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Mr. A. E. Diesse: The expense would
nol be large in connection with these cook-
ery classes,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
All these extensions counld not be done st
once. Good work was being done at Fre-
mantle, and a start had been made at
Kalgoorlie,

Mr, A, E. Piesse: There is an inclina-
tion to eentralise everything,

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
All places could not receive attention to-
gether. If the hon, member would sec
him abount the matter when he had the
files available he would go into it thor-
oughly. The hon. member’s distriet would
not be slighted, but every case would
stand on its merits,

Mr. 8. STUBBS: Could not the Min-
ister see his way clear to introduce a sys-
tem of agricultoral elasses in eountry and
goldfields centres?

The CHAIRMAN : We are dealing with
mannal training and cookery.

Mr. 8. STUBBS: If it was not pos-
sible to discuss the provision of oppor-
tunities for agricnltural {raining, he
would support the request made by
the member for Xatanning. He
hoped the Minister would see his way
clear to bring that sysiem into effect in
all the larger schools along the Great
Southern from Pingelly to Albany.

The* MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
There was already provided on the Esti-
mates o sum of £800 for the extension
of manual training and cookery classes,
and all the cenires would receive consid-
eralion on their merits.

Vote put and passed.

This completed the Estimates of the
Edueation Department.

Progress reported.

1 o'clock a.m.

BILL—UNIVERSITY LANDS.
Order of the Day read for the resnmp-
tion from 28th October of the debate on
the second reading.
Question put and passed,
Bill read a second fime.

House adjourned at 1.1 a.m. (Wednes-
day.)

[COUNCIL.)

Aegislative Counctl,
Wednesday, 19th November, 1913.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Secretary: Report of
the Fremantle Harbour Trust for the year
ended 30th June, 1913.

BILL—SUPPLY (No. 3), £687,770.
Second Reading,

The COLONTAL: SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M. Drew) in moving the second read-
ing said: A Supply Bill is necessary io
meet the expenditure for the current
month, that is up to the 30th November
on Revenue and Loan Account, the
amounts required being £337,770 on Rev-
enue Account and £250,000 on Loan Ae-
count. The distribution of revenue will
be in accordance with the Estimates now
before another place and expected to be
here within the next fortnight, and the
£250,000 on Loan Aceount will be dis-
tributed in aecordance with the schedule
of the Loan Aect sanctioned by Parlia-
ment. There is £100,000 on Loan Sus-
pense. This money is required for the
Agrienltural Bank and Workers’ Homes,
I beg to move—

That the Bill he now read a second
time.

Question put and passed.

Rill read a second time.

*

In Committee, ete.
Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.
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BILL—LAND VALUATION,
Order postponed.

Order of the Day read for the resump-
tion, from the 13th November, of the
adjourned debate on the second reading.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY {North-East) :
The hon. Mr. Moss, whe had the ad-
Journment of this debate, is laid up and
bhas sent me a message to ask that this
Order might be postponed until Tuesday
next, 1 have conferred with the leader
of the House and he has consented.
Therefore, I move—

That the Order of the Day be post-
poned.

Motion passed.

BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS
ACT AMENTIMENT.
Order Postponed.
Order of the Day read for the con-
sideration of the Bill in (ommittee.
Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (North-East}) :
This was a private Bill which was also in
charge of Mr. Moss and for reasons he
had already stated he moved—
That the Order of the Day be post-
poned,
Motion passed.

WEST PROVINCE ELECTION
SELECT COMMITTEE,
Consideration of Report.

Order of the Day read for the con-
sideration of the report of the seleet com-
mittee on the West PProvince eleetion,
1912,

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY {North-East) :
I want to point out that not one of the
three gentlemen constituting ihis eom-
mittee 1s here and T suzgest to ihe leader
of the House that he shounld postpone
this Order of the Day,

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon.
J. M, Drew): I have read this report and
the impression ereated in my mind is that
it is a laboured attempt to be fair but very
little suceess has been achieved by the
effort. We are told that a grave violation
of the law has been committed in connee-

tion with the examination of papers re-
lating to the West Provinee election. One
would think from the tone of the report
that this was an exceptional oecurrence.
It'is very clearly proved by the evidence
that similar examinations of hallot papers
have taken place during the last five
years, and while the strongest terms of
condemnation have been applied to the
examination which took place during the
time in which the present Government
have been in office, a very mild term of
reproof bas been administered in connee-
tion with examinations which took
place during the period of our predeces-
sors. They are simply characterised as
heing decidedly wrong. Mr. Stenberg
proves very conclusively that this grave
violation of the law has been going on
for five years, as T said before. He says,
i reply to question 126—

Information in regard to plumping
has been ohiained ever sinee and in-
cluding he 1808 general elections in
order to obtain evidenee as to the
desirability of altering the section from
optional to eompnlsory. It was ob-
tained during the 1908 genera! elec-
tion; at the Aibany by-election held on
the 17th September, 1899, al the South-
East Provinee election held on the 1st
October, 1909, at the Meiropolitan-
Suburban Province election held on the
23rd March, 1910, and at the TFEast
Provinee election held on the 26th
September, 1910,

The cornmittee say that these examinations
were dirvected principally to the effect of
the plump vote and the impression con-
veyed is that this was only a venial
offence. I do not say that any of the
examinations were a gross violation of
the law, or any violation of the law
either, but what I do say is that if there
was any irregularity at all there was a
grosser irregularity in comnection with
the examination which took place during
the time when the optional svstem of
preferential voting obtained. T have said
that in my opinjon it was a worse offence
to meddle with the ballot papers hefore
the introdunetion of compulsory preferen-
tial voting and I will endeavour to show
why. TUnder the optional system persons
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need not have voted preferentially. They
could have . plumped and many did
plamyp, If, say, with four ecandidates
voters marked the figure 1 before the
name of their choice and left a blank
after the other names, nothing would be
easier than for a person with a blue
peneil in his hand to mark 2, 3 and 4, and
thus interfere with the vesunlts of the
election. Mr. Price gave very valnable
evidence on this point. Among the ques-
tions and answers during his examination
in connection with his eleetion we find—

You do not think it was possible for
them to have been altered?—I do not

- know, I am not prepared to say that.
I could not say it,

Is there any possibility of that being
done in a ease of that kind?—The
possibility of alteration was ecertainly
evident, for this reason: There was nto
compulsory preferential voting, and
there was nothing in the weorld. once the
ballot papers had been opened without
scrutineers being present, there was
nothing to stop anybody putting in the
fiure 2, or 3, on the papers not fillad
right ouf.

Point of Order.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: T rise to order.
Iwould like to know what question is be-
fore the Flouse. I do not want to inter-
rupt the Colonial Secretary at all, T am
interested in hearing him, but T am not
aware of any question before the House.

The President: Yon will find it in
Order of the Day No. 4, Considera-
tion of the report of the Select Com.
miftee, and T presume that the hon. mem-
ber will eonclude with a motion.

Hon. T F. Cullen : Is that the Min-
ister’s infention?

The Colonial Secretary:
intention.

Hon. W. Kingsmill :
adoptinn?

The Colonial Secretary: No.

The President: The hon. Mr. Drew.

That is my

To move the

Debate resumed.
The COLONTAL SECRETARY : Mr.
Price’s evidenee shows that there wags
an element of danger in allowing these

[COUNCIL.]

ballot papers to be handled when the
optional system was in force. There is
certainly not moch risk now as the
ficures wounld have to be erased or al-
tered and, therefore, the fraud would
be easily detected.  There is another
point which shows that the committee
have not taken an exactly fair view of
the matter, In the West Province elee-
tion the papers, hefore their examination,
were unsealed. In connection with the
Albany election the papers were sealed.
Mr, Price makes reference to that. Here
is the examination—

Did you see the ballot papers sealed
up?—7Yes, I saw the bundles sealed
up. It was very different on that oe-
easion from the last oceasion, because
the present returning officer down
there is a stickler for carrying things
out properlv. and althongh Mr. Wright
sealed up the papers, he Jdid not do as
the last returning officer did, namely,
sabmit them to the scrotineers and
the eandidates with a request that they
shonld look and see for themselves
that the papers were properly sealed
up

Auny examinaition for statistieal pur-
poses would have heen made before
the papers were sealed up? Oh, no.
It was about a fortnight later. The
information appeared in the Press
about three weeks after the declara-
tion of the poll.

You are confident that the ballot
papers were sealed up 7—On the night
of the deelaration of the poll the bund-
les were scaled up.

The returning officer adwittedly did
wrong in breaking the seals. Mr, Sten-
berg said as wuch in the course of his
evidence. The eleetion for the Metro-
politan Provines in 1910 was under the
previous Rovernment. Mr. Parker’s evi-
dence is interesling in conneetion with
the loose and easv fashion adopted in
the treatment of those ballof papers.
They were left lving about on a table at
Parliament House and any of the offi-
cials could casily have had access to
them, Mr. Parker’s evidence is very in-
tevesting. Here is a part of it—
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You saw the ballot papers that Mr.
Lee Steere had in his possession—
Yes.

Would they have been available to
anyone else in Mr. Lee Steere’s ab-
sence 7—They were on his table, and T
«lo not think he was always in his room
to zuard them.

You considered they were treated
in rather a lovse way?—YVYes.

It would have been possible to al-
ter them?—I think that if anyone in
Parliament House had bad a fraudu-
lent intention he might have done so.

By Hon, F. Davis : The alteration
¢ould only have heen made while pre-
ferential voling was optional; now
that it is eompulsory it would be diffi-
culi to alter the ballot papersi—I
think it would.

That is what Mr. Parker said. Yet we
are charged with having committed a
grave violation of the law, while our pre-
decessors are vnly charged with having
done something decidedly wrong,  Al-
though the report says a grave violation
-of the law has been commitied, there is
no attempt on the part of the authors
of that docunment to prove it. That is a
very serious charge, and one would im-
agine thut they would liave made some
effort to show how the law was broken,
It would be thought that they would have
«alled legal evidence, but not one lawyer
was examined, if we except Mr. Parker,
who was not examined on legal points.
The committee guote Section 150 and ap-
pear to regard it as a triumphant vindi-
cation of .their position. The section
merely provides that the ballot papers
shall be sealed up and sent o the clerk
of the Legislative Couneil or the Legisla-
tive Assembly as soon as practicable.
That is decidedly vague. DMr. Parker’s
evidence on that point is worth reading.
Tt was as follows:—

Do you ugree with Mr. Dowley that
from three days to three weeks is a

fair thing 9—Yes, in some cases. 1.

asked the post office for information
as to when certain parcels containing
these votes had been delivered. It ap-
pears that only two were registered,
and, therefore, there are only the re-
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cords of those two, They tell me that
three parcels from Q(eraldton addressed
to the Clerk of Parliament were de-
livered to Parliament House on the 19th
June, and that one from Albany was
delivered on the 25th June.

Following the May eleetion?—VYes,
practically a month afterwards.

In the face of that evidence, and there is
no evidence to contradict it, the report
says the ballot papers should have been
sent in within two or three days at the
ontside. It is a great pity the commitfee
had not some testimony with which to
back up that statement. It appears to be
simply the groundless opinion of the
members of the committee. Mr. Dowley
explained that it was not possible to send
in the papers within fwo or three days.
Here is what he stated in answer to
a question on the point:—

Clause 150 in the first line states,
“As soon as practicable after the day of
polling,” and so on. I take it you re-
gard that as giving yon authovity to
take the usual time yon do in making
up your returns?—I do not look upon
the matter as being urgent, and if it re-
ferred only to ballot papers, they could,
of course, be sealed up then and there
in the place where they are counted.
But it goes on to say “all accounts and
other documents,” There are accounts
coming in from the out stations and
other parts, which have fo be paid and
receipts got. The clause refers to the
whole lot of the documents. They were
not sealed on the 25th, but that could
have been done.

Here is another quotation from the re-
port—

In all election hallots the strictest
seerecy should be cbserved and it is
with this object that such heavy penal-
ties are provided for any breach of the
Act which may destroy that seerecy.

There is a suggestion here that the secrecy
of the ballot was vielated, an implication
that there was danger of how people voted
being revealed. There was no such possi-
bility. The papers eould have been ex-
amined until Domesday, and as hon. mem-
bers know, there would have been no pos-
sibility of discovering how certain per-
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sons bad voted at that eleetion. The or-
dinary ballot papers are not numbered,
True the postal ballot papers are num-
hered, but the butts were in the eustody uf
Mr. Dowley and were never submitted to
those engaged in the examination of the
ballot papers, so I fail to see how the
secrecy of the ballot was imperilled in any
way, It was very unfair for the commit-
tee to draft their report in such terms.
Again, the report states—

Mr, Stenberg was unable to draw the
committee’s attention to any section of
the Act under cover of which he conld
order such an examination as was made
in this ease.

If every man was prosecuted for doing
something which he failed to show was
specifically authorised by law there would
be many criminals in the community. The
committee should have shown that what
was done was opposed to the law. Mr.
Stenberg is entitled to do many things not
authorised by law. TFor instance, it is
not forbidden by law that a refurning
officer shall wear gloves while counting
the votes. No one would deelare that if
he did wear gloves at such a time it wonld
be a breach of the Act.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom: It will be
before long.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: To
show how illogieal is the report, it states
that if information was required for stat-
istical purposes it was a pity it should
have been made public until 40 days after
the election. Previously we were told it
was a grave violation of the law and, in-
ferentially, that it interfered with the
secrecy of the ballot. Now we are in-
formed that it is a pity it did not take
place after the expiralion of 40 days, in
order, T presume, that the election could
not be upset. Again, the report declares
that Mr. Angwin should not have pub-
lished the information to some of his
friends. Mr. Angwin did publish it. but
to one of his political opponents. T be-
lieve he is a personal friend. but certainly
not a political friend. This is the examina-
tion—

Did you make the figures publie?—

No.

(COUNCIL.]

Mr. Lynn says you quoted in Fre-
mantle the result of the examination 3—
I had the result in an envelope and
passed it over to him. He had the in-
formation from me almost as soon as
I had it.

Hon. R. J. TLiynn: I had it long before
that,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
evidenee continnes—

You did not make it prblic?¥—No, 1
told one or two of the result, but not
from a publication point of view. It
was not generally published.

It was not the intention to make the
information publi¢; it was purely for
statistieal purposes?—Purely for stat-
istieal purposes. Mr. Lynp is o mem-
ber of the tramway board, as I am my-
self, We were at the table the Friday
following the day on which I got the
particulacs, and T passed the result over
and showed it to JMr, Lynn, who took
count of it. That was when Parliament
was i session,

In connection with the Albany election
held under the previons Government, re-
sults of the examination were published
in the 'Press three weeks after the elec-
tion. Mr. Price deals with this matter
in his evidence—

1 understand that after you were
elected an examination took place of
the ballot papers?—The only actual
proof 1 bave that an examination of the
ballot papers took place. was certain
information which appeared in the
Press about three weeks after the elee-
tion, and wherein it was said that an
examination had heen made. This in-
formation was given offieially by the re-
turning officer, Mr. Harold Wright. He
stated that he had examined the papers
and had found ihat if a eertain number
of people had failed to vote for me in
the firsi hallot, or had voted in an op-
posite way, that is, between Mr. Wesley
Maley and Mr. Meeks, who were the
other candidates, the result would have
been different.

Now Mr. Angwin told his friends, or
rather his politica! opponent, hut the
Albany Advertiser told the world. The
report ends with a pious hope that if
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any fulure examinations take place after
the count the penalty claunses of the Act
will be strietly enforced. A little before
that, as 1 have already said, the report
stated that it was a pity that Mr. Angwin
had not waited until the expiration of 40
days before making his information puh-
lie.

Hon. R, J. Lynn: You do net approve
of such aetion, surely?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: No,
I am ecriticising the report, and I say it
lacks consistency, I would like to know
what penalty clauses the committee re-
ferred to. They are not stated. The com-
mittee have left the pnblic to find out for
themselves, I see nothing wrong in these
examinations, but T do think that be-
fore they took place the candidates should
have been notified and given an oppor-
tunity to have scrutineers there, if they
thought proper. But there has been no-
thing proved by the committee, so far as
I can see, that anything of a worse char-
acter took place during the examination
in eonpection with the West Provinee elee-
tion than took place during the previous
five years. I do not intend to move any
motion.

The PRESIDENT: Yon said you
wonld conclude with a motion.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY : Well,
I will move that the report be not adopted
if that is aeceptable.

The PRESIDENT: The House de-
cided that the consideration of the report
should be made an Order of the Day.
When no one stood up to speak with Te-
spect to fhe report—none of the members
-of the committee, I believe, were present
at the time—and the point was lapsing,
the Colonial Seeretary rose and he said he
would conclude with a meotion.

Hon. C. Sommers: 1 wanted to say.
before you give your ruling, that a per-
sonal attack has been made upon me.

The PRESIDENT : Will the hon. mem-
ber be seated.

Hon. C. Sommers:
to speak.

The PRESIDENT: The Colonial Sec-
retary stated that he would conclude with
a motion. On ihat understanding he was

I want permission
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allowed to proceed. Now I am waiting
for the motion,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
move—

That the report be not adopted.

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH (North-East): I
second the motion.

The PRESIDENT:
form,

Hon. C. Sommers: May I speak now?

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member
may speak on the motion,

Hon. C. SOMMERS (Metropolitan):
1 am opposed to the motion.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Move that the
House approve of the report,

Hen. C. SOMMERS: I will move—

That the report be approved of.

The PRESIDENT: That is a direet
negative. The hoz. member can vote
against the motion.

Hon. C. SOMMERS: When the mo-
tion for a select committee was moved,
very serious charges were made by vari-
ous members regarding the action of the
Ministry through the hon. Mr, Angwin
having had the papers examined in this
illegal way, and I think every charge
made by the various speakers in favour
of the motion on that occasion has heen
fully borne out by the report presented
by the select commitfee. On page 4 of
the report there is a paragraph which
states—

Undoubtedly he (Mr, Angwin) was
the person who asked for the informa-
tion and the committes must accept his
statement that he desired it for statis-
tical information only, although he
was not the Minister controlling the
Electoral Department.

When I was speaking on the motion for
the appointment of the select committee
I said I considered it highly improper on
the part of any Minister to ineite his
officers to break the law and interfere
with these ballot papers. In all eleetoral
matters secrecy is what is always striven
for, and electors like to feel that once
they have cast a vote it is absolntely im-
possible for anvone to know how it was
cast, or anything about it. I ean hardly
believe that the reason which actnated the
hon. Mr. Angwin in having the papers

It is an unosuoal
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exnmined was the one given by him,
namely for statistical purposes. The hon.
member admitted that he was a partisan.
He had the inquiry made before the
statutory number of days had elapsed
and Mr. Dowley, in acting as he did,
acted altogether contrary to the Electoral
Act, and T presume that the penalties Te-
ferred to by the committee mean the pen-
alties provided by the electoral law.
However, it is to be deplored that any
partisan oeenpying the pesition of Hon-
orary Minister should so interfere with
ballot papers, especially in connection
with an election which was so closely
confested and one in his own district
where he himself was a supporter of at
least one of the hon. Mr. Lynn’s op-
ponents. I, therefore, eoncur in every
word contained in the report and I frust
that in fature there will be no more of
this sort of thing.  The leader of the
House 1anst do the best he can fo cover
up the tracks of the hon. Mr., Angwin
and put the best face he possibly can on
his action, but, after all, the public are
{he best judges, and when the report is
made known they will not approve of
this aetion. I notice that the hon. Mr.
Angwin in giving evidence made a ref-
erence to me, He took exception to some
remarks which T made in respect to this
inguiry and lhe made a mean, eontempt-
ible attack upon me, an attack that eould
only be made by such a man as Mr
Angwin, and he made the attack nnder
shelter of the skirts of Parliament. He
dare not make the statement outside of
the House. T challenge him to 'd¢ so and
if he does repeat it, T will take such steps
as I hope will make it & warning to him
and others like him who attempt fo de-
fame men in the cowardly manner he has
done. The statement he made about mwe,
after reflecting on some remarks I made,
was—

Of course T can make some little nl-
lowance for Mr. Sommers, a man who
would give or loan a surveyor £50 be-
fore getting o railwav survey across
his land

At this stage Mr. Angwin was pulled up
and the Chairman remarked. “I do not
think we can deal with that” Mr. Ang-

[COUNCIL.]

win’s reply was “No, but it shows the
state of the man’s mind.” I have never
bribed & man in my life nor have I at-
tempted to do so. Mr. Angwin maust
have known that he was uttering a mean,
contemptible lie when he made that
statement. The only thing he ean refer
to was the evidence given on the seleet
eommittee which inquired into the Won-
gan Hills-Mullewa railway deviation.
The evidence has been printed. I chal-
lenged the Hon. .J. E. Dodd on one ocea-
gion, when he forgot himself, to publish
the evidence and I would pay for it, and
we heard nothing more abount it. Now it
is brought up again in a sneaking, dirty,
contemplible manner hy Mr, Angwin. T
will not pursue the matter further ex-
cepi to say that 1 would like this hoen,
rentleman to give me an opportunity to
deal with him. T challenge him to repeat
the statement outside the House. If
parliamentary language would permit me
1 would eall him something, but I fear it
would lead me being called to order.

The PRESIDEXT: The hon. member
would be wise to direct his remarks in
another course.

Hon. C. SOMMERS: T will do that
with great pleasure if this hon. gentle-
man will only give me an opportunity,
and does not try to protect himself, as
I have stated before. under the skirts of
Parliament.

Hon. A, G. JENKINS {Metropoli-
tan) : T mueh reeret that T was not in the
Honse when the Colonial Seevetary spoke.
There was olher business on the Notice
Paper prior {o this Order of the Day
and as no member of the select committee
was in the House one would have thonght
that a little ecourtesy would have been
advizable and that the ehairman of the
select committee was entitled to some
slight adjonrnment of {he debate to en-
able him to be present, so that the mat-
ter could he properly considered. But
apparently, although this Order of the
Day has been carefully put down at the
bottom of the Notice Paper day after day
for nearly a month, it has to-day been
jumped up and, in the absence of any
member of the select eommittee, the Min-
ister hag made a speech. I am not aware
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of what he said to the House and I owe
the Honse an apology for having been
abseént, but I think some courtesy might
have been extended to me.

The Colonial Seeretarv: Tt is not my
fault; T had to drop the Land Valnation
Bill.

Hon. A. G, JENKINS: There is plenty
of olher business which eould have heen
taken before this. The Order of the Day
has been put at the bottom of the Notice
Paper for nearly » month and now it has
been jumped to the top. This report is
presented in pursnance of an order of
the Honse that a select committee be ap-
pointed to inquire into this eleetion, Tt
is a report, I consider, which is amply
justified by the evidenee submitted to that
committee. In fact, the committee might
have drawn up a much stronger report
from some of the evidence placed before
them, but they preferred to be absolutely
fair, and everything which is in this re-
port is justified by the evidence. It is
no good of Ministers, or of anyone elsg,
saying that this is no new precedent, It
is distinctly a new precedent in the way
that this count was conduected. Previous
counfs or investigations have been made
of ballot papers, but hon. members can
lock at the files, a copy of which is at-
tached to the report, and they will see
that no such complete examination of
ballot papers, with one possible excep-
tion, was ever made as was made in con-
nection with this election. In fact this
is the first count or examination that has
been made since compulsory preferential
voting came into force. We purposely
attached a copy of the files to the report
so that hon. members might see them
and have an opportunity of judging for
themselves. I do not want to comment on
the fact that extraordinary eircumstances
arose in connection with this election, or
that when the hon. gentleman asked for
this information he could have had no
possible desire to obtain it. except, one
might put it almost, for idle cariosity.
But the committee preferred to say that
they accepted the statement of the gentle-
man who desired the information, that he
desired it merely for statictieal purposes,
I.do not think there is anything I ean
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say to add to the report. I think it is
fairly complete and speaks for itself,
but I understand that a motion has been
moved that the report be not adopted
and I desire to move an amendment—

That the word “not™ be struck out.

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member
must vote against the motion.

Hon, A. G. JENKINS: T have had no
opportunify of moving the adoption of
the report presented to the House, and
unless T move the amendment I wounld
like to know what the position will be if
the motion is negatived. .

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: It will mean that
the report is adopted.

Hon. A, G. JENKINS: No, it will net.
There is no motion before the House ex-
cept a motton that the report be not
adopted. I can only move An amendment
to strike out the word “not”; otherwise
the House may vote agaiust the motion
and there will then be nothing before the
House. The report will then have been
presented and there it will end. In the
cirenmstances what am I to do? I think
such an amendment should he aceepted
and I ask for vour ruling.

Hon, R. D, McEKENZIE (North-East) :
I think it a most extraordinary step which
the Colonial Secretary had {aken in the
absence of every member of the select
commiitee to move that this report be
not adopted, and I hope that every hen.
member will vofe against the motion. Al-
thongh the report has been signed by two
members of the select committee, and
there iz a minority report signed by the
hon. Mr, Davis, yet T think members of
the committee were agreed on the ques-
tions which were hefore them. No doubt
there was a distinet breach of the Elee-
toral Aet in conneetion with the West
Province clection, 1912. A good deal of
evidence was taken, and the report is based
on facts which were brought to light in
ihe course of the evidence. With the hon.
Mr.- Jenkins, I must apologise ta the
House for not having been preseni when
the matter was called on, but this Order
of the Day was placed at the bottom of
the Notice Paper for so long, and I had
some private business to attend to, that
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L did not think it would come on so early.
Even so, I thought the Colonial Secre-
tary would have moved to have the Order
placed lower down so that we would have
had an opportunity to be present. I
trust that hon. members will vote against
the motion.

Personul Eeplanalion.

The Colonial Secretary: May I be per-
mitied to make a personal explanation?
No one was more surprised than myself
that this Order of the Day was reached
at such an early stage. 1 was scarcely
prepared for it myself, and 1 was forced
into the position of having to speak with-
out proper prepavation, but the hon. Mr.
Connolly waited npon me and informed
me that the hon. Mr. Moss was very ill,
and eonld not speak on the Land Valva-
tion Bill, and he could not take the Legal
Practitioners Bill, and the hon. member
asked me if I would consent to a post-
ponement of the consideration of these
measures until Tuesday next. That en-
firely alterd my plans. I was under the
impression that there would be a long
discussion on the Land Valunation Bill,
that there would be a considerable de-
bate on the Legal Practitioners Bill, and
that it would be evening before we
reached the Belect Committee's report.
Therefore, I was unprepared to spealk
when I rose this afternom.

Debate resumed. *

Hon, ¥, Davis: Do I understand that
a definite motion has been moved by the
Colonial Secretary?

The PRESIDENT : The motion before
the House is that the report he not
adopted.

Hon. T. F. Cuilen: Any amendment?

The PRESIDENT: T did not aceept
the amendment.

Hon. F. DAVTS: I propose if you, Mr.
President, will allow me, to move a de-

finite amendment to the motion. T will
read it—
Having considered the evidence

given hefore the Select Committee an-
rointed to inquire into the conduet of
the West Provinee Eleetion, this House
is of opinion:—(1) The- evidence
shows that the secrecy of the ballot has

[COUNCIL.]

not been violated by the examination
of the ballot papers on May 31st, 1912,
(2) That the indefiniteness of the
clauses of the Electoral Act dealing
with the disposal of ballot papers and
documents connected therewith afier
an election demonstrates the need of
an alteration of the Eleetoral Act in the
following direction:—(a) No examiua-
tion of ballot papers used at an elee-
tion should be wade until after the ex-
piration of the period during which an
appeal may be lodged. (b) Subsequent
to the period of time (forty days) al-
lowed for appeal, all ballot papers
used at an election be forwarded to the
Chief Fleetoral Officer, to be held by
lim for ihe purpose of analysis, should
the Minister in charge order same. (e)
Counterfoils of postal votes, after an
election, to be forwarded to the Clerk
of the Legislative Council or Legisla-
tive Assembly, as the case may be.
(d) Any examination of postal counter-
foils ordered by the Minister to be made
only in the presence of those persons
who were candidates at the election eon-
cerned, or their agents, due notice of
snch examinabion to he given to those
affected,

The PRESIDENT: T cannof see any
amendment in that, Tt is simply a state-
ment of facts,

Hon, F. DAVIS: My reason for mov-
ing it is that the majority report states
that the secrecy of the ballot has heen
violated, The effect of my amendment is
that, in the opinion of this House, that is
not so.

The PRESIDENT: T think it weuld
be for the ronvenience of the House if
the hon. member’s amendment was
printed: hon. members wonld then be
able to read it.

Hon. .JJ, W. KIRWAN: May T make a
suggestion to the hon. member?  The
pronesal that he is making is, I vnder-
stand, that the minority report should be
adopted.

IMon. A. G Jenkins:
minority report.

The PRESIDENT: The Hon. Mr
Davis has put forward an amendment,
but it is so lengthy that it wonld be for

There is no
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ihe convenience of the House if it were
printed. 1 will accept it if it is seconded,
and then I think the debate might be
adjourned to some other day.

Heon, J. ¥. Cullen: We musi finish to-
day.

Hon. Sir E. H. Witlenoom: Why ac-
cept that amendment and not the amend-
ment proposed by Mr. Jenkins?

The PRESIDEXT: Becanse Mr. Jen-
kins’ amendment was g direct negative,
and T cannot tell what this 1s. However,
this is not in proper form as an amend-
ment. A portion of what the hon. mem-
ber has read could be drafted into an
amendment, but it is not my duty to do
that,

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: On a point of
order. If the Colonial Seeretary’s motion
is negatived, will not the question be
dead? Will it be competent for this
House then to revive the matter by a fresh
moiion ¢

The PRESIDENT: It is not my duty
to anticipate a hypothetical case, but in
my opinion if the Colonial Seeretary’s
motion is negatived, then Mr. Jenkins will
be at liberty to move a motion.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN: Then I move—

That the guestion be now pul.

Members: No, no.

Motion negatived.

Hon. J. E. DODD: I think the best
way out of the diffienlty would be to move
the adjournment of the debate.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: No; that would
mean shelving the matter for the session.

The COLONIAT, SECRETARY: In
order to get the House out of a difficully
T will, with the permission of the House,
withdraw the motion T have moved.

Question (tbat the report be not ad-
opted) by leave withdrawn,

The PRESIDENT: The Hon. Mr. Jen-
kins is now at liberty to move a motien.

Hon. A. G, JENKINS: T beg to
move—

That the report of the select com-

mitlee be adopted.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN (South-East): I
second the motion,

Hon, F. DAVIS (Metropolitan-Sub-
urban): DBefore the motion is put,
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I should like to comment on the re-
port of the Select Committee, beeause,
as will be seen by the printed report,.I
have given a minority report showing that
I do not agree with what the majority
of the Seleet Clommittee have stated. We
are all acquainted with the circumstances
which led up to the Seleet Committee be-
ing appointed, and it is not necessary for
me fo traverse that ground again. The
essence of the majority report is that the
ballot papers were examined while they
were in the hands of the Returning Offi-
cer, and during the period allowed for
appeal. I hold that even if the charges
were eorrect, no crime has been com-
mitted, either by the Government or by
the officials eoncerned. There is this to
be said—that if the Government have
sinned by having that inquiry made, or
having the examination made of the bal-
lot papers used at that election, they have
sinned in good company, becanse on guite
a number of oceasions similar examina-
tions have been made.

Hon. R. J. Lynn; Not under compnl-
sory preferential voting.

Hon. F. DAVIS: The fact remains
that examinations have been made.

Hon. R. D. MeKenzie: Two wrongs
do not make a right.

Hon. F. DAVIS: I fully expected that,
It is quite true, but the point is, why
is it that when the first offence was com-
mitted no protest was entered by mem-
bers of this Chamber? A. report was laid
on the Table of the House in 1909, by
the Chief Electoral Officer, and in it there
was information required for statistieal
purposes that could enly be oblained by
an examination of the ballot papers. If
the examination was wrong at that time,
why was no protest made against it being
carried oul ¢

Hon. R. J. Lyon: It was a dereliction
of duty.

Hon. F, DAVIS: Tt is rather a grave
charge for hon. members to plead to.
Why were they silent on that oceasion? T
am free to admit that the evidence taken
by the Select Committee shows that the
charges, as such, were proved. An ex-
amination was made of the ballot papers
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peal, bat it would be well to
with the matters contained in the
majority report in detail, The first
point 1 would eall attention to is on page
3 of the report. 1Ii is stated there, “There
is no doubt that the interference with, and
the examination of the ballot papers, was
a very grave violation of the provisions
¢f the Electoral Act, for by Section
1t is a matter for opinion
as to whether a grave violation of the
Act was commitied, or whether it was
largely a question of view point, The
officer most concerned evidently contender
that Section 149 of the Electoral Act gave
him power,

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: He did not say so
in his evidence,

Hon. F. DAVIS: In his opinion See-
tion 149 gave him power to obtain the
statistical information thal can be, and
should be obtained after every election.
The object aimed at was to find out how
many second preference votes were pgiven
which were not eounted, at the time of the
election. This was wanted for purely
statistiecal purposes.

Hon, R, J. Lynn: Have you any record
of the statistics kept?

Hon. F. DAVIS: The object aimed at
was to obtain the number of second pref-
erence votes east at the election, and which
were not counted, owing to the vote being
as it was. Thercfore it was purely stat-
istical information. The second point I
would call attention to in the report is
that which states that the strictest seerecy
should he observed. Subsequently the
committee refer to the secreey of the
ballot, and say “In all election ballots the
strietest secreey should be observed.” The
committee refer afterwards to the viola-
tion pf the seerecy of the ballot, but tha
report does not definitely state that the
strietest secrecy of the ballot was, on this
oecasion, violaied, but anyone would eome
to the conclusion that that is what was
intended, although it is not definitely
stated. I should like for a moment io
refer to what really is the secreey of the
ballot in this connection. To my mind
there is a good deal of misunderstandiny

ap-
deal

[COUNCIL.]

as to what eonstitutes it. As we are all
aware al the beginning, the voting was
quite open, and it led to a great number
of abuses and victimisation, and to get
over the difficulty the secret ballot was
instituted. This has gone through many
changes. At one time the provision was
for the striking out of the name of the
candidate who was not wanted. Then
on another occasion provision was
made for pufting a cress opposite
the name required, and now we
put  numerals  agatust the namwes
to indicate the wish of the -elector.
The object of having these various forms
of indicating the wish of the elector was
to make it impossible for any man sub-
sequent to the poll to distinguish or as-
sertain the identity of any particular
voter’s mark. If the voter had to write
his choiee it would he easy to recognise
the writing, but no man could pat sueh
individunality inte a mark that his par-
ticular cross could he detected from any
other. It was for this reason that the
ballot was made sceret. I hold strongly
that the secrecy of the ballot is the man-
ner in which the individual voter records
his vote, and when that vote is recorded
it is impossible, by any examination of
the ballot papers subsequently, to tell
how any particular person recorded his
vole, because there is nothing on the bal-
lot paper to show. There is no number
by whieh the vote c¢an be detected, nor
any distinguishing marks on the ballot
papers by whiel his vote can be followed.
Therefore, with the exception of postal
votes, I fail to see how it is possible for
anyone to tell bow any individnal elector
voted, and e¢onsequently, T cannot see
th:t the secreey of the hallot can be
vielated in any way. Then the question
arises, and il was referred to in the evi-
dence, as to whether it was possible by
this examination to have altered the re-
snlt of the election, and 1 presume that
is the idca underlying the charge made :
hat it was clearly shown in the evidence
before the committee that the utmost
a clerk or anvone else could do by an ex-
amination of the ballot papers would be
to make them informal by sltering some
of the numbers.
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Hon. R. D, McKenzie :
be very serious.

Bon. F. DAVIS: Ti was absoluiely
impossible for any man to alter the
figures on the ballot paper without the al-
teration being detected. IF an appeal
were lodged subsequent to any examina-
tion of the ballot papers and it was
found that some of the ballot papers
had been altered, it would be clear evi-
dence that they had been tampered with,
and that the numbers were not the same
as the original count of the ballot papers
when thev were first connted.

Hon. C, Sommers : Could not some of
the ballot papers be removed altogether?

Hon. F. DAVIS: That, too, would
ghow {hat they had been tampered with.

Hon, C, Sommers : Do you think it
is desirable that that shonld be possible?

Hon. F'. DAVIS : That is not a point
that deals with the secrecy of the ballot.
The question at issue is whether it was
possible for the clerk or anybody else
to have so manipulated the hallot papers
as to have altered the result of the elec-
tion if an appeal had been lodged. As I
have already said, the utmost a clerk
conld do would be to make some of the
papers informal, and if a recount was
made it would be found that there was a
difference between the numbers at the
original eount and those at the seeond
count.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins :
invalidate the election ¢

Hon, F. DAVIS : The numbers at the
original count are what the Supreme
Court would rely upon. I was particular-
ly careful to question the returning officer
as to the aeeuracy of his count, and be
said that he was exceedingly careful, but
on this oceasion one of the serutineers
had asked for a recount and the votes
had been recounted on the day following
the election, so that there eould be no
possibility of mistake. Tf, therefore, an
appeal were lodged subsequent to the ex-
mnination of the papers, the very fact of
there being an alteration in the votes
wauld show that they had been tampered
with. Therefore, [ say it would have
been impossible to have the votes dif-

00

That would

Would that not
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ferent from the original count without
the alteration being disclosed.

Hon. R. D. MeKenzie : But the Aect
does not provide for a clerk examining
the ballot papers at all,

Hon. F. DAVIS: As I have previously
remarked, Section 149 gives power to ob-
tain statistical information, and that
was why the clork was sent to
Fremantle to examine the ballot
papers. There is another sentence
on page 4 to which T desire to take ex-
ception, namely ‘‘but the information de-
rived from these ballot papers seems to
have gone further than previous exam-
inations of ballot papers.’”’ T fail to
see how that can be the ease, when on the
examination of the ballot papers in con-
nection with the Albany election three or
four years aga, directly after the elee-
tion of Mr. Price, there were no witnesses
present at all. The returning officer, or
possikly the serutineers, examined the
ballot papers and the results were pub-
lished in the Albany Advertiser, so that
on that oeeasion the resolts ceriainly
went a good deal further than they did
on this oceasion.

TIon. A, G, Jenkins: You have not
dissented from that portion of the re-
port,

Hou. F. DAVIS: There is another
point further down on page 4, where,
in referring to Mr. Angwin, the report
states—

It would certainiy have been advis-
able, considering this strong partisan-
ship, if he had waited until the 40 days
within whieh time the election eould
have been appealed against had ex-
pired before making the information
public.

1f hon. members would look at the evi-
dence dealing with this phase of the ques-
tinrn it would be fonnd that Alr. Angwin
did not, according to his own statement,
make the information public during the
appenl period. Mr. Angwin said in reply
to question 366—

Mr, Lynn is a member of the tram-
way board, as I am myself. We were
at the table the Friday following the
day on which T got the partieulars, and
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1 passed the result over and showed it
to Mr, Lynn, who took eount of it.
That was when Parliament was in ses-
sion,

Hon. A, @. Jenkins: The particulars
were supplied in less than a week after
they were first asked for.

Hon, F. DAVIS: 1 have not eome
upon any evidence in the report to thai
effect.

Hon, A. G. Jenkins: The file will show
that,

Hon. F. DAVIS: I am relying on the
evidence before the committee, and so
far as the evidence shows, that was not
the case,

Hon. A. (. Jenkins: Mr. Angwin was
evidently not guite correct because he
said he did not know on whose authority
the 2xamination was made. That is mani-
festly incorreet, hecause it was made on
kis own authority.

Hon. F. DAVIS: There is another sen-
tence to which the attention of members
should be drawn—

No denbt Mr. Stenberg, apart from
the Minister’s instructions, was anxious
so far as his department was con-
cerned, that as perfect a system of
voting as was possible should be de-
vised, and of course such a system could
only be attained by a thoromgh and
complete examination of the way that
the electors voted.

If that is the case why take objection to
the examination of the ballot papers?

Hoen. W. Pairick: Is there anything
in the Act to that effect?

Hon. P. DAVIS: I have already quoted
Section 149 three or four times.

Hon. W, Patrick: That has nothing to
do with an examination of the ballot
papers.

Hon. F. DAVIS: This is the point I
wish to draw attention to, that “such a
system could only be attained by =
thorough and complete examination of
the way that the electors voted.” To my
mind there should he provision for an
examination of bhallot papers, under
proper conditions of eourse, for the pur-
pose of obtaining the information re-
quired by the department, and I quite
arree with the majority report in that in-

{CODNCIL.]

stance, that the information required
could only be obtained properly by a
thorough and complete examination of
the ballot papers showing the way the
electors had voted. Part of the time of
the committee was taken up in the ex-
amination of Mr. Dowley, the returning
officer, and a good deal of attention was
drawn to the length of time that elapsed
between the date of the election and the
date on which he forwarded the ballot
papers fo the cletk of the Legislative
Council. It was thought by the com-
mittee that an undue length of time had
elapsed, but information which was ob-
tained from Mr. Bernard Parker
showed that not only on that occasion but
on other oceasions also, there had been
a good deal of looseness as te the manner
in which the information required by the
department had been obtained and the
length of time that had elapsed after the
election before the various forms had
been filled in and foerwarded to the proper
quarter. I agree with the majorily report
that it is inadvisable that there should be
an undue length of time between the
election and the forwarding of the ballot
papers and forms preseribed by the Aect.
Unfortunately, the delay has been too
long in the past, for, by locking up the
evidenee, members will find that & delay
of as long as ten weeks has taken place,
certainly an unnecessarily long period
between the date of election and the re-
ceipt of the ballot papers by the authori-
ties fo whom they are required to he sent,
The last sentence in the majority report
is one with which I certainly do net
agree,

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: Why do you keep
on calling it the majority report when,
with wo or three exeeptions, you agreed
to it?

Hon.
reads—
It is to be hoped that no future ex-
aminations of the ballot papers of any
election will be permitted onee the
count or recount (if any)} has been
completed,
I do not agree with that, because I hold
that mueh valuable information can be

F. DAVIS: That sentence
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obtained by an examination of the ballot
papers after the election.

Hon, R. D. McKenzie: Then you must
move to amend the Aect.

Ion. . DAVIS: I intend to do so if
I get the opportunity. An examination
to obtain that information should cer-
tainly take place under proper conditions,
bul to my mind that examination should
not start until after the period has
elapsed during which an appeal might
be lodged. Although in the case referred
to, in my opinion, there eould not have
been any alteration, nor from the examin-
ation eould any information be obiained
as to the way an elector voted, it wonld
be advisable that no suspicion should be
cast on the result of an election by any
loose method of dealing with the ballof
papers. To my mind, it is desirable that
alihough an examination should be made
to obtain the information that would he
valuable to the State, the examinalion
should not take place until after the
period of time had elapsed during which
an appeal eould be lodged. That being so,
if T have an opportunity to move an
amendment of the Aet, T shall do so to
authorise definite information being ob-
tained by the department for the purpose
of eomparison. I may say in this connee-
tion in Tasmania, after a partial trial of
proportional representation, a committee
was appointed to examine the ballot
papers used at an election prior to the
examination, so that we are not alone
in this State in having had an examination
made of hallut papers. In Tasmania they
decided to apply the system to the whole
of the State as a result of the examina-
tion. It is possible an examination might
produce results in this State which might
be of value to the community as a whole,
and therefore I hold we should provide
definitely for an examination of ballot
papers where necessary, but under con-
ditions that will not allow of the possi-
bility of tampering with or the mis-use
of the hallot papers used at the election.
For that reason, I also urge, and I shall
move, if necessary, later on that after
an election takes place the ballot papers
shonld be forwarded to the Clerk of the
Legislative Assembly or the Clerk of the
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Legislative Couneil as quickly as possible,
to be held by them until the appeal period
has passed by, and them, if the Minister
desires, or Cabinet decides io have an
examination of the ballot papers made
an order shonld be given for that purpose,
when the ballot papers could be pro-
cured from those holding them and an
examination made. That calls up the
cquestion of the postal vote, in which
direction only is it possible to find out how
an elector has voted. That diffienlty
could be overcome by the counterfoils—
in this connection I made a mistake in
my minority report and called them butts
—the counterfoils held by the Clerks of
the two Houses should only be produced
on the authority of the Minister on
written authority.

Hon, J. F. Cullen: Why the Minister§

Hon. F. DAVIS: The Minister or
Cabinet.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Why?

Hon. F, DAVIS: T fail to see why
the Minister should not bave the power
to give the authority if necessary. The
Minister is intrusted in other matters
with eertain powers, and if he has to
be trusted at all he eould be trusted with
this power. To my mind, it would be
too cumbersome a method to have a rcso-
lution passed by Parliament authorising
an enquiry to be made into certain elec-
tions or an examination of ballot papers,
It would be more workable if the Min-
ister in charge had the power to authorise
the examination. In conneetion with
postal voting papers, if an examination
were made of postal votes and the
counterfoils together, that should only he
done in the presence of witnesses and
those concerned. If it were donme there
could not possibly be any information
given away that should not be made pub-
lie, and if the inquiry were conducted
properly beneficial vesulis might he ob-
tained. Postal voting is a system that is

o, difficalt unless rigid precautions are taken
to earry out the examination withont
there being a remote chance of the in-
formation being made public. The only
way to reform postal voting is to abolish
it. Unlike the ordinary ballot papers, it
is possible for information to be ob-
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tained from a postal voiing paper as to
how a particolar voter cast his vote;
therefore all precantions should be taken
to prevent that. If an examination were
carried out on these eonditions the State
would benefit, and there would be no
mis-use of the information obtained. As
the President said, the amendment I
suggest is too lengthy to deal with at the
present time, therefore I shall content
myself with voting angainst the motion,

Hon. R. J. LYNN (West): I have no
wigh to prolong the debate at any length.
When making the statement which re-
snlted in the select committee being ap-
pointed I had no intention of reflecting
on any particular administration. I
think the very faet of Mr. Davis’s re-
marks, when he bhad those sheaves of
amendments to move, eclearly demon-
strated that he was in accord with the
report as sobmitted. Tt is pleasing in-
deed that in the minorty report there are
a few sentences which convey to the mem-
bers of the House to some extent his dis-
agreement with the finding of the ma-
jority.  After listening to the hon.
member this afternoon it seemed that he
was putting up an argunment and im-
mediately knocking it down. He admits
the statements made were quite eorrect,
and he also in his list of amendments
snggests certain remedies so that such
aetion on the part of returning officers
should not take place.  Again in the
next breath he states there was a certain
amount of justification for the examina-
tion for statistical purposes. What those
statistieal purposes are, I do not know.
I have yet to learn that we have any
statistical records in this direction.

The Colonial Secretary: There are.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: T have yet to learn
them. This is the first ocecasion in con-
neetion with compulsory preterential
voting on which any scrutiny of the
ballot papers has taken place within the
time specified by the Act. If previons
Governments have done something as
stated by the hon, member when ecompul-
sory preferential voting was not in ex-
istence, then T do not know of it.

The Colonial Secretary: What differ-
ence does that make?

* election.

[COUNCIL.]

Hon. R. J. LYNN: If we have an elee-
totral officer in charge of the electoral
laws who has not the eapacity to admin-
ister the electoral laws but will permit
grave breaches and violations of many of
the sections of the Aet, that gentleman
has no right to retain his position. He
should not be in a position to permit any
serutiny of votes taking place in the ab-
sence of the candidates at the whim or
fancy of the Minister or Cabinet. In
bringing forward this matter, I had no
wish whatever to refer to some of the
matters referred to by Mr. Davis, but he
has mentioned one statement that was
communicated to me within 8 week of
the count being made of the eleetion, and
the House was still in session. Accord-
ing to the evidence the count was made
somewhere about the 25th May. A week
after that would be early in June, and
the House met in June last session, so
it wonld be impossible for that to hap-
pen. So far as the second count was
concerned, it was public property in
Fremantle direetly afier the count. I
have no desire to cast any reflection on
members of the Cabinet, but I say if I
have done no other good, T hope the re-
sult of the appointment of fhe select
committee will be an amendment of the
Electoral Act to stop snch practices in
the futare.

Hon. W. Patrick: T do not think that
necessary.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: 1If there is any
doubt, as we are led to understand there
is, respeeting some of the sections of the
Act—in my opinien I have no doubt, ab-
solutely none—bnt if there is any doubt
I hope that doubt will be removed in
order to prevent any similar praectices be-
ing resorted to in the future. In Fre-
mantle some 400 or 500 postal votes were
recorded in this eleetion, and it is non-
sense for Mr. Davis to say it is impos-
_sible to trace some of the votes in that
The handwriting is elear in
many eases and the papers have no right
to be opened up. T hope the report will
be adopted, not as a reflection on any
partieular Minister or Administration,
but so lhat some legislation will be en-
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acted to put a stop to these praetices in
the future.

Hon. W. PATRICK (Central): I con-
fess when Mr. Lynn bronght this matter
before the House 1 was perfeetly as-
tounded. 1 was always under the im-
pression that it was the duty of
the Chief Electoral Registrar to
carry ont the Ac¢t. I think it is
perfectly plain that the duty of the re-
turning officer is to seal np the hallet
papers and return them as soon as prae-
tieable to the Clerk of the House to
which the election refers. It did not fall

within the duties of the Chief
Electoral Registrar to tell any of
his officers to bring the papers to
his office so that they could be

counted for statistical or any other pur-
poses. The Act never intended apything
of that kind, Mr. Stenberg, when giving
evidence, did not attempt to justify his
action,  'When asked about sending to
the returning officer for the Central Pro-
vinee for the ballot papers to be brought
to his office the only portion of the Act
he referred to was as follows:—

At any time when called upon in
writing by the Chief Electoral Officer,
or by a registrar, a postal vote officer
shall transmit to the Chief Electoral
Officer or such registrar, for inspection,
his postal vote book, and the written
application received by him for posial

_ vote ballot papers.

That has nothing to do with the ballot
papers. There is no doubt in my mind,
and I am sure there was no doubt in the
‘mind of anyone until the matter was
brought before the public that it was
possible at all for anyone to see the bal-
lot papers after thev had heen counted
in the ordinary serutiny when the par-
tieulat election was being decided. I am
not at all econcerned whether breaches
of the Act have taken place in the past,
or whether breaches have taken place at
all, but if breaches have taken place then
those concerned are just as gnilty as the
persons concerned in this ease. It is the
duty of any Government in power to
entry out the laws of the country, and no
officer in the employment of the Govern-
ment should be allowed to act as these
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officers did. If the returning officer at
the request of the registrar or a Minister
of the Crown did any action of this kind,
ke onght to be brought before a court of
law and punished. I consider the Act
provides for that sort of thing. I eer-

tainly support the report of the com-
mittee.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH (Hast):
There is only one vemark I have to offer
in regard to this report. I shall ecer-
tainly support the report of the select
commiitee, and T hope it will he the
means of strengthening the hands of the
Chief Electoral Officer, so that in fnture
he will not commit breaches of the Aect
even though instrneted by Ministers to do
so. T wonld like to refer to the closing
portion of Mr. Stenberg’s evidence in
which he stated in regard to another elee-
tion that he issued instructions to the
electoral officers that they should bring
to him in Perth the counterfoils of eer-
tain postal votes, although under the Act
they were bonnd to seal up these connter-
foils and return them without delay to
the Clerk of the Legislative Council or
the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, as
the case may be. He did this and they
brought the counterfoils down. Some of
them, he said, were sealed, and he does
not know whether the seals were broken

in his office or not. The illegal-
ity of that action ecannot be ques-
tioned for a moment. Mr. Stenberg

stated that it was under the instruetions
of the Minister that he issued the order
for the electoral officers to bring the
papers to Perth. When asked who was
the Minister at the time he replied that it
was Mr. Walker. I do not sugrest that
other Ministers in other Governments,
Liberal Governments if hon. members
like, have not instructed Mr, Stenberg to
do something contrary to the Aet, and he
has done it; if so, they are to blame. I
personally think that in Mr. Stenberg
this State has an exeeptionally capable
eleatoral officer. but T think there is abun-
dant evidence before this House, and it
is admitted by Mr. Stenherg himself, that
on oceasions he has on the instruetions of
some Ministers done things contrary to
the Electoral Aet, not only on the in-
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structions of members of the present Ad-
ministration but of previous Administra-
tions, I hope this report wiil be adopted,
purely for the reason of strengthening
the bhands of the Chief Electoral Officer,
so that in future he will feel that he is
authorised, even to the extent of defy-
ing & Minister, in saying that he will not
do anything contrary to the Electoral Act.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster): I do not think any one can object
to this House at all t{imes debating any
question which hon. members tbink can
be for the public good. I do not think
anyone can object to the bringing in of
a report at any time whieh is likely to
tend to better laws. There ean be no
objection at all fo that, but it is pleasing
to nole that hon. members of this House
have at last obtained some virtues in re-
gard to their duties in this matter; they
having been content for years past to
allow these derelictions of duty to pass.

Hon. W. Patrick: They were never
known,

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster): It is pleasing to know that the
advent of another Government has been
the means of instigating hon. members of
this House to do their duty. 1 hope they
will continue m that duty. I hope that
when the time comes, and no doubti it
will be long delayed, when another Gov-
ernment take the place of the present one,
members of this Chamber will continue
in this duty. What we have reason to
object to, however, is some langnage
which has been used in conection with this
debate, not to-day particularly but some-
time ago when a person heaped all sorts
of charges of politieal corruption in vile
langnage on the (fovernment, and when
he failed to sheet his charges home came
to the House and made an abject apology.
Then he comes forward and says that
the party we represent made charges and
erawled back into their burrows. I think
some sorl of excuse shoold be shown for
using that language.

Hon, J. F. Cullen: The Honorary Mini-
ster is very vague.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster}: One must he vague in order to
keep within the Standing Oxders. Mr.

[COUNCIL.)

Sommers referred to Mr. Angwin. Mr.
Angwin is well able to take eare of him-
self and so far as any reference of Mr.
Sommers applied to myself I am well able
to take care of myself, I say that when
charges are couched in the language used
by the hon. member in referring to this
particular debate, he must not object to
members making use of every privilege
they possess to defend themselves.

Hon. C. Sommers: He is a mean, con-
temptible coward to make the assertion
he did, and T defy him to repeat it out-
side.

Hon, J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster) : Mr. Angwin is well able to take
care of himself,

Hon. C. Sommers: He will not repeat
it, though,

Hon. J. E. DODD {(Honorary Mini-
ster) : Charges made in this House were
couched in the vilest of lerms. Every
conceivable charge of political corruption
was made against the present Govern-
ment, and the House thought fit to ap-
point a seleet committee to inquire into
those charges. \Vhat was the result? The
hon. gentleman withdrew the charges, and
I challenge him to say whether the Gov-
ernment treated him, other than as a
gentleman. The Goveroment toock no
more notice of the matter than if it had
never oecurred, bul despite that fact the
hon. member comes to this House and says
afterwards the Government made charges
and crawled back into their burrows,

Hon. C. Sommers interjected.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Mini-
ster) : T ean take all the interjections of
the hon, Mr, Sommers in the spirit in
which they are given. As far as the
hon. member is concerned I take no more
notice of him than any other gentleman
who may be outside.

Hon. C. Sommers: I am not going to
allow your colleague to say these things.

Hon. J. E. DODD (Honorary Minis-
ter): The hon. member is well known
for the vindictiveness of his utterances
that I do not think anyone takes any notice
of them. The only thing I am sorry for
in conneetion with this electoral matter is
that the hon. Mr, Lynn did not bring the
matter forward at the time as he should
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have done, He would certainly have
placed himself in a much better light be-
fore the public if he had had the matter
investigated at the time. He just now
said that everyone in Fremantle knew
about 1t, and therefore he could have
placed himself in a much better light than
he stands in at present. May I say in
conclusion that I do not think anyone can
take exception to this Chamber, or any
other body, seeking to bring aboni better
methods of condueting elections, or any-
thing that is for the public good.

Persoral ezplanation.

Hon. C. Sommers (Metropolitan):
Shall I be in order, Mr. Presiden{, in
replying to the personal references which
have just been made?

The President: : It would not be ad-
visable for the hon. member to speak
unless ke can confine his remarks to a
personal explanation.

Hon. C. Sommers: The Honorary Min-
ister has said I made vile charges conched
in vindietive language with regard to Mr.
Angwin, Mr., Angwin when before the
select committee quoted the words T made
use of.

Hon. J. E. Dodd {(Honorary Minister) :
T did not say that the hon. member made
charges eouched in vile language against
Mr, Angwin; I said the hon. member
made charges couched in vile Janguage
against the Government.

Hon. C. Sommers: I am entitled, I
think, to reply te that,

The President: The hon. member is en-
titted to make a personal explanation.

Hon. C. Sommers: In connection with
the Wongan Hills railway line I charged
the Government with having deliberately
deviated the line for the purpose of in-
juring me.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
You charged them with jobbery and
political corruption.

Hon. €. Sommers: What I said is all
in Hansard and I will not take it back
now. I couched my remarks in language
which was accepted by this House and
therefore I presume those remarks were
parliamentary. I based the charges on
informatjon supplied to me by a high
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official in the Works Department. I felt
very sirongly about the matter and asked
that an inquiry should be held by a select
committee and this House granted that
inguiry. The inquiry had hardly begun
and evidence had not been taken on more
than a day or so when I found I had been
misled by this man, and that he himself
had deviated this line, Immediately T
found that out I felt it my duty as an
honourable man to go direci fo the Pre-
mier, whom I told I had made a mistake,
and that I would take the earliest possible
opportunity in this House of withdraw-
ing the charges I had made, The Pre-
mier said that he admired the attitude T
was taking and that what I propesed was
all that a man should do, and that very
afternoon I withdrew tbe charges.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Why does the hon, member repeat the
charges 12 months afterwards?

Hon. C. Sommers: It is not 12 months
ago. T was elected last May 12 months,

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
Will the hon. member deny having stated
that the Labour party made charges and
then erawled back into their burrows?

Houn. C. Sommers: In conneetion with
my election various members of the Gov-
ernment did make vile charges against me
in conneefion with land dealing. The
Premier produeed a file which he said eon-
tained my name giving full details of a
ease, but the Premier was telling a de-
liberate untruth as the file did not contain
anything of the sort.

The President: The hon. member must
withdraw that,

Hon. C. Sommers: Very well, I with-
draw.

The President: The hon. member must
withdraw his statement that the Premier
told a deliberate nntruth.

Hon. C. Sommers: I will withdraw
that. A day or two later the file was pro.
duced but did not disclose what the Pre-
mier said it would diselose. I repudiated
these charges and hurled them back, de-
fying those who rmade them to produce
certain proofs and they did not, and I
say they crawled back into their burrows,
and were not game to repeai them. T
want to put a stop to these charges heing
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continnally thrown up against me by Mr.
Dodd, I do not know for what reason. I
am here to perform a public duty:

The President: T must ask the hon.

member to take his seat now, I think his
personal explanation has gone far enough.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m,

Question put and passed.

BILL—MINES REGULATION.

In Commiltiee.

Resumed from the previous day; Hon.
W. Kingsmill in ihe Chair; the Honor-
ary Minister (Hon. J. E. Dodd) in charge
of the Bill.

Clause 46—Employment of foreigners:

Hon. J. F. CULLEN moved an amend-
ment—

That in lines 3 and 4 the words “‘and
to read it whether printed or written”
be struck out.

Be was not disposed to unduly press
the amendment, because the same phrase-
ology occurred in the existing Aet. Many
of the positions referred to in the clause
conld be ably filled by men who could
not write. His chief objection to the
words was that they constituted a re-
flection on some men of immense foree
and fitness but who had, from no fault
of their own, received a defective educa-
tion.

Hon, J. E. DODD: The phraseclogy
was precisely the same as that in the
present Aet. To strike out the words
would be to make the Bill worse than
the Act. Every man oceupying such a
position should be able to read the
English language.

Hon. A. SANDERSON : Tt was not a
question of foreigners but of the safety
of the miners. It was quite reasonable
to say that unless a person could read
the English language, whether printed or
written, that person should not be em-
ployed in any of the compartively im-
portant positions enumerated. The
clause should be allowed to stand as
printed.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN : 1In the event
of the amendment being carried would
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Mzr. Cullen take steps to see that the in-
structions which were posted in English
in the change rooms on the mines were
in futore printed in foreign language as
well as in English?

Amendment put and negatived.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN moved a further
amnendment—

That in line 2 of Subclause 2 tke
words “in or about” be struck out and
“underground in” inserted in lieu.

The reading in that clanse was quite
new and there was no oecasion for it. It
went hevond all that had been previously
attempted. All that was necessary was
to see that those working underground
conld speak English.

Hon. J. E. DODD : There was just
as much danger on the surface of a mine
as there was underground. In the large
reduction plants on the Golden Mile, in
the mills and batteries, where bundreds
of men were working, there was just as
much need of sbility to speak the Eng-
lish language readily and intelligently
as there was underground. It was
very necessary that every man em-
ployed on a mine should be able to
read the regulations under which he
was working. Some five or six years
ago & young man had been killed on the
Heinault Mine, in consequence of which
the company was sued for compensation.
The answer of the company to the aetion
was that the deceased had been guilty
of serious and wilfzl misconduet. It had
been shown in evidence that the young
fellow could not read the regulations,
and that was used by the solicitor for the
plaintiff as proof that the deceased conld
not have been guilty of any serious
or wilful wmisconduct. The fact that
the young man had not been able to
read the regunlations had some influenee
with the court in deciding that he could
not have been guilty of serious and wil-
ful miseonduet.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : It was highly
improper and very dangerous to have any
man working in a mine who could not
readily speak English. If only to cover
the instance mentioned by the Honorary
Minister, the subeluuse should be adop-
ted. The provision should not be con-
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fined exclusively te men working under-
ground. The subclause went further and
included any person employed in, on or
about a mine. A man ecarting fuel
would be working on a mine when he
went in o stack the wood. Why should
he be required to readily speak the Eng-
lish langnage any more than a man
working on an orchard or on a farm ?
The same applied to carters of water
and of stores. If the Minister would
consent to a modificution the objeetion
raight be removed.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: The
amendment would have his sapport, al-
though he would prefer to see the sub-
clause siruck out. If a man could not
understand the language he shonld not be
prevented from working on the surface.
Tt should be left to the discretion of the
manager lo employ whom he liked, A
manager would not employ a man who
could not understand the English lapgn-
age if he conld get a man who could.

Hon. W. PATRICK: Any ene work-
ing in a mine ought to be able to speak
the English langnage readily and intelli-
gently, but it should not be necessary in
the ease of anyone who simply went on
to a mine. Tf the Minister would omit
the words “on or about” he would have
his support. 'There was ne necessity to
make it applicable to people going on to
4 mine,

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH: The subclause
should he allowed to stand. The workers
mentioned by the hon. Mr. Connolly were
not employed by the mine, but probably
hy a contractor. Very few mines on the
Golden Mile earted wood; most of it went
in on railway frucks. There was some of
the finest machinery in the world on our
mines and some of the finest men in the
world working amongst it. It was for
the proteetion of those men that the sub-
clause was inserted.

Hon. Siv E, H. Wittenoom: The mines
are not obliged to employ men who can-
not understand the English langnage.

Hon, R. G. ARDAGH: No, but for the
safety of all only men who could under-
stand the language should he employed.

Heon. A. SANDERSON: On the
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second reading be had entered a strong
protest against this clause against for-
eigners, and be maintained that attitude.
The employment of foreigners under-
ground was a positive danger to the men
employed, but if a dozen Italians or Aus-
trians were working a mine themselves
how would the Minister deal with them in
view of this elause? The position would
be impossible. There should be no dif-
ferentiation against the foreigner simply
because he was a foreigner. The amend-
ment would receive his support, though
there might be some danger on the sur-
face as there would probably be danger
in other industries. Tt had been publicly
proclaimed that one of the objects of the
clause was to oust the foreigner simply
hecause he was a foreigner. IF a man was
naturalised he did not have to pass any
langunage test, and on the other hand there
were persons who eould understand Eng-
lish and who were not naturalised. The
question was a verv diffienlt one. The
arguments regarding foreigners should not
be used by Australians under the humani-
tarian plea of protecting the miners
as a subterfuge for ousting foreigners
from their billets in order to get their
work.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: The subclause
was intended to apply only to employees
on mines.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Any man might
he worling for wages carting wood.

Hon, N. G. GAWILER: Reference to
several of the subelauses showed that the
subelause under discussion would apply
only to ihose employed on the mine. There
should be no objection to striking out “on
or about.”

Hon. .J. E. DODD: In reply to the
hon. Mr. Sanderson the Governor might
exempt any mine as he thought fit, and
that would meet the case of a mine
worked by foreigners, but it was almost
impossible for such men to manage a
mine and work it without being able to
speak the English language. The clause
would apply to everyone whether he was
a Welshman, an Englishman or & for-
eigner. “In’ a mine might be interpreted
as heing underground,
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Hon. D. G. QGawler:
definition of “mine.”

Hon, J. E, DODD: There did not ap-
pear fo be any objeetion to striking out
“on or about.” The subelause was not in-
tended to apply to those who merely went
on to a mine,

Hon. J. F. Cullen: I will agree to that.

Hon. J. E. DODD: If the hon., mem-
ber altered his amendment in that way,
he would not oppose it.

Hon. J, ¥. CULLEN: With the per-
mission of the Committee he wounld with-
draw the amendment so that another
might be subslituted, baving for its ob-
jeet the omission of the words “on or
about.”

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN moved an amend-
ment—-

That in line 2 of Subclause 2 the
words “om or aboul” be struck out.
The amendment would make the subclause
read “no person unable to speak the Eng-
lish language readily and intelligently

shall be employed in any mine.”

Amendment passed.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN moved a further
amendment—

That Subclause 4 be struck out.
About this matter there would not be much
differenee of opinion. This was a mani-
fest attack on the foreigner and whether
he could read or write to perfection it did
not matter, it was on the ground that he
was a foreigner, that it was proposed to
do what he (Mr. Cullen) thought was an
anconstitutional as well as an inhuman
and unfraternal action, because the man
was not born in Great Britain or had not
chosen to become a British subject. There
was not a sound argument or word to be
said for this barefaced hasis of a penalty
against non-Britishers, Tt was uatterly
un-British, it was unmanly and it was
bad in every sense.

Hon, J. E. DODD: The problem we
had here was one of the most serious we
had to face in the State. It was not only
a serious problem here but it had been a
very serious one in many other parts of
the world, and unless something was done
to prevent what was taking place on the
zoldfields, the State was likely to find it-

No, read the
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self landed in a peculiar position. There
was no objection to the foreigner as a
foreigner. The objection was to the ex-
ploitation of foreign labour to the detri-
ment of the British. If there were fair
competition it would not be so bad but
there was not fair competition, The em-
ployment of foreigners was going on to
such an extent now that something had
to be done to try and see that the Brit-
isher got a fair deal.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: The poor Britisher
cannot bold his own noew,

Hon. J. E. DODD: Tbhe foreigner was
gradually ereeping in where he should not
creep in, It might be well to try and as-
eertain what he was doing for the benefit
of the place ecompared to the Britisher,
Did we ever hear of a foreigner taking
any leading part in prospecting®

Hon. J. F. Culien: There are a humber
of foreign prospectors to-day.

Hen, J. E. DODD: Tt was not known
where they were,

Hon, J. F. Cullen: I have met them.

Hon, J. E. DODD : Then the hon. mem-
ber hod met them where those who had
a more intimate knowledge of the in-
dustry had not met them.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Some of the best
mines in New South Wales were opened
up by foreigners,

Hon. J. E. DODD: But he was refer-
ring to the goldfields in this State. It was
true thal there had been some foreign
capita! invested in the fields, but if Mr.
Cullen could give some information of the
mines which had been opened up and of
places which these foreigners had helped
to open up, hon. members would be glad
to hear it. How many foreigners were
there to-day who were owners of resi-
dences, or how many foreigners were hold-
ing freeholds which we talked aboui?
Very few indeed.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: You consider them
enemies if they want freeholds.

Hon. J. E, DODD: The law of the
country said that they ecould get residence
areas. He had no idea that the Bill was
coming on again to-night otherwise he
would have obtained a return to show
how many foreigners were holding lease-
holds and freeholds on the goldfields. He
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did not think there was one per cent. of
the foreigners who were in possession of
residence areas, either leasehold or free-
hold. There were 717 foreigmers out of
3,000 men in Kalgoorlie employed under-
groand, and if they had been Britishers
they wonld have been representing a
poulation of 5,000. Uunfortunately there
were hundreds of houses on the goldfields
which were empty and these foreigners
were living on leases in any way.

Hon. R. D. MeKenzie: Why do you
not take action; they are illegally on the
leases.

Hon. J. E, DODD: The foreigner to-
duy, despite all we might say, was not
living np to the same standard as the
Britisher. There was no desire to keep
ount the man who would live up to our
standard and who was prepared to take
bis share in the battle of life as we did.
Mr, Cnullen had a good deal to say in ref-
erence to the un-British aspect of this
matter, but he (Mr. Dodd) knew of no-
thing more unmanly or more un-British
than what had taken place in connection
with the Workers’” Compensation Act.
Reference might also be made to the res-
cue of a foreigner by a Britisher, the
celebrated ease at Bonnie Vale a few
vears ago. What was desired was to see
fair eompetition between man and man.
This was not the only place where an at-
tempt was being made to limit the for-
eigner. In the United States of America
a Bill had been introduced not to allow
more than 10 per cent. of the foreigners
in America to-day to enfer into competi-
tion with the British.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: In what State?

Hon. J. E. DODD: In the State of New
York.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: Was it carried ¢

Hon. J. E. DODD: The Bill had been
introduced and that showed that the same
feeling was gaining ground tbere as had
already gained ground here. The men-
ace was very serious not only to the
workers but to the business people, and
he conld enly repeat what had been said
by mine managers, that so far as the
Australian worker was concerned, especi-
ally the Australian miner, and more
particularly the West Anstralian miner,
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he was absolutely the best miner in the
world. )

Hon, J. F. Cuallen: But if you ecannot
get enough of them what are you fo do?

Hon. J. E. DODD: That was altogether
beside the mark. becanse as many miners
as were wanted could be obtained, He
had looked at the matter from every
roint of view and recogmised that some-
thing would have to be done. If it was
not done now we would have trouble
upon us in a more serious aspect in years
to come,

Hon, Sir E, H. WITTENOOM: Whilst
he was with the Minister that no for-
eigner should be allowed underground,
who did not understand the English lan-
guage, he did not agree that the subelanse
shounld stand and he intended to vote for
the amendment. He would do so for the
same reason as he had stated in his see-
ond reading speech, namely, that there
was such an amount of ineonsistency con-
nected with the question. In the speeches
of Mr. Cornell and the Honorary Minis-
ter, members had been told of the dan-
gers of this ealling, and of the deaths
through miners' phthisis and terrible ae-
cidents, and yet it was desired to limit
the number of foreigners to be employed.
It seemed illogical that such an argument
should be put forward. Tf it was such a
dangerous calling, the Britisher and the
Australian would have nothing to do with
it, and would welcome the more foreign-
ers that could be put into the mines. And
if the foreigners were so hostile lo us,
let them be killed off; let them be put into
these dangerous places, and let us limit
the proportion of Britishers and Austra-
lians to one in ten, However, this was
hardly serious speaking. It was a liitle
unfair that the foreigmer should be put
out of the mines, provided he eonld speak
the English language and ecomply with
the necessary conditions for working un-
derground. He had heard from varions
sources that it was difficult to get the
number of men required in the industry,
and in those eircumstances it would be
very hard to insert a clause such as this.
If the Honorary Minister could consider
this matter apart from unionism, which
would be found engraved on his heart
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when he died, he would see that there was
& certain amount of reason in allowing
the forejgners to work in the mines. He
{Sir Edward Wittenoom) had been ac-
cused of making a speech that was full of
callousness and ill-feeling and absolutely
unworthy of him, in conneetion with the
mining industry.  To quote from the
words of ihie Honorary Minister—

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
would be well advised to quote from
mersory,

Hon. Sir E. H WITTENOOM: To

quote from memory, the Honorary Min-~

ister had said
The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
is palpably quoting from Hansard.
Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: The
Honorary Minister had stated Llhat he
(Sir Edward Wittenoom) had made all
sorts of remarks in eonnection with the
mining industry which were absolutely
without feeling, and full of the greatest
eallonsness. Either the hon. member must
have misunderstood him, or he had con-
veyed his meaning very badly, because he
was certain the hon. member would never
willingly have misrepresented him, He
denied that there was the slightest callous-
ness in any remark he had made in con-
nection with the miners, After hearing
the speeches of Mr. Cornell and the Hon-
orary Minister on the second reading, he
had been under the impression, and that
impression had never been removed, that
the conditions which those members stated
were exaggerated. He had had a great
deal fo do with working men, and he had
found they were extremely particnlar as
to the conditions under which they
worked. His experience of farming men
was that they wanted good surroundings
and the best meals, and if, for instance,
they were cutting chaff and the hay
happened to be full of what was called
“iteh,” they would not eontinue working.
Shearers likewise required comforfable
surroundings, and eight or ten meals a
day, and if the sheep were wet the men
would not touch them. The miners were
perhaps the best organised body of
workers in the State, and were led by
some of the ablest men, and did hon.
members mean to tell him that those men

[COUNCIL.]

would put up for five minufes with the
conditions stated by Mr. Dodd and My,
Cornell? He had every sympathy with
anybody who was sick, or wag the vietim
of an aecident, and he had a very good
reecord on those very fields where he was
now lold he would not be received, of
having provided typheid hospitals when
everybody was suffering, and telegraphs,
post offices, and schools; yet he was now
told he was callous and unfeeling towards

" the miners.

Hon, R. G, Ardagh: Now you want to
give them to the foreigner,

Hon. 8ir E. H. WITTENOOM: The
desire was that tbe foreigner should be
on an equal footing with the Britisher and
the Awvstralian, and he would not be
proud of his own countrymen if they
could not oust the foreigner every time.
He agreed that the Australian was the
hest miner in the world, and next to him
was the Britisher, and therefore he did
not fear what any foreigner could do.
To put forward to the world this provi-
sion, lhat we ecould only employ one
foreigner in every ten men engaged in the
industry, was to do something that was
altogether unworthy. He therefore had
pleasnre in snpporting the amendment.

Hou. H. P. COLEBATCH: The atten-
tion of the Committee might be drawn
to certain facts which did not seem to
eorroborate the statement of the Honorary
Minister that this was a grave national
danger. Daoring the last seven months
there had been an execess of arrivals over
departures of 6,934, of whom 6,405, or
ninety per cent., were Britishers. If we
were going to assume that, exelusive of
coloured people, Western Australia was
not able to absorb amongst its immigrants
ten per cent. of foreigners, who, it was
admitted, were eapable of becoming good
citizens, it was a sorry day for us. The
total number of Ttalians who had arrived
during that period was 217, or about
three per cent. of the total arrivals. Conld
the Minister serionsly pretend that it was
a grave national menaee that three per
cent. of the total number of immigrants
eoming to Western Australin were
Ttalians?
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Hon. J. W, Kirwan: Many are Aus-
trians,

Hon, H. P. COLEBATCH: The total
number of Austrians to arrive had been
11. Did Mr, Kirwan soggest that the
arrival of 11 Austrians during a period
of six months in which 6,405 Britishers
had arrived was a seripus national
menace ¥

Hon, J. E, Dodd: The hon. member
does not understand their ways,

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH : lrrespec-
tive of what their ways were, it was
absurd to suggest that when ninety per
cent. of our immigrants were Rritishers
we were faced with a grave national
emergenecy. Tt was a sorry day for West-
ern Australia if we had fo admit that,
slong with ninety per cent. of Britishers,
we could not absorb ten per cent, of the
people of foreign countries,—people who,
we admitted, were capable of becoming
good citizens, If that was the position,
we ounght almost to say that we were not
fit to inhabit and develop a country like
this,

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: The speeches
delivered by certain members of the Com-
miltee could only be explained by the
fact that thev were altogether un-
aconainted with the conditions that had
arisen on the goldfields within the last
three years. Mr. Colebatech and other
members had been on the goldfields for
years at a time, but that bad been many
years ‘ago. Since then a very serious
position had arisen, and it had not been
exaggerated by Mr. Deodd. TIf he were
not a resident on the goldfields, living
there continuously, and knowing the true
condition of affairs, he would probably
take the view that Mr. Colebatch and
others were taking, but there were many
points he could present to the Committee
which he hoped would satisfy them that
it wonld he injurions to the goldfields,
and serionsly injurious to Western Aus-
tralia as a whole, if this clanse were
struek out. The goldfields peonle were
not parochial and narrow-minded. They
were not people who had merely a pro-
vincial knowledge. They had oone ahout
the world and rnbhed shoulders with
people of different nationalities. and they
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would not take this sland regarding the
foreigners if there were not good reason
for so deing. Quite apart Irom those
who were supporters of the Labour party,
he had no hesitation at all in saying that
a vote of the other people on the gold-
fields wounld show that four out of every
five were in favour of this ¢lause,

Hon. D. & Gawler: Why do they
object to the foreigners?

Hon, J. W, KIRWAN: That feeling
existed strongly. There was no munici-
pality or local hody on the goldficlds that
would not be unanimously in favour of
this clause. Only one body on the Gold-
fields, the Chamber of Mines, would
not have a majority in favomur of
the clause, but there were individual
managers who fully recognised the posi-
tion, and would not employ foreigners.
As the Honorary Minister had stated,
there was no objection whatever to these
men simply as foreigners. Everyone re-
cognised that there were foreigners in
‘Western Anstralia and other parts of the
Commonwealth than whom there were
no more worthy citizens. Take, for in-
stance, the Germans settled in South Aus-
tralia, men who had come to Aunstralia
and thrown in their lot with Australians.
One of the chief objections taken to the
foreigners on the goldfields was that they
did not conform fo the prevailing eon-
ditions here. If Britishers c¢ame here
merely as wage adventurers, as they were
called, possibly the same objection would

be taken to them. On the gold-
fields in the early days some of
the older settlers took exeeplion
to people who came here presum-

ably as birds of passage, with the inten-
tion of clearing out of the couniry with
the money they made. Of those men it
could st any rate be said that they were
British subjects and many of them eiti-
zens of Anstralia, and all liable to defend
the conntry in time of danger. The for-
eigners coming here as wage adven-
turers were men who did not make per-
manent homes on the goldfields, They
lived in hovels there and only went to the
Jlowest class of hotels. The hotels they
resorted to were well known to be hotels
constantly under the observation of the
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police. These foreigners paid no taxes
te any of the local bodies whatsoever.
They did not bring their womenfolk io
the country, and they did not marry in
the country. They in no way ihrew in
their lot with Ausiralia. In due course
they would return to their own land wilh
the money they had made in Western
Australia and settle down, or ¢lse go to
South America with the money they had
earned here. Danger to the State arose
from the fact that to-day the wood lines
were entfirely in the hands of the for-
eigners. Then the position had arisen
that the foreigners were gradually getting
more and more employment in the mines.
Figures quoted by the Honorary Minis-
ter showed that 12 mines employed 717
foreigners out of a total of 3,081, that
was 25 per cent, of foreigners employed
upon these 12 mines. What would hap-
pen in this State supposing it eame about
that the whole of the employees of the
mines were foreigners?  The State
at  present enjoved the eireulation
among its residents of an enormous
sum paid in wages every year, a
sum considerably over three million
pounds, If the industry fell entirely in-
to the hands of foreigners, and it cer-
tainly looked as though there was grave
danger of it doing so, it would mean that
the wages bill would not be paid to men
who would distribute the money in West-
ern Australia, These foreigners never
remained in the country more than a few
years, and in no way identifted themselves
with the country, It would be a serious
danger and a menace to the prosperity
of Western Australia if the mining in-
dustry were to fall entirely into the hands
of foreigners. Sir Edward Wittenoom
had made some reference to foreigners
and unions. It was a most remarkable
thing that the only really serigus indus-
trial trouble we had had on the Eastern
Goldfields was produced entirely by the
foreigners on the wood lines, Two of
these troubles had arisen, the foreigners
went on strike, They were not organised
labour in the ordinary sense of the word.
There was a number of men representing
the unionists who were not in sympathy
with these men, but they could not appeal

[COUNCIL.]

to them. The foreigners were absolutely
unreasonable in the attitude they took up,
and by going on strike and refusing to
supply the mines with wood they actu-
ally shut down the mines on one occasion,
and on another there was a large eessation
of work. That had been entirely due to
the foreigner. The foreigner, so far as
union disputes were concerned, was likely
o be far more troublesome than the Brit-
isher. Britishers were far more reason-
able and eould be spoken to in the Eng-
lish language. They were under the
judicious advice of union leaders, but the
foreigners wetr: altogether out of the con-
trol of these leaders, and were altogether
a danger to industrial peaee on the gold-
fields.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: Do they take part
in the selection ballot?

Hon. J, W. KIRWAN: 8¢ far as he
knew they did not take part in the selee-
tion ballot inasmuch as so few of them
were British subjects. He sincerely trusted
this clause would not be struck out. The
Committee in rejecting this clanse woald
be opposing what might almost he re-
garded as the unanimous wish of the
people of the goldfields, business people,
professional people, in fact all classes
with the exception of a few mine mana-
gers,

Hon. A. SANDERSON: We had been
told that the people on the goldfields were
not narrow-minded, but anytbing more
narrow-minded than the speech we had
just listened to he had seldom heard.

Hon., J. F. Cullen: That speech does
not represent ihe goldfields.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: The hon. Mr. Cul-
len seems to know more about the gold-
fields than those who live there.

Hon. A. SANDERSON: One had to
take that speech as representing the gold-
fields, and a most narrow-minded view it
was. The worst aspect of the question
was that there appeared to be that the
quintessenee of selfishness was at the root
of this agitation.

Hon. J. W, Kirwan: They base their
apposition on the plea that the foreigners
are undesirable immigrants.

Hon. A. SANDERSON:
matter how we clothed the language.

It did not
We
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should deal with the position in conneec-
tion with the Bill and the country as a
whole. In connection with the Bill we had
been from first to last asked to aceept
the measnre on a humanitarian basis, to
satisfy the miners that their lives and
limbs were being protected. Had Mr.
Kirwan said one word inm connection with
the exclusion of these foreigmers which
would show that a eclause of this kind
would ensure the safety of the lives and
limbs of the miners? The issue seemed
to be whether people on the goldfields
were to use their influence to put money
in their pockets at the expense of the
foreigners. There had been references
to the United States of America and legis-
lation introduced—not necessarily passed
—there, but anyone acquainted even
slightly with the conditions in the indi-
vidual States of America, was well aware
that there was hardly any grotesque or
ridiculous proposal in legislation which
had not introduced in some State or other.
Anyone who had paid the slightest atten-
tion to American legislation would form
that view. Most of the European countries
had taken the narrow-minded, selfish at-
titnde. One of the traditions of the Brit-
ish Empire bad been open, free-handed
justice to everyone who eame within its
borders. In support of the clause the
quintessence of selfishness and narrow-
mindedness had been shown both by Mer.
Kirwan and by the Honorary Minister
and unfortunately this was characteristis
of the goldfields members in some other
respects,

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: It is not narrow-
minded to objeet io undesirable immi-
grants,

Hon, A, SANDERSON: If it was a
question of undesirable immigrants we
had legislation providing against such
persons. The hon. member would class
all Ttalians and Austrians as undersirable
because, forsooth. their conditions did
not reach the high standard of the gold-
fields; their intellectual, their social, their
sartorial, their gastronomical accomplish-
ments were not equal to the standards
of the moldfields. He would for ever pro-
test against this class of legislation. We
had been asked to consider the Bill from
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the humanitarian point of view as ex-
pressed in the protection of the lives and
limbs of the miners. There was not a line
in the elause which would have this effect.
It was openly avowed by supporters of
the clause outside the House that its ob-
ject was to put money into the pockets
of the Australian miner. He hoped the
Committee would strike out the clause.
Hon. R. D. McKENZIE : Mr. Kirwan’s
eloquent plea against the employment of
the alien was like the board on the finger-
post; it pointed the way but did not go
itself, That gentleman was the head of
an establishmeni in Kalgoorlie which em-
ployed black labour. The principal eir-
culation of the Kalgoorlie Miner was in
the hands of a coloured man, who em-
ployed white slaves to help him in the
distribution of the paper. In addition to
that, the hon. member, who was so soli-
citous for the welfare of the Britisher,
when he left the House, walked down to
his elub and had a whisky and soda sup-
plied to him by a Chinaman, That hon.
member Lhad presumably been responsible
for a paragraph in the Kalgoorlie Miner,
which attributed the employment of for-
eigners in the mines to & widely-spread
system of graft amongst shift bosses and
underground foremen. The paragraph
had stated that the foreigners bought
their way into tke mines by the bribery
of officials, and that the prevalence of
the employment of foreigners was due to
that cause, That was the opinion of the
leading newspaper on the Golden Mile,
namely, that shift bosses and men in res-
ponsible positions stooped to bribery and
corruption, If the Austrian and Ttalian
were not good citizens the present Ad-
ministration were largely responsible for
it by allowing those men to live in the
conditions in which they did, in what had
been deseribed as filthy hovels. The re-
medy was almost entirely in the hands of
the Government. Leading mine managers
of the Golden Mile had assured him that
it was almost impossible to get Britishers
to do such work as trucking. The clause
would maoke it still more difficult to get
men to work in the mines. According to
the report in 1904 of the Royal Commis-
sion on immigration of non-British labour,
any foreigner who could speak German
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was at liberty to work in tle mines in
Germany. It was understood that the
same thing applied to Italy. A similar
provision in Western Australia would be
sufficient.

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: The remarks of
the preceding speaker, so far as the per-
sonalities were concerned, were not worthy
of an answer. The statement was abso-
lutely untrue.

Hon. R. D, McKenzie:
fact.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
was nof in order in saying that a state-
ment made by another hon. member was
untrue,

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: It was in-
correct,. When remarks ecame from a man
who was known as the champion mean
man of the fields——.

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member
must withdraw that remark.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: If the cap
fitted any hon. member he could wear
it, but he had merely referred to certain
remarks made by a man who was known
as the meanest mau on the goldfieids. It
was the right of every comntry to admit
or exelude immigrants. If any class were
undesirable i was a nalional rizht lo ex-
clude them.

Hon. W. Patrick: This is a Common-
wealth matter.

Hon. J. W, KIRWAN: The hon. Mr.
Colebate¢h had referred to 217 Italians
who arrived in 17 months and said the
State could readily absorb that number.
1f they distribnted themselves throughout
the country and threw in their lot with
the people the State could absorb them,
but it was quite different when they went
to & parlieular loecality and merely be-
came wage adventurers.

Hon. C. A, Piesse: A good many are
going on the land.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: The experi-
ence on the goldfields was that they re-
turned to their own country. They did
not throw in their lot with Australia. [t
was right for every conntry to differenti-
ate between desirable and undekirable
arrivals,

Hon. D, G. Gawler: Youn eannot clash
wilth Commonwealth legislation,

| say it i5 a

[COUNCIL.)

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN: Il was not
clear that this did clash with Common-
wealth legislation. If we could preveni
the evil by means of this legislation, we
should do so.

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH: The subelause
had his entire sympathy, and he hoped
it would be passed. Some time ago a
public meeling was held al Kalgooriie at
which the business people protested
against the large number of foreigners
employed on the mines, These people
hail heen there for years, and had put
their money into their businesses, and
quile a number had had to leave the fields.
S0 many foreighers were heing ewnployed
on the mines, and they lived under such
conditions that the people who owned
the emply honses which had been referred
{o were being driven away. One had only
to go to the post office to ascertain the
amount of money sent away to Italy, Aus-
tria, and other places every pay day, and
what was not sent away was spent in
drinking dens. Mest of the firewood for
the mines was obtained by the foreigners,
They were engaged by concessionaires be-
cause they were move servile, and in
years gone by because the coneessionaires
could charge them high prices for their
goods. If these people became naturalised,

learned the language and became good

Australians there would he no great ob-
jeetion to them, but when they herded
together in dens as they did on the
GGwalia and other places on the gold-
fields {hey hecame a menace to the ecom-
munity.

Hon. T. H. WILDING: So far he bad
not heard one word about these men be-
ing unsnited for their work. The only
reason given for their restriction was that
they did not live under the same condi-
tions as we did. Tf this was applied to
foreigners would it be applied to those
Britishers who lived under similar con-
ditionsT There were navvies working on
the lines, who as soon as they received
their money went to the nearest publie-
house and spent it, who went abont wear-
ing clothes that were scarcely decent, and
wlo assmned ne responsibility in regard
to making a home. Surely the same re-
steietion  should be applied to them.
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There were good men among the foreign-
ers. There were Gerinans and Danes
working on the land who were making
splendid settlers. If foreigners on the
fields desired to live in tents they had a
right to do so. I{ he went to the
fields he would probably live in a tent
aud live as cheaply as he could in order
to save money. These men were prob-
ably doing the same and later on would
heeome good settlers. He would vote
against the subclause.

Hon. F. CONNOR : Tt was undigni-
fied that a squabble between the prin-
cipal store in Kalgoorlie and the loecal
newspaper shonld be brought into that
Chamber. 'There was a broader issue
to be eonsidered and that was the demand
of new countries for desirable popula-
tion. The settlers to whom we were di-
recting attention were as good as many
of the immigrants who were arriving in
the State to-day. Of course we did not
want Lo take the risk of sending these
people underground if they conld not
speak Euglish, but the time might arrive
when we would have to do so. e hoped
that time would come inasmuch as that
would mean that the development of the
country would come about in a big way
in mining as in other industries, and
that the demand for labour would neces-
sitate our making the ntmost use of for-
eign labourers. 1f such restrictions had
been imposed in the days of the Kimber-
ley goldlields, it wounld not have been
possible to carry on at all. The worst
thing that could be done was to stop the
importation of labour for the develop-
ment of the mines in this country?

Hon. J. E. Dodd : Does this elanse
prevent it ?

Hon. F. CONNOR : 1t did because we
imposed restrictions which would pre-
vent certain people assisting in the de-
velopment of the industry. It should be
the poliey of all new eountries to get the
best people available, He was not talk-
ing about eoloured labour, and on this
question it wonld interest the Committee
to know that in the first Parliament in
this State he strongly opposed the in-
troduction of coloured labour. However,
where we conld wet a legitimate and good
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¢lass of people to cowme in, it would be
an unwise policy to lwmpose restrictions
of the nature contained in the subelause
it was proposed to strike out.

Hen, D, G. GAWLER : With regard
to the distinction drawn between prevent-
ing immigration and preventing unde-
sirable people {rom entering into the
conntry, there had been so many reasons
given that it was hard to disentangle
them. Tle sobelause in question did not
seek to keep out the undesirable wage
earners; it sought to keep out every fo-
reigner whetber he was desirable or not.
Then again, if that was so, 2nd we were
asked to keep out immigrants becanse
they were foveigners, we were told in the
nexi breath that they were not objected
ta as foreigners. Why were they objected
to 7 Was it to keep out foreigners or to
keep out undesirable immigrants ¢ On
this question it would be interesting to
read the remarks made by Mr, Pirie, one
of the visiting British Parliamentarians
who were in this State a few weeks
back, and he would commend the remarks
of that gentleman to hon. members who
were inelined to support the clause, and
at the same time he would point out that
if this legislation was passed with re-
gard to mining, it would be adopted with
regard to other industries, and if thal
was done there would be an end to the
immigration of foreigners, Mr. Pirie
said—

This is a matter on which I held strong
views. You ask me for the conclusion

[ have foand regarding the entry of

population from outside the Common-

wealth. I would suggest that in many of
the States they are not going far en-
ough in this direction, and are not suf-
ficiently forcing down the throats of
other European nations their wealth,
attractions, and opportunities for new-
comers, It seems to me that instead,
as appears, of confining their attention
to obtaining people from the United

Kingdom they should take steps to tap

the population of the other countries

of Europe, If I might throw out a sug-
gestion, it is that you should central-
ise your immigration in the Federal

(Government. Let immigration be a
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Federal affair. Another suggestion is
that you should bhave translaied into
several of the European languages the
many excellent State pamphlets and
sheets that at present are cirenlating in
English-speaking communities, and ap-
point agents npon whom you can rely
to  disseminate the informatiou
through the partieular countries. You
have, for instance, a number of na-
tionalised Italians in the Common-
wealth. It seems to me that some in-
telligent Italian who had, we will say,
been domiciled in Australia for some
five years, could be selected to act as
the agent for Australia in Italy, and
wight be recompensed on a commission
basis, so mucl for every family that
he was the means of sending out to
Australia. If that sort of system were
adopted I do think that in a very
short time an immense tide of immi-
gration would be flowing into Austra-
lia. For the south of Australia‘ the
north of Europe might be tapped, and
for the more northerly parts of Austra-
lia the warmer parts of Eunrope might
be exploited. Then, again, it seems to
me that the time has come in Australia
when the eountry should be opened up
in advance of settlement, as is being
done in other parts of the Empire.
Everything ought to be done, even if the
cost proved greater to draw the people
to your shores,

Wionld the proposed legislation ensble us
to do what Mr. Pirie had suggested? Out-
siders, generally speaking, saw most of
the game, and there we had the opinion
of an eminent ontsider. If these people
were objected to as foreigners then this
legislation would prevent them from com-
ing here. We invited them to come here
and we declared that in two years they
conld be naturalised, but how could they
remain here if we prevented them from
earning wages in the meantime. Then
again, they were willing to join unions
but how could they pay union fees unless
they were permitted to earn wages?
Hon. C. SOMMERS: Tt was his inten-
tion to support the striking ount of this
clause. It seemed now that men were to
be employed provided only that they

(COUNCIL,)

could speak English, but it was proposed
not to give them the opportunity to leam
the language. A few years ago, while
travelling to the United States, he came
across & great number of foreigners who
were migrating to the United States, and
amongst them were many who were re-
turning to the United States after baving
visited their pative land. They spoke of
their adopted country in terms of great
praise, and some of them acinally were
able to compare the treatment they re-
ceived there with that which was meted
out to them, or their fellows, in Australia,
Here we did not hold out that hand of
friendship to them which was done in
America, and which we should do to en-
courage them to come here. If we did
this we would find that a better class of
foreigners would come to Australia, and
they could be easily absorbed. Most of
these people were industrious, energetie,
and in many respeets as good* as the
average Britisher.

Hon, J. E. DODD : By way of ex-
planation he wounld say a few words with
reference to the remarks of Sir Edward
Wittenoom. Fle (the Minister) had
clearly indicated that he did not regard
the hon. member as eapable of making
callous utterances; he simply drew at-
tention to the manner in which the hon.
member made his speech, which called
for comment from some of the news-
papers, and he would quote this parti-
cular paragraph—

“He could not speak in detail ahout
this battle, murder nond sudden death,
but would try and deal with the side
opposite to that of the miner.”” Cal
lous estract from a speech by Sir Ed
ward Wittenoorn on the Mines Regu-
lation Bill,

There was a further comment—

The suecess (2) of “Tenfoot Ned” as
Minister for Mines is still fresh in the
minds of all. .

When quoting that paragraph on a pre-
vious occasion he had omitted the latter
words becaunse he had no desire to huct
the hon. member’s feelings. He did not
think that Sir Edward Wittenoom wonld
intentionally deliver a eallous speech, and
if the hon. member could derive any satis-
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faction from that statement he gladly
made it, because no one appreciated
more than he did the genial personality
of the hon, member. Sir Edward Wil-
tenoom had asked why the Britisher did
not allow the foreigner to work in the
mines; if the places were so dangerous
on account of aecidents and disease why
did not the Britisher leave and allow the
foreigner to remain in the mines? That
wns 1ot a fair argument. We had
reached this position in society, that it
was impossible for a man to pick and
choose his job. If a man had made &
home on the goldfields it was not an easy
matter for him to clear out, and when a
man had been bronght up to the oceupa-
tion of a miner he in all probability re-
mained a miner all his life.

Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom : How does
the shearer clear out?

Hon. J. E. DODD: The miner was an
entirely different person from the shearer,
because the miner settled down and made
his home on the goldfields, To suggest
that the Britisher should clear out and
let the foreigner have the mines was to
suggest something impossible. Mr. Cole-
bateh’s argument regarding the small
nnmber of foreirmers arriving in
the Siate during the last six months
was bestde the question. The Com-
mittee had to consider the facts, and
the faoet was that there were 717
foreigners out of 3,000 men working an-
derground on the Golden Mile to-day.
Twenty-five per cent. of the men working
underground on the Xalgoorlie fields
were foreigners, and in some of the other
mines, suck as the Gwalia, 42 per cent.
of the men working underground were
foreigners. It had been said that in
other parts of the world the foreigners
were not objected 1o, but most hon. mem-
bers knew that the foreigmers were ob-
jected to. When he bad said that a Bill
had been introduced inte the United
States of America to deal with the influx
of foreigners he meant that it was being
introduced and not that it had been
passed. He objected to the way in which
his words had been misconstrued. There
was a vast deal of difference in the way
legislation was looked vpon by members
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of this Chamber according to how it
affected the employing elass. When it
was a question of the foreigner's widow
and family getfing compensation the
members of this House had used a very
different argument from what had been
used to-night. Moreover, in the factory
legislation of this State where the compe-
tition of the foreigumer affected the em-
ployer as well as the employee there was
no compunction about keeping the for-
eigner out,  To-day we had the most
drastic factory legislation that was in ex-
istence in any part of the British Em-
pire, because the competition of the for-
eigner affected the employer as well as
the employee. The Hon. R. D. McKenzie
seemed to have a very tender regard for
the Kalgoerlie Miner, and to have a
horning desire to reform that paper.

Hon. J. F. Cullen: What has this wo
do with the debatef :

Hon. J. E. DODD: That was what he
was anxious to know. Why did Mr. Me.
Kenzie bring the Kalgeorlie Miner into
every speech that was delivered in the
House? He would be glad if the bon.
member shonld forego his continual refer-
ence to that journal, and endeavour to
keep his arguments in relation to the
business before members. Mr., Sommers
had made reference to America. From
what one read the foroign menace
was the worst trouble that had
to be faced in America to-day, and
it was through the exploitation of
foreigh labour of the worst Lkind
that the trouble was being caused, To say
that Ameriea was assimilating the foreign-
ers and that they were becoming nsefnl
and patriotic citizens was altogether be-
side the mark. Some of them might be,
but the majority were a serious menace
to the country becanse of the way in
which they were being exploited. Mr.
Sanderson had unwittingly misled the
Committee in regard to a reference sup-
posed to have been made by a member
of another place in regard to the exclu
sion of foreigners. Ie was unable to
quote from Hanserd, but hon. mem-
bers might look at page 900——o

Hon. A. Sanderson : On u point of ex-
planation, to the best of his belief the re-
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ference 10 page 900 was inaceurate. The
duplicate of his remarks had been sent to
him, but bad not been read until it was
too late for a correction to be made. He
regretted that he could not give the re-
ference now, but he hoped the Minister
would not take it as any kind of subter-
fuge when he (Mr. Sanderson) stated
that the reference printed in Hansard was
inacecurafe.

Hon. J. E. DODD: Did the hon. mem-
ber wish to be understood that he had
made a mistake in the page he had quoted.

Hon. A. Sanderson: That is so.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The words used by
the hon. member were on that page, and if
the hon, member read the paragraph he
would see that there was an enfirely dif-
ferent construetion to be placed on what
had been said,

The CHAIRMAN: It was not only ont
of order {o quote Hansard, but it was also
out of order to allude to a debate in an-
other place. The hon, member must desist.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The attention of
the Committee might be drawn to an-
other phase of this matter as it occurred
in South Afriea. The reason he made the
reference was that a very large number
of those who owned the mines in South
Afriea owned the mines in Western Aus-
tralia, and he desired to show by reading
this extraet that an attempt was being
made in South Africa to introdmce col-
oured lahour.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Do you say that
the control of the Souith African mines
and the control of our mines is the same®

Hon, J. E. DODD: A good many of
the Australians eontrolling the mines in
Sonth Africa were also controlling the
mines in Western Australia. What was
taking place in South Afriea would nat.
urally take place here, although perhaps
not s0 badly. The extract he referred to
stated—

Apparently a determined attempt is
to be made to increase coloured labour
and decrease white labour on the mines
of the Rand, Mr. Max Elkan, retiring
prezident of the Chamber of Mines, in
his valedictory speech a few months ago
said :—“Why should we in the Trans.
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vaal be forced to employ white men
when in other parts of the Union em-
ployers of labour may engage compet-
ent men? TIf is not right, it is not
equitable, and I have even serious doubt
if the Aet forecing us to do this is legal
under our Constitutivn.” The South
Afriean Mining Jonrnal, in dealing
with the subject, observes :—‘If the
Rand industry were run as a
purely bunsiness eoncern by econ-
omic men' of ¢blood amd iron’
there would be no white men’s
grievances to sing about, becanse the
number of white men demanded by the
simple needs of the industry would be
reduced out of all recognition to the
present force. Tn the past the regula-
tions have provided that a certain num-
ber of white men shall be employed
underground as supervisors, but it is
clear that an effort is to be made to
confine the underground work almost
entirely to coloured labour. The pro-
posal, however, is bound to receive
strong opposition, not only from the
white workers but from the business
people of the Transvaal, for the sub-
stitution of blacks would prove a seri-
ous blow to the business of the mining
towns."”

The comparison was not on exaetly the
same basis he would admit, but there was
the same principle behind what was at-
tempted there and what was being done
in this State. The best jusiification for
that statement could be found in the
fienres, namely, that in 12 of the mines
717 out of a toial of 3,081 men were
foreipners working underground.

Hon. W, Patriek :
men.

Hon. J. D. Counolly: The Honorary
Minister is comparing them with black
men in South Afriea.

Hon. W. Patrick:
them.

Hon. J. E. DODD: The principle of
attempting to bring in another class of
Inbour was the same there as it was here,
and it would not only affect the goldfields
but the whole of the State, as he had pre-
viously pointed out.

They are all white

It is an insult to
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Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:—

Ayes .. . .. 15
Noes .. - .. B
Majority for .. .. 10
AY2a.
Hon, H. P. Colebaten Hon, W. Patrick
Hou. J. D. Connolly |Hon. C. A. Plesse
Hon. F. Conunor ! Hon. A. Sanderson
Hon. J. F. Cullen lHon. C. Sommers
Hon. Sir J. W. Hackett i Hon. T. H. Wilding

Hon.
Hon,
Houa,

V. Hamersley
A, G. Jenkins
R. D. McKenzie .,

| Hon. Sir E. H. Wittenoom
]Hon. D. G. Gawler
{Teller).

Noes,
Hon. J. W. Kirwan
Hopn. F. Davis
{Teller).

Hon. R, G. Ardagh
Hon. J. E. Dodd
Hon. J. M, Drew

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN wmoved an amend-
ment—

That Subclause 6 be struck out,
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 9.50 p.m.

Legislative Hsgembly,
Wednesday, 19th November, 1913,

Paan
Papers p 2767
Quem;mn‘.I Gemldton E!eetlon reported lueg'ulnri o757
Bitting Days ‘and Hom ndditionnl 275%
Government Business, ‘Preceden: .. .. 2758
Petition : Unlversity Blte Discharged . 2768
Bills: Rights in Water and Irrlgatlon, Gon.ncl]a
Amendmenta . 270
Land and Income Tax, 2B. 271
Electric ngl!t and Power Agreement- Messnga 2811
Annual Estlmates, Votes and Items discussed .. 2780

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

PAPERS PRESENTFD.

By the Minister for Mines: (1) Mines
Development Act, 1902, Regulations 1-9,
Extension of Subsidy re production of
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mica. (2) Papers bearing on the Mines
Regulation Bill introduced in 1906 (or-
dered by Mr. Foley).

QUESTION — GERALDTON ELEC-
TION, REPORTED IRREGU-
LARITIES. '

Mr. FOLEY (for Mr. B. J. Stubbs)
asked the Attorney General: 1, Has his
attention been drawn to the reported
violation of the Eleetoral Aet in the
recent (eraldton election by persons
voting who have ceased to reside in that
electorate for a period of over three
months? 2, If so, what action does he
intend to take?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for the
Attorney General) replied: 1, The official
report on the election has not yet been
submitted by the returning officer. 2, If
cases of illegal voting are reported, in-
vestigation will at once be made and
prosecution instituted in all cases where
the law officers report that a breach of
the law appears to have bheen committed.

SITTING DAYS AND HOURS,
ADDITIONAL.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan):
The motion which appeared on the Notice
Paper in his name proposed to increase
the sitting days by the inclusion of Fri-
day of this week, but since the motion bad
been tabled several members representing
country constituencies had requested that
it should not apply to Friday of this
week becaunse they had made arrangements
to transact certain business, and it would
inconvenience them to attend. There was
no desire on his part to interfere with
the private affairs of hon, members, and
he recognised that when it was proposed
to increase the sitting days fair notice
shonld be given. Therefore he was pre-
pared to rcceive an amendment to make
the motion apply from the sittings of
next week. So far as the hours were con-
cerned the Government proposed to add
one to each day by commencing business
at 3.30 instead of at 4.30 o’clock. Seecing
that the House would not sit on Friday



