou the occa-
sion of the last redistribution was given
to thle agricultural districts. The mini-
mium. in thie proposed redistribution wa~s
almost sore to be given to the agricul-
tural districts, The good sense of the
Chamber would never dream of consent-
ing to such an amendment as that pro-
posed by the member for Northam. it
should be relegated to the obscurity it so
richly deserved.

Ron. J. MITCHELL: If the Bill went
through as it was drafted the agrieni-
final districts would lose three or four
seats. Why should the Attorney Gen-
eral object to the treatment he (MAr. Ifit-
chell) proposed to mete out to the gold-
fields when hie applied the very same
treatment to the agricultural districts
where such treatment was not justified?

The Attorne 'y General: I ami applying
thie same treatment to the goldflelds and
to (he agricultural districts.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Under the pro-
posal of the Attorney' General the agri-
cultural districts would lose three or four
seats.

Mr. Underwood: Whn' should they not?
lIon. J. MITCHELL: The proposal

which he had put forward was in plain
words. The Attorney General's Bill -was
somewhat obscure because the matter
would be left to the commissioners. lie
realised that the intention v-as to take
away representation from the growiing
industry of agriculture, The amendment

hie had put forward was perfectly honest
Find there was no intention other than to
bring about for the country the best pos-
sible representation.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.80 p.m.

Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved an amend-

ment-
That in lines 2 and 3 of the proviso

the words "comprised witina the exist-
ing electoral districts of Kimberley,
Roebourne, Pilbara, and Gascoyne" be
struck out, and the words "sitated
naorth of the Tropics of Capricorn" be
inserted in lieu.

The alteration was consequential on the
amendment carried the other day. The
difference in wording served to show a
little more clearly what was meant.

Amendment passed.
Hon. J1. M&ITCHLELLj: The directions

to be given to the commissioners, as
shown in suib-clause 3, were in the wrong
order. Instead of "means of communica-
tion and distance from the capital"'
being the first direction it shonid he the
last, while "community or diversity of
interest," instead of being in the third
place, should he in the first. -With a
view to effecting this alteration in the
order he moved an amendment-

That all words af ter "to" in line 2
be struck out.

If the Committee agreed to strike out
these words he would then more the in-
sertion of other words which would place
"Ccommunity or diversity of interest" in
the position of first direction to the com-
missioners.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: All the
debates uip to the present had been around
this very point, and consequently it was
unnecessary to have any long debate upon
the amendment; in fact it would be a
waste of time to debate it.

Hfon. J1. MITCHELL: We were here
to debate these questions. Community
of interest was of far more importance
than means of communication and dis-
tance fromt the capital.

Mr. HARPER: The amendment was
of the uitmost importance. Community
of interest should he the leading direc-
tion for the comnissioners. Certainly
it should not be the third in order.
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The Attorney General: Be very thank-
f ul that it is there at all.

Mr. HARPER: It would ho very ex-
traordinary if the principle were not in-
cluded among the directions. Districts
devoted to primary production ought to
have priority over all other parts of the
State. It was important that community
and diversity of interest should have
a prominent place in this scheme. The
agriculiuna industry should have prior
consideration above all. Although he
was a property owner in the city, he
knew that his city interests would
not be worth much but for the de-
velopment of the country. The people
in the towns were only living on the
producers in the country.

Mr. TURVEY: The attitude of Oppo-
sition members on this question compared
strangely with their attitude when dis-
cussing the representation of the North-
West. They had recognised that the
North-West was entitled to special con-
sideration because of its limited means
of communication and distance from the
capital, and now they were opposing the
Government in proposing that means of
communication and distance from the
capital should have consideration before
community or diversity of interest.
There was a. diversity of interest even
in the Swan constitue ncy, in which were
to be found agricultural, horticultural,
timber, quarrying, and brick making in-
dustries. It was hard to say where com-
munity of interest would start and where
it w-ould end, and after all if means of
communication andi distance from the
capital -were to be placed first, they, would
give to the outback country districts the
increased representation that was sought.
Provision was made that the commis-
sioners might vary their quota to the
extent of 20 per cent, above or 20 per
cent, below. which mecant that an in-
crea-se of 50 per cent, could be given.

Member: Forty per cent.
Air. TJR.VEY: If the quota were

3,000 and 20 per cent, below was the
lowest, and 20 per cent, above was the
highest, it would mean that the furthest
,out agricultural districts would have the
smallest number, whilst the electorates

closer in to the city could have exactly 50
per cent. more electors -than those coun-
try districts.

Amendmeut put amid negatived.
Mr. A. E. PIESSE: This clause was

practically the crux of the Bill, and he
differed from its provisions for the reason
that the effect of the clause would be that
certain members would be taken away
from the mining and agricultural districts
and increased representation given to the
more populous electoral districts in the
metropolitan area. It had been pointed
out by the member for Swan that the
agricultural districts had nothing to be
afraid of, and that owing to the commis-
sioners being able to vary their quota by
20 per cent, above or below, the agricul -
tural districts would get an increase, If
the lion, member wvent into the figures he
would discover that hie .vas totally wrong,
because even if the maximum. quota were
allowed to the metropolitan area, namely,
8,600 votes, that area, must have an in-
crease of at least two members. Upon
that point he wished to enter a protest..
He had no desire at this stage of the his-
tory of the State to see a drastic altera-
tion made in the representation of the
more sparsely populated portions of the
State to the extent he had indicated, The
agricultural districts would be worse off
by one member than they were before
the passing of the 1905 Act, notwithstand-
ing the fact that the electoral population
in the agricultural areas had increased by
something like 20,000 electors. This would
mean an entirely new principle of distri-
bution of electoral representation, and the
Government should put uip a better ease
before altering the system contained in
the present Act. He had no objection
to an amendment of the boundaries of
some of the present electorates. There
-were undoubtedly some anomalies where
electorates contained more electors than
the quota originally provided, but the
Government should hesitate about intro-
ducing entirely new principles which
would mean the disfranchising of many
electors, particularly in agricultural and
mining districts.

Mr. Price: We do not disfranchise any
one.
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Mr. A. E. PIESSE: Increased repre-
senltation was to be given to the metropol-
itan area, but he failed to see that an?
dissatisfaction had been shown by thle
electors in that area. Le felt sure the
common sense of the -people resident in
the metropolitan area would tell themn
that if their area was to progress we must
develop to the fullest extent the primary
industries. The country member had a
good deal more work to do than the metro-
politan member, He had to keep very
closely in touch with every part of his
electorate, which somieti mes covered a
very wide area, new centres were spring-
ing up day by dlay, educalionat and other
facilities were constantly required, and
lie had to attend to all the litle local
wvants which in nine cases out of ten the
meitropolitan member had not to worry
about. Hie wished again to enter his pro-
test against any diminution in the num-
ber of members from the country dis-
tricts. le would go even- so far as to
oppose any unreasonable reduction from
the goldfields.

Mr. Thomas: Would you go so far as
tha t?

Air. IJNDERWOOJD: Was thle hon.
member for Katanning in order in going
back and discussing generally the clause
after we had antended it?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
]hon. inember had a perfect right to dis-
cuss the adoption or rejection of a clause,
but no right to traverse over again arg-u-
ments that had been used and points that
had been settled and decided. 'We badl
dereided two points, as to the quota and ius
to tbe order in the directions. Any argu-
muents why the Committee should not ac,-
cept the clause would be in perfect order.

Hon. J. MI%1TCHELL: Could not thle
hon. member discuss generally the clause
wve were now asked to pas,. into law as
ar mended q

The CHAIRMAN: So long- as the hion.
member used argutments for the reice-
tion or the adoption of the clause it
was possible for him to proceed.

Mr. Underwood: What about tedious
repetitionQ

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: Taking- away these
seats from the agricultural and mining

districts and giving them to metropolitan
districts would not be acting in the best
interests of the country. One member hail
expressed surprise that lie (Mr. Piesse)
wvould leave the number of mining dis-
tricts as at presenit.

Mr. Thomas: No, you said you would
reduce them a1 little.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: This Bill provided
for a reduction from 13 to 12. He -,oultd
go so far as to leave the number at 13,
as lie honestly believed we had every good
reason to expect a revival in the mining
industry. So far as thle agricultural and
scattered electorates were concerned the
Government should hesitate before bring-
ing about ainy further disabilities in thle
direction indicated in this clause.

M~r. ELLIOTT: The principle was a
cle ar one, and lie was not altog-ether op-
posed to this Bill, but hie would have pre-
ferred an anmendmnent to provide that thie
quota could be increased or reduced by
25 per cent, instead of by 20 per cent.

Clause as amended put and passed.
Clause 5-Report:
Air. MALE: It was provided in para-

graph (a) of Subelause 1 that the com-
missioners should forward a report of
their division specifying "the quota of
electors." We bad already definitely fixed
the quota of electors, and it seemed hardly
necessary to ask the commissioners to re-
port on it.

Thme ATTORNEY GENERAL: Tho
])araigraph -was necessary as provision had
been made for the commissioners to vary
the qluota. according to the distance from
the capital, etcetera, and so on.

Mr. MALE: If the paragraph meant
the quota for the particular district which
they decided, would it not; be clearer to
make the paragraph read "the quota of
electors for each district"?

The Attorney General: It is perfectly
clear wvithout it.

1Mr. 'WISDOM: A slight alteration
Wouild make the paragraph perfectly clear.
"Quota" dlid not mean the quota for each
district, allowing for the margin of 20
per cent. above or below, and that, he
took it. was what the member fur Kiim-
boiler wanted and what thle Attorney
Gieneral wanted also.
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M-r. MALE: We were providing in
paragraph (d) for the number of electors
in each district, and the Minister made
an unnecessary remark when he said that
the effect of any alteration which might
be madec would be an insult. The Op-
position had a right to suggest alterations
without those alterations being regarded
as being insulting to anyone. The Attor-
ney General's explanation was not correct.
The quota was not the number of electors
in each district; it was the number of elec-
tors in the whole of the State.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
absolutely unnecessary to change a single
word in any paragraph of the clause.

Mlr. Male: I think so too, now.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Then

no more need be said.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 6-agreed to.
Clause 7-F uture redivisions:
Hon. J, MITCHELL: In a previous

clause it was provided that the redistri-
bution should come into force on a date
to be fixed, not later than October, 191-1,
and then we made provision for further
divisions in accordance with Clause 6.
Tf that was the case when would the Bill
he introduced to Parliament, or come into
force?

Mir. MALE: The clause set out that
the State might be redivided into electoral
districts by commissioners in the manner
before provided, whenever directed by the
Governor by proclamation, pursuant to
a resolution passed by the Legislative As-
sembly. Was it advisable or was it usual
for a -redistribution of seats to take place
simply by a resolution passed in the Leg-
islative ANssembly? Was it not customary
for matters of that nature to be passed
by both Chambers? This Bill would have
to go beforec the Legislative Council; it
was a watter~which affected the Legislative
Council as well as the Legislative. Assem-
bly, inasmuch as there was a provision
here for altering the Council provinces.

The ATTORNEY GEN'ERAL : This
was not a redistribution. E Ven if this
Bill received the Royal assent we might
never have a redistribution follo-wing upon
it. After the report came in it would
be laid before Parliament or it might

be gone on withl, and the Bill which
which might be introduced might be re-
jected. When it came to a redistribu-
tion, then bothi Houses would have to
take their pna. This clause simply pro-
vided that the machinery for delineating
the boundaries should lbe a standing pro-
vision. The commissioners could be
called into being and set to work by a
simple resolution of the Legislative As-
sembly.

Hon. J. Mitchell : I think both Houses
should be eon sulted.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Let
the Legislative Council amend their own
clause dealing with their own House.

lon. J. Mitchell . Both Houses should
have a hand in this matter.

Hon. H-. B. Lefroy : A redivision
might mean a redistribution.

The Attorney General -. No.
Hon. H. B. IEFROY: Red irided

was a very wide term. It might mean
the shuffling uip of the whole of the elec-
toral districts of the State, and the State
mig~ht be divided again by commissioners
pursuant to a resolution of the Legis-
lative Assembly. Parliament should de-
cide that and Parliament consisted of
both Houses. The Legislative Council
should certainly have a voice in this mat-
ter.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : Each
House was left to itself. The Legislative
Assembly ivuald have, no po-wer to pass
a resolution saying that the Council
should pass such a redistribution. We
could not deal here with the reform of
the Upper House. The custom was that
reform affecting the Legiltv Con
cil must arise in the Legislative Council
eil. The same principle applied to the
Legislative Assembly. As to how% we
should hold our seats, As to the size of
our seats, or how many electors we
should reprwesent, the Legislative
Council had no say. We must
originate reforms for our own body
and therefore we were following a
well recognised. rime-wVorn, constitu-
I ionai principile. This redistribution
-was for Assembly seats, and there-
fore it was our bouinden right, not a
inere privilege or caprice, but our right,
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established by long& precedent and cus-
torn.

Mr. MALE : We were instructing
these commissioners not only to make a
re-division of the Assembly districts, but
we were also asking them to make a re-
commendation for the readjustment of
the boundaries of the electoral provinces.

The Minister for Works :Is that not
absolu~tely essential I

-Mr. MAXLE : We -were, therefore, do-
ing something which the Minister told
its -we had no right to do.

The Minister for Works : It is only
a recommendation.

Mr. MNALE : The whole thing was
only a recommendation, but we were ask-
ing for a recommendation, not only af-
fecting the distric.ts which were repre-
senited in this House, but also affecting-
the provinces which were represented in
another place, and it should be necessary
for both Houses to have a say in the mat-
ter. For the purpose of testing the feel-
ing of the, House on this particular point
be would move an amendment-

That in line 4 the words "Legisla-
tive A ssembly" be struck out for the
purpose of inserting "both Houses of
Parliament?'

Point of Order.
The Attorney General: On a point

of order: the amendment is absa-
lutely against the Constitution Act.
We cannot allow the other place to
have a sayv in the constitution of the As-
sembly. One of the dearest principles
which has been fought for all through
the centuries is t hat to preserve the auton-
omny of each Chamber, and once we al-
low another place to veto our right to
have a map drawn showinig the Kia0s On
which it is deemed necessary to redis-
tribute the seats, we will have sacri-

ficed all our constitutional iihts. What
we are doing in this measure is merely
to ask that comtmissioners should f or
our guidance draw sip boundaries of our
electorates. When it comes to a Redis-
tribution of Seats Bill that will be an
entirety different matter; we then will
bp trying to enact a law and both Houses
and the Government will have a say

in it. But the amendment would give
another place a say in our own constitul-
tion, and therefore it is entirely out of
order.

)]Ur. George: All will agree with
the Attorney G3eneral in the desire to
preserve the privileges of the Chamber.
But in an earlier clause the Bill seeks
to deal with the other House.

Tlhe Attorney General : It does not..
31r, George: But the Bill makes

reference to an alteration of the elec-
toral provinces. Is the Attorney Gen-
eral ignoring the fact that Clause 6 makes
provision that the commissioners should
consider the readjustment of boundaries
of the electoral provinces? Underlying
the Bill is the intention to deal with
the Legislative Council if it is found
possible. There is sufficient justifica-
tion for the amendment. If the corn-
cinisioners put in a recommendation in re-
gard to the electoral districts and elec-
toral provinces, some action will have
to be taken in this House and in another
place also. Once the report of the corn-
inissioners comes in embodying a recom-
mendation for the alteration of the pro-
vinces, some action will have to be
taken. If I thought the amendment
would infringe the privileges of the
House I would oppose it.

The Attorney General: The clause re-
f erred to by the hon. member in no way
affects the rights and privileges of an-
other place. If it did, it would be out
of order. The justification for the ctause
as it stands is that it has to go before
the other House and will he considered
by them, and therefore it infringes no
privileges. The Bill deals only with the
bare report; it has no legislative qualities
nor does it by any means bind anybody.
It is only in the nature of -securing in-
formation. It provides merely that a re-
port shall be laid before both Houses.
The Bill that will follow the report
will come before bath Houses. Clause 6
is merely a direction for the Govern-
ment to introduce a Bill which will go
through the usual course of a Bill. But
the amendment is a principle which
would permit the other place to dictate to
us as to whether or not we should have a
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redistribution of seats. That is abso-
lutely unallowable. The most permanent
recognised principle of our constitutional
law is that each House shall have its
own constitution. The moment that is
infringed, chaos and confusion will fol-
low, This question ought to be placed
before the Speaker.

The Chairman: The Attorney General
is placing me in an awLkward position.
If I give a ruling as to whether the
amendment is admissible, and that rul-
ing is accepted, then the question will
not go to the Speaker. The only way to
get it to the Speaker will be for me
to give a ruling and for the Attorney
General to move that the ruling be dis-
Agreed with,

The Attorney General:. The only reason
for suggesting that it should he referred
to the Speaker is because the question
most vitally affects the constitutional
safety of the Chamber. However, I
-will take your ruling on the point.
There is a difference between the re-
ports which will be laid before both
Houses and the power of this House
to originate its own legislation. The
reports in both instances will be laid
before both Houses, but the preliminary
step for a redistribution of seats must
originate in this Chamber, and therefore
it is legitimate that the resolution of this
Chamber should be sufficient. If a resolu-
tion of another Chamber should be to the
effect that the Assembly must not have a,
redistribution of seats it would be nothing
short of a declaration of war as to the re-
lative powers of the two Houses. We have
the management of our own business And
can say when we will or will not bring
about a redistribution of seats. The Bill
provides that by a resolution of the A-s-
sembly we should set in motion the machi-
nery of the Bill and then, of course, the
reports, would follow. The reports are laid
before both Houses and the Bill is brought
forwvard. We have still the ,right to say
whether there shall be a redistribution of
seats. but if we accept that amendment
we give to another place the right to say
that, notwithstanding we think there shall
be a redistribution, wve shall not have it,
and that would allow another place to say

whether or not we should have a change.
That is contrary to the Constitution.

The Chairman: The trouble is, if I
rule against the Attorney General he will
move to disagree to my ruling, and if I
rule against the member for Kimberley
hie also 'will move to disagree.

Mr. George: Do I understand that the
Attorney General disagrees to your rnil-
ing 7

The Attorney Genera]: I have raised
the point.

The Chairman: I am going to ask the
Committee to allow me to submit the
matter direct to the Speaker without my
giving a rLuliing.

MAr. George: There is something more
than that in this question. The objection
raised by the Attorney General is that the
amendment moved by the member for
.Kimberley is out of order. The Minister
has not quoted a Standing Order to show
that it is out of order, but has simply
quoted precedents. I submit there can he
no disputing your ruling, because you are
not asked for a ruling. In any ease if
the Attorney General disputes your rul-
ing he has to show cause, which he has not
done yet.

The Chairman: T see only one wvay out
of this difficulty and that is for me to rule
the amendment in order. Then I shall takce
no exception to the Attorney General
moving that -my ruling be disagreed to,
and I shall then submit the matter to the
Speaker.

Dissent from ChAairman's ruling.
The Attorney General: I move that

your ruling be disagreed to on the ground
that the amendment is uinconstitutional
and an infring-ement of the rights of the
Assembly.

The Speaker took the Chair.
The Chairman having stated the dis-

sent.
The Attorney General: To understand

the point that is raised I shall have to
read the clause we are considering.
Clause 7 deals with future redivisions by
commissioners not with the enactment of
any law, and says-

The State may be red ivided into elec-
toral districts by commissioners, in the
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manner hereinbef ore provided, when-
ever directed by the Governor by pro-
clamnatiolt pursuant to a resolution duly
passed by the Legislative Assembly;
and, subject as hereinafter provided,'
this Act shall apply to every such re-
division.

The lion. nieinbei for Kimberley has
moved to delete the words "Legislative
Assembly" and to substitute "both Houses
of Parliamnen-t." A resoIlution then, for
directions merely to the commissioners to
redivide the boundaries of electorates,
must be submitted to both Houses. In
other words, t.Ihis Bill being law, we could
not possibly. if the other House said no
or refused to pass a resolution, get a re-
distribution programme, plan or map
drawn up. 1 submit that whichever House
desires reform. it has been the usual pr-ac-
tice to recognise that the particular re-
form affecting that particular Chamber
rests in that Chamber. We know there are
certain Bills which must originate in this
Chamber, and that the other House can-
not deal with them at all. That is one of
our privileges. In like manner here are
certain matters which the House of Lords
in England, from which we take our pat-
tern, claim the exclusive right to deal with
and one matter which each House claims
the right to deal with is in regard to its
own procedure, Standing Orders. and so
on. This matter which affects 'is vitally
affects our seats and presence here,. and
our whole constitution, yet we are told we
cannot take preliminary steps to get guid-
ance. for that purpose unless the other
House gives us permission. The other
House in that event could keep us forever
from a red isi rihut ion. However iniquitous
the position might be they could prevent
us from altering it. The Government
have the obligation placed upon them to
lay before both Houses the report and
then Clause 6 goes further to direct the
Government that the Bill shall he intro-
duced. It goes on in Suhelause 2 to say,
the Bill shall provide that, notxvitistand-
ing the alteration of the boundaries of any
electoral province due to making them
coincide with the altered boundaries of
the divisions of the districts of the As-
sembly. every member of the Legislative

Council shall continue to represent in
Parliament the electoral province for
which he was elected, with the boundaries
assigned to it by the Act.

-tlr. Speaker: May I suggest that since
the Bill is not under discussion that the
Attorney General should take the point
which has been raised, namely, that the
admissionl of this amendment is a viola-
tion of the righbts and privileges of the
Assembly and is unconstitutional. I
wonld like to hear the arguments on those
points.

The Attorney General: I was only an-
ticip~ating arguments which were by in-
ference raised, and which I know will
be pit to you subsequently. With refer-
ence to whadot is a wvcll iccognisiul prinl-
ciple' I wvish to point out that Afcaj on
page 459 of the Eleventh edition States--

As a general rule, Bills may origin-
ate in either House., but the exclusive
right of the Hoause of Commons to
grant supplies, and to impose and ap-
propriate all char-ges 'upon the people,
renders it necessary to introduce by
far the greater proportion of Bills
into that House.

On page 460 he states-
A Bill which concerns the privileges

or proceedings of either House should,

Iin courtesy, commence in that House
to whielL it relates.
H~on. J. Mitchell. Commence.
Thle Attorney General: This is dealing

with Bills, and I say the resolution is the
starting of this very Bill which concerns
us. It is not a Bill at all in itself. We
have as much right by a resolution to
appoint commissioners to delineate boun-
daries as we have to appoint a Royal
Commission for any purpose by resolu-
lion of this 'House, In fact, the argu-
ment has been used that the Government
have the power to appoint a commission,
simply as the executive body of this
House. The Government themselves
could appoint the commission, but in
deference we suggest a new procedure
that the House itself shall be able to
carry a resolution setting the Govern-
ment in motion to appoint a commission
to readjust boundaries, and whoever said
in Parliament that before a commission
is appointed by the Governor the other
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Chamber must say whether they shall
allow it or not? It is absolutely un-
precedented and would be a curtailment
of the liberty of this Chamber if this
House cannot by resolution instruct the
Governor to appoint a commission to
draw a map for it if the other House do
not give permission. It would he a sac!ri-
flee of our rights and privileges, and it
is discountenanced. by the history of the
British Parliament as evidenced' by the
passage I have just read]. The other
Chamber mutst not have a voice in deter-
mining the free liberty of this Chamber
to move resolutions and to act upon them.
We must surely preserve to ourselves the
right in days to come to have a map
drawn for this Assembly without asking
anybody. That right must. not be cur-
tailed by or made subservient to any
Chamber. Hon. members opposite are
proposing that the House shall be in-
capable of telling the Governor that
they -want another mnap with a view to
have another redistribution of seats
unless another Chamber acquiesce. It
is most inadvisable that wve should sacri-
fice our privileges in that manner.

Mr. Male: The point has been raised
that may amendment will affect the p~rivi-
leges; of this House. I would like to
point out that the whole clause affects the
privilegces of this House1 inasmuch as we
could stultify ourselves in the future
when we wanted to have a redistribution
of seats. I contend that as this
Bill affects not only the constitu-
tion of this House. but also that of
another place, that their privileges are
just as much at stake as our privileges
are, and if we by this Bill are going to
affect the Constitution of another place
then Certainly they must have some say
as to whether their place shall be affected
or not. Under this Bill this Chamber
passes a resolution to the effect that when
a future redistribuition is necessary the
commission are to be asked to report not
only on the newv boundaries affecting this
Chamber, but are also instructedi that
their report shall contain a recommenda-
tion for the readjustment of the bouin-
daries of tile electoral provinces into
which the State is iviided. If we re-
adjust the boundaries of the electoral

provinces we at the same time readjust
the number of electors in those provinces,
and that after all is all that this Bill
does as affecting the Assembly. We in-
struct that the boundaries of the districts
represented in this Assembly shall be
altered, and at the same time we also
alter the number of electors in the dis-
tri ct. It has the same cffect on both
Houses, and I contend that the privileges
of both Houses are affected in this Bill.
If my amendment is not allowed to go
in it simply means that wve, the Lee'is-
lat ire Assembly, can pass a resolution
asking that the boundaries and the num-
her of electors, represented within those
boundaries, of the electoral provinces
shall be readjusted. I contend that we
have no right to do that any more than
the Council would have the right. to
bring in a similar measure affecting the
Assembly.

'Mr. George:- T do not propose to go
inf the various argumients; that the At-
torney General has placed before us, be-
cause I think they are entirely irrelevant
to the question. The question submitted
to You, 'Mr. Speaker, is this: Is any hen.
member in order in proposing an amend-
ment in Commnittee? The hon. member
Who has just spoken proposed an amend-
ment which, so far as I in able to find,
is not at variance with the Standing
Orders of this House, and Yon. Sir, are
asked to decide really an absiract ques-
tion instead of thle plain simple question
of the right and privilege of every moem-
ber of this H-ousre to move ain ainendinent
provided it is in accordance with the
Standing Orders. If the Attorne 'y lon-
cral said this one wavs nut in accordance
with the Standing Orders, there might
hare been some debate on this question.
But until this amendment has been proved
to be outside the Standing Orders I think
the whole of this discussion isL out o!
order.

Hon. H. B. Lefroy: It apipears to me
that the amendment Proposed by' the lion.
member for IKinberley in no way affects
the privileg;es of this House. It is; merely
a question whether this amendment is
in order or not. In my opinion it does
not interfere wvith the p~rivilegeq of this
House. The Bill wce have before us
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affects both Houses of Parliament. Any
redistribution which takes place must of
necessity affect both Houses. The boun-
daries of the Legislative Council are re-
gulated by the boundaries of the electoral
districts for the Assembly. If the argu-
ment of the Attorney General holds good
that the Legislative Council had no voice
in the constitution of the Legislative As-
sembly, this House might alter the con-
stitution as it affects the Legislative
Assembly without submitting the matter
to the Legislative Council. Our Consti-
tution Act distinctly lays it down that
no alteration in the Constitution can be
made without submitting that alteration
to the Legislative Council, and being
passed by an absolute majority of both
Houses, and aflerwards; receiving the as-
sent of His _Majesty. That does away
with the Attorney General's argument that
we have a perfect right to legislate with
regard to our own constitution without
reference to any other body. The ques-
tion now before us is as to whether in the
re-division of the electorates, the Legis-
lative Council shall be consulted. or not.
It nppears to ate that this Bill affects
both 1-ouses and, therefore, as it does
that, any redistribution must affect both
Houses by reason that the boundaries of
the Legislative Council are affected by
the boundaries of the electoral districts
of the Legislalive Assembly. On these
grounds I hold that the amendment of the
member for IKimberley is perfectly in
order.

The Attorney General: The whole con-
fusion arises from lhon, members con-
founding the Bill and an executive act
which are two distinct things. The Gov-
ernment have the power at the present
moment to appoint these commissioners
writhout asking anybody's permission.

Mr, 'Male: And the Government shirk
their responsibilities.

The Attorney General: It does not
matter whether wre shirk our responsi-
bilities or not. The appointment of comn-
saissionkers and the limiting of their func-
tions have been put in this Bill for the
sole purpose of guidance now and in the
f uture. This Bill miakes provision for
the way in which advice shall be tendered,

and the report of the commissioners or
the recommendation of the commissioners
has no more to do with the legislation
which may -be introduced subsequently
than the laying of papers upon the Table
of the House. It helps to form legisla-
tion, it is a guidance to hon. members and
nothing else. The point is that even this
House cannot direct the Government to
do what it has the right to do now un-
less another place interferes. That is a
distinct curtailment of our individual
liberties. If this were a Bill to limit the
powers of the other House or to alter
the decision of that House in any way
I admit it would have to go through both
Houses. But to say that this House can-
not obtain a report or recommendation
without going through the two Houses
is on the face of it absurd, A report is
not a Bill, It is not legislation, it is only
the obtaining of information. A commis-
sion is not legislation. The appointment
of a commission is purely an execuive
function, -which function is vested in His
Majesty's M1inisters. They can do that,
and 1Atinisters have the right to anticipate
the appiroval of both Houses of Parlia-
ment. buit in the course I hey are taking
in this Hill they arc not going to limit
the executive functions; of government or
the inalienable rights of this Assembly.
To sayv that [lie consent of the oilier place
is requred in a matter of this kind is
absurd, and it is contrary to every pre-
cedent'and practice. I only want to show
that even in matters of legislation itself
there are certain well recognised rules of
courtesy that have been practised as long
as parlientary government has been
honoured by that name. There are cer-
tain Bills which originate in this As-
sembly. and which would he reeted if
they originated in the other Bouse.
There are also certain Bills that can]
originate in the other House, and which
by culstomn have always originated there,
atid one of the Bills that is free for either
House is that affecting the constitutional
reform of itself, so to speak. If it is a
reform affecting thie other Chamnber it is
supposedl to originate in that Chamber.
if it is a reform affecting the Assembly
it is supposed to originate here. That
has been the timne-honoured custom and
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we should be departing from it if we
altered it now. This does not go to the
extent of a Bill. It only goes to this
point; have we the sole right of saying
when we shall get an opinion, how we
shall get it, who shall give it to us and in
what way it shalt be delivered. Have we
that right, and is that merely our right
without. asking any one's permission. If
it is, then we are cuirtailing that right and,
therefore, altering our constitutional me-
thods if we ask another House to give
its permission before we exercise what
has been our privilege uip to this
moment.

Mr. Speaker: The objection raised by
the Attorney General to the decision of
the Chairman is that the admission of an
amendment to this Bill inured br the
member for Kimberley is a violation of
.the privileges and rights of the Assembly.
and that it is unconstitutional. Any-
thing to be unconstitutional must he some-
thing in direct opposition to thle Consti-
tution of the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia. The Attorney General has failed
to prove that contention. He has quoted
from May a passage which has relation
not to the Parliament of Western Austia-
lia, but only to the Imperial. Parliament,
the Constitution of which is not a writ-
tenl one as our Constitution is, but a
Constitution by which the business of
Parliament is carried on by form, prec-
dent, and custom. The passage the At-
torney General read is as follows:-

A.- Bill which concerns the privileges
or proceedings of either House, should
in courtesy commence in that House to
Which it relates.

It does not state that the Bill must and
shall orig-inate in the House which is
concerned. The passage continues-

But Bills affecting privileges of the
other House, hare, nevertheless, been
adinitted without objection. A mend-
menits, however, concerning the privi-
leges and jurisdiction of the Lords, have
given rise to discussions in both Houses.

Even in the Imperial Parliament Bills
affecting the privileg-es of the other House
have nev-ertheless been admitted without
objection. T could only' uphold the con-
tention of the Attorney General that thi9,

amendment is unconstitutional if the
terms of the amendment and its objects
were in direct opposition to the
Constitution of the Parliament of West-
ern Australia. Section 73 of the Consti-
tution Act provides-

The Legislature of the Colony shall
have full power and authority, from
time to time by any Act, to repeal or
alter any of the provisions of this Act.

The Attorney General in his remarks
stated that if this amendment be allowed
the other House would have the right to
veto legislation from this House concern-
ing the distribution of seats in this
Chamber. Thst contention is cor-
rect. The other House will have
that right uinder this Bill. This
Bill cannot become law unless it is passed
by the other House. If it did not pass
that House any attempt to make it law
would be unconstitutional. I have no
doubt in amy mind that the amendment
is in order, and should be admitted. I
therefore support the ruling of the Chair-
Man.

'rhe Attorney General: 'Will you per-
mit mne to ask your ruling on a point
xwhich I think you have missed. The
point is not has this body a right to make
laws without the other House giving their
assent and participating I tried to make
it clear, but even in the matters of Bills
there are certain thing-s that originate by
custom in both Houses.

Mr. Male: O)n a point of order: is the
lion, mnember disagreeing with your ruling
or discussing it or merely making an ex-
lplanat ion?

M Nr. Speaker: The proper procedure
would be to disagree with my ruling. I
understand, however, that the Attorney
General has a point to submlit.

The Attorney General: The point I
have raised has not been touched.

Mr. Male: Are you disagreeing with
the Speaker's ruling?

The Attorney General: No, I am ask-
ing him to further consider the point if
I put it more plainly. The point is that
the amendment does not concern leg-isla-
tion at all; it is not a question of the
right of both Houses to participate in
legislation affecting thc privileges of
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either, That -is governed by the clause
But my point is this, and I would draw
special attention to it: that the Bill we are
considering only makes provision, not
for legislation, but for a report to be sent
to the Governor.

Mr. Wisdom: It is always a Bill, just
the same.

The Attorney General: The Bill pro-
vides for obtaining information in a
given way. That is all. It enacts noth-
ing, legislates nothing, it is not in anyv
sense of Ithe word a Bill.

M1r. Speaker: The Attorney General is
wrong in proceeding to argue the ques-
tion. The M\inister has used that argui-
ment before.

The Attorney General: That is the
whole point. It is not legislation. This
House has always had the power, and
there is no lpove r uutside the House to
prevent it-constitutionally our House
has the sole right to get information in
any way it may direct.

Ronl. J. 'Mitchiell: So has the other
House.

The Attorney General: So has the other
Rouse. We should have no right to pre-
vent the other House from getting a corn-
mission 01. a select committee appointed.
We could not do it. They get their in-
formation in their own way. This House
has the right to get information which
is not legislation.

Mr. Wisdom: Why did you not apl-
point a commission without a Bill?

The Attorne y General: That is not the
point. 1 amt say ing we have the right
to do it. 'This House has the right to
instruct, aud therefore whatever power
conies in t o curtail that right is uncon-
stitutional. 'To shear away the privileges
of an ,y members of this House is against
the well known custom of the Parliament
of Western Australia. There is no pre-
edient in Western Australia for this in-
novation, and if it he adopted, curtailing
the right of this House to pass a resolu-
tion giving instructions to the Ministry
to appoint a comnnssion-not to pass a
Bill-if there be any curtailment of that,
there is an infringement of th 'e rights of
memibers of this Chambe. and therefore

a violation to that extent of the Constitu-
tion of Western Australia.

Mr. Speaker : I regret that the At-
torney General should have argued the
matter again, but I permitted him to state
a further p)oint, although I am con-
vinced he previously stated it. Under
the written Constitution of the Parliament
of Western Australia, this House has
the power to introduce any Bill, hut that
Bill cannot become law without the con-
currence of the other House. The, At-
torney General argues that the Govern-
ment have power to appoint commission-
ers. The Government have that power
without approaching Parliament. Once
the Government approach Parliament and
introduce a Bill that Bill cannot become
law without the concurrence of the other
louse; otherwise it would he unconsti-
tutional. Therefore, uinder the Constitu-
tion Act, which is our only guide,
our written Constitution, this amend-
ment must be admitted, because the
other House has tn be consulted in the
passage of this measure. Theref ore I in-
tend to rule that the Chairman's ruiling
is, in my opinion, the correct one.

The Attorney General: I ami going to
move to dissent from your ruling, but
I prefer to do it by notice of motion, in
order to give both or: is time to look
furth~er into the question.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member can
give notice of motioni to-morrow; this is
not the time to give it.

The Attorney General: Then I shall do
so to-morrow.

Comuritee res ioned.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the follwing result:-

Ayes .. .. .. 13
Noes .. . .20

M1ajority against .. 7

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Allen
Brnun
Elliott
George
Harper
Letroy
Male

AyEs.

Mr. Monger
Mlr. Moor,
11r. A. N. Pleae
Mr. Wisdom
Mr. A. F. Piesse

(Taller).
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Mr. Angwial
Mr, Bath
Mr. Bolton
Mr. Carpenter

Sir. Hudson
Mr, Johnson
Mr. Johnston
Mr. Lander
'kir. Lewis
Mr. McDonald

Nora,
hir, Mullany

M.O'Iogtlen
M.Price
r.B. J. Stubbs

Mr, Swan
Mr. Thomas
Mr. Turvey
Mr. Walker
Mr. Underwood

(Teller.)

Amendment thus negatived.

ill. GEORGE: The clause ought to
be struck out altogether, for the Bill
was complete without it. The previous
clause, contained everything required for
the working o~f the Bill. The clause under
discussion was redundant. Thle comm is-
sioners having fulfilled their duties, their
report would be laid before both Houses.
and on that report all the necessary.
action required for the redistribution of
seats would take place, including the in-
troduction of a Bill for the redistribuition
of seats. There was no reason whatever
for the clause, for every provision it
included was already provided earlier
in the Bill. It was a redundancy not
needed in the Bill, and was based on anl
altogether wrong principle. The policy
of thle party in power was that the second
Chamber should be destroyed. That was
their order from outside the Chamber.
but not from the electors. Hon. members
were simply carrying out the orders of
that hidden caucus 'which met in the
Trades Hall. and which aimed at sub-
verting the will of the people. H~e wished
the Opposition had power to interfere
with this revolutionary business which
the Government were bringing forward.
He asked members, on the Governiment
side to for once release themselves from
their thraldomn, and realise that there was
this redundancy, and also that if it had
not been for the Legislative Council
many measures which had passed this
House with very little consideration would
hare become law, and] the country would
he in an even worse position than it
was to-day. The clause should be struck
out.

Mr. MALE: The Attorney General
argued that it woidd] he interfering with
the privileges of the Assembly if we

attempted to let another place have some
say in our p~roeediIngs. If we had the
power -which was contained in this clause
why were we asking for the power to
be given to us, and if the Executive had
power to appoint a commission why did
they not do it? The commissioners were
instructed to redivide in the manner
"hereinbefore provided." He did not
agree with the manner hereinbefore pro0-
vided, but even if that manner were
good to-day it might not be good in 10
years' time when the necessity for redis-
tribution arose.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Parliament wviil he the
best judges then.

Mr. MALE: Parliament would have no
say in the matter. He strongly objected
to the clause, which was going to do tile
North out of what was its proper repre-
senlatioii in this Chamber.

IHon. J. 'MITCHE2LL: In New South
Wales there was a similar law. and when
a redistribution was desired a Bill wvas
brouight forward appointing coinamis-
sioners, and of conrse setting out any
fresh provisions that niight be necessary.
The clause was objectionable, firstly be-
cause a special. representation of three
members was given to the North-West,
although the quota would be only a little
over 1,200. In three years' time the
conditions iii that regard might be en-
tirely chianged. It was also provided
that the State should be divided into 50
electorates: but it might be that when
we had a redistribution we would desire
to reduce or increase that number, and
Parliament should be consulted before
anly redistribution took place in regard
to both those matters, It should be Pos-
sible for Minisiers to give both Houses
of Parliament an opportunity of setting
up the conditions. The machinery meas-
uire could stand, but assuredly' it was
deszirable that thle special conditions con-
tained in this Bill should come up for
reconsideration. It was undesirable to
allow this House the right to say that
redistribution should take place, without
giving it the power to reconsider the
conditions on wvhich the redistribution
should be conducted.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: There
was nothing in the contention of the
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member for Kimberley, or the member
for Northamn, because, although it was
provided that oa a resolution
of this House the commissioners
should be atuthorised to redivide
in accordance with the position then
existing in the individual electorates,
before that could be given effect to a Re-
distribution of Seats Bill had to pass,
and every opportunity was given to Par-
liament to recast the Bill in accordance
with the conditions then in existence.
It was the same in New South Wales
and Queensland. 'There was an Act set-
ting out the general principles upon
which redistribution should take place,
but; before the work of the commissioners
coud be zivcul statutory effect to it
was necessary that a Bill embodying
that work should be passed through
Parliament. Therefore, there was no
question of tyingy the hands of Parliamrent
and of preventing any recasting of the
system of representation.

Mr. ?)IALE :It was of no use having
power to appoint commissioners, to re-
divide the State into electorates if Par-
linient could not -revise the instructions
to the commissioners. If, later on, corn-
missioners were appointed, their hard
and fast instructions -were contained in
this Bill, and they would have to work
under tIhuse conditions and not under
coudilions that mig-ht arise later on. If
the clause were redrafted in such a man-
ner as to leave it open to the House to
not only appoint the commission, but also
to atter the instructions as might be
necessary it would be an improvement.

Hun. J1. 2MITCHELL:- It was true
that Parliament must take the responsi-
bility of seeing that the State was rightly
divided into electorates and that the
quiota for each electorate "'as fair. Th~s
Bill set uip the conditions on which re-
distribution would take place. and before
we appointed commissioners at consider-
able cost to make these divisions Par-
lialnent should from time to time have
the rig-ht to say whant the conditions
should be. The requirements of to-day
would not he the requirements of three
years' time, and before appointing the
commission a short Bill should he put

through as was done in New South Wales,
where it was customary for the measure
not only to authorise redistribution or di-
viding the State into electorates, but
to name the commissioners. They fur-
ther decided the numnber of seats into
whlich tine State should be divided.

The Minister for Lands :They do
not alter the principle.

Hon. J. MITCHELL .These other
matters were important surely. it
should be imperative for Parliament to
reconsider the conditions at the time a
redistribution was to take place.

MN~r. TJRxVEY :The hon. member for
Marrav-Wellington had evidently ar-
rived at an entirely wrong conclusion that
a resolution passed by tine Legislative
Assembly would be interfering with the
privileg-es of another place, find further
contending that the resolution should pass
both Houses. The resolution however
was only dealing with future redivi-
sions. This mneasure provided for a Re-
distribution of Seats Bill which must
come before this Assembly, and also go
before the other Chamber. It was then
that these alterations could take place
if need be.

Clause put and passed.
Clause S--a_ 'reetl to.
Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments and

the report adopted.
Mr. ELLTOTT :I wrish to have the

Bill recommitted with a view to moving
ain amendment to Clause 4.

Mr. SPEXCEI{: The lion,. member
will be able to move for the recommittal
of the Bill at the next sitting.

BILL1-LOCAL OPTION.

in Committee.

Mr. AMefowall in the Clir, the At-
torney Gieneral in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1, 2-agreed to.
Clause 3-.Place and day ,of polling

M1r. 0 'LOGJHtEN Was it proposed
to take the poll ill :1!Y15 It would be a
waste of mioney to take the poii if effect
was not lo bc given to it.
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The ATTORNEY GENTERAL : The
view of the Government was that the
poll should be taken in 1915. It was
not a party measure, hut personally he
wanted the vote taken and eiffect given to
it as soon as possible.

Mr. MONGER. moved an nihteadment-
That in Zinc 2 of Sub clause 1 the

word "fifteen" be struck out and the
words "fourteen on the occasion of the
State general election"' inserted. in lieu.

Trhe subelanse would then read-"A lo-
cal ontion poll shall be taken in every
district in the year 1914 on the occasion
of the State general election and in
every third year thereafter." 'Unless the
poll was taken on the occasion of some
important event the proper number ot
electors would not record their votes.

Mr. OLoghileri : 'They sihould abide
by the result it they do not take sufficient
interest.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTO'N: Trhe amend-
mnent would have his support. The poll
should be taken on a day when we could
get a full expression oC opinion from the
people.

Mr. TURNEY:,-V Seeing that the Bill
provided for a hare majority decision it
was essential that the local option poll
should be taken on the day of the general
elections. If it was taken at any other
time his experience led him to believe
that the so-called fanatics in liquor re-
form, who 'Yore the most enthusiastic,
would turn uip to the poil in the greatest
numbers, whereas the average man of the
world when told that a local option p)0l1
was being taken would display no in-
terest in it apart from the day of the
general elections. While he helieved in a
hare majority he wanted to see as full a
poll taken as couild possibly be provided.
We were told by those who were opposed
to taking a poll on the day of a general
election that it would overshadow other
issues. He did not think that would be
the cnse. Even if it did he saw no great
harm in it. He was particularly anxious
to see as many people as possible brought
along to record their votes on this ques-
tion.

Mr. O'LOOTHLEN: It was his inten-
tion to record his vote against the taking

of a local option poll on the day of a
general election. He did so for the rea-
son which perhaps was somewhat hack-
neyed, that he did not want other ques-
tions to he clouded by this one. He had
never shirked his responsibilities in this
matter. His leanings were in the direc-
tion of temperance, but he was not going
to have the whole policy of the country
perhaps set aside by the taking of this
poii on the day of an election. To-day
in New South Wales extraneous matters
were being brought in and in the zeal of
party enthusiasm, in the 'very agitation
which lied bean worked up, the people
pinned their faith to one reform and for-
got the others that the candidate might
be advocating. If the question of local
option. the question of the popular con-
trol of the liquor traffic in Western Aus-
tralia was as important as we were led
to believe, there should be sufficient in-
terest and enthusiasm aroused by both
parties to allow a fair poli being re-
corded. He "'as in favour of a bare ma-
jority and believed that if the people
could send this Government about their
business and ])nt in another Government
by a bare xnajbrity, then a bare majority
should be sufficient to decide even the
way in which the liquor traffic should he
conducted. There were some districts to-
day, notably Boulder, Kanownia, Mtenzies,
and oilier towns on the goldfields, where
a local option 1poll might result in the
sweeping away of many licenses. At
Boulder, where 30 licenses existed at the
present tinie, perhaps if there were 15
a legitiniate trade -would be done. His
desire was to see this question stand by
itself, and if we decided on that course
we would be doing what was best in the
interests of the State as a whole. When
ain agitation was worked up and people's
feeling-s were aroused, they were likely to
forget the main issues before the constitu-
ency and were likely to go nap on the
man who would pander for their vote.
The liquor trade was in a sufficiently
strong position to provide facilities for
getting a fairly good poll and the people
should not be allowed to vote on this
question when they were in the throes of
a general election.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD: Those who ob-
jected to the local option poli being taken
on an election day must be trying to
shirk something.

Mfr. O'Loghlea: Ridiculous.
Mfr. UNDERWOOD: That was his

opinion of the lion, member.
Mr. O'Loghlen: It is reciprocated too.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: It was said that

the people were likely to forget other
reforms in favour of this one, but his
experience of the people -was. that the re-
form they set their mind on was the one
they wanted most, and that was the one
they would be determined to get. Seeing
that this was a Bill to refer the liquor
traffic to the people for decision, the
people should know what reform they
wanted first. Would thie member for
Forrest arrogate to himself the po-wer to
say which reform the people should have
first? If the lpeople thought that one
reform "'as better than eight others then
the niajoritv of the people must rule. It
stood to reason that if there was one
great refonrm which overshadowed all
others, that was the one which the people
would have first. The lion. memnher had
stated that facilities could be provided
to get to the poii if it wvere not held on
an election day. but tho ordinary indi-
viduial knew perfectl lv well that whether
we passed this or not, the people would
hare alcohol and there would be plenty
for everyone who wanted it. After all it
was a question of whether we would have
licensed] control of alcohol or whether the
traffic should be illicit. If we did not
control it byv license then the pecople who
wvanted it would etit just the same. The
ordinary person would not worry about
going'L to the poli to vote for license or
no-license because he knew hie would get
his alcohol in any ease. The amendment
would receive his support and hie hoped
that if we were going do make this the
all-pervading qunest ion, a question that
would be above all others, we should hold
the poll1 on a day when all the people of
Western Aaistralia were voting. There
was no ar~rument why this vote should
not he taken on the day of a general
election.

Mr. B. J1. STUBBS: One point had
not been touched upon and it was that

from the economic point of view it would
be wise to take this poll on the day of
a general election. It would cost £8,000
to conduct a poll of this nature on an off
day, and if we could save that money
and get a better result, as undoubtedly
we would by taking the poll on the day
of a general election, it should be taken
on that day. It was well within the mem-
ory of hon. members that even those
momentous questions which were em-
braced in the Federal referenda only
commanded a. 25 per cent. vote on an off
dlay. If such important questions could
only command so small a poll under
Ihose circumstances the local option poll
would also be very small on an off day.
There was not the slightest doubt the
liqnor traffic represented a buirning social
nulestion.

M~r. O'Loghlen: Then why wrill not the
people come to vote upon it?

M.fr. B. 3. STUBBS: For the same rea-
Son llhat made it of the utmost difficulty to
get them uip to even a by-election for a
member of the AXssemnbly.

Thie 'Minister for Works: It did not
apply' in Ocraldtou the other day.

5 ir, B. 3. STUBBS: It did.
The 'Minister for 'Works: According to

the member for Oeraldton, there were
twelve votes cast in excess of the total
number of olectors.*

.Mr. B_ J. STUBBS: Undoubtedly the
best day on wvhich to take a poll of this
sort wouild be the day set apart for the
general elections. It was desired to have
a good vote on this question and not any-
tbing which afterwards could be des-
cribed as a catch vote. lie would support
thle amendment.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment could not be accepted. One
of the chief aims of a measure Of this
kind wsthe education of the public.
There could be no doubt that temperance
principles would ultimately abolish the
evil of the liquor traffic without any lgs
lation at all, but it could only he done by
education. On the occasion of a general
elect ion a thousand and one questions were
discussed, and among them the issue vf
the local option vote would be obscured.
People would vote upon it merely because
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they found themselves at the polling-
booth, and not because they had any par-
ticular interest in the question. If, on the
other band, a specific time was fixed for
the taking of a local option vote every
person interesting himself in the question
would be out to educate the public before
the poll was taken, and energies would
be concentrated upon interesting the pub-
lie in the question of the liquor traffic.,
which on the day of a general election
would be altogether obscured. His de-
sire was to give the local option vote direct
and] isolated sign ificance. Therefore, hie
contended that the poll should be -taken
upon a (lay apart from the general elec-
tions. It was unwise to have great na-
tional issues mixed up at election time.

ii it A. N. PIESSE: IF only on the
score of economy, hie would support the
amendment. From his experience as a
retuirning- officer he could say that on the
day of a general election people would
v-ote blindly on the question of liquor
reform. '[he liquor traffic was not a
burning question outside the towns. and~
the vote taken in a sparsely settled (its-
trict would be of no valuie, while, on the3
other hand, the vote cast in big populou;
centres. would opcrate to the detriment
of the hack country where, perhaps, lic-
enises wer-c- necessary. The local option
vote was of very little value at all as
an indication of the feelings of the peo-
ple in the back country in respect to the
abuse of spirituous ]iquors. He had a
temperance leaning, but in his opinion
this was an expensive way of settling a
question of this kind. He hoped the At-
torney General would see his way clear
to save the country the expense of £8,000
in taking a special vote, which hie was
confident would be of little value.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
very reason advanced by tile member for
Toodyay as to the laec of interest was
the strongest argument against the pro-
posal moved by the member for York. He
found lpleasure in opposing a. proposal
put forward by an unholy combination of'
the members for Subiaco, Pilbara, and
York. One outstanding feature in the ar-
gument for the referendum was that it
enabled the decision of the people to be

taken entirely independently and distinct
from the welter of questions usually de-
cided at a general election. It was be-
cause of the opportunity for a direct ex-
pression of opinion in those countries that
had adopted thie principle, that the sys-
tem had become so firmly established and
was being advocated in other countries.
As a matter of fact in the United States
of America and Switzerland, where the
principle was in force, referenda on im-
portant questions were frequently taken
at times apart from the usual election for
the local or Federal Parliament, and the
interest taken by the people wvas not less
by reason of that fact. The difficulty in
this State was that the, referendum, not
havinig been ostablished and genci-ally uni
derstood. -was not recognised b y the pub-
lic as the vehicle for the expression of
their opinion, . which it undoubtedly was.
But once the opportunities for a free
utilisation of it were extended in connec-
tion with this and othier important mat-
ters. thai-c wouldl be no reason to comn-
plain of lack of interest. He was not
saying that there were no quiestions which
could be submitted at a general1 election,
but there were more opportunities of
shirking the issue when it was so sb
mittedi than when it was submnitted separ-
ately. At a referendum one question was
before the voters, but at a general elec-
tion it -would be impossible to make this
the one question, and set aside all others.
There were questions of legislation, ad-
ministration, and finance that must he de-
cided at the general election, and could
not be set aside, notwithstanding- the
claimis of local option.

Mr. B. J, Stubbs: This wovid not
monopolise the attention of the electors.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
would not entirely exclude all olier ques-
tions, but votes on this and other qnes-
lions would have a mutually obscuiring
effect. It was for I lint rea~on he advocated
[lie po0ll being taken indepiendent or other
quesi ions at a general cle-tion.

Honi. J. ITCHELL: The convenience
of the public must be considered, and in
a country with a scattei-ed population it
would he well nigh impossible to get a re-
presen~tative 1po11 except at U greneral clee-
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tion. Hie regretted that was so, because
many of the people were already trouled
enough in merely having to express their
preference in regard to candidates, with-
'oat having to also give a decision on
special questions. In addition to the cost
,oF £8,000 for taking a special poll, the
people would be put to a considerable ex-
pense, as was always the case in getting
people to the poll on any occasion. Tak-
ing everything- into consideration it would
ibe better to take the vote at the time of
a general election. IUntil the people be-
,came more accustomed to the question
they would not take a very keen interest
in it, particularly if the issue was put to
them on a day other than that of a general
election. It -was contended that heat
-would be imparted into the issue. Ie ad-
mitted that through the unfortunate atti-
tude taken up by same people who advo-
,cated this cause, there might be unjustifi-
able abuse. He could understand that
there were people who would go into elec-
torates and endeavour by unfair means
to affect the result. There were persons
who would descend to the lowest depths,
and public men had been vilely misrepre-
sented and attacked by people who wanted
temperance reform. Until quite recently
hie had never had any communica-
tion with any prominent member of the
Alliance and lie had never heard one wvord
from the bulk of them favourable to
liquor reform, although there were many
things apart from the question of license
or no license which were wveil worthy of
the attention of those who interested thlem-
selves in the question of liquor reform.
It was a pity they did not devote a little
more time to reform in the traffic even if
they had to devote a little less to this ques-
tion of local option. Evidently the -whole
,of their time was taken up in this question
to the detriment of the other, whereas the
other could be put into operation irumedi-
:ately and Wvould be lasting, because no
matter how much people favoured aboli-
tion it would be mnany years before that
could be achieved hut in the meanwhile a
-reat deal of good could be done through
better conditions being obtained in con-
nection.-wvith the traffic. The amendment
would have his support. mainly because

the convenience of the people would be
best considered by taking this vote at the
time of the general elections.

Mr. ALLEN: Studying the conveni-
ence of the electors was a very important
aspect of the question. Already some elec-
tion always seemed to be cropping up in
the metropolitan area, and it was a diffi-
cult matter to get people to the polls. If
we were going to get an expression of
opinion that was worth anything we
should have the bigges osbepl

Apart from the question of the additional
expense involved fromn having the local
option 1)o11 on a separate day, we would
get a better expression of opinion if the
amendment was carried.

Mr. MO1NGER: One could not under-
stand the objection from the Government
and they could not be sincere in regard
to the Bill, In the amendment a sugges-
tion -was made to take the poll practically
at the earliest opportunity, certainly at an
earlier date than was mentioned by the
iii-troduer of the Bill. If the Government
were not sincere let them throw up the
whole Bill and allow the measure intro-
duced by the previous Administration to
remain as everyone thought it would.

Mr. A. E. PIES SE: So far as the
country districts were concerned we we-re
likely to get a better expression. of opinion
if the poll was taken on the day of the
general elections. An increasing number
of days were being occupied during the
year through the multiplicity of electioni.
hoth Parliamentary and local government,
and we should, in addition to considering
the questions of getting the best possible
result and creating interest in this impor-
tant question, also consider the conven-
iene of tIhe elector,~ and take into c~on-
sideration the aspect of expense. On
those grounds the amendment would have
his support.

Amendment put and neg-atived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 4-Resolutions to be submitted:
Mr. B. J. STUBBS moved an amend-

met-
That Paragra phs (b) and (c) be

struck out.
This would mean the striking out of the
provision for the taking of a vote on re-
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duetion and increase. It would leave
the issue to be decided as to whether the
licenses would remain as they were or
whether we should have no licenses, but it
would not prevent an increase being ob-
tained in a new district. There was a fur-
ther clause which provided for a petition
being signed for new licenses, and that
would remain in the Bill. There seemed to
be a general. impression that we wanted to
deprive people of licenses. What we
wanted to do wits to leave it so that the
matter would be a clear cut issue as to
whether the number of hotels should re-
main as they were or whethier we should
do away with hotels altogether.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
amendment would curtail the power of the
people to give full expression to their
opiniion, and if we were to have local up-
tionl it was no good having it on one side
only. If the people were to regulate the
traffic we must give them the means to do
so. There might be those who would
want an increase and they would have the
right to say so. There might also be those
who wouldi want a decrease and they too
would have the right to express their opiii-
ion. The local option pall would have
no purpose in it if it did not give to the
people the right to regulate the traffic.

'Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Would the
Chaiirman explain how it would be pos-
sible for him to move an amendment to
Paragraph (b) to provide that the hours
for the sale of liquor in the district should
be -reduced.

The Attorney General: You can put
that in a new paragraph.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: His desire
was to insert it instead of paragraph (b).

?4r. PRICE: Would it be competent,
if the amendment of the member for
Subiaco was lost, for the hon. member
then to move his amendment?

The CHAIRMAN: Certainly.
M r. PRICE: The amendment to Para-

graph (b) ?
The CAIRMAN: The hon. member

could not go back after the amendment
by the member for Subiaco to Paragraph
(b ) had been disposed of.

Mr. PRICE: There was an amendment
that hie (Mr. Price) desired to move, but

according to the Chairman only one
amendment conld be moved to the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN: The only way ant
of the difficulty would be for the member
for Subiaco to withdraw his amendment
for the time being.

Mr. PRICE: The amendment hie de-
sired to move was also in Paragraph (b).

The CHAIRMNAN: What was the
nature of the amendment?

Mfr. Price: I cannot state it until this
has been dealt with.

The CHAIRMIAN: Then it could not
be taken.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: With the permis-
sion of the Committee he -would withdrawv
the amendment to strike out Paragraph
(e) anti allow the House to deal with
the proposal to strike out Paragraph (b)
Only.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
was desired to make some progress and,
therefore: hie would oppose the with-
drawal of any portion of the amendment-
First we had thie member for Northam
taking a considerable time on this ques-
tion, then the member for Subiaco started
off, and now the member for Williams-
N7arrogin had a-wakened and he wanted
to do something. These continual sug-
gested alterations and amendments should
be objected to.

The CHEAIRM~AN: The member for
Subiaco could not withdrawv his amend-
ment as the withdrawal. had been objected
to.

M-r. E. B. Johnston: This is a new pro-
cedure and it has been introduced since
I have been in the House.

The CHAIRMAN: That was not eor-
rect.

Mr. MTALE,: When an amendment was
put, it was "That the words proposed to
be struck out stand part of the
clause." If thie House agreed with that
we could not go back. It was absurd to
say that that was a new departure.

The CHAIRMAN: Standing Order No.
184 read-

No amendment shall be proposed in
any part of a question after a later
part has been amended, or has been
proposed to be amended, unless the
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proposed amendment has been by leave
of the House withdrawn.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Would he be

in order now in movingy in the direction
he had suggested, namely, to strike out
Paragraph (b) with the view of insert-
ing "the hours of the sale of liquor in
the district be reduced."

The CHAIRMAN: We could not go
back. T he hon. member could move it as
a new paragraph.

it-r. E. B. JOHNSTON: If lion. mem-
bers were to be denied the opportunity
of moving an amendment, there was no
object in douhie-banking the paragraphs.

The MIINISTER FOR LANDS: On a
point of order. The hon. member was
questioning the ruling. It. had been
pointed out that where the Committee
desired by a vote that words proposed to
be struck out should stand part of the
question no bon. member could subse-
'inently move to amend those -words.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. membher
could move a fresh paragraph; but the
hon. member wanted to go back and delete
certain words. That could not now be
done.

Mr. PRICE: The position was that it
was desired to move a further amend-
ment to the same paragraph. The
amendmnent moved by the member for
Suhiaco had been dealt with, and the
ruling was that no further amendment
couldt he accepted. Boiled down, it meant
that if a member jumped uip to his feet
quickly and moved an amendment no
other amendment could he moved.

The CHAIRMAN: On this occasion
the amiendment had been stated from the
Chair, and discussed, and the only way
to allow for the moving of a farther
ameO(ndmnent was to get the first one with-
drawn. To that there had been anl oh-
jiettinge voice, which was sufficient to pre-
Vent the withdrawal. The question there-
fore had to be put-"that the words pro-
peser to he strucek out stand part of -the
clause" -and, that having been carried,
there could be no going back.

Mr. PRICE : Buit two amendments
had been proposed dealing with the same
paragraph.

The Mliniister for Works :One was
too late.

Mr. P3RICE :The Mlinister seemed
desirous of blocking discussion of the
clause. One amendment had been pro-
posed, and the second amendment was
dealing with exactly the same subject,
and was actually later in the clause than
the first. Would not the hon. mtember be
in order in moving his amendment: seeing
that it dealt with a later portion of the
clause, and not with the whole of the
clause, a; the earlier amendment had
done 9

'The CHA tfi2%MAN The amendment
moved by time mem-ber for Subiaco had
dealt with paragraph (c) as wvell as
pavam-apk (h), and, the greater compris-
ingq the lesser, there was no alternative.

Mfr. WISkDOM1 : In the first place it
hadI been proposed to strike out two
parag-rphs. The question was put as to
whether the words proposed to be struck
out shonld remain part of the clause,
and the Committee had decided that they
should. TChat being so, wve returned to
our original position and were consider-
ing the clause as printed.

The CHATRMA)N :No.
Mr. W'[SDOM . Was it not possible,

then, to amend either of these para-
graphs ?

The CHAIRMAN : No. Af ter it
had been proposed to amend the clause,
no further amendment could he taken,
unless the first amendment was with-
drawn. There was no power to go back
except by recommittal.

Hon. J. MIITOTIELL moved an amend-
met-

That thme following proviso be added
to follow paragraph (e)-'Trovidcd
that resolutrions (A), (B), and (D)
shall not be submtted to the electors
until after the 31st December, 1920."

This would reinstate the provision of the
1911 Act. which granted to the holders
of l icenses tenl years grace, by way
of compensation. The licensees of these
hotels should receive justice, and a fair
meed of protection. We had a duty to
thle people who had vested their money
onl the understanding that no poll would
he taken until 1920.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL:- This
anllendmaent was the old provision of 1911.
If the Committee carried the amendment
it would be absolutely throwing the
principle of local option overboard. If
we were going to trust the people, why
not trust them now I

Hlon. 3' Mitchell : I am quite wvilling,
if you pay these license holders monetary
compensation,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
was the submission of the whole ques-
tion to the people.

Mr. Wisdomi : It is not.
The ATTORNEY GlE'N1RAL:- Un-

dottbtedir% it was. We could trust the
people to vote now for "'increases, "'but
we coul not trust them to vote ''No

licenses" until seven years hence. The
argument had arisen on the supposition
that pcople would immediately vote
"Xet licenses." He was aLfraid they
would not; but. if the whole of the peo-
pie dlid wish that, surely it was not for
the Committee to stand in the people's
war. If -we could convince the people
that they were benefiting, or that it was
perfectly just that they should remain
five years longer the people would vote
that way, and get what they) wanted. But
if we were to ask the people to vote they
should be able to vote now and not five
years hence. It s~tood to reason that if
mnembers; carried this amendment they
could not trust the people.

Mr. Wisdoin : You are afraid to truist
the people; yon will nut provide for a
majority of the people.

The ATTORNEY GENERA1L : The
bon. memiber was asking that unless so
many, people wvent to thle poll the vote
should be of no avail. That was not
trusting the people but wsas coercion of
the people. The people could not be
trusted. a.nd] if they liked to stay away
from the poll that was their option.

MIr. W"isdomn : Will you refer the que--
tion as to whether thle poll shall he held
on election (lay to thle People al1so ?

The ATTORNE1'Y (4EN ERAL: There
was no objection. Whatever the people
desired in connection with this traffic
could not be objected to, but we had nu
right to liniit their answer-allow them

to say they wanted a certain thling and
then prevent them from getting it until
five years hence. Every license was an
annual affair and there could be no vested
interest in it, whatever custom might
have grown up.

Hon. NV. 0. Angwvin IlHonorary M12inis-
ter) .Customr becomies common law.

The ATTORNEY GENERA&L: There
was no lawful v-ested interest in the busi-
Hess.

M12r. Underwood: If there is no law
we will make one.

[Ai1r. Price took the Chair.]

Th e ATTO 7RNEY GENERAL: Those
interestedl in the traffic had had notice
year after year of time progress of this
reform, and must have known that sooner
or later this law, muist comfe into vogue.
If the peopile had no right to vote no
licnse they had no right to vote reduc-
tion or increase. If they had the right to
vote increase logicall 'y they should have
tlte right. to vote decrease. If we were
not to trust thme people onl the questions
stated in the Bill the whole measure was
a farce aid hypocrisy fromn beginning to

I-on. W. C. ANOWAIN (hionorary
M1inister) : There was strong objection to
the Attorney General's language and the
manner in which liec dealt with this ques-
tion. Those who were opposed to the
Minister on this question were equally
as hionest as he in their endeavours to
bring about a reform in time liquor traffic.
In fatct, hie believed they were inure genui-
mne. Whenl thle Minister called others hy-
pocrites lie shouild remiember there was a
mnanner of returning that remark, in a
different direction.

The Attorne ,y General: Onl a point of
explanation lie had called no one a hypo-
erile. lie had said that if this Bill were
to hare these qdiestions deleted the Bill
wvould be an net of hypocrisy. He asked
the Honorary Minister to withdraw the
statement hie had made.

H-on. W, C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : Having received the assur-
ance of the Attorney' General, lie would
withdraw the remark. This question had
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to be looked at from a reasonable point
of view. There could not have been local
option for the next 50 years if there had
not been an arrangement for some form
of compensation. The Attorney General
knew that if this Bill were sent to an-
other place it was impossible for it to
become law unless some system of com-
pensation was provided. As a matter of
fact, it had been his main object and the
object of the temperance organisations
in the State as put before him in written
communictajions, that this matter should
be settled by introducing the system of
time compensation.

Mr. Lewis: What does Tregear say
now 9

Hon. W. C. ANOWIN (Honorary
Minister) : Tregear now made accusa-
tions of treachery against him. He bad
told the electors from the platform that
be was in favour of time compensation,
and prior to the last election he had writ-
ten to Air. Tregear telling him the same.
The one object they had in view was to
get for the people local option, and some-
times, in order to get a thing, one had
to compromise. This question had been
argued on the public platform almost
since the commencement of responsible
Government. and the public had not yet
returned members to this Chamber 'Who
would agree to local option without com-
pensation.

The Minister for Lands: They did
absolutely.

Ron. W. C. ANGWIN (Honorary
Minister) : Hon. members knew that when
this matter was dealt with in 1910-fl the
only question raised was as to what shoutdl
be the term of years. Strong efforts had
been made to fix the term Fit 15 years, and
many, members favoured that p eriod, but
they entered into a compromise. They
had said. "If you come to 10 years there
is a possibliity of the Bill going through."
That was carried into effect. Now had
we any- right,. after entering into that
compromise,' to break it? He wanted to
say a wvord of -warning to those who were
pressing for such an action, that there
was the possibility of reaction, and if
we were so anxious to break a compact
that was entered into and confirmed at

the last election, there was a possibility
of a Parliament being returned who
would say that, after once a compact bad
been entered into and an effort made to
break that compact, it was equally right
to bring about an increase in the number
of years, instead of a reduction. The
greatest enemies of those who were try-
ing to make a settlement once and for all
of this question were those who were en-
deavouring to iuake an alteration of the
term put down in the present Licensing
Act. As things xwere going here in an-
other six or seven years this term would
expire and then wye could say to these
people "You have neither legal nor moral
right for the continuation of your license."
Perhaps, technically speaking, it was an
annual license, and was only granted for
One year, but it was an understanding, and
a custom that had grown uip, that if the
Licensing Act was complied with the
should he no objection to the renewal of
the license. In fact, one could not lodge
a petition against the regranting of a
license unless one could show some just
cause in the matter of the Licensing Act
not having- been complied with, which
fact indicated clearly that there was some
understanding that 'the license wouild be
rene-wed if the Licensing Act had been
complied with. So far as he was person-
ally concerned hie thought he would be
doing wrong to break the compact en-
tered into by the Act of 19ll. He was as
loyal to his colleagues ais any other mem-
ber of the party, and this -was the one
question of disagreement, because hie be-
lieved we would be doing an injustice if
-we departed from what was laid down
in the 19ll Licensing Act, as a compact
under which -people had gone to expense.
So far as time compensation was con-
cerned the law should remain as at pre-
sent.

Mr, ALLEN:. In the licensing- of houses
for the sale of liquor certain conditions
were laid down. If liquor was allowed to
be sold in ordinary- buildings, similar to
those in which various other businesses
Were carried on. without compelling the
owner to bring plans for the approval
of the licensing bench. one could under-
stand that if at the end of 12 months it
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was decided that the place should be
closed down, there would be no rounds
for compensation. He was not quite in
accord with the amendment submitted by
the member for Northern. He hadl always
contended that compensation would have
to be paid ini some form, and preferably
time compensation, but had never been in
sympathy with the 10 years' limit. He
thought it was always understood that
seven years' time compensation would
have been a fair thing-. Mlost hotels with-
in the metrop olitan -sub urban area had
been in existence many years and the own-
ers had been paid over and over again
for their buildings. Tie moved an amend-
ment on the amcudment--

That '1920" be struck OUt ad
" 1917"1 inserted in lien.

Mr. THOMAkS: The amendment of the
member for Northam would not have his
support. He preferred 1917 to 1920 but
would rather the Bill stood without
either. The whole thing resolved itself
into~a question of whether we were pre-
Pared to trust the people or not. Some
members seemed prepared to let the
people decide this great question for
themselves. Other members arrogated
to themselves the right to decide without
giving the people the opportunity. if
there was any truth in the contention
that the publican had an implied right
to retain his license until 1920, we might
rest assured that that view of the ease
would be put clearly before the people
before they cast their votes. We should
have no fear in letting the people say
whether this lime compensation operat-
ing up to 1020 should be allowed. The
question of local option had obtained
such prominence that when the people
themselves were asked to decide there
would be a very substantial vote recorded
one way or the other.

Mr. Lewis;: It will not lessen the con-
sumption.

Mr. THOMAS: We were not discus-
sing the question of whether it would
lessen the consumption of liquor or not,
hut the justice or othenvise of allowing
the people to settle this question. An-
other phase had been raised by the lion-
,orarvy Minister that hotels had been built

and money invested under the impression
that there would be no local option poll
until after 1920. He (Mr. Thomas) did
net consider because an Act of Parlia-
ment had been passed that any body of
people would have the right to expect
that that would obtain for any special
few., It must be obvious that opinions
had been growing on this question, and
if he had been thinking of applying for
a license he would have taken into con-
sideration the possibility of a local option
poll taking place at any time. Members
had a duty to perform, and to vote for
what they considered to be right what-
ever might happen to a Bill after it left
their hands. If it met with a certain
fate in another place that was the re-
sponsibility of the other place, and not
ours. 'We should fight for what we con-
sidered wavs essential and allow others to
do what they believed to be right. There
was nothing that we had to fear. We
were only, asked to trust our masters,
the people, and we should have sufficient
faith in their intelligence to allow them
to deal with this question in the way
which seemed to them best.

12 o'clock, midnzight.

Mr. PRICE: But for the extraordinary
dictum of the hon. member that once an
Act of Parliament was passed nobody
had a right to expect that it should
remain in the. form, in which it passed, he
would not have risen to speak. He had
never heard Such a dictumf propounded
b.y an lion. memuber. It was said that no
compact was entered intto: certainly no
comp~act was entered into, but in 1911 a
Bill passed the Parliament oif. this State
which set forth that iii 1020 a full measure
(-f, locafl Option Should be given to the
people, and the reason it wvas postp~oned
until 1020 was because in this Chamber
the question of compensation had arisen,
and as, a compromiise between those who
believed in monetary compensation and
those who believed in time compensation,
and others aigain, like himself, wvho were
indifferent on the mnatter, but who be-
lieved ire had allowed to grow up in our
mnidst a certain trade which should re-
ceive fair compensaition before we
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brought about its sudden termination,
ag~reed to a full measure of local option
coming into operation in 1920.

The Minister for Lands: It was not a
compact.

IMr. PRICE: It was however carried in
this Chamber and the people engaged in
the liquor traffic throughout Western
Australia naturally believed that Parlia-
mnent, having decided that in 1920 the
people would he given the opportunity
of saying whether or not licenses should
continue, they were at liberty to carry on
their trde until tha~t period. Not only
was that carried in 1911, but since then
it had been reaffirmed. As a matter of
fact, the licensing benchies-and on this
point he knew the member for Kittanning
would bear him out-believing that the

Government would be true to this implied
compact, if it was not a legal compact,
insisted upon owners of licensed Premises
expending huge suims of money in bring-
ing their premises up to date, believing
that the licenses would remain in existence
until 1920. If this were a party measur e,
and if it were that the party now in
opposition bad made a party questionl of
this particular phase of local option,
there might be some reason in sugg.esting
that we should break this implied com-
pact, but at no stage had it been sug-
gested that the question of compensation
should be made a party one. He was
one who voted for 1920, and he had yet
to see any justification for altering his
vote. He had voted on this question and
his constituents had endorsed the stand
he had taken, and he had no intention
whatever of going back onl what he had
previously done. It had Veen asked why
should wre not allow the people to settle
this question. He had no objection to
that.

-Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Ohl, 'yes you have

Mrl. PRICE: Nothing of the kind.
Mr. B. J. Stubbs: I say you have.
Mr, PRICE: Unfortunately he had to

differ from the hon. member. After re-
cording his vote on this question at a
time when it was being thoroughly
threshed out a certain implied compact
was made between himself and the owners
of licensed premises in Western Austra-

tralia. and he had no intention of breaking
that compact. He hoped that in Western
Australia such a condition of affairs as
obtained in the so-called prohibition dis-
tricts in New Zealand, which he had seen
himself, would never come about. He
protested against the Government amend-
ing a law which would have such far-
reaching effects as this particular clause
regarding the compact which we had un-
doubtedly made by implication with the
owners of licensed premises throughout
Western Australia. If the owners thought
or suspected that this Government or
succeeding Governments would not hon-
our that compact which was made in
1911, then undoubtedly they would not
have spent the money they had done in
providing additional accommodation. This
was particularly noticeable along the
Great Southern line and in the town
which he represented. At Albany many
thousands of pounds had been spent by
order of Ihe licensing bench in providing
up-to-date premises and did wve believe
that the licensing bench would have called
upon the owners of those premises to
spend thousands of pounds if they
thought that the Act would he amended,
and that licenses might possibly terminate
immnediately following the expenditure of
that money* They should receive some-
thing like a fair return for the money
they had expended. In view of these
facts, he hoped the ameindmnent mnoved hy
the member for Northerm (Alr. Mitchell)
would be carried, and that moved byv the
member for West Perth (11r. Allen)
defeated.

The MINISTER FOB LANflS: To
sugge cst that because something had been
carried in 1911, those who then opposed
it should now remain silent, was the
strangest argument he had heard. The
member for Albanyv (Mr. Price) would
get himself into a very queer position
if he applied that reasoning to other
measures of legislation. Dlid the mew-
her for Albany suggest that because uinder
one system of taxation lands were taken
up and developed we had no right to
amend that taxation; or because we had
passed a Factories Act in a certain form
we had no right now to amend it? No
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more specious argument had been heard.
It was customary to hear of vested in-
terests and moral rights when reforms
wvere mentioned, but this was the first
time hie had listened to ain hon. member
talking about morally acquired rights
because Parliament sought to amend
,existing legislation. No measure of legis-
lation limited us in our right of amend-
ment.

31r, Elliott: What about the Honorary
Minister?

'The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Honorary Minister's (11r. Angwin's)
argument was just as unsound as that of
the member for Albany. We were not
deciding whether hotels should be closed.
What we were seeking to do was to
give the people the right to decide the
question of increase or reduction.
Thirty-four members of the Ministerial
side of the House had been elected
pledged to local option.

AMr. Underwood: You are not the only
immaculate in the House.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:. The
hon. member had no right to browbeat
other hon. members; he for one was not
going to submit to it. Members on this
;ide were pledged to local option; the
bon. member himself was pledged to
ocal option.

Mr. Underwvood: With restrictions.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: To

oeal option as a provision by which the
)eople were to be given ain opportunity
df voting on certain questions.

Mr. Underwood: In 1920.
The MINISTER, FOR LANDS: N~o.
Mtkr. Underwood: I say yes.
The MI1NISTER FOR LANDS: The

on. member was wrong.
Mr. Underwood: The hon. Minister is

1rong.
The MINISTER FOR. LANDS: Run.

iembers were pledged to local optAion,
nd not to 1920. If we believed in local
ption, it was for the public to decide
hen the vote should be taken. If the
,ectors were in favour of applying it

L1915, this amendment would deny
tern an opportunity Of carrying their
ishes into effect until five years after-
airds.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There was a
tendency among those supporting the Bill
to accuse of being hypocrites everybody
who differed from them.

Mr. Hudson: Ilyprocites and worse.
The Minister for Lands: No such accu-

sation has been made.
Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Honorary

Minister (Mr. Angwin) had bad to pro-
test against the remarks of the Attorney
General, and the ML~inister for Lands had
said that hie (Mr. 'Underwood) was re-
turned in favour of local option. As a
inatter of fact lie was retuirned in favour
of local option with restrictions, and he
did not intend to sit here and allow the
Minister to call him a hypocrite.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister had
denied having used the epithet.

Mr. UNWDERWOODTh There was not
the slightest doubt this question of liquor
reform made plell mad. When the
Bill was brought forward by the late
Attorney General (Mir. Nanson) the
queslion had been discussed at great
length, and after mature consideration
one of the finest temperance advocates
in the State, Mr. Angwin, had voted for
time compensation, indeed had moved
that the people interested be allowed this
time compensation. That had been ac-
cepted, and lie, with others,. was going
to stand by it. There was no more sin-
cere advocate of temperance in Western
Australia than Mr. Angwin; no man
tried more sincerely to give effect to
local option than did Mr. Angwin, and
Mr. Angvin had been the mover of the
time compensation provision. Those who
had supported him were going to stand
by him now, notwithstanding what the
Minister for Lands or the Attorney Gen-
eral might say.

Mr. Hudson: 'We went to the country
oa i t.

Am UNDERWOOD: Yes, bon. ma-
bers had gone to the country on the
principle, and the country had sent them
back. He would] still advocate 1920
when next he went to the country. After
all, there was a moral obligation of com-
pensation to those who bad paid ingoing
for licensed houses; there was a moral
obligation to those who had been in-
structed by the various licensing courts
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to erect expensive premises. These people
had been told that if they did not erect
buildings costing thousands of pounds
they would nut get their licenses.
Tis was accepted as an indica-
tion that on the erection of the
buildings the licenses would be re-
newed, and would be lpermitted to
last for more than a year at all events,
There was that guarantee up tilt 1920
given by the members who had voted for
the present Licensing Act, and any man
who would go back on what he had voted
for then would be playing the confidence
trick on those who had built those prem-
ises.

NMr. BROUNW: As an advocate of tern-
perance hie still believed in a certain
amount of justice. The Government were
bound legally anid morally to allow those
interested in the liquor trafic a certain
number of years in which to recoup them-
selves for the expenditure they had put
into hotel buildings. The Licensing Act
of 1.911 laid it down that no0 reduction
of licenses could take place until 1920.
There was no doubt that a number of
people had invested their capital in huge
hotel buildings which the licensing bench
had practically compelled them to build,
and thev had erected those buildings be-
Cause they believed they would have a
certain numiber of years at their disposal
before a local option poll could reduce
the licenses. Under the Licensing Act
anyone wishing to make an investment
was hound by tile licensing bench to put
up a certain class of buildings and pro-
vide certain accommodation, and he
was given only a twelve months' license.
If that license was taken away from the
people whose money -was invested, those
buildings became practically of no use for
any other purpose. We should take stepR
to reduice the sale of liquor throughout
the State as much as possible, but we
must make a start from a, certain definite
date. The present kct gave justice, aii.]
from 1920 the people would have the
right to say whet her they would have a
reduction of licenses or not, aind publi-
cans know that beyond that time they
wvere investing their money at their own
risk.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Much hail bee
said about some kind of compact havin
been entered into, but an enormous a
teration had taken place not only in 1.1
personnel of this Chamber, but also in ti
state of parties from -what bad existe
prior to the last election. It was a mo!
audacious argument to say that one Pmi
liarnent could decide a burning questio
and bind future Parliaments upon it. I
there was any force in the argument c
the member for Albany on that point vv
had no right to be again dealing wit
a redistribution of seats. It was dowi
right hypocris 'y for any member to Claii
that hie was willing to trust the peop]
on this matter and yet refuse to allo'
them to vote for a reduction until 1921
Any hion. member 'who denied the rigl
of the people to speak on any questlo
at any time had no right to belong to
democratic party, because he did fl(
know the first principles of demoerac ',
The statements made in regard to tli
amount of money spent in bringing preit
ises up to date were mere assertions.

Ron. W. C. Angwiu (Honorary Afir
ister) : What I said were facts.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The lion. membE
had no right to say that because he ha
pledged himself at the last election b
could bind all other members. It wn
inIcorct Of members to say that the
had been before the people on this 192
issue. The Premier had distinctly state
t.hat he was in favour of the five year
compensation, and 1920 bad never bee
mentioned by that lion. gentleman 'rigi
through the campaig-n.

lHon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary INb
ister) : He said be was personally in f a'
our of five years.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: At any rate ft
partkv did not go to the country wit
1.920 as part of their platform. In cor
tradiction of the statements made abot
the large amount of maoney spent in brink-
ing the hotels up to dale was the repotI
made b 'y Inspector Selling-er to the Ern
mantle licensing bench, in wvhich I
pointed out that many of the hotels ha
little or no accommodlation for boardei
or lodgers and that they catered almow
entirely for the bar trade. Ron. men
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hers would lead the Committee to believe
that palatial premises were being erected.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (H1onorary Mii-
ister) :It is true.

Mr. B. J. STUJBBS f t was not true,
The CHAIR MAN: The bon. member

must not say it is untrue. The hon. mem-
ber must withdraw the remark.

Mrt, B. J. STUBBS: What remark was
to be withdrawn?

The CHAIR31AN: The hon. member
had practically called the Honorary Mlin-
ister a liar.

Mr, B., J. STUJBBS: The Chairman
must have a very elastic imagination.

The CHAIMAN: That remark also
must be withdrawn.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: Both remarks were
withdrawn. Inspector Sellinger's report
showed also that portions of other prem-
ises were suib-let for other purposes.
In one instance it was for a plum-
ber's shop) and in another a bootmaker's
shop, and that was done after they had
submitted the whole plan to the licensing
court as being- for a hotel building. There
was no foundation whatever in the con-
tention that these people had been com-
pelled to spend large amounts of money
in connection with their buildings. Par-
iament could not be bound by what a
previous Parliament had done. We had a
-right to decide this question for ourselves.
We could not be said to lire in a dernoc-
racy if the people were not to have a
vote on all questions that affected them.
In view of the introduction of the Thiti-
ative and Referendum Bill there was no
consistency in a member on this side of
the House refusing the people the right
to decide on this question at the earliest
possible moment.

Mr. PRICE: The member for Subiaco
claimed that because he (Mfr. Price) or
any other member on the same side of the
.House dared to adhere to the compact
which had been made, he had no right to
belong to a democratic party, but were -ye
to accept the member for Subiaco as a
judge of what party we were to belong
to if our views did net coincide with the
niarrow party views of the hon. member?7
He challenged the hon. member to prove
that any statement which he (Mr. Price)

had made regarding the amount of money
which the owners of property had been
compelled to spend upon licensed prem-
ises along the Great Southern line was
not trute. Within the last two years five
hotels in Albany had been rebuilt. The
hon. member said if one did not agree
with him one had no right to be on this
side of the House.

Mr. B. J. Stuhbs: I did not say any-
thing of the kind.

Mr. PRICE: The hon. memrber said
one had no right to belong to a demo-
cratic party if one was not prepared to
do as he was and break one's word. He
(Mr. Price) had stated that lie was in
favour of 1920. Hle 'vas going to stick
to it. The member for Suhiaco said that
the Premier in enunciating his policy
pledged every member of this jparty to
immediate local option. To make suich
a statement was endeavouring to mislead
the Committee, whether deliberately or
unintentionally.

'Ur. B. J. Stubbs: I never made the
statement; the hion. member's wild
imtagination is running away with him.

lXr. PRICE: The bon. member stated
that the Premier announced in his policy
speech that immediate local option wvas
to be granted.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs, I did not say any-
thing of the kind.

Mr. PRICE: Then one must accept the
lion, member's assertion that he did not
say it and simply imagne that lie said
it. What the Premier did say w-as that
he personally was in favour of a certain
course, but he could not pledge the party
to it, that it was a personal matter to he
dealt with by individual candidates. That
was the Premier's policy and it was upon
that policy that we went to the country,
namely, that individual members were at
liberty to pledge themselves in -whatever
way they chose to the people who were
electing them. Hle (Mr. Price) and others
had pledged themselves to honour the
agreement or compact they had made be-
fore the election. If by voting as he in-
tended to vote and honouring that which
he considered to be a pledge made to the
people, namely, that a full measure of
local option should be given in 1920; if
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by voting in favour of that question
meant the extinction of his political life,
and] that lie could no longer remain a
member of the democratic party, then his
membership would have to cease. No
amount of threat, vituperation, or scur-
rilons attack would cause him to swverve
one iota from the pledge he had made to
his electors, which lie felt himself bound
to carry out in (his Chamber.

Mr. Ft B. JOHNSTON: It was his
intention to oppose both the amendment
of the member for Northam and that of
the member for West Perth. If either of
these amendments was carried it would
mean that so far as this particnlar Par-
liamenit was concerned there could be no
alteration and no reform in regard to
the liquor traffic. The Premier and mem-
bers of the Ministry, with the exception
of the member for North-East Fremantle,
as wvell as some other members, came into
the House pledged to give the people an
opportunity, to take at vole on a bare
majority as to when local option should
come into force. As one who gave that
pledge he was here to-night trying to
give effect to it. He Challenged the memn-
ber for Northam to show that tiny pledges
wvhich lie had given bad not been kept so
far as it was in his power to do so. The
point he wished to enmphasise was that if
either of the amendments wvas carried, the
Bill brought in hr A the Governient would
be lost so far as anv reform was con-
cerned. The Government promised local
option at once and the pledge of the
Labour party was local option and State
control of the liquor traffic, and the Bill
was supporting that plank.

1 o'clock, am.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS: The member for
Albany seemed to run away with the idea
that if he pulled sufficient facial contor-
tions be could frighten some members and
get others to believe what he said. He
(11r. Stnbbs) had said that some mem-
hers on Ihe Ministerial side of the House,
hr interjection, tried to imply that the
Labour party went to the country with
the 1920 compact in their platform. M \r.
Scaddan did not mention it in his policy

speech that 1020 was to be the policy of
this party. Would the member for.
Albany deny that again? Then again, a
man wrho claimed to be a democrat and
refused to allowv'the people to vote on
a question of this kind could] not be con-
sidered such. If hie claimed to be a demo-
crat he did not know the meaning of the
word democracy. The member for
Albany claimed that he had entered into
a compact. He had no right to do that.

Mr. Price :I am not g-oing to ask
you what I should do.

Mr. 13. J. STUBBS : There was no
intention on his part to put himself uip
as a censor but he declared that the
member for Albany had no right to enter
into that compact.

Mr. Price: I have the right to do what
I like.

Mr. B. J. STUB3S : The hon. mem-
ber signed the platform and in regard
to this particular pledge tlhere was no
time stated. It was implied that the poll
wasa to take place immediately.

Mr. Price :Now- that you have gone
so far, tell Lis what happened at the last
Congress.

Mr. B. J. STUBBS1: The hon. mem-
ber signed the platform which provided
for continuance, increase, or reduction
of licenses.

M'r. Price: Give its the lot now that
vou have started it.

The CT-iAIR5dAN :ft would he as well
if the member for Subiaco confined him-
self to the amendment. He was going
very wide of the mark.

AMr. B.J. STUJBBS : The member for
Albany had made such glaring misstate-
ments and had made an attack upon him
that lie felt justified in replying.

Mr. Price: I did not attack you first.
The CITITRMAN : Order!
Mr. 13. J. STUB3BS : 'rhere was noth-

ing further that hie desired to say.
Hon. J. MITCHELL : It was for

lion, members to decide what was right
aud fair. When the previous Bill passed
it wvas provided that there should be no
money compensation and that was
against his wish: but that there should
be time compensation. It was for hon.
members to determine what was right
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and fair, It was his intention to stand
by 1020 because Parliament at that time
thought there should he time compensa-
tion, Was it likely that licensing benches
would order hotel-keepers, as they had
done, to spend mone 'y on buildings, if
those hotel-keepers were only' to have
licenses for the next two months or so!
It was his intention to stand by the law
and any man who dlid not do that would
be supporting something which was ab-
solulel ' wrong. The local option vote
on the question of increases was a, deter-
mining vote, and the vote -was against in-
crleases. Yet the MINinister bad broug-ht
down a Bill for the establishment of a
State hotel at Dwelling-tp. JNotwith-
standing an 'ything contained in the Li-
censing Act, Ministers had established
that hotel. Yet to-day we were told that
the inenihers of the Government were
champions of the principle of local op-
tion. ande nust have it withont further
delay. Ministers had themselves estab-
lished an hotel despite the result of a
local option poli; yet to-day they were
applying the term hypocrite to those who
were not prepared to break the compact
arrived at by Parliament in 30911 and
ai-ree to the exercise of local option
straight away.

The CHATIAN - The lion, member
would be required to confine himself to
the amendment.

Ron. J. ITCH-ELL : Surely he was
in order in discussing the situation.

The GILAIRMvAN : If the hon, mem-
ber persisted, it would be necessary to be
firm with him. The question was as be-
tween J 020 and 1917, Any reasonable
illustration would be permitted, bnt if
the lion. member persisted in referring to
a Bill for the establishment of a State
hotel it was not to be expected that he
(the Chairman) would sit under it all the
time.

lRon. J. 3MITCflFLL . The question be-
fore the Chair was as to whether we
were g-oing to give the people the right
to close the hotels in 1017 without com-
pensation . to close the Dwelling-up State
hotel in 10.17 without compensation.

The CHAIRMNAN: The Dwellingup
State hotel entered tno mere into the

question than did any other hotel. The
lion. umetuber knew that, hut persisted in
trying to get ini this particular illustra-
tion.

H-on. J. A1ITTCHEELL. The illustration
had been got in, and, in his opinion, justi-
fiablyv so. lie could name another hotel erg
Which a considerable sumi of ino'rey was.
beiug spent in the belief that the license
was safe until 1920, at all events. It would
be a good thing for the State if the liquor
trade was under the strictest control; but
the point was that people had pitt their
money, into hotels on the understanding
that they woutld not he closed before 1920.

Mr. A. E. PIESSE: In 1911 the ex-
trenie teinpevanee people had been very
grateful to know that this question of locaL
opt ion was settled iu a manner which, al-*
though not perhaps quite acceptable to,
them, yet, undoubtedly constituted a very
reasonable compromise. I was a pily that
more bon. members did not take the reas-
sonable view of the Honorary Minister
(Mr. Angwin) and the members for Al-
bany (Mr. Price) and Pilbara (Mr. Un-
derwood), and others who supported the
principle of time compensation. In one
respect we had had immediate local option
already in that people had had the oppor-
tunity of declaring on the question of in-
creases. In seven years' time we would be
enjoying complete local option. Why all
the bickering to-nightl Much had been
said to-night about hypocrisy and want of
sincerity in this matter. While he did not
wish to impute hypocrisy to the Govern-
men t, hie thought there was at least a good
deal of kite-flying in this matter. He was
sorry the Att orney General had not been
able to judge better of the support he was
likley to have in regard to this measure.
We should give a reasonable period of
time In those engaged in the trade, not-
withstanding that, in his opinion, the
country would have been beiter off if we
had not allowed the trade to assume the
proportions it had. They bad allowed the
trade to be builf up, and it was only fair
that some compensation should be meted
out to those people when the licenses-were
reduced. There was only seven years to
go before we got cornplete local option,
and with that even the temperance party
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oaugbt. to be satisfied. Along the Great
Southern railway many hotels had been
practically rebuilt during the last three
,years. In Albany the majority of the
htotels had been rebuilt at an expenditure
of between £C50,000 and £60,000. Those
people would not have spent that amount
e money if they hail not thought there
xwh8 -some guarantee in the time limit pro-
vided for under the Act. Hle had no de-
!sire to see more hotels erected. In new
ffisttiets there would be some necessity
-for houses of accommodation, buit hie was
quite willing to give the people concerned
a full measure of local option so far as
new licenses were concerned. There were
some good points in the Bill. but we would
be doing an injustice if we departed from
the provisions of the 1911 Act by which
Parliament was morally bound. He hoped
the people who took 'up the extreme tern-
perance side would take a reasonable view,
because those people who steered a middle
course and took a reasonable view were
the best friends of local option.

Wr. CRESSON: The people should
have the right to say whether there
,should be an increase or a decrease in
licenses, but there also should be a tune
limit complen sati on. During the Inst
election the people had been given to
understand that Parliament had carried
a measure providing for time comapen-
sation in order to give the people in the
trade an opportunity of recouping them-
-selves, He had been a member of a
Aistrict icensing- bench and just recently
-after the police had reported the results
of their examinations the bench had ad-
journed all applications for a fortnighbt
-to allow of certain improv ements being
tnade in the premises. The people in the
trade ind to get a renewal of the licenses
4each year, but an inspection was made,
-and if the premises were not up to the
-requirements of the Act the bench com-
rpelied the necessary alterations to be
-mnade. Re thought the amendment pro-
posed by the member for West Perth
fixing 1917 instead of 1920 as the time
limit wouild give ample opportunity for
the people interested in the trade to be
-compensated.

Mr. TURVEY: Only the intemperate
temperance people could object to with-
holding the issues of reduction and no
license until 1020. Those who did not
see eye to eye with the advocates of im-
mediate complete local option were said
to he influenced by vested interests. He
was taking Ihe same stand as he took
last year and he believed that the Gov-
erment in 1911, having made ])rovision
that a local option pofl regarding this
ise shiould not take effect till 1.920, and
this having been re-arnirmed by the pre-
sent Government when the local option
poll was being discussed last year, that
was an indication to the people who had
invested their money in building hotels
that Parluiinent practically believed the
trade should receive some form of com-
pensation. It was nonsense to say that
anyone who was about to invest money in
building hotels would not study the Li-
censing Act and the likely eftect of a
local option poii. If a tenant was going
into an hotel building, and fixing up an
agreement, he wold naturally consider
what were the provisions of the Licens-
ing Act of this State at the present time.
it was only fair to assume that arrange-
ments for the lease were based upon the
provisions of the existing Act. If any
Govern menit were desirous of controlling
the abuse of alcoholic liquor there was
ample provision in the present Licensing
Act to take action. If the provision was
enforced that if any person under the
influence of liquor was supplied by a
licensee, or one of his employees, it was
a punishable offence, it would do away
with much of the evil that existed to-day.
The best way possible to deal fairly with
all sections of the community was to
stand by the provisions of the preseni
Act, to take effect in 1920. In standing
by the provision we had made in this re-
spect we had the opportunity of settling
once and for all every claim of the trade
for compensation. Ile did not believe
in monetary compensation for the trade,
Seven years from now was a very shiorl
period to wait and the people shouhi
wait, when it was realised that by wait-
ing until 1920 they would forever havi
stopped any claim in the future by thoso
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,who were investing their money in the
trade. THe believed temperance advocates
generally approved of the operation of
the 19201 provision, and that those who
had invested their money in the liquor
trade would he quite satisfied if they were
given the time compensation which had
already been provided for.

The ATTORNEY GE~NERAL: It was
regrettable that so much feeing shoud
have been exhibited in the course of this
debate, as there had been no neeassity
for it. The point was whether we should
agree to let matters stand until 1920, or
take any possible limitation that was put
in our way. It was his intention to vote
for 1017 with the view of even reducing
that. He preferred 10317 to 1920, but
preferred 1015 to 1917. If he could not
obtain what he desired he would not he
foolish enoughl to reject whbat lie was able
to get in the direction in which lie was
aiming.

Amendment (Mr. Allen's) on amend-
ment put and a division taken with the
following result:

Ayes
Noes 20

Majority against . . 10

Mr. Allen
M r. Bath

Mr. Obeseon
Mr. Collier
Mr. Yohnston

AYES.

Mr. Lander
Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Thomas
Mr. Walker
Air. Bolton

(Teller).

NOS.

Mr. Angwln
Mr. Broun
Mr. Elliott
Mr. Gardinar
M r. George
Mr. Hudsoui
Mr. Lewis
Air. McDonald
Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Monger

Amendment on
tived.

2 o'clock a.m.

M r. O'Loghlen
Mr. A. E. Please
Mr. Price
Air. Swan.
AMr, Taylor
Mr. Tervey
Mr. Underwood
Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mir. Wisdomn
Mr. Layman

(Teller).

amendment thus nega-

Amendment (Mr. M-itchell's) put and
a division taken with the following re-
suit:

Ayes
Noes

21

Majority for

Mr. Allen
Mr. Angwin
Mr. lDroun
Mr. Cheson
Mr. Elliott
Alr. Gardiner
Alr, George
Mr. Hudson
Mr. Lewis
A]r' McDonjalzd
Atr. Alihoheil

Mr.
Alir.
MIl r.
Mr.

Bath
Collier
Johnston
Lander

AYES.
Mr. Dwyer
Mr. A. N. Please
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Alr. Monger
Mr. O'Loghlen
M r. A. E, Piesso

ir. Price

Mir. Taylor
Mr. Turvey
Mr. Underwood
Mr. Wisdom

IMr. Laymnan
(Teller.),

Noes.

Mr' R ' J. Stbks-
Mr. Thoas
Mr. Walker
Mr. Boelton

(Teller.)

PAIRS.
NOS.

Mr. Gill
Mr. Carpenter

Amendment thus passed.
Clause as amended put and passed.
Clause 5-agreed to.
Clause 6-Efect of carrying resolu-

tions :
H~on. J_ MITCHELL moved an

amendment-
That at the end of paragraph (c)

the following words be added, r~by
granting a license or licenses for pre-
mises owned or to be erected by thre

This would not make it possible for pri-
vate individuals to obtain licenses in the
future. Every hotel should be owned by
the Government, whether run by the Gov-
ernment or niot. Then when it came to
closing hotels the matter would be more
simple. He objected to private indi-
viduals. getting a large amount of in-
going which -was not earned.

Amendment passed; the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clauses 7 to 15-agreed to.
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Clause 16- Amend ient of Sections 45
and 87 of Licensing Act, 1911:

Mr. GEORGE: Would anyv alterations
which had been mnade to the Bill neces-
sitate alterations being made in these
sections?

The Attorircy General: No.
Clause lpnssed.
Clause 17-agreed to.
.&SheduLies. Title-agreed to.
-Bill reported with amendments and] the

report adopted.

House adjourned at 2.12 a.m. (Friday).

Friday, 5th December, 1913.
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The SPEAK-ER took the Chair at 3.30
p.m., and read prayers.

DISSENT FROM SPEAKER/S
RULING.

The ATTORNEY GE NERAL (Hon. T.
Walker) : As announced on the preceding
.eveninig. it had heen his intention to give
-notice of dissenting from the ruling of
the Speaker; but as the occasion for his
motion had been removed by the effect
.of the subsequent vote of the Committee,
and as it was late in the Session, he had
resolved to wait until a similar occasion
should arise at some future time,

QUESTION-PB EMANTLE HAR-
BOUR, DEEPENING.

Mr. CARPENTER asked the Minister
for Works: What steps have been taken
to procure the necessary plant for
deepening the entrance to arid portion of
Fremantle Harbour to 36 feat, in
accordance with plans submitted, and
when will the work of deepening be com-
mnenced 9

'rThe MI'MI STER FOR WORKS re-
plied: The Agent General has been asked
to obtain quotations for a modern bucket
dredge onl information supplied by the
Engineer-in-Chief whilst in England.
Plans of drilling and blasting, prepara-
tory to dredging, are now under conl-
sideration.

BILIrELECTORAL DISTRICTS.

Thrd Reading.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Ron.
T. Walker) moved-

That 1he Bill be row read a third
time.
Mr. ELLIOTT (Geraldion) moved ain

amnendment-
Thtat the Bill be recommitted.

His object wvas to move the following
amendment to the Bill-

Clause 4, Subelause 2: Strike out the
wvords "one-fifth" occurring in1 lines 12
and 13 and insert "one-fourth" in lieu
thereof.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.

T. Walker): The motion could not be ac-
cepted at this late stage of the session,
seeing that so much time had already been
spent in debating the Bill. He would
be. perhaps more willing to concede the
point to the hion, member if there bad
been more time. He had not known of
the hion. member's intention to move the
motion until arriving at the Honse this
afternoon. Moreover, the hon. member
would have an opportunity of making
the amendment in another place.

Hon. J. MITCHELL (Northam) : The
Attorney General was wrong in saying
the hon. member would have an oppor-
tunity of amending the Bill in another
place. The hion. member was a member
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